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MAPPED COERCIVITY FOR THE STATIONARY
NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS AND THEIR FINITE
ELEMENT APPROXIMATIONS

ROLAND BECKER AND MALTE BRAACK

ABSTRACT. This paper addresses the challenge of proving the existence
of solutions for nonlinear equations in Banach spaces, focusing on the
Navier-Stokes equations and discretizations of thom. Traditional meth-
ods, such as monotonicity-based approaches and fixed-point theorems,
often face limitations in handling general nonlinear operators or finite
element discretizations. A novel concept, mapped coercivity, provides a
unifying framework to analyze nonlinear operators through a continu-
ous mapping. We apply these ideas to saddle-point problems in Banach
spaces, emphasizing both infinite-dimensional formulations and finite el-
ement discretizations. Our analysis includes stabilization techniques to
restore coercivity in finite-dimensional settings, ensuring stability and
existence of solutions. For linear problems, we explore the relationship
between the inf-sup condition and mapped coercivity, using the Stokes
equation as a case study. For nonlinear saddle-point systems, we extend
the framework to mapped coercivity via surjective mappings, enabling
concise proofs of existence of solutions for various stabilized Navier-
Stokes finite element methods. These include Brezzi-Pitkaranta, a simple
variant, and local projection stabilization (LPS) techniques, with exten-
sions to convection-dominant flows. The proposed methodology offers a
robust tool for analyzing nonlinear PDEs and their discretizations, by-
passing traditional decompositions and providing a foundation for future
developments in computational fluid dynamics.

1. INTRODUCTION

The available methods for proving the existence of solutions to nonlinear
equations in Banach spaces are fairly limited. For example, the foundational
theory by Browder and Minty hinges on monotonicity, a condition that
applies only to specific types of equations. Meanwhile, fixed-point theorems
such as those by Leray and Schauder require reformulating the equation into
a fixed-point form that meets the requirements of suitable function spaces,
often involving carefully chosen preconditioners.

In the classical approach to proving the existence of solutions for the
Navier-Stokes equations, the system’s saddle-point structure is exploited.
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This allows for a decomposition into two sub-problems: a nonlinear equa-
tion for the velocity in the divergence-free function space, controlled by a
coercive operator, and a linear equation for the pressure. However, many
finite element discretizations complicate this two-step approach, as the dis-
crete velocity field may fail to be divergence-free. Consequently, a fully cou-
pled system must be addressed, as demonstrated by Tobiska and Verfiirth
in their work on the SUPG discretization [7]. Their proof confirms the exis-
tence of discrete solutions for right-hand sides with bounded norms, where
the bound is determined by the mesh size and spatial dimension.

A recent advance in solution theory, introduced in [2], proposes the con-
cept of mapped coercivity. This approach aims to streamline and enhance
the analysis of nonlinear operators in Banach spaces. An essential aspect
of this theory is the use of a continuous mapping ® : X — X to establish
a generalized form of coercivity. In specific cases, this map can be linear,
giving rise to linearly mapped coercivity. This paper seeks to apply this new
concept within the context of saddle-point problems in a Banach space of
the form X =V x @, with a focus on the Navier-Stokes equations in both
their infinite-dimensional formulation and finite element discretizations.

We begin by examining linear saddle-point systems in the context of
linearly mapped coercivity. When this property does not naturally extend
to finite-dimensional formulations, stabilization terms may be introduced
to restore coercivity, thereby ensuring stability of the finite-dimensional
approximations. This approach is broadly applicable, as it does not rely on
the structure of an inner product. As a result, the general theory of saddle-
point problems remains valid in Banach spaces. The proposed methodology
offers a versatile framework for proving the existence of solutions to a wide
range of nonlinear partial differential equations and their discretizations.

To explore concrete partial differential equations, we analyze a general-
ized Stokes system within a Hilbert space setting and review several estab-
lished stabilization techniques. We demonstrate that the corresponding op-
erators exhibit linearly mapped coercivity, providing a foundation for prov-
ing the existence of weak solutions. Our approach departs from traditional
methods by avoiding the standard decomposition into a divergence-free ve-
locity equation and a subsequent pressure equation.

Next, we address nonlinear saddle-point problems, incorporating a non-
linear mapping ® to extend coercivity to mapped coercivity. We apply this
generalized concept to prove the existence of solutions for various finite
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element discretizations of the Navier-Stokes system, including pressure-
stabilization techniques by Brezzi-Pitkaranta [5], Becker-Hansbo [3], and
local projection stabilization (LPS) [I]. For cases involving dominant con-
vection, additional velocity stabilization via LPS terms is considered [4]. We
establish the existence of solutions for arbitrary data in a concise manner.

The structure of this paper is as follows: Section 2] provides an overview
of key results from [2], forming the foundation for our subsequent anal-
ysis. Section Bl applies this methodology to linear saddle-point problems,
exploring the connection between the inf-sup condition and linearly mapped
coercivity. As a case study, we analyze the Stokes equation and several
equal-order finite element schemes. Section (] then extends this framework
to nonlinear saddle-point problems. For nonlinearities of at most quadratic
order, we construct a surjective mapping ® : X — X to ensure mapped
coercivity, applying this approach to the Navier-Stokes system. We further
extend the analysis to cover a range of stabilized finite element methods,
including the aforementioned pressure-stabilization methods combined with
convection stabilization via LPS.

2. MAPPED COERCIVITY FOR NONLINEAR OPERATORS

Let X and Y be two separable Banach spaces with their respective dual
spaces X’ and Y’. The space X is assumed to be reflexive, with a strictly
convex dual and with a Schauder basis. Let A : X — Y’ be the operator
under investigation. For given b € Y, we are interested in solutions of

(2.1) reX: A(x) = b
In the following we use two types of mapped coercivity, see [2]:

Definition 2.1. An operator A : X — Y is called linearly mapped coercive,
if there exists ® € L(X,Y') which is onto and satisfies

(2.2) lmint  AE:PBvy

€ X, ]| x =00 ]| x

“+00.

The second type of coercivity allows nonlinear maps ® : X — Y which
are of a particular form. Due to the strict convexity of X', there are pro-
jections P, : X — X, and a duality map ¥ : X — X’ with the following
properties
(2.3) W ()] x Cllellx,

(24) <\II(LL’),SL’>X/7X > 0 VeelX \ {O},
(2.5) (U(2),x — Px)xx = 0 VzeX,, VzeX.

IN
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We define the following property:

Definition 2.2. An operator A : X — Y is called mapped coercive, if
there exists an operator ¥ : X — X’ satisfying (2.3))-(2.0) and a surjection
SeL(XY)st.:

(A(z), SU(x))yry

(2.6) lim inf : = +oc.
EX, ]| x =00 [EA[P%

The property of mapped coercivity in combination with weak-*-continuity
of A

(2.7) T, ~zrin X = A(z,) > A(z) in Y’
is sufficient to get the existence of solutions of (2.1]), see [2]:

Theorem 2.3 (Existence of solutions). Let X and Y be two separable real
Banach spaces, X reflexive. A : X — Y is assumed to be weak-x-continuous
(2-7) and linearly mapped coercive (Def.[2.1) or mapped coercive (Def.[2.2).
Then, for any b € Y', equation (21)) has a solution z € X .

In the next lemma, we treat the particular case of real, separable Hilbert
space X with inner product (-,-)x and Y = X. An important role has the
Riesz isomorphism W,,, € L(X, X’), defined by

(Visow, V) xr x = (u,v)x Yo e X.

Lemma 2.4. Let X be a separable Hilbert spaces and A : X — X'. Then
the following two properties are equivalent:

(a): A is linearly mapped coercive.
(b): A is mapped coercive with V = V,,, € L(X, X') the Riesz isomorphism.

Proof. First of all, we like to emphasize that the injective Riesz isomorphism
U,so € L(X, X') satisfies (Z3)-(23).
(a) = (b): The property of mapped coercivity follows with the setting ¥ =
VU, and S :=d o \I/Z._Si, because it implies So ¥ = .
(b) = (a): The property of linearly mapped coercivity follows with the
setting ¢ := S o U,,,: Since V,,, is an isometry and S in onto, ® is onto as
well. .
However, in the case of Hilbert spaces, this lemma does not imply that
the two properties in Definition 2.1l and 2.2 are equivalent. In particular, the
mapping ¥ must not necessarily be the Riesz isomorphism. Also a nonlinear
scaling of W;,, is possible. For any strictly positive, bounded function o :
X = Rog, 0 <o(x) <M for all z € X, the product function ¥ : X — X/,

defined by U(z) := o(x) Vs (), also satisfies (2.3))-(2.3).
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The following theorem states the existence of solutions leveraging the
property of being mapped coercive. The result can be interpreted as having
existence for bounded (or small) data.

For a projection P, € L(X,X,) and S € L(X")Y) let R, : X,, — X,
given by
(2.8) R.(z) = P,S"(A(z)—0).

Let us consider the discrete nonlinear eigenvalue problem

(2.9) e X,: R.(z) = Az

for A € R. The following lemma makes a statement about the boundedness
of such eigen-solutions.

Lemma 2.5. Let A: X — Y and b € Y'. We assume the existence of an
operator ¥ : X — X' satisfying (2.3) and (2.3), S € L(X",Y) andr > 0
s.t. for any x € X with ||z||x > r it holds

(A(x) — b, SVU(x))yy > 0.
Then, any solution of (2.9) with A < 0 is bounded ||x|x <.

Proof. The proof is done by contradiction. Let us assume the existence of a
solution of (2.9) with A < 0 and ||z||x > r. We obtain the contradiction

0 > )\<\II(I),1'>X/><X
= <\I](x>7Rn(x)>X’><X
= (A(x) —b,5V(x))yy > 0.

.
Now, we consider the discrete equations
(210) rze X, : <A(LL’), y>y/’y = <b, y>y/7y Vy S Yn,
with

Y, == (SoP")(X.).

Lemma 2.6. Let S € L(X")Y), and R, : X,, = X,, given by (Z.8). Then,
x € X, is solution of (210) iff R,(x) = 0.

Proof. We have the following equivalences:
R.(x)=0 < P,S*(A(x)—-b)=0
— (¢, P,S"(A(x) = b))x; x, =0 Va'e X,
— (A(z) = b,SPi)y:y =0 Vi'e X]
— (Ax) =byyy=0 VYyey,.
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This completes the proof. .

Theorem 2.7. Let A : X — Y be weak-*-continuous and b € Y'. We
assume the existence of an operator W : X — X' satisfying (2.3)-(23), a
surjection S € L(X")Y) and r > 0 s.t. for any x € X with ||z||x > r it
holds

(A(x) — b, SVU(x))yy > 0.
Then there ezists a solution x € X of A(x) = b with ||z||x <r.

Proof. (a) We firstly show the existence of bounded solutions z, € X,,
|zn|lx < 7, of the finite dimensional problems (Z.I0). Let us assume that
no solution z € X,, of (2I0) with |z||x < r exists. Then by Lemma 2.6
for any = € X, with ||z|[x < r we have R,(z) # 0. Hence, the continuous
opeartor T : X,, — X,, defined by T, (z) := —7|R.(z)||x Ra(z) is well
defined for ||z||x < r. By Schauder’s Fixed Point Theorem we get a fixed
point T,(z) = z, ||z||x = r. This fixed point solves R,(x) = Az with
A= —||R,(2)||x7"* < 0. By Lemma[ZH we get the contradiction ||z||x < r.
Hence, there is a solution x € X, of (2.I0) with ||z|x <.

(b) We have

Urixy) = x

neN

Since S is onto and continuous, we obtain (J, .y Y, =Y.

(¢) Solutions of the infinite dimensional problem follows by the boundedness
of the discrete solutions from (a), the density of the Y,, from (b), and the
weak-*-continuity of A, see [2]. 0.

3. MAPPED COERCIVITY FOR LINEAR SADDLE-POINT PROBLEMS

In this section we consider operators A : X — X’ of saddle-point form.
Here, X =V x @ is a product space of two separable Hilbert Banach spaces
V and @. The two components of z := (u,p) € X are denoted by u € V
and p € Q.

The operator A is assumed to be of the form

(3.1) Ar = [é _69*] [Z]

with linear continuous operators L € L(V, V') and B € L(V,Q’). We make
the following assumptions:

(Al1): L:V — V' is coercive, i.e. it exists a > 0 s.t.

(Lu,uyyry > allully YueV.
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(A2): It exists © € L(Q, V) which is onto s.t.
. 2
(B*p, 0p)vrv > |Ipllo-

Proposition 3.1. The operator A : X — X is assumed to be of saddle-point
form (31) with the properties (A1) and (A2). Then A is linearly mapped
coercive (Def. [21]).

Proof. Let © € L(Q, V) be the operator in (A2). We define & € L(X, X)
for z = (u,p) by ®x := (u — 70p,p) with a constant 7 > 0. ® is onto,
because for arbitrary x = (u,p) € X it holds for w:=u+70p € V:
®(w,p) = ©(u+ 70p,p) = (u,p) = z.
Hence, ® is onto. Furthermore,
(Az,@x)x x = (Az,2)x x —7(Lu— B"p,Op)y v
= (Lu,u)yry — 7(Lu, Op)yr v + 7(B"p, Op)v v

> allully + 7liplg — meoll Lullv[Iplle-

1
2c

Young’s inequality yields 7collLullv[lpllq < §llully + 357°cLcdpllg, and,

hence,
(Az, @ahox > Slull} +7 (1= 3=cdet ) Il
For 7 > 0 sufficiently small we get with £ := min(«, 7)/2
(Az, @)y > Slally+5lpl3 > Bl

This shows that A is linearly mapped coercive ([2.2I). O.

Corollary 3.2. The operator A : X — X 1is assumed to be of saddle-point
form (31) with the properties (A1) and (A2). Then A is linearly mapped
coercive (Def. [2]]).

Proof. The assertion follows from Proposition B.I] and Lemma 2.4 .

3.1. Relation to linear saddle-point problems with inf-sup condi-
tion. The following Lemma relates the condition (A2) from above to the

well-known inf-sup condition.

Lemma 3.3. The following three properties are equivalent for any B €
L(V,Q'):

(a) (A2) is valid.

(b) B satisfies an inf-sup condition, i.e. it exists y > 0 s.t.

B /
(3.2) inf  sup (Bv, p)or.o
peQ\{0} yev\{0} HUHVHPHQ
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(¢c) B is an isomorphism from (Ker B)* to Q' and ||v|v < cp|/Bv|l¢
for all v € (Ker B)* with a constant cg > 0.

Proof. (a)==(b): Let p € @ be given. We define v := Op € V. By continuity
of © we have ||v||y < co|p|l@. With (A2) we derive

. 1
(3.3) (Bv,p)gro = (B'p.Op)oq > plle > ;IIPHQHUIIV-

This implies the inf-sup condition with ~ := c;l.

(b)<=>(c): For this equivalence, we refer to [0].

(c)=>(a): Let us denote the Riesz Isomorphism on Q by R : Q@ — @,
and the restriction of B on (Ker B)* by By. With (c) we now that By €
L((Ker B)*, Q') is an isomorphism. We now define © := By'oR € L(Q, V).
We obtain

(B'p,Op)vy = ((BoO)p,p)g.q
= ((BoBy'oR)p,p)ga
= (Rp,p)ae = lpl%.
u}

3.2. Generalized Stokes problem. As an application, we may consider
the Stokes problem

(3.4) —Au+Vp = f inQ,

(3.5) divu = ¢ in{,

(3.6) u = 0 on 0.

The corresponding space is X = H(Q) x L(Q), and A : X — X is
of saddle-point form (BJ]) with L := —A and B := div. L is coercive,

hence (A1) holds. The inf-sup condition (B.2)) is fulfilled. Hence, according
to Lemma[3.3] (A2) holds. By Corollary B2 for any f € H=Y(Q), g € L*(Q),
we get existence of a solution (u,p) € X.

3.3. Stabilized linear saddle-point problems. In some cases, condition
(A2) does not hold for subspaces X; C X, although valid in X. Therefore,
numerical schemes for solving a saddle point problem in a (usually finite
dimensional) subspace are often based on introducing a stabilized operator.

Let A € L(X, X’) of the form B1]) and A, € L(X,, X)) of the form

(3.7) (Anz,y) x, x; = (Az,y) x x + (I'p, @) x,, x,
for © = (u,p),y = (v,q) € X}, := Vj, x Q. Hence, Aj can be expressed as

(3.8) Apr = {é _ﬁ*} m
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with linear continuous operators L € L(V, V"), B € L(V,Q'), as before, and
T € L(Qp, Q). Making the following additional assumption:

(Aza): <Tp>p>Q;1,Qh >0,

then, we will relax condition (A2) to

(A2b): It exists © € L(Qp, V),) which is onto and a constant ¢ € R s.t.

. 1
(B*p,Op)vry > §I|p!|29 - CT(TP7P>Q;1,Q;L Vp € Qn.

Obviously, in the case Xj, = X, (A2) is equivalent to (A2a) in combination
with (A2b) and 7" = 0.

Corollary 3.4. The operator A, € L(Xy, X)) is assumed to be of saddle-
point form (38) with the properties (A1), (A2a) and (A2b). Then Ay is
linearly mapped coercive (Def. [21]).

Proof. The choice of ® is the same as the proof of Proposition B.1] (i.e.
the linear case), ®z := (u — 7Op, p). With the technique in the proof of
Proposition Bl and with use of (A2a) and (A2b):

<Ah:l:', q>1'>X’,X = (Lu, u)V/y — 7‘<L’u, @p>V’,V
+T<B*p> @p>V’,V + <Tp>p>Q;1,Qh
a T
> Sl + 7 (1- o) Il + (1 = rer){Tp, ey 00
For 0 < 7 < min(c;', a(cocy)™2) we end up with linearly mapped coercivity
2.2):
Crionz o T2
(Anz, Pz x 2 Fllully +5lpllg Vo € Xa.
.

Lemma 3.5. We assume (A2) for B € L(V,Q’). Further, letT € L(Qp, Q})
be given, the ezistence of a projection 11, € L(V,V},) and a constant ¢y > 0
s.t.
(39) <B*p> Hhu - u)V’,V S CI<Tp>p>g;iQh||uHV V(u,p) eV x Qh'
Then B € L(V;, Q)) fulfills (A2b).
Proof. Due to (A2) for the space X, we have the existence of © € L(Q,V)
such that (B*p, Op)yy > [|p[|3 for all p € Q,. We define ©, := 11,00, €
L(Qp, V4). Since © is onto and I1j, is projection, Oy, is onto. Further, we get
for any p € @), by triangle inequality and (B.9)):
(B'p, Opp)viy = (B'p,Op)vry + (Bp, (Il — id)Op)v+ v
1/2
> |Ipllg = er(Tp.p)g o, 100]lv-
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With the continuity of ©® and Young’s inequality we arrive at

. 1
(B b, @hp>V',v > §HP||2Q - CT<TP7P>Q;L,Q;L-
L.

Corollary 3.6. A € L(X, X') is assumed to be of saddle-point form (31)
satisfying properties (A1) and (A2). Ay € L(Xp, X},) is assumed to be of the
form (377) with the properties (A2a) and (3.9). Then Ay, is linearly mapped
coercive (Def. [21]).

Proof. The assertion follows directly with Lemma and Corollary [3.4] 1.

3.4. Equal-order finite element discretization of the generalized
Stokes problem. We now consider conforming finite elements, i.e. finite
dimensional subspaces X, :=Vj, x Q, C X = H}(Q) x L%(Q) consisting of
piece-wise polynomials of degree k. The parameter h stands for the maximal
mesh size of a triangulation 7, of the polygonal bounded domain €2 in cells
T € Ty, and outer radius hy := diam(7"). All cells T" may consist of triangles,
quadrilaterals, tetrahedra or hexahedra. Because not all subspaces, in par-
ticular equal-order finite elements, allow a discrete analogon of the inf-sup
property, we need a discrete version of the mapping .

The operator A, is of the form ([B.8) with operators L € L(V,V’),
B € L(V,Q), and T € L(Qp,Qj},) as a stabilization term, because the
divergence operator B is not discrete inf-sup stable for equal order finite
elements. In the following subsections, we consider different types of stabi-
lization. With Corollary we then get the existence of a discrete solution
for the corresponding finite element approximation of the generalized Stokes

problem.

Proposition 3.7. The generalized Stokes equation (3.4)) discretized by equal-
order Py-elements and stabilized by method with the property

(3.10)  (Tp.p)ap@n =X ker Mkl VPITy VP € Qn,

with an arbitrary positive constant ¢ > 0, results into a linearly mapped

coercive operator Ay,.

Proof. The operator T' € L(Q, Q) obviously satisfies (A2a). In order to
validate condition (A2b) we will use Corollary Let II, : V' — V), the
L?—projection. Due to the cell-wise L2-estimate for K € Ty,

||(Hh — Zd)UHLQ(K) S CIhKHVuHLQ(K) Yu € HI(K),
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we have the upper bound

(B'p, (I — i)y = 3 /K Vp(l, — idyu

KeT,
< Z IVl L2y (I — id)ul| L2 (k)

KeTy,
< e Y IVl bVl )
KeTy
1/2
< o ( 3 h%{nv;onig(m) July-
KeTy,

With (3.10) we arrive at ([3.9), and Corollary B.6lensures the linearly mapped
coercivity. L.

3.4.1. Brezzi-Pitkaranta pressure stabilization. A popular pressure
stabilization [5] of the Stokes equations with piece-wise linear (k = 1) equal-
order finite elements uses for p, ¢ € @), the stabilization term

(3.11) (Tp. Qa0 = Y. hi/ Vp-Vq.
KeTy K

Corollary 3.8. The generalized Stokes equation (3)) discretized by equal-
order Py-elements and stabilized by method (311)) satisfies conditions (A1),
(A2a) and (A2b). Hence, the corresponding operator A is linearly mapped

coercive.

Proof. The assertion follows directly from Proposition B’7 and the particular
form of T in (B.IT). O.

3.4.2. A simple stabilization method for Stokes. The pressure-velocity
stabilization in [3] for P, elements reads

(3.12) (Tp.¢)q, 0. = /Q (14 (pq) — pq) -
with the Lagrange interpolation operator I} : Q — Qj.

Corollary 3.9. The linear operator A, corresponding to the generalized
Stokes problem (3.7]) discretized with Py equal-order elements and stabiliza-
tion (312) is linearly mapped coercive.

Proof. Proposition 1 in [3] gives for any cell K € T, and any linear function
p the estimate

B VplEag < /K (1% — 7).

The assertion now follows directly from Proposition 3.7 .
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3.4.3. Local projection stabilization (LPS). Another method which
can be cast into this framework is the local pressure stabilization (LPS),
see [I]. Let k be the polynomial order of the discrete pressure and velocity,
i.e. equal-order elements of order k. We consider the space D), of patch-wise
polynomials of order k£ — 1, discontinuous across patches of elements. Such
a patch can be considered as an element of a macro-triangulation 75,. Let
7, o L2(Q) — Dy, the L?-projection. The LPS method makes use of the

stabilization term

3.13) T oo, = 3 W [ Vo= m(Vp)): [Va - m(Ta).

[
KeTan K

Proposition 3.10. The linear operator corresponding to the generalized
Stokes problem (37]) discretized with equal-order elements of order k and

LPS (313) satisfies conditions (A1), (A2a) and (A2b). Hence, the corre-
sponding operator A is linearly mapped coercive.

Proof. (A1) and (A3) are obviously satisfied. Condition (A2b) has still to be
validated with 7" given in (B.I3]). We use the projection operator j, : V- — V},
from [I] with the orthogonality property

(3.14) / dh(jhv — U) = 0 Vd, e Dh, Yo eV.
Q

With the orthogonality property ([BI4]) and a standard interpolation prop-
erty of j, (see e.g. [1]) and due to m,(Vpy) € D), we get

(B'p, (o — id)w))yry = 3 /K Vp(jn — idyu

KeTan
= > [ (- m(TB) G~ i
KeTon ' K
< > Ve = m(ID)llze ol Gn — id)ul| o)
KeTan
< e Y IV = mn(Vp) |z b | Vel 2y
KeTan
1/2
< ¢ ( > h%va_Trh(Vp)H%?(K)) [ullv
KeTan

—-1/2 1/2
< ety (T, p)g o, lullv

With Lemma 3.5 we get (A2b). .
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4. MAPPED COERCIVITY FOR NONLINEAR SADDLE-POINT PROBLEMS

In this subsection we consider operators A : X — X’ of the form

(4.1) Alr) = ( " ) * [é _7]?*} m ’

with linear continuous operators L € L(V, V'), B € L(V,Q’), as before,
T € L(Q, Q') and a (possible) nonlinear operator C': V' — V’. Let the right
hand side of the form b = (f,0) with f € V’. This corresponds to a problem
of seeking u € V and p € @ s.t.

C(u)+ Lu—B'p = f,
Bu+Tp = 0.
We make the following additional assumption:
(A3): (C(u),u)yry > 0.
4.1. Saddle-point problems with moderate non-linearity. The fol-

lowing Corollary allows for the nonlinear operator C' only linear growth:

Corollary 4.1. The operator A : X — X 1is assumed to be of saddle-point
form ([{1]) with the properties (A1), (A2a), (A2b), (A3), and there is a
constant cyy > 0 s.t.

(4.2) [CW)llv: < enllully  VueV.
Then A is linearly mapped coercive (Def. [21).

Proof. The choice of ® is the same as the proof of Proposition B.1] (i.e.
the linear case), ®(x) := (u — 7Op, p). With the technique in the proof of
Proposition Bl and with use of (A3) and (A2b) for 7 > 0 sufficiently small:

o T

(@), @aherx = Sl + ZlpllE + (Clu),u = r6p)vry
2 2

(1= rer){Tp, plar

o T

S ully + Zllplly + (1 = 7er)(Tp, phara

v

“renlullveslpla

«o 1 1

Slall +7 (5 - 57hes ) ol
+(1 = 7er)(Tp.p)aa

With a possible further diminuition of 7 > 0 we end up with linearly mapped

coercivity (Z2)):

v

« T
(A), ) = Sl + ol
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As an example we may choose the following nonlinear variant of an Oseen
problem
(b(u) - Vu—Au+Vp = f inQ,
divu = 0 in €,
u = 0 on 09,
where b : HY(Q)4 — HY(Q)? is a vector field with the property divb(u) = 0
to ensure (A3), and [|b(u)||r2@) < C for any u € Hy(Q2)? to ensure ([E2).

We obtain for all f € H=1(Q)? the existence of solutions by Corollary E1]
and Theorem

4.2. Saddle-point problems with quadratic non-linearity. If (42
does not hold, i.e. C'(u) increases more than linearly, the proof of the pre-
vious proposition must be modified. Instead of a linear map ® we will con-
struct a nonlinear map SoWV : X — Y as a composition of two operators to
obtain mapped coercivity according to Definition 2.2l In particular, we will
choose 7 in the proof of the previous Corollary as a continuous functional
depending in a nonlinear way of ||u||y s.t. limyy,|, -0 7 = 0. Since S must
remain linear and W is allowed to be nonlinear in Definition 2] we must
merge this parameter into the map W.

Lemma 4.2. Let X =V xQ, © € L(Q,V) and 7 : V — (0,(2ce)!] be
a given continuous function. Then it exists a surjection S € L(X', X) and
U X — X' with the properties (23)-(23) s.t.

(SoW)(z) = (u—7(u)Op,p).

Proof. Let us now denote the Riesz isomorphisms in V and @ by ¢y €
L(V,V') and ¢q € L(Q, W’), respectively. We define

(4.3) U((u,p)) = (v(u—7(u)Op), Yop)

satisfying (2.3)) and (Z.5). In order to verify (2.4]) we estimate
(U(z),2)xx = (Wvu—T7(u)(tyoO)p,u)yv + (Vop:P)g.q

lull = 7(w){(¥v 0 ©)p,u)vv + [Pl

lulli = T(w)celpllolully + [IplZ

3 (1= cor(w) (ully + [Ipll3) -

With the bound 7(u) < (2ce)™" we arrive at (¥(z),z)y x > 1lz[|% and

[24). Moreover, S := ;' x wél is an isomorphism, and in particular, it is

(AVARN AV

is onto. We have

(SoW)(x) = (¥ (¥v(u—T(uw)Op)), 15 o) = (u—7(u)Op,p).
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.

Proposition 4.3. The operator A : X — X is assumed to be of saddle-point
form ({{-1]) with the properties (A1), (A2a), (A2b), (A3) and

(4.4) (A4)  [[CWlv < exlluly:  VueV.
Let b € V' x {0}. Then, equation (21) has a solution.

Proof. We will use Theorem [2.7] to validate the assertion.

Step 1: We use the composition S o ¥ from the previous Lemma with
an appropriate scaling function 7 : V' — R. to be determined below. With
Young’s inequality we obtain

(A(z), SU(z)) x,x
= (C(u)+ Lu— B*'p,u — 7(u)Op)v'v + (Bu+Tp,p)g .o
= (C(u) + Lu,u)vrv — 7(w){C(u) + Lu — B*p, Op)vv + (I, p)g@

a 7(u) c
Sl + 22 (1= Srextul + o)) ol

+(1 = 7(uw)er)(Tp,p)arq-

. . . . . 1
This gives us for any continuous 7 : V' — (0, Tyaz1] With Tyee1 = ¢ and

v

1
(4.5) T(u) < 5@652(CN||U||\/+CL)_2

the lower bound

(4.6) (A). S¥@) x> Sl + L,

Step 2: The result in Step 1 does not imply that the operator A is mapped
coercive, because the upper bound ({.3) implies limy,, —o0 7(u) = 0. How-
ever, we will show that the lower bound ([.6@]) implies the solvability of the
equation A(x) = b for our particular b. For b = (f,0) with f € V/ we have
the upper bound

(6. SU@)| < vl = rwOply
1 a 7(u)
< (5200 ) WA+ Shall + 5
Thus, in combination with (4.6), we obtain
@ T(u 1
() - 559 = Gl + Tl - (5 +2e(0ed ) 171

For any continuous 7 : V' — (0, Tyuaz.2] With Thaz2 = min(Tmaee1, a‘lcg)z) >
0 and (£.5) we obtain
7(u)

« 3
(A(z) = b,5¥(x)) > ZIIUIIQV + Tllpllé - allfll%f-
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The choice 7(u) := min ($acg(en|[ullv 4 ¢£) 72, Tinas,2) satisfies all require-
ments on 7.

Step 3: Now, we derive an appropriate choice of r > 0 s.t. the lower
bound in Theorem 27 is valid. Let ry = 4a™ Y| f|ly/, m2 = rlal/zTnfbig/fg
and T0,3 1= min(acéz(chl + ¢1) 72, Timaz2)- For ||z]|x > 7 := max(ry, )

we have two cases:

Case 1: ||u||? > r?/2: We get

Ll V)

(Al0) = b.5U@) > 222 >0

Case 2: |[ullj, < r7/2: Then ||p||3, > B> o and 7(u) > Tmazrz. We
get

(A(@) b, 5U(@) > S22 flk >0

Hence, all requirements to apply Theorem [2.7] are validated. This gives us
the existence of a solution. .

4.3. Application to the Navier-Stokes equations. The stationary Navier-
Stokes equation in a bounded Lipschitz domain Q C R?, d € {2,3}, with
homogeneous Dirichlet data reads

(4.7) (u-Vu—pAu+Vp = f inQ,
(4.8) divu = 0 in Q,
(4.9) u = 0 on oS

We have the same space X as for the Stokes problem in Section The

nonlinear operator reads

Awr) = (

The operator A is the form @) with C(u) := (u- V)u + tudivu, Lu =
—pAu, Bu := divu and T := 0. In order to apply Proposition 3] we verify
conditions (A1), (A2), (A3) and (A4):

divu

(u-V)u+ judivu — pAu— Vp )

(A1): (Lu,u)yry = pl|ul|?, and L is continuous (Lu, @)y v < pllullv|| oy

(A2): Asin the Stokes case, this property follows from the Inf-sup condition
for B.

(A3): (C(u), uyyry = ((u- V)u+ sudivu,u)yy = 0.

(A4): ||C(u)|lv: < enl|ul|# with a constant ¢y > 0 from Sobolev embedding.

Hence, with Proposition we get for any f € H 1(Q) a solution u € V,

p € Q, of the stationary Navier-Stokes equations (d.17)-(Z9]).
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4.4. Application to stabilized finite element approximations of the
Navier-Stokes equations. Now, we consider finite element discretization
as in Section [3.4] for the Navier-Stokes system. In order to address the
lack of a finite dimensional analog of an inf-sup condition, we use a linear
term T' € L(Qy, @Q),). To circumvent instabilities and numerical artifacts in
the case of dominant convection, we allow for a further stabilization term
S : Vi, — V). Then, the finite-dimensional approximation can be written in
the following form: We seek (u,p) € X}, s.t. for any (v, q) € X, it holds

(4.10) ((u - V)u+ sudive — pAu+ Vp + S(u), v)vy
(411) +<d1vu—|—Tp, q)Q;L,Qh = <f, ’U>V/V
As for the Stokes system, the operator T" can be chosen as any of the possibil-

ities in Section [3.4.1] B.4.3l orB.4.2l For S we also have several possibilities,
e.g. by LPS:

(4.12) (S(u),v)vr v, Z 5% (u / [Vu — m,(Vu)]- [Vo — (V)] ,

KeTan

with a function 5%5 : Vi = R, depending on u and hgx on each patch
K € T3, and an upper bound

(4.13) 02 (W)] < el Vul 2.
Alternatively, we may use the following stabilization of SUPG-type:

(A1) (S vy = S 5 () /K (u-V)u- (u- Vo,

KeTy

with 0 < 0" (u) < chic|lull -

Corollary 4.4. Let X, the discrete space of equal-order elements of order
k described above. The Navier-Stokes equation (f.10) with f € H (),
T € L(Qn,@Q3,) from Section [34.1], [3.4.3, or[3.4.3 in combination with
S Vi —= V] in {{-13) or {{-14), has a solution (u,p) € Xp,.

Proof. In order to apply Proposition we have to verify properties (A1),
(A2a), (A2Db), (A3) and (A4):
e (Al): The Laplace operator L = —uA is continuous and coercive.
e (A2a): All pressure stabilizations T € L(Qp, @}) in Section BAT]
B.43] and satisfy (T'p,p)q: g, = 0 for any p € Q.
e (A2b): This property was shown in Section BAT] B.43 and
e (A3): For the nonlinear operator C'(u) := (u-V)u+iudivu—pAu+
S(u) it holds

(C(u),u)yyry = (S(u),u)yyry >0 Yu € Vj,.
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e (A4): According to Section (the infinite-dimensional case), the
Galerkin part C'(u) — S(u) satisfies (A4). Hence, it is sufficient to
verify [|S(u)|lv: < en||lul|# for all u € V. For the local projection
([E12), we use the L*-stability of the L2-projection, ||m,(Vu)|| 2k <
e[Vl sy, and [EII):

1/2
(S(u),v)vry < (Z 5@’53(U)2!|Vu—Wh(VU)IIiz(m)

KeTap

(Vo — Wh(VU)HH(Q)

1/2
< ¢ ( > 5§?S(U)2||VUIIi2(K>> [ollv

KeTyy,

1/2
C<Z IIVUII‘E2(K>> lollv < ellulli vl

KeTyy,

IN

This yields ||S(u)||y < enl|lul|? for (ZI2). The same bound we get
for (4.14)) with Holder’s and Poincare’s inequality:

(S(u), o)y <D S (W (- V)l | (- V)0l oy

KeTy,
< c Z [hrcull 2 | Vull 2 [ Vol e )
KEeT,
1/2
< C<Z ||hKUI|iz(K)> IVull 2@ Vol @)
KeTy,

< c|lhul[ 2@ llullv||v]|v.

Due to the finite dimension of Vj,, we have norm equivalence ||Vv || () <
c[[Voll2@) = cllv]|y for all v € Vj (the constant ¢ is indepen-
dent of h, because the arising norm contain exactly one derivative).
By an inverse estimate we have ||hul|;2@) < cf|v]|y. This yields

IS(u)llv: < cllullf, and (A4).
0.
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