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Abstract

We study the convergence and error estimates of a finite volume method for the compressible
Navier–Stokes–Fourier system with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Physical fluid domain is typi-
cally smooth and needs to be approximated by a polygonal computational domain. This leads to
domain-related discretization errors, the so-called variational crimes. To treat them efficiently we
embed the fluid domain into a large enough cubed domain, and propose a finite volume scheme for
the corresponding domain-penalized problem. Under the assumption that the numerical density and
temperature are uniformly bounded, we derive the ballistic energy inequality, yielding a priori esti-
mates and the consistency of the penalization finite volume approximations. Further, we show that
the numerical solutions converge weakly to a generalized, the so-called dissipative measure-valued, so-
lution of the corresponding Dirichlet problem. If a strong solution exists, we prove that our numerical
approximations converge strongly with the rate 1/4. Additionally, assuming uniform boundedness of
the approximate velocities, we obtain global existence of the strong solution. In this case we prove
that the numerical solutions converge strongly to the strong solution with the optimal rate 1/2.

Keywords: compressible Navier–Stokes–Fourier equations, convergence, error estimates, finite vol-
ume method, penalty method, dissipative measure–valued solution, ballistic energy, relative energy

1 Introduction

Motivated by physically relevant problems we consider a compressible, viscous, heat-conductive fluid
confined to a smooth bounded domain Ωf ⊂ Rd, d = 2, 3, with the prescribed data on a boundary. Such
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flows are governed by an open Navier–Stokes–Fourier (NSF) system

∂tϱ+ divx(ϱu) = 0, (1.1a)

∂t(ϱu) + divx(ϱu⊗ u) +∇xp = divxS(D(u)), (1.1b)

∂t(ϱe) + divx(ϱeu) + divxq(∇xϑ) = S(D(u)) : ∇xu− pdivxu, (1.1c)

that is equipped with the initial data

(ϱ,u, ϑ)(0, ·) = (ϱ0,u0, ϑ0) (1.1d)

and the Dirichlet boundary conditions. In this paper we consider

u|∂Ωf = 0, ϑ|∂Ωf = ϑB(t, x). (1.1e)

Here, ϱ,u, ϑ, p and e are the fluid density, velocity, absolute temperature, pressure and internal energy,
respectively, ϑB represents a given temperature at the boundary. Further, S(D(u)) is the viscous stress
tensor

S(D(u)) = 2µD(u) + λdivxuI with D(u) =
∇xu+∇T

xu

2
, divxu = tr(D(u)), µ > 0, λ ≥ 0 (1.1f)

and q(∇xϑ) is the heat flux given by Fourier’s law

q(∇xϑ) = −κ∇xϑ, κ > 0, (1.1g)

where the constants µ, λ are the viscosity coefficients, the constant κ is the thermal conductivity coeffi-
cient, and tr denotes the trace of a matrix.

To close system (1.1) we need the state equations to interrelate the thermodynamic variables. Here-
after we consider the standard pressure law of a perfect gas

p = (γ − 1)ϱe, e = cvϑ, (1.1h)

where γ > 1 is the adiabatic coefficient and cv = 1
γ−1 > 0 is the specific heat at constant volume.

Throughout the paper we suppose that the initial data satisfy

ϱ0 ≥ ϱ > 0, ϑ0 > 0, ϱ0 ∈ L∞(Ωf ), m0 ∈ L∞(Ωf ;Rd), ϑ0 ∈ L∞(Ωf ). (1.2)

It is well-known that the Dirichlet problem (1.1) admits a local strong solution if the initial/boundary
data are smooth enough, see [25, 26, 27] and references therein. Recently, Chaudhuri [5] showed the
dissipative measure valued (DMV)–strong uniqueness principle for open NSF system (1.1) with the
Dirichlet boundary conditions. More precisely, it means that a strong solution is stable in the class
of very weak, the so-called DMV, solutions. Further, Basarić et al. [3] proved conditionally regularity
for compressible, viscous, and heat-conductive fluids with the perfect gas state equation. Thus, system
(1.1) admits a global strong solution if a global weak solution of the system (1.1) is bounded. These
results strongly rely on the existence of global weak or DMV solutions. In this context we note that
(unconditional) global existence of a solution to the Navier–Stokes–Fourier system with the perfect
gas law is only available in the class of DMV solutions, the corresponding result in the class of weak
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solutions is still an open problem. We refer a reader to Feireisl, Novotný [12], where global existence of
a weak solution was proved for a specific equation of state, see also Chaudhuri and Feireisl [6] for the
corresponding weak–strong uniqueness principle.

The main goal of this paper is to show the convergence as well as the error estimates of finite volume
(FV) approximations of the NSF system (1.1)–(1.2). As a consequence, we also prove the global existence
of DMV solutions for the NSF system with the Dirichlet boundary conditions, which was not available
in literature. We point out that the obtained DMV solutions are thermodynamically consistent, i.e. they
satisfy the second law of thermodynamics, which is expressed by the following entropy inequality

∂t(ϱs) + divx(ϱsu) + divx

(
q(∇xϑ)

ϑ

)
≥ 1

ϑ

(
S(D(u)) : D(u)− q(∇xϑ) · ∇xϑ

ϑ

)
(1.3)

holding in weak sense. Here s denotes the physical entropy for a perfect gas

s(ϱ, ϑ) = log

(
ϑcv

ϱ

)
for ϱ > 0, ϑ > 0. (1.4)

1.1 Penalized Navier–Stokes–Fourier system on Td

The penalty approach is a popular modelling tool when the boundary of a physical domain has a
complicated structure and its approximation by polygons is computationally expensive. An efficient
way to overcome this difficulty is to transform geometry to penalty terms that arise in the governing
equations as additional forcing terms. The latter can be seen as the Lagrange multiplier terms. In this
context we refer to the Lagrange multiplier based fictitious domain method [14, 15, 19] and the immersed
boundary method [22, 23] that have been applied to incompressible Navier–Stokes equations, see also
[13]. In [16, 17] the penalization of boundary conditions was discussed for compressible NSF system in
the context of a spectral method. For elliptic boundary problems rigorous error analysis of penalization
methods were presented in [21, 24, 28, 29].

In our recent paper [20] we have successfully applied a penalty method for the barotropic Navier–
Stokes system. Inspired by [20] our aim is to extend and generalize the penalty method to the NSF
system. This is a nontrivial task due to the fact that we need to deal with an additional equation for
temperature evolution. Moreover, the Dirichlet boundary condition for temperature poses an additional
difficulty. The novelty of our approach lies in the use of the ballistic energy inequality in addition to the
entropy inequality. They both yield desired a priori estimates that allow us to study the convergence of
the penalty method and the existence of a global DMV solution.

Specifically, embedding the fluid domain Ωf into a large enough torus Td, see Figure 1, a penalized
NSF system reads

∂tϱ+ divx(ϱu) = 0, (1.5a)

∂t(ϱu) + divx(ϱu⊗ u) +∇xp(ϱ) = divxS(∇xu)−
1Ωs

ε
u, (1.5b)

∂t(ϱe) + divx(ϱeu) + divxq(∇xϑ) = S(D(u)) : ∇xu− pdivxu− 1Ωs

ε
(ϑ− ϑB). (1.5c)
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The initial data are given as

(ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)(0, ·) := (ϱ̃0, ũ0, ϑ̃0) =

{
(ϱs0, 0, ϑB) if x ∈ Ωs := Td \ Ωf ,

(ϱ0,u0, ϑ0) if x ∈ Ωf ,

ϱ̃0 > 0, ϑ̃0 > 0 satisfying the periodic boundary condition.

(1.5d)

The corresponding entropy inequality reads

∂t(ϱs) + divx(ϱsu) + divx

(
q(∇xϑ)

ϑ

)
≥ 1

ϑ

(
S(D(u)) : D(u)− q(∇xϑ) · ∇xϑ

ϑ
− 1Ωs

ε
(ϑ− ϑB)

)
. (1.6)

Here, 0 < ε << 1 is the penalty parameter, 1Ωs(x) is the characteristic function defined by

1Ωs(x) =

{
1 if x ∈ Ωs,

0 if x ∈ Ωf

and ϱ̃0 is an extension of ϱ0. Here and hereafter, we suppose that ϑB which is defined on Td satisfies:

ϑB ∈ W 2,∞((0, T )× Td), inf ϑB > 0.

Td

Ωf

Figure 1: A fluid domain Ωf embedded into a torus Td.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce notations and then present a
FV method for the approximation of the penalized problem (1.5). In Section 3 and Section 4 we study
the stability and consistency of our numerical method, respectively. Section 5 and Section 6 build the
heart of the paper. We present here the main results: the weak (resp. strong) convergence of numerical
approximations towards the DMV (resp. strong) solution of the Dirichlet problem (1.1), cf. Theorems
5.2 (resp. 5.5) as well as the error estimates between the numerical approximations and the strong
solution of the Dirichlet problem, cf. Theorems 6.2 and 6.4. Technical details of proofs are presented in
Appendices A. – D.

2 Numerical scheme

In this section we generalize the FV method proposed in [9, 20] to approximate the penalized problem
(1.5).
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2.1 Notations

We start by introducing notation a
<∼ b. It means that there exists a generic positive constant C

independent of the time step ∆t, mesh size h and penalty parameter ε such that a ≤ C · b. Further we

write a ≈ b if a
<∼ b, b

<∼ a, a, b ∈ R.

Mesh. Let Th be a uniform structured (square for d = 2 or cuboid for d = 3) mesh of Td with h ∈ (0, 1)
being the mesh size. We denote by E the set of all faces of Th and by Ei, i = 1, . . . , d, the set of all faces
that are orthogonal to ei – the basis vector of the canonical system. Moreover, we denote by E(K) the
set of all faces of a generic element K ∈ Th. Then, we write σ = K|L if σ ∈ E is the common face of
neighbouring elements K and L. Further, we denote by xK and |K| = hd (resp. xσ and |σ| = hd−1) the
center and the Lebesgue measure of an element K ∈ Th (resp. a face σ ∈ E), respectively.

Definition 2.1 (Artificial splitting of the mesh).

• We split the mesh Th into two parts: the part consisting of all elements inside the physical domain
Ωf (denoted as Ωf

h) and its complement (denoted as Ωs
h):

Ωf
h =

{
K
∣∣ K ⊂ Ωf

}
and Ωs

h = Th \ Ωf
h,

cf. Figure 2 (a).

(a) (b)

Figure 2: Zoom-in of domain splitting.

• We split the mesh Th into three pieces. ΩC
h denotes the area containing the neighbourhood of the

fluid boundary ∂Ωf

ΩC
h =

{
K | ∪L∩K ̸=∅L ∩ ∂Ωf ̸= ∅

}
.

The inner domain ΩI
h and the outer domain ΩO

h are given as

ΩI
h : = Ωf \ ΩC

h and ΩO
h : = Ωs \ ΩC

h ,

see Figure 2 (b). We note that this special spitting shall be useful in the analysis.
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Remark 2.2. According to the definitions of splittings, we have

ΩI
h ⊂ Ωf

h ⊂ Ωf , ΩO
h ⊂ Ωs ⊂ Ωs

h, Ωs
h \ Ωs ⊂ Ωs

h \ ΩO
h ⊂ ΩC

h . (2.1)

It is obvious that dist(∂Ωf ,Ωf
h)

<∼ h, where the constant C depends on the geometry of the fluid domain
Ωf . Furthermore, it holds that

|Ωf \ Ωf
h| ≤

∣∣ΩC
h

∣∣ <∼ h, |Ωs
h \ Ωs| ≤

∣∣Ωs
h \ ΩO

h

∣∣ ≤ ∣∣ΩC
h

∣∣ <∼ h. (2.2)

Dual mesh. For any σ = K|L, we define a dual cell Dσ := Dσ,K ∪Dσ,L, where Dσ,K is defined as

Dσ,K =
{
x ∈ K | xi ∈ co{(xK)(i), (xσ)

(i)}
}

for any σ ∈ Ei, i = 1, . . . , d,

where the superscript (i) denotes the i-th component of a vector and

co{A,B} ≡ [min{A,B},max{A,B}]. (2.3)

We refer to Figure 3 for a two-dimensional illustration of a dual cell.

K L•
xK

•
xL

•
xσ

σ
=

K
|LDσ,K Dσ,L

Figure 3: Dual mesh Dσ = Dσ,K ∪Dσ,L

Function space. We denote by Qh the set of all piecewise constant functions on the grid Th and Qm
h as

the corresponding m-dimensional function space, m ∈ N. We associate Qh with the projection operator

ΠT ϕ(x) =
∑
K∈Th

1K(x)

|K|

∫
K
ϕ dx for any ϕ ∈ L1(Td).

Moreover, for v ∈ Qh we introduce the average and jump operators at the interface:

{{v}} (x) = vin(x) + vout(x)

2
, JvK (x) = vout(x)− vin(x),

where
vout(x) = lim

δ→0+
v(x+ δn), vin(x) = lim

δ→0+
v(x− δn)

whenever x ∈ σ ∈ E and n is the outer normal vector to σ. Moreover, we define the upwind and
downwind quantities of v ∈ Qh associated to the velocity field u ∈ Qd

h at a generic face σ

(vup, vdown) =

{
(vin, vout) if {{u}} · n ≥ 0,

(vout, vin) if {{u}} · n < 0.
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Discrete differential operators. We define ∇h, divh and Dh on the mesh T as follows:

(∇hrh)K =
|σ|
|K|

∑
σ∈E(K)

{{rh}}n, ∇hrh(x) =
∑
K∈Th

(∇hrh)K 1K(x), rh ∈ Qh,

(divhvh)K =
|σ|
|K|

∑
σ∈E(K)

{{vh}} · n, divhvh(x) =
∑
K∈Th

(divhvh)K 1K(x),

∇hvh = (∇hv1,h, . . . ,∇hvd,h)
T , Dh(vh) =

∇hvh +∇T
hvh

2
, vh = (v1,h, . . . , vd,h)

T ∈ Qd
h.

It holds divhvh = tr(∇hvh) = tr(Dh(vh)).
Furthermore, for any rh ∈ Qh we define another discrete gradient operator ∇E on the dual mesh Dσ

∇Erh(x) =
∑
σ∈E

(∇Erh)σ 1Dσ(x), (∇Erh)σ =
JrhK
h

n

and the discrete Laplace operator ∆h on the mesh T

(∆hrh)K =
|σ|
|K|

∑
σ∈E(K)

JrhK
h

, ∆hrh(x) =
∑
K∈Th

(∆hrh)K 1K(x).

Time discretization. Given a time step ∆t > 0 we divide the time interval [0, T ] into NT = T/∆t
uniform parts, and denote tk = k∆t. Moreover, we denote by vkh ∈ Qh a piecewise constant approxima-
tion of the function v at time tk. Further, we denote by vh(t) ∈ L∆t(0, T ;Qh) the piecewise constant
approximation in time, such that

vh(t, ·) = v0h for t < ∆t, vh(t, ·) = vkh for t ∈ [k∆t, (k + 1)∆t), k = 1, . . . , NT .

Furthermore, we define the discrete time derivative by a backward difference formula

Dtvh(t) =
vh(t)− v◁h

∆t
with v◁h = vh(t−∆t).

2.2 Finite volume method

We are now ready to propose an FV method with an upwind numerical flux.

Definition 2.3 (Finite volume method). Let the initial data (1.1d) be extended by (ϱ̃0, ũ0, ϑ̃0) as in
(1.5d) and let (ϱ0h,u

0
h, ϑ

0
h) := ΠT (ϱ̃0, ũ0, ϑ̃0) and ϑB,h = ΠT ϑB.

We say that (ϱεh,u
ε
h, ϑ

ε
h) ∈ L∆t(0, T ;Q

d+2
h ) is a finite volume approximation of the penalized problem

(1.5) if it solves the following system of algebraic equations∫
Td

Dtϱ
ε
hϕh dx−

∫
E
Fα
h (ϱ

ε
h,u

ε
h) JϕhK dSx = 0, for all ϕh ∈ Qh, (2.4a)∫

Td

Dt(ϱ
ε
hu

ε
h) ·Φh dx−

∫
E
Fα
h (ϱ

ε
hu

ε
h,u

ε
h) · JΦhK dSx +

1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

uε
h ·Φh dx

7



+

∫
Td

(Sεh − pεhI) : DhΦh dx = 0, for all Φh ∈ Qd
h, (2.4b)

cv

∫
Td

Dt(ϱ
ε
hϑ

ε
h)ϕh dx− cv

∫
E
Fα
h (ϱ

ε
hϑ

ε
h,uh) JϕhK dSx +

∫
Td

κ∇Eϑ
ε
h · ∇Eϕh dx

+
1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑε
h − ϑB,h)ϕh dx =

∫
Td

(Sεh − pεhI) : ∇hu
ε
hϕh dx, for all ϕh ∈ Qh. (2.4c)

Here Sεh = 2µDhu
ε
h + λdivhu

ε
hI and the numerical flux Fα

h (rh,uh) is taken as the diffusive upwind flux

Fα
h (rh,uh) = Up[rh,uh]− hα JrhK with Up[rh,uh] = ruph {{uh}} · n.

Note that α > −1 is the artificial viscosity parameter.

Remark 2.4. Hereafter, we shall omit the superscript ε for simplicity if there is no confusion, e.g.,
writing (ϱh,uh, ϑh) instead of (ϱεh,u

ε
h, ϑ

ε
h).

3 Stability

Following the Lax equivalence principle [10] we need to show the stability and consistency of a numerical
method in order to prove its convergence. We start with studying the stability of the FV method (2.4).

3.1 Positivity of density and temperature

Lemma 3.1 (Positivity of density and temperature). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution of the
finite volume method (2.4). Then it holds

ϱh(t) > 0, ϑh(t) > 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ).

Note that ϱ0h > 0 and ϑ0
h > 0 follow from the positivity of the data that ϱ̃0 > 0 and ϑ̃0 > 0.

The positivity of the density and temperature can be derived from the so-called renormalized equa-
tions, see Appendix A.

3.2 Energy balance

Lemma 3.2 (Energy balance). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution of the finite volume method
(2.4). Then it holds

Dt

∫
Td

(
1

2
ϱh|uh|2 + cvϱhϑh

)
dx+

1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 + (ϑh − ϑB,h)

)
dx = −DE, (3.1)

where DE ≥ 0 is the numerical dissipation given by

DE =
∆t

2

∫
Td

ϱ◁h|Dtuh|2 dx+ hα
∫
E
{{ϱh}} |JuhK|2 dSx +

1

2

∫
E
ϱuph | {{uh}} · n||JuhK|2 dSx. (3.2)
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Proof. We start by recalling the kinetic energy balance, cf. [8, equation (3.4)],

Dt

∫
Td

1

2
ϱh|uh|2 dx+

∫
Td

(Sh − phI) : ∇huh dx+
1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

|uh|2 dx

+ hα
∫
E
{{ϱh}} |JuhK|2 dSx +

∆t

2

∫
Td

ϱ◁h|Dtuh|2 dx+
1

2

∫
E
ϱuph | {{uh}} · n||JuhK|2 dSx = 0.

Setting ϕh = 1 in (2.4c) we get

Dt

∫
Td

cvϱhϑh dx+
1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h) dx =

∫
Td

(Sh − phI) : ∇huh dx.

Summing up the above two equations we finish the proof.

3.3 Entropy balance

Lemma 3.3 (Entropy balance). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution of the finite volume method
(2.4) and ϕh ∈ Qh. Then it holds∫

Td

Dt (ϱhsh)ϕh dx−
∫
E
Up(ϱhsh,uh) JϕhK dSx +

1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
ϕh

ϑh
dx

−
∫
Td

ϕh

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh dx+

∫
Td

κ∇Eϑh · ∇E

(
ϕh

ϑh

)
dx = Ds(ϕh) +Rs(ϕh), (3.3)

where Sh = 2µ|Dh(uh)|2 + λ|divhuh|2, Ds(ϕh) =
∑3

i=1Ds,i(ϕh) and Rs(ϕh) are given by

Ds,1(ϕh) := ∆t

∫
Td

(
|Dtϱh|2

2ξϱ,h
+

cvϱ
◁
h|Dtϑh|2

2|ξϑ,h|2

)
ϕh dx,

Ds,2(ϕh) :=
1

2

∫
E
ϕdown
h |{{uh}} · n| J(ϱh, ph)K · ∇2

(ϱ,p)(−ϱs)|v∗
1
· J(ϱh, ph)K dSx,

Ds,3(ϕh) := hα
∫
E
{{ϕh}} J(ϱh, ph)K · ∇2

(ϱ,p)(−ϱs)|v∗
2
· J(ϱh, ph)K dSx,

Rs(ϕh) := hα
∫
E

JϕhK ·
(
{{∇ϱ(−ϱhsh)}} JϱhK + {{∇p(−ϱhsh)}} JphK

)
dSx

(3.4)

with ξϱ,h ∈ co{ϱ◁h, ϱh}, ξϑ,h ∈ co{ϑ◁
h, ϑh},v∗

1,v
∗
2 ∈ co{(ϱinh , pinh ), (ϱouth , pouth )}, and co{·, ·} given in (2.3).

Moreover, it holds that Ds(ϕh) ≥ 0 for any ϕh ≥ 0.

Proof. To begin, let us keep in mind that the numerical density and temperature are positive, cf.
Lemma 3.1. Then, setting B(ϱ) = ϱ log(ϱ) in the renormalized density equation (A.1) we have∫

Td

Dt (ϱh log(ϱh))ϕh dx−
∫
E
Up[ϱh log(ϱh),uh] JϕhK dSx +

∫
Td

ϱhdivhuhϕh dx

=−
∫
Td

∆t

2ξϱ,h
|Dtϱh|2ϕh dx− hα

∫
E

JϱhK J(log(ϱh) + 1)ϕhK dSx

9



−
∫
E
| {{uh}} · n|ϕdown

h EB

(
ϱuph |ϱdown

h

)
dSx, ξϱ,h ∈ co{ϱ◁h, ϱh}, (3.5)

where Ef (v1|v2) = f(v1)− f ′(v2)(v1 − v2)− f(v2).
Moreover, taking the test function in the renormalized internal energy equation (A.2) as χ(ϑ) = log(ϑ)

we get

cv

∫
Td

Dt (ϱh log(ϑh))ϕh dx− cv

∫
E
Up(ϱh log(ϑh),uh) JϕhK dSx +

∫
E

κ

h
JϑhK

s
ϕh

ϑh

{
dSx

=

∫
Td

(
Sh : ∇huh

ϕh

ϑh
− ϱhdivhuhϕh

)
dx+

cv∆t

2

∫
Td

ϱ◁h

∣∣∣∣Dtϑh

ξϑ,h

∣∣∣∣2ϕh dx

− cvh
α

∫
E

(
JϱhK J(log(ϑh)− 1)ϕhK + JphK

s
ϕh

ϑh

{)
dSx − cv

∫
E
| {{uh}} · n|ϕdown

h ϱuph Eχ

(
ϑup
h |ϑdown

h

)
dSx

− 1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

ϑh − ϑB,h

ϑh
ϕh dx, ξϑ,h ∈ co{ϑ◁

h, ϑh}. (3.6)

Next, subtracting (3.5) from (3.6), and thanks to the equalities

∇ϱ(−ϱs(ϱ, p)) = cv + 1− s and ∇p(−ϱs(ϱ, p)) = −cv/ϑ

we obtain ∫
Td

Dt (ϱhsh)ϕh dx−
∫
E
Up(ϱhsh,uh) JϕhK dSx +

1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

ϑh − ϑB,h

ϑh
ϕh dx

+

∫
E

κ

h
JϑhK

s
ϕh

ϑh

{
dSx −

∫
Td

ϕh

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh dx

= ∆t

∫
Td

(
|Dtϱh|2

2ξϱ,h
+

cvϱ
◁
h|Dtϑh|2

2|ξϑ,h|2

)
ϕh dx

+

∫
E
| {{uh}} · n|ϕdown

h

(
− cvϱ

up
h Eχ

(
ϑup
h |ϑdown

h

)
+ EB

(
ϱuph |ϱdown

h

))
dSx

+ hα
∫
E
(JϱhK J∇ϱ(−ϱhsh)ϕhK + JphK J∇p(−ϱhsh)ϕhK) dSx.

Further, reformulating the last two terms in the above equation as

− cvϱ
up
h Eχ

(
ϑup
h |ϑdown

h

)
+ EB

(
ϱuph |ϱdown

h

))
= (−ϱhsh)

up − (−ϱhsh)
down − (∇ϱ(−ϱhsh))

down ·
(
ϱuph − ϱdown

h

)
− (∇p(−ϱhsh))

down ·
(
puph − pdown

h

)
=

1

2
J(ϱh, ph)K · ∇2

(ϱ,p)(−ϱhsh)|v∗
1
· J(ϱh, ph)K , v∗

1 ∈ co{(ϱinh , pinh ), (ϱouth , pouth )} for any σ ∈ E ,

and

JϱhK J∇ϱ(−ϱhsh)ϕhK + JphK J∇p(−ϱhsh)ϕhK
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= JϕhK
(
{{∇ϱ(−ϱhsh)}} JϱhK + {{∇p(−ϱhsh)}} JphK

)
+ {{ϕh}}

(
J∇ϱ(−ϱhsh)K JϱhK + J∇p(−ϱhsh)K JphK

)
= JϕhK

(
{{∇ϱ(−ϱhsh)}} JϱhK + {{∇p(−ϱhsh)}} JphK

)
+ {{ϕh}} J(ϱh, ph)K · ∇2

(ϱ,p)(−ϱhsh)|v∗
2
· J(ϱh, ph)K ,

v∗
2 ∈ co{(ϱinh , pinh ), (ϱouth , pouth )} for any σ ∈ E

we obtain (3.3). Finally, we finish the proof owing to the convexity of −ϱs with respect to (ϱ, p).

3.4 Ballistic energy balance

As the sign of the term (ϑh − ϑB,h) sitting in both the energy balance (3.1) and entropy balance (3.3)
is undetermined, we can not get any a priori estimates directly from these two equations. Therefore, we
need a new concept of stability – the so-called ballistic energy balance.

Lemma 3.4 (Ballistic energy balance). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution of the FV method (2.4)
and ϕh ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;Qh). Then it holds

Dt

∫
Td

(
1

2
ϱh|uh|2 + cvϱhϑh − ϱhshϕh

)
dx+

1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

|uh|2 dx+
1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2

ϑh
dx

+ κ

∫
Td

{{ϕh}}
ϑhϑ

out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 dx+

∫
Td

ϕh

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh dx+Ds(ϕh) +DE

= −
∫
Td

ϱhsh(Dtϕh + uh · ∇hϕh) dx+ κ

∫
Td

{{
1

ϑh

}}
∇Eϑh · ∇Eϕh dx+RB(ϕh)−Rs(ϕh) (3.7)

with RB = RB,1 +RB,2 given by

RB,1(ϕh) =
1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)(ϕh − ϑB,h)

ϑh
dx+∆t

∫
Td

Dt(ϱhsh) ·Dtϕh dx,

RB,2(ϕh) =
1

2

∫
E
| {{uh}} · n| JϱhshK JϕhK dSx +

1

4

∫
E

JuhK · n JϱhshK JϕhK dSx,

where DE is given in (3.2), Ds(ϕh) and Rs(ϕh) are given in (3.4).

Proof. Firstly, using the algebraic equalities

ϕhDt(ϱhsh) = Dt(ϱhshϕh)− (ϱhsh −Dt(ϱhsh)∆t)Dtϕh,

s
ϕh

ϑh

{
= JϕhK

{{
1

ϑh

}}
+ {{ϕh}}

s
1

ϑh

{

we reformulate the entropy balance (3.3) as

Dt

∫
Td

ϱhshϕh dx+
1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

ϑh − ϑB,h

ϑh
ϕh dx+

∫
E

κ

h
{{ϕh}} JϑhK

s
1

ϑh

{
dSx −

∫
Td

ϕh

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh dx

=

∫
Td

ϱhshDtϕh dx−∆t

∫
Td

Dt(ϱhsh)Dtϕh dx+

∫
E
Up(ϱhsh,uh) JϕhK dSx

−
∫
E

κ

h
JϑhK JϕhK

{{
1

ϑh

}}
dSx +Rs(ϕh) +Ds(ϕh).
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Secondly, subtracting the above equation from the energy balance (3.1) we obtain

Dt

∫
Td

(
1

2
ϱh|uh|2 + cvϱhϑh − ϱhshϕh

)
dx+

1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

|uh|2 dx+
1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2

ϑh
dx

−
∫
E

κ

h
{{ϕh}} JϑhK

s
1

ϑh

{
dSx +

∫
Td

ϕh

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh dx+Ds(ϕh) +DE

= −
∫
Td

ϱhshDtϕh dx−
∫
E
Up(ϱhsh,uh) JϕhK dSx +

∫
E

κ

h
JϑhK JϕhK

{{
1

ϑh

}}
dSx

+
1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)(ϕh − ϑB,h)

ϑh
dx+∆t

∫
Td

Dt(ϱhsh)Dtϕh dx−Rs(ϕh).

Reformulating the above formula with the following equalities∫
E
Up(ϱhsh,uh) JϕhK dSx =

∫
Td

ϱhshuh · ∇hϕh dx−RB,2(ϕh),∫
E

κ

h
{{ϕh}} JϑhK

s
1

ϑh

{
dSx = −κ

∫
Td

{{ϕh}}
ϑhϑ

out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 dx,∫
E

κ

h
JϑhK JϕhK

{{
1

ϑh

}}
dSx = κ

∫
Td

{{
1

ϑh

}}
∇Eϑh · ∇Eϕh dx

we finish the proof.

3.5 Uniform bounds

Now we are ready to derive the following a priori bounds. We start by showing a useful “equality”.

Lemma 3.5. Let uh ∈ Qd
h, µ > 0, λ ≥ 0. Then it holds

∥Sh∥L2(Td) ≈ ∥∇huh∥L2(Td) ≈ ∥Dh(uh)∥L2(Td) . (3.8)

Proof. It is easy to check

Sh : divhuhI = (2µ+ dλ)|divhuh|2,
∫
Td

∇huh : ∇T
huh dx = ∥divhuh∥2L2(Td) ,∫

Td

(
µ|∇huh|2 + (µ+ λ)|divhuh|2

)
dx =

∫
Td

Sh : ∇huh dx =

∫
Td

Sh : Dh(uh) dx

=

∫
Td

(
2µ|Dhuh|2 + λ|divhuh|2

)
dx,

∥divhuh∥2L2(Td) = ∥tr(∇huh)∥2L2(Td) = ∥tr(Dh(uh))∥2L2(Td)
<∼ min

(
∥∇huh∥2L2(Td) , ∥Dh(uh)∥2L2(Td)

)
.

Consequently, we have

∥Dh(uh)∥L2(Td)
<∼ ∥∇huh∥L2(Td)

<∼
∫
Td

Sh : ∇huh dx
<∼ ∥Sh∥L2(Td)

<∼ ∥Dh(uh)∥L2(Td)

and complete the proof.
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Lemma 3.6 (Uniform bounds). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution of the FV method (2.4) with
(∆t, h, ε) ∈ (0, 1)3 and α > −1. Assume that the numerical density and temperature are uniformly
bounded from below and above

0 < ϱ ≤ ϱh ≤ ϱ, 0 < ϑ ≤ ϑh ≤ ϑ uniformly for ∆t, h, ε → 0. (3.9)

Additionally, we shall choose ϑ, ϑ satisfying ϑ ≤ ϑB ≤ ϑ.

Then the following hold

∥ph∥L∞((0,T )×(Td)) + ∥uh∥L∞(0,T ;L2(Td)) + ∥∇Eϑh∥L2((0,T )×Td) + ∥Dh(uh)∥L2((0,T )×Td) ≤ C, (3.10a)

(∆t)1/2
(
∥Dtϱh∥L2((0,T )×Td) + ∥Dtϑh∥L2((0,T )×Td) + ∥Dtuh∥L2((0,T )×Td)

)
≤ C, (3.10b)

∫ τ

0

∫
E
(hα + |{{uh}} · n|)

(
JϱhK2 + JphK2 + |JuhK|2

)
dSxdt ≤ C, (3.10c)

1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 + (ϑh − ϑB,h)

2
)
dxdt ≤ C. (3.10d)

The constant C depends on ∥ϑB∥W 1,∞((0,T )×Td) and ϱ, ϱ, ϑ, ϑ, but it is independent of the discretization
parameters (h,∆t) as well as the penalty parameter ε.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. We take ϕh = ϑB,h(:= ΠT ϑB) in the ballistic energy balance (3.7) and aim for an
inequality that allows us to apply Gronwall’s lemma. Before going to the details let us recall assumption
(3.9), which implies

s ≤ s ≤ s uniformly for ∆t, h, ε → 0. (3.11)

Now, applying (3.9), (3.11) and (3.8) we have the following estimates for the left-hand-side terms of the
ballistic energy balance (3.7)

1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2

ϑh
dx

>∼ 1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2 dx, κ

∫
Td

{{ϑB,h}}
ϑhϑ

out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 dx
>∼ ∥∇Eϑh∥2L2(Td) ,∫

Td

ϑB,h

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh dx

>∼ ∥Dh(uh)∥2L2(Td) , Ds,1(ϑB,h)
>∼ ∆t

(
∥Dtϱh∥2L2(Td) + ∥Dtϑh∥2L2(Td)

)
,

Ds,2(ϑB,h)
>∼
∫
E
|{{uh}} · n|

(
JϱhK2 + JphK2

)
dSx, Ds,3(ϑB,h)

>∼ hα
∫
E

(
JϱhK2 + JphK2

)
dSx, (3.12)

DE
>∼ ∆t ∥Dtuh∥2L2(Td) +

∫
E
(hα + | {{uh}} · n|) |JuhK|2 dSx.

Note that in the estimates of Ds,2, Ds,3 we have used the fact that the Hessian matrix ∇2
(ϱ,p)(−ϱs) is

bounded from below by a positive constant under assumption (3.9).
Next, applying the interpolation estimates and Young’s inequality we have the following estimates

for the right-hand-side terms of the ballistic energy balance (3.7)∣∣∣ ∫
Td

ϱhshDtϑB,h dx
∣∣∣ <∼ ∥ϑB∥W 1,∞(0,T ;L1(Td))

<∼ 1,
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∣∣∣ ∫
Td

ϱhshuh · ∇hϑB,h dx
∣∣∣ <∼ ∥ϑB∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td))

∫
Td

|ϱhuh| dx
<∼ 1 +

∫
Td

1

2
ϱh|uh|2 dx,∣∣∣ ∫

Td

{{
1

ϑh

}}
∇Eϑh · ∇EϑB,h dx

∣∣∣ <∼ ∥ϑB∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td))

∫
Td

|∇Eϑh| dx

<∼
∫
Td

(
δ|∇Eϑh|2 +

1

δ

)
dx

<∼ 1

δ
+ δ ∥∇Eϑh∥2L2(Td) ,

for a suitable δ ∈ R. Similarly,∣∣∣∆t

∫
Td

Dt(ϱhsh) DtϑB,h dx
∣∣∣ <∼ ∥ϑB∥W 1,∞(0,T ;L∞(Td))∆t

∫
Td

(|Dtϱh|+ |Dtϑh|) dx

<∼ ∆t

δ
+∆tδ

(
∥Dtϱh∥2L2(Td) + ∥Dtϑh∥2L2(Td)

)
,∣∣∣Rs(ϑB,h)

∣∣∣ <∼ ∥ϑB∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td)) h
α+1

∫
E

(
|JϱhK|+ |JphK|

)
dSx

<∼ hα+1

∫
E

[
h

δ
+

δ

h

(
JϱhK2 + JphK2

)]
dSx

<∼ 1

δ
hα+1 + δhα

∫
E

(
JϱhK2 + JphK2

)
dSx, (3.13)∣∣∣RB,2(ϑB,h)

∣∣∣ <∼ ∥ϑB∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td)) h

∫
E
|uh|dSx

<∼
∫
Td

|uh| dx
<∼ 1 +

∫
Td

1

2
ϱh|uh|2 dx.

Collecting the above estimates we derive the ballistic energy inequality

Dt

∫
Td

(
1

2
ϱh|uh|2 + cvϱhϑh − ϱhshϑB,h

)
dx+

1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

|uh|2 dx+
1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2 dx

+∆t

(
∥Dtϱh∥2L2(Td) + ∥Dtϑh∥2L2(Td) + ∥Dtuh∥2L2(Td)

)
+ ∥∇Eϑh∥2L2(Td) + ∥Dh(uh)∥2L2(Td)

+

∫
E
(hα + |{{uh}} · n|)

(
JϱhK2 + JphK2 + |JuhK|2

)
dSx

<∼ 1 +
1

δ
+

1

δ
hα+1 +

∫
Td

1

2
ϱh|uh|2 dx+ δ∆t

(
∥Dtϱh∥2L2(Td) + ∥Dtϑh∥2L2(Td)

)
+ δ

(
∥∇Eϑh∥2L2(Td) + hα

∫
E

(
JϱhK2 + JphK2

)
dSx

)
. (3.14)

Hence, choosing α > −1, δ ∈ (0, 1) and applying Gronwall’s lemma we obtain from
∣∣∫

Td(ϱhshϑB,h)(τ, ·) dx
∣∣ <∼

1 and above ballistic energy inequality (3.14) that∫
Td

(
1

2
ϱh|uh|2 + cvϱhϑh

)
(τ, ·) dx+

1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 + (ϑh − ϑB,h)

2
)
dxdt

+∆t

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
|Dtϱh|2 + |Dtϑh|2 + |Dtuh|2

)
dxdt+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
|∇Eϑh|2 + |Dh(uh)|2

)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
E
(hα + |{{uh}} · n|)

(
JϱhK2 + JphK2 + |JuhK|2

)
dSxdt

<∼ 1 +

∫
Td

(
1

2
ϱ0h|u0

h|2 + cvϱ
0
hϑ

0
h

)
dx

<∼ 1 with τ = tk, k = 1, . . . , NT ,
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which gives the a priori estimates (3.10) and concludes the proof.

4 Consistency

Having shown the stability of our FV method (2.4) we are now ready to derive its consistency. The
proof is similar to those presented in literature results, e.g. [10], admitting differences in technical
details. Thus, we postpone them to Appendix C for better readability.

Lemma 4.1 (Consistency of the continuity, momentum and entropy equations). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a
numerical solution obtained by the FV scheme (2.4) with (∆t, h, ε) ∈ (0, 1)3 and −1 < α < 1. Let
assumption (3.9) hold.

Then for any τ ∈ [0, T ] we have[∫
Td

ϱhϕ dx

]t=τ

t=0

=

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(ϱh∂tϕ+ ϱhuh · ∇xϕ) dxdt+ eϱ(ϕ) (4.1a)

for any ϕ ∈ C2([0, T ]× Td);[∫
Ωf

ϱhuh ·Φdx

]t=τ

t=0

=

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

(ϱhuh · ∂tΦ+ ϱhuh ⊗ uh : ∇xΦ) dxdt

−
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

(Sh − phI) : ∇xΦdxdt+ em(Φ) (4.1b)

for any Φ ∈ C2
c ([0, T ]× Ωf ;Rd);[∫

Ωf

ϱhshϕ dx

]t=τ

t=0

≥
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

ϱhsh(∂tϕ+ uh · ∇xϕ) dxdt−
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

κ

ϑh
∇Eϑh · ∇xϕ dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

κϕ

ϑout
h ϑh

|∇Eϑh|2 dxdt+
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

Sh : ∇huh
ϕ

ϑh
dxdt+ es(ϕ) (4.1c)

for any ϕ ∈ C2
c ([0, T ]× Ωf ), ϕ ≥ 0.

The consistency errors satisfy∣∣∣eϱ(ϕ)∣∣∣ ≤ Cϱ

(
∆t+ h+ h1−α + hα+1

)
,∣∣∣em(Φ)

∣∣∣ ≤ Cm

(
∆t+ h+ h(1−α)/2 + hα+1 + h3/2ε−1/2

)
,∣∣∣es(ϕ)∣∣∣ ≤ Cs

(
∆t+ h+ h1−α + h(1+α)/2 + h3/2ε−1/2

)
,

where the constants Cϱ, Cm, Cs are independent of parameters ∆t, h, ε.

Lemma 4.2 (Consistency of the ballistic energy inequality). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution
obtained by the finite volume scheme (2.4) with (∆t, h, ε) ∈ (0, 1)3 and −1 < α < 1. Let assumption
(3.9) hold.
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Then, for any τ ∈ [0, T ] and any Θ ∈ W 2,∞((0, T )× Td), inf Θ > 0, Θ|Ωs = ϑB it holds that[∫
Td

(
1

2
ϱh|uh|2 + cvϱhϑh − ϱhshΘ

)
(t, ·) dx

]τ
t=0

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
κΘ

ϑhϑ
out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 +
Θ

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh

)
dxdt

+
1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 +

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2

ϑh

)
dxdt

≤ −
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
ϱhsh∂tΘ+ ϱhshuh · ∇xΘ− κ

ϑh
∇Eϑh · ∇xΘ

)
dxdt+ eB(Θ) + C ′

Bh
1+α, (4.2a)

where

|eB(Θ)| ≤ CB

(
(∆t)1/2 + h+ h1−α + h3/2ε−1/2

)
(4.2b)

and constants CB, C
′
B are independent of parameters ∆t, h, ε.

5 Convergence

We are now ready to study the convergence of the penalty FV method (2.4) to a DMV solution. Con-
sequently, we prove the existence of global DMV solution for the NSF system (1.1) with the Dirichlet
boundary conditions. In addition, we show the strong convergence to the strong solution as long as the
latter exists.

5.1 DMV solution

To begin we introduce the definition of the DMV solution proposed in the work of Chaudhuri [5].

Definition 5.1 (DMV solution of the Dirichlet problem [5]). A parametrized family of probability mea-
sures {Vt,x}(t,x)∈(0,T )×Ωf is the DMV solution to the Navier–Stokes–Fourier system (1.1)–(1.2) with the
initial condition {V0,x}x∈Ωf if the following hold:

• Mapping
Vt,x : (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× Ωf 7−→ P(F) is weakly-(∗)measurable

with P being the space of probability measures defined on the phase space

F =

{
ϱ,u, ϑ,Du,Dϑ

∣∣∣∣ ϱ ≥ 0, ϑ ≥ 0,u ∈ Rd,Du ∈ Rd×d
sym,Dϑ ∈ Rd

}
.

• Compatibility condition

−
∫ T

0

∫
Ωf

⟨Vt,x; u⟩ · divxTdxdt =

∫ T

0

∫
Ωf

⟨Vt,x; Du⟩ : Tdxdt,

−
∫ T

0

∫
Ωf

⟨Vt,x; ϑ−Θ⟩ · divxΦdxdt =

∫ T

0

∫
Ωf

⟨Vt,x; Dϑ −∇xΘ⟩ ·Φdxdt (5.1)

for any T ∈ C1([0, T ]×Ωf ;Rd×d
sym), Φ ∈ C1([0, T ]×Ωf ;Rd) and Θ ∈ C1([0, T ]×Ωf ), Θ|∂Ωf = ϑB.
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• Continuity equation∫
Ωf

⟨Vτ,x; ϱ⟩ ϕ(τ, ·) dx−
∫
Ωf

⟨V0,x; ϱ⟩ ϕ(0, ·) dx =

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

(⟨Vt,x; ϱ⟩ ∂tϕ+ ⟨Vt,x; ϱu⟩ · ∇xϕ) dxdt

(5.2)

for a.a. τ ∈ (0, T ) and any ϕ ∈ C1([0, T ]× Ωf ).

• Momentum equation∫
Ωf

⟨Vτ,x; ϱu⟩ ·Φ(τ, ·) dx−
∫
Ωf

⟨V0,x; ϱu⟩ ·Φ(0, ·) dx

=

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

(⟨Vt,x; ϱu⟩ · ∂tΦ+ ⟨Vt,x; ϱu⊗ u⟩ : ∇xΦ+ ⟨Vt,x; p(ϱ, ϑ)⟩ divxΦ) dxdt

−
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

⟨Vt,x; S(Du)⟩ : ∇xΦdxdt+

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

∇xΦ : dR(t)dt (5.3)

for a.a. τ ∈ (0, T ) and any Φ ∈ C1
c ([0, T ]× Ωf ;Rd) with the Reynolds defect measure

R ∈ L∞(0, T ;M(Ωf ;Rd×d
sym)).

• Entropy inequality∫
Ωf

⟨Vτ,x; ϱs(ϱ, ϑ)⟩ · ϕ(τ, ·) dx−
∫
Ωf

⟨V0,x; ϱs(ϱ, ϑ)⟩ · ϕ(0, ·) dx

≥
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

(
⟨Vt,x; ϱs(ϱ, ϑ)⟩ ∂tϕ+

〈
Vt,x; ϱs(ϱ, ϑ)u− κDϑ

ϑ

〉
· ∇xϕ

)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

〈
Vt,x;

1

ϑ

(
S(Du) : Du +

κ|Dϑ|2

ϑ

)〉
ϕ dxdt (5.4)

for a.a. τ ∈ (0, T ) and any ϕ ∈ C1
c ([0, T ]× Ωf ), ϕ ≥ 0.

• Ballistic energy inequality: For any

Θ ∈ C1([0, T ]× Ωf ), inf Θ > 0, Θ|∂Ωf = ϑB, (5.5)

there exists a dissipation defect measure

BΘ ∈ L∞(0, T ;M+(Ωf ))

such that∫
Ωf

〈
Vτ,x;

1

2
ϱ|u|2 + ϱe(ϱ, ϑ)−Θ(τ, ·)ϱs(ϱ, ϑ)

〉
dx+

∫
Ωf

dBΘ(τ)

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

〈
Vt,x;

1

ϑ

(
S(Du) : Du +

κ|Dϑ|2

ϑ

)〉
Θdxdt
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≤
∫
Ωf

〈
V0,x;

1

2
ϱ|u|2 + ϱe(ϱ, ϑ)−Θ(0, ·)ϱs(ϱ, ϑ)

〉
dx

−
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

(
⟨Vt,x; ϱs(ϱ, ϑ)⟩ ∂tΘ+ ⟨Vt,x; ϱs(ϱ, ϑ)u⟩ · ∇xΘ−

〈
Vt,x;

κDϑ

ϑ

〉
· ∇xΘ

)
dxdt (5.6)

and ∣∣∣ ∫
Ωf

∇xΦ : dR(τ)
∣∣∣ <∼ ∥Φ∥C1(Ωf )

∫
Ωf

dBΘ(τ) for any Φ ∈ C1(Ωf ). (5.7)

5.2 Weak convergence

In this section we consider the limit process with ∆t, h, ε → 0. Thanks to uniform bounds (3.10a) and
the Fundamental Theorem on Young measure [1] we obtain that, up to a subsequence, the numerical
solutions {ϱh,uh, ϑh,Dh(uh),∇Eϑh}∆t,h,ε↘0 in the limit for ∆t, h, ε → 0 generate a Young measure
{Vt,x}(t,x)∈(0,T )×Ωf , whose support satisfies

supp[Vt,x] ⊂
{
ϱ,u, ϑ,Du,Dϑ

∣∣∣∣ 0 < ϱ ≤ ϱ ≤ ϱ, 0 < ϑ ≤ ϑ ≤ ϑ, u ∈ Rd,Du ∈ Rd×d
sym,Dϑ ∈ Rd

}
for a.a. (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×Ωf . The mapping Vt,x : (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×Ωf 7−→ P(F) is weakly-(∗) measurable.

Furthermore, we know from a priori bound (3.10d) that

uh → 0 strongly in L2((0, T )× Ωs;Rd), ϑh → ϑB strongly in L2((0, T )× Ωs;Rd). (5.8)

Combining with the density consistency (4.1a) we obtain

∂tϱ = 0 in D′((0, T )× Ωs) yielding ⟨Vt,x; ϱ⟩ = ϱs0 in Ωs for all t ∈ (0, T ). (5.9)

We let additionally

ϱs0 =

{
0 if ϑB = ϑB(t, x),

ϱs0(x) > 0 if ϑB = ϑB(x).
(5.10)

Consequently,

• the compatibility condition (5.1) can be derived as follows. Thanks to the uniform bounds (3.10)
and the projection errors (B.1), we obtain the compatibility condition on Td:

−
∫ T

0

∫
Td

⟨Vt,x; u⟩ · divxTdxdt =

∫ T

0

∫
Td

⟨Vt,x; Du⟩ : Tdxdt,

−
∫ T

0

∫
Td

⟨Vt,x; ϑ−Θ⟩ · divxΦdxdt =

∫ T

0

∫
Td

⟨Vt,x; Dϑ −∇xΘ⟩ ·Φdxdt

(5.11)

for any T ∈ C1([0, T ] × Td;Rd×d
sym), Φ ∈ C1([0, T ] × Td;Rd) and Θ ∈ C1([0, T ] × Ωf ), Θ|Ωs = ϑB.

Combining with (5.8) we have

⟨Vt,x; Du⟩ = 0, ⟨Vt,x; Dϑ⟩ = ∇xϑB in Ωs for all t ∈ (0, T ).
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Hence, combining (5.11) with∫ T

0

∫
Ωs

⟨Vt,x; u⟩ · divxTdxdt =

∫ T

0

∫
Ωs

⟨Vt,x; Du⟩ : Tdxdt = 0,∫ T

0

∫
Ωs

⟨Vt,x; ϑ−Θ⟩ · divxΦdxdt =

∫ T

0

∫
Ωs

⟨Vt,x; Dϑ −∇xΘ⟩ ·Φdxdt = 0

we have the compatibility condition (5.1).

• the continuity equation (5.2) follows from the density argument for the test functions and (5.10),
i.e.

lim
∆t,h,ε→0

([∫
Ωs

ϱhϕ dx

]t=τ

t=0

−
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

ϱh∂tϕ dxdt

)
= 0, lim

∆t,h,ε→0

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

ϱhuh · ∇xϕ dxdt = 0.

• the momentum equation (5.3) and entropy inequality (5.4) are directly obtained by applying the
density argument for the test functions. We note that

R(t) = ϱu⊗ u− ⟨Vt,x; ϱu⊗ u⟩ ∈ L∞(0, T ;M(Ωf ;Rd×d
sym)),

and ϱhuh ⊗ uh −→ ϱu⊗ u weakly in L∞(0, T ;M(Ωf ;Rd×d
sym)) as (h,∆t, ε) → 0.

• the ballistic energy inequality (5.6) can be derived as follows. Specifically, it is easy to check

1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 +

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2

ϑh

)
dxdt ≥ 0,

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

Θ

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh dxdt ≥ 0,

lim
∆t,h,ε→0

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

κΘ

ϑhϑ
out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 dxdt ≥
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

κ

ϑB
|∇xϑB|2 dxdt,

lim
∆t,h,ε→0

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

ϱhsh∂tΘdxdt = 0, lim
∆t,h,ε→0

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

ϱhshuh · ∇xΘdxdt = 0,

lim
∆t,h,ε→0

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

κ

ϑh
∇Eϑh · ∇xΘdxdt =

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

κ

ϑB
|∇xϑB|2 dxdt,

lim
∆t,h,ε→0

∫
Ωs

(
1

2
ϱ0h|u0

h|2 + cvϱ
0
hϑ

0
h − ϱ0hs

0
hΘ(0, ·)

)
dx =

∫
Ωs

(cvϱ
s
0ϑB − ϱs0s(ϱ

s
0, ϑB(0, ·))ϑB(0, ·)) dx,

lim
∆t,h,ε→0

∫
Ωs

(
1

2
ϱh|uh|2 + cvϱhϑh − ϱhshΘ

)
(τ, ·) dx =

∫
Ωs

(cvϱ
s
0ϑB − ϱs0s(ϱ

s
0, ϑB)ϑB) dx

and

lim
∆t,h,ε→0

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

(
κΘ

ϑhϑ
out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 +
Θ

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh

)
dxdt

≥
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

〈
Vt,x;

1

ϑ

(
S(Du) : Du +

κ|Dϑ|2

ϑ

)〉
Θdxdt,

lim
∆t,h,ε→0

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

(
ϱhsh∂tΘ+ ϱhshuh · ∇xΘ− κ

ϑh
∇Eϑh · ∇xΘ

)
dxdt
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=

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

(
⟨Vt,x; ϱs(ϱ, ϑ)⟩ ∂tΘ+ ⟨Vt,x; ϱs(ϱ, ϑ)u⟩ · ∇xΘ−

〈
Vt,x;

κDϑ

ϑ

〉
· ∇xΘ

)
dxdt,

lim
∆t,h,ε→0

∫
Ωf

(
1

2
ϱ0h|u0

h|2 + cvϱ
0
hϑ

0
h − ϱ0hs

0
hΘ(0, ·)

)
dx =

∫
Ωf

〈
V0,x;

1

2
ϱ|u|2 + ϱe(ϱ, ϑ)−Θϱs(ϱ, ϑ)

〉
dx,

lim
∆t,h,ε→0

∫
Ωf

(
1

2
ϱh|uh|2 + cvϱhϑh − ϱhshΘ

)
(τ, ·) dx

=

∫
Ωf

dBΘ(τ) +

∫
Ωf

〈
Vτ,x;

1

2
ϱ|u|2 + ϱe(ϱ, ϑ)−Θϱs(ϱ, ϑ)

〉
dx

with

BΘ(τ) :=
1

2
ϱ|u|2 −

〈
Vτ,x;

1

2
ϱ|u|2

〉
∈ L∞(0, T ;M+(Ωf ))

and ϱh|uh|2 −→ ϱ|u|2 weakly in L∞(0, T ;M+(Ωf )) as (∆t, h, ε) → 0.

Collecting the above formulae and (5.10) we obtain the ballistic energy inequality (5.6).

Summarizing the obtained results we have derived the following convergence theorem.

Theorem 5.2. (Weak convergence) Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution obtained by the finite
volume scheme (2.4) with (∆t, h, ε) ∈ (0, 1)3 and −1 < α < 1. Let the numerical density ϱh and
temperature ϑh be uniformly bounded, i.e. there exist ϱ, ϱ, ϑ, ϑ such that

0 < ϱ ≤ ϱh ≤ ϱ, 0 < ϑ ≤ ϑh ≤ ϑ uniformly for ∆t, h, ε → 0.

Then, up to a subsequence, the family {ϱh,uh, ϑh,Dh(uh),∇Eϑh}∆t,h,ε↘0 generates a Young measure
{Vt,x}(t,x)∈(0,T )×Ωf in the limit as ∆t, h, ε → 0 such that h3/ε → 0. Here {Vt,x} is a DMV solution of
the Dirichlet problem (1.1)–(1.2) in the sense of Definition 5.1.

5.3 Strong convergence

In this section we study the convergence of the numerical approximations towards a strong solution.
From now on we focus on the time independent boundary condition, i.e. ϑB = ϑB(x), for simplicity. To
begin, we first introduce the class of a strong solution of the NSF system (1.1), see [26, 25] and [7].

Definition 5.3 (Strong solution). Let Ωf ⊂ Rd, d = 2, 3, be a bounded domain with a smooth boundary
∂Ωf ∈ Ck. Let the initial/boundary data (ϱ0,u0, ϑ0, ϑB) satisfy

(ϱ0,u0, ϑ0) ∈ W k,2(Rd+2), ϑB|∂Ωf ∈ W k+1/2,2(∂Ωf ),

∇xp(ϱ0, ϑB) = divxS(D(u0)), divxq(ϑB) = S(D(u0)) : D(u0)− p(ϱ0, ϑB)divxu0 for x ∈ ∂Ωf .
(5.12)

We say that (ϱ,u, ϑ) is the strong solution of the Navier–Stokes-Fourier problem (1.1) if

ϱ ∈ C(0, T ;W k,2(Ωf )) ∩ C1(0, T ;W k−1,2(Ωf )),

u ∈ C(0, T ;W k,2(Ωf ;Rd)) ∩ L2(0, T ;W k+1,2(Ωf ;Rd)) ∩W 1,2(0, T ;W k−1,2(Ωf ;Rd)),

ϑ ∈ C(0, T ;W k,2(Ωf )) ∩ L2(0, T ;W k+1,2(Ωf )) ∩W 1,2(0, T ;W k−1,2(Ωf )), k ≥ 4

(5.13)

and equations (1.1) are satisfied pointwise.
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Remark 5.4. Applying the Sobolev embedding theorem we have (ϱ,u, ϑ) ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 2,∞(Ωf ;Rd+2)).
Furthermore, following the proof in [27, Lemma 2.1] we obtain ∂2

t (ϱ,u, ϑ) ∈ L2(0, T ;W k−3,2(Ωf ;Rd+2))
and ∂t(ϱ,u, ϑ) ∈ L∞(0, T ;W k−2,2(Ωf ;Rd+2)) ↪→↪→ L∞((0, T )× Ωf ;Rd+2).

Theorem 5.5. (Strong convergence) Let Ωf ⊂ Rd, d = 2, 3, be a bounded domain with a smooth
boundary ∂Ωf ∈ Ck, k ≥ 4. Let the initial/boundary data (ϱ0,u0, ϑ0, ϑB) satisfy (5.12). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh)
be a numerical solution obtained by the finite volume scheme (2.4) with (∆t, h, ε) ∈ (0, 1)3, −1 < α < 1.

Under the assumption

0 < ϱ ≤ ϱh ≤ ϱ, 0 < ϑ ≤ ϑh ≤ ϑ, |uh| ≤ u uniformly for ∆t, h, ε → 0

we have that the Dirichlet problem (1.1) admits a strong solution (ϱ,u, ϑ) in the sense of Definition 5.3.
Moreover, the FV solutions {ϱh,uh, ϑh}h,ε↘0 converge strongly in the following sense

ϱh −→ ϱ strongly in Lp((0, T )× Ωf ),

uh −→ u strongly in Lp((0, T )× Ωf ;Rd),

ϑh −→ ϑ strongly in Lp((0, T )× Ωf ) as ∆t, h, ε → 0

for any p ∈ [1,∞).

Proof. According to Theorem 5.2 we have the global existence of a DMV solution. Then, the global
existence of a strong solution (ϱ,u, ϑ) directly follows from the local existence of a strong solution proven
in [25, 26, 27] and the conditional regularity shown in [3]. Further, by the virtue of the weak-strong
uniqueness [5] we obtain the strong convergence of our numerical solutions.

Having shown the strong convergence of the penalization FV approximations (ϱh,uh, ϑh)∆t,h,ε↘0,
the next interesting question is to study the convergence rate. To this end, we first define a suitable
extension of the strong solution on Td.

Definition 5.6 (Extension of the strong solution). Let (ϱ,u, ϑ) be the strong solution of Dirichlet NSF
system (1.1) in the sense of Definition 5.3. We say that (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃) is the extension of the strong solution
(ϱ,u, ϑ) if

(ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)(t, x) =

{
(ϱs0, 0, ϑB) if x ∈ Ωs,

(ϱ, u, ϑ) if x ∈ Ωf ,
for any t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.14)

Here ϱs0 = ϱ0(x) is the initial extension given in (1.5d) such that ϱs0 ∈ W 2,∞(Ωs), ϱ̃0 ∈ W 1,∞(Td).

Remark 5.7. With the above definition and Remark 5.4 we obtain the following regularity of ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃:
(ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)|Ωs ∈ W 2,∞(Ωs;Rd+2) and (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃) ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 1,∞(Td;Rd+2)), ∂t(ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃) ∈ L∞((0, T ) ×
Td;Rd+2), ∂2

t (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃) ∈ L2((0, T )× Td;Rd+2).

6 Error estimates

In this section we analyze the error between a numerical solution (ϱh,uh, ϑh) of the penalty FV method
(2.4) and a target strong solution (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃) by means of the relative energy functional

RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
=

∫
Td

(
1

2
ϱh|uh − ũ|2 + EH

(
(ϱh, ϑh)|(ϱ̃, ϑ̃)

))
dx
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with

EH
(
(ϱ, ϑ)|(ϱ̃, ϑ̃)

)
= H

ϑ̃
(ϱ, ϑ)−

∂H
ϑ̃
(ϱ̃, ϑ̃)

∂ϱ
(ϱ− ϱ̃)−H

ϑ̃
(ϱ̃, ϑ̃) and HΘ(ϱ, ϑ) = ϱ(cvϑ−Θs(ϱ, ϑ)).

Remark 6.1. Under the assumption on the boundedness of the discrete density and temperature (3.9)
it holds that

RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
≈
∥∥∥(ϱh,uh, ϑh)− (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

∥∥∥2
L2(Td)

. (6.1)

Theorem 6.2 (Error estimates I). Let Ωf ⊂ Rd, d = 2, 3, be a bounded domain with a smooth
boundary ∂Ωf ∈ Ck, k ≥ 4. Let the initial/boundary data (ϱ0,u0, ϑ0, ϑB) satisfy (5.12). Suppose that
the NSF system (1.1) admits a strong solution (ϱ,u, ϑ) in the sense of Definition 5.3. Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be
a numerical solution obtained by the penalty FV method (2.4) with (∆t, h, ε) ∈ (0, 1)3 and 0 ≤ α < 1. In
addition, let the numerical density ϱh and temperature ϑh be uniformly bounded, i.e. there exist ϱ, ϱ, ϑ, ϑ
such that

0 < ϱ ≤ ϱh ≤ ϱ, 0 < ϑ ≤ ϑh ≤ ϑ uniformly for ∆t, h, ε → 0.

Then there exists a positive number

c = c
(
T, ϱ, ϱ, ϑ, ϑ, ∥(ϱ,u, ϑ)∥L∞(0,T ;W 2,∞(Ωf ;Rd+2)) , ∥∂t(ϱ,u, ϑ)∥L∞((0,T )×Ωf ;Rd+2) ,∥∥∂2

t (ϱ,u, ϑ)
∥∥
L2((0,T )×Ωf ;Rd+2)

, ∥(ϱs0, ϑB)∥W 2,∞(Ωs;R2)

)
such that it holds for any τ ∈ [0, T ]

RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
(τ) +

1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 + (ϑh − ϑB,h)

2
)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2 dxdt+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃|2 dxdt

≤ c(∆t+ h1+α + h(1−α)/2 + ε−1h3 + εh−1) ≤ c(∆t+ h(1−α)/2 + ε−1h3 + εh−1).

Consequently, we obtain the optimal error (∆t + h1/2) for the relative energy with α = 0 and ε = h2.
Furthermore, we have∥∥∥(ϱh,uh, ϑh)− (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T ;L2(Td;Rd+2))

+
∥∥∥(Dh(uh),∇Eϑh)− (D(ũ),∇xϑ̃)

∥∥∥
L2((0,T )×Td;R(d+1)×d)

<∼ ∆t1/2 + h(1−α)/4 + ε−1/2h3/2 + ε1/2h−1/2.

Proof. We present the main idea of the proof and postpone the technical details of calculations to
Appendix D.

Firstly, we derive the relative energy inequality, cf. (D.2), by summing the consistency formulations

(C.1a), (C.1b) and (4.2a), where the test functions are taken as

(
|ũ|2
2 − ∂H

ϑ̃
(ϱ̃,ϑ̃)

∂ϱ , ũ, ϑ̃

)
, respectively.

Secondly, we estimate the right-hand-side (RHS) of relative energy inequality (D.2), which includes
the consistency errors and the compatibility errors. We point out that the consistency errors esti-
mates stated in (C.1d), (C.1e), and (4.2b) require the test functions to be in the class of at least
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L∞(0, T ;W 2,∞(Td)), which is not satisfied by the strong solution (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃). We solve this problem by a
suitable mesh splitting as stated in Definition 5.6. Consequently, our aim is to control all RHS terms
either directly or by the left-hand-side terms, see Appendices D.2 and D.3.

Finally, we reach the desired version of the relative energy inequality, cf. (D.8). Applying Gronwall’s
lemma we finish the proof.

Remark 6.3. As a byproduct of Theorem 6.2 we obtain that our numerical approximations converge
strongly to the strong solution on its lifespan. This result holds under the assumption on the boundedness
of numerical density and temperature, cf. (3.9).

Theorem 6.4 (Error estimates II). Let Ωf ⊂ Rd, d = 2, 3, be a bounded domain with a smooth
boundary ∂Ωf ∈ Ck, k ≥ 4. Let the initial/boundary data (ϱ0,u0, ϑ0, ϑB) satisfy (5.12).

Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution obtained by the penalty FV method (2.4) with (∆t, h, ε) ∈
(0, 1)3 and −1 < α < 1. Under the assumption

0 < ϱ ≤ ϱh ≤ ϱ, 0 < ϑ ≤ ϑh ≤ ϑ, |uh| ≤ u uniformly for ∆t, h, ε → 0

we have

RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
(τ) +

1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 + (ϑh − ϑB,h)

2
)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2 dxdt+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃|2 dxdt

≤ c(∆t+ h1+α + h1−α + ε−1h3 + εh−1)

and∥∥∥(ϱh,uh, ϑh)− (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)
∥∥∥
L∞(0,T ;L2(Td;Rd+2))

+
∥∥∥(Dh(uh),∇Eϑh)− (D(ũ),∇xϑ̃)

∥∥∥
L2((0,T )×Td;R(d+1)×d)

≤ c(∆t1/2 + h(1+α)/2 + h(1−α)/2 + ε−1/2h3/2 + ε1/2h−1/2),

where

c = c
(
T, ϱ, ϱ, ϑ, ϑ, ∥(ϱ0,u0, ϑ0)∥W 4,2(Ωf ;Rd+2) , ∥ϑB∥W 9/2,2(∂Ωf ) , ∥(ϱ

s
0, ϑB)∥W 2,∞(Ωs;R2)

)
and (ϱ,u, ϑ) is the strong solution of the Dirichlet problem (1.1) in the sense of Definition 5.3. Moreover,
we obtain the optimal error (∆t + h) for the relative energy with α = 0 and ε = h2, which is improved
in comparison to Theorem 6.2.

Proof. The optimal first order convergence rate is improved in two aspects. Firstly, with |uh|
<∼ 1 we

improve the terms of order h(1−α)/2 to h1−α, which origins from E2(ϱhuh, ũ) and Iu,2, cf. (C.2) and
(D.5), respectively. The term E2(ϱhuh, ũ) can be now estimated as follows

|E2(ϱhuh, ũ)| =
1

4

∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
E

JuhK · n JϱhuhK JΠT ũK dSxdt

∣∣∣∣
<∼
∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
E

JuhK · n JϱhK {{uh}} JΠT ũK dSxdt

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
E

JuhK · n {{ϱh}} JuhK JΠT ũK dSxdt

∣∣∣∣
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<∼ h

(∫ τ

0

∫
E

JuhK2 dSxdt

)1/2(∫ τ

0

∫
E

JϱhK2 dSxdt

)1/2

+ h

∫ τ

0

∫
E

JuhK2 dSxdt
<∼ h1−α.

Moreover, thanks to the regularity of the strong solution u ∈ L2(0, T ;W 5,2(Ωf )), applying estimates
(B.3) – (B.5) we improve the estimate of the compatibility error Iu,2 as follows

|Iu,2| =
∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
Td

uh · (divT ΠW S̃− divhΠT S̃) dxdt
∣∣∣∣

<∼ h ∥u∥L1(0,T ;W 3,2(Ωf ;Rd)) ∥uh∥L∞(0,T ;L2(Td;Rd)) + h−1 ∥ũ∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td;Rd))

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|uh|dxdt

<∼ h+ h−1

(∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC,1

h

h|∇huh| dxdt+
∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC,2

h

|uh|dxdt

)
<∼ h(1−α) + h+ δ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td) +

ε

h
+ δ

∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
.

Here ΩC,1
h (resp. ΩC,2

h ) is obtained by shifting ΩC
h one cell (resp. two cells) towards Ωs. We note that

we have used ΩC,2
h ⊂ ΩC,1

h ⊂ Ωs
h for the last inequality.

Secondly, we improve the term of order hα+1 + hα
∫ τ
0 RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt to h1+α, which

origins from E3(ϱhuh, ϕ). Applying |uh|
<∼ 1 together with (2.2) and (B.3c) we get a new estimate:

|E3(ϱhuh, ũ)| = hα+1

∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
Td

ϱhuh ·∆hΠT ũ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ hα+1

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|∆hΠT ũ|dxdt
<∼ h1+α.

Consequently, we do not need the constraint of α ≥ 0 and complete the proof.

Remark 6.5. We point out that our previous result [2, Theorem 5.2] can be improved by controlling Rs

with Ds, cf. (C.4). Specifically, letting Ωf ≡ Td we obtain for the NSF system with periodic boundary
conditions the following results:

• Under the same condition as Theorem 6.2 it holds

RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
(τ) +

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2 dxdt+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃|2 dxdt

≤ c(∆t+ h1+α + h(1−α)/2) for α ∈ (−1, 1).

Consequently, taking α = −1/3 we obtain the optimal error (∆t+ h2/3) for the relative energy.

• Under the assumption of Theorem 6.4 it holds

RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
(τ) +

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2 dxdt+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃|2 dxdt

≤ c(∆t+ h1+α + h1−α) for α ∈ (−1, 1).

Consequently, taking α = 0 we obtain the optimal error (∆t+ h) for the relative energy.
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[12] E. Feireisl and A. Novotný. Navier-Stokes-Fourier system with general boundary conditions. Comm.
Math. Phys., 386:975–1010, 2021.

[13] C. Févrière, J. Laminie, P. Poullet and Ph. Angot. On the penalty-projection method for the Navier-
Stokes equations with the MAC mesh. Comput. Appl. Math., 226:228–245, 2009.

25



[14] R. Glowinski, T.-W. Pan and J. Périaux. A fictitious domain method for Dirichlet problem and
applications. Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg., 111(3):283–303, 1994.

[15] R. Glowinski, T.-W. Pan and J. Périaux. A fictitious domain method for external incompressible vis-
cous flow modeled by Navier–Stokes equations. Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg., 112(1):133–
148, 1994.

[16] J. S. Hesthaven. A stable penalty method for the compressible Navier–Stokes equations. II. One-
dimensional domain decomposition schemes. SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 18(3):658–685, 1997.

[17] J. S. Hesthaven. A stable penalty method for the compressible Navier–Stokes equations. III. Multi-
dimensional domain decomposition schemes. SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 20(1):62–93, 1998.
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A Proof of the positivity of density and temperature

In this section we prove the positivity of density and temperature. To this end, we present firstly the
corresponding renormalized equations. Specifically, they are the renormalized continuity equation [10,
Lemma 8.3] and the renormalized internal energy equation [18, Lemma 3.3]. To begin, we introduce the
notation

Ef (v1|v2) = f(v1)− f ′(v2)(v1 − v2)− f(v2), f ∈ C1(R).

Lemma A.1 (Renormalized continuity equation [10, Lemma 8.3]). Let (ϱh,uh) satisfy (2.4a). Then for
any ϕh ∈ Qh and any function B ∈ C1(R) we have∫

Td

DtB(ϱh)ϕh dx−
∫
E
Up[B(ϱh),uh] · JϕhK dSx +

∫
Td

ϕh (ϱhB
′(ϱh)−B(ϱh)) divhuh dx

= − 1

∆t

∫
Td

ϕhEB (ϱ◁h|ϱh) dx− hα
∫
E

JϱhK
q
B′(ϱh)ϕh

y
dSx −

∫
E
| {{uh}} · n|ϕdown

h EB

(
ϱuph |ϱdown

h

)
dSx.

(A.1)

Lemma A.2 (Renormalized internal energy equation [18, Lemma 3.3]). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) satisfy equation
(2.4). Then for any ϕh ∈ Qh, and any function χ ∈ C1(R) it holds

cv

∫
Td

Dt(ϱhχ(ϑh))ϕh dx− cv

∫
E
Up[ϱhχ(ϑh),uh] · JϕhK dSx +

∫
E

κ

h
JϑhK

q
χ′(ϑh)ϕh

y
dSx

=

∫
Td

(Sh − phI) : ∇huhχ
′(ϑh)ϕh dx− cv

∆t

∫
Td

ϱ◁hϕhEχ (ϑ
◁
h|ϑh) dx

− cvh
ε

∫
E

(
JϱhK

q(
χ(ϑh)− χ′(ϑh)ϑh

)
ϕh

y
+ JϱhϑhK

q
χ′(ϑh)ϕh

y)
dSx

− cv

∫
E
| {{uh}} · n|ϕdown

h ϱuph Eχ

(
ϑup
h |ϑdown

h

)
dSx −

1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)χ
′(ϑh)ϕh dx. (A.2)

Remark A.3. Considering ϱ and p as the independent variables, e.g., ϑ = p/ϱ, we know that

∇ϱ (ϱχ(ϑ)) = χ(ϑ)− χ′(ϑ)ϑ, ∇p (ϱχ(ϑ)) = χ′(ϑ),

which leads to the following identity∫
E

(
JϱhK

q(
χ(ϑh)− χ′(ϑh)ϑh

)
ϕh

y
+ JϱhϑhK

q
χ′(ϑh)ϕh

y)
dSx

=

∫
E
(JϱhK J∇ϱ(ϱhχ(ϑh))ϕhK + JphK J∇p(ϱhχ(ϑh))ϕhK) dSx.

Furthermore, setting χ(ϑ) = ([ϑ]−)2 it holds JϱhK J∇ϱ(ϱhχ(ϑh))ϕhK + JphK J∇p(ϱhχ(ϑh))K ≥ 0.

A.1 Proof of Lemma 3.1

We proceed to analyze the positivity of density and temperature. For this purpose, viewing (ϱ, ϑ) as
the independent variables we continuously extend the pressure to the non-physical temperature regime
(ϑ ≤ 0) as in our previous paper [9]

p = ϱϑ for ϑ > 0 and p = 0 for ϑ ≤ 0. (A.3)
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We point out that Lemma 3.1 (or Lemma A.4) confirms that our numerical approximations ϱh and ϑh

are always located in the physical regime, i.e. ϱh > 0 and ϑh > 0.

Lemma A.4 (Positivity of density and temperature). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution of the
FV method (2.4). Then it holds

ϱh(t) > 0, ϑh(t) > 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ).

Note that ϱ0h > 0 and ϑ0
h > 0 follow from the positivity of the data ϱ̃0 > 0 and ϑ̃0 > 0.

Proof. The proof of ϱh > 0 has already been shown in [10, Lemma 11.2] by means of renormalized
continuity equation (A.1). In what follows we concentrate on the positivity of ϑh.

Setting ϕh = 1 and χ(ϑ) = 1
2([ϑ]

−)2 in (A.2) and recalling Remark A.3 we obtain

cv

∫
Td

Dt(ϱhχ(ϑh)) dx = −
∫
E

κ

h
JϑhK

q
χ′(ϑh)

y
dSx +

∫
Td

(Sh − phI) : ∇huhχ
′(ϑh) dx

− cv
∆t

∫
Td

ϱ◁hEχ (ϑ
◁
h|ϑh)ϕh dx− cv

∫
E
| {{uh}} · n|ϕdown

h ϱuph Eχ

(
ϑup
h |ϑdown

h

)
dSx

− 1

ε

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)χ
′(ϑh) dx− cvh

ε

∫
E
(JϱhK J∇ϱ (ϱhχ(ϑh))K + JphK J∇p (ϱhχ(ϑh))K) dSx. (A.4)

It is easy to check that

χ′(ϑ) =

{
0 if ϑ ≥ 0,

ϑ if ϑ < 0.

Hence, χ(ϑ) is a C1(R)-convex function satisfying

JϑhK
q
χ′(ϑh)

y
≥ 0, χ′(ϑ) ≤ 0, χ′(ϑ)p(ϱ, ϑ) ≡ 0, χ′(ϑ)(ϑ− ϑB) ≥ 0.

Recalling that Sh : ∇huh = 2µ|Dhuh|2 + λ|divhuh|2, Eχ is convex and Remark A.3, we know that all
terms on the right-hand-side of (A.4) are nonpositive. Consequently, we obtain∫

Td

Dt (ϱhχ(ϑh)) dx ≤ 0,

which implies ϑh ≥ 0 provided ϑ◁
h ≥ 0.

To conclude the proof it remains to show that ϑh ̸= 0, which we prove by contradiction. Given ϑ◁
h > 0

we assume that there exists an element K such that ϑh

∣∣
K

= 0. Then with the definition of pressure

(A.3) we have ph
∣∣
K

= 0 and the internal energy equation (2.4c) directly gives

− cv
∆t

(ϱ◁hϑ
◁
h)K + cv

∑
σ∈∂K

|σ|
|K|

(ϱhϑh)
out
(
[uh · n]− − hα

)
− κ

h2

∑
σ∈∂K

|σ|
|K|

ϑout
h

= 2µ|Dh(uh)|2K + λ|divhuh|2K +
1Ωs

h

ε
ϑB,h|K ,

leading to the negativity of the left-hand-side and the non-negativity of the right-hand-side. That is a
contradiction and concludes the proof.
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B Some useful estimates

In this section we prove some estimates which will be useful for the convergence analysis and error
estimates, i.e. Appendices C and D. We start by recalling the projection error of the discrete differential
operators

|JΠT ϕK| <∼ h ∥∇xϕ∥L∞(Td) , ∥ΠT ϕ− ϕ∥L∞(Td)
<∼ h ∥∇xϕ∥L∞(Td) , ∥∇EΠT ϕ∥L∞(Td)

<∼ ∥∇xϕ∥L∞(Td)

(B.1)
for any ϕ ∈ W 1,∞(Td), cf. [10]. Further, the following discrete integration by parts formulae hold∫

Td

rhdivhvh dx = −
∫
Td

∇hrh · vh dx, (B.2a)∫
Td

∆hrh · fh dx = −
∫
Td

∇Erh · ∇Efh dx =

∫
Td

rh ·∆hfh dx, (B.2b)∫
Td

rhdivxΦdx =

∫
Td

rhdivT ΠWΦdx = −
∫
Td

∇Erh ·ΠWΦdx (B.2c)

for any rh, fh ∈ Qh and Φ ∈ W 1,1(Td;Rd), see the preliminary chapter of Feireisl et al. [10]. Note that
ΠW is a projection operator given by

ΠW = (Π
(1)
W , · · · ,Π(d)

W ), Π
(i)
W ϕ(x) =

∑
σ∈Ei

1Dσ(x)

|σ|

∫
σ
ϕ dSx for any ϕ ∈ W 1,1(Td)

and divT is a discrete divergence operator given by

divT Φh =
d∑

i=1

ð(i)T Φi,h, ð(i)T Φi,h|K =
Φi,h|σi+

K
− Φi,h|σi−

K

h
,

where Φh = (Φi,h, . . . ,Φd,h)
T , σi−

K and σi+
K are respectively the left and right faces of an element K that

are orthogonal to the canonical basis vector ei.
Next, we present the properties of the extended strong solution (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃) defined in (5.14).

Lemma B.1. Let (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃) be the extended strong solution defined in (5.14). Then there hold

|ũ| <∼ ∥ũ∥W 1,∞(Td) h on ΩC
h ; |∇h(ΠT ũ)|+ |∇E(ΠT ũ)|+ |∆hΠT ũ| = 0 on ΩO

h , (B.3a)

|∇h(ΠT f)|+ |divh(ΠT f)|+ |∇E(ΠT f)|+ |ΠW (∇xf)|
<∼ ∥f∥W 1,∞(Td) on Td, (B.3b)

|∆hΠT f |
<∼

{
∥f∥W 2,∞(Ωf ) + ∥f∥W 2,∞(Ωs) on Td \ ΩC

h ,

∥f∥W 1,∞(Td) h
−1 on ΩC

h ,
(B.3c)

∫
Td

|v (∇xf −Df)|dx <∼ h

∫
Td

|v| dx+

∫
ΩC

h

|v| dx, Df = ΠW∇xf,∇EΠT f,∇hΠT f, (B.3d)

∥∇huh −∇xũ∥L2(Td)
<∼ h+ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥L2(Td) , (B.3e)

where f = ϱ̃, ũ or ϑ̃.
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Proof. Estimates (B.3a) – (B.3c) directly follow from the definition of (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃). Further, combining the
interpolation error and (B.3b) we obtain∫

Td

|v (∇xf −Df)|dx =

∫
ΩO

h ∪ΩC
h ∪ΩI

h

|v (∇xf −Df)|dx

<∼ h
(
∥f∥W 2,∞(Ωf ) + ∥f∥W 2,∞(Ωs)

)∫
ΩO

h ∪ΩI
h

|v| dx+ ∥f∥W 1,∞(Td)

∫
ΩC

h

|v| dx <∼ h

∫
Td

|v|dx+

∫
ΩC

h

|v|dx.

Moreover, considering v = ∇xf −Df in the above estimate we obtain

∥∇hΠT ũ−∇xũ∥L2(Td;Rd) + ∥Dh(ΠT ũ)− D(ũ)∥L2(Td;Rd×d)
<∼ h.

Further, recalling (3.8) and thanks to the above estimate we obtain

∥∇huh −∇xũ∥L2(Td)
<∼ ∥∇hΠT ũ−∇xũ∥L2(Td) + ∥∇h(uh −ΠT ũ)∥L2(Td)

<∼ h+ ∥Dh(uh −ΠT ũ)∥L2(Td)
<∼ h+ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥L2(Td) + ∥Dh(ΠT ũ)− D(ũ)∥L2(Td)

<∼ h+ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥L2(Td)

and finish the proof.

Next, we estimate the numerical approximations (ϱh,uh, ϑh) on the outer domain Ωs
h, on the strip

area ΩC
h , and finally on the whole domain Td.

Lemma B.2. Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution obtained by the FV scheme (2.4) with (∆t, h, ε) ∈
(0, 1)3 and α > −1. Let δ > 0 be an arbitrary constant. Then for any τ ∈ [0, T ] the following hold∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ωs

|uh|dxdt ≤
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

|uh|dxdt
<∼ δh

∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
+

ε

δ
, (B.4a)

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

|uh| dxdt
<∼
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

|uh|dxdt
<∼ δ

∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
+

ε

δ
, (B.4b)

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

|ϑh − ϑB,h|dxdt
<∼ δh

∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
+

ε

δ
, (B.4c)

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

|ϑh − ϑB,h|dxdt
<∼ δ

∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
+

ε

δ
. (B.4d)

In addition, let assumption (3.9) hold, then∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

|uh|dxdt
<∼ h1/2ε1/2,

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

|ϑh − ϑB,h| dxdt
<∼ min(h1/2ε1/2, h), (B.4e)∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

|uh| dxdt
<∼ ε1/2,

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

|ϑh − ϑB,h| dxdt
<∼ ε1/2. (B.4f)
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Proof. Firstly, we get the first estimate of (B.4a) and (B.4b) respectively from the fact that Ωs
h \ Ωs ⊂

Ωs
h \ ΩO

h and Ωs ⊂ Ωs
h stated in (2.1).

For the second estimate of (B.4a) and (B.4b) we apply Young’s inequality, i.e.∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

|uh|dxdt ≤
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

(
δh

2ε
|uh|2 +

ε

2δh

)
dxdt

≤ δh

2ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

|uh|2 dxdt+
∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

ε

2δh
dxdt

<∼ δh
∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs

h)

ε
+

ε

δ
,

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

|uh|dxdt ≤
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
δ

2ε
|uh|2 +

ε

2δ

)
dxdt

<∼ δ
∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs

h)

ε
+

ε

δ
.

The same process applies to ϑh − ϑB,h that yields (B.4c) and (B.4d).
Further, letting δ = (ε/h)1/2 in (B.4a) and (B.4c), we directly obtain (B.4e) from assumption (3.9)

and the uniform bounds (3.10b). Setting δ = ε1/2 in (B.4b) and (B.4d) leads to (B.4f), which completes
the proof.

Lemma B.3. Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution obtained by the FV scheme (2.4) with (∆t, h, ε) ∈
(0, 1)3 and α > −1. Let δ > 0 be an arbitrary constant. Then the following holds∫

ΩC
h

|uh|dx
<∼ h+RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
, (B.5a)∫

ΩC
h

|uh|2 dx
<∼ h3 +RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
, (B.5b)∫

ΩC
h

|Dh(uh)|dx
<∼ h

δ
+ δ

∫
ΩC

h

|Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2 dx, (B.5c)∫
ΩC

h

|∇Eϑh|dx
<∼ h

δ
+ δ

∫
ΩC

h

|∇hϑh −∇xϑ̃|2 dx. (B.5d)

Further, we have∫
ΩC

h

|∇huh| dx
<∼ h

δ
+ δ

∫
ΩC

h

|∇huh −∇xũ|2 dx
<∼ h

δ
+ δ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2(Td) . (B.5e)

Proof. By triangular inequality, Young’s inequality, (2.2), (6.1), and (B.3a) we obtain (B.5a) and (B.5b):∫
ΩC

h

|uh| dx ≤
∫
ΩC

h

|uh − ũ| dx+

∫
ΩC

h

|ũ|dx <∼
∫
ΩC

h

(
|uh − ũ|2 + 1

)
dx+

∫
ΩC

h

|ũ| dx

<∼
∫
ΩC

h

|uh − ũ|2 dx+ (1 + h)
∣∣ΩC

h

∣∣ <∼ h+RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
,∫

ΩC
h

|uh|2 dx
<∼
∫
ΩC

h

|uh − ũ|2 dx+

∫
ΩC

h

|ũ|2 dx <∼ h3 +RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
.

Analogously, applying Young’s inequality to Dh(uh), |∇Eϑh| and ∇huh, we obtain (B.5c) – (B.5e),
respectively. For the last inequality of (B.5e) we have used (B.3e).
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C Proof of the consistency formulation

In this section we prove the consistency formulation and estimate the consistency errors, cf. Lemmas
4.1 and 4.2. To begin, we recall the consistency formulation of our previous paper [4, Lemma 4.5].

Lemma C.1 ([4, Lemma 4.5]). Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution obtained by the FV scheme (2.4)
with (∆t, h, ε) ∈ (0, 1)3, −1 < α < 1. Let assumption (3.9) hold.

Then for any τ ∈ [tn, tn+1), n = 0, 1, · · · , NT it holds[∫
Td

ϱhϕ dx

]t=τ

t=0

=

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(ϱh∂tϕ+ ϱhuh · ∇xϕ) dxdt+ eϱ(ϕ) (C.1a)

for any ϕ ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 2,∞(Td)), ∂tϕ ∈ L2((0, T )× Td), ∂2
t ϕ ∈ L2((0, T )× Td);[∫

Td

ϱhuh ·Φdx

]t=τ

t=0

=

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(ϱhuh · ∂tΦ+ ϱhuh ⊗ uh : ∇xΦ) dxdt− 1

ε

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Ωs

h

uh ·Φdx

−
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(Sh − phI) : ∇xΦdxdt+ ẽm(Φ) (C.1b)

for any Φ ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 2,∞(Td;Rd)), ∂tΦ ∈ L2((0, T )× Td;Rd), ∂2
tΦ ∈ L2((0, T )× Td;Rd);[∫

Td

ϱhshϕ dx

]t=τ

t=0

≥
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

ϱhsh(∂tϕ+ uh · ∇xϕ) dxdt−
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

κ

ϑh
∇Eϑh · ∇xϕ dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

κϕ

ϑout
h ϑh

|∇Eϑh|2 dxdt+
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

Sh : ∇huh
ϕ

ϑh
dxdt

− 1

ε

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
ϕ

ϑh
dxdt+ ẽs(ϕ) (C.1c)

for any ϕ ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 2,∞(Td)), ∂tϕ ∈ L2((0, T )× Td), ∂2
t ϕ ∈ L2((0, T )× Td), ϕ ≥ 0.

The consistency errors satisfying∣∣∣eϱ(ϕ)∣∣∣ ≤ Cϱ

(
∆t+ h+ h1−α + hα+1

)
, (C.1d)∣∣∣ẽm(Φ)

∣∣∣ ≤ Cm

(
∆t+ h+ h(1−α)/2 + hα+1

)
, (C.1e)∣∣∣ẽs(ϕ)∣∣∣ ≤ Cs

(
∆t+ h+ h1−α + h(1+α)/2

)
. (C.1f)

Here the constants Cϱ, Cm, Cs are independent of parameters ∆t, h, ε.

Remark C.2. Setting ϕh := ΠT ϕ and Φh := ΠT Φ, the above consistency errors can be defined in the
following way:

eϱ(ϕ) = Et(ϱh, ϕ) + EF (ϱh, ϕ),

ẽm(Φ) = Et(mh,Φ) + EF (mh,Φ) + Em,S(Φ) + Em,p(Φ),

ẽs(ϕ) = Et(ϱhsh, ϕ) + Es,F (ϱhsh, ϕ) + Es,∇xϑ(ϕ) + Es,res(ϕ),

32



where

Et(rh, ϕ) =

[∫
Td

rhϕ dx

]τ
t=0

−
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

rh∂tϕ dxdt−
∫ tn+1

0

∫
Td

Dtrhϕh dxdt,

EF (rh, ϕ) = −
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

rhuh · ∇xϕ dxdt+

∫ tn+1

0

∫
E
Fα
h (rh,uh) JϕhK dSxdt

= −
4∑

i=1

∫ tn+1

0
Ei(rh, ϕ)dt+

∫ tn+1

τ

∫
Td

rhuh · ∇xϕ dxdt,

Em,S(Φ) =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

Sh : ∇xΦdxdt−
∫ tn+1

0

∫
Td

Sh : ∇hΦh dxdt,

Em,p(Φ) = −
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

phdivxΦdxdt+

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Td

phdivhΦh dxdt,

Es,F (rh, ϕ) = −
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

rhuh · ∇xϕ dxdt+

∫ tn+1

0

∫
E
Up[rh,uh] JϕhK dSxdt

= −
3∑

i=1

∫ tn+1

0
Ei(rh, ϕ)dt+

∫ tn+1

τ

∫
Td

rhuh · ∇xϕ dxdt,

Es,∇xϑ(ϕ) = −
∫ tn+1

0

∫
E

JϕhK
{{

1

ϑh

}}
dSx +

∫ τ

0

∫
E
{{ϕh}}

JϑhK
ϑout
h ϑh

dSxdt

−
(∫ τ

0

∫
Td

κϕ

ϑout
h ϑh

|∇Eϑh|2 dxdt−
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

κ

ϑh
∇Eϑh · ∇xϕ dxdt

)
,

Es,res(ϕ) =

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Td

Rs(ϕh) dx

with Rs given in (3.4) and Ei(rh, ϕ) defined by

E1(rh, ϕ) =
1

2

∫
E
| {{uh}} · n| JrhK JϕhK dSx, E2(rh, ϕ) =

1

4

∫
E

JuhK · n JrhK JϕhK dSx,

E3(rh, ϕ) = −hα+1

∫
Td

rh∆hϕh dx, E4(rh, ϕ) =

∫
Td

rhuh ·
(
∇xϕ−∇hϕh

)
dx.

(C.2)

C.1 Proof of Lemma 4.1

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Choosing the test function in the consistency formulations (C.1b)–(C.1c) from the
class

Φ ∈ C2
c ([0, T ]× Ωf ;Rd), ϕ ∈ C2

c ([0, T ]× Ωf ) (C.3)

we directly obtain the consistency formulation of density (4.1a). Moreover, the consistency errors of the
formulations (4.1b)–(4.1c) read

em(Φ) = ẽm(Φ) + Em,ε(Φ), Em,ε(Φ) = −1

ε

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ωs

uh ·Φdxdt,
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es(ϕ) = ẽs(ϕ) + Es,ε(ϕ), Es,ε(ϕ) = −1

ε

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ωs

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
ϕ

ϑh
dxdt.

Due to the choice of the test functions stated in (C.3), we know that ϕ = O(h) and |Φ| = O(h) on
Ωs
h \ Ωs. Thanks to (B.4e) we finish the proof by estimating

|Em,ε(Φ)| <∼ h3/2ε−1/2, |Es,ε(ϕ)|
<∼ h3/2ε−1/2.

C.2 Proof of Lemma 4.2

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let τ ∈ [tn, tn+1). Realizing that
[∫

Td rh dx
]τ
0

=
∫ tn+1

0

∫
Td Dtrh dxdt, cf. [11,

(2.17)], we obtain from the ballistic energy balance (3.7) with ϕh = Θh := ΠT Θ that[∫
Td

(
1

2
ϱh|uh|2 + cvϱhϑh − ϱhshΘh

)
(t, ·) dx

]t=τ

t=0

+
1

ε

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 +

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2

ϑh

)
dxdt

+

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Td

(
κ {{Θh}}
ϑhϑ

out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 +
Θh

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh

)
dxdt+

∫ tn+1

0
Ds(Θh)dt

≤ −
∫ tn+1

0

∫
Td

(
ϱhshDtΘh + ϱhshuh · ∇hΘh − κ

{{
1

ϑh

}}
∇Eϑh · ∇EΘh

)
dxdt

+

∫ tn+1

0
RB(Θh) dt−

∫ tn+1

0
Rs(Θh) dt.

Recalling the estimates (3.12) and (3.13) we obtain∫ tn+1

0
|Rs(Θh)|dt ≤ C ′

Bh
α+1 +

1

2

∫ tn+1

0
Ds(Θh)dt, (C.4)

where c′B depends on ϱ, ϱ, ϑ, ϑ and ∥Θ∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td)). In view of the following estimates

1

ε

∫ tn+1

τ

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 +

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2

ϑh

)
dxdt ≥ 0,

∫ tn+1

τ

∫
Td

κ {{Θh}}
ϑhϑ

out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 dxdt ≥ 0,∫ tn+1

0

∫
Td

Θh

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh dxdt ≥

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

Θh

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh dxdt =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

Θ

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh dxdt,∫

Td

(ϱhshΘh) (t, ·) dx =

∫
Td

(ϱhshΘ) (t, ·) dx for any t ∈ [0, T ],

we have[∫
Td

(
1

2
ϱh|uh|2 + cvϱhϑh − ϱhshΘ

)
(t, ·) dx

]t=τ

t=0

+
1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 +

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2

ϑh

)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
κΘ

ϑhϑ
out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 +
Θ

ϑh
Sh : ∇huh

)
dxdt
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≤ −
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
ϱhsh∂tΘ+ ϱhshuh · ∇xΘ− κ

ϑh
∇Eϑh · ∇xΘ

)
dxdt+ eB(Θ) + C ′

Bh
α+1

with the consistency error eB(Θ) = EB,∇xϑ + EB,res +
∫ tn+1

0 RB(Θh) dt, and

EB,∇xϑ = κ

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

Θ− {{Θh}}
ϑhϑ

out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 dxdt,

EB,res =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
ϱhsh∂tΘ+ ϱhshuh · ∇xΘ− κ

1

ϑh
∇Eϑh · ∇xΘ

)
dxdt

−
∫ tn+1

0

∫
Td

(
ϱhshDtΘh + ϱhshuh · ∇hΘh − κ

{{
1

ϑh

}}
∇Eϑh · ∇EΘh

)
dxdt

=

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(ϱhsh(∂tΘ−DtΘh) + ϱhshuh · (∇xΘ−∇hΘh)) dxdt

− κ

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

({{
1

ϑh

}}
∇Eϑh · (∇xΘ−∇EΘh) +

(
1

ϑh
−
{{

1

ϑh

}})
∇Eϑh · ∇xΘ

)
dxdt

−
∫ tn+1

τ

∫
Td

(
ϱhshDtΘh + ϱhsh · uh∇hΘh − κ

{{
1

ϑh

}}
∇Eϑh · ∇EΘh

)
dxdt.

The rest is to estimate eB(Θh). Firstly, let us look at the
∫ τ
0 ·dt-terms. Due to Θ ∈ W 2,∞((0, T )×Td)

and assumption (3.9) we have∣∣∣ ∫ τ

0

∫
Td

κ(Θ− {{Θh}})
ϑhϑ

out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 dxdt
∣∣∣ <∼ h ∥Θ∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td)) ∥∇Eϑh∥L2((0,T )×Td) ,∣∣∣ ∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(ϱhsh(∂tΘ−DtΘh) + ϱhshuh · (∇xΘ−∇hΘh)) dxdt
∣∣∣ <∼ (∆t+ h) ∥Θ∥W 2,∞((0,T )×Td) ,∣∣∣ ∫ τ

0

∫
Td

κ

{{
1

ϑh

}}
∇Eϑh · (∇xΘ−∇EΘh) dxdt

∣∣∣ <∼ h ∥Θ∥L2(0,T ;W 2,2(Td)) ∥∇Eϑh∥L2((0,T )×Td) ,∣∣∣κ∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
1

ϑh
−
{{

1

ϑh

}})
∇Eϑh · ∇xΘdxdt

∣∣∣ <∼ h ∥Θ∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td)) ∥∇Eϑh∥2L2((0,T )×Td) .

Secondly, we estimate
∫ tn+1

τ ·dt-terms as follows

∣∣∣ ∫ tn+1

τ

∫
Td

(ϱhshDtΘh + ϱhshuh · ∇hΘh) dxdt
∣∣∣ <∼ ∆t ∥Θ∥W 1,∞((0,T )×Td) ,∣∣∣ ∫ tn+1

τ

∫
Td

κ

{{
1

ϑh

}}
∇Eϑh · ∇EΘh dxdt

∣∣∣ <∼ ∆t1/2 ∥∇Eϑh∥L2((0,T )×Td) ∥Θ∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td)) .

Finally, let us estimate the term
∫ tn+1

0 RB dt. Recalling [4, Appendix C] we have

∣∣∣ ∫ tn+1

0
RB,2(Θh)dt

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣ ∫ tn+1

0
E1(ϱhsh,Θ) + E2(ϱhsh,Θ)dt

∣∣∣ <∼ (h+ h1−α) ∥Θ∥L∞(0,T ;W 2,∞(Td)) .
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Realizing that Θ|Ωs = ϑB and Θh|ΩO
h
= ϑB,h and thanks to (B.4e) we obtain

|(Θh − ϑB,h)|(t, x)
<∼ h

(
∥Θ∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td)) + ∥ϑB∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td))

)
for any (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× ΩC

h ,∣∣∣1
ε

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Ωs

h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)(Θh − ϑB,h)

ϑh
dxdt

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣1
ε

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)(Θh − ϑB,h)

ϑh
dxdt

∣∣∣
<∼ h3/2ε−1/2.

Applying (3.10b) we obtain

∣∣∣∆t

∫ tn+1

0

∫
Td

Dt(ϱhsh) ·DtΘh dxdt
∣∣∣ <∼ ∆t

(
∥Dtϱh∥L2((0,T )×Td) + ∥Dtϑh∥L2((0,T )×Td)

)
<∼ (∆t)1/2.

Collecting above estimates we obtain (4.2b) and finish the proof.

D Proof of the error estimates

In this section we analyze the error estimates between the numerical approximations (ϱh,uh, ϑh) and
the strong solution (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃). In what follows we will firstly prove the error estimates for τ ∈ {tk,−}NT

k=0

and further for any τ ∈ [0, T ].

D.1 Relative energy inequality

Taking suitable test functions in the consistency formulation

(4.2a)|
Θ=ϑ̃

+ (C.1a)|
ϕ=

|ũ|2
2

−
∂H

ϑ̃
(ϱ̃,ϑ̃)

∂ϱ

− (C.1b)|ϕ=ũ

we obtain the following relative energy inequality[
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)]τ
0
+

1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 +

(ϑh − ϑB,h)
2

ϑh

)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

ϑ̃

ϑh

(
2µ |Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2 + λ |divhuh − divxũ|2

)
dxdt+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

κϑ̃

ϑhϑ
out
h

|∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃|2 dxdt

≤ RC +

9∑
i=1

Ri +Rε −R′
S −R′

ϑ −RS −Rϑ,

(D.1)
where

RC = eB(ϑ̃, τ) + C ′
Bh

α+1 + eϱ

(
1

2
|ũ|2 −

∂H
ϑ̃
(ϱ̃, ϑ̃)

∂ϱ
, τ

)
− ẽm(ũ, τ),

R1 = −
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

ϱh(sh − s̃)(uh − ũ) · ∇xϑ̃ dxdt, R2 = −
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

ϱh(uh − ũ)⊗ (uh − ũ) : ∇xũ dxdt,
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R3 =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

ϱh(ũ− uh)

ϱ̃

(
ϱ̃(∂tũ+ ũ · ∇xũ) +∇xp(ϱ̃)− divxS̃1Ωf

)
dxdt,

R4 =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

ϱh − ϱ̃

ϱ̃
(ũ− uh) · divxS̃1Ωf dxdt =

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

ϱh − ϱ̃

ϱ̃
(ũ− uh) · divxS̃dxdt,

R5 =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(p̃− ph − ∂ϱp̃(ϱ̃− ϱh)− ∂ϑp̃(ϑ̃− ϑh))divxũdxdt,

R6 = −
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
(ϱh − ϱ̃)(sh − s̃) + ϱ̃

(
sh − s̃− ∂ϱs̃(ϱh − ϱ̃)− ∂ϑs̃(ϑh − ϑ̃)

))
(∂tϑ̃+ ũ · ∇xϑ̃) dxdt,

R7 = −
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(ϑh − ϑ̃)

cvϱ̃

ϑ̃
(∂tϑ̃+ ũ · ∇xϑ̃) + ϱ̃divxũ− 1

ϑ̃

S̃ : ∇xũ+
κ
∣∣∣∇xϑ̃

∣∣∣2
ϑ̃

+ 1Ωf ϑ̃divx

(
κ∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
 dxdt,

R8 =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
1Ωf ũ · divxS̃+ S̃ : ∇xũ

)
dxdt, R9 =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

κ
∣∣∣∇xϑ̃

∣∣∣2
ϑ̃

+ 1Ωf ϑ̃divx

(
κ∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

) dxdt,

Rε =
1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

uh · ũ dxdt, R′
S =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
uh · divxS̃ 1Ωf +∇huh : S̃

)
dxdt,

R′
ϑ = κ

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
ϑh1Ωfdivx

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
+∇Eϑh ·

∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
dxdt,

RS =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

ϑ̃

ϑh

(
2µ

∣∣∣∣Dh(uh)−
ϑh

ϑ̃
D(ũ)

∣∣∣∣2 + λ

∣∣∣∣divhuh −
ϑh

ϑ̃
divxũ

∣∣∣∣2
)

dxdt

−
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

ϑ̃

ϑh

(
2µ |Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2 + λ |divhuh − divxũ|2

)
dxdt,

Rϑ = κ

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
ϑ2
hϑ

out
h − ϑ̃3

ϑ̃2ϑhϑ
out
h

∣∣∣∇xϑ̃
∣∣∣2 −∇Eϑh ·

∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃
+

2ϑ̃− ϑout
h

ϑhϑ
out
h

∇xϑ̃ · ∇Eϑh

)
dxdt.

Further, applying the definition of (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃), i.e.

∂tϱ̃ = 0, ∂tϑ̃ = 0 and ũ = 0 on Ωs, ϱ̃(∂tũ+ ũ · ∇xũ) +∇xp̃ = divxS̃ on Ωf ,

∂tϑ̃+ ũ · ∇xϑ̃+
ϑ̃

cv
divxũ =

1

cvϱ̃

S̃ : ∇xũ+
κ
∣∣∣∇xϑ̃

∣∣∣2
ϑ̃

+ ϑ̃divx

(
κ∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

) on Ωf ,

we obtain

R3 = −
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

ϱhuh

ϱ̃
· ∇xp̃dxdt, R7 = κ

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

(ϑh − ϑ̃)

∣∣∣∇xϑ̃
∣∣∣2

ϑ̃2
dxdt, R8 = 0,

R9 −R′
ϑ = κ

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
(∇xϑ̃−∇Eϑh) ·

∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃
+ (ϑ̃− ϑh)1Ωfdivx

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

))
dxdt.
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Together with divxũ = tr(D(ũ)),divhuh = tr(Dh(uh)), and (3.9) we reorganize the relative energy
inequality (D.1) as[

RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)]τ
0
+

1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 + (ϑh − ϑB,h)

2
)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2 dxdt+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃|2 dxdt

<∼ RC +R′
C +

7∑
i=1

Ri +Rε − (RS +Rϑ), (D.2)

where R′
C = R9 −R′

ϑ −R′
S is the compatibility error.

D.2 Estimates on RC

Now we proceed to estimate the consistency error RC . Hereafter we frequently write Lp(0, T ;Lq(Td)) as
LpLq for simplicity.

Lemma D.1. Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution obtained by the FV scheme (2.4) with (∆t, h, ε) ∈
(0, 1)3 and α ∈ [0, 1). Let assumption (3.9) hold and δ > 0 be an arbitrary constant. Then it holds that

|RC |
<∼ ∆t+ h+ h1+α + h(1−α)/2 + ε−1h3 + δ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td) + δ

∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε

+ δ
∥∥∥∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃

∥∥∥2
L2((0,τ)×Td)

+

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt (D.3)

for τ ∈ {tk,−}NT
k=0.

Proof. First, we remind that τ ∈ {tk,−}NT
k=0, which implies

∫ tn+1

τ · dt = 0 with τ = tn+1,−. Denoting

ϕϱ := 1
2 |ũ|

2 − ∂H
ϑ̃
(ϱ̃,ϑ̃)

∂ϱ , in what follows we analyze eϱ(ϕϱ), ẽm(ũ), eB(ϑ̃) term by term. Specifically,

• Et: Recalling [11, (2.16)] we have

Et(rh, ϕ) =

3∑
i=1

E
(i)
t (rh, ϕ), E

(1)
t (rh, ϕ) = −

∫
Td

r0h
1

∆t

∫ ∆t

0
(ϕ(0)− ϕ(t)) dt dx,

E
(2)
t (rh, ϕ) = −

∫
Td

rnh
1

∆t

∫ tn+1

tn
(ϕ(t+∆t)− ϕ(τ)) dt dx,

E
(3)
t (rh, ϕ) = −

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

rh(∂tϕ(t)−Dtϕ(t+∆t)) dxdt.

Hence, with our assumption (3.9) and uniform bounds (3.10a) we have∣∣∣E(1)
t (rh, ϕ)

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣E(2)
t (rh, ϕ)

∣∣∣ <∼ ∆t ∥∂tϕ∥L2L2 ∥rh∥L∞L2
<∼ ∆t,∣∣∣E(3)

t (rh, ϕ)
∣∣∣ <∼ ∆t

∥∥∂2
t ϕ
∥∥
L2L2 ∥rh∥L∞L2

<∼ ∆t

for rh = ϱh, ϕ = ϕϱ and rh = mh, ϕ = ũ.
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• EF : Recalling [4, Appendix C] we have∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0
E2(ϱh, ϕϱ)dt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ ∥∂xϕ∥L∞L∞ ∥∇Euh∥L2L2 h
(3−α)/2 <∼ h1−α,∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0
E2(mh, ũ)dt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ ∥∂xϕ∥L∞L∞ h ∥∇Euh∥L2L2
<∼ h(1−α)/2.

Analogously to [20, Proof of Theorem 5.5], applying (B.3) and (B.5) we have∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0
E1(rh, ϕ)dt

∣∣∣∣ <∼

∣∣∣∣∣h
d∑

i=1

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

rh ·
(
ð(i)T (ð(i)E ΠT ϕ) ΠT |{{ui,h}}|+ (ΠT ð

(i)
E ΠT ϕ)ð

(i)
T |{{ui,h}}|

)
dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣
<∼

d∑
i=1

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|rh| ·ΠT |{{ui,h}}| dxdt+ h ∥ϕ∥L∞W 1,∞ ∥rh∥L∞L2 ∥∇huh∥L2L2

<∼ h+

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt,∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0
E3(rh, ϕ)dt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ hα+1 + hα
∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|rh|dxdt
<∼ hα

(
h+

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt

)
,∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0
E4(rh, ϕ)dt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ h+

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|rhuh| dxdt
<∼ h+

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt.

for rh = ϱh, ϕ = ϕϱ and rh = mh, ϕ = ũ, where ð(i)E is the i-th component of ∇E . Hence, we obtain

|EF (ϱh, ϕϱ)|+ |EF (mh, ũ)|
<∼ h+ h(1−α)/2 + hα+1 +

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt.

• Em,S: Applying (B.3d) and (B.5c) we obtain

|Em,S| =
∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
Td

Sh : (∇xũ−∇hΠT ũ) dxdt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ h+

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|Sh| dxdt
<∼ h+

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|Dh(uh)|dxdt

<∼ h

δ
+ δ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td)

<∼ h+ δ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td) .

Hereafter, we always omit the coefficient 1/δ since δ is constant. On the other hand, we keep
writing the coefficient δ in front of ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td) in order to control it with the
left-hand-side of (D.2) by choosing δ appropriately.

• Em,p: Applying (B.3d) and (3.10a) we have

|Em,p| =
∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
Td

ph(divxũ− divhΠT ũ) dxdt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ h+

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|ph| dxdt
<∼ h.

• EB,∇xϑ: Applying the interpolation error (B.1) we directly obtain

|EB,∇xϑ| =
∣∣∣∣κ∫ τ

0

∫
Td

Θ− {{Θh}}
ϑhϑ

out
h

|∇Eϑh|2 dxdt
∣∣∣∣ <∼ h

∥∥∥∇xϑ̃
∥∥∥
L∞L∞

<∼ h.
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• EB,res: Applying (B.3d), (B.5a), (B.5d) we have∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
ϱhsh(∂tϑ̃−DtΠT ϑ̃)

)
dxdt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ ∆t
∥∥∥∂2

t ϑ̃
∥∥∥
L2L2

<∼ ∆t,∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
ϱhshuh · (∇xϑ̃−∇hΠT ϑ̃)

)
dxdt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ h+

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|ϱhshuh|dxdt

<∼ h+

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|uh|dxdt
<∼ h+

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt,∫ τ

0

∫
Td

({{
1

ϑh

}}
∇Eϑh · (∇xϑ̃−∇EΠT ϑ̃)

)
dxdt

<∼ h+

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|∇Eϑh|dxdt
<∼ h+ δ

∥∥∥∇hϑh −∇xϑ̃
∥∥∥2
L2((0,τ)×Td)

,∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
1

ϑh
−
{{

1

ϑh

}})
∇Eϑh · ∇xϑ̃ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ h
∥∥∥ϑ̃∥∥∥

L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Td))
∥∇Eϑh∥2L2((0,T )×Td) ,

which leads to

|EB,res|
<∼ ∆t+ h+ δ

∥∥∥∇hϑh −∇xϑ̃
∥∥∥2
L2((0,τ)×Td)

+

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt.

•
∫ τ
0 RB(ΠT ϑ̃)dt: Thanks to ΠT ϑ̃|ΩO

h
= ϑB,h|ΩO

h
,
∣∣∣ΠT ϑ̃− ϑB,h

∣∣∣|Ωs
h\Ω

O
h

<∼ h, applying (B.4c) with

δ = δ ε
h2 we have

1

ε

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

(ϑh − ϑB,h)(ΠT ϑ̃− ϑB,h)

ϑh
dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣
<∼ h

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

|ϑh − ϑB,h| dxdt
<∼ δ

∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
+ ε−1h3.

Applying (3.10b) and Dt(ϱhsh) ·Dtϑ̃ = Dt(ϱhshDtϑ̃)− (ϱhsh)
◁D2

t ϑ̃ we have∣∣∣∣∆t

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

Dt(ϱhsh) ·DtΠT ϑ̃ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∆t

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

Dt(ϱhsh) ·Dtϑ̃ dxdt

∣∣∣∣
<∼ ∆t

∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
Td

Dt(ϱhshDtϑ̃) dxdt

∣∣∣∣+∆t

∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(ϱhsh)
◁D2

t ϑ̃ dxdt

∣∣∣∣
<∼ ∆t

( ∥∥∥∂tϑ̃∥∥∥
L∞L2

+
∥∥∥∂2

t ϑ̃
∥∥∥
L2L2

) <∼ ∆t.

Applying the same approach for
∑2

i=1

∫ τ
0 Ei(ϱh, ϕϱ)dt we obtain

2∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0
Ei(ϱhsh, ϑ̃)dt

∣∣∣∣ <∼ h1−α + h+

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt.
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Collecting the above estimates we have∣∣∣∣∫ τ

0
RB(ΠT ϑ̃)dt

∣∣∣∣ <∼∆t+ h+ h1−α + ε−1h3 + δ
∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs

h)

ε

+

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt.

Summing up the above estimates, together with α ∈ [0, 1) we finish the proof with

|RC | ≤ |eϱ(ϕϱ)|+ |em(ũ)|+
∣∣∣eB(ϑ̃)∣∣∣+ ∣∣C ′

Bh
α+1
∣∣

<∼ ∆t+ h1+α + h(1−α)/2 + ε−1h3 + δ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td) + δ
∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs

h)

ε

+ δ
∥∥∥∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃

∥∥∥2
L2((0,τ)×Td)

+ (1 + hα)

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt.

D.3 Estimates on R′
C

Now let us estimate the compatibility error R′
C = R′

S +R9 −R′
ϑ, cf. (D.2), with

R′
S =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
uh · divxS̃1Ωf +∇huh : S̃

)
dxdt,

R9 −R′
ϑ =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
(∇xϑ̃−∇Eϑh)

∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃
+ (ϑ̃− ϑh)1Ωfdivx

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

))
dxdt.

Lemma D.2. Let (ϱh,uh, ϑh) be a numerical solution obtained by the FV scheme (2.4) with (∆t, h, ε) ∈
(0, 1)3 and −1 < α < 1. Let assumption (3.9) hold and let δ > 0 be an arbitrary constant. Then it holds

∣∣R′
C

∣∣ <∼h(1−α)/2 + h+
ε

h
+ δ

∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

+ ∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε

+ δ

(
∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td) +

∥∥∥∇xϑ̃−∇Eϑh

∥∥∥2
L2((0,τ)×Td)

)
. (D.4)

Proof. The term R′
S. Let us rewrite

∫ τ
0

∫
Td uh · 1ΩfdivxS̃dxdt:∫ τ

0

∫
Td

uh · 1ΩfdivxS̃dxdt =
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

h

uh · divxS̃dxdt+
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf\Ωf

h

uh · divxS̃dxdt

=

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

h

uh · divT ΠW S̃dxdt+
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf\Ωf

h

uh · divxS̃dxdt =
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

uh · divT ΠW S̃dxdt+ Iu,1

with

Iu,1 = −
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

uh · divT ΠW S̃dxdt+
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf\Ωf

h

uh · divxS̃dxdt.
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Applying (B.3) and (B.4) we control Iu,1 with

|Iu,1|
<∼ (1 + h−1) ∥u∥L∞(0,T ;W 2,∞(Ωf ))

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

|uh|dxdt
<∼ h+

ε

h
+ δ

∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
.

Recalling the result in [2, Appendix E] we have

Iu,2 :=

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
uh · divT ΠW S̃+∇huh : S̃

)
dxdt =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(
uh · divT ΠW S̃+∇huh : ΠT S̃

)
dxdt

= −
∫ τ

0

∫
E

(
JuhK ·

(
ΠW S̃−

{{
ΠT S̃

}})
· n
)
dSxdt = −

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

∇Euh : (ΠW S̃−
{{

ΠT S̃
}}

) dxdt. (D.5)

Applying (B.5e) we control Iu,2 with

|Iu,2|
<∼ h ∥∇Euh∥L1L1 +

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|∇Euh| dxdt

≤ h ∥∇Euh∥L1L1 + 2

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

|∇huh| dxdt+ 2h−1

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC,1

h

|uh| dxdt

<∼ h(1−α)/2 + h+ δ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td) +
ε

h
+ δ

∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
,

where ΩC,1
h is obtained by shifting ΩC

h one cell towards Ωs so that ΩC,1
h ⊂ Ωs

h. Finally, we obtain

∣∣R′
S
∣∣ = |Iu,1 + Iu,2|

<∼ h(1−α)/2 +
ε

h
+ δ

∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
+ δ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td) .

The term (R9−R′
ϑ). Analogously as above, we reformulate temperature terms in the following way∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

(ϑ̃− ϑh)divx

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
dxdt = −

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

∇E(ΠT ϑ̃− ϑh) ·ΠW

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
dxdt+

4∑
i=1

Iϑ,i,

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(∇xϑ̃−∇Eϑh) ·
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃
dxdt =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

∇E(ΠT ϑ̃− ϑh) ·ΠW

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
dxdt+ Iϑ,5 + Iϑ,6,

where

Iϑ,1 =

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf\Ωf

h

(ϑ̃− ϑh)divx

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
dxdt, Iϑ,2 =

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf

h

(ϑ̃−ΠT ϑ̃)divx

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
dxdt,

Iϑ,3 =

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩO

h

(ϑh −ΠT ϑ̃) divT

(
ΠW

∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
dxdt,

Iϑ,4 =

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

(ϑh −ΠT ϑ̃) divT

(
ΠW

∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
dxdt,
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Iϑ,5 =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(∇xϑ̃−∇Eϑh) ·

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃
−ΠW

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

))
dxdt,

Iϑ,6 =

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

(∇xϑ̃−∇E(ΠT ϑ̃)) ·ΠW

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)
dxdt.

Thanks to interpolation error estimates (B.1) and estimate (B.4c) – (B.4e) we control Iϑ,i terms as
follows

|Iϑ,1|
<∼ ∥ϑ∥L∞(0,T ;W 2,∞(Ωf ))

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωf\Ωf

h

1 dxdt
<∼ h,

|Iϑ,2|
<∼ h ∥ϑ∥L∞(0,T ;W 1,∞(Ωf )) ∥ϑ∥L1(0,T ;W 2,1(Ωf ))

<∼ h,

|Iϑ,3|
<∼
∫ τ

0

∫
ΩO

h

|ϑh − ϑB,h| dxdt
<∼ δ

∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
+

ε

δ
,

|Iϑ,4|
<∼ h−1

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

∣∣∣ϑh −ΠT ϑ̃
∣∣∣dxdt ≤ h−1

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ω
O
h

(
|ϑh − ϑB,h|+

∣∣∣ϑB,h −ΠT ϑ̃
∣∣∣)dxdt

<∼ δ
∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs

h)

ε
+

ε

hδ
+ h,

|Iϑ,5|
<∼ h+

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

∣∣∣∇xϑ̃−∇Eϑh

∣∣∣ dxdt <∼ h+ δ
∥∥∥∇xϑ̃−∇Eϑh

∥∥∥2
L2((0,τ)×Td)

,

|Iϑ,6|
<∼ h+

∫ τ

0

∫
ΩC

h

∣∣∣∣∣ΠW

(
∇xϑ̃

ϑ̃

)∣∣∣∣∣dxdt <∼ h.

Consequently, we have

∣∣R9 −R′
ϑ

∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣
6∑

i=1

Iϑ,i

∣∣∣∣∣ <∼ h+
ε

h
+ δ

∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
+ δ

∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
,

which completes the proof.
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D.4 Relative energy inequality revisited

Let us continue to estimates the right-hand-side of (D.2). Under assumption (3.9), we obtain from (6.1),
(B.4b) and (B.4d) that

|R1 +R2 +R4 +R5 +R6|
<∼
∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt,

|R3|
<∼
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

|uh|dxdt
<∼ δ

∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
+

ε

δ
,

|R7|
<∼
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

∣∣∣ϑh − ϑ̃
∣∣∣ dxdt = ∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

|ϑh − ϑB| dxdt ≤
∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

(|ϑh − ϑB,h|+ |ϑB,h − ϑB|) dxdt

<∼ δ
∥ϑh − ϑB,h∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs

h)

ε
+

ε

δ
+ h.

(D.6)
Applying (B.3a) and (B.4a) with δ := δ ε

h2 we have

|Rε|
<∼ h

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h\Ωs

|uh| dxdt
<∼ δ

∥uh∥2L2((0,τ)×Ωs
h)

ε
+ ε−1h3.

Moreover, with divx = tr(D), divh = tr(Dh) and (3.8) we have

|RS|
<∼

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

2µϑ̃

ϑh

(∣∣∣∣Dh(uh)−
ϑh

ϑ̃
D(ũ)

∣∣∣∣2 − |Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2
)

dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ τ

0

∫
Td

2µϑ̃

ϑh

(
ϑ̃− ϑh

ϑ̃
D(ũ) : (Dh(uh)− D(ũ)) +

(ϑ̃− ϑh)
2

ϑ̃2
|D(ũ)|2

)
dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣
<∼δ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td) +

∥∥∥ϑ̃− ϑh

∥∥∥2
L2((0,τ)×Td)

<∼δ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥2L2((0,τ)×Td) +

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt. (D.7)

All together, collecting (D.3), (D.4), (D.6), and (D.7) and recalling [4, Appendix E]

|Rϑ|
<∼ h+

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt+ δ

∥∥∥∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃
∥∥∥2
L2((0,τ)×Td)

we obtain the energy inequality via choosing δ ∈ (0, 1):[
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)]τ
0
+

1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 + (ϑh − ϑB,h)

2
)
dxdtdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2 dxdt+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃|2 dxdt

<∼ ∆t+ h1+α + h(1−α)/2 + ε−1h3 + ε+ εh−1 +

∫ τ

0
RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
dt.

(D.8)
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Further, applying Gronwall’s lemma, together with the error estimate caused by regular initial data

RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
(0)

<∼
∫
Td

(∣∣u0
h − ũ(0)

∣∣2 + ∣∣∣ϑ0
h − ϑ̃(0)

∣∣∣2 + ∣∣ϱ0h − ϱ̃(0)
∣∣2) dx

<∼ h2

we obtain for any α ∈ [0, 1) and for any τ ∈ {tk,−}NT
k=0 that

RE

(
(ϱh,uh, ϑh) | (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)

)
(τ) +

1

ε

∫ τ

0

∫
Ωs

h

(
|uh|2 + (ϑh − ϑB,h)

2
)
dxdt

+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|Dh(uh)− D(ũ)|2 dxdt+

∫ τ

0

∫
Td

|∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃|2 dxdt

<∼ ∆t+ h1+α + h(1−α)/2 + ε−1h3 + εh−1.

For τ ∈ [0, T ], thanks to∥∥∥(ϱh,uh, ϑh)− (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)
∥∥∥
L∞(0,τ ;L2(Td))

= sup
t∈[0,τ ]

∥∥∥(ϱh,uh, ϑh)− (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)
∥∥∥
L2(Td)

≤ sup
t∈{tk,−}NT

k=0

∥∥∥(ϱh,uh, ϑh)− (ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)
∥∥∥
L2(Td)

+∆t
∥∥∥∂t(ϱ̃, ũ, ϑ̃)∥∥∥

L∞(0,T ;L2(Td))

∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥L2((0,τ)×Td) ≤ ∥Dh(uh)− D(ũ)∥L2((0,T )×Td) ,∥∥∥∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃
∥∥∥
L2((0,τ)×Td)

≤
∥∥∥∇Eϑh −∇xϑ̃

∥∥∥
L2((0,T )×Td)

we finish the proof.
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