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Numerical analysis of a porous natural convection system with
vorticity and viscous dissipation®

Russel Demos! ~ Rashmi Dubey?  Ricardo Ruiz-Baier’  Segundo Villa-Fuentes?

Abstract

In this paper we propose and analyse a new formulation and pointwise divergence-free mixed finite
element methods for the numerical approximation of Darcy—Brinkman equations in vorticity—velocity—
pressure form, coupled with a transport equation for thermal energy with viscous dissipative effect
and mixed Navier-type boundary conditions. The solvability analysis of the continuous and discrete
problems is significantly more involved than usual as it hinges on Banach spaces needed to prop-
erly control the advective and dissipative terms in the non-isothermal energy balance equation. We
proceed by decoupling the set of equations and use the Banach fixed-point theorem in combination
with the abstract theory for perturbed saddle-point problems. Some of the necessary estimates are
straightforward modifications of well-known results, while other technical tools require a more elabo-
rated analysis. The velocity is approximated by Raviart—Thomas elements, the vorticity uses Nédélec
spaces of the first kind, the pressure is approximated by piecewise polynomials, and the temperature
by continuous and piecewise polynomials of one degree higher than pressure. Special care is needed to
establish discrete inf-sup conditions since the curl of the discrete vorticity is not necessarily contained
in the discrete velocity space, therefore suggesting to use two different Raviart—Thomas interpolants.
A discrete fixed-point argument is used to show well-posedness of the Galerkin scheme. Error esti-
mates in appropriate norms are derived, and a few representative numerical examples in 2D and 3D
and with mixed boundary conditions are provided.

Key words: Flow—transport coupling; Highly permeable porous media; Vorticity-based formulation;
Mixed finite element methods; Analysis in Banach spaces; Viscous dissipation.
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1 Introduction

Scope. The interplay of vorticity and viscous dissipation in natural convection within high permeability
porous media results in intricate flow and thermal dynamics. Vorticity enhances mixing and improves
heat transfer efficiency, while viscous dissipation raises the local temperature, potentially altering the
overall thermal gradient that drives convection. To accurately predict the system performance and design
effective solutions, these interactions need to be thoroughly understood and appropriately modelled. We
consider the numerical analysis of the coupled Brinkman equations with temperature including a viscous
dissipation term. In fluid saturated porous domains with relatively large permeabilities (as in the regime
where Brinkman equations hold), viscous dissipation effects within the fluid are typically non-negligible
as discussed in [21]. In the case of clear fluid, the viscous dissipation term typically includes a nonlinearity
in the form of the velocity scaled by its own Laplacian. In contrast, the type of viscous dissipation used
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here (and more appropriate for flow in porous media) has a nonlinear term depending on the square
filtration velocity modulus and it represents the power per unit volume generated by the dissipation (see
also [10]). Some of the common features of viscous dissipation (acting as an internal heat generation
mechanism) include the onset of unstable temperature gradients and secondary buoyant flow patterns
that are not induced by external thermal forcing terms.

The formulation of incompressible viscous flow equations using vorticity (or microrotation), velocity
and pressure has been used and analysed extensively in, e.g., [1,2,8, 7, 11,17, 19,22, 14, 28, 31, 37, 43, 44].
Later on, models for coupled advection-diffusion equations and vorticity-based viscous flow formulations
have been introduced in [6, 34] (see also the recent contribution [24]). For the analysis in this case one
needs to require higher regularity of the Brinkman filtration velocity, for example. One can also follow
[12] (designed for the coupling of thermal energy equation and Darcy flow in mixed form) treating the
advective term with a duality argument and invoking continuity and compactness of suitably chosen
operators, and requiring further that the concentration-dependent permeability is Lipschitz continuous
and uniformly bounded away from zero. Alternatively to those approaches, here we follow the series of
works [26, 15, 18, 25] (see also the references therein) where the functional structure of the problem is
generalised to Banach spaces. This strategy has a number of advantages, such as relaxing the regularity
assumptions and not needing to include augmented Lagrangian terms, but it exhibits a more involved
functional structure. This approach requires to find suitable Banach spaces that would allow us to show
boundedness of all linear and nonlinear forms. We herein work with vorticity in the space H(curly, 2)
(vector fields in L?(Q) whose curl is in L*(Q)) and velocity in the space H" (div, Q) (vector fields in L (£2)
whose divergence is in L2(Q2)), with + + 1 = 1.

We use a fixed-point approach to separate the Brinkman and viscous dissipated heat equations, and
the functional framework for the Brinkman equations requires the analysis of a perturbed saddle-point
problem. The required inf-sup conditions necessitate non-standard regularity properties of auxiliary
boundary value problems not typically available in the literature. For vector potentials it is possible to
use the elegant theory from the series of papers [3, 4, 5] (see also [38]), which holds for any Lebesque
exponent larger than one. However, the assumptions that lead to that theory do not apply to our case
since the two sub-boundaries in our domain meet. Therefore we appeal to the works in [35, 36] and use
a new auxiliary problem in the range of admissible Lebesgue exponents.

Another distinctive feature of the present paper appears at the discrete level. As a consequence again
of the functional structure, one of the issues is that the curl of the discrete vorticity is not in the same
space as the discrete velocity. We then need to define two Raviart—Thomas type interpolators and use
commutativity properties in the H(curl) space associated with vorticity and the extra Raviart—-Thomas
space. The approach used here might be of benefit for the analysis of other systems with similar Banach
structure.

Plan of the paper. The rest of the manuscript has been organised as follows. Notations and basic
definitions to be utilised throughout the paper are collected in the remainder of this section. Section 2
states the strong form of the coupled problem in its classical form and also in terms of vorticity. There we
also give a weak formulation. The well-posedness analysis of the continuous weak problem is developed
in Section 3 using a fixed-point approach. A finite element method is defined in Section 4, where we
also derive the analysis of existence and uniqueness of solution to the discrete problem. In Section 5 we
recall interpolation properties of specifies finite element subspaces, and derive a general Céa estimate.
Section 6 is devoted to showing numerically the optimal convergence of the method and we perform some
benchmark tests to further validate the proposed computational methods.

Preliminaries and recurrent notation. We will adopt standard terminology for Sobolev spaces and
norms. Throughout the text, given a normed space S, by the boldface symbol S we will denote the vector
extension S?. If S is a generic Banach space we denote its dual space by S’. The continuous and surjective
linear trace map is denoted as y : H'(Q) — H'/2(99) for which when u is continuous then v(u) = u|aq.
The boldface « will denote the vector-valued counterpart of 7. Similarly, the normal and tangential trace
operators are denoted by v, : H(div, Q) — H1/2(9Q) and ~,. : H(curl, Q) — H~/2(9Q), respectively.
We employ 0 to denote a generic null vector, and follow the convention that C, with or without subscripts,
denotes a generic positive constant independent of the discretisation parameters, which may take different
values at different instances. We use the notation A < B for the inequality A < CB, where A and B are
two scalar fields, and C is a generic constant.
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2 Model problem and its weak formulation

2.1 Natural convection with viscous dissipation

Let us consider a simply connected bounded and Lipschitz domain Q C R?, with d € {2,3} occupied by
an incompressible fluid in a non-isothermal regime and moving within a fully saturated porous media.
The domain boundary 0f2 is partitioned into disjoint sub-boundaries where slip and tangential vorticity
trace conditions are imposed 9 :=T U, T NY = (), and it is assumed for sake of simplicity that both
sub-boundaries are non-empty |I'| - |X| > 0. For a sufficiently smooth external body force f : Q — RY
and external heat source g : 2 — R, we consider the following form of the equations of steady natural
convection in their velocity-pressure-temperature form and using dimensional units (see, for example,
[20] but here not taking into account the Rayleigh dissipation)

I

u— W Au+Vp=pf(T) in Q, (2.1a)

divu =0 in Q, (2.1b)

ool +u-VI —aAT =g+ M, u-u in Q, (2.1¢)
k' p

stating the balance of linear momentum and of mass, and the balance of energy including the viscous
dissipation function on the right-hand side, which is proportional to the square modulus of the seepage
velocity (the kinetic energy, see [41]). While viscous dissipation is a significant factor in driving convection
inside the fluid-saturated porous medium, fluid phase and solid phase of the porous medium are assumed
to be in local thermal equilibrium. In high-permeability porous media, the flow behaviour becomes more
complex due to the intensified interaction between the fluid and the porous matrix. Such an interaction
is significantly affected by, e.g., vorticity patterns and viscous dissipation, which are crucial in shaping
the convection patterns and thermal distribution within the medium.

We also consider the following set of boundary conditions representing zero tangential traces of vortic-
ity and slip velocity (the so-called Navier boundary condition) together with insulated boundaries on the
component I'; while non-tangential flow velocity, vanishing pressure, and fixed temperature are prescribed
on the remainder of the boundary:

curluxn=0, u-n=0 and aVI-n=0 onl, (2.1d)
uxn=0, p=0 and T =0 onX. (2.1e)
The model coeflicients are the fluid mass density p, the dynamic viscosity p, the effective dynamic
viscosity in the porous layer u’, the permeability of the porous medium k, specific heat capacity per
unit mass of the fluid ¢/, heat capacity ratio og, and the thermal diffusivity . The linear Oberbeck—
Boussinesq approximation is considered, and the exerted force due to changes in temperature is linearly
temperature-dependent
with 5 a positive constant (thermal expansion coefficient), Tj a reference temperature, and g gravity.

Problem (2.1) can be equivalently set in terms of velocity, vorticity, pressure, and temperature. For
this we rewrite the momentum and energy balance equations using the rescaled vorticity vector

w =/ curlu,
and then use the vector identity
curlcurlu = —Awu + V(divu),

together with the incompressibility constraint and the fact that the apparent viscosity is assumed con-
stant, which leads to the following set of equations

w— /W curlu=0 in €, (2.2a)

P+ Vi curlw + Vp = pf(T) in €, (2.2b)
K

divu =0 in €, (2.2¢)
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00T +u- VT — aAT = g+ ——|u? in Q, (2.2d)
kc' p

and the compatible vorticity trace boundary condition (the first relation in (2.1d)) reads now w x n =0
onI'.

2.2 Weak formulation

We start by considering the real numbers » > 1,s > 1 and we recall the definition of the following
functional spaces

H(curl,, Q) = {¢ € L*(Q) : curl{ € L3(Q) }, H"(div,Q) = {v € L"(Q) : divw € L*(Q) },
H'(Q) = {y € L*(Q) : V¢ € L*(Q)},

equipped with the following norms

||C||cur15,Q = ||C||o,9 + chrlCHLS(Q)’ v rdiv,Q "= ”vHLT(Q) + ||diV’U||o,m

2 2 2
1511,0 := ISllo.0 + [IVSlloq (2.3)
respectively. The first two spaces are Banach and the third space is Hilbert with respect to the respective

graph topology. In view of the boundary conditions, we also define the following closed subspaces

H,(curly, Q) := {¢ € H(curl,, Q) : v, =0o0on I},
H! (div,Q) :={v €e H"(div,Q) : you =0 on T'},
HY(Q):={ScH(Q): 7S =0o0n X},

where the boundary specification is to be understood in the sense of traces restricted to sub-boundaries.

Note that if ¢ € H(curly, Q) then its tangential component v..¢ is defined in the trace space W~1/55(90)
and if v € H"(div, Q) then its normal component v, v is defined in W=7 (9Q).

We proceed to multiply the momentum balance, constitutive, mass, and energy equations by suitable
test functions and to integrate by parts over the domain. Note that for the divergence-based terms we
use the following form of the Gauss formula conveniently extended to the case of Banach spaces (see,
e.g., [16, Section 2.2]):

/ v-Vqg= —/ divv q + (yav,vq) Yo € H'(div,),q € VVl’t/(Q)7
Q Q

where (-, -) denotes the duality product between W=/44(9Q) and W/t (9Q), with 1 < ¢ < oo. Similarly,
for curl-based terms we use a generalisation of [27, Theorem 2.11] (see, e.g., [4, Section 2]):

/ curlv- ¢ = / v-curl¢ + (v,.¢,yv) V¢ € H(curly, Q), v € WH(Q),
Q Q

where (-,-) denotes the pairing between W—/41(9Q) and its dual W5 (9Q).

We then arrive at the following weak formulation for (2.2): for given g € L*°(f2) and g € L?(Q2), find
(w,u,p,T) € H,(curly, Q) x HY(div, Q) x L?(Q) x HL(Q) such that

/Qw(f\/;?/ﬂu'curlC:O V¢ € Hy(curly, ), (2.4a)
f\/;?/ curlw~vfﬁ/u~v+/pdivv:fp/f(T)~'u Yo € Hf (div, Q), (2.4b)
Q Kk Ja Q Q
/qdivu:() Vg € L3(Q), (2.4c)
Q

ao/TS+/(u-VT)S+a/VT~VS:/gS+ a /|u|25 VS e HL(Q),  (2.4d)
Q Q Q Q Q

Kc'p

where we have also used the boundary conditions (2.1d)—(2.1e).
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For w,¢ € H,(curl,Q), u,v € HL(div,Q), p,q € L%(Q), T,S € HL(Q), we define the following
bilinear and trilinear forms, as well as the (affine,linear)-form F and linear functional G:

a(w,() ::/Qw.c7 b1(¢,v) ::—\/ﬁ/ﬂcurlc.v, ba(v,q) ::/quivv,
/Qu.v, as3(T, S) ::UO/QTS+04/QVT.VS, c(v;T,S) := /Q(’U'VT)S,
ca(u,v;8) = H Q(u.v)S, F(S;v) ::pB/Q(S_TO)g.v7 G(S) ::/Qgs,

Kkc'p

as(uw,v) ;=

z =

and denote by B; and B} the operators induced by the bilinear form b;(-,-), i = 1,2:
B; : H,(curl,, Q) — [H(div,Q)]", (B1(¢),v) := b1(¢,v), BY : H.(div, Q) — [Hy(curly, Q)]',
B, : H(div,Q) — [L2(Q)], (Ba2(v),q) :=b2(v,q), Bj:L*(Q)— [H(div,Q)].

The system (2.4) is rewritten as follows: find the tuple (w,u,p, T) € H,(curly, Q) x H% (div, Q) x L2(Q2) x
H!(Q) such that

a1(w,$) +b1(¢,u) = 0 V¢ € H, (curly, ), (2.5a)

b1 (w,v) —az(u,v) + b2 (v,p) = F(T;v) Yo € HY (div, ), (2.5b)
ba(u,q) = 0 Vg € L2(Q), (2.5¢)

az(T,S) + c1(w; T, S) — ca(u,u; S) = G(9) VS € HL(Q). (2.5d)

3 Unique solvability analysis of the continuous formulation

The well-posedness analysis of (2.5) shall use Banach fixed-point theory. To do so we will separate the
Darcy—-Brinkman equations (2.5a)—(2.5¢) (and will consider a reduced problem in the Kernel of By), from
the energy equation (2.5d).

3.1 Preliminaries

Given an arbitrary ¢ € (1,00), consider for each z € L!(2) the function

z|'72 2 if z#£0,
Ji(z) = { = ’ (3.1)

0 otherwise.

The following two technical results from [25] provide a useful pairing property, and an appropriate rela-
tionship between divergence-free vector fields, respectively. The second result is here adapted to the case
of mixed boundary conditions.

Lemma 3.1. Let t, t' € (1,00) be such that  + tl, = 1. Then, for each z € LY(Q) there hold
w = Ji(z) € LY (Q), z=Jy(w), and (3.2a)
/QZ ‘W= ||Z\|£t(g) = Hw”it’(g) = |zl HwHLt’(Q)a (3.2b)

and therefore J; : L1(Q) — LY (Q) and Jp : L' (Q) — LY(Q) are bijective and inverse to each other-.

Lemma 3.2. Lett, t' € (1,00) be such that %—|— tl, = 1. Then, there exists a linear and bounded operator
Dy - LY (Q) — LY (Q) satisfying

div(Dy(w)) =0 in Q and Dy(w)-n=0 on I, VweL'(Q). (3.3)

Moreover, for each z € L*(Q) such that div(z) =0 in Q and z-n =0 on T, there holds

/Qz-Dt/(w):/Qz~w Vw e LY (Q). (3.4)
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Let us now present, in a form which is convenient for our analysis, the following result regarding
integrability of vector potentials in the case of mixed boundary conditions.

Lemma 3.3. If f € L(Q) with divf = 0 and (f - n)|r = 0, then there exists a unique z € WhH*(Q)
solution to
curlz=f and divz=0 inQ,
z-n=0 onX (3.5)
zxn=0 onl,

which satisfies
|| curl z|

L) SIIFI

We stress that a proof of a similar result is found in [4, Theorem 4.21], stating that if the domain
is as in [4, Section 2] (but in particular, this requires that I' and ¥ do not actually meet) and if it is
furthermore of class C?1, then the result holds for 1 < s < co. Another similar result is given in [30] but
it needs that the right-hand side data is in L?(Q2). For Lipschitz domains, [29] shows that the required
regularity holds when |2 — s| < e. Restricting the type of domains to open polyhedra, [35, Section 5] and
[36, Section 4.6] show a closely related, intermediate result for Stokes and Navier—Stokes equations. If
one takes either Dirichlet or Neumann velocity boundary conditions on each face of the polyhedra, then
for f € L*(Q2) the Stokes velocity belongs to W*(Q) with 1 < s < 3. A slight modification of [35,
Theorem 5.5] allows us to extend the range and use the Lebesgue exponent s = g, which will match the
admissible exponent needed in our subsequent analysis.

A sketch of the required steps is as follows (we do not provide all details, this is part of PQ]) Note
first that every velocity-pressure solution in W12(0) x L2(0) is also in the weighted space W 5’,%0 X Wﬁoi?o
if 8’ is nonnegative and O is bounded. Next it is necessary to show (as in [35, Theorem 4.10]) that the
lines ReA = —1/2 and Re XA = 2 — 0 — 3/s coincide, and this line is free of eigenvalues of the pencils
{2}, (X). This can be proven as in [33, Theorem 3.1]. Moreover, if the edge angles §j, are less than 7, then
we have ju, > 1/2, since the equation cos(\y)(\?sin?(0) — cos?(A\0)) = 0 has no solutions with real
part in the interval [0, 1] (as was written after [35, Lemma 2.8]). Then the assumption on the eigenvalues
of the pencils {2(};(\) in [35, Theorem 5.5] readily holds for the non-weighted spaces (with 8 = ' = 0,
§ =0 and s = £). This confirms that the condition max(2 — u,0) < 0+ 2/s < 2 in [35, Theorem 5.5] is

also satisfied, and we can conclude that the velocity-pressure pair belongs to ng) X W&»’S .

Proof. (Proof of Lemma 3.3) Let us assume that 2 is polyhedral, with all dihedral angles less than 7, and
that each face lies in either ¥ or I'. From the modification of [35, Section 5] outlined above, if f € L*(2)
with 1 < s < £, then there exists a unique (2, 7) € W*(Q) x L*(£2) solution to the Stokes problem with
mixed boundary conditions
—Az+Vr=f inQ,
divi=0 inQ,
2=0 onX, (3.7)
Vzn=0 onl.

Moreover, from the same reference we have that 2 € W25() and

[ curl 2[|w1) < [VZ[lwis ) S 1 llso)- (3.8)

Assuming now that div f = 0 we readily infer that pressure is zero. Also 2 X n = 0 on X. Since on each
face lying on I" the shape operator on that surface is zero, then we have (VZ)n =curlz xn=0on T
(see, e.g., [32, Section 3.1.2]).

Then, thanks to the above considerations, we can define (uniquely, thanks to the uniqueness of 2),
z = curl 2 belonging to W1#(Q), that satisfies 2z x n = 0 on I, divz = 0 and —Az = curlcurl z +
V(divz) = f in Q. This shows existence and uniqueness of solution to (3.5), and by virtue of the
continuous dependence on data (3.8), we have

Ls(Q)> (3.9)

which, from norm definitions, implies (3.6). |

lzllwrs) S £l

We continue by collecting key properties of the bilinear and trilinear forms.
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3.2 Properties of bilinear and trilinear forms
First, it is straightforward to see that, thanks to Holder and Cauchy—Schwarz inequalities, the estimate
I llo.2 < Carll - L), (3.10)

with Cq . := |Q|"=2/2" and the norm definitions (2.3), the bilinear forms a;(-, ), b;(-,-) are all bounded
as follows

a1 (w, ¢)| < [|w (3.11a)
01(¢,v)| < V[ eurl{|lrs o) [v]lLr (o) < (3.11D)
laz(u, v)| S *HUHLT(Q)||U||LT(Q) < %||u||r,div,ﬂHUHndiV,Qv (3.11c)
b2(v, q)| < [lvllo,ellalloe < vl (3.11d)
|a3(T, S)| < max{oo, a}|| TS0 (3.11e)

Similarly the (affine,linear)-form F : H'(Q) x H%(div,2) — R and the linear functional G : H'(2) — R
are bounded:
|F(S;v) S
G(S)] <
In particular, note that F' may be viewed as an affine map F : HL(Q) — H%(div,Q)’ in which case we
may express it as the sum F' = F + Fp, where F' : H.(Q2) — H’(div,Q)’ denotes the linear part of F.

Continuing, we recall that H(Q) is continuously embedded into L!(2) with ¢ € (1, 00) in R? and ¢ € (1, 6]
in R3. More precisely, we have the following inequality

(3.12a)
(3.12b)

lwlite(@) < Csob lwllie  Vw e HY(Q), (3.13)

with Csop > 0 depending only on || and ¢ (see [40, Theorem 1.3.4]). Then we note that, by virtue of
Holder’s inequality, the estimate (3.10) and (3.13), we have that the trilinear forms ¢ (+;-,-) and ¢a(-, -5 -)
are bounded as follows

le1(v; T,9)| < |[vllur @) [IVT |lo,ell Sl o) S
le2(u,v;9)| <

(3.14a)

i
@llvllLr@ ISl S E||U||r,div,ﬂ||v||ndiv,n||5||179- (3.14b)

Remark 3.1. At this point we can choose a feasible value for the Lebesgue exponents r > 2 and %—&—% =1
which is motivated in particular by the boundedness stated in (3.11b) and (3.14a), which is valid in both
2D and 3D. Next, and owing to the reqularity needed for the proof of inf-sup condition for by(-,) (cf.
Lemma 3./, below), we specify r = 6. In this case we take s = g and we can choose the exponent t = 3
n (3.14a), and t = 3 in (3.14b). For the sake of notation, we maintain the indexes r and s in the spaces

below, but we stress that we restrict the analysis to the aforementioned specification.

Let us denote by Vg the Kernel of the operator Bs

Vo := Ker(Bg) = {v € H"(div, Q) : ba(v,q) =0 Vq € L*(Q)}
= {v € H" (div, Q) : divv = 0}. (3.15)
We also recall that using the chain rule for the term div(Tv), applying integration by parts, and using

the boundary conditions for temperature and velocity, the advection term can be written in the anti-
symmetric form

ci(v;T,S) = %/(U-VT)S—%/(U-VS)T Vv € Vo, T,S € HL(Q),
Q Q

and therefore it satisfies the following well-known property

c1(v;8,8) =0  YveVy ScHLQ). (3.16)

We continue with the following Lemma, concerning inf-sup conditions for the bilinear forms b;(-,-),
i=1,2.
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Lemma 3.4. Assume that the domain has a polyhedral boundary. Then there exist positive constants
B1, B2 such that

b
sup ULSUR > Bil|v]lraiv.0 Vv € Vg, (3.17a)

¢eH, (curl,, o)\ {0} [€lleurl, 0
bQ(’Ua Q)

> Ballglloe Vg € LA(Q). (3.17b)
veH7 (div,Q)\{0} HUHr,div,Q

Proof. For a given v € Vg, using Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 with ¢ = r,t’ = s, we can construct
D[ 7 (v)] = Ds(|v]"v) € L*(Q),

which furthermore satisfies div(D;[7;(v)]) = 0 (due to Lemma 3.2) and (Ds[J,(v)] - n)r = 0. Then,
owing to Lemma 3.3 (with f = D,[J,.(v)] and t = r, ' = s), we know that there exists 2 € W1*() such
that

curlz =D, [J.(v)], divz=0 inQ, zxn=0 onl, z-n=0 onX,

and it satisfies the estimate
|| curl z|

L@ S 1Ds[Tr-(v)]llLs ) (3.18)

By virtue of the Sobolev embedding theorem (and recalling that » > 2 and that % + % = 1), there holds
z € WH3(Q) — L"(Q2) C L2(Q), and we can conclude that z € H,(curly, Q).

Next, and thanks again to Lemma 3.1, we have that

bl(Cav) > bl(Z,’U) _ fQ Ds[jr(v)] v

sup > =
¢eH, (curl,,0)\{0} ¢ lcurt, @ 2]l curl. @ [2]lcurt,.o
_ | Ds [T (v)]] LS(Q)”UHLT(Q)
||Z||curls,§2
2 lvllLr @)

where we have used (3.18). The inf-sup constant in (3.17a) depends then on the hidden elliptic regularity

constant, on the exponents r =6, s = g using (3.10), and on the dimension d.

On the other hand, for the inf-sup condition of by(-,-), we use the usual regularity enjoyed by the
Stokes equations with mixed boundary conditions: for a given ¢ € L%(f), find r, z such that

—Ar+Vz=0 and divr=g¢q in Q, r=0 onT, (Vr—2I)n=0 on X.

From [27] it follows that r € H(Q), 2z € L?(Q2) and

It @) < llalloe-

Then we can choose
v=r with (r-n)|r=0and divo = ¢ € L*(Q), (3.19)

and using next the Sobolev embedding from H'(Q) into L"(2), we can assert that
[0llLr @) < Iolla@) < lldlloe; (3.20)

and therefore |0, qaiv.0 S [I¢llo,o. Then (3.17b) follows straightforwardly from (3.19)—(3.20) giving the
inf-sup constant By depending on the hidden Stokes regularity constant, on the dimension, and on the
continuous injection constant. O

Note that from Lemma 3.3, for a given v € Vj, there exists a unique vector potential z satisfying
curl z = v. Then, and similarly to (3.15), we can obtain the following characterisation of the null space
of B restricted to the null space of By

Ker(Bji|v,) = {v € Vy: /chrl(: v=0 V¢e€H,(curl,,Q)} = {0}. (3.21)

In addition, we shall denote by Z; the Kernel of the operator By
Zy :=Ker(B1) = {¢ € H.(curl,,Q) : b1 (¢,v) =0 Vo € H}(div,Q)}
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={¢ € H,(curly,Q) : curl¢ = 0}. (3.22)

Finally, and directly from their definition, we can state the positivity and coercivity of the diagonal
bilinear forms a;(-,-), i =1,2,3:

a1(¢,¢) = ||C||8,Q = ||CHZurlS,Q V¢ € Zo, (3.23a)
as(v,v) = g||v||g7Q >0 VYveV, (3.23b)
as(S,S) > min{ao,a}HSHf’Q VS € HL(Q). (3.23¢)

We finalise this preliminary section stating an abstract result (unique solvability of perturbed saddle-
point problems in Banach spaces) required in the proof of well-posedness of the decoupled Darcy—
Brinkman equations. Its proof can be found in the recent work [18, Theorem 3.4].

Theorem 3.1. Let X,Y be reflexive Banach spaces and consider bounded bilinear forms a : X x X — R,
b: XxY =R, andc:Y xY — R (with boundedness constants ||al|, ||bl|, and ||c||, respectively). Let
B: X — Y’ be a bounded linear map induced by b(-,-) and let Xy denote its null space. Assume that
Ker(B*) = {0} and further suppose that

1. a(-,-) and c(-,-) are symmetric and semi-positive definite over X and Y, respectively,
2. there exists & > 0 such that

a(og, T)

sup ———= > allogllx Yoo € Xo,
T€Xo\{0} HT”X

3. and there exists B > 0 such that

b
sup (1,v)

> Blvlly Yv eY.
reX\{0} HTHX

Then, for each (f,g) € X' x Y’ there exists a unique (o,u) € X XY solution to the following perturbed
saddle-point problem

a(o,7) + b(r,u) = f(7) V1 e X,
b(o,v) — c(u,v) = g(v) Yv eY.

Moreover, the solution satisfies the stability bound

(s w)llxxy S 1 fllxr + llgllys

where the hidden constant depends only on |al|,|c|, &, and j.

3.3 Solvability of the decoupled Darcy—Brinkman equations

We start by establishing the wellposedness of the Darcy—Brinkman problem for a given temperature. The
analysis for the Hilbertian case and in 2D is performed in [8] using Banach—Necas-Babuska’s theory and
working in the Kernel of the divergence operator. Here the proof follows instead a perturbed saddle-point
argument adapted to the Banach spaces’ context and using Theorem 3.1.

Let us denote the product space
i :=H, (curly, Q) x H’(div, Q) x L3(Q), (3.24)

and define the map A : 4 — ', (w,u,p) — A(w,u,p), implicitly through the following weak Brinkman
equation (for a fixed T' € HL(Q))

ay ( C) + bl((7 ) =0 VC S H*(Curlsv Q)’
by (w, v) — az(u,v) + by(v,p) = F(T;v) Vo € H' (div, ), (3.25)
ba(u,q) = 0 Vg € L2(Q).
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Lemma 3.5. For a fized T € HL(R), there exists a unique tuple (w,w,p) € Y such that the operator

equation A(w,u,p) = (0, F(T),0) defined by (3.25) is satisfied. Moreover, there holds
//[l ~
e leurt. . + lullraiv.o + [ploo S 2+ vu'+>=)pBlglue @ 1 Tll,0, (3.26)
where the hidden constant depends on the inf-sup constants B, PBs.

Before addressing the unique solvability of (3.25), note that for any T € H(Q) we have F(T) €
(H?(div, Q))" granted by (3.12a) with

IE(T) ey a2y < 2BIGlLee o) I T, 0-

Now, let us consider the following reduced problem where velocity is sought in the Kernel of By: for fixed
T € HL(Q), find (w,u) € H,(curly, Q) x Vq such that

a1 (w,¢) +b1(¢,u) =0 V¢ € Hy(curl, ),

~ (3.27)

b (w,v) —as(u,v) = F(T;v) Yv € V.

We stress that if (w,u,p) € Hy(curly, Q) x H(div, Q) x L2(Q) is the unique solution to (3.25), then

it is evident that the pressure can be eliminated and then (w,u) € H,(curly,Q) x Vj is a solution to

(3.27). Conversely, if (w,u) € Hy(curly, Q) x V{ solves (3.27), then there exists a unique p € L?(Q2) such

that (w,u,p) is a solution to (3.25). To see this, note from the closed range theorem that the image of
B} is equivalent to the annihilator of V. Next let us set G : H7(div, Q) — R by the following:

Gv := F(T;v) — by (w,v) + az(u,v) Vo € H.(div,Q). (3.28)

As G|y, = 0 (cf., the second equation in (3.27)), there exists p € L2(f2) yielding Bip = G. The uniqueness
of p follows from the inf-sup condition (3.17b). Then given u € Vy, it is clear that

ba(u,q) =0  VgeL*(Q),

and thus the equivalence between (3.25) and (3.27) is shown.

Proof. (Proof of Lemma 3.5) First we note that if we restrict ourselves to the reduced problem (in
the Kernel of Bs), then the Kernel of B is the zero vector (cf. (3.21)). Next, bearing in mind the
boundedness of the bilinear forms in (3.11a)—(3.11d), the symmetry of the bilinear forms a;(-,-) and
as(+, ), the coercivity of a1 (-, ) on the Kernel of the operator B; intersected with that of By (3.23a), the
positivity of as(, ) on the Kernel of the operator By (3.23b), and the inf-sup conditions from Lemma 3.4;
it follows that conditions (1)—(3) of Theorem 3.1 are met. Therefore there exists a unique (w,u) €
H, (curly, Q) x Vg solution to the reduced problem (3.27), and the continuous dependence on data
together with the boundedness of F imply that

[(w, v)|| = lwllcurt,.0 + [[w]lraiv.o < Cs, pBllgllLe @110, (3.29)

with Cs, depending on Cq ,, Csep, 81, £ and p. Finally, in order to verify (3.26), we use again the inf-sup
condition (3.17b), as well as the second equation in (3.25) to obtain

1 b
Ioloo <~ sp  -202P)
B2 wenrr (div.)\ {0} [|1V]rdiv,0
< 1 sup |F (T v) — bi(w,v) + az(u, v)|
B2 weHT (div,Q)\ {0} 0]l div,0

1 i N
5@(1 + \/l7+;)Pﬂ||9||Lw(Q)HT||1,Q,

where for the last step we have used triangle inequality and the boundedness properties (3.11b) and
(3.11c), together with (3.29). O

10
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3.4 Solvability of the decoupled thermal energy equations

The well-posedness of the temperature equation (for a given vorticity and velocity) is addressed next. It
is a straightforward consequence of the decoupling assumptions and of the Lax—Milgram lemma.

Lemma 3.6. For a fized u € Vy, there exists a unique T € HL(Q) such that
a3(T,S) +ci(w;T,8) = G(S) + ca(m,w; S) VS € HL(Q). (3.30)
Furthermore, its solution satisfies the following continuous dependence on data

I
c'pk

IT|l.0 < Cs, max{og ™, a™ '} {llgllo.q + )17 giv 2| (3.31)

where the constant Cs, depends on Csep, associated with the injection that leads to (3.14a)—(3.14b).

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 3.5 above, since the pair (&, @) € Hy(curly, Q) x V is given,
the trilinear form c¢;(-;-, ) can be regarded as a bilinear form and the trilinear form cy(-,+;-) turns out
to be a linear functional in (H.(Q))’. Then, the boundedness of az(-,-) and of ¢i(-,;-), the coercivity
(3.23¢) and the skew-symmetry of ¢; (-, ;) for @ € V stated in (3.16) imply, thanks to the Lax—Milgram
lemma, that there exists a unique T solution to (3.30). On the other hand, the verification of the bound
(3.31) readily follows from the boundedness of ¢3(-, -; ), from the coercivity constant of as(-,-), and from
the estimate (3.12D). O

3.5 A fixed-point approach

We will appeal to the Banach fixed-point theorem. For this we follow the steps used in, e.g., [25]. Let us
now define the following solution operator

S1: HY(Q) — H,(curl, Q) x V,
T+ SI(T) = (S11(T), S12(T)) = (w,u),

where (w, ) is the unique solution to (3.27), confirmed thanks to Lemma 3.5 and the equivalence between
problems (3.25) and (3.27); and the solution operator

Sy : Vo — HL(Q), @+ So(w) := T,

where T is the unique solution to (3.30), according to Lemma 3.6. Owing to the well-definition of these
solution operators we can properly define the operator

F:H{(Q) - HL(Q), T F(T):=[S:08)(T),
and observe that the nonlinear problem (2.5) is thus equivalent to the following fixed-point equation:

Find T € HY(Q) such that F(T) =T. (3.32)

Let us define the following data-dependent constants

Cy = C’(wmax{oo_l,ofl}HgHo’Q and Cy := C’flC'82111aX~{00_1,ofl}(,oﬁ||g\|Loo(Q))2 K (3.33)

' pk
Lemma 3.7. Assume that

1
€10y < 7k (3.34)

and denote by x1 := 177\«12642% and x9 1= 1+7V126420102 the solutions of the equation Cox® — 2+ Cy = 0.
Then, given R > 0 such that z1 < R < 2o, we have that F maps the following closed ball in HL(Q) into
itself

YR =[S e HL(Q) ¢ |S]ha < R}.

11
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Proof. Recalling the continuous dependence on data from (3.29) and (3.31), and taking T € YR, and
(@,u) = (5$11(T),S512(T)), we have that

1(S11(T), S12(T))|| < Cs, pBlgllL=( 1T, < Cs, pBllgllL= (o R,

and

1
c'pk

1T, < Cszmax{gofl»afl} [||9||0,sz + ||a||72~,div,52]’

< Camax{oy o~ Lol + ol (Su (D). SN

cp

respectively. Then, appealing to the definition of F(T) := [S»0812](T) and the definition of the constants
in (3.33), we can assert that

IF(D) 1,0 = 1S2(S12(T) 1.0
< Comaxtog o™} Igloa + (Co Bl o) R
=Cy + CoR?
<R,
where the last line comes from z; < R < x5 and the assumption (3.34). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.8. The map F is Lipschitz continuous in a neighbourhood of the origin.

Proof. For Ty, To € H1(Q) consider the unique solutions (wi,u;) and (ws,us) associated with each
problem of the type (3.27). Subtracting the resulting problems and using the bilinearity of F', we have
that (w1 — wa, w1 — usg) is the unique solution of the reduced problem

a1 (w1 —wa, ) +b1(C,u1 —u2) = 0 V¢ € Hy(curly, ),
bl(wl—wg,v)—ag(ul—ug,v): ﬁ(Tl_TQ;'U) V’UGVO.
Then, from the definition of the solution operator S; we can readily obtain
[81(T1) = S1(T2)]| = [[(w1, w1) — (w2, u2)||
< w1 — walleurl, 0 + |t — va||r.div.0
< Cs, pBl1g e (o) [I1T1 — T2[1,0, (3.35)
where we have used the continuous dependence on data (3.29).
Analogously as above, for (w1, u1), (w2, u2) € Hy(curl, Q) x Vg let Ty, T € HL(Q) be the unique
solutions to each problem of the type (3.30). Subtracting these problems gives us
ag(Tl — TQ, S) + Cl(’ul;Tl, S) — Cl(’u,Q;TQ, S) — Cg(ul, Ui; S) + CQ(UQ, us; S) =0 VS (S Hi(Q)7

and after adding and subtracting the terms ¢y (u1;T2,.5) and ca(u1, us2; ), then taking S =Ty — Ty €
H1(Q) as test function, and using the coercivity of the bilinear form as(-,-) together with the property
(3.16), we get

min{ao,a}HTl — TQH?)Q S CL3(T1 — TQ,Tl — TQ)
= —ci(ug —ug; 1o, Ty — To) + co(ur — ug;ug, T1 — To) + co(wr, wy — ug; T — T).

Therefore we can combine this estimate with the definition of the map S2 and the boundedness properties
(3.14a)—(3.14b), and then divide by ||T} — T5]]1,0 on both sides of the inequality to arrive at

[S2(u1) — Sa(u2) 1.0 = IT1 — T21.0
< Cs,max{oy ', a M| Tall,0 + [utllrdiv.o + [lus]

rdiv,@) U1 — U2l div,0- (3.36)

Now, let Tl,TQ,fl,Tg € Y, be such that ﬁ = F(T1) and Tg = F(T»). According to the definition of
F, from (3.35) and (3.36), using that ||(S11(71), S12(T1))| and ||(S11(T%), S12(T%))|| satisfy (3.29), and

Ty, Ty, Tr € YR, we deduce that
[F(T1) = F(T2) 1.0 = [1S2(S12(T1)) = S2(S12(T2)) .0

12
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<Cs, maX{0617a_1}(||T2H1,Q + ||S12(Th) || giv,0 + HSH(TQ)”r,div,Q) IS12(Th) — S12(T2) || r.aiv.Q

<Cs, maX{0c>_17071}(||T2H1,9 + Cs, pBlIgllLee ) (IT1 |10 + ||T2||1,Q)) [S12(T1) — S12(12)||raiv.02
< RCy, max{oy ', o™ }(1 4 2C, pBlg|lee () Cs, pBlIGlIL= )| T1 — T2 1,0 (3.37)

O

We are ready now to prove the main result of this section, that is, the existence and uniqueness of
solution of problem (2.5a)—(2.5d).

Theorem 3.2. Assume that C1C2 < 1/4, where Cy,Cs are as in (3.33). Then, given R > 0 such that

21 < R<wy and RCs, Cy,pBlg|Le (o max{og ', a™ }(1 + 205, pBlglL=(0) <1, (3.38)

there exists a unique solution to (3.32), and equivalently, to (2.5).

Proof. We recall from the previous analysis that the first assumption in (3.38) ensures that F maps Y7
into itself (see Lemma 3.7). In addition, from (3.37) and the second assumption in (3.38), we have that
F is a contraction mapping, which together with the Banach fixed-point theorem implies that F has a
unique fixed point in Y. The proof then follows from the definition of the fixed-point map. O

4 Galerkin scheme and well-posedness of the discrete problem

Here we derive a discrete formulation and show, under appropriate assumptions of the bilinear forms and
finite dimensional spaces, that the discrete problem has a unique solution.

4.1 Preliminaries

Let 7;, denote a family of non-degenerate triangular / tetrahedral meshes on Q and denote by &, the
set of all facets (edges in 2D) in the mesh. By hx we denote the diameter of the element K and by
hr we denote the length/area of the facet F. As usual, by h we denote the maximum of the diameters
of elements in 7. For all meshes we assume that they are sufficiently regular (there exists a uniform
positive constant 7; such that each element K is star-shaped with respect to a ball of radius greater than
mhg. It is also assumed that there exists 72 > 0 such that for each element and every facet F' € 0K, we
have that hp > nohk, see, e.g., [39, 23]).

Let us consider the following generic finite dimensional subspaces of the trial-test spaces
Z, Cc H,(curl,,Q), V, cH.(div,Q), Q,cL?*Q), Y,cHLQ),
and denote by V5, the discrete Kernel of ba(-,-), that is
Von:={vn € V1 ba(vp,qrn) =0 Van € Qp}.

We also take into account the subspace Vs C HE(div, 2).

We consider along this section the following assumptions on these spaces
(A1) there exists 4, > 0 independently of / such that

Sup bl (C}w 'Uh)

> Bl”“h”r,div,g Yup € Vo i,
¢nezn\{0} ISk lleur, @

(A2) there exists B> > 0 independently of h such that

b
sup 2('Uhv Qh)

> Ballgnllon Van € Qu,
onevi\{o} [ llrdiv.o

(A3) diVVh g Qh.

13
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(A4) curl Zh - Vh,s~

The following characterisation is a consequence of the definition of the bilinear form bs(+, -) and assumption
(A3):
VO,h = {’Uh €V :divyy, = 0}

Similarly, from assumption (A4) we have that
Zoy ={¢ € Z:curl(, =0},

which implies that the discrete Kernel is contained in the continuous one, yielding in turn that

a1(Cp, Cr) = ”Ch”gurls,ﬂ V¢ € Zop-

The discrete problem is a system of nonlinear algebraic equations that reads as follows: find (wp, wn, pr, Th) €
Z;, X Vi, x Qp x Yy, such that

ar(wp,$p) +01(Cpyun) = 0 V¢, € Zp, (4.1a)

bi(wn,vn) — az(un, vp) + be(vn,pr) = F(Th;v) Vv, € Vy, (4.1b)
bo(up,qn) = 0 VYan € Qn, (4.1c)

as(Th, Sp) + c1(up; Th, Sp) — ca(up, wp; Sp) = G(Sh) VSL € Y. (4.1d)

4.2 Unique solvability of the Galerkin method

We shall proceed in much the same way as in the continuous case where we decouple the system and seek
a fixed point. First we consider the reduced problem in the discrete kernel of By. That is, for a fixed
Ty, € Y}, we seek (wp, up) € Zp x Vo 5, such that

al(wthh) + bl(Chauh) =0 V¢, € Zp,

_ (4.2)
by (wh,vy) — az(up,vy) = F(Th;vp) Yvy € Vo .

The discrete solution theory for the above is another consequence of results shown in, and particularly
by, [18, Theorem 3.5], which we state here for convenience.

Theorem 4.1. Let { X} }n>0 and {Y,, }n>o be families of finite dimensional subspaces of X, Y , respectively.
Consider the discrete restrictions a : Xp X Xp, > R, b: Xp XY, = R, and c : Yy, xY, — R. Let
B : X;, = Y}, be the discrete induced operator by b and denote its kernel by Xop. Assume that the
discrete transpose B* has trivial kernel such that ker(B*) = {0}. Then, if

1. a(-,-) and c(-,) are symmetric and semi-positive definite over X, and Y}, respectively,
2. there exists constant &g > 0 which is independent of h, such that,

a00,h, Th ~
sup aloon ) > aqllool| x, Voo,n € Xon,

hE€Xo n\{0} HTh”Xh

3. there exists constant Bq > 0 which is independent of h, such that,

b
sup (Thu ’Uh)

> Ballvly, Vup € Y,
ThE€Xo0,n\{0} HTh”Xh

then for each (f,g) € X' x Y’ there exists a unique (op,up) € X X Yy solution to the following discrete
perturbed saddle-point problem

a(op, ) + b(th,un) = f() V1 € Xy,
b(on,vn) — c(un,vn) = g(vn)  Vup € Yy

Moreover, the solution satisfies the stability bound

[(on, un)llxxy S IFx + llglly,

where the hidden constant depends only on the h-independent constants ||a|, ||b||, da, and Ba.

14
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With the above result we are able to immediately present the well-posedness of the discrete Brinkman
problem under a fixed temperature.

Lemma 4.1. Under assumptions (A1)-(A2), for any fized Ty, €Y}, there ezists a unique (wWp, Up, pp) €
Zy X Vi, X Qp, such that the discrete operator equation A(wp, wp, pr) = (0, F(Ty),0) is satisfied, implicitly
defined by the system,

ar(wh,Cp) +01(Cpyun) = 0 V¢, € Zn,
b1 (W, vn) — ag(wn, o) + ba(vn, pr) = F(Th;vy) Yo € Vy,
ba(wn,qn) = 0 Yan € Qn.

Furthermore we have the continuity of the discrete solution mapping by
l’L ~
||wh||curls,ﬂ + ”uhHr,div,Q + ||ph||o,Q S@+Hve+ ;)Pﬁ 19l 1Tk 1,0,
where the hidden constant is h-independent and depends only on 31732 and Cq .

Proof. First let us consider the reduced discrete problem (4.2) in the discrete kernel of By. Take any v,
in the kernel of the transpose operator B restricted to Vy 5, then it necessarily satisfies

/ curl{, - vy, =0 Yoy, € ker(Bilv, ) Y, € Zp,.
Q

As Zj, C H,(curly, Q) is conforming, then from (3.21) we have that ker(Bj|y, ,) = {0} is trivial. Fur-
thermore regarding conformity, the symmetry and positive semi-definiteness of a1, as are inherited. From
Zy,, C Zy we have by (3.23a) that

a1(wh, ¢ a1 (wp,wp
sup H ( ’ h)H > H ( ’ )” — Hwh”

¢nL€Zo,n\{0} ||wthurls,Q N ||wthurls,Q

Ywy, € ZO,h-

curl,,Q

Thus in combination with the assumption (A1), we are able to apply (4.1) to yield a unique solution
(wh,up) € Zp, x Vo, to (4.2) with continuity

||wh||cur15,9 + ||uh||r,div,ﬂ < Cs,.apP ||g||L°Q(Q) [Thll1,0-

Here C, 4 is an h-independent constant, depending only on the volume constant Cq , and /31. Following
a similar argument of (3.28), we consider the restriction G, of G to the finite-dimensional subspace V,:

Gpoyp, = F(Th;vh) — bl(wh, vh) + ag(uh,'uh) Yoy, € V.

Then, from conformity and in particular Vo C Vo, we have Gy|v,, = 0 and hence there exists some
prn € Qp such that Bip, = Gj,. Utilising assumption (A1) affords uniqueness of pj, by similar means to
(3.28), and by employing assumption (A2) we find the bound

1 " ~
Ipnlloo < B*(l + V') pBlgllLe ) I Thll,0-
2

]

Establishing the unique solvability of the discrete decoupled thermal problem is much the same due
to the conformity, where the primary property inherited is the coercivity of as(,-).

Lemma 4.2. For a fizred wp € Vo 1, there exists a unique T}, € Yy, such that
az(Th, Sn) + c1(@n; Th, Sn) — ca(tn, wn; Sp) = G(Sh) VSh € Yh. (4.3)

Furthermore we have continuous dependence on data by,

[Thllo < Copmax{og ", 0~} lgllo + ol Zaia | (44)
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Proof. Mimicking the proof from the continuous case, from Vg C V¢ we have that ci(@p, -, )|y, = 0.
Combining this with the inherited coercivity of as(-, ) restricted to Yj x Y}, and applying Lax—Milgram,
we have a unique T}, € Y}, solving (4.3). Furthermore, we have the continuous dependence on data by

|O,Q +

[ Thll.e < max{og",a™ "} |G + c2(@n, @n; )y, ) < Csopmax{og ', a™ '} g n 7 aiv.0|

c'pk
where Cgsop appears from the continuity of ¢o(, ;) as seen in (3.14). O
To conclude upon the discrete solvability we define the discrete solution operators,
Sih Yy = Zp X Vo,
Ty = (S11,0(Th), S12,0(Th)) = (wh, un),

where (wp,,uy) is the unique solution to the discrete reduced problem (4.2) due to Lemma 4.1. Further
define,
SQ,h : V07h — Yh, ’l]h —> ngh(’ltbh) = Th,

where T}, is the unique solution to the discrete decoupled thermal problem (4.4). To re-couple the discrete
Brinkman and thermal problems, we consider the map Fj : Y, — Y}, given by Fj, = Sz, 0 Si2.5. Then,
one may observe that the solvability of the discrete nonlinear problem (4.1) is equivalent to the following:

Find T}, € Y}, such that Fp,(T}) = Th. (4.5)

Let us further define the discrete h-independent constants

- — - - o
Cra:= Cyyamax{oy ', o'} gl and Caq:= 0521082 max{oy !, o }(pfB ||g||L0°(Q))2%7 (4.6)
and take the discrete analogue to (3.7) by defining constants,

1—./1-— 4017(1027(1 1+,/1— 4cl,d02,d
and To g =

2C27d e 202,d ’

T1,d ‘=

which will be real under the appropriate assumptions.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that C1 4Cs.q < 1/4. Then, for a radius Rq subject to both x1 4 < Rq < %24
and,
RiCy dCsy B 19l iy max{og L, = (1 + 2C4, apB gl ey) < 1 (4.7)

there exists a unique solution to the discrete fixed-point problem (4.5), and hence equivalently showing the
discrete well-posedness of the nonlinear problem (4.1).

Proof. Under the construction of discrete constants C 4, C5 4 and suppositions regarding these constants,
we may directly apply the same arguments as was used in the continuous setting. Namely, by taking the
following closed ball in the discrete space Yp,:

Y ={SeYy:|Sllq < Ral,

we have from x1 g < Rq < z24 and (3.7) that ]-"h(de) - Y,}f‘i. Similarly we have that Fj, is Lipschitz
continuous by noting first from (4.1) that for any 11 5, T € Yp,

[S1a(T1n) = Sin(Top)ll < llwin — wonlleur, 0 T 1010 — v2nll, giv 0
< Csy,apB gl @) 1T1n = Topnll; o -
Secondly, from (4.2) and conformity of the spaces, we have a similar estimate for wq j, %25 € Vo,
[S2,n(w1,n) = Sa,n(u2,n)ll; g
< Cyyamax{og ', a” H([[San(uzn)lly g + 1winll, g0 + 1u2nl, gy o) s = w2nll, g o -
To conclude we consider then T 5,75}, € Yf‘d which yields

[Fn(T1,n) = Fa(T2n)l
< RaCs, amax{og ', o }(1 4205, apB gl Lo ) Csr,arB 19l Loe ) 110 = Tonlly g »

and we apply both the secondary radial assumption (4.7), as well as the Banach fixed-point theorem. O
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5 Quasi-optimality and convergence rates

This section is dedicated to the error analysis of (4.1). First we use the generic assumptions (Al)—(A4)
and unique solvability of continuous and discrete problems to obtain a Céa estimate. Then we choose
specific finite element subspaces and show that they satisfy the generic assumptions, and provide concrete
error bounds.

5.1 Céa estimate

Lemma 5.1. Suppose the conditions of (3.38) and (4.2) are met such that T, Ty, are the unique fixed-point
solutions to the continuous and discrete problem, respectively. Further consider the following assumption
on constants

_ L1 1
(14 max(Cs,, B, 1)CQ,TP5 ||9||Loc(9)) min (o Lathe < bR (5.1)
where we set Cy to be,
Ci = (1+ 5 B 1lgll o (0) Cor R+ -5 19l () Cor aR (52)
1= ! Gllpe(0))s: ! 9llLe(Q) Ys1,ddvd- .

Then the corresponding solutions (w,w,p,T) and (wp, wn,pr,Th) are quasi-optimal, such that there exists
an h-independent constant for which,

w— wh”curls,ﬂ +flu - “h”r,div,sz +llp - Ph“o,sz +17 - Th||1,sz
< dist(w, Zh) + diSt(’LL, Vh) + diSt(p, Qh) + diS'E(T7 Yh).

We briefly remark that given C;’s dependence on R, Ry, the assumption (5.1) will be dictated by the
ratio of og and a. This follows from the lower bounds on R, Rq by x1, 1,4 respectively.

Proof. Let us recall that the Brinkman operator A : ${ — 4’ (with 4 defined as in (3.24)) is a continuous
isomorphism by Lemma 3.5. In particular for the fixed-point solution (7', (w,u,p)) € H.(Q2) x U we have,

A((w,u,p), (¢, v,9)) = (0, F(T50),0) V(¢ v,q) €44,

and by u € ker(Bsy), the continuous dependence on data (3.29) of the reduced problem, and the bounded-
below property of B3, it holds that A is bounded below by,

”(a’a’&vﬁ)Hu S max(Csl,ﬁgl) HA((‘Lvﬂaﬁ))”u’ V(@ﬂ,ﬁ) € ﬂ

Similarly as (3.24), we denote the discrete counterpart by U, := Zj x V5, X Qp and the discrete re-
striction Ay, : 4, — ), which is another continuous isomorphism by Lemma 4.1 with fixed point
(Ths (@hy wnspn)) € Yy x 4l satistying:

An((wn, wn, pn), (CnsVn,qn)) = (0, F(Th;vh),0) V(Chsvn, an) € Up.

Furthermore A}, has an h-independent bounded-below property afforded by assumptions (A1)—(A4), given
as follows

1(@h,@n, )y < max(Coya, By ) 1AR(@ny @ns i)l V(@nsTon, i) € L.
As stated, Ay, = Alg, and Fj, = F|y, are simply restrictions so in constructing the errors,
€L =W — wyp €y = U — Up ep i =p—Dpp er:=T—-"1T;
one finds the following, recalling F denotes the linear part of the affine map F : H1(Q) — H(div, Q)"
A((€w, e, ep),un) = (0, Flep;up),0)  Vuy, € Uy

If we let (wp, @y, pr) € Uy, be arbitrary then we may decompose each error in the usual way; for example
in the case of e,,, as follows

Xo =w-—@&n  X'i=@n—wp suchthat  ew =Xy, + X",
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and analogously for each remaining individual error. From the bounded-below property of A, and the
continuity of F', A, it follows that

H(XZaXZaXZ)Hu < maX(CsNﬁ;l) [A((ew = Xuw: €u = Xus€p — XP)>||11;1
< maX(C’sl,Bgl)(H(O,F(eT),O)H% + ||A(Xw7XuaXp))||u’h)
S maX(CSNBZ_l)(CQ,TPﬁ ||g||L°°(Q) HeTHLQ + ||'A|| ||(Xw’Xu7XP))Hu)>

to which we may conclude the following partial result:

[(€w; eusep)ll

< (1 +max(Cyy, B3 AN | (Xeos Xuws Xp)) g + max(Css,, B3 ) CorpB Il () ler 1 -
On the other hand, regarding the thermal problem one may view (3.30) and (4.3) to deduce that
az(er, Sn) = c1(wn; Th, Sp) — c1(w; T, Sp) + ca(w, w; Sp) — ca(wn, un; Sp) Sk € Y.

To simplify the presentation of the linear parts of the thermal-transport operator and the problem’s
corresponding functional, we’ll show two equalities regarding c; and ¢z respectively. First, notice that by
adding and subtracting ¢; (w; T, -) — ¢1(w; Th, ) we have

er(un; Thy ) —ci(w; T, ) = —ci(w — up; Ty, o) — ea(w; T — T, ) — e (w; Ty, — T, -),

and so upon evaluation on X%, recalling that both u,u;, € Vg from problem equivalence and that the
trilinear form ¢ (+; -, -) is alternating over Vg by (3.16), it follows that

c1(un; Ty X7) — e1(ws T, xp) = —ci(ew; Thy Xop) — 1 (w5 X7, X7)-
Secondly, we may do similar for cy(-, ;) by subtracting and adding the cross-term co(us, u; x%),
cow, w; X'F) — Ca(wn, wns X)) = ca(w — wn, w; X7) + co(un, w — wps; X7r).
Now to estimate y/ we shall make use of the H.(Q)-coercivity of as(,-) and the above equalities,
. 2
min(oo, @) ||x7 ||~ < as(x’, x7)
- _Cl(euv Tha X’TL’) - Cl(“) XT, X’TL’) - a3(XT» XT}ZI“) + CQ(eu, ’U,) + CQ(uhv Eu)
< ((lleal 1Tl + Nleall (el 0 + et i) Newll
+ (el [ful
= (C|eu

raivg T lasl) erllyo ) I g

lrdivia T Cs Xl o) HX%Hmz

Utilising both the continuous dependence on data and the fact that each continuous and discrete fixed
point T, T}, resides within a respective ball around the origin, yields the following constant:

C1 < Cso (1 L5819l () Cor B + L5 ) Cor.aBa) = €,
where C; is as in (5.2). Similarly, for Cy we obtain
Cy < CsobCs, pB ||g||Loc(Q) R + max(og, ) =: Cs.
This culminates in the following error estimate for the temperature field,
ler|| < min(og ™, o) Ci [lewll, gy + (1 +min(og ', a™") C2) Ixzll g

for which we readily conclude with the following total error estimate

lewlleur, 0 + lewll,aiv.o + llepllo o + llerll g
< (14 max(Cs,, 827 [MID 1| (X Xous X0)
+ (14 max(Csy, B3)Co,rpB |Gl () (1 + min(og ', a™)Ca) Ixzlly o
+ (1 + max(Csy, By ) CarpBlgllpe (o)) min(og ' o™ )C1 lleull, giv, -

Given the assumption on parameters, subtracting the error term in velocity e, and dividing throughout
yields the claimed result, once the infimum of ((@p, @n,Pr), Ix) in Uy x Yy, is taken. O
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5.2 Specific finite element spaces

By Py (K) and P (K) we will denote scalar and vector polynomial spaces of degree up to k, defined lo-
cally on K € 7. In addition we denote by RT\(K) = Py(K) ® Py (K)x the local Raviart—Thomas space
and denote by RTy(T) its global counterpart. From now on we use as discrete spaces the H(curl,, Q)-
conforming Nédélec elements of the first kind and order k + 1 for vorticity (the local space denoted as
NDy1(K)), the H"(div, Q)-conforming Raviart—Thomas elements of degree k > 0 for velocity approxi-
mation, discontinuous and piecewise polynomials of degree k for pressure, and continuous and piecewise
polynomials of degree k + 1 for temperature

Zp, := NDy11(Tn) NH,(curl,, Q) = {¢;, € H,(curl,, Q) : {;,|x € NDy11(K), VK € Tp},

V,, := RT(Th) N H (div, Q) = {vn € H.(div, Q) : vplx € RTw(K), VK € Ti}, (5.3)
Qn = Pr(Th) = {an € L*(Q) : gn|x € Pi(K), VK €Ty},

Y i= Pry1(Th) N C(Q) NHL(Q) = {Sh € C(Q) NHL(Q) : Shlx € Prya(K), VK € Tp}.

Let us denote by P, : L2(Q) — Q, the L2-orthogonal projection into Q. In addition, let T'j, denote
the set of facets on 7, that lie on T' and denote by Py (T',) the space of piecewise polynomials of degree
up to k defined on each e € I',. We also denote by P} : LY(I") — Px(I'y) the orthogonal projector with
respect to the L?(T')-inner product. Consider for ¢ € [1,00) the space

Vi = {v € H(div,Q) : v € W'(K) VK € T}

From [15, Appendix A] we recall that the global Raviart-Thomas interpolator I;FL{T : V; = Vy, satisfies
the Fortin-type property

div(ZF" (v)) = Pu(dive) Vo € V. (5.4)
Moreover, we have that
T (v) - n=Pi(v-n) onl VovecV, (5.5)
and we recall the following estimates
IZET () lLeo) S Ivlwiee) Yo € WHH(Q), (5.6a)
1Pr(@lloe < llalloe Vg € L2(9), (5.6b)

whose proof can be found in [25].

Remark 5.1. Note that (5.6a) follows from the estimate |[v — I (v)|lLe k) S hlzj_l‘v|wl,t(K) for all
KeT, and0 <1<k (cf [13, Remark 4.2]), using the condition hx < h < hg, where hg denotes the
diameter of Q0, and from the triangle inequality, we have

I4+1
IZET (0) Loy < v = TR () |lneoy + [0l < cthd ™ +1)]vllwr o),
with ¢ independent of h.

It is important to remark that because of the interaction with the discrete space for vorticity, we will

also require the space
ths = RTk(’ﬁl) N Hi(le, Q),

along with a dedicated version of the canonical Raviart—Thomas projection I,I:‘T’S : Vi = V5, satisfying
analogous properties as above. Similarly as for the Raviart-Thomas interpolator, we have in particular
the following properties for the global Nédélec interpolator (see [23, Lemma 16.8 & proof of Theorem
16.12])) ZN : Zt — Z,

curl(Z)(¢)) = Z;7 % (curl ¢), (5.7a)
IZ (O Iz ) S Il vy + bl curl Cllne vy S Ileurt, v k) (5.7b)

for all ¢ € Z!, where N(K) denotes the neighbourhood of an element K € Ty, and for ¢ € (1,00) and
8t > 2, the domain space Z' is defined as (see [23, eq. (16.10)])

Z':={¢ € H(curl,Q): ¢ € WH(K) VK €T}
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Remark 5.2. The proof of (5.7b) follows the same arguments as (5.6a) (see Remark 5.1), utilising the
properties of Nédélec interpolator.

Note that, in essence, the only requirement on the domain spaces V¢, Z! is sufficient regularity so that
the Raviart-Thomas and Nédélec degrees of freedom are linear functionals in their respective discrete
spaces.

Let us recall, from, e.g., [23, Chapters 16, 17 and 22] and [15, Appendix A] the following approximation
properties of the finite element subspaces (5.3), which are obtained using the Bramble-Hilbert Lemma
and scaling arguments applied to each contribution in the specific norms. Assume that

1. ¢ € H,(curly, Q) N H™(Q) with curl{ € W™*(Q),
2. v € H(div, Q) N W™ (Q) with dive € H™(Q),

3. g € H™(Q),

4. S e H™HL(Q),

for some m € (1/2,k + 1]. Then, there exists C' > 0 independent of h, such that

1€ = Z5 ¢lleurt, .0 < CR™([¢llm.q + || curl¢|lwm.s (o)), (5.8a)
v = 5 0l|raiv.0 < Ch™([[v]lwmr @) + | divollm.a), (5.8b)
lg — Pralloo < CR™|q|m.q, (5.8¢)
S = ZnSllia < CA™||S|l1+m.0; (5.8d)

where 7}, denotes the Lagrange interpolator.

5.3 Verification of general hypotheses

Inf-sup condition (A1l). Consider v, € Vg, We can readily construct Ds[7,-(vy)] € L*(R2). By
construction this function has zero divergence. Then, guided by the arguments used in the first part of
the proof of Lemma 3.4 we can find the unique z € H, (curly, Q) such that

curlz = Dy[J.(vy)], divz =0, (5.9)

and

||Z||curls’ﬂ < ||Z||W1vS(Q) S IDs[Tr (vn)]| Ls(Q)s (5.10)
where the hidden constant only depends on the domain.

We now define zj, as the Nédélec interpolant of the z found above
2, =1z € 7y,
and use the commutativity of the Nédélec and Raviart—-Thomas interpolation (5.7a) to write
curl 2, = curl Z) z = Z;" % (curl 2) = T, (D4 [T (v1)]) = Ds[ T (vn)], (5.11)

where we have employed (5.9) and the fact that Ds[J,(vp)] is in V* as well as in V, ;.

Note also that since z € L%(Q) (cf. proof of Lemma 3.4), then 2 is also in L?(Q2). Then, using
triangle inequality, the bound (5.10), the continuity of the Nédélec interpolator (5.7b), and (5.11), we
can write

[Znlleurt, 2 < 125 2llez0) + | eurl T 2|lLs @) S 1Ds [T ()] e (o) (5.12)

Therefore, using the definition of the bilinear form b;(-,-), relation (5.11), and the bound (5.12), we
can derive the inf-sup condition as follows

wp  won) | Jpeurlzon  Jo BT (DT n) - o
¢nL€Zr\{0} HCthurlsﬂ - Hih”curls,ﬁ H'%thurlmﬂ
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_ JoDslTr@n)] - v [1Ds[Tr(n)]llLe @ llvnllLr o)
||2h||curls,ﬂ ||2thur13,Q

2 vnllur@)  Yon € Vo,

where we have also used (3.4). The discrete inf-sup constant is independent of h, but depends on the
continuous dependence on data of the auxiliary problem and on the continuity bound of the Nédélec
interpolator.

Inf-sup condition (A2). We start by considering g, € Qp. Then, mimicking the proof of the contin-

uous inf-sup condition for b (,-) in the second part of Lemma 3.4, we are able to construct v € H!(Q)
satisfying
divo =g, and [[v]1,0 < [lanlloe-
Then we take vy, = IE‘T'Z) and use the properties of the Raviart—Thomas interpolator (5.4), to get
div oy, = divZi o = Py (dive) = Pulgn) in Q,
and since from (5.5) we also have that
op - n=I"®) - n=PL(® n)=0 on T,

then we can verify that ¥, € Vj. Next we use the stability of the Raviart—Thomas interpolator (5.6a)
and of the L2-projection (5.6b) to obtain

[onllr @) = IIZ1 (@)l @) S 19l ) < llanl

0,2
[ divonlloe = Pnlgn)llo.e S llarllo.q;
and thus we can assert that ||0paiv.0 S |lgnllo.q-
In this way, from the previous relations it follows that
ba(vn, qn div(9s) qn Prlqn) an llanll3 o A
sup 2(Vh, 4n) > Jo = Jo = 2> Bollanlloe Van € Qn,

vnevi\ {0} [Vrllraive — [1Onlrdiv,e [Onllraiv.e  [1Onllrdiv.e

where the inf-sup constant depends on the continuous dependence on data of the continuous Stokes
equations and on the boundedness constants of the Raviart-Thomas interpolation and L2-projection
(5.6), and it is independent of h.

Conditions (A3)—(A4). These assumptions can be straightforwardly verified from the definition of
the finite element spaces.

5.4 Convergence rates

Given that the desired assumptions (A1)—(A4) which yield the conditional approximation quasi-optimality
(5.1) are satisfied, the following corollary is readily afforded by additionally bounding above by the
interpolator estimates (5.8a)-(5.8d).

Lemma 5.2. Suppose the conditions of (3.38) and (4.2) are met such that T, T}, are the unique fized-point
solutions to the continuous and discrete problem, respectively. Additionally suppose that the assumption
on constants (5.1) is met. Then there exists an h-independent constant C > 0 such that,

lw = Whlleurt, 0 + 1o = wnll, giv.0 T [P = pallgo + 1T = Thll o

< Ch™([|wll, 0 + leurlwllwm.. ) + [0lwm.r @) + iV oll, o + [Plmo + 1511 1m.0)-

6 Numerical examples

The numerical implementation uses the open-source finite element library Gridap [9]. In all cases the
Newton-Raphson iterations are stopped once either the absolute or the relative £2-norm of the residuals
get below 1078, and we use the direct method MUMPS for the tangent linear systems.

We proceed to validate the finite element method by convergence verification, and then we apply the
proposed formulation in the simulation of non-isothermal rotational flows.
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DoF h  ecul, (w) rate e.qiv(u) rate eo(p) rate e1(T) rate || divup|ee it
Errors and convergence rates for k = 0
132 0.5000 8.87e+0 * 4.25e-01 + 7.81e-01 x 4.30e+0 * 8.88e-16 4
486 0.2500 4.23e+0 1.07 2.07e-01 1.04 3.75e-01 1.06 2.22e+0 0.95 1.78e-15 4
1866 0.1250 2.06e+0 1.04 1.02e-01 1.02 1.85e-01 1.02 1.16e+0 0.94 3.55e-15 4
7314 0.0625 1.02e+0 1.02 5.09e-02 1.00 9.20e-02 1.01 5.69e-01 1.03 7.1le-15 4
28962 0.0312 5.05e-01 1.01 2.54e-02 1.00 4.59e-02 1.00 2.81e-01 1.02 1.42e-14 4
115266 0.0156 2.52e-01 1.00 1.27e-02 1.00 2.30e-02 1.00 1.40e-01 1.01 5.68e-14 4
Errors and convergence rates for k=1
422 0.5000 1.67e+0 x 9.08¢-02 x 7.56e-02 * 1.66e+0 % 7.16e-14 4
1610 0.2500 4.29e-01 1.96 2.42e-02 1.91 1.78e-02 2.09 6.19e-01 1.42 1.46e-13 4
6290 0.1250 1.07e-01 2.01 6.13e-03 1.98 4.37e-03 2.02 1.50e-01 2.05 3.07e-13 4
24866 0.0625 2.65e-02 2.01 1.54e-03 2.00 1.09e-03 2.01 3.83e-02 1.97 6.37e-13 4
98882 0.0312 6.61e-03 2.00 3.85e-04 2.00 2.72e-04 2.00 9.64e-03 1.99 1.24e-12 4
394370 0.0156 1.65e-03 2.00 9.62e-05 2.00 6.80e-05 2.00 2.41e-03 2.00 2.54e-12 4

Table 6.1: Accuracy test in 2D. Error history (errors for each field variable in the corresponding norm
on a sequence of successively refined grids, numerically computed convergence rates, and discrete norm
of the divergence of the approximate velocity) with r = 6, s = g, and for Py — RTy — Pgisc — Py
elements with different polynomial degrees, and iteration count for the nonlinear Newton—Raphson solver.
The symbol * indicates that no rate is computed at the initial coarse mesh refinement.

6.1 Accuracy tests

We consider a 2D and a 3D manufactured solutions computation with mixed boundary conditions. On
the domain Q = (0,2) x (0,1) we consider closed-form solutions to the vorticity-based non-isothermal
dissipative flow equations as follows

w(z.y) = ( cos(mz) sin(my) > o= i eulu

— sin(7x) cos(my)

1
p(l',y) = §$47y4, T(l’,y) = 1+C082(7Txy)a
and the external force and heat source terms, together with non-homogeneous essential boundary condi-
tions are computed from these manufactured solutions. The part of the boundary I" where we impose the
non-homogeneous counterpart of (2.1d) is conformed by the segments x = 0 and y = 0, and X = 9Q\ T
by z =2 and y = 1. For the 3D case we take Q = (0,1) x (0, %) x (0, ) together with the manufactured
solutions

sin? () sin(my) sin(272)
u(z,y,z) = sin(7x) sin? (7y) sin(272) . w=+/ curlu,
—[sin(27x) sin(7y) + sin(7z) sin(27y)] sin?(72)

p(z,y, 2) = sin(rz) cos(my) sin(rz), T(x,y,2) = 1+ sin?(7z) sin?(ry) sin?(72),

and the boundary splitting has the faces z =0, y=0and z=0in,andz =1,y = %, z= % in 3.

In both 2D and 3D cases the remaining model parameters are taken all as one g = (0,0,—1)* (and
g=(0,-1)*in2D),p=pu=p' =r=c = =Ty =1 (in their respective units). Approximate solutions
are computed on a sequence of nj*®* successively refined uniform tetrahedral (triangular in 2D) meshes.

Then we generate the error history at each refinement level, consisting of the error of each unknown

€curly ((.U) = Hw - wh”curls,ﬂa er,div(u) = ||’LL - uhHr,div,ﬂv

eo(p) = llp = pulloe,  e(T) =T — Thll1.0;
with r =6, s = g, as well as the experimental convergence rate of the error decay as

care — l08(ei() — 10g(6i+1('))’

log(h;) — log(hit1)

22



Vorticity formulations for dissipative natural convection Demos, Dubey, Ruiz-Baier & Villa-Fuentes

DoF h  ecurl, (w) rate e, q4iv(u) rate eg(p) rate e1(T) rate |[divaup|e~ it
Errors and convergence rates for k = 0
91 0.8660 2.28¢+1 + 4.10e-01 % 4.02e-01 * 2.64de+0 * 1.67e-16 4
553 0.4330 1.62e+1 0.49 2.20e-01 0.90 1.42e-01 1.50 1.40e+0 0.91 2.66e-15 4
3841 0.2165 8.86e+0 0.87 1.15e-01 0.93 5.29¢-02 1.43 5.19e-01 1.44 6.00e-15 3
28609 0.1083 4.56e+0 0.96 5.88e-02 0.97 1.73e-02 1.61 1.83e-01 1.50 2.00e-14 3
220801 0.0541 2.30e+0 0.99 2.95e-02 0.99 6.61e-03 1.39 7.41e-02 1.31 5.70e-14 3
Errors and convergence rates for k =1
365 0.8660 1.20e+1 x 2.03e-01 x 2.29e-01 x 7.76e-01 % 4.05e-15 4
2417 0.4330 4.96e+0 1.28 6.21e-02 1.71 6.44e-02 1.83 2.52e-01 1.62 2.11le-14 4
17537 0.2165 1.39e+0 1.84 1.69e-02 1.88 1.13e-02 2.51 4.74e-02 241 7.76e-14 3
133505 0.1083 3.67e-01 1.92 4.38e-03 1.95 2.04e-03 2.47 1.10e-02 2.11 6.12e-13 3
1041665 0.0541 9.26e-02 1.96 1.11e-03 1.98 4.29e-04 2.25 2.72e-03 2.02 2.47e-12 3

Table 6.2: Accuracy test in 3D. Error history (errors for each field variable in the corresponding norm,
with r =6, s = g, on a sequence of successively refined grids, numerically computed convergence rates,
and discrete norm of the divergence of the approximate velocity) for NDy 1 —RT —Pgisc —Pj41 elements
with different polynomial degrees, and iteration count for the nonlinear Newton-Raphson solver. The

symbol x indicates that no rate is computed at the initial coarse mesh refinement.

where we denote by e; the error associated with an approximation computed on the i-th mesh refinement
level having a grid of meshsize h;.

Over all refinements, a maximum of four iterations for the Newton—Raphson method are required to
reach a tolerance (either absolute or relative) of 1078 on the residual. For this particular case, and for
the two lowest polynomial degrees k = 0,1, we display the error history in Tables 6.1-6.2 for the 2D
and 3D case, respectively, where we observe that the method attains an asymptotic optimal convergence
of O(h¥*1) as anticipated by the analysis in Section 5. The second-last column of the tables present
the discrete £°°-norm of the divergence of the discrete velocity, confirming that the method is mass-
conservative. Approximate solutions for the two cases are reported in Figure 6.1.

6.2 Non-isothermal through-flow in a porous channel

For our second example we model the flow of cold water through a channel with five hot cylinders. The
design of the test aims at heating the liquid and observing buoyancy effects as well. The channel has
length L = 1.7 and height H = 1 (adimensional units). The cylinders have radii of approximately 0.1 and
are slightly unsymmetrically distributed. The flow enters the channel from the left segment and exits on
the right end. For this test we consider a time-dependent model (adding the terms d;u to the momentum
balance and 9;T to the thermal balance), and adopt a simple backward Euler time discretisation with
constant time step At = 0.005 and run the simulation until the final time ¢ = 1. We follow a similar
flow configuration as in, e.g., [40, Chapter 15] and take the following values for the remaining parameters
v=20.001,g=(0,-98)°%p=1pu=10"* K=1, =10"3, 8 =¢ =1, a = 0.1. For the thermal
equation we set a prescribed cold temperature on the inlet T.oq = 10, hot at the cylinders’ surface
Thot = 50, and consider zero-flux boundary conditions at the horizontal walls and at the outlet. For the
flow problem we impose a parabolic velocity profile and a compatible vorticity on the inlet

29 — 1
1600y2(y — 1)2+1°

ui, = (1.5 arctan(40y(1 — y)),0)*, Win = —60y/v

slip velocity condition at the walls and cylinders, and on the outlet assume zero pressure poys = 0 (the
vorticity is not prescribed at walls and cylinders). Then it suffices to add the following term in the weak
form of the constitutive equation for rescaled vorticity

\//”7<uh Xmn, Ch>0ut~

The system is able to produce the expected phenomenon buoyancy (temperature rises towards the
top wall forming channels of hot liquid), and we can also observe vortexes behind the cylinders. The
results are depicted in the different panels of Figure 6.2. For this test we have used the second-order
scheme with k = 1.
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Figure 6.1: Accuracy tests in 2D and 3D. Approximate solutions (vorticity distribution and streamlines,
velocity magnitude and streamlines, pressure profile, and temperature field) computed with the lowest-

order methods.

7 Concluding remarks

Studying natural convection in highly permeable porous media considering vorticity and viscous dissi-
pation has the potential to advance our understanding of complex fluid systems and improving various
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Figure 6.2: Example 2. Snapshots at ¢ = 0.2 (left) and ¢ = 1 (right) for the the rescaled vorticity
(top), velocity magnitude and line integral convolution (second row), pressure profile (third row), and
temperature distribution (bottom) for the channel flow past five cylinders with y = 10~%. Here we have
used the second-order scheme with k& = 1.

industrial processes. These multiphysics models include fluid dynamics, heat transfer, and porous media
mechanisms. We prove that the governing equations are well-posed using the Banach fixed-point theory
and perturbed saddle-point theory in Banach spaces. The discrete problem is shown to be well-posed
and the analysis requires two Raviart—Thomas interpolators to match the regularity requirements of the
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continuous problem. We have presented numerical tests that confirm the properties of the proposed
numerical methods. It still remains to tackle the time-dependent version of the problem, a mixed for-
mulation for the thermal energy equation (to provide energy conservation as well), and to analyse the
functional structure of the set of equations in the case of a second viscous dissipation term in the energy
equation.
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