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The purpose of this note is to correct some errors in the proofs of pressure error
estimates in [1] and [2]. The origin of the errors is the following incorrect ineqdality

1) callull®y < (A" u,u)

(see (2.1) in [1] and (2.7) in [2]), which the author incorrectly derived by identifying
l|lu|lys with ||lu||_1 for u € H.2 The correct inequality is:

() collull < (A, ) .

However, the incorrect proofs induced by the error (1) can all be fixed as indicated
below. More precisely, the proofs for the velocity error estimates in [1, 2] are all valid
provided some minor changes of notations; the pressure error estimates still hold, but
their proofs necessitate some additional estimates. In sumrabirhe results pre-
sented in [1, 2] remain valigprovided some additional regularity assumptions on the
exact solution are made. In the following we provide the details for the aforementioned
modifications and corrections.

* This work was supported in part by NSF grant DMS-9205300

1 The incorrectness of (1) was pointed out to me by R. Temam to whom | am grateful. Later on J.L.
Guermond has also expressed to me his doubts about (1)

2 The confusion can be partly explained by a technical sublety. We knowVthat H(}(.Q)d and
henceHg(.Q)d =V @ V-L. By the Riesz theorem and elementary properties of Hilbert spaces,
isomorphic to and could be identified with a subspacéfof!(£2)?. However this identification must
not be made because, as it is usual with evolution equations, we already ideHtifiétth a subspace
of V/(V C H C V'). Hence this double identification is not allowed
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Velocity error estimates

We need to make the following modifications for the proofs of the velocity error

estimates in [1] and [2]:

(i) The norm| - ||_1 should be replaced by- ||y~ in the following places: Lemma
1 in [1] and its proof, the proof of (4.1) in [1], Lemma 3 and its proof in both
[1] and [2], Lemma 6 in [2] and its proof.

(i) In the proof of Lemma 2 in [1], do not ustT || (£)||2 1dt, which is not neces-
sarily bounded with the assumptions of Lemma 2, but use instead the following
crude estimate which is sufficient:

T/k—1

T
kE:WW&SCAtMMm&ﬁSMM
k=0

where X can be eithed.?(£2)? or H~1(£2)<.
Proof of (3). By definition and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
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SincefOTtHutt(t)H%(dt < M with the assumptions of Lemma 2 (see for instance the
reference [5] in [1]), we conclude by summing up the last inequalities.
Pressure error estimates

Let us first deal with the original projection scheme (1.2)—(1.3) in [1]. It is clear that
the proof of (4.2) in [1] will become valid if we can prove

T/k—1
(4) > et —en|?y < MK
k=0
However due to the aforementioned modifications, we only proved in [1] that
T/k—1
(5) Z ||en+1 _ enH%// < ME2 ,
k=0

and this is not sufficient for obtaining the pressure error estimate (4.2). We now
establish a stronger result.

Lemma Al. In addition to the assumptions of Theorem 1, we assume that

T
(6) A|mmwwSM.
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Then we have

T/k—1
(7) Z |é"n,+l _ 'én|2 < Mk’z )
k=0

Remark 1. The above Lemma implies in particular (4) since
||en+1 _ en”il < C|en+1 o en| < C"én+1 _ én‘ )

Hence the proof of (4.2) in [1] becomes complete, provided with the additional as-
sumption (6).

Proof. It is clear that the essential difficulty comes from the linear Stokes operator
rather than from the nonlinear term. Thus to simplify the presentation, we shall focus
on the linearized (around = 0) Navier-Stokes equations. With the same notations as

in [1], we have the following error equations:

n

— VA" + VUp(tpe) = R, & p0 =0,

sntl

€ e
k

(8)

n+tl é’n+1

k

(& .
—V¢"l=0, dive"=0, e"l.n|pn=0.

(9)

Replacinge™ in (8) by €" + kV¢™ [obtained from (9)], we obtain
sn+l

€
k

’é’ﬂ

(10) — VA" + YV (p(tper) — 0™) = R™, & Ypn =0.

We also derive from (9) that

a¢n+1

(12) divEe™™t — e + kA"t — 9™ =0, on oo

=0.
Taking the scalar product of (10) with(é™*! — &™), we obtain

- . kv ¢ . - - .
‘6””‘ _ en‘2+ 2” {||en+1||2 _ ||en||2+ ||en+1 _ 6"”2}

= k(R™, &Y — ") + k(p(tps) — @7, div(E™* — &™)
= k(R™, &™Y — &™) + k(q", div(E™™* — ™)) + k(p(tns1) — p(tn), div(E™H — €M)
(12) =L+L+15.

In what follows, we shall use frequently integration by parts and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to estimate the three terms above.

(13) I < Lfemt— g2+ 2k B2

Using (11), we find
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L= —K(q", A(¢"™ — ¢™) = K(Vq", V(" — ¢™))
= —kX(Vq", V(g™ = ¢") + K(Vq", V(p(tns1) — p(tn)))
kZ N N " " tn+1
= U = 11 = 1= 12 12 (99 [ e
tn
K2 o ety n)2 n+l 2 sionp2a g2 [ 2
(14) < = {llg"™ 1 = llg"1° = llg""" = "I} + FIVg" (" + & Gl
tn
The “bad” term ’“22 lg"** — ¢™||? in the above relation can be controlled as follows:
We infer from (11) that
(15) kA" = ¢") = div (@™ — &%) + kA@(tne1) — p(tn)) -
Taking the scalar product of (15) with(¢™** — ¢™), we obtain

kllg™™ = g2 = @ = &, V(g™ = ¢") + R(V(p(tns) — p(t0)), V@™ ™))

< g g 2Kl — ple) P
< Slat- gz [ " e Pae+ 2 -
2 . 3k
Therefore
2 tn+l 2
(16) =<2 [ ol G-

For the last termiz we have

tn+l

Iy = —K(V(ptaer) — p(t,)), 1 — 87) = —k ( Up(t)dt, & )

tn

1 o . tn+1
(17) < 8|e _¢ |2+2k3/ e ())|?dt .
tn

Combining (12-14, 16 and 17) together, dropping some unnecessary terms, we arrive
to:
e R 2 s e S R { Vs B VA

tn+1
<o{RlaE+i [ Il 2me)
tn

Summing up the last inequalities for from 0 to T'/k — 1, using the Gronwall
inequality, (3) and the assumption (6), we obtain in particular

T/k—1 T T/k-1
Z |'é”+1 _ én|2 <C kZ/ Hpt(t)||2dt+k2 Z |Rn|2 < ME? .
n=0 0 n=0

We shall now deal with the modified scheme (5.1)—(5.2) in [1] and the higher
order schemes in [2]. Similar as above, the proofs of (5.4) in [1] and of (3.4) in [2]
will become valid if we can prove that
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T/k—1
(18) S flemtt—en|2y < MK
k=0

However considering the modifications previously indicated, what we proved in
Lemma 3 of [1] and [2] was not (18) but instead

T/k—1
(19) S flemt—en|E, < ME?.
k=0

We shall prove below a stronger result which implies in particular (18), and hence
completes the proofs of the pressure estimates for the scheme (5.1)—(5.2) in [1] and
for the higher order schemes in [2].

Lemma A2. In addition to the assumptions for Theorem 2 in [1] and for Theorem 1
in [2], we assume that

(20) uy € C([0,T], H); pr € C([0,T]; HY($2)), |¢° - p(O)|| < Ck,

and

(21) uyy € L30,T; H), py € L*0,T; HY(12)) .

Then for the schemes (5.1)—(5.2) in [1], (3.1)—(3.2) and (4.1)—(4.2) in [2], we have
(22) lemt—e"| < ME*, VO<n<T/k-1.

Proof. It is transparent that the three schemes can be treated by similar arguments.

Thus we shall only provide the proof for the scheme (5.1)—(5.2) in [1]. In the absence
of the nonlinear term, the error equations read

~n+l _ _n
23) p VAT S RV plts). 8 Mon =0,
en+l o €n+1
(24) L =aV(p"t — ¢"),dive™t =0, e"l.nlpp=0.
Summing up the two relations, we obtain
en+1 —e" ~n+1 n n n+l n
(25) r VvAE" = R + V(9" — p(tn+1)) + V("™ —¢") .

On the other hand, taking the divergence of (24), we find

ntl _ n
(26) divet = —akA@ - o), OO an ", =0.

Now setting

n

eM = el — en—17 gno=gn é‘n—l n—  n 1

€ T =4 _qn_a

taking the difference of (25) with two consecutive indices, we find
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n+l en

& —vAE = R — R — oV (™t — )
(27) + (o = DV (p(tn+1) — 2p(tn) + p(tn-1)) -
Similarly, we derive from (26) that
div ("t — &) = —akA(p™ — 24" + ¢ Y)

(28) = akA(g"™ = 24" + ") — ak Ap(tns1) — 2p(tn) + p(tn-1)) -
Taking the scalar product of (27) withé™*!, sinces™ = Py£"™, we obtain

% {‘€n+l|2 _ |€n|2 + |En+l _ 6n|2} + ky||§"+l||2 - —k(VT‘n,gm'l)

_ Oék(V(TnH' _ Tn)’ §n+l) + k‘(Rn _ Rn—l7 gn+l)

(29)  +(a— DE(V(Ptne1) = 2p(tn) + pltn-1)), ") = Ji+ Jo+ 3+ Ja .

In what follows, we shall use frequently integration by parts and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to estimate the four terms above.
From the Taylor expansion formula with the integral residue, we find

3

tn+l
Ptas) = plta) * kpe(t) + / (tues — Dpua(t)dt |
tn

t"L
Ptn_1) = plta) — kpa(ta) + / (t — o))t

tp—1
Therefore
tn+l tn 2
||p(tn+1) - Zp(tn) + p(tnfl)Hz = H[ (tn+l - t)ptt(t)dt - / (t - tnfl)ptt(t)d?f

tp—1

tn+1 tn+1 tn tn
<2 / (tne1 — 2)%dt / || pee||*dt + 2 / (t — tn_1)?dt / [pes () |2t
tn tn t 1 1

. by

2 3 tn+l 2
@) =gk [ patolar.

3 tn—1
Similarly, expanding the terms iR — R"~1 att,, by Taylor formula with the integral

residue, we can derive that

2
|R" — R = ] L 0(te2) — 20) + 0t 1) — (o) — w0(t2))

thn+1
(31) < 2k3 / |ty (2)|2dt
t

n—1
By using (28) and (30), we find
J1 = k(™ diva™Y) = —ak?(Vrt, Vet — )
+ akz(vrnv v(_p(tn+l) - zp(tn) + p(tnfl)))

<70‘k2 nEL2 (2 et 20120 4 g3 |2
< = 5 {IPE = E = i e |

tn+l
(32) +COk* / e (8| ?dt .
t

‘n—1
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Similarly,
Jo = ak(@r™™t — " diva™tt) = —ak?|| et — )2
+ P2V (™ — "), V(p(tnsa) — 2p(tn) + p(tn-1)))
a2k? tn+1
(33 S Rl A T
tp—1

We infer from (31) that

k
Ja = k(R" — R"~1,&") < :Hg’“an +CE|R" — R"?
kv a2 4 [ 2

tn—1
We derive from (30) that
Ja = (@ = DE(V(p(tne1) — 20(tn) + pltn-1)),E")
k ~n tn+l
(35) <"lEizeort [ Ipatolar.
ln—1

Combining the inequalities (32—35) into (29) and dropping some unnecessary terms,
sincea > 1, we arrive at

|€n+1|2 . ‘En|2 + |6n+1 o 5n|2 + kV||5n+1H2
+ K2 {2 E = )P+ (et = )2
3 2 s [ 2 2
<O+ Ok [ (@ + ) e
tn—1

Summing up the last inequalities far from 1 to N, using the discrete Gronwall
inequality and the assumption (21), we find

N
|€N+1|2 + kZHTN+1H2 + Z {|€n+l _ 6n|2 + kl/||§n+lH2 + k2||’r’n+l _ ,rnHZ}
n=1

(36) < |YP+EArHP+CK*, VIS N<T/k-1.

It remains to estimatét|? and||r||2.
Sincee® = 0, we infer from (23) that

(37) & — kv A&t = kR — kV(¢° + p(k) — p(0)) .
Taking the scalar product of (37) wiit,"thanks to the assumption (20), we derive
|17+ k|87 = k(&Y RY) — K(V4®, &) — k(V(p(k) — p(0)), &)
< I8P+ CR {|RY? + [|¢°lf + |[p(k) — p(O)|[?}
< JEYP+Ck .

We derive from the last relation that!|? = |et|2 < 12 < Ck*. On the other hand,
we derive from this last result and (24) that
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1 - 2.
ol < L let =& < 8 < Ok

We have thus proved that!|? + k2||r1||> < Ck*. The proof is then complete thanks
to the last inequality and (36).
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