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On convergence of Chorin’s projection
method to a Leray-Hopf weak solution

Hidesato Kuroki * and Kohei Soga T

Abstract

The projection method to solve the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations was
first studied by Chorin [Math. Comp., 1969] in the framework of a finite difference
method and Temam [Arch. Rational Mech. and Anal., 1969] in the framework of a
finite element method. Chorin showed convergence of approximation and its error
estimates in problems with the periodic boundary condition assuming existence of
a C%-solution, while Temam demonstrated an abstract argument to obtain a Leray-
Hopf weak solution in problems on a bounded domain with the no-slip boundary
condition. In the present paper, the authors extend Chorin’s result with full details
to obtain convergent finite difference approximation of a Leray-Hopf weak solution
to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations on an arbitrary bounded Lipschitz
domain of R? with the no-slip boundary condition and an external force. We prove
unconditional solvability of our implicit scheme and strong L?-convergence (up to
subsequence) under the scaling condition h3~% < 7 (no upper bound is necessary),
where h, T are space, time discretization parameters, respectively, and a € (0,2]
is any fixed constant. The results contain a compactness method based on a new
interpolation inequality for step functions.

Keywords: incompressible Navier-Stokes equations; Leray-Hopf weak solution;
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Introduction

We consider the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations on a bounded domain of R?

v = —(v-Vo+Av+f—Vp in (0,7] x Q,
Vo =0 in (0,77 x €,
v(0,:) = ° in Q,

v =0 on 0f),

Q) C R? is a bounded connected open set with a Lipschitz boundary,
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where v = v(t, x) is the velocity, p = p(t, z) is the pressure, f = f(¢,z) is a given external
force, T' is an arbitrary positive number, v° is initial data and v, = d,v, Uy, = Oy, etc.,
stand for the partial (weak) derivatives of v(t,z). Let f and v° be arbitrarily taken as

f € Lio([0,00); L2(©)%), " € LI(9).

Here, Cf(€2) is the family of C"-functions: 2 — R with a compact support; Cg,(€2) :=
{v e CyQ)? V- v =0} H}Q) is the closure of C5°(§2) with respect to the norm
|- @)y L2(Q) (resp. Hj, () is the closure of C§%, () with respect to the norm
I [lz2@s (resp. || - [l (@pe)-

A function v = (vy,ve,v3) : [0,T] x Q — R3 is called a Leray-Hopf weak solution of

@D, i

v e L>([0,T]; L2(2)) N L*([0, T; Hy ,(Q)),

(1.2) / O(x) - ¢(0, x)dx —/ / (t,x) - Opp(x, t)dxdt

- _Z/O /ij(t,x)(()xjv(t,x)-gb(t,x)dwdt

/ /0%1) (t,x) - Op,;0(t, x)dxdt

+/ / f(t,x) - ¢(t,x)dzdt  for all ¢ € CF°([-1,T); Cg%, (),
o Jo

where z -y := 320 @y for 2,y € R®. Note that we have

—ZS;/OTL%@,%)%U(LJ:)-¢(t7x)dxdt= ZS;/OT/QUj(t,x)U(t,x) -0, ¢(t, x)dwdt

for v € L>([0,T]; LZ(€2)) N L*([0,T7; Hj ,(€2)). Since the notion of Leray-Hopf weak
solutions was introduced, a vast amount of research and achievement has been made to
understand properties of the solutions (see, e.g., [I7] and [2I] with references therein).
In the huge literature on the Navier-Stokes equations, let us re-discuss how to prove the
existence of a Leray-Hopf solution of .

The existence of a Leray-Hopf weak solution of was first proved by Hopf [12]
through the Galerkin approximation. After that, Ladyzhenskaya [14] developed fully-
discrete finite difference approximation (discrete in both time and space) of a Leray-Hopf
weak solution. She proposed several discretization schemes and their a priori estimates.
Her idea is to directly discretize with an implicit formulation including p and the
divergence-free constraint. To prove convergence of the approximation, it is essential
to verify not only weak convergence of a sequence of approximate solutions but also its
strong convergence. It turns out that a proof of the strong convergence is a non-trivial
delicate issue (Ladyzhenskaya shortly announces ideas in [14], but there is no proof).
Chorin [2] developed Ladyzhenskaya’s idea by separating the divergence-free constraint
from (1.1]). His idea, which is called Chorin’s projection method, is to introduce a discrete
version of the Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition and to formulate a finite difference version
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of the projected Navier-Stokes equations
(1.3) vy =P(—(v-V)v+ Av + f),

where P is the Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition operator. We remark that Ladyzhen-
skaya’s scheme and Chorin’s are not equivalent because of the implicit formulation of
schemes and nonlinearity of . Chorin showed convergence and error estimates of
his scheme applied to problems on a 3-dimensional torus, assuming that there exists an
exact solution in the C®-class. The main ingredient of his convergence proof is the Tay-
lor expansion of the exact C®-solution. In [I8] and [19], Temam developed fully-discrete
approximation of in a rather abstract framework of a finite element method, which
yields a Leray-Hopf weak solution (he dealt with not only a version of Chorin’s projec-
tion method but also an artificial compressibility method). He introduced a nice trilinear
form to handle approximation of the nonlinear term in to obtain suitable a priori
L2-estimates. Then, in order to prove strong convergence, he exploited a compactness
theorem (see Section 2 of Chapter 3 in [20]), which requires a sequence {v,,}men of
approximate solutions to satisfy the estimate: for some constant v > 0 and A > 0,

(14) /R|S|2'y H (.FtUm)(S) H%Q(Q)S ds < A forallme N,

where F;v,, stands for the Fourier transform with respect to ¢ of v,,(t, z) extended by 0
outside [0, 7] (this is an estimate of the fractional time-derivative).

Chorin’s or Temam’s projection method has been further developed and frequently
employed in numerical analysis of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations: We refer
to [15] for the fact that Chorin’s projection method can be interpreted as a pressure
stabilization method; Chapter 3 in [20] for semi-discrete approximation (discrete in time
and continuous in space) that is also an effective approach to construct a Leray-Hopf
weak solution; [I6] for error estimates in semi-discrete approximation in the class of
strong solutions; [I0] for an abstract functional analytic treatment of finite element
projection methods with error estimates in the class of strong solutions.

In this paper, we show every detail of a fully-discrete finite difference method along
Chorin’s idea, obtaining a new elementary proof of the existence of a Leray-Hopf weak
solution to . Unlike Temam’s framework, we stick to finite difference equations
directly derived from and . Our proof tells how to solve the finite difference
equations only by four basic arithmetic operations, where one can see in a very elemen-
tary way how the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations evolve as a Leray-Hopf weak
solution. We prove that our scheme (to be implicit) is unconditionally solvable and sta-
ble, and that the scheme is strongly convergent (up to subsequence) as the space, time
discretization parameters h, T tend to 0 under the scaling condition h>~* < 7 (no upper
bound is necessary), where « € (0,2] is any fived constant. Following Chorin’s construc-
tion of the discrete Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition on a torus, we obtain a discrete
Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition operator P, on the grid €, of 2 with the 0-boundary
condition both for the divergence free part and potential part. Our argument proceeds
as

1. The intermediate velocity u"*z : Q, — R® (n = 0,1,... is the time index) is ob-
tained by the discrete Navier-Stokes equations on €2, with the boundary condition
U™ =0 on OOy,



2. The end-of-step velocity u™™! : Q) — R? is defined as u"™! = Pu™ts with a
discrete Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition operator Pj,.

3. The step functions us,vs : [0,7] x Q — R3? & = (h,7) obtained by um, unts
respectively, converge weakly to a common function v € L*([0, T]; Hy ,(©2)).

4. vs (NOT wuyg) converges strongly to v, and v is a Leray-Hopf solution.

In order to prove strong convergence, we introduce a simple compactness method that
works essentially with estimates for weak convergence (no additional estimate like
is necessary). Our method (Lemma 6.1 and Theorem 6.2 in Section 6) is based on
an interpolation inequality for a sequence of step functions, which is seen as a discrete
version of the following well-known compactness (see, e.g., Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 2.1
of Chapter 3 in [20] for more abstract statements known as the Aubin-Lions lemma; see
also [9] and [7] for discrete analogues of the Aubin-Lions lemma):

Proposition 1.1. 1. For each n > 0, there exists a constant ¢, such that
(1.5) || u ||L2(Q)3§ 77 || u ||H1(Q)3 +C77 || u ||H1(Q)3* for all u e H&J(Q),
where HY(Q)3* is the dual space of H'(Q)3.

2. Suppose that {vm, }men is a bounded sequence of L*([0,T); Hy ,(Q)) and {0yvm }men
is a bounded sequence of LP([0,T); Hy,(Q)*) for some 1 < «,8 < oo. Then,
{Vm }men contains a subsequence that is convergent in L([0,T]; L*(Q)?).

In compactness arguments for discrete problems, the essential points are how to choose
discrete analogue of H;,(€2) and how to estimate the discrete time derivative, which
depends highly on schemes. In our case, difficulty is that functions of the discrete
divergence free constraint do not belong to Hj () and the constraint varies along with
the mesh size; Moreover, we face the absence of discrete L2([0,T]; H'(2)?)-bound of u™
(this is because P, and discrete differentiation are not commutative). Nevertheless, we
manage to prove strong convergence of the intermediate velocity unte by means of the
facts that u"*z has discrete L2([0,T]; H*(Q)3)-bound and that u"*2 is asymptotically
divergence free as h,7 — 0 even though it is not discrete divergence free. We show
a sequence-wise discrete version of (i.e., we look for ¢, for each given sequence).
Thanks to the highly specialized form of our interpolation inequality, the discrete time
derivative can be easily estimated through our difference equations and estimates for
weak convergence. It seems that compactness argument with our interpolation inequality
is widely applicable to a proof of convergence of fully discrete numerical schemes.

We assume that the boundary of €2 is Lipschitz, because we need to use the following
fact (see, e.g., Theorem 1.6 and Remark 1.7 of Chapter 1 in [20]):

Proposition 1.2. Let Q) C ]RN3 be a bounded open set with a Lipschitz boundary Of).
Then, H; ,(Q) coincides with H} ,(Q) := {v € H{(Q)*|V - v = 0}.

Unlike Galerkin approximation, our method constructs a Leray-Hopf solution by a limit
of sequences of step functions compactly supported in 2 with a discrete divergence-free
constraint. Hence, the direct consequence about regularity is that the limit function



belongs to L*([0,T; ]:](%U(Q)) N L>([0,T]; L*(2)?). If Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain,
Proposition yields the necessary regularity for the limit to be a Leray-Hopf solution.

Chorin uses the central difference to define the discrete gradient and divergence at
each grid point, which is convenient to obtain higher accuracy through the Taylor ex-
pansion. We use the forward difference for the gradient and the backward difference for
the divergence (see Section 2), which simplifies the whole argument (e.g., this allows us
to have the 0-boundary condition to the potential part instead of the 0-mean condition
in our discrete Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition). Minor modification of our argument
yields similar results with the central difference.

We briefly discuss outlook of our result and related recent works. First of all we
remark that the purpose of mathematical analysis of numerical methods is not only
to provide actual computational techniques in practical situations but also to provide
mathematical tools to establish rigorous results such as existence and uniqueness of
solutions for (highly) nonlinear problems. We summarize the following three points as
outlook of numerical analysis of the Navier-Stokes equations:

(i) In principle, since uniqueness of a Leray-Hopf weak solution is an open problem,
a new existence proof might imply new knowledge on Leray-Hopf weak solutions,
namely a new method might or might not capture a Leray-Hopf weak solution
which is different from the ones obtained by Hopf, Temam or Caffarelli-Kohn-
Nirenberg in [I] (cf. issues on the (partial) regularity of Leray-Hopf weak solutions),

(ii) Due to its simple structure, discretization methods could provide new insight into
(1.1)) which is not visible from purely analytical methods,

(iii) Mathematical analysis on numerical methods WITHOUT assuming existence of
any exact solution is an effective approach to establish mathematical or computa-
tional theories of more complicated Navier-Stokes systems such as incompressible
or compressible systems with other kinds of boundary condition, a free surface,
multiple phases, multiple species (flow of mixture), etc.

Related to (i) and (ii), we refer to [7] for another way to construct a Leray-Hopf weak
solution, where it is proved that the MAC scheme applied to (Q is restricted to
parallelepipeds there) is convergent to a Leray-Hopf weak solution. In [I1], the unique-
ness of Leray-Hopf solutions is investigated through a numerical approach, though more
substantial analysis is required to upgrade the result to a computer-assisted proof. Re-
lated to (iii), we refer to [13], [4] and [§] for convergence proofs of numerical schemes
applied to the compressible Navier-Stokes equations in the class of weak solutions and
[6] for that in the class of measure-valued solutions; [3] and [5] for numerical methods of
the full Navier-Stokes-Fourier system.

In Section 2, we give a discrete Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition operator. In Section
3, we discretize with the decomposition operator in an implicit form and prove
unconditional solvability of the discrete problem. In Section 4, we show a priori L*-
estimates. In Section 5, we discuss weak convergence of the difference solutions. In
Section 6, we demonstrate a new interpolation inequality and prove strong convergence
by means of weak convergence. In Section 7, we conclude the paper by proving that
the difference solutions converge to a Leary-Hopf weak solution (up to subsequence).



In Appendix, we show continuous interpolation of a function defined on a grid and a
discrete Poincaré type inequality:.
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2 Discrete Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition

Consider the grid hZ? := {(hzy, hza, hz3)| 21, 22,23 € Z} with the mesh size h > 0.
Let e!,e?,e® be the standard basis of R3. The boundary of B C hZ? is defined as
OB :={zx e B|{zr+he'li=1,2,3} ¢ B}.

Let Q C be a bounded, open, connected subset of R?® with a Lipschitz boundary 9€.

Set
h h h
33'2—|—§)>< [373——,33'3+—

h h
Ch(z) == [951——731714‘5) X 12— 3, 9 2)'

2 2
Our discretization of (|1.1)) will take place on the set

Q= {x € QNRZ*| COuy(x) C Q}.
Define the discrete derivatives of a function ¢ : 2, — R as

Sathe) = o) o) = o = he)
Doa) = BRI prg(a) i SHZEEZRC

Do(x) = o(x + he') + gzﬁ(ha;— he') — 2¢(x)

for each x € €, where we always assume that ¢ is extended to be 0 outside €2, i.e.,
é(x + he') = 0 (resp. ¢gx — he') = 0) if x + het & Qp (resp. ¢(x — he') = 0). For
z,y € RY set -y :=> " i, |r| :== /x z. Define the discrete gradient D and the
discrete divergence D- for functions ¢ : ), — R and w = (wy, wq, ws3) : ), — R® with
0-extension as

Dé(x) := (D ¢(x), D3 ¢(x), D5 ¢(x)), D-w(x):= Dywi(x) + Dyws(x) + Dyws(z)

for each x € Q. Note that Chorin [2] uses the central difference ¢(I+hei)2h¢ 2=0¢) for the
discrete gradient and divergence.

Lemma 2.1. For ¢ : Q; — R and w : Qp, — R? with ¢|sq, =0 and w|sq, =0, we have

Y., w@) Do) =~ Y (D-w(x))(x).

erh\(’?Qh $EQh\8Qh
Proof. Due to the boundary condition of w and ¢, we have

B b e+ he) = d(a)
S ow@) D) = Y S wil) -

IGQh\th mGQh\aﬂh i=1

— Z Z w;(z — he')p(z) — wz($)¢($))

2€Q,\0Q), i=1

= = ) (D-w)g().

xGQh\aﬂh
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]

We consider decomposition of a function u : Q; — R? of the form v = w + D¢ with
D -w = 0. In our decomposition, we ask the 0-boundary condition also to ¢ instead of
the 0-mean condition.

Theorem 2.2. For each function u : Q;, — R3, there exist unique functions w : €, — R3
and ¢ : Qn, — R such that

(2.1) D-w=0, w+Dp=uonQ\0Q; w=0, ¢=0 ondQ,

where u does not necessarily need to vanish on 0)y,.

Proof. Our argument will show how to construct w and ¢. We label each point of
Qn \ O, as Qp \ O, = {zt, 22, ..., 2%}. Introduce y, a € R4 as

y = (wi(zh), ..., wi(z®), wa(zh), ..., wa(x®), wa(ah), ..., ws(z?), d(z"), ..., d(z)),

a = (0,...,0,us(zh), .. ur(2®), ua(xh), . . ua(z®), us(2h), . .. us(z®)).
Then, the equations D -w = 0, w + D¢ = u on , \ 99, with the 0-boundary condition
of w and ¢ give a 4a-system of linear equations, which is denoted by Ay = o with a
4a x 4a-matrix A. Note that A is independent of u. Our assertion holds, if A is invertible.
To prove invertibility of A, we show that Ay = 0 if and only if y = 0. There is at least
one y satisfying Ay = 0. Then, we obtain at least one pair w, ¢ satisfying |u:0. By

Lemma , we see that > o a0, w(2) - Dé(x) = 0. Hence, (2.1)],—=o yields
>, w@P=0, > Do)} =0
IEQh\aﬂh .IEQh\th

Therefore, w = 0 on €, and D¢ = 0 on €, \ 0Qy,. The latter equality implies ¢ = 0 on
Q, due to the 0O-boundary condition. Thus, A is invertible.

Suppose that there are two pairs w, ¢ and zb,gg which satisfy 1) Then, we see that
w — W, ¢ — ¢ yields the unique trivial solution of Ay = 0. Therefore, we conclude that

w=w and ¢ = ¢. O

Definition. Define the discrete Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition operator P, for each
function u : Q, — R3 as

Pou:=w (w is the one mentioned in Theorem [2.9).

Theorem 2.3. We have the following estimates in regards to the decomposition u =
Pyu+ Do:

Do IRu@P < Y w@)P, Y Pe@)PF< Yy fu),

r€Qy, z€QR\ON, z€QR\OQ, z€QR\OQy,
Y@l <A Y Do@)P <A DY fu@)
z€Qy IEQ},\@Q}L wth\aﬁh

where A > 0 is a constant depending only on Q. Furthermore, if ulsq, =0, we have

(2.2) > ful@) - Pu@))P<A D |D-u@)

IGQh\aﬂh IEQh\aﬂh



Proof. By Lemma [2.1], we have

Yo lu@P = Y (Paulx) + D)) - (Pru() + Dé(x))

wGQh\(?Qh ZBGQh\th
= ) |Pu@P+ ) D),
xGQh\aﬂh $€Qh\89h

which yields the first and second inequalities. The third one follows from the discrete
Poincaré type inequality proved in Appendix 2. We prove the last one. By Lemma
and the discrete Poincaré type inequality, we have

Y lul@) = Pu@P= ) [Dé)}

€0\ TE€QLR\OQ,

= (Y @) -Pu@P) (Y De@)F)

T€QR\ON, T€QR\ON,

= > (u@) - Pu(x)) - Do(a)

€\,

= Y @@ < (Y Pau@P) (Y e@hk)’
T€QR\ON, T€QR\ON, z€QR\O,

<( X Pu@P)(a Y De@))’.

QR \OQ, z€QR\ON,

3 Discrete problem

We discretize with the discretization parameter 7 > 0 for time and h > 0 for
spa,ce on €, introduced in Section 2. Let 7, € N be such that T' € [7T,, 7T, + 7).
Let v = (v9,09,09) € L2(Q) and let f = (fy, fa, f3) € L% .([0,00); L*(Q)?). Define
a° = (a9, a9, a3) : U — R¥and foH = (ff fh fat ) = R n=0,1,--- T, -1
as

h_3/ v?(y)dy, x € Qp\ 0y,
Ch(z)

otherwise,

0
7(n+1)
[ (@) = Tlh3/ /C it y)dydt,  x € Qp,

n(x)

. 1
For each n = 0,1,...,T,, define functions u™ = (u},uy,uf) : Q) — R3 and u""2 =

n+i nti ngl . .
(ug % uy 2,ug 2):Qp, — R?in the following manner:

(31) ’LLO = Ph’ao
ntg n 3 n(z—h j D+ ntg — hel n(e\DF nt3
w, () —ul(x) _Zuj x —he’)Dfu; * (v — he?) +uf(z)Dju; *(x)

3.2) =2 ! = J !
() T 2




3
1
+3 D (@) + 1 @), e\ O, i=1,2,3,

J

j=1
(3.3) uw i (z) = 0, zed,
u"t = Putte

where — are recurrence equations in an implicit form. As we will see below, our
form of the nonlinear terms means a lot in a priori L?-estimates of the nonlinear term.
The presence of £he’ in the nonlinear terms is originally seen in the pioneering works
by Ladyzhenskaya (see [14]).

For functions u,w : Q;, — R3 or R, we define the discrete L2-inner product and norm
as

(u’w)Qh = Z u(x) 'w(x)h?’? H u ||Qh:: (U7U’)Qh'

z€Q

We prove unconditional solvability of the equations ([3.2))-(3.3) with respect to u"*2
Chorin [2] proved conditional solvability of his original scheme with a scale depending
on the maximum norm of u”.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that u™ : Qy — R3 satisfies D -u™ = 0 on Q, \ 0Q, and u™ =0

on Oy,. Then, the equation (3.2))-(3.3) is uniquely solvable with respect to U™tz for any
mesh size h,T.

Proof. We label the elements of €, \ 9, as !, 22, ..., 2% Introduce y,a € R3® as

u e zh), .. u?+2(at ),u;HE(xl), . ,u;+§(x“),u§+§(m1) u§+2(x )),
(z')+7 "H(l’ ), uf (@) 4+ 7 (), ug (2 +Tf§”+1( bl

oy (x0) + 7 fe (@ ) ui (') + 73 (), ug () + 7 5 ().
Then, (3.2))-(3.3) are equivalent to the linear equations

A" h, 1)y = «

where A(u"; h,T) is a 3a X 3a-matrix depending on u", h, 7.

We prove that the matrix A(u™; h, 7) is invertible if u™ satisfies D -u,, = 0 in €y, \ 0Qp,.
For this purpose, we check that A(u"; h, 7)y = 0 has the unique solution y = 0. Let y = y
be a solution of A(u™; h,7)y = 0. Then, we have u"*z : 0, — R3 with Un+%|agh =0
such that

(v — he’ D;LUZH%(x — he?) + ! (z) D} u, ak: (x)

u?+ = -7 Z 5

+7'ZD2 ), we QG \ 0, i=1,2,3.




Then, we have

1 1 1
(W2 u"2)g, = [u"2 G,

3
. ntl ,
= —gz Z (u?(x—hej)D;rui+2(x—heJ)
3,j=1 xEQh\th
n +, n+3 n+3 3
(@)Dl )l ()
3
+7’Z Z D?u?+§(x)u?+§(a:)h3.

1,j=1 IEQh\aﬂh

Here, the above two summations are denoted by (i), (ii), respectively. Noting the 0-
boundary condition of u”*é, we have

> "3 () — 0 (1 — hed
(i) = Z Z (u?(x—hej)ui (z) i he’)

4,j=1 wGQh\aﬂh

w4 hed) — ) (),
h
3 n n j
- ¥ ¥ I

1,5=1 JTEQh\th

L3N L hepl wn
1,j=12eQy
3
— Z Z —uj(z — he’)u, - hej)u;1+2 (z)h?
i,j=12€Qy

Shifting & to « + he’ in the last summation, we obtain

== > (D-u'(@)u"*>(@)h.

xEQh\th
Similarly, we obtain
.. u; *(x+hel) —2u; *(x)+u; *(x—he) nyl
W=y Y - e
1,7=1 IGQh\aﬂh
3 n+% ; n+
ug (@t he’) —up ?(x) sl
- Z h2 U (‘r)hg

1,7=1 IGQh\aﬂh

3 n-l—% . Tl-‘r% . j 1
DD () = (e = hel) vy

h? !
1,7=1 IEQh\th

3 n+3 ; n+ty
u;, *(x+he!)—u; *(x) n+l
DD DR

i,j=12€Q,
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3 n-+

hel) — a2 (z) it |
DI e ) 8 g e

1,j=12€Qy
3

= =Y Il Djurts [, <o0.
j=1

Hence, the discrete divergence free constraint of v implies

3
1 1
lu™= |13, +7 > | Dfu™2 [|g,=0

Jj=1

Thus, we conclude that w3 =0 and 1o = 0. O

4 [*-estimate

In this section, we obtain several L?-estimates. Recall that v° is taken from L2(£2) and
f from L2 ([0, 00); L*(©2)3). We observe that

1

(oo oo ' o)}
= / v (y)*dy.
Ci(a)

Hence, with Theorem [2.3] we see that u® = P,a° satisfies
I fle, <l @ o, <l 0° (|2 -

Similar calculation yields

Z | fr ||?zh T<|f ||%2([0,T(n+1)];L2(Q)3)—” f ||L2([0 T);L2(Q)3)> 0<n<T:
m=0

Theorem 4.1. The discrete problem (3.1} 1s uniquely solvable with the following
estimates forn=20,1,...,T, — 1:

(4.1) lum* o, < o, + 1 £ o, 7
Tr

(4.2) Fu ™ Yo, < e o, + D 11" oy 7
m=

< 10 |2y VT f | 22(f0,77;22(2)%)

n 3
1
ha® 13, =2 (30 Dy g3, )
m=0 j=1
n
23" [ u o,
m=0

(4.3) a5,

IA

n
ST O el s
m=0

11



Proof. By Theorem and (i)-(ii) in its proof, (3.1)-(3.4) is uniquely solvable with

3
1 1 1 1
fu2 |3, < (W u2)a, = > | Dfumt2 |3, 7+ (" w2 ),
7j=1

1 1
<[ ™ llaull w2 Yl + 1/ lloull w2 (o, 7.
Hence, we obtain
1
a2 o, < u® [lo, + 11 F o, 7
1 1
lu" ™ o, = || P2 [l <l ™2 o, <[ w" oy + 1| f" llau 7

1
PG, < e 2 |5,
3

1 1 1
< ot ol w2 o, =Y I DFu = (I, 7+ || £ ol w2 o, 7
j=1
3
1
< ot lIg, =D I Dfw 2 (g, T+ 2w (o)l f o, T
j=1

H G, T

These inequalities imply (4.1))-(4.3)). O

5 Weak convergence

Set § = (h,7) and
n hy ho Dy
Oh (l’) = Ch(l"l' 56 + 56 + 56 ) = [1‘1,331 -+ h) X [IEQ,JTQ + h) X [273,1'3 +h)

For the solution u™, u™3 of (3.1)-(3.4), define the step functions us : [0,7] x  — R?,
vs,wh [0, T] x Q@ — R3 i 2,3 as

us(t,x) = {

— 1,
u"(y) fort € [nt,nT+ 1), x € C,ff(y), y € Qp,

e}

otherwise,

vslt, ) = { wiy)  fortenrnT47), 2 € GlY) y € D
0 otherwise,
witn) = { Dfuti(y) fort € [nr,nT+7), x € CH(y), y € Q,
0 otherwise,
where n = 0,1,...,7,. In the rest of our argument, the statement “there exists a
sequence 6 — 0 ...” means “there exists a sequence 6; = (h;, ;) with hy;, 7, (0 as [ — oo

...7. The next theorem states weak convergence of the above step functions.

Theorem 5.1. There exists a sequence 6 — 0 and a function v € L*([0,T]; Hy ,(2)) for
which the following weak convergence holds:

(5.1) us — v in L*([0,T); L*(Q)?) as § — 0,
(5.2) vs — v in L2([0,T]; L*(Q)3) as 6 — 0,
(5.3) wh — Oyv in L2([0,T); L3(Q)?) as 6 — 0 (i =1,2,3).

12



Proof. Due to Theorem {us;}, {vs;}, {wh;} (i,7 = 1,2,3) are bounded in the
Hilbert space L?([0,T]; L*(2)). Hence, there exists a sequence § — 0 and functions
u = (uy,ug,uz), v = (vy,v2,v3),w = (Wi, wh,ws) € L*([0,T]; L*(2)?) such that

usj = uj, vs; —v;,  wy; —w, in L2([0,T); L2(Q)*) as 6 - 0 (i,5 =1,2,3).
We prove u = v. For each ¢ € C*([0,T]; C5°(2)?), we have
(u—v, )20z = (U —Us, @) 20,1522 ()3) + (Us — Vs, @) L2(j0.17:L2(2)3)
+(vs — v, @) L2(0,17,L2(02)3)-

The first and third terms go to 0 as 6 — 0. Hence, we may conclude v = v by proving
(us — vs, @) 20,1023 — 0 as § — 0. In fact, setting ¢"(-) := ¢(7n, -) and noting that
¢(t,-) is compactly supported in €2 (therefore, ¢(¢,-) = 0 on 0, for sufficiently small
h > 0), we have

T-—1
[(us = v8, &) 2 (oryza@m| < Y 1@ —u”, ¢")q, |7+ O(h),
n=0
T, —1
1
>l = oyl
T-—1 - 3
n ] n n+i n
= 30|53 (w5t = p)Dfw - ) g DT O,
=0 j=1 '
3
Z (D23, 6", + (", 6",
T-—1
n + n—l—
< 3 max [6(,0) ZZ I 13, + 1 Dl [, )r
TT—]. TT_]-
n+3 n n n
+5 Z Z | Dfu; 2 1&g, + | DF &} I3,)7 + 5 5 Z(II G, + e a7
n=0 ,7=1 n=0

=0(r)—>0 asd—0,

due to Theorem .11

We prove 0,,v = w'. For each ¢ € C5°((0,T); C5°(Q)), setting ¢"(-) := ¢(7n, ), we
observe that

nti . n+1i
ntl . w; *(y+he') —u; *(y)
> DIk = Y " (y)
yeQ, yeQ
oy 0y + he)o"(y) =y + b0y + hel)
B h
yeQ,
= — > iy + he') D" (y)h?
yeQ,
=-Y u”+2 )Di ¢™(y — he')h.
IS

13



Hence, noting the regularity of ¢ and Theorem [4.1] we have

T.—1
i n+3 n
(Wi D)ooz = Y Y D) 2 (y)(¢"(y) + O(h))h*r
n=0 yGQh
-1

= 3% Dralt () (y)hir + O(h)

n=0 yEQh

= — Z > " ul () D " (y) R + O(h),
n=0 yeQ,
Tr—1
(5 OB 2oryr2) = D D U "3 (y)(DF 6" () + O(h))hr
n=0 yeQ,
Tr-—1
—=>»> u’”? VD ™ (y)h*T + O(h).

n=0 yeQy,
Therefore, the weak convergence implies (vj, 0, 0) r2(jo,1);2()) = —(wj-, ®) r2([o,17;12(02)) for
any ¢ € C5°((0,T); Cg°(€2)).

We prove V - v(t,) = 0 a.e. t € [0,7] in the sense of the weak derivative. For each
» € C((0,T7); C§(2)), we have ¢ = 0 on a neighborhood of 0 for all sufficiently small
h > 0. Hence, with Lemma 2.1 and ¢"(-) := ¢(7n,-), we have

T—1 T —1
0= T D e - = 3 3w D
n=0 yeQ, n=0 yeQ,
3 3
= =) (s, 00, 0) 202y + O(h) = =Y (03, 00,8) 12022 88 8 — 0.
i=1 i=1
Therefore, we obtain (V - v, @) r2(01;22(0)) = —Zl 1 (v, ) 2( OT] r2()) = 0 for any

¢ € Ce((0,7);C5°(£2)). Up to now, we provedvELQ([ ] 1(Q)?) and V-v =0 a.e.
te0,7].

We prove v € L*([0,T); H(2)%). Let 0§ : Q — R3 be the Lipschitz interpolation of
u™*2 by means of Appendix (1) and let @ : [0, 7] x Q — R3 be defined as #5(t, -) := 72(-)
for t € [tn,7n + 7) N[0, 7). Note that

175 S L2([O,T], H&(Q)EI), || ?75 — Us ||L2([O,T];L2(Q)3): O(h), || 8%65 ||L2([07T];L2(Q)3)§ K

for + = 1,2, 3, where K is a constant independent from ¢. Hence, taking a subsequence
if necessary, we see that 05 — v in L?([0,T]; L*(2)?) as § — 0 and that there exists
w' € L*([0,T]; L*(Q)?) such that 9,05 — w" in L*([0, T]; L*(2)?) as § — 0 for i = 1,2, 3.
Since (8%175], ¢)L2([0 T);L2(Q)) = —(175j,8%925)@([01];,;2(9)) for apy gb € Ooo((O,T]); CSO(Q)),
we have (0}, ) r2(jo,r1:22(Q) = — (U5, O0n, ) L2(j0,1);22(02)) and @' = O,,v. In particular,

(D5, @) 20,111 (9)3) — (0, 0) 20,1301 ()3) as 0 — 0 for any ¢ € L*([0, T); H'(Q)%).

Since {75} is a bounded sequence of the Hilbert space L%([0,T]; Hi(£2)?), taking a sub-
sequence if necessary, we find o € L?([0,T]; Hi(Q)?) to which 95 weakly converges in
LA([0,T]; H3 (2)?) as 6 — 0, i.e.,

(U5, &) 20,1123 — (0, @) p2(jo.1);11 )2y @s 0 — 0 for any ¢ € L*([0,T); Hy(Q2)?).
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Therefore, we have (v — 0, )20 m10)%) = 0 for any ¢ € L*([0,T]; Hj(Q2)?). Since
05 — v € L*([0,T); H}(Q)?), we obtain

0 = (U - {1, 1~)5 - lN})L2([07T};H1(Q)3)
= (v=0,v = 0) 2oy ()2 T (v = 0,05 — V) 120,711 (2)%)
— H v—10 H%Q([O’T};HI(Q)S) as 0 — 0,
which concludes that v = 0 € L%([0, T]; H3(Q)?).

Thus, with Lemma, we see that the limit function v belongs to L*([0, T7; ﬁ&U(Q))
L*([0,T]; Hy 4 (€2))-

oo

6 Strong convergence

From now on, we always assume the following scaling condition:
(6.1) §=(h,7) = 0 together with R*~* < 7,

where a € (0, 2] is any constant. We prove that the weak convergence of {vs} in Theorem
[5.1) is actually strong one. The idea of our proof is the following:

(S1) Suppose that the weakly convergent sequence {vs} obtained in in Theorem ,
which is re-denoted by {v4}aen, is not strongly convergent in L*([0,T]; L*(2)3),
i.e., {va} is not a Cauchy sequence in L*([0,T]; L*(£2)3).

(S2) Then, there exists g9 > 0 such that for each m € N we have a!(m), a*(m) > m for
which 0 < gq SH Val(m) = Va2(m) ||L2([O,T];L2(Q)3) holds.

(S3) We will see that || va1(m) — Va2(m) |lL2(j0,11:02(0)2) is bounded from the above by two
different kinds of “norms”.

(S4) We are able to estimate the “norms” to tend to 0 as m — oo, only with information
on the weak convergence of {vs}, and we reach a contradiction.

Note that we do not know if {us} converges to v strongly or not due to the absence
of estimates for Dju”. In order to carry out our idea, we first study an interpolation
inequality of a sequence of the sum of two step functions, as well as some inequality

obtained from (3.2)).

Observe that, if z € Q, \ 0y, is such that x + he; € Q, \ 0925, we have by (3.2) and
the discrete divergence free constraint of u”,

3
D.urth(z) = D.{_TZU
j=1

2(x — hel) D w3 (2 — he?) + ul(x) D w3 (x)

2

3
+7 Z D?U"J“% (x) + Tf"“(x)}.
j=1

15



Hence, we obtain for each ¢ € C3°(Q2) and sufficiently small ~ > 0,

3 3 3
<D . <ZDJU +2>,¢>Qh == _(ZDJU + 7D¢>Qh = Z(D;‘u + 7D;_D¢)Qh,

J= J= J=

3
(6.2) [(D-u""2,0)q,| < 7max|Vg| D g lla,ll Dfu*= o,

j=1

3
n n+i
+7 D6 Nl Il 7 Nl +7 Y | DIDG [l | DF ™= g, -

j=1

This estimate implies that normalized Utz s asymptotically divergence free in the proof
of Lemma [6.T] below.

We proceed from (S2). Let Ui (> U +(72n) ZZ-J(“;I), Rei(m), Tai(m), €tc., be the quantities

that yield vaig) (1 = 1,2). Fix any ¢ € [0,7] and let nyig,) € N be such that ¢ €
[Tt (m) Mt (m) » Tt (m) i (m) + Tai(m)). Introduce the following notation:

1
oﬂm 2 a7"m+
sy (20 = ( 1125 QHQWQ:HD* W,

at(m)

iy 1 .
+Ta2(m || faz 77(;”) ||Qh i) > , 1= ].,27

‘Hval(m) (t> ) - Uoﬁ(m)( ) ')mOp
Nl (m +1 N02(m +3
= d)ecséf)(ﬂ), ’(ual(él; ’ ) Qhal(,m) ¢)Qhal(m) - (uoﬁ(r(n)) ’ ) QhQQ(m) ¢)Qha2(m) ’
H¢”W4,00(Q)3:17
¢=0 on CQh&i(m) (v)
for all yG@Qhai(m),
i=1,2

Qnd = ((Qnd)1, (Qrd)a, (Qne)s) for ¢: Q2 — R?,

h@ h? 9%
(Qh¢) _Qb] ¢J E afzj-

It follows from the Taylor expansion that for each ¢ € Cj,(€) there exists a constant
£ > 0 such that

(6.3) D - (Quo)(x)| < Bh? for all x € Q.
Lemma 6.1. For each n > 0, there exists A, > 0 independent of t € [0,T] such that

(6.4) || varam)(t,+) = Va2 () (120203 < N1Vt o) (&5 )| + Nlvazamy (E: )1
+Ap[|varmy(t, ) = va2m)(t, lop  for allm € N and t € [0,T7.

Proof. First we find A, for each ¢ € [0,T]. Set

wh, = wh () = vaiim (¢, ).
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Suppose that the assertion does not hold. Then, there exists some constant 1y > 0 such
that for each [ € N we can find m = m(l) € N such that m(l) /oo as | — oo and

(6.5) Nl whg) — wha 23> nolllwgpll + lwip D) + Hlws,gy = wl o lop-
Set
i Mai(m@y 3
i Wy 1) Yai(m(1)) 3
Wy i= ; — R
O Nk I+ w?,, I~ sl + llws,g [ @ ainan
We have
<1 D, <1, j=1,2,3 i=1,2.
H Win(1) ”Qh(ﬂ-(m(l))— ) H || Qp, wi(m@) — J 14,9, 1 )

Let w}, ) : © — R? be the step function generated by @, as

at(m(1)

i W (y)  forz e (y), Yy €D,
0 otherwise.

Let @ m(l : 1 — R3 be the Lipschitz interpolation of w%(l) by means of Appendix (1).
We have

(6.6) | Ghy = Wiy lz2@)3= O(haimay)),
H@zjw HL2 p< K forallleN,i=1,2 j=1,23,

where K is some constant. Hence, we see that {@! 0 }leN is a bounded sequence of
H(Q2)3. Therefore, with reasoning similar to the proof of Theorem - we find &' €
Hj(Q)? such that @], ) — @' in Hy(Q2)* asl — oo, as well as @}, ) — &, O, @}, ) — O, &'
in L?(2)* as | — oo (up to subsequence). On the other hand, due to the Relhch—
Kondrachov theorem, taking a subsequence if necessary, we see that Wypy = @ strongly

in L*(2)% as | — co. By (6.6]), we have
(6.7) Wy, — W' strongly in L*(Q)? as I — oo.
Furthermore, it follows from (6.2)) and (4.2)) that for each ¢ € C§°(Q),

|<D ’ ~:n(l) ¢)Qhai(m(l))| < O( Tai m(l))) — 0 as | — .

Therefore, we obtain

(D'win(l)’¢)ﬂhai(m(l)) = —("J’fn(z)aDCb)Qhai(m(l)) = —(w m(l)av¢)L2(Q 3+ O(hal l)))
— —((Di, v¢)L2(Q)3 = (V . (Z)i,gb)[g(g)z% =0asl— o0,
to conclude that @ := @' — ©* € Hy ().
It follows from (6.5)) that we have

(68) 2 ZH w#(l) — wg.b(l) ||L2(Q)3> To + l|||1D71n(l) — ’lz),?n(l)”lop Z Mo >0 foralll € N,

(6.9) mw}nm — wfn(l)|y|op —0 asl— oo.
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For each ¢ € Cf,(Q) with || ¢ |[waees= 1, we have for sufficiently large I,

a2 (m)) ‘

Iy = Trpllor = | @)y Qns gy D)2 — (W) Q2 D)2
~2

) - (wm(l)7 ¢)

+(U~}11n(l)> Qha1(m(l))¢ - ¢)

- |(@, ®)r2) — (@?, ®) 23

Hence, with , and , we obtain
0< Mo SH w HLQ(Q):a, ((D,(b)LQ(Q):s = 0 for all ¢ c C&U(Q).

"l (m)

~1
= | @, ¢)Qha1<m h2 ()

—_— ~2 —
Q1 may) (wm(l)’ thﬂ(m(l))qs ¢)Qha2(m(l)) ‘

as | — oo due to (6.7)).

Therefore, @ # 0. However, since @ € Hy ,(€2), our taking w; € Cg%,(2) that approximate
@ in the H'-norm as [ — oo yields

(@,@)LQ(Q)B = (@,wl>L2(Q)3 + ((IJ,(IJ — wl)L2(Q)3 = ((D,(D — (JJZ)L2(Q)3 —0 asl— oo.

This is a contradiction and there exists A, = A, (t) > 0 for each t € [0, 7] as claimed.

We prove that there exists A, > 0 independent of the choice of ¢ € [0,7]. Fix any
n > 0. Let A;(t) be the infimum of the set {4, | holds} for each fixed ¢t. We will
prove that Aj(t) is bounded on [0, T]. Suppose that Ay (t) is not bounded. Then, there
exists a sequence {t;} C [0, 7] for which A(#;) /oo as | — co. Set By := A;(t;)/2. For
each | € N, there exists m(l) for which we have

[y (1) = Wiy (82) llz2(2> g (ED N + Ny EON) + Bullwgay () = wi, ) () lop-

If {m(l)}ien is unbounded, noting that B, ,/* oo as | — oo, we may follow the same
reasoning as the above and reach a contradiction. Suppose that {m(l)},ey is bounded.

Then, we have a subsequence {lj}ren C N such that m(l;) = mg for all £ € N. Since

1

wy, (t) — w2, (t;) is a step function in ¢ with a finite number of different values, we have

a constant A, > 0 such that
20 (£) = w3, (8) 220092 < (s, O + Ny (I + Agllwm, () = w70 (D) lop
for all ¢ € [0, T]. However, we already obtained
20 (t2) = w3y (82) W22y > Ml (EON + e, O + By, (6) = wry () oy
with B;, — oo as k — oo, and we reach a contradiction. O

Now, we are ready to state the result on strong convergence.

Theorem 6.2. Suppose that § = (h,7) — 0 with the scaling condition . Then,
the sequence {vs}, which is defined in Section 5 and is weakly convergent to the limit v,
converges to v strongly in L*([0,T); L*(2)3).

Proof. We re-write {vs} as {vq }aen, Where each v, is defined by the difference solution

ntl
un'? O, —» R n=0,1,2,...,T,, of the discrete Navier-Stokes equations. Suppose
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that {v,} does not converge to v strongly in L*([0, T]; L*()?) as @ — oco. Then, {v,} is
not a Cauchy sequence in L?([0, T]; L*(2)?), namely there exists €9 > 0 such that for each
m € N there exist o' (m), &*(m) > m for which 0 < gy <|| Var(m) — Va2(m) || 220,77:L2(2)%)
holds. Lemma [6.1] yields

0 < &0 <[l Varm) = Va2(m) llL2(0.07:22(2)9)
T 1 T 1
2 2 2 2
< of ([ WoarimtPae)" + ([ Tt et}
: : (*)

T 1
4, / oty (1) = vt i) for all m € N,
0

where 1 > 0 is arbitrary and A, is a constant. Since

T 3
ntld +1
AR D DR (e N DY Vet
j=1

0<n<T; .
at(m)
+1 2
+Tai(m) || fgz(m) ||Qh’ai(m) >7—ai(m)a

Theorem implies that the term (x) is bounded independently from m. Hence, 1x (%)
can be arbitrarily small. If we prove [[va1(m)(t, *) = Va2(m)(t, ) [lop — 0 as m — oo for each
t € (0,7T), we reach a contradiction and the proof is done.

Set
I(m) :==a'(m), k(m):=a*(m).

Fix t € (0,7). Let ny(n) be such that ¢ € [Tim) M (m) > Togm) (Mugmy + 1)) For te(t,T), let
M@y be such that ¢ € [Ty (Rum) + 1), Tigm) (Pugm) +2)), where we will later choose t close
enough to t. Define

ﬁl(m)

1 n+l
AQm) = - Uyt Ti(m) >
Tigm) (Fam) = Mi(m)) n%;H 1om)
Ty (m)—1 n+1+3 n+3
1 IS o)~ — Uem)
blm = po Tlm(n_ﬁlm> Ti(m
7’;I‘l(rn)_l
igm) = i), 5
41
Then, we have ul(lfs)+2 = Qy(m) + biam) (c.f., integration by parts). We introduce ny(m),

- n 1
T(m)> Ok(m) and by(y) in the same way with the same ¢ and ¢, to have ukf;:)’)“
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Uk(m) F br(m)- Setting ym) = Qny(,y @, Ph(m) = Qhyy,y @, We Observe that

o) (£, ) = Vi) (£ ) lop

n n
- sup e G, — ey dnm)an, |
¢EC(L)1,J(Q)7II¢HW4500(9)3:17
$=0 on Cghl( )(y) for all yE@th( )
¢=0 on CQhk (y) for all yeaﬂhk( )

nym)+ 3 Nk(m)+ 3
‘(“z(lfn)) 27¢l(m))ﬂhl(m) — (u k( ) * 5 Pr(m )Qhk(m)’

+ )(bl(m)? ¢l(m))9hl(m>

< )(aZ(m), Pim)) ) (“k(m% Or(m) o, ,,

We estimate |(bim), diim ) | for each admissible test function ¢ with the discrete

Navier-Stokes equations (3.1] . Hereafter, 1, (o, ... are some constant independent
of m. The discrete Helmholtz Hodge decomposition yields ¢™ : €2y, . — R such that

n71+é

uf(m)(a:) = U 2(z) —DyY™(x), =€ Q) \thl(m),
3
n+i n—1+3 n+l
(6.10) i) = (@) =T D

n n+3 n+3
iy (¢ >Dfu1(m§ () = Djujis (@)}
+Tl(m) l(m) (ZL‘) - D¢n (IE), T th(m) \ thl(m)’

S5 < Y lu R

{EGth(m) \thl(m) Ieﬂhl(m>

By Lemma (6.3), Theorem and Theorem [4.1} we have

1
—|(Dl/1 Pim) ) hi(m)| = ‘ Z V™ (2)D - Gyomy (T) ]

T
l(m l(m) xEth(m) \aghl(m)

< 5 Hm) . :
<HE S @) PR

Ti(m) €, \Ony,
Ry 2
§ﬁ27_—m{ Z | D" hl(m}
l(m) mGth<m)
R
S ﬁ3 l(( ) S 63hlozm)7

where we note that ¢ = 0 near 0§2. Hence, noting again that ¢ = 0 near 02 and with
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(6.10)), we have

ﬁl(m) un‘i’* un 1+2
I(m) I(m)
<
Bty B, | < D ‘( Ti(m) 7¢l(m)>Qh ‘Tl(m)
n:nl(m)Jrl i(m)

nl(m)

< Bibfim +5 > \Z(ulm)j he!) D5 i (- = )

n nym)+1l j=1

+uy m)]( )D+ul(m ()7 ¢l(m)()>Qh ‘Tl(m)

L(m)

Ry
U (m) 3 ) U (m)
2, "3 n+1
+ E ‘ g (Djul(m)7¢l(m))(2hl(m)‘Tl(m) + E ‘( l(m)7¢l(m))ﬂhl(m)‘ﬂ(m)
= +1 =1 = +1
N=N(m) J Ry N="N(m) Rs

We estimate the terms Ry, Ry, Rs: Noting that || ¢ ||wa.c()s= 1, we obtain with (4.2))

and (£3),
nl(m)

+

n=ng(m)+1 j=1

nl(m)
+ ~
Z Z || D+uln(m2 ||hl(m) m) S /87 V t— t)

n= nl(m)—‘rlj 1

IN

nl(m

Ry = Z ‘Z +ul(m2 D ¢l(m) m(l)‘Tl(m)

n—=— nl(m)+1 1= 1

nl(m)

Z Z || D+ul(m th(m) l(m) < BQ Vi—t

n=njm)+1 j=1

IA

N (m)

1o Z I Fitrey Wiy Tiemy < BuvE—t.

n:nl<m)+1

Rs

IN

Therefore, we see that for any € > 0 there exists ¢ > ¢ such that |(bym), Piom) )th( )] <e
as m — oo for all admissible ¢, which holds for |(by(m), ¢k(m))ghk | as Well We fix such

t. Since {v4}aen Weakly converges to v as a — 0o, we have

(@1m)> D)) an,,, = (@mys Phim) e, )‘ = ‘(@l(m o) m))ﬂhl(m>

1 t

—ﬁ/ (v(s,°), @) r2()3ds + ~—/ Jr2()pds = (angm), ¢’“(m))9hk(m>
- t

1
< Bia(Tim) + T(m)) + ) (Ul(m)( ) = (s, ), ) p2qsds

1 i

+ m/ (Vkm) (8, ) —v(s,°), @) r2@p3ds|  — 0 asm — oo,
- t
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where it is easy to check that the convergence is uniform with respect to ¢ € Cg}U(Q) with
| & [[waees= 1. Thus, we conclude that [[va1(m)(t, ) — Va2(m)(t,-)[lop — 0 as m — oo
for each t € (0,7) and we reach a contradiction. ]

7 Convergence to a Leray-Hopf weak solution

We prove that the limit v of {us} and {vs} is a Leray-Hopf weak solution of (1.1f). For
this purpose, we change the finite difference equations into a weak form.

Fix an arbitrary test function ¢ € Cg°([—1,T); Cg%(2)). Set ¢" := Quo(Tn,-) : Q) —
R3, n=0,1,...,T, where @, is introduced in Section 6. Note that ¢ = 0 near 09 and
near t = 1. For each n, there exists ¥"! : Q, — R such that

(7.1) (" " e, = (w2, 6" g, — (DY, 6" g,
As we observed in the proof of Theorem [6.2] we have

(DY, 6" g, | = O(h*)7.
With the discrete Navier-Stokes equations, we have

¢n+1 ¢n

T

(W2, 6" g, = (u", @), + (u"

——)a,T

_Z — he’)D + uts 2(- — hej)—i—u?(-)D* n+i 2(2), ¢n+1)

3

1 n n ()
= Y (DfutE D a7+ (7 6" e, T
j=1

l\-'>|\1

Due to the discrete divergence free constraint of u™ and ¢™*! being 0 near 952, we have

3

3 (W (- — he?)DfuE (- — hed) + ul()DFuE (), ¢

h

=1
’ " i u?+%(aj) - un+2 (x — he)
:i;zgg;h (uj($—h6 ) .
o (“he,? )or e

1,j=1z€Qp
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3

1 n
= Z S (@) o+ hed o (o)

- 23: > L@yl (@)er+ (@ + hed)h?
= Z > %<uy<x>u?*%<x>¢?“<x +he!) (@)l )i @)’
+ Z S s o e )y (o) — i e () ()
=- Z S i)l @) DF o ()
+ZZ —he Yl (@)gr (o — he?) — ()l () g (@)
__ Z S ()l () D g ()
+ Z Z "o — helyil 2 (@) (97 (@ — hed) — 6 ()
—ZZ )
=- Z S (@)l (@) DFer (2) + ul (w)ul (@ + hed) D@ ()P

=—Z{( PO .D56 )+ (O + k), D))
Qh Qh
Hence, taking summation in (7.1) with respect to n and noting that ¢’ = 0, we have

Z ¢n+1 ¢n ) o7

3 Tr—-1
303 {@Our ), D (e + (A + he?), DS ()a, |
1 n=0
j3 T,—1 Tr—1
_Z Z(D;-un—i-%’D;-QSn—i-l)QhT + Z(fn+17¢n+l)Q}LT+ O<hoz)‘
j=1 n=0 n=0

Therefore, noting (4.2)) and (4.3), we obtain

(72) 0= /Qu(;(O,x)~¢(O,x)dx +/()T/Qu5(t,x)-8t¢(t,x)dxdt
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ﬂi % /OT /Q {“aj (t, x)vs(t, z) - Oy; (¢, )

+ug;(t, x)vs(t,  + he’) - 0y, ¢(t, )}d:vdt

_Z/ /w5t$ ¢(t, z)dzdt //f(;tx ¢(t, x)dzdt

+O(h) + O(h),

Rs

where fs5 : [0,T] x Q@ — R3 is the step function defined by f*** : Q — R3 n
0,1,...,7. —1 as

) = { frw) for (t2) € (rn, T 7] X Gl ),y € O

0 otherwise.

Theorem 7.1. The limit v of {us} and {vs} derived with (6.1)) is a Leray-Hopf weak

solution of .

Proof. We already proved that v € L?([0,7]; Hj,(Q)) in Section 5. Since vs con-
verges to v strongly in L2([0,T]; L*(2)) as  — 0 and vs belongs to L>([0,T]; L*(Q2)?)
with || vs(t,-) ||z2()s bounded independently from ¢ € [0,7] and J, we see that v €
L>([0,T7; L2 2(2)) by taking an a.e. pointwise convergent subsequence of {vs}.

We show that (7.2) yields (1.2]) as the limit of 6 — 0. It follows from Theorem
that

T 3 T
Ry — / /u - Oppdxdt, Ry — Z/ / 0,0+ Oy pdadt  as & — 0.
0o JQ =1 /0 Ja

With (4.2)), (4.3), Theorem and Theorem , we have
T
| / / wsy (1, 2)os(t, + hed) - 0y, 6t @) — vy (¢, @)t ) - D, B(t, x)ddt

- | / / Lugy () (0t 2) - 8y, 6(1,2)) — vy (1, 2)0(0, ) - By, 0(0, )
+ugj(t,z) (vs(t,x + he?) — v(t,x + he’)) - O, 0(t, x)
+ugi(t,z) (v(t,z + he’) —v(t, x)) -8xj¢(t,x)}dxdt‘

< ’ /o /Q {U5j(t, x)(v(t,x) - Op;0(t, ) — v;(t, ) (v(t, ) - Op, 0(t, x))dadt

+ || us;02,0 || 20,202 | Vs — v |22 0,13:2292)%)
+ || w5500, 9 |l 2ozl w05 - = he?) = (e, -) L2029
-0 as 0 = 0.
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Taking care of the first term in R3 in the same way, we obtain

3 T
R (t, 2)0(t,2) - Oy ¢(t, x)dzdt
%2/ /( yo(t, ) - 0, Olt, x)da

3 T
=— Z/ / v;(t, )0, v(t, x) - §(t, x)drdt as & — 0.
To examine Ry, we take a sequence {v”}ey C C§2,(€2) that converges to v” in L?(Q)? as
[ — oo. For each 6 = (h,7), define u®, 4% : ), — R? and v, @Y : Q@ — R? as

1
" (y) = —3/ v (2)dz for y € Qp,
W Jeww)

@ (y) for z € Cf(y), y € O,
) (z) == 0

h T .
otherwise,
u® = P,a™,
oo u(y) forz € Cl(y), y € M,
uy, () == .
0 otherwise.

Then, we have

‘/U(;(O,J?) ) (b(va) - UO(*T) ) ¢(O>x)dx‘ < { H u5(07‘r) - u?zl HLQ(Q)3
Q
+ [l up =@ (ras + lan = o™ 2@ + 0% =0 l[2@s } 11 60,-) 22y
= { | P’ = Ra” |lo, + || Pya” — a” th + [y = o |2y
+ 10" =0 (2@ I (0,) [z
With Theorem [2.3] we have
| P = P s, <l @~ |, = - 0] [

yeﬂh Ch (y)

2
<y h3{\// 00(2) —v01(2)|2dz\// 10z} <)o" " oy
Cr(y) Ch(y)

yeEQ,

2

0 (2)dz — / v (2)dz
Cn(y)

For any ¢ > 0, we fix [ 1n such a way that || v° — v [|;2q):< e. Since v” belongs
to C5% (), we have || @) — o” || 2@ps— 0 as h — 0; Notlng that % = 0 on some
neighborhood of 0€2, we see that (2.2)) is applicable for sufficiently small h to obtain

| B = 3, < A D ()P

yeQy,
v¥(2) — 0% (2 — hel) |2
< A ‘ ] J 3
< A) Zh /C - dz| h
yth 7=1 h(y)
2
- Ay (h %) + O(h)dz|

yeQy, y)

= O(h*) =0 ash—0.
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Therefore, we conclude that

R1—>/ #(0,x)dx as d — 0.

Take {f'}ien C C2([0,T] x )3 that converges to f in L2([0,T]; L?(2)3) as | — oo. For
each § = (h,7), define fo"*1: Q) - R* n=0,1,...,7, — 1 and f*':[0,7] x Q — R®
as

1 7(n+1)
fl,n+1(y) = 3 / (s,z)dzds for y € Qp,
Th Chly
) fz,n+1<y) for ( ,x) € (tn,Tn + 7] x CiF (y), y € Qu,
0 0 otherwise.

Then, we see that

T
[ st otti) = 1(t.2) - olt.)dact|
0 Q
<\ @ llz2qom2c|l f5 = f 22010202
I fs = f lzzqomzzem <N f5 = f3 ezqomsczes + 1 fs = FF lz2qomizze))

+ = | 2(0,m;22(2)%)
T—1

7(n+1)
I fs — f3 HL2 (0.T:L2(2)3) = Z Z ‘_/ /C ( )f(saz) — f'(s, z)dwds 27'h3

n=0 yeQy
<\ fl=r HLQ([O,T];LQ(Q)3) :

For any € > 0, we fix [ in such a way that || f' — f | 22(j0,77;22(2)%) < €. Since flis C, we
have || fi — f* |lz2qom.02(2)— 0 as & — 0. Therefore, we conclude that

T
R %/0 /Qf@,x)-gb(t,x)dxdt as 5 — 0.

Appendix

(1) Lipschitz interpolation of step function with 0-boundary condition.

For a function u : Q, — R with u|apq, = 0 and the step function v defined as

oa) = { u(y) forx € Gy (y), y €

0 otherwise,

there exists a Lipschitz continuous function w : Q — R with a compact support such that

| w—v|L2< Kh || Du ||o,,
H 8$zw< ) ”L2 < K H Du Hﬂm 1=1,2,3,

where K and K are constants independent of u and h.
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Proof. Let y = (y1,y2,y3) €  and let u = 0 outside 2. Define the functions

filz) s lyy + b = R,

fley) = afy) + W g,y

fo(z1) : [y1, 910 + h] = R,

o) == uly + he?) + u(y + he* + heli) —u(y + he?) (21— 11):
fs(@i,@2) + [y, y1 + B X [y2, 92 + h] = R,

fs(@1,22) : Zfl(x1)+f( 1);f1(x1)($2—yz);

gi(z1) : [y, 3 + b = R,

(o) = ufy + hety ¢ WWIPEII) Ty L)
g2(x1) [y, 1+ h] = R,

gala) = uly + he® + he?) + u(y + he® + he* + heg) — u(y + he® + he?) (21 — )
93(@1, @2) * [y, y1 + h] X [y2, 92 + h] = R,

93(@1, 2) == g1(z1) + aVimb 162), (22 — ¥2);

h
w(wy, 9, 23) : CfF (y) = R,

(
w(%, $2,9€3) = fs(%7 T2) + ga(o1, 72) ; faloy, 72) (903 - ys)

Then, we see that

w(zy, 22, x3) = u(y) + Di u(y)(z1 — 1) + D3 u(y)(z2 — y2) + D u(y)(zs — y3)
+{D{ u(y + hez) — Dfu(y)} (1 — y1) (T2 — y2)

h
+{D{ u(y + he*) — Di u(y)} (21 = ylil(‘”?) — )
H{Dfuly + he') - Diu(y)y 22T )

+{Dfu(y + he* + he®) — Dfu(y + he?)

xr] — Tg — T3 —
_Dii-u(y_F h62) _{_Dii-u(y)}< 1 yl)( 2h2 y2)( 3 y3)
It is clear that w can be Lipschitz continuously connected with each other, yielding
w : 2 — R with a compact support. Moreover, it holds that

/C+(y) lw(z) —v(z)Pde < (|Du(y)|® + [Duly + he?)|* + |Du(y + he?)|?
+Duly + he? + he) O ("),
[ urtelfas < SUDRGIF + Ul [Duty 5+ Pty + 1)
+|Du(y + he* + he®) )R,

This concludes the assertion. ]
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(2) Discrete Poincaré type inequality.

There exists a constant A > 0 depending only on €2 for which each function ¢ : € — R
with ¢laq, = 0 satisfies

dole@P <A Y IDfe@)P<A Yy Do)

-’Keﬂh xEQh\th $€Qh\th

Proof. For each x = (1,79, 73) € Qp \ 00Xy, there exists J € N such that x + hje! €
Qp\ 0y, for j =1,...,J —1 and x + hJe! € 98y,. Since Q is bounded, we have J*
and @ > 0 such that J < J* and hJ* < a for all x, i.e., a is the diameter of €2 in the
z1-direction. Observe that

<

-1

(*) ¢($1,$2,x3) = - DT_QS(‘CEl +h]7 .Tz,l'g)h,

N
Dy

2
|p(x1, 22, 73) > < { |DT¢($1+hJ7$27$3)|h}

]

7=0
J-1 P S
< {( |Df¢(x1+hj,x2,x3)\2h)2< h>2}
7=0 Jj=0
J-1

S a |Df¢(l’1+h]’,l‘2,l’3)|2h,

IN
k|i~
o

a Z |Df—¢(y1,l‘2,l‘3)|2h,

y1€{y1 | (y1,22,23)€Q,\0Q }

> )P < (a S IOy ws ) Ph) T

y1€{y1 | (y1,22,23)€Q,\0Q } yi€{y1 | (y1,22,23)€Q\0, }

< a? Z DY d(yr, v, 3) [

y1€{y1 | (y1,22,23)€Q,\00 }

Therefore, taking summation of the last inequality with respect to (s, x3) such that there
exists at least one y; satisfying (yi, ze, z3) € Qp, \ 02, we obtain our conclusion. O
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