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Abstract

We present a new type of modified Galerkin method. It is a construc-
tion with several (inductively defined) levels, that provides approximate
solutions of increasing accuracy with every new level. These solutions are
constructed as approximations of the so called induced trajectories (no-
tion on which the definition of a class of approximate inertial manifolds
used in the nonlinear and postprocessed Galerkin methods is based).
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1 Introduction

We consider the Navier-Stokes equations for a planar flow, with periodic bound-
ary conditions. The functional framework and the basic hypothesis are presented
in Section 2.

As usual in the Galerkin method, the space of functions is split into a di-
rect sum of two subspaces: one is the finite dimensional space spanned by the
eigenfunctions corresponding to a finite set, I',,, of eigenvalues of the linear
operator A = —A and the other is the orthogonal complement of the first.
The solution u of the Navier-Stokes equations will be projected on these spaces:
u =Pu+ Qu = p + q, where P is the projector on the finite dimensional space,
and Q = I — P (Section 3).

In Section 4 we improve the estimates for q proved in [3]. There, the

[L? (Qﬂ2 norm of this function is found to be less than KoL, with § = 2,
where A is the least eigenvalue of A, A is the least eigenvalue of A not belong-
ing to I';,, and L depends increasingly on the number of eigenvalues in I';,,. The
presence of L is not convenient for our work, since we construct an iterative

approximation processus, and if we would use this estimate, at every step a
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factor of L'/2 would appear in the evaluation of the error. This would lead
us to bad estimates of the accuracy of our approximate solutions. We obtain
estimates of q independent of L.

Our modified Galerkin method is presented in Section 5. The first level of
the method is related to the already classical postprocessed method [4]. This
one consists in correcting the Galerkin approximation of the solution, computed
at the end of the time integration interval, po (T') (that is, the solution of ([24])
at T'), by adding to it the function qo (T") = ®o(po (T")). Po(-) is the function
whose graph is the approximate inertial manifold (a.i.m.) defined in [3]. The
approximation of u (T) is taken as po (T') +qy(7"). Unlike this ”postprocessed”
Galerkin method, in our method the function qqg (t) = ®o(po (t)) is computed
at every moment ¢. From the numerical point of view this means that it must be
computed at every point of the time grid on [0, T]. The approximate solution at

every t is ug(t) = po (t) +q,(t). The error (in [L%er Q)] 2) of this approximation
is of the order of 6°/4. We must remind here the notion of induced trajectory
of [I5]. There a family of functions is defined, {u;m};-, that approximate the
exact solution of the Navier-Stokes equations. The first of these is ug n,(t) =
p(t)+do,m(t), where qom (t) = ®o(p (t)), and p(¢) is, as above, the P projection
of the exact solution. So, our function ug(t) is an approximation of ug m, (¢).

At the second level we look for a new (and better) approximation p; of p, by
solving an equation closer to the P projection of the Navier-Stokes equation
than the Galerkin equation. That is, in the equation for p;, in the argument of
the nonlinear term, we approximate p + q (that appears in the projected N-S
equation ([3)) with p1+qg, with qg defined above (equation (27) in Section 5).
The initial condition for p; is Pug. The equation ([27) is different from those
arising in the non-linear Galerkin methods, since here qq is already determined
at the preceding step, while in the non-linear Galerkin methods [9], [2] in the
equation for p, the argument of the nonlinear term is p+®(p). Solving equation
@) of our method is not essentially more difficult than solving the Galerkin
equation. _ _

Then we compute q; (t) = ®1(p1 (t),do (t)) where ®; is given by ([28]). The
definition of q; (.) is inspired from that of the function q1 , (.) of [15] and q; (.) is
an approximation of this latter function. There is an obvious connection between
the definition of q; (¢) and the second a.i.m. from the family defined in [15] and
used in the non-linear Galerkin methods (the definition of this a.i.m. uses that
of d1,m (.)). The new approximate solution of the Navier-Stokes equations we
define is uy (t) = py (t) +q, (t). This is a better approximation of the exact
solution that the preceding one, since the error is of the order of §7/4 (as is
shown in Section 6).

We define inductively the next levels of our method. By assuming that
we already found p;, q; for j < k+ 1 (k > 0), we construct the equation
for pi42, taking pr42+qg,; in the argument of the nonlinear term (equation
@B0)). The ”small eddies” component of the solution will be approximated by
Ai+2 (t) = Prt2(Prt2 (t) , dr+1 (t) , dk (t)), where Pp42 is a function (given by
the right hand side of ([BI])) whose construction was inspired by that of the



function qg2,m (t) of [I5]. The error of uys (t) = ppyo (t) +Qsyo (t) is of the
order of 0°/4F(+2)/2 The set {ugys (t) ;¢ >0} is an approximation of the
induced trajectory {ugta,m (t) ;¢ > 0}.

In Section 6 we prove the estimates of the error of our approximate solutions.
Finally some comments on the advantages and drawbacks of this method are

given in Section 7.

2 The equations, the functional framework

The plane flow of an incompressible Newtonian fluid is modelled by the Navier-
Stokes equations:

0
—u—l/Au—l—(u-V)u—i—Vp = f, (1)

ot
diva = 0, (2)
u(0,) = wuo(), (3)

where u = u(t,x) is the fluid velocity, x €Q C R? u(.,x):[0,00) — R?
p (., %) : [0,00) = R is the pressure of the fluid, v is the kinematic viscosity, and
f is the volume force. We take here Q = (0,1) x (0,1) and consider the case of
periodic boundary conditions.

The kinematic viscosity is measured in centistokes (= mm?/s). For water
at 20 Celsius degrees it’s value is around 1. In order to have coherent measure
units, we consider the velocity measured in mm/s. We do not focus here on the
mechanics of fluids aspects of the problem, but we focus on the mathematical
construction of the approximate solution. However, we must remark that the
method is appropriate for the study of Newtonian fluids not having very small
kinematic viscosity.

We assume that f is independent of time and is an element of [L%er (Q)]2
As is usual in the study of the Navier-Stokes equations with periodic boundary
conditions, we assume that [13], [12]

f:liz/ﬂf(x)dx:o, (4)

and that the pressure is a periodic function on 2. For simplicity we will assume
also that the average of the velocity over the periodicity cell is zero.
The velocity u is thus looked for in the space

H = {v; v E [L2 (Q)]2, divv=0,u= O}. The scalar product in #H is

per
(w,v) = [, (u1v1 4 upve) dx, (where u = (u1,u2), v = (v1,v2)). The induced
norm is denoted by | |.

We also need the space V = {u € [Hl (Q)]2 , divu=0u= 0} , with the

per
scalar product ((u,v)) = ijzl (g;? , g;’?) , and the induced norms, denoted by
2 J J

| I We denote A = —A and observe that A is defined on D(A) = HNH? (Q).



We shall focus on finding approximations for the function u.
The classical variational formulation of the Navier-Stokes equations [13] leads
to the abstract equation

d—u—VAu—l—(u-V)

= — f iV (5)
u (0

= ug, up € H. (6)

s

~~

The notations B(u,v) = (u- V)v, B(u) = B(u,u), b(u,v,w) =(B(u,v),w)
will be used below.
For the bilinear application B(u, v) the following inequalities

B(w,v)| < alul®|Aul®|v], (V) ueD(A), vey, (7)

IN

B (u,v)]

IN

ez [[ull [[v]]

1+ln< |Auf” )] ) weD(A). v eV, (8)

2
A [[ul]

hold [6], [13], [15]. We remind the following properties of the trilinear form
b(u,v,w) (valid for periodic boundary conditions [12]):

b(u,v,w) = —b(u,w,v), 9)
b(u,v,v) = 0, (10)

as well as the following inequalities [12]

es[ul? [[ull? [[v]l [w]? [w]?, (V) u,v,w €V, (11)

calul? [ul[* [v]|* [Av[* |w], (V)u eV, ve D(A),weH. (12)

=4
=
<
2
A

o3
C
<
2
A

For the problem (B), (@) we have the classical existence and uniqueness
results for the equations Navier-Stokes in R?, with periodic boundary conditions.

Theorem 1 [13]. a) If uy € H, f € H, then the problem @), (@) has
an unique solution u € C°([0,T];H) N L?(0,T;V). b) If, in addition to the
hypotheses in a), ug € V, then u € C°([0,T];V)N L?(0,T;D(A)). The
solution is, in this latter case, analytic in time on the positive real axis.

The semi-dynamical system {S (t)},~, generated by problem (&) is dissipa-
tive [14], [12]. More precisely, there is a p, > 0 such that for every R > 0,
there is a to(R) > 0 with the property that for every up € H with |ug| < R,
we have |S (t)ug| < py for t > to(R) . In addition, there are absorbing balls
in Vand D (A) for {S(t)},,, i-e. there are p; > 0, p, > 0 and t;(R), t2(R)
with t2(R) > t1(R) > to(R) such that for every R > 0, |ug] < R implies
IS (&) uo|| < py for ¢t > t1(R) and |AS (t) ug| < py for t > t2(R).



3 The decomposition of the space, the projec-
tions of the equations

The eigenvalues of A are \j, j, = 41L22 (j2+33), (1, j2) € N2\ {(0,0)}, and
the corresponding eigenfunctions are

st V2 (j2, F51) . Jiz1 £ joxo
. = ————="sin | 2rY——"— ],
o ] l

wet = V2 (327?F31) cos [ o dtELE J22e 7
o Lol l

1
where |j| = (j7 + j3) ? [15]. These eigenfunctions form a total system for 7. In
order to be able to write easily sums involving the four eigenfunctions above,
we denote them as follows

s+ _ 1 s— 2 c+ _ 3 c— 4

dude = Wiz Wirge = Witger Wige = Wirger Wiige = Wige

For a fixed m € N we consider the set I',, of eigenvalues \;, j;, having
0 < j1,72 < m. We define

472
At =Xo=X1 = PR
472
A : = )\m-i—l,O = AO,m-i—l = l—2 (m + 1)2,
A 1

A is the least eigenvalue not belonging to I'y,. The eigenfunctions corre-
sponding to the eigenvalues of I',, span a finite-dimensional subspace of H. We
denote by P the orthogonal projection operator on this subspace and by Q the
orthogonal projection operator on the complementary subspace. We write for
the solution u of (&),

p =Pu, q=Qu.

By projecting equation (Bl on the above constructed spaces, we obtain

d

d—lt’ —vAp+PB(p+q) = Pf, (13)
dq

P vAq+QB(p+q) = Qf. (14)



4 New estimates for the ”small” component of
the solution

In [3] is proved that for every R > 0, there is a moment t3 (R) > t2(R) such
that for every |ug| < R,

la (t)]| < KiL?6%, (15)

la(t)] < KoL
K'L IAq(t)| < KoLz,  t>t3(R),

la' ()] <

where Ky, K|}, K1, K2 depend of v, |f|, A and, for the way we chose the
projection subspaces, L = L(m) = 1 + In2m? (see also [I5]). The constant L
comes from the use of inequality (B)) in the course of the proof of (IH). More
specific

1
2
1
2

9,
9,

Ap|2
L = sup (1+1In | p|2 = max (1—!—1111)—
pePH A pl?) A X
= 1+ 1In2m*

In the sequel we shall improve the above estimates, trying to eliminate L
(which tends to infinity with m) from the constants. The idea is that of refining
the contribution of the term QB(p) resulting from QB(p + q) in ([I4). We start
from the trigonometric relation

sin <27Tj71171 :;:jsz) sin (2777]{1171 :;: k2x2> = l {cos 2T U = k) :;: (J2 — k2) 2 _
~ cosop ULt k)@ ﬂl—L (J2 + k2)172] 7

and the similar ones for all other combinations of sine and cosine that might ap-

4
pear in the scalar product of two eigenfunctions. Sincep = >3 > p} . w? . .
0<j1,j2<m i=1

4 ) 4
from (pV) b= < Z Z p§1,472W}1,j2V> ( Z Z péﬁl,sz%ﬂ,b) ) Only

0<j1,52<mi=1 0<k1,k2<mi=1
those products of terms that have j1 +k1 > m+1 or jo+ ko > m+ 1 will belong
to QH.

We consider from this point on that m is even, and we set m = 2n.

If for W§17j2 and wfehkz we have ji,j2 < n and k1, ks < n, then
(Wi, V) chl)kz belongs to PH. We are led to the idea of considering the
subspace of H spanned by all the eigenfunctions W;&,jz with 0 < 71, jo < n,

1 < ¢ < 4. We denote by P the projection operator on this space and set
Py =P - Py, p, =Ppp and p; = P¢p. Obviously

Q(p,V)py=0.



On another hand, we see that p, is a truncation of (I — Pp)u, hence

Ipg| < [(T=Pp)ul, [Ipg]l < [I(T—Pp)ull. Then, by setting 61 = 6 (n) = 7752,
Ly = L(n) =1+ In2n?, the estimates (I5]) imply
1 11
Ipgl < KoLidy, |lpgll < K1L767, (16)
1 1
Pl < KoLioy, |Apg| < KaLf. (17)

We use these inequalities in order to refine the estimates (IHl). In the rest of
the paper we shall assume that for a fixed R > 0, the function uy is such that
|ug] < R. We state and prove

Theorem 1. There are some constants 6’0, 6’1, 6’6, 6’2, depending only
on v, A, |Qf| such that, for t large enough, the inequalities

la(t)] < Cod, (18)
lat)] < Cio%, (19)
d'(t)] < Cod, (20)
|Aq(t)] < Co, (21)
hold.
Proof. We have, with the notation settled before the Proposition,
QB(p) = QB(pptp,) = QB(py) + QB(py; ) + QB(pg: P,) + QB(pg)
= QB(py,p,) +QB(py,p,) + QB(py), (22)

since QB(p,) = 0. Now, as is usual, we take the scalar product of (I4) with q,
and by using (I0) and (22]), we obtain

|Q| 2
s—— tvidll

T < [(Beppy).a)] + |(B(ps: ). a)| +

+1(B(pg), )| + [(B(a,p),a)| +(Qf,q)| . (23)

For the first term of the right-hand side, the following estimates (obtained by

using (7)) and (I6]) hold

1/2 1/2 1/2

A

|(B(Pp,py)sa)| < e lppl”? AP, KlLW— al

lpqll lal < e1pg

IN

2 v 2
C?poszle&m + 5 llal”

For the second term we obtain the inequalities

IN

1
1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
(B®e.p,)a)| < erlpgl Aol Iyl lal < exki/*LE6F 0} p1 [l

IN

1
AK1pip, Ly 1V—+ 2 Jlall?.



For the third term we have

IN

1 1 1
|(B(Pq), )l L2 |[pgll laf < 62L2K12L151E lall

IN

2 1%

2741 7252 2
K{LLy6— + —

Coltyq 19173 8”‘1“ )
and for the fourth, by using (I2])

1 1 1 1
|(B(q,p),a)l < calal?|al? [lpll? |Ap|® |q] <
111
04K3/2L%5%K11/2L%5%pfp5F [l
2

2 3 14 2
J02K0K1P1P2L52 + 3 all”-

IN

IN

At last

2|Qf|”
(Qf,q)| < |Qf]|q| < )

The above inequalities and (23]) lead us to

v 2
+ 5l

1d 2 vA 2 2
e 3— < Cyo
5o lal* + 3% al* < 3o,

with

2
€3 = 2 [chunKiLad + Ko, LY/, + GKILLIS
+AKoK1pypyLo? + Q]

It follows, with the usual Gronwall Lemma,

a0 < Ja(F 4+ S0
- 3vh
hence, for t4 (R) > t3(R), taken as to have |q (0)]* e~ 3¥M < %52 for

t > t4 (R), we obtain (IR), with Cy = j%-

The functions of n: Li61 = L(n)é (n) = (14 In2n?) /(n+ 1),
LY%5, = /T8 (n) = VI 202/ (n+ 1),
LL26? = L (2n) L (n)* 6§ (n)* = (1+mn8n?) (1+1n 2n2)2 /(n+1)* and
L5% = (1+In8n?) /(2n+ 1)%, that appear in the structure of C2, have at
n = 2 values less than 1 and are decreasing when n increases (for n > 2). Then,
forn>2

2
C§ < ) (C%Posz% + AK1pipy + GKT + Ko K1pipo + |Qf|2>



and the right hand side depends only on v, A, |Qf|. More than that, since all
the functions defined above tend to zero when n — oo, we can choose n large

2|Qf|?
vA

enough so that becomes the dominant term in C3.

For that n, 50 will be of the order of ‘8—/\“ . However, the structure of

Ko, K1, pg, p1, pp show that if v is very small, then n with the above
property must be very large.

Now, we aim to estimate ||q|| . By multiplying equation (I4)) by Aq, and by
using [22]), we obtain
1d||ql” 2
g~ TviAd’ < [(B(pypy+a),Ad)| +[(B(pe+a, py), Ag)| +
+|(B(pg+a, p,+a), Aq) | +
+1(Qf, Aq)].

For the first term in the right hand side we have ()

1 1
|(B(pp:p, +q),Aq)| < c1lpy|? |Ap,|* Ipg +dll|Aq]
1 1
< Clpé/QP;/ZLf K167 |Adq|
2 v
< cpopaKiLioi > + < |Aal”,

for the second, with (I2)),

1 1 1 1
|(B(pg+a,p,), Aq)| < calpg+al” Ipg+all” [ppll? |Ap,|? [Aq]
~1 1 1 11 1 1
< aCgof LK 61 pips |Ad|
~ 1 32 v
< ciCopippKiLy 0~ + 2 |Agl’
for the third, also with (I2I),
1 1
|(B(pg+a,p,+49), Aq)| < cs|pgtal? Ipg+all |A (pg+a)|? |Ad]
< @0 LEK 0T LTKS |Aq|
~ 3 2
< CiCOK%fQL% 5=+ % |Aq)?,
14
and for the fourth we have
2|Qf 2y
(Qf, Aq) < 2L 4 2 jag2.
v 8
‘We denote
1 2¢2 202 ~ 13
5012 = 71P0P2K%L151 + 7400P1p2K1L12 07 +
2c2 ~ 3 2|Qf|?
+%COKEK2L126§ T |(3 .



Then the differential inequality for ||q|| becomes

d |l

2
5~ T VAl <ct

that yields

v 1
la (D1” < lla (0)]* e + —C1o.

Let ¢4 (R) such that for ¢ > t, (R) > t3 (R) the inequality ||q (0)]* e~*At <
L.C?6 holds. For ¢ > t4 (R) () holds with C; = /2 C1.

We remark that L1567 = L(n)d(n), L%&? = L(n)%é(n)%, L?&? =
L (n)% 8 (n)? have values less than 1 for n = 2, decrease when n increases for
n > 2 and tend to zero when n — oco. Hence, C; may be replaced with a
coefficient that depends only on v, A, |Qf| and not on n.

Moreover, for n large enough, each of the first four terms of C7 becomes
smaller than %

As for the solution u in [I3], it can be proved that q(¢) is analytic in time
and is the restriction to the real axis of an analytic function of complex variable

defined on a neighborhood of the real axis, and by using the Cauchy formula,
we obtain (20).

Finally, from (I4) we have

1 [dq

Aq:; E‘FQB(p‘FQ)—Qf

and with the above estimates we obtain (21]).0J

5 The new modified Galerkin method

Let us fix a T' > t4 (R). The interval [0,T] is the interval on which we seek
the approximate solution. Obviously, all the above inequalities are valid for
t ety (R),T).

In this section we just present the method, while in the following section we
estimate the error of the method.

5.1 The first level

The first level of our method is related to the post-processed Galerkin method
of [4].
Let pg (t,x) be the solution of the equation (the Galerkin approximation of
(@3)):
Py — vAp, + PB(po) = Pf, (24)
pO(O) = PuOu

10



and
qo(t)= ®o (Po(t)) ,

where ®y : PH — Q% is the function whose graph is the a.i.m. Mj defined in
[3], that is

@ (p) = (vA) "' [Qf —~ QB (p)]. (25)
We define the corresponding approximate solution for the Navier-Stokes

problem ([B)-(@) as
uo (t) = po (¢) + qo (t) - (26)

Unlike the method of [4], we compute qo at every moment of time, and
not only at the end of the time interval, 7' (in the course of the numerical
implementation of this method, qg will be computed at every point of the grid
on [0, T}, constructed for the integration of (24)) .

Remark. In [15] the function qg m, (t) = ®o (p (t)) is defined (with p (¢) the
P projection of the exact solution), and then the function wg., (t) = p (¢) +
qo,m (t), is constructed, it’s positive trajectory being named ”an induced tra-
jectory”. Since py (t) is an approximation of p (t), as is proved in Section 7, it
follows that {ug (¢); t > 0}, is an approximation of this first induced trajectory
of [15].

5.2 The second level

The next level is different from both the nonlinear Galerkin methods and the
post-processed Galerkin method already defined in literature. At this level we
make use of qg calculated in the previous step and define p; as the solution of
the equation:

p) —vAp, + PB(p1+q,) = Pf, (27)
pl(O) = Puo.

We expect this correction of pg to be closer to p than pg itself. Then we set
a() = (vA)'[Qf - QB(pi (1) ~ QB (p1 (1), q (1) —
— QB (qo (t),p1(1))] (28)

We define the approximate solution for ([B)-(@) at this level by

uy () = p1(t) + ai(t). (29)

Remarks.

1. In the non-linear Galerkin method [2], for the approximation p; of p, an
equation, similar to (27), but with PB (p1+®¢ (p1)) instead of PB (p1+q,) is
considered.

2. In what concerns qp, the right hand side of (28) (let us denote it by
&1 (p1 (t),qo (t)) ) was inspired from the function ai,m (t) of [15].

11



This one is defined as

am(t) = (VA7 [Qf—QB(p(1) - QB (p (), qm (1) —
—QB (qo,m (1), p ()]
and with it’s help the function uy ., (t) = p(¢) + d1,m (t), is defined, that
generates a new induced trajectory. The construction of the second a.i.m. in

[15], M, is based upon the definition of function qq ., (t). M; is the graph of
a function ®; : PH — Q#H, given by

®(X) = (vA)'[Qf - QB(X) - QB (X, &, (X)) -
—QB (% (X),X)].
So, our function wuy (¢) is related to an induced trajectory and, since this one
is related to My, it is also related to this a.i.m.
3. In the course of the numerical implementation of the method, q; will be

computed in the points of the grid on [0, T, since it’s values in these points will
be used at the next level.

5.3 Inductive definition of the high-order approximations

Let us consider a £ € N. We assume that for every 0 < j < k + 1, we already
constructed p; and q;. Now, we define p;42 as the solution of the problem

P2 — VAP + PB (pryotar,) = Pf, (30)
Pr+2(0) = Puy,

with qit1 defined at the preceding step, and then set qiy2 as

Q2 = (vA)7! [Qf — QB(p,,.») — QB(P) 10, Art1)—
—QB(q),1,Pri2) — QB(qy, ar) — qj - (31)

Naturally, the corresponding approximate solution of (Bl)-(@]) is defined by

Uy o (t) = Prya (t) + qrya (t).

Remarks. B

1. The right hand side of (B1l), that we denote by @ 12(Pr+2 (t), dr+1 (£), qx (¥)),
is inspired from inductive the definition of the function qxy2.., (t) of [I5], that
is

artzm () = (VA)T[QF-QB(p (1)) -
QB (p(t),qk+1,m (1) — QB (ar+1,m (1), P (1)) —

—QB(qk.m (t)) — di,m (1)] -

12



Our functions u42, k£ > 0 are, in fact, approximations of the functions uyy2 ,m =
P + Qk+t2,m that generate the induced trajectories in [I5]. Our construction by-
passes the construction of a.i.m.s. and is based directly upon that of the induced
trajectories. We can call the sets {ug42(t); t > 0} - approximate induced tra-
jectories.

2. The construction of the high accuracy a.i.m., My2, is based upon
the definition of the function qgt2,m,m of [I5]. Mo is the graph of ®pio :
PH —-QH,

B2 (X) = (vA)7[Qf - QB(X) - (32)
—QB (X, ®441 (X)) — QB (&)1 (X), X) —
—QB(®, (X)) - D®, (X) I'y, (X)]

where D®, (X)) is the differential of ®; (X), and
'y (X) =vAX - PB (X + &, (X)) + Pf.

These a.i.m.s or some variant of these are used in the nonlinear Galerkin
methods, and in the postprocessed high-order nonlinear Galerkin methods.

3. If £+ 2 is the last level we construct, than we may compute qg2 only at
the moment of interest (T for example) as in the postprocessed method of [4].

6 Estimates of the error of the approximate so-
lutions

In the proof of the main result of this section, we need the following result that
is a direct consequence of Lemma 1 from [4]. We denote by v, the coordinate
i

of the function v with respect to the eigenfunction w7,

4 .
Lemma Let G(s) = (Z Gy, (s) w;-_’l) and suppose that

4,1 \i=1

G (s)

<dy, for 0<jl<m, 1<i<A4

Then

il

ct

<yl (33)
v j,k<m i /\jyl

=1

t
/ e VI=IAPG (s)ds
0

Now we can state and prove our main result.

Theorem 2 The functions uy (t), k > 0, defined in the previous section,
represent approzimate solutions of the problem ([)-@), and their accuracy in-
creases with k. More precisely, the inequality :

13



|(w =) (1)] < o2, (34)
holds for every k >0 and for t > t4 (R).

Proof We will prove our assertion by induction.
1. We start with k = 0. In [4] the following estimate is proved, for

felr2, () :

per
C
(P = po) (1)] < 4577 = C'07%, (35)

where C’ is a constant, large for v small. Actually, as can be seen from [4]

this C’ is of the order of the product Cocl, with Co, C1 the constants of our

Theorem 1. Hence we can assume that C’ is of the form K % for n great
enough, with K a number depending on 7' but not on the data of the problem
(see the proof of our Theorem 1).

Let us observe that |pg (t)| is bounded for large times. Indeed,

o ()] = [p(t)+po(t) =P @) <Ip{)+][po(t) —p(t)
< py+C'6%* =, for t large enough.

The same observation is true for ||pg (¢)|| and for |Apg ()]

o ()]
|Apo (¢)]

In order to estimate the various norms of (q — qo) (t) we write

py + C'8 =,

<
< py+C'6Y* =1, for t large enough.

A ar- QB ap o+ ). (36)

subtract from this relation the definition relation of qg, [23) and apply vA to
the obtained equality. In norm, we have

vaa-a)| = |QB(E+a) - QBE)+ 5
< |QB(p—po, p)| + QB (Po, p — po)| +

- |QB(p.q)| + |QB(q, p)| + QB (a. >|+\d

2 e

For the first term in the right side, with (8) we have:

1
QB (p — py,p)| < L2 |p—poll Pl
CL?p, 6% < Cpy 8",

IN
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where we used once more the inequality L35'* < 1. Here and in the sequel, C'
denotes a generic constant (not depending on m but depending on v, £, \).

The same estimate holds for the second term. With (7)), the third term
yields:

1 1
|IQB(p,q)] < «ci|p|? |Ap|? |d]
< Cpy?py/?8' 2,
and the fourth
1 1
|IQB(q,p)| < cila|? |Aq|? |p]
< CP151/2-

By using (20) and all the above inequalities in ([37)) we obtain
VA (a(t) —aq (1)) < C5/2, (38)
for ¢ great enough. As consequences

la (t) —ao ()| < €3, |a(t)—aq ()] < C8%/2. (39)

Inequality (B8] and the second inequality above imply
lu(t) —ug (t)| < C8°/%. (40)

We must remark that, as is proved for u in [13], we can prove that pg is
analytic in time, and more than that, it is the restriction of an analytic function
of a complex variable to the real axis. This properties are transferred to q by
its definition. Then, by using the Cauchy formula, it can be proved that

o (1) —qj (8)] < C&°2. (41)

We also remark, for later use, that (28] and the dissipativity of pg imply
|Ago| < C, [lqo]| < C3% and |qo| < O3 for t > t2 (R).
2. We now estimate |p — p1| and |q — q1|. We have, by subtracting (27))

from (I3)

d
E(p—pl) = vA(p-p1) -PB(p+q—(p1t+qp),p+q) -

—PB (p1+qy,p + q— (P1+4p)) -

From here, by using the semigroup of linear operators of infinitesimal generator
VA, we obtain

d
—e"" (p—py)(t) = "*{-PB(p-p;,u)—PB(q—qgu) -

dt
-PB (pl + q0,9 — QO) - PB (pl + qo0,P — pl)}v

15



and, by integrating
(P-pP)(t) = A (p—p)(0) -

t
_/ efy(tfs)A{PB(p_p17u)—|—PB(p1+q07p_p1)}ds_
0

t
_ / e =AM (PB (p) + qo,q — qp) + PB (q — qp, )} ds.
0

Following [4] we use the inequalities [I]

C|A'%u|lv|<C }Al/Qu) lv|,

-5
|A™B (u,v)| < { Clul |[AT0v] < Clul|A!

2y,
valid for 6 € (1/2,1) and [7]
|A‘se*”tA| < Ct e 3,
and obtain
(P =p1) (D] < e (p = py) ()[4 f; C (t = 5) " =5 =) |(p — py) (s)| ds+
+{ [y eV =IAPB (p1 +qo0,a — qy) + PB (q — q,p + q)] (5) dS’ :

A form of Gronwall inequality ([7], Lemma 7.1.1) implies

(p—p1) @) <
t _ _
SCOIgiXT‘foe V(=)A {PB (p +QO7(1—QO)+PB((1—%ap‘f‘Q)}(S)dS"

We must remark that the constant C above is of the order of eT.
By using the method of [4], we find the estimates for the coordinates of the
several terms in the accolade:

[Blara—ap),.| < lal|Af(a—ay)|< 0o =co (42)
‘B(q—qo,q)jyk‘ < la—q ‘A%q‘ < 053251 — 82, (43)
Bpra—a),| < |Af(@—a)|(T=Puy)pl+IIT-Pnr)p)
1 1
< ca( + ) (44)
A7717‘7'#»1 ATnfk+l
- 3/2 1 1
‘B(q_q()?p)j,k‘ < CK} A3 +)\% ?
m—j+1 m—k+1

where P,,_; represents the projection operator on the space spanned by the
eigenfunctions corresponding to the eigenvalues in I'y,,—; and A\; = A .

By using the inequalities (33), (@2), @3) and

> NesC

jk<m

16



it follows that

t
/e*”(H)A {PB (a0,a—q) +PB (a - qy,q)} ds| < CK4”.
0

In order to estimate the term ‘fot e "(=9)APB (p1,q — qq) ds’ we use ([{4])
and the inequality

1
Z 2 2 < < 3 = 053/27
jk<m NkAm—jr1 (m+1)

proved in []. Tt follows

t
/ e Vt=9APB (p;,q — qq) ds| < o5t

0

[y e =M (PB (q — gy, p)} ds| ,

The same estimate can be proved for
hence finally we have
p—py| < C67" (45)

We easily see that |p1| < ng, [[p1ll <y, [Ap1| < ny.

Now, in order to estimate the various norms of q — qi, we subtract (28]
from (BG]), we apply the operator ¥A, and take the norm in H of the resulted
equality. After grouping the terms in a convenient way, we get

lvA(q—aqi)] < |QB(p—p1,p)+|QB(p1,p—p1)|+
+1QB (p — p1,9)| + QB (a0, P — P1)|
+1QB (p1,9 — qo)| + QB (q — qo, P)|

+laB@al+ |7 (46)

As we did for |q — qq|, we estimate one by one the terms from the right side.
For the first one, we use (8) and the inequality LY2§4% <1

QB (p - p1.p))| < eL'?|p—pi|lpl
< CLY?§%4p, < C6.

The same estimate is valid for the second term. The third term is smaller
than the first and for the fourth the following holds

1 1
c1]qol? [Aqol? [[p — Pl
051/255/4 _ 057/4'

|IQB (qo,p —py)| <
<



For the two following terms we use () respectively (II)):

1 1
B (p1,a—ao)] < ¢ |p1]? |Apy|? [la — qol
1/2 1/2
S CnO/ 772/ 57
1 1 1 1
IB(a—qo,p)] < cala—aol®|la—qol® |plZ |Ap|>
< C53/451/2p}/2pé/2§0(55/4.

The fifth and sixth terms are smaller than the first, respectively the second
term, while for the seventh we have, with (]

L L L 1
calal® [lall” [[all* |Aql?
Cs.

1B (q,q)|

IAIA

By using the above inequalities in (8] we obtain

VA (q —aq1)| < C6.

From here
lg —ai] < C6%2,  |a—ai] < Co°. (47)

The arguments used to state the analyticity in time of qg remain valid for
q1 and the following relation follows

ld' — df| < o7
This will be used later. By using ({@3]) and (1) we now obtain
lu—uy| < CL§*. (48)

3. The induction step. We assume that, for every 0 < j < k + 1 the
inequalities

‘p _Pj‘ < 055/4+j/27
la—q;| < C'§PH2
’q/_q;‘ < 01/53/2+j/2
Hq_qu < C”’51+j/2.

hold. We prove that the above inequalities hold also for j =k + 2 :

. (P - Pk+2) (t) = VA (P - Pk+2) (O) -
_ J"Ote—u(t—S)A {PB (p — piy2:u) + PB (Pri2 4+ Qrt1,P — Pryo) } ds—
— Jo eV IAPB (Prr2 + Qkt1,9 — Qp1) + PB(q —q g, u) fds.
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As we did for |(p — py) ()|, we obtain

}(p — Pry2) (t)| < |€7VtA (P — Pri2) (O)HIOt C(t- 5)76 e~ 7 (t=9) |P - pk+2| ds+
+ ’fg e/ =9APB (py2 + Art1,9— qiy1) + PB(q—qp i1, p+q)} d8’ :

The already cited Gronwall-type Lemma of [7] implies

|(P— Pryo) (B)] <

< Ooxgsz ‘fot e~v(t=s)A {PB (pk+2 + dr+1,9 — Qk+1) +PB (q —dii1,Pt q)} ds‘ :

We evaluate the coordinates of each term in the brackets following e ~*(t—5)A

‘B (Qk+:;l\— Qk+1)j_’l < Akt ‘A% (q - Qk-i-l)‘ < Co5*/FH/2 = O53/2+(k+2)/27
[Bla=aima),| < [a-au||[Afe < carrEnizst - ogtirin2,
’B (pn+;‘l\— q'n,Jrl)j)l < ’A% (q_anrl)’ ([T =Ppj) Prta| + [T = Pm—i) Pri2l)
< CFPIE (LN, N )
‘B (q_/(;rlj p)j.’l < Cs¥/2Hn+D/2 (1//\37”1 n 1/)\%17”1) '

The same arguments used for the terms involved in |(p — p;) (¢)] lead to

t
/ eV IAIPB (qit1,d — Ay ) + PB (a4 —qpyq,q) ds| < Co%/HERR/2
0
t
/ e—V(t—s)APB (Pk+27 q- qk—i—l) ds < 05(3+k)/2+3/4
0
C50+2)/2+5/4

Analogously we can show that

t
/ e VI=IALPB (q — gy, p) } ds| < CoETD/2T/
0

and by putting these results together, it follows

‘(P —Pryi2) (t)‘ < R/ (49)
that confirms our induction hypothesis in what concerns pg. It also follows that
[Pri2l <My [IPrr2ll <01, [APry2] < 1o

Now for ‘VA (d— qppo) (t)’ we have

VA (@ —-aqr+2) = QB(p)-QB(py,,) + QB(p,a)-QB(p;, 4, qk+1) +
+QB(q,p)-QB(q,, |, Pr+2) + QB(q,q9)-QB(q;, ax) +
+qd' —q;
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and

VA (q—qri2)] < |QB(P — Pri2,P)+QB(Pyyo P — Prya)| +
+ ’QB(P ~ Pit2 A1) TQB(ay 1, P — Pk+2))’ +
+|QB(q — q;11,P)+QB(Pr 5,9 — Qii1)| +
+1QB(q — ai, a)+QB(q;, g — ap)| + |a' — g |-

We can see, by using the induction hypothesis, @3) and LY/26%/* < 1, that,
for the first two terms, we have

|QB(P—pk+27P)‘ } 1/2
< oL _
|QB(pk+2’p—pk+2)} = 7 Hp pk+2||771
S OL1/277155/4+(k+1)/2
< 077151/4+(k+2)/2.

The following term is smaller than the first. The fourth term can be estimated
as follows

IN

1
C1 |Qk+1|% ‘A%H‘z HP - Pk+2”
061/255/4+(k+1)/2 _ 065/4+(k+2)/2.

’QB(quaP - Pk+2)’

IN

For the fifth term, we obtain

1 1 1 1
|QB(ad — aiy1:P)| < cala—dpyy|® |la— ara || IPI1Z [AP|2
< Cp}/2p5/263/4+(k+1)/453/4+k/4
< Cpi/2p§/253/2+(2k+1)/4,

and for the sixth

1 1
|QB(Pk+2, q- Qk+1)| < 1 |Prtel? ‘AkarQ‘ : ||q - Qk+1||
< 01577(1)/277;/253/2%/2
< 0177(1)/277;/253/2““2)/2.

Then, by using (I2)) we obtain

1QB(a—qp.q)| < crld— s [la— ae || ? lal® |Aq)?

< O§3/AT (D) /Ag3/44k/451/4 _ ~glt(k+2)/2
1 1 1 1
QB(q;,a—ap)| < calarl? lall? la — all* [A (a — qi)|?
< 051/251/453/4+k/453/4+(k—1)/4 _ C’51+(k+2)/2.
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By using also the induction hypothesis on |q'—qj,| and by comparing the
magnitude orders of the various terms, we find, successively,

VA (q — quyo)|] < C§YV/2HEH2/2
lad— quegel| < Co"FEED/2
g — Ques] < C83/2HEFD/2)

and these inequalities confirm our induction hypothesis.
From (49) and the above estimates it follows

lu — uppo| < €54+ F2/2 O (50)

7 Comments on the method

1. A major advantage of our method is that we can use very low dimensional
projection spaces for the approximations of p, since the accuracy of the approx-
imate solution may be increased by using several iteration levels of the method.

For example, if we choose m = 6, after having passed through five levels of
the method we obtain an approximate solution uy(t) = p4(t) + q4(t) that bears
an error of the order of 1075 since §'3/* = 71§/2 ~ (0.0000032. At each level
7, 0 <7 <4 we will have to solve a system of 4 x 36 +4 x 6 = 168 ODEs, on
the interval [0, T] in order to find the coordinates of p;(t), and to compute the
coordinates of q;(t) by using algebraic relations.

Here, as in all nonlinear Galerkin methods, problems appear due to f. If
this function has a infinity of nonzero coeflicients in its Fourier function, it will
generate a infinite number of non-zero coordinates in q;(¢). A truncation crite-
rion must be applied and it will depend on f. Thus the number of coordinates
of q;(t) to be computed depends on j and on the given function f.

If we chose m = 10, we need only four levels of the method for an error of
the order of 1075 (in this case §'1/* = 7z ~ 0.00000187). But at each level a
number of 4 x 100+ 4 x 10 = 440 ODEs must be solved for the coordinates of
p;(t). Besides these, at each level j the coordinates of q;(¢) must be computed
by algebraic relations resulted from the definitions.

2. The program for the integration the systems of ODEs for p;(¢) should
have the same structure for all j, only the coordinates of q;_1(¢) remaining to
be replaced in the nonlinear term.

3. A comparison with the nonlinear Galerkin methods that use high-
accurate a.i.m.s is necessary.

The nonlinear Galerkin method based on the use of high accuracy a.i.m.s
[2], [11], applied to the Navier-Stokes problem and corresponding to our level
k+ 2, k > 0, consists in solving the finite dimensional problem

B o VABIPB(+ B (B) = P, Gy
B(O) = Pu(),
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for the approximation p of p = Pu. Here, as above, ®;1 : PH — QH, is the
function defining an a.i.m. of high accuracy. The advantage of this method
towards ours is that the system of equations for p is integrated only once. But
the problem with solving (1)) is that the definition of @41 requires those of all
®; with j < k+1 and is very laborious (see [2]). Programming this must be very
difficult. The structure of our method, with iterative levels, makes the compu-
tations easier to program, and each level represents a certain approximation of
the solution, so we can enjoy partial results.

On another hand, all the computations for qg (¢t), qi (t),...,q+1 () (to-
gether) in our method seem, at first glance, of the same order of complexity as
those necessary for the evaluation of @511 (p (t)) in the course of the numerical
integration of (&) in [2], [I1]. However, in our method, a major simplifica-
tion of the computations appears since qj,_, (from the definition of qi) may
be approximated by the numerical derivative (qx_2(t) — qr—2(t — h)) /h (since
we have already computed qi_2(f) at every time step). This must be com-
pared with the definitions of 2}, in [2] or ¢j in [11], that yield difficulties in
the numerical integration programming. We must also remark here that the
term D®y,_1 (X) T'x—1 (X) in the definition of ®41 (X) (that is [B2) with k+1
instead of k + 2) is meant to approximate qj,_, ,,, from the definition of qxy1,m.
Hence, conceiving a method that uses directly1 the functions q+1,m instead of
the a.i.m.s that are defined with the help of these functions is very natural.

4. The memory of the computer is better organized in our method, since
at the beginning of the computations for the level j we may erase from the
memory the value of p;_1(t) and keep only those of q;_1(t), q;—2(%).

5. In order to have not too many computations we may postprocess our
solution pr42(t) (at the last level) only at the end of the time interval [0, T, by
adding qr+2(T) = Pr+2 (Pr+2(T), Qr+1(T), ai(T)), as is done in [11] for (EII).
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