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Abstract

An alternative first step approximation based on subgrid artificial viscosity modeling (SAV) is proposed
for defect-deferred correction method (DDC) for incompresible Navier-Stokes equation at high Reynolds
number. This new approach not only preserves all qualifications of the conventional artificial viscosity (AV)
based DDC, such as unconditional stability, high order of accuracy and so on, it has also shown its superiority
over choosing AV approximation in the predictor step. Both theory and computational results presented in
this paper illustrate that this alternative approach indeed increases the efficiency of the DDC method.
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variational multiscale

1. Introduction

In this report, for the pair of unknown velocity u and pressure p, we consider the incompressible Navier-
Stokes equation (NSE) at high Reynolds number (Re™! oc ). According to Kolmogorov’s K41 Theory
[1], as Reynolds number increases required computational cost raises prohibitively high. Attempting to solve
the problem directly with an affordable computational cost(on a much coarser mesh than required) usually
causes related linear systems to converge too slowly, or even if they converge within a reasonable time frame,
their results are far from being realistic.

w —vAu+u-Vu+Vp = f,
Vou=0. (1.1)

Various techniques including the defect correction have been introduced to mitigate this issue, see [2] 3] 5].
Also a recent work combining this correction approach with a deferred correction (see e.g. [6l [7, [8, []) for
an increased temporal accuracy have been proposed in [I0]. Methods on both of these papers are based
on a predictor-corrector scheme: As a predictor step, an approximation is found by a computationally very
attractive artificial viscosity(AV) approximation with a backward-Euler time discretization, and as for the
corrector step, the affect of the AV is subtracted via previously found predictor step approximation. In
particular, see the following scheme for the artificial viscosity based defect-deferred correction method(AV-
DDC) presented in [10]:
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where b*(+, -, ) is the explicitly skew-symmetrized trilinear form, defined below.

AV-DDC beside being an efficient method, it has been successfully applied to various problems including
two-domain convection-dominated convection diffusion problem and nonlinearly-coupled fluid-fluid interac-
tion, see [II], [I2]. In all of these papers, it has been shown to be an unconditionally-stable, high-accuracy
regularization technique (a second order in time and space). It is also parallelizable for a faster result since
only data transfer required for the correction step is the AV solutions on the current and previous time steps.
Therefore, one can easily run the scheme in parallel as long as AV approximation marches only two time
steps earlier than the correction steps.

On the other hand, the accuracy of the correction step approximation is strongly dependent on the
accuracy of the predictor step, in general. Especially, for AV-DDC methods, accuracy of the correction step
is lifted by an order of 1 due to the multiplication of h in the laplacian of the AV approximation, see the
last term of the equation Also AV approximation is known to be too dissipative (in all scales) so that it
cannot capture turbulent characteristics of the flow and results in a fully-laminar flow, e.g. see [10]. Therefore,
replacing the predictor AV step with a less dissipative and high-accuracy approximation fosters the overall
accuracy of the first step approximation and, in consequence, correction step approximation produces better
solutions. In this report, AV approximation in the first step will be replaced with a projection-based subgrid
artificial viscosity method (SAV) to further increase the accuracy of the correction step approximation, see
e.g. [I3| [14) 15, [T6l [I7] for SAV and its inspiration source variational multiscale methods (VMS).

Hence, the replacement of with for the predictor step is proposed, and the new defect-deferred
correction based on SAV is abbreviated to SAV-DDC. In contrast to commonly used coupled (implicit) form
of SAV in the literature this replacement decouples the projection step from the NSE for computational
efficiency. Although this decoupling comes with an extra O(At) error, decoupled SAV still meets with our
expectations from the predictor step approximation since it only has to be first order of accuracy as in AV
approximation. One can also employ the implicit form of SAV for possibly better accuracies.

ufll,n+1_u}11n L hon+1 x/ hmn+l  hmn+l h
(P )+ () (Ve V) b (T )
(" hntl gy MY = (f(tng1), v )+h(GHn Vol (1.4)
(G — vuy™ L7 = 0. (1.5)

The equation means that G;"" is the projection of Vu!"™ on a coarse mesh. Consider

(v + h)(Va" " wol) — h(GE™ ol = p(Vul " Vo) + AVl — G woh).

Roughly ignoring the difference in the corresponding time levels, the last term corresponds to the gradient
of the small scales that would disappear upon the projection onto the given coarse mesh. Therefore, we infer
that the dissipative affect of the artificial viscosity is only introduced on small scales and it acts solely
indirectly on large scales, see [I3] for details. This distinction results in resolving large eddies (the ultimate
goal of most practitioners) with a much higher accuracy with SAV than AV approximation, which acts on
all scales regardless of their sizes.

The paper is organized as follows: Section [2] introduces the necessary notation and preliminaries; then
Section 3 follows with the accuracy and stability of the first step SAV approximation. The main theoretical
results of the proposed replacement, SAV-DDC appears in Section 4, where stability and increased accuracy
(both time and space) of the correction step is studied. Computational comparison tests are presented in
Section 5.



2. Mathematical Preliminaries and Notations

Throughout this paper, the norm ||.|| denotes the usual L?(2) norm of scalars, vectors and tensors,
induced by the usual L? inner-product, denoted by (-,-). The space in which velocity sought(at time ¢) is
X =H} Q) = {ve L*()?: Vv e L2(Q)% and v = 0 on 90}.
with the norm ||v||x = ||Vv||. The space dual to X is equipped with the norm

(f,v)
Vol

[ f[]-1 = sup
veX

The space that pressure (at time t) belongs to is

Q=13 =€ L) : [ gla)do=0).

Q
Introduce the space of weakly divergence-free functions

Xo>V={weX:(V-v,q) =0,Yg € Q}.

For measurable v : [0,7] — X, we define

T
1
memﬁm=g/|M§mWA3p<m,
0

and

[[v[| Lo (0,7;x) = ess sup |[[v(t)]|x-
0<t<T

Define the trilinear form on X x X x X
b(u, v, w) = / u- Vo - wdz.
Q

The following lemma is also necessary for the analysis.
Lemma 2.1. There exist finite constant M = M(d) and N = N(d) s.t. M > N and

b(u,v,w) b(u, v, w)

M= sup —7—— <00,N= sup —F——— <00.
wwwex [[ull[[v]][[wl]] wwwev |[ull[[v]][w]]

The proof can be found, for example, in [I8]. The corresponding constants M" and N" are defined by
replacing X by the finite element space X* ¢ X and V by V" C X, which will be defined below. Note that
M > max(M", N, N") and that as h — 0, N* — N and M" — M (see [IS]).

Throughout the paper, we shall assume that the velocity-pressure finite element spaces X" C X and
Q" C @ are conforming, have typical approximation properties of finite element spaces commonly in use,
and satisfy the discrete inf-sup, or LBB", condition

: (qh7 V- Uh) h
inf sup ————— > 5" >0, 2.1
g eQ" ynexn [VO[llg"]| >y

where $" is bounded away from zero uniformly in h. Examples of such spaces can be found in [I8]. We
shall consider X" C X, Q" C @ to be spaces of continuous piecewise polynomials of degree m and m — 1,
respectively, with m > 2. The case of m = 1 is not considered, because the optimal error estimate (of the
order h) is obtained after the first step of the method - and therefore the DCM in this case is reduced to the
artificial viscosity approach.

The space of discretely divergence-free functions is defined as follows

Vh = {o" e X (¢", V- 0") =0,V¢" € Q"}.

In the analysis we use the properties of the following Modified Stokes Projection



Definition 2.2 (Modified Stokes Projection). Define the Stokes projection operator Ps: (X, Q) — (X", Q"),
Ps(u,p) = (u,p), satisfying

(v +B)(V(u—a), Vo") = (p—p,V -0") = 0, (2.2)
(v ’ (u - ﬂ)aqh) =0,

for any v" € V' ¢" € QM.
In (V", Q") this formulation reads: given (u,p) € (X, Q), find @ € V" satisfying
(1/+h)(V(u—€L)7Vvh) - (p_qh7v'vh) :07 (23)

for any v € VI ¢" € Q".
Define the explicitly skew-symmetrized trilinear form

1 1
b* (u, v, w) := i(u -Vo,w) — §(u -Vw,v).
The following estimate is easy to prove (see, e.g., [I8]): there exists a constant C' = C(2) such that
6% (u, v, w)| < CQIVull[[ Vo[ Vel (2.4)

The proofs will require the sharper bound on the nonlinearity. This upper bound is improvable in R2.

Lemma 2.3 (The sharper bound on the nonlinear term). Let Q C R%, d = 2,3. For all u,v,w € X
0% (u, v, w)| < CQ)V[ull[[Vul[[|Vol[[[Vwl].
Proof 2.1. See [I8].
We will also need the following inequalities: for any v € V'

inf — < C(9) inf - 2.5
inf V(=) <C@ inf, |V =0, (25)

inf |lu—v|| <CQ) inf |V(u—02), (2.6)
veVh veXh

The proof of (2.5) can be found, e.g., in [I8], and (2.6)) follows from the Poincare-Friedrich’s inequality

and .

We will also assume that the inverse inequality holds: there exists a constant C' independent of h, such
that

||[Vol| < CR™H |||, Yo € X (2.7)
Define also the number of time steps N := %
We will use the error decomposition
eb = u' —ué”—u — a4 a —u?z—né—qbg’i,
where @' € Vh is some projection of u’ onto V", (2.8)

and 7f = u' — @, ¢t = Ut — @t @t € VI Vi VE=1,2.
The L? projection is defined in the usual way.

Definition 2.4. The Lf projection P of a given function L onto the finite element space L™ is the solution
of the following : find L = PPIL € L such that

(L - PHL,Sy) =0, (2.9)
for all Sy € L.



Hence, we get

1, (2.10)
CH L1, (2.11

17— Pl
I(Z = PP)L|

for all L € (L(£%;))*4 N (H*+1(Q;))4* .
We conclude the preliminaries by formulating the discrete Gronwall’s lemma, see, e.g. [19]

<
<

Lemma 2.5. Let k, B, and a,, by, c,, vy, for integers > 0, be nonnegative numbers such that:

an—l—kzn:buSki’yﬂau—l—kicu—i—BfornZO.

n=0 n=0 n=0

Suppose that kv, <1 for all p, and set o, = (1 — kv,)~'. Then

n n
an + kY b, < eFTizom N [£3Y"¢, + B,
pn=0 =0

3. Stability and Error Estimates of the First Step Approximation

The unconditional stability and error estimate of the first step approximation u} are presented in this

section. Also using these results, an error estimate of its time derivative ei’ﬂ% have been proved.
Therefore, the formulation produces O(h™ + H™h + k) accurate, unconditionally stable approxi-
mation to the time-dependent Navier-Stokes equations.
We start by giving stability and error estimate of the modified Stokes Projection, which we use as the
approximation @° to the initial velocity uo.

Proposition 3.1 (Stability of the Stokes projection). Let u, 4 satisfy . The following bound
holds

(v + h)||Vial|? < 2(v+ h)||Vul]? (3.1)
+2d(v+h)"' inf |lp—¢"|?,
(v+h) i, Ilp— "l
where d is the dimension, d = 2, 3.

Proposition 3.2. (Error estimate for Stokes Projection). Suppose the discrete inf-sup condition holds.
Then the error in Stokes Projection satisfies

v+ WV = DI < Cl ) jnf [V - o)
+w+h)7t inf [lp—q"[]?], (3.2)
qhth
where C is a constant independent of h and v.
Proof 3.1. Proofs can be found in [3]

Lemma 3.3 (Stability of the first step approximation). Let u’l” satisfy the equation . Let | €
L2(0,T; H-1(2)). Then forn=0,..,N —1,

n+1
[ R A AT (R W AT
=0
n+1

+hie Y (VU™ = GY )2 + [ Vul — GE)12))
1=0

n+1
s s 1
< [l + R VU + —k P FACH ][
=0



Proof 3.2. Taking v" = u?’"“ € V" in the equation , and then applying Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s
inequalities give:

1 hont1 h,
(g™ P = [Juy”

h,n n hmn
% PP + v+ B[V P = (G up T

< (f(tn+1)7 ulll’nJrl)'

Also considering the fact that (Vu"™ — GI™ GH™) = 0, one can easily show
h, H, h, H,
[Vay™ =G |* = [V ™|* = 1G]
The last equality and some algebraic manipulations give
(v + D)IVay ™ ? = h(G", Vup ™)
h
= V[Vl 4 2V - G 4+ 2GR, Tl — 65 ?)
h h
H, hyn+1 h,n+1 h, h,
—h(Gy ", Vuy ™) + 5 (IVey TP V) + S Ivur™|?
h h
= V||V "2 + §HVUT’"+1 —- G+ §||Vulf’" -Gy
h hyn+1 h
+§(||Vu1’"+ 12 = [Vuy™|?). (3.4)

The definition of the dual norm with the regularity assumption on the forcing function followed by
Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities produces

(f(tngr), ™) < gllf(tnﬂ)\\?;l + §|IUT’ . (3.5)

Substituting and in we get

1 hynt1 h
%(Hul’" 1P = |y

v h,n+1
) + Ve

h hn+1 H,n h h,n H,n
+§||Vu1’ * -Gy ||2+§||VU17 -Gy ||2
1

vh,n—i—l 2 vh,nQ <
(I P = vl ?) < o

+ I1f ()12

| >

Multiplying both sides by 2k and summing over all time levels, the desired result can be found.

Definition 3.4. Let

Cu = |Ju(, t)|| Lo (0,150 () »
Cvu = ||[Vu(w, t)|| L (0,750 (),
and introduce C, satisfying
inf ||[V(u—0)|| <Cy inf ||[V(u—0)|| <Coh™||ul||gmr < Ch™ (3.6)
veVh veXh

Also, using the constant C(Q) from Lemma 2.3, we define C := 1728C*(Q).

Theorem 3.5 (Error estimate of the first step approximation). Let f € L?(0,T; H '), let u? sat-

isfy (L.4), .
v+

k< __ ,
T 18 +4C2 +2(v + h)Cyy +2CC4(v 4 h)=2hAm




u € L*(0,T; H™(Q)) N L>(0,T; L>=(Q)), Vu € L>(0,T, L>=(9)),
ug € L*(0,T; H™TH(Q)), uy € L*(0,T; L3(Q)),p € L*(0,T; H™()).
Then there exist a constant C = C(Q, T, u,p, f,v + h), such that

n+1
max [[u(t) — o) (kath u(t) — ) < o+ Hmn
Proof 3.3. By Taylor expansion, w = ug(tns1) — kp™ L, where p" ™t = wuy(tnie), for some

6 € [0,1]. The variational formulation of the NSE, followed by the equations , gives for u € X,p €
Q7u1au2 € Xh7p17p2 € Qh7vv € Vh

(Ut 80 ) 1 (o ) (Vtng), F2) 4 0l ), ) ) 5.7)

~(p(tn+1), V- v) = (f(tns1), 0) + M(Vu(tai), Vo) = k(p",v),
uh n+l h,n

(%, ) + (v + W) (V™ Vo) + b (ul ) (3.8)
—(py" ",V v) = (F(tng),v) + WG, Von,).

Subtract from . Introduce the error in the AV approzimation €} := u(t;) — u}f’i,Vi. This gives

ettt —en
(171’ v)+ (v+ h)(Ve?H, Vo) (3.9)

F0 (ultnan), wltngn), 0) = b (™" u) ™ )
~((pltns1) =p™), V- 0) = h(Vultusr) = Gy, Vo) = k(o™ v).

Adding and subtracting b*(u Rt (tng), v) to the nonlinear terms in gives

" (u(tnt1); ultns1), v) = b (uy Pt “?n—ﬂ v) (3.10)
= b*( n+1, (tn-‘rl)av) + b*(ulll o e?—i_l’v)'

Decompose the error

ei:u(t)fulflfu(t)fu +al —ult =g — (3.11)
where @' € V" is some projection of u(t;) into V",
and 0} = u(t;) — @', o =ult — @t ¢ e VI Vi

Take v = ¢"" T e V" in and use . Using also b* (-, "™+ o™ = 0 and V" LQ", we obtain

(77?+1k 77?’ llz,n+1)_( hn+1k ¢]1m, ?’nﬂ) (3.12)
+(v 4+ ) (Vi Vet — (v 4 )| Ve

(0 ), 1) = 7O (b))

BT ) () — LT

= h(Vu(tyir) — G Tty — k(pntt gl th,

The equation states that G'" = PHVu™™ where P is the L?-orthogonal projection defined by



(@). Hence, utilizing Cauchy—Schwarz and Young’s inequality,
B(GY" = Vu(t™™), Vo™ o,
< (PPV(up™ —u(t™), Vér™ e, — (I = PP)Vu(t™), Vel ),
—(V (") = u(t™), Ve o,

h2
< o PV + 1P sl
I = PHVuE)? + [ (™) — u))]P)
+e(v + b))Vl T2, (3.13)

Taylor remainder formula is used along with (2.9), (2.10) and inverse inequality to get
WG = Vu(t"), Vo™ o,
h? o
n h72 2 H2m tn
1o 7 (IR 4 B20GL I 4 H2 ()
h,n
Rl e sy ) + €+ DTS, (3.4)

Apply the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities to . Since |V - 1" T2 < d|| Vo2 for
Ve > 0

h,n+1)2 _ s
H(b ||2k ¢4 [ + v+ h)HV(ZSill,nJrle (3.15)
1 n+l _  n
< hont1)2 T 2
6e(v +WIVer™ I + o I I

F0" (07 ) 61| 070 ) oy ] B (T gy )
2

— h,n
+m(”vn?”2 +h 2||¢)1 ||2 HQmHU(t”)” +1 +k2HutHLW(t" 41, Hl(Q)))
d (l/—|—h)
[ f h,n+1 2 v n+1 27!@’2 n+1(12 '
Tl h) 20 1P Cngr) =g+ I I O " I

We bound the nonlinear terms on the right-hand side of , starting now with the first one. Use the
bound , the regularity of u and Young’s inequality to obtain

" (™ ultns), h”“)l<6(V+h)I\V<z’>'”L+1H2 (3.16)
+07IIV i

The second nonlinear term can be bounded, using the definition of b*(', -,+) and the reqularity of w. This gives

* n n C u n N s
T ) e e L (R <|¢h vl ) (3.17)
C u n ,n 02 \n
< =l + <u+h>||v¢h P e

For the third nonlinear term of , use the error decomposition to obtain

7 hn n h,n * n h,n
10" (uq +1a771+1 +1)| < " (u(tnt1), ’71Jrl 1 +1)| (3.18)

)

Hb* (i 'f’"“)lﬂb*( P )L

Use the regqularity of u and the inequality to bound the first two terms on the right-hand side of .
Applying Lemma[2.3 to the third term gives

¥ (6y T @ < C@ Ve TR0 T2 g . (3.19)

s 1 9



We apply the Young’s inequality to with p = % and ¢ = 4. Finally it follows from that

b (uy ™ P @Y < e + b))V 12 (3.20)
C n n
o IV + V)
2704( )

n h,n
m”vﬁ +1|| 1 +1||2,

where C () is the constant from Lemma[2.3 .

Take € = % n . Using the bounds -, we obtain

¢h n+lp2 ¢h,n y + h "
’71 =N 2 412 c h,n+112
h — inf n ’
thH IS G MV + o inf p(tn ) — "
9h2 ni|2 -2 h,n 2 2m n 2
505y TR+ BT 4+ P ) s + K2 el o v )
c c N .
+ +th||p"“ll2 —— (V2 + 19y
C2 C
—ZC u u n+1 h,n+1 2.
+(2 Wt T o )3||Vn ey

Sum over all time levels and multiply by 2k. It follows from the regularity assumptions of the
theorem that

n n
EY N0 E < CRY NP < C.
i=0 =0

Therefore we obtain

67" P+ (v + )k DIV < (1 + gy (3.22)

9k
= o+
77?_1 771 2 2 i 12 i )2
kz =21 + + B[V |7 + Vi ]

iL,iHQ +h2H2m —|—]€2}

4 N h
+H Vi q,}gghllp(z) q

" h Z lor 2 (3:23)

= 2C2 26* ; p
+kY (Cyu+ ont W h)? IV I e 2.
1=0

Take @° in the error decomposition to be the L?-projection of u(t;) into V*, for i > 1. Take @° to
be ui. This gives ¢° = 0 and €9 = 0. Also it follows from Proposition that ||[Vn?|| < Ch™; under the
assumptions of the theorem the discrete Gronwall’s lemma gives

67" M1 + (v + h) kZIIV¢h e (3.24)
1=0

S =l
_V+h ZII " A2+ IVRi)?

HIVnill* + ook, lIp ( ) “II2+h2H2m+k2]




Using the error decomposition and the triangle inequality, we obtain

h,n+1
ez M 1< Mg+ o™

(3.25)
e 1> < 2llm P + 20 ¢y ™I,
[VerH? < 2||V77”1||2 +2[[ Ve %,
kZ(I/+ h)|IVert|?
< 2kz v+ h)||[Vel? + 2kZ v+ h)||Vnith)2.
=0 =0
Then it follows from , that
n
lex™H1* + kD (v + B[ Vet |? (3.26)
i=0
7+1
n -
<2 Z IR P
HVail* +  inf ||p( i) - q"”ll2 +R2H™ + k).
qhth
Use the approzimation properties of X", Q". Since the mesh nodes do not depend upon the time level, it
follows from ,@) that
m - —
kz [pam— i 12, <CEkY ||171||2 < Ch®™, (3.27)
1=0
kY IVl < cn?m,
i=0
k inf |p(t:) — ¢"||> < CR*™.
>t It~ oI <
Hence, we obtain from , that
lu(tnrn) =™ 2+ B Y (1 + BV ((tnsr) —uf™ )| (3.28)
i=0
C
" h[h2m 4 h2H2m + k2]

where C' = C(Q, T, u,p, f).

This proves theorem.

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Theorem (3.7)).

Lemma 3.6. Let f € L*(0,T; H1(2)). Suppose ¢"° and ¢! to be the modified Stokes projections of the
initial velocity and velocity at the first time level, respectively. Let m > 2 and
4(v+h)
13(4(v + h)Cyy + 3C2)°
Then there exist a constant C = C(Q,T,u,p, f,v + h), such that

k<

¢h ,0 ¢h,1 _ ¢)h,0
|\7|\2 ( + k|| V——— |2 < C(kh®™ 4 h? 4 k? + k2h2™=3 4 H?>™) (3.29)

10



Proof 3.4. From the Stokes Projection and error decomposition@, we have

(v + h) (Vo0 Vo) — (v + h)(Vn°, V) — (p° — ¢, V.u) =0 (3.30)

On the other hand the solution at the first time level satisfies the following
¢h 1 ¢h ,0 (bh,l _ ¢h,0
— )
¢h,1 _ Qz)h,O
k )
¢h 1 qf)h,O
)
¢)h 1 ¢h,0
)]

(bh,l _ ¢h,0 )
—x |

| + (v +h)(Vh! Vo) + b" (u(th), u(t),

h,1 h,0
—b*(ui“,u’fl,‘Zs )+ 0L
¢h,1_¢h,0

- (3.31)

= h(Vu(t) — G"°, v

0 ¢h,1 _ ¢h,0
ko k )+
u(t1) — u(to)

k

) + k(o'

+(2 (v +B)(Vn',

where kp* = —uy = kul,, for some 6 € (0, k).

Subtracting equation from equation forv= w, we have

¢h,1 _ (bh,O ¢h,1 _ (bh,O
[ e i

k(v + h)||V

[
h,1 _ 4h,0 hl h,0
(), (i), S ) bl !,
_k(pl —7° _q’v.M) (3.32)

L ¢h,1_¢h,0 g 0 (bh,lf(ﬁh,o
J+ (o, e (L
¢h,1_¢h,0

)

d)h,l _ ¢h,0
k

= h(Vu(t)) — G"°, v

1.0
(v + h) (VL k" v

h, h,
Adding and subtracting b*(u}f’l,u(tl), %) to the nonlinear terms in equation together with
error decomposition @ gives

¢h1 (bh,O)_b*( h,1 h,1 ¢h1 ¢h’0

(i), u(ta), et S0
1 _ 4+ h0 1 _ +h0
= b* (61, (tl) %) +b*( h, 1’ 7%)
Rl _ 1h,0 Rl _ 1h,0
= ), S ) - (), )
1 _ +h0 Rl 1h,0
+ b (u}ll’17 ¢h717 %) —b" (u}ll’lv 7717 %) (333)

Adding and subtracting ¢" to the first component of the first nonlinear term in the equation gives

¢h,1 _ d)h,O

— * — *( 1h,0 ¢h’1_¢h’0
C ) =k (T ), T ) 8 (0l S

b*(¢h)13u(t1)a A

) (3.34)

In the first nonlinear term of , applying Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities together with the
regularity assumption of u and bound gives

11



. (bh,l _ ¢h,0 ¢h,1 _ ¢h,0 ¢h,1 _ (bh,O
b (T (), )] < kOl | P
¢h,1 _ (bh,O 9 C2 ¢h,1 _ ¢h,0 ) (335)
ku* h — k u
i (4 DIV TP kel P

In the second nonlinear term of , applying Cauchy Schwarz and Young’s inequalities together with
bound and inverse inequality gives

h,1 _ 4h,0 h,1 h,0 h
(6" u(tn), S )] < ) P

In the second nonlinear term of , applying Cauchy Schwarz and Young s inequalities together with
bound and inverse inequality gives

. Q/)h,l o (bh,O
b (' ultr), ) <

For the third nonlinear term of equation , applying error decomposztwn (@ gives

I\th °I? (3.36)

¢ ¢h 0 h
- 1%+ HV 2 (3.37)

(bhl qz/)hO ¢h1 ¢h0 ¢h1 qz/)hO
|

(bh 1 Qj)h ,0
|
Since nonlinear form is skew-symmetric in the second and third entry, we can replace terms like the first
nonlinear term in the inequality with terms like |b* (u(ty), o0, W)\ Applying Cauchy-Schwarz

and Young’s inequalities together with the reqularity assumption of u and inverse inequality gives

¢h1 ¢h0 qu ¢h0||2

6% () Pt T )| < b (u(th), ¢, )| + b (o], ™,
(3.38)

9,

6" (u(tr), ", (||V<b

Applying Young’s inequality together with the Lemma and inverse inequality (2.7 (-) in the second
nonlinear term of gives

— )l =24 +h72]|¢"0 %) (3.39)

h,1 h,0 1 h,0 h,0
h1 d) ¢ h0¢ QS ¢ ||2

(¢, "t ) = (b7 (M ™ )|§M|| 2 ||¢“|| Vg™ |2
(3.40)
For the last nonlinear term in the inequality , we can apply and inverse inequality followed

by Young’s inequality to have

. ¢h1 (bhO . ¢h1 ¢h0
b (' o1, S )\=\b(771, no, )

- (3.41)
¢t — o0 c
< pll =1 + HVn IR
For the forth nonlinear term of equation , applying error decomposition gives
it ot L e, £ gl _ gho
b (!, S < b (ult) s )]+ b (6, )]
(3.42)
¢h 1 ¢h ,0
+[o* (', n', ———— )|

For all the nonlinear terms in the inequality , we can apply bound and inverse inequality
followed by Young’s inequality to have

12



Q/)h,l o (bh,O

: #=g0) O
b e, S ) <l S S VP (3.43)
. Pl — gh0 Pt — gh0 -
|bwmmﬂ—jglm3uw—¢ﬁ—W+0hﬂw#WWv (3.4
h,1 h,0 h,1 _ +h,0
(', S ) <l S R on e (3.45)

The equation states that G™0 = PHYNu(ty) is the L?-orthogonal projection of the initial value.
Hence, utilizing Cauchy—Schwarz and Young’s inequality,

h, h,0
M(vult) - 630, v )
u(ty) — ulty) oM — g

k 'V k
d)h,l _ ¢h,0 )
A

(bh 1 ¢h,0

= hk(V —)

)+ h(Vu(to) Gh
(1/ + h) k

¢h1_¢h0 )
—F "

< kpt(v+ RV

(3.46)

+ Ol PHYVulto)|]? + bV
Taylor remainder formula is used along with (2.9), (2.10) and inverse inequality to get
¢h 1 ¢h ,0
)
¢t — ¢t kh?
L ||2 4 (l/ i h) Hut”%W(tO,tl;Hl(Q)) (3.47)

(bh’l _ ¢h,0 )
|

h(Vu(ty) — G0 v ———

< kv +h|V

+ CH*™||u(to) 741 + 4]

h(]

Apply Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities to . Since ||V. ghlogh® H < d\|V¢h = I,

Cvu cz gl — g0
(1= 12— (S + et Rl |
¢h,1 _ ¢h,0 5

)

(1 — 4 (v + K|V

dk’ 1 0 k2

< of TR ARTIR AT
_Mﬁ@+h)emn P+ L1
k(v + w° . Ch- Ch 2
NG DI el ST

h,0(12
o C|1v6h Ol +

||<z5h°||2 (3.48)

k

Ch=3 Ch 2
+T||

I\Vn [ I\V¢h°||2
Ch2
+

+ Ch_4||¢h’1||2|\V771H2 +Ch?|| V||

kh?

+m ”utH%N(tU,tl;Hl(Q)) + CH*™[[u(to)[|7,41-

Use the approximation properties of X" Q". Since the mesh nodes do not depend upon the time level, it

follows from , (@ that
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1 0
inf |2 — gl < CpP™,
qeQ

HT}Q 772 ||2 < Ch2m+2 (349)

anll2 < ChmE,

Taking p = 1/13 and p* = 1/8 and using bounds for each term, it follows from the reqularity
assumption of u that

1 Cyu 3C2 ot — ph0 Pl — g0
(5 —( + k)| I1” + —

13 2 8(v+h) k k (3.50)
< C(h®m 2 + h2 + k% 4+ k2h2m=3 4 g2

( + h)k||V

The last inequality implies the lemma statement.

Theorem 3.7. Let the assumptions of Lemma (@ and Theorem be satisfied.
Let k < min{ 2CCW(ZIZ)+2CC3 ,C(v+h)s,C(v+ h)3}
Then

n+1 —en H‘l ei
[E 1\|2+1c2y+h||v7]C L2 < C[h®™ + h? + k2
=0

hond+l L, h,n
Proof 3.5. Start with the proof of the bound for ||%H Consider with forn>1

entl —en
(%7 v)+ (v + h)(Ve”Jrl V) (3.51)

+b*( TL+17 (thrl) )+b*( hn+1,€111+1,’l})
~((Ptn+1) = Py™), V- 0) = W(Vultnir) — Gy, Vo) = k(p"*,v),
u(tni1) — u(tn)

where kp" T = uy(tpy1) — -
h,n+1 ,h,n
Take v = % =: s+l e Vh (M) Then consider at the previous time level and make

ezactly the same choice v = sh"t1 € VP Subtract the equations, using the Taylor expansion to simplify the
last term on the right-hand side. We obtain

n+1 n n—1
mo =20+ n n
k( 1 k21 1 7Sh, +1) o (Sh’ +1
Mk n?Jrl - 7711 h,n+1 hk h,n+12
4 MRV, ) — (4 BTt
+b*( nJrl7 (thrl) hn+1)+b*( h,n+1 611er17 h7n+1)
_b*(e?vu(t ) hn+1) _b*(u’lln7elash7n+l)

—k( (p(tn-‘rl) p? n+1k) (p(t’ﬂ> B p}lb’n) , v - Sh,n+1)

— ghm ghntly (3.52)

u(tnt1) — u(tn) _ GllHI)n - (G’IlHLn_1
k k
where pitt = wyy(tyig) for some 6 € [0,1].

= hk(V ,Vshn )y — OR? (pptt, sttt

Consider the nonlinear terms of . Adding and subtracting b* (€7, u(tny1), s"" 1) and b* (u" T en, shontl)

14



gives

D ), o) B ul), ) (3.53)

+b* (U;L,n-l—l n+1 h,n—o—l) _ b*( h n+1)

€1 61’
= [b" (7™ ultns), 8™ "“) =0 (ef ultng), s

+b"(ef, ultnr), 8™ ) = b* (e u(tn), ’”’“)]
1

[b*( h, n+176?+1’$h,n+1) b*( h,n+1 n+ )

+b* (uy hyntl e’f,sh’"ﬂ) — b*(u1 ,el,sh7”+1)].

617

Use the error decomposition . Since b* (-, s Pty = 0 it follows from that

b* (e "+17 (tn+1),sh’”+1) — b*(e?,u(tn%sh’”“) (3.54)

x( hn+l n+l _hntl x( hn n _hn+l
+b (uy " el s ) —b*(uy", e, st

* ’7?“‘77? h,n+1y *( h,n+1 h,n+1

= kb*( : yu(tne), s ) — kb*(s cu(tni), s )
1

b (et w ghntl) 4 WT—m ghint1)
uh»n-‘rl h,n

+kb* (2 L en, shntlhy,

k

Use the regularity of uw and the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities to obtain the bounds on the terms

n . It follows from that for any e > 0

it =y
k|b*(1Tl, u(tny1), s (3.55)
h =y
e(v+h)k[ Vst +- kllv( : ? )12

For the second term on the right-hand side of use the regularity of u and the Cauchy-Schwarz and
Young’s inequalities to obtain

kb (s" Y wu(tygr), s < e(v 4+ h)k|| Vs L2 (3.56)
=S RSP SO bl
The third nonlinear term on the right-hand side of 1s bounded by
|b* (e?Jrl7 U(tn+1)k_ u(tn) ’ Sh,n+1)‘ (3.57)
< e(v+ h)k|| Vs T2 4 = ¢ k||Ve"+1||2.

For the fourth nonlinear term, add and subtract u(t,+1) to the first term of the trilinear form. Using
and Lemma leads to

n+1 o
|b* (ul % s < 2(v + k|| Vst |12 (3.58)
c it —anp n n it —ap
bV P el ver v (BT

For the fifth term add and subtract u(t,41) to the first term of the trilinear form to obtain

h,n+1 h,n _
bl (0T e, st < g (L 2]y (359)
* 77111+1 _77? n Jh,n+l *( hn+l n _hn+l
+k|b ( k €158 )|+k|b (S €158 )|

15



Apply the result of Lemma to the last trilinear form in and use the Young’s inequality with p = %
and q = 4. This gives

e
< 3e(v + h)k|Vsh T2 4 Lknwnnz
- v+h !
C it — g C
k’ n|2 1 1 2 k ni4| h,n+1 2' )
+ R EIVe IV (T — I Mo Ve [[*[ls™ ™ (3.60)
Applying Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities
hk(vu(t’nr‘rl)k_ 'U,(tn) _ G]Iiﬂ’n _kG]anlvvshﬂkkl)
Ch? -k _u(tni1) —ulty) o  CR®-k Gy =Gt N
- = k(v+h )2 61
< SEonvHim e SEZL B k(4 B)IVSER (361)

By the properties of the projection, error decomposition and the inverse inequality, the following can be
found

Hn  ~Hn—1 hn hn—1
||w||2 —|pHv % 2
k k
h,n h,n—1 n—1
uy” — g u(tn) — ultn-1) n' —nt —2y
S e (¢ R P R Y
Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities to and using the bounds - give
"> — [s™ ™12 hont1)2
5 + (v + h)k|Vs I (3.63)
< 13e(v + h)k|| Vs H1|2
/| e/ T N
oS =22 o (D)
tn _ tn hn+1 _ hmn
l/—|—h qgheQh k k
O T]TL+1 _ 7,]11, N nn-‘,—l _ nn N
KT + e+ v 2 v )
n+1 n
FCHI PNV I + ORI TRy S k22,
c 2 U(tni1) = ultn) | o u(tn) — u(tn-1) /T
o (W (FEEE R P 4 [V 9 () )
C C? 1
k h,n |2 u u n |14 k h,n+1 2.
g ISP+ CCou + 52 + s Ve i)

Since uyy € L2(0,T; L2(2)), we have
B o2, < CR Y pt? < C
i=0 i=0

It follows from the assumption k < h and the result of Theorem [3.5 that

max [[Vei || < C.
3

16



Take € = % m , simplify, multiply both sides of the inequality by 2 and sum over all time levels
n > 1 to obtain

n
"™ 4 (4 Rk D IV < s (3.64)

=1

C Syt bt
Yk
ol 2,

k2
i+1 i i+1 7
-0 nmo—n
+(v + h)zllv(lTl)H2 + HV(ITI)II2
i+1 7
mo—n
+(V+h)HV(%)|I4
i) — plt; hyi+l _ i
qheqQh k k
C n ) " .
‘*‘me(V‘Fh)HV%HZ+CkZ||€z1||2
=1 i=1
C - )
k h,i||2
o ;IIS l
LORY (Cut Gi L ety s
“Tv4h (vhBtH '

=1

Since Vihk||sh*i+1||2 >0, the following inequality holds.

C & ,
k h,i
S ;IIS

Substituting the last inequality in[3.64, the following can be found.

C & ; c
? < mkz ™ + mklls’“lIIQ- (3.65)
=1

n - i ¢
5" o+ o R DIV < (1 R s (3.66)
i=1
C N~y =2
k
kel < 12,
41 7 141 i
=N m  —n
(v + WP V() + | V(A
1+1 7
m  —n
+(v -+ )|V ()
ti _ ti hyi+1 _ ki
4+ inf ”p( +1) p( )_q q ||2—|—h2+/<22}

gheQh k k
¢ - ) = i
MOFYE h)QkZ(V +h)|[Ve | + Ok Y lled|f?
=1 i=1

Cr+1 1 114N (| il |2
L LIV

+Ck Y (Cou+

i=1

Consider the error decomposition . Take i’ to be the L? projection of u(t;) into V", for all i > 1.
Since the mesh nodes do not depend upon the time level, it follows from the approximation properties of

17



XM Q" and the reqularity of u,p that

n i+1 7 i—1
=20 +n
kY | L,

kZ

kZ nt |5

i—1

n i+1
—2
S Ck§ ||771 771 +771 ||2 S thQm,7

Using and (5.28), we derive from that

h,n+1(2 Wk h,i+12 < (1
[ + (v + h) ;:1 V™" < (14—

+Ck Y (Cyu +

i=1

In order to apply Gronwall’s Lemma in the inequality , we have to verify that

k2
anrl o
kZIIV = )II2 < Ch?™,
nH—l o
kZHV 4 1 )||4<Ch4m
p(tiv1) —p(t:) ¢t =g, om
— < Ch“™.
k h,1(12
Fenol el

+C[R*™ + h? + k7]

CZ+1 1

+ AN (] B

v+h (v+h)

CZ+1 1 ‘
Ck(Cyy + —2 Veill*) <1
( Vu T+ V+h +(l/+h)3|| 61” )
To this end, we can first assume
C2+1, 1 Ck 1
Ck(Cyy + —%——) < = and te o
(v+l/+h)<2an (+h) ||V€1||<2
Due to the first inequality, we have a bound on k in the form
v+h
S CCvu(v+h)+ C(C2+ 1)
For the second inequality we investigate case by case.
For k < h, it follows from the inverse inequality and theorem that
Ck 14 < Ckh™ 4 4 < _Ck k.4
v i 1+ =
Ck 1
< 7
Swrnp S
Thus, we have a bound on k in the form k < C(v + h)3.
For h <k, it follows from the theorem that
Ck : Ck~! 2Ck3 1
7v24<7h4 k4<7<*
wrmplvall = oo+ < s <3

It follows from the above calculations and theorem statement that

C?2+1 1

+ 3|\Vei\|4)k: <1

v+h (v+h)

18
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Now, we can apply discrete Gronwall’s Lemma in the inequality to have following bound

hn+1 7¢h,n h,i+1 qZ)h,i
[B=t - L |24 (v+h) kZ||V%||2§C[h2m+h2+k2} (3.69)

Using the triangle inequality in the error decomposition @, we obtain

n+l e n+1 en
[ 1||2+k21/+h \|VTl||2§C[h2m+h2+k2} (3.70)

1=0

This result proves the theorem.

4. Stability and Error Estimate of Correction Step Approximation

The correction step approximation presented here is identically same with that of the reference paper
[10). Only differences are on their first step approximations. Therefore, the stability and accuracy analysis
will be the same with the reference model up to the point when the first step approximation comes into play.
For this reason, we are going to copy results from this paper up to some point, and then continue proving
our theorem statements from there on.

Theoretical findings below illustrate that the formulation produces O(h? + k?) accurate, uncondi-
tionally stable correction step approximation to the time-dependent Navier-Stokes equations.

We first prove stability of the correction step approximation.

Theorem 4.1 (Stability of the Correction Step Approximation). Let f € L?(0,T; H~*(Q)), let u?, u}
satisfy and , respectively. Then for n=0,...,N-1,

™12 + k2 ) 2

n+1 n+1
+ SR THv+h) 1’62 IV ™ = G JP + [Vl =GP + kY (v + 1) Va2
i=1
n+1

< Clllwgll* + (v + h) 1kZHf I

Proof 4.1. From the inequality (4.4) in [10], we have

1
(IIuh P = ™) + 5 (v )|V

2k
2(v +h) 2 -1
5v2k? 51/2k et —en
52 I (4.1)
+72V(V+h)V|\Vu |

h n+1 h,n

k Pk [V 2 + vk][Vauy ™|

5
5

+mkcvw k|[Vuy™ |2 + vk| V™| 2.

Multiplying inequality by 2k and summing over all time levels followed by Lemma and Theorem

give
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n+1

lluz ™ P+ &Y v+ bl [y |2

=1
. 5 R Flti
§||u0||2‘+(y+ ) ZHMHQ_I
5v2k3 5u2k2
h2m h2 ]{72
P Ve T o O R AR
5h2 2 02 h,n+1)2
—|ug 0112 = [julm 4.2
Ier I LU Al G e (42)
n+1 n+1
i H,i Vi Hz
—hk Y (IVul ™ = G + [Vl - G2 +—k2|\f I |

i=0
5 h*™ 4+ h? + k2
2v(v+h) v+h
n+1

kZHf JIE, + kZHf )2 .

After some algebraic manipulation, we have the following inequality

+KCZ,,) [2|\u3\|2 + 28]V

n+1

5h? i
h,n+12 h,n+1)2 h,i|2
147+ g+ S+ o
n 5h3 k"izl(“vuh,iﬂ HZH2+||V hziGHzn ”)
v(v+h) — !
n+1
< s 2 - Z 1) 2 (4.3)
< [lugl]” + Z || 124
502k3 5u2k2

2m 2 2
SToEw) Wt+72(y+h)2(](h +h2+ k)
n+1

C(llugll* + bl Vu™|* + +thIIf ]|

The last inequality implies the theorem statement.

Theorem l) together with the Proposition 1' proves the unconditional stability of both uil” and

ul® for any i > 0.
The error estimate of the correction step approximation is given next.

Theorem 4.2 (Error Estimate of Correction Step Approximation). Let the assumptions of Theo-
rem be satisfied. Let

v+h
(v 4 h)Cyy + 202 + (v + h)Chm—1 + 2Ch2™°

k<

Then there exists a constant C = C(0, T, u,p, f, (v + h)~1), such that

max [Ju(t;) — uy”|| + k‘z (v + WV (ulti) —uy™)|?)/?

1<i<N
=0

< C(h™ + h? + k* + hk).
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Proof 4.2. From the inequality (4.17) in [10], we have

o5 ™ P + (v + h)E Y |V ™2
1=0

C n h,it1 h,i )
< k30 [ ot TR g2
y+h qheqQh 2

Hl eiﬂ 2 2 i+112 4 ZH 773 2
|+ BV 2 k| 2
VRSP + B2V 2 4 || Vit (4.4)

z+1 _ 611-1-1

K|V (2

+k||V(

P cu 202 i
+kZ|l¢h RS oo

i h,0
b ] + 6

NP (k[ Ver™ |1 + k[ Vei][*)

Take @ in the error decomposition (@ to be the L?-projection onto Vh, fori > 1. Take @° to be uj.
This gives ¢° = 0 and €9 = 9. Also it follows from the Proposition that ||n3]| < Ch™; under the
assumption of the theorem applying the discrete Gronwall’s lemma (m and using bounds in theorems

(-) give

h,n+1 h,i+1
165" 1P + (v + kD [V ™2
i=0
hi+1 h,i
+p hyit1)(2
k [ f ||— — ght
- V+h Z hngh 2 q ||

kQ h2 (41))
h2 k? h2 2mh2 k2 k4

+

— i i
+|| 220+ 1V 2+ [V
1 2 2 2 2m 2 2 2m
—_— H
+(V+h)2(h +k)(h+ h*+ k%) +Ch

Use the approxzimation properties of X", Q". Since the mesh nodes do not depend upon the time level, it

follows from , (@ that

hi hi
kz inf ﬂ — ¢ 2 < o
hth 2 - ’

i+1
kZHnQ 772”2 <CkZ||772 n2||2<0h2m (46)
=0

kY st < on®m.

=0

Bounds and @ give the following result
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165" P + (v + W)k DIV |2
. i=0 (4.7)
S (_Fih)g(h?m, +H2m(h4 +h2k2) +h4 +k4 +h2k2)
14

Using the error decomposition and triangle inequality with , we obtain

n

hyn+1 hyit+1 1

lles™ I+ (v + kY [[Vey ™ %)
=0 (4.8)

C
< ——— (™ + H™(h? + hk) + h* + k* + hk).
(v+h)
This proves the Theorem statement. Therefore, we derived the error estimates, which agree with the general
theory of the defect and deferred correction methods. Clearly, the correction step approximation u} lifts the
accuracy of an order of h in space and of k in time, compared to the first step approximation u%.
Some computational results will be given next.

5. Computational Tests

We perform one quantitative and one qualitative comparison test of SAV-DDC and AV-DDC models.
Computational results with both tests not only support the theoretical findings of this paper but also
illustrate superiority of SAV-DDC over AV-DDC.

Firstly, consider a manufactured true solution of NSE in Q = [0,1]? given by

ui(w,y,t) = e 'cos(2m(y —t)),
us(z,y,t) = e 'sin(2r(x —1t)),
p(z,y,t) =

The forcing function f(x,y,t), the initial condition u(zx,y,0) and non-homogeneous boundary conditions are
computed to comply with the given exact solution. Computations are ended at the final time 7' = 1. The
computations have been performed using the Taylor-Hood finite element space (P2/P1) for velocity and
pressure pair, and also piecewise linear finite element space (P1) for the large scale space on the same mesh
instead of piecewise quadratic finite element space (P2) on a different coarse mesh, see [13].

In particular, the exact solution is a rotational flow that moves along the line y = x with a maximum
velocity of 1 in each direction. Therefore, we choose the time step size as half of the mesh size, At = h/2; a
possible analogue of the well-known CFL condition [20]. Also the additional viscosities in each case has been
chosen equal to the time step size, and all these quantities have been refined together to observe convergence
rates of the models.

The convergence rates in Tables verify Theorems and ; the first step approximations pro-
duces first order of accuracy while the correction step approximation gives a second order of accuracy.

Comparing the first step approximations of each model, we observe that the convergence rates in the
first step of AV-DDC has an asymptotic behaviour while that of SAV-DDC directly produces first order of
accuracy with a better error estimate. On the other hand, defect-deferred correction methods rely mostly
on the accuracy of the first step approximations. Therefore we can clearly conclude that employing SAV on
the first step of defect-deferred correction methods contributes the overall accuracy of the correction step
approximation. Also the computational results below show this expectation has been met.

For the first(i=1) and the correction(i=2) step approximations, define errors by:

lleillzz = [ = u" ||z20,m:22(),

e[z = i — u” ||L2(0,T;H1(Q))-

22



First Step Correction Step

1/h H€1HL2 CR H61HH1 CR ||62||L2 CR ||62||H1 CR
4 0.155917 - 1.44949 - 0.0847247 - 0.915718 -
8 0.103376 | 0.59 | 0.91002 | 0.67 || 0.0356702 | 1.25 | 0.346105 | 1.40
16 0.0618065 | 0.74 | 0.5425 0.75 || 0.0125766 | 1.50 | 0.118857 | 1.54
32 0.0341708 | 0.86 | 0.301312 | 0.85 || 0.0038449 | 1.71 | 0.0362162 | 1.71

Table 1: Errors and Convergence Rates(CR) with AV-DDC, v = 0.1.

First Step Correction Step
1/h lleil| L2 CR | l|lel|m: CR llea]| L2 CR [lea|| g CR
4 0.160372 1.4644 0.0899792 0.948452

8 0.0701028 | 1.19 | 0.616771 | 1.25 || 0.0255807 | 1.81 | 0.262797 | 1.85
16 0.0306962 | 1.19 | 0.267739 | 1.20 || 0.00655849 | 1.96 | 0.0672375 | 1.97
32 0.0142972 | 1.10 | 0.124943 | 1.10 || 0.00166068 | 1.98 | 0.0170454 | 1.98

Table 2: Errors and Convergence Rates(CR) with SAV-DDC, v = 0.1.

First Step Correction Step
1/h [le1]|r2 CR | |leillg: | CR [le2|| 2 CR | |lea||m: CR
4 0.229077 2.09789 0.165639 1.60463

8 0.175243 | 0.39 | 1.59616 | 0.39 0.105312 | 0.65 | 1.01741 | 0.66
16 0.118254 | 0.57 | 1.10838 | 0.53 || 0.0530586 | 0.99 | 0.557947 | 0.87
32 0.0714289 | 0.73 | 0.697369 | 0.67 || 0.0214237 | 1.31 | 0.261501 | 1.09
64 0.0399438 | 0.84 | 0.407656 | 0.77 || 0.00747879 | 1.52 | 0.105783 | 1.31

Table 3: Errors and Convergence Rates(CR) with AV-DDC, v = 0.01.

First Step Correction Step
]./h H61HL2 CR H61HH1 CR ||62||L2 CR ||62||H1 CR
4 0.304062 2.6915 0.252518 2.29169

8 0.157858 | 0.94 | 1.47629 | 0.87 0.109739 | 1.20 | 1.0805 1.08
16 0.0743467 | 1.09 | 0.761911 | 0.95 || 0.0377188 | 1.54 | 0.453725 | 1.25
32 0.0353496 | 1.07 | 0.377853 | 1.01 || 0.0116789 | 1.69 | 0.166719 | 1.44
64 0.0171519 | 1.04 | 0.185847 | 1.02 || 0.00340097 | 1.78 | 0.054127 | 1.62

Table 4: Errors and Convergence Rates(CR) with SAV-DDC, v = 0.01.

For the qualitative testing, flow past a forward-backward facing step is considered. A 40 x 10 rectangular
domain is used as the channel, and a 1 x 1 step is placed at the bottom of the channel, 5 units in. No-slip
boundary conditions are strongly enforced on the walls of the channel and on the step, while parabolic inflow
with maximum inlet 1 is introduced on the inflow boundary. Also on the outflow, ’do nothing’ boundary
condition is weakly enforced. The initial condition is set to be parabolic flow across the channel, and there is
no external forcing, f = 0. Viscosity ¥ = 1/600 is chosen in particular. For this setup the expected behavior
is recirculating vortex formations behind the step and their detachment, see [21],[22],[23].

This comparison test is performed on the same coarse mesh (the smallest h=0.125) for both methods,
and choose additional viscosity is equal to the time step size At = 0.05. Computations have been ended at
the final time T = 40.

Figures illustrate both method produces stable results. On the other hand, AV-DDC is too dissipative
to capture vortex detachment, i.e. eddies which should detach and evolve remain attached and attain steady
state, while SAV-DDC is able to reliably met with expectations of the problem setup and replicates the
behavior of the flow given in the reference papers [21],[22],]23]. This test clearly shows that SAV-DDC is
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not over-dissipative as AV-DDC is, and hence, is able to capture turbulent characteristics of the flow better
than AV-DDC.

Figure 1: AV-DDC

Figure 2: SAV-DDC

Although the correction step approximations are computed with the same weak formulation, the first
step approximation plays a great role in how accurate results they will give and how well the flow will be
resolved.

6. Conclusion

The method presented here replaces the artificial viscosity approximation step of the defect-deferred
correction method with an alternative to a projection-based subgrid artificial viscosity approximation. This
alternative approach has both theoretically and computationally shown its superiority over conventional
artificical viscosity approximation based defect-deferred correction method.
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