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Abstract

In this paper, we develop the constraint energy minimizing generalized multiscale finite element
method (CEM-GMsFEM) for convection-diffusion equations with inhomogeneous Dirichlet, Neumann
and Robin boundary conditions, along with high-contrast coefficients. For time independent problems,
boundary correctors D™ and N for Dirichlet, Neumann, and Robin conditions are designed. For
time dependent problems, a scheme to update the boundary correctors is formulated. Error analysis
in both cases is given to show the first-order convergence in energy norm with respect to the coarse
mesh size H and second-order convergence in L?—norm, as verified by numerical examples, with which
different finite difference schemes are compared for temporal discretization. Nonlinear problems are
also demonstrated in combination with Strang splitting.
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1 Introduction

Convection diffusion equation is involved in many physical applications of partial differential equa-
tions. Computational difficulty may arise in two-fold: (1) coefficients in high contrast and multiple scales
and (2) demanding discretization for a high Péclet number. A lot of multiscale effort has contributed
to the problems such as multiscale finite element method [1], variational multiscale method [2, 3, 4, 5],
multiscale discontinuous Galerkin method [6, 7], multiscale stablization [8, 9]. In particular, the Gener-
alized Multiscale Finite Element Method (GMsFEM) aims to create multiscale basis to apply Galerkin
approximation and it has been applied to an array of partial differential equations [10, 11, 12, 13, 14,
15, 16]. Similar to the finite element method, it consists of two stages: first the offline stage where basis
functions are generated and used to span the approximation solution manifold; and second the online
stage where the actual approximation is found in the generated space. However, due to the complexity
of the problem, it is necessary to further reduce the computational cost of the offline stage.

A spectral decomposition method, Constraint Energy Minimization Generalized Multiscale Finite
Element Method (CEM-GMSsFEM), is then applied to the scheme to generate a sufficiently large solution
manifold by using a few basis functions [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24]. Each basis function is formed
by the eigenfunction in a local spectral problem and captures some information about the medium
and velocity, and thereby dependent on the Péclet number. One main important property of such
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eigenfunction is exponential decay. The span of such basis therefore can capture the cell decaying part of
the solution while the non-decaying part is left to be dealt with in the online stage. However, it is only
common to see the above results conducted in a homogeneous setting whilst, in practice, inhomogeneous
boundary conditions are necessary. We propose a numerical scheme to apply CEM-GMsFEM to solve
the convection-diffusion equation with inhomogeneous boundary conditions. There are two versions
of CEM-GMSFEM: constrained and relaxed. The relaxed-CEM-GMsFEM is used to develop the error
analysis, which takes advantage of the elliptic projection of the solution as a bridge between our multiscale
space and the continuous space. An account of relaxed-CEM-GMsFEM applied to some inhomogeneous
Boundary Value Problems was given already in [25]. Our goal is to extend this idea to the convection-
diffusion equation. We will study three main cases, Dirichlet, Neumann, and Robin conditions. We also
give a theoretical account of the convergence analysis and prove the scheme has first-order convergence
in energy norm and second-order in L?—norm, as verified by numerical examples.

For non-time independent problems, some work of applying CEM-GMsSFEM has been done for
parabolic equations [23] on homogeneous conditions. Our goal is to extend our method to the convection-
diffusion equation with inhomogeneous boundary conditions. Since we assume the medium and velocity
are independent of time, we can reuse the multiscale space in the time-independent case. For time-
invariant boundary conditions, the corrector can be pre-computed once. However, for time-variant bound-
ary conditions, the time derivative of the corrector and the boundary conditions need to be taken into
account. Therefore, we give a new formulation to update the corrector at each time step in a relaxed
CEM-GMSsFEM fashion. The error of such approximation is also proved to be exponentially decaying
in space. In addition, there are two versions of Backward Euler schemes to compute the next steps of
the solution: the diffusion approach (D-approach) and the convection-diffusion approach (CD-approach).
The former is less expensive but can be shown to bear a lower accuracy. We compare them via convec-
tion diffusion IBVPs and verify that our proposal gives a more accurate result at a higher computational
expense.

Moreover, we introduce a nonlinearity into the IBVPs, which greatly increases the difficulty. A
classical approach is to apply the Strang splitting method which considers convection, diffusion, and
the nonlinearity terms in separate intermediate steps. This method utilizes the symmetric property
of the algorithm to split operators in intermediate timesteps. This has been applied to a variety of
problems including parabolic equations [26], diffusion-reaction equations [27, 28] and diffusion-reaction-
advection equations with a homogeneous boundary conditions [29]. However, it was numerically tested
that the inhomogeneous boundary conditions would drag the overall accuracy of the algorithm [30, 29,
31]. To resolve this, some classical approaches can be found in [31, 32]. More recent approaches involve
designing a time-dependent boundary corrector in the intermediate steps [33, 34, 35, 36], which is aligned
with our previous sections. In particular, in the classical Strang splitting method applied to convection
diffusion equations, the convection and diffusion operators are split and considered separately with their
corresponding nonlinear terms [37]. Now with our scheme, we can consider them in the same step. We
tested our choice of boundary corrector, the same as the previous part, to attain both spatial and temporal
convergence.

The paper is organized as follows: we first give the problem setting and some preliminaries in section
2. The convergence analysis of its application to the time-independent convection diffusion equation
is given in section 3, along with numerical results on the Dirichlet, Neumann, and Robin conditions.
In section 4, both time-variant and time-invariant IBVPs are presented with analysis and numerical
results, along with the comparison of different finite difference schemes for temporal discretization. A
demonstration of applying this to nonlinear problems with Strang splitting is presented in this section as
well.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Problem setting

We consider the following convection diffusion initial boundary value problem:

ou+ B(z) - Vu =V - (A(x)Vu) + f, in Q x (0,77,

u=g(x,1), on I'p x (0,77,
b(z)u+v- (A(x)Vu — B(z)u) = ¢(z,t), onTy x(0,T],
U(', O) = Uinit, in Qa

where 0 C R? is the computational domain, 3 € L*(Q)?, and 0 < T < oo. The medium A €
L (£;R4¥9) and the velocity 3 are heterogeneous coefficients with multiple scales and potentially high
contrast. A is a positive definite matrix. There exist k¢ and k1 such that 0 < kg < Apin(A(z)) <
Amax(A(2)) < k1 and k1/ko can be large. We denote v the outward unit normal vectors to 92 and
I'p and I'y two nonempty disjoint part of 9Q2. We assume the velocity flows inward on the Neumann
boundary I'y and 3 is incompressible, i.e., V-8 = 0. ie., 8-v < 0 on I'y. Denote Sy > 1 and [
as the infimum and supremum of |3| respectively. The function b(z) > 0 a.e. € 99 and there exists
a positive constant by > 0 and a subset I' C I'y with positive measure such that b(z) > by for a.e.
x € T'. The Dirichlet boundary value term g € H'/?(T'p x [0,T]) and the Neumann boundary value term
q € L*(Tn x [0,77)).
From now on, we denote

a(w,v):/AVw-Vv—i—/ (b—B-v)wvdo,
Q I'n

= [ AVuw- —3. o : _
A(w, v) /Q Vw VU—I—/FN(b B-v)wvd —1—/9(6 Vw)v

So the variational form of the problem is: for ¢t € (0,7}, find ug(-,t) € V := {v € HY(Q): v =
0 on I'p} such that at ¢,

(Oruo, v) + A(uo,v) = (f,v) = A(g,v) + (¢,v)ry forveV
(Uo(',O),’U) = (uinit - g(',o),v) forveV

where g € H1(Q x [0,T]) with § = g on I'p. The solution u to equation (6) is then u = ug + g. Denote

the energy norms on V/

1/2
1Wllae) = ( [ ave-vos | g do) and [[0]la = [V]lace-
w I'nNow

Also, notice that under the assumptions on 3 and b, for v € V|

A(v,v):/QAVU~VU+/Q(ﬁ~Vv)v+/ (b—B-v)?do

I'n

:/AVU~V’U+/ (b—l,@~l/>u2do>0.
Q I'n 2

So, the following quasi-norms are also well defined on V:
1
HUH?‘\(UJ) = / AVU'VU-F/ (b—=B-v)v?do,
w OwNl' N 2

for w C Q and [[v]|a = [[v]l a¢q)- It is also easy to show that || - |4 and || - ||, are equivalent on V.
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2.2 Constraint energy minimizing generalized multiscale finite element method
2.2.1 Auxiliary basis functions

We first introduce 7 to be a conforming partition of € into rectangular elements. The resulting
elements are called the coarse grids. Let H be the meshsize of the coarse grid and N be the number of
elements. For each K; € TH with 1 <i < N, we define an oversampled domain K™ [25] by

K™ :=int U A(K) | Uc(Km1)
KeTH cl(K)Ncl(K™ ™ 1)#0
where int(S) and cl(S) are the interior and the closure of a set S. We also set K? = K, for the

consistency of notations. Let N, be the number of vertices contained in an element. We can construct
a set of Lagrange bases {n},..., nZN} of the element K; € TH. On each K;, we solve a local spectral

| e
AN

Figure 1: Domain K; and oversampled domain K;"

problem: find M >0, ¢ € H'(K;) such that for all v € H'(K;),
Agie) (8], 0) = Nsi(@], v), (1)

7 i
where

si(wm):CH_Q/ k1| B[2wv ::/ Rwv
K; ;

K;
and C is a constant that depends on the choice of basis {n;} and for the local auxiliary space on a
structured mesh such that |Vn;|? < CH~2. We take C' = 24 since we will use the Lagrange polynomials
as the basis. For simplicity, we will omit the constant C' in the analysis. Arrange the eigenvalues {\] 720
in an ascending order. Define the local auxiliary space V" = span{gzﬁ%,...,gbéi} for some [;. Let
s(w,v) = Zi\;l si(w,v) on V x V. Denote ||w||sw) =1/ [, Fw?dz and |lw|s = \/s(w,w).

Now, define the orthogonal projection 7; : L?(K;) — V2" by
l; 5
S( i U) j
mi(v) = Z R
=0 s( L)
Let Vaux .= @fil V2= Then s(-,-) and ||-||s are an inner product and a norm on V2" respectively.

Also 7 := Zfil m; maps L?(Q) to V2. Now, we can derive the following lemma [38]:

Lemma 2.1. Forv € HY(K;),

19113 ¢,
lo — () 1%,y < ﬁ (2)

17 () 13y = Iollaen) = v = 7)) < lvllZc,)- 3)
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2.2.2 Multiscale basis functions

Although lemma 2.1 has shown that the elliptic projection can approximate any vector v close
enough given sufficient number of eigenfunctions used, this function in V*"* may not be continuous in 2.
For this, We now construct the multiscale local basis functions using the auxiliary space V*"*. Define

vl = axgmin {013+ v = o2 6 € V]
91 = argmin {4 + w6 — 672 v €V}

where
V= {veH (K™):v=00onTpNoK" or QNOK"}.
With these definitions, we can obtain
A7 v) + s(np!, wv) = s(¢], wv), Yo €V, (4)
A@WD™ v) + s(mgpd™ o) = (@7, wv), Yo € V™. (5)
Denote V2 = span{y/: 0 < j <1;,1 <i < N} and V% == span{¢p?™: 0 < j <1;,1 <i < N}.

It is worth-mentioning that the bilinear form A is not symmetric, and therefore is not an inner
product on V. However, the following lemma still holds, without stating the proof here for simplicity
[38].

Lemma 2.2. Let v € V&°. Then A(v,v') =0 for any v' € V with v’ = 0. If there exists v € V such
that A(v,v") = 0 for any v' € V&, then mv = 0.

ms ’

3 Time-independent convection diffusion boundary value prob-
lems

As the multiscale space V. is independent of ¢, the method is applicable to time independent
problems. To illustrate the idea, consider Find u € H!(£2) such that

-V -(AVu)+B-Vu=f, inQ,
u=4g, on FD, (6)
but+v-(AVu—Bu)=¢q, only,

where f € L%(Q) is the source term independent of w.

3.1 Derivation of the Method
The methods are the following steps:
1. Find D"g € V™ and N/"q € V" such that for all v € V;™,
A(Di"g,v) + s(7D;"g, mv) = A, (9, ),
AN q,v) + s(mN]"q, mv) = / qudo.

OK;NI'n
Further denote D™g = SN | D"g and N™g = S Nimg.
2. Construct the multiscale function space V% according to equation (5).

3. Solve w™ € V™ such that for all v € V'

ms ms?

A(w™, v) = (f,v) — A(g,v) +/ qudo + A(D™g,v) — AN™q,v). (7)

I'n
4. Counstruct the numerical solution u™* to approximate the actual solution u of equation (6) by

ugls — wm _ D77L§+qu and un’lS ~ uBIlS _"_’g'
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3.2 Analysis
We will use the following notation: for w,v € V and w C €2,
By (w,v) = A(w)(w, V) + 5y (Tw, TV)
and [|v||g(w) = /B(w)(v,v). Before we give an account of the analysis, we will summarize all the quasi-
norms in the following lemma,

Lemma 3.1. For anyv eV,
[vll2 < Heyllv]|s,

A(w,v) < Cllwl.allv]s,

B(w,v) < Cllwl|s|lvls,
where A = min; )\é”’l, c = 50_1/{1_1/2\/1 +A-1, C = 2(1 + A" Y?)max {1, ﬁ} and < is "not
greater than up to a positive constant”.

Proof. First,
[vllce < HBy ey 2 |lolls < HBy try 210+ A V2ol

On the other hand,

A(w,v)z/AVw~Vv+/ﬁ-va+/ (b—%,@-u)wvda

o0

< ||w|a||11|a+H\//AVw-Vw\//Ev2

< Nlwllalvlla + Hlwlla(molls + [lv — 7o)
< Nwllallv]la + HlJwl|a(l|7v]|s + A1/2HU”a)
< Cllwl| al[v] 5

Finally,
B(w,v) = A(w, v) + s(rw, 7v)
< Cllwllalvlis + llmwlls|lv]ls

< Clwlsllvls.

With the above lemmas, we can now start our error analysis.

3.2.1 Global Approximations

We will approximate the error using the global approximation w8!'° of the real solution via V8.
Define D8l°g = Zivzl Dflo'gv and N&l°g = Zfil M-gqu where D?O’g € Vglo satisfies that for all v € V,

B(DE°G,v) = A(G,v), (8)

and N&°q € V& satisfies that for all v € V,

BNEq,v) = / qudo. 9)

OK;NI'n
Also define w8'° € Vg!° such that,
A(w° v) — A(D8°G,v) + A(NB°q,v) = A(ug,v) for v € V8, (10)

We first show the convergence of the elliptic projection defined using V.



CEM-GMsFEM for Convection Diffusion with Inhomogeneous Boundary Conditions 7

Theorem 3.2. Let D2°F, N¥°q and we defined by equations (8), (9) and (10). Let u be the actual
solution of the problem (6). Let iy = w8'® —D&G +N8°q and u = g +g. Then

I~ wla < A7267 2H (1817 Fll ey + Vol z2e) - (1)

Proof. Let e = u— 1. By the definition of %, we have A(u —u,v) = A(ug — g, v) = 0 for v € V8, giving
me = 7(u — u) = 0 by equations (8) and (9). This leads to

A(DEG, e) = A(F,e) and AN&°q,e) = / gedo.
I'n

Since w € V&°, then A(w,v) = 0 for mv = 0.

ms ?

lellZ = Ale, ¢) = —A(@, ¢) + A(DEF, ¢) — AN, ¢) + Alug, e)
= A(DH°G,¢) — AN g, ¢) + { / fe— AGG,e) - / 8- Vuge + / o da}
Q Q I'n

:/Qfe—/Q,B~Vuoe

<R3 £ 2oy llells + mp 2 HIIVuol| 2y llells
<A (IRl + 5 HI Vol 2o ) el

Hence, we obtain

lu—alla < A2k H (11817 f |2y + Vol 2 ) -

3.2.2 Abstract Problem

Following the approach in 25|, we summarise the analysis of CEM-GMSFEM by considering the
following abstract problem:

Abstract Problem 1. Let K; € TH and t; € V' such that (t;,v) = 0 for any v € V with supp(v) C
O\K;. Define P; : V' =V such that for allv €V,

B(Pﬂfi, 1}) = <ti, ’U> (12)

and P™ V' — V™ with
B(P{”ti,v) = <ti,1}> . (13)

We aim to estimate

2 2 2

+

N
> Piti = PI't;
i=1

N
> Piti =PIt
i=1

N
> Piti = PI't;
i=1

B A

S

To solve this problem, we prepare ourselves with the following lemmas 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5. To prove
them, we need to define cutoff functions {x;"™}. Let V¥ be the Lagrange basis function space of 7.
For K; € TH, a cutoff function x;"™ € V# with n < m satisfies that:

x;"(x) =1in K[

X" (x) =0 in Q\K™
0<x"™<1in KM\K!.
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Lemma 3.3. Let m > 1. Then there exists 0 < 8 < 1 such that
”,PitiHZB(Q\Kim) < 0™ Piti|3

where 0 = %5 and
e (A, Bo) = rf%ax/z]((ﬁofl + nalﬂnfl/zH) cos(x) + sin(x)) (A_l/2 cos(x) + sin(x)) .
xe|0,m

m—1,m

Proof. Note that 1—X;n*1’m =0in K" ' and 1—x7""™ = 1in Q\K;, implying that supp(1—x; ) C

%

O\K"™ . Put v = (1 - xm_l’m> P;t; in equation (12), namely

3

A(Piti, (1 — szil’m)Piti) + s(mPit, m(1 — X;nil’m)Pitz‘) =0.

Then,
IPitill 24y + 17 Pitill sy
= / (X;"_l’m — 1) AVP;t; - VP;it; doe + / Pit; AVP;t; - VXZ”_“” dx
KKt Kr\K" !

+ / H_2I€1|,3|27T('P7;ti> - T ((X;nil’m — 1) 'Pztl) dx + / (—b + ,3 . V)PitiQ
KM\K ! I'n\OK™

+ / ,3 . VPJ,;(X;"*L’" — I)Pztl
KK
= I1+IQ+13+I4+I5.

Since x/"""™ —1 <0 in K"\K™ !, then I; <0. Also, since 3-v < b on I'y, we have I, < 0.

%

For I, by using the Cauchy Schwartz inequality,

Pit; AVPit; - V™
KK ! ’

< \/ / AVPit; - VPit; \/ / (Pits)> AV 0™ uy ™ dg
KMk KKt

< By I Pitill g g1y IPitill g g gem=1y-

The last inequality is due to the assumptions on A and 3,

5(2)/ Pt AV~ Uy T < / Piti?|BIPCH *ky = ||7Ditz'||§(Km\Km—1)~
Kp\KD™! Ay TG

For I3,
/ H %k |B)?m(Pits) - ((x;n_l’m - 1) Piti) dz
KK
< N Patill g gem ey 17 (O™ = DPsti)llg(gem s
< ||7T7)itiHs(K;n\K;"*1)H(X;n_lm - 1)/Piti||s(K;n\K7“1)
ST Pitill gem sy IPitillgem sem=1y-
For I,

/ . ) ,3 . VPiti(X;”*l’m — 1)731151
KK

< n01/2H11/2H\// AVP;t; - Vpiti\// |B12H 2k, |Pit;|2
K:"\K:r"71 K,?\K;nil

—-1/2 —-1/2
<o Pyt H|[Pitill o g\ sem =1y I Pitill g gem sem—1y-
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By inequality (2),
||7)itiHs(K;n\K;"*1) < |Piti — WPitiHS(K;n\K;"*l) + ||7T7)iti||s(K;"\Kg"*1)
< A_l/zllpitina(K,{”\K;”’l) + 17 Pitill g ey sy
So, in summary,
- —1/2 —1/2
1Pl < (85 + kg ™2k 2 ) IPitillagaeom sy + 1mPitallgaem s ) WPitill iy s,
S C*(A7/BO)HPZtiH%(K:n\K:n—l)
The last inequality comes from considering

_ Pitillagaemsem- _ I Pitillsgaepmse

cos(6 and sin(0)

—Pitill o emy — Pitill s g1y
for some 6 € (0,7/2]. Now,
H,PitiH?g(Kzﬂfl) = \|7’iti||23(K;n\K;n—1) + 1 Patill Bk
1 2
> (1 + C*> H,PitiHB(Q\K,im*I)'

Then, iteratively we can obtain
1Pitillz k) < 0™ Pitill3-

Lemma 3.4. With the notations in lemma 3.8, then
72 _
[Piti = P tillp < C ™ | Piti|3,
where

cx(A, Bo) = max [(1 + By 'ATY2) cos(z) + Byt sin(:c)] ’ + [A*1/2 cos(x) + sin(x)} ’ .
z€[0,7/2]

Proof. Let z; .= P;t; — P]"t; and decompose it as
2 = {(1 - X;n*l’m) Piti} + {(X;nfl’m - 1) Pt + infl’mzi} =z, + 2.
By definition, 2z’ € V™, so by equations (12) and (13), B(z;, z') = 0. Then,
24/l = Bz, ) < Cllzllsll=lls < T 121
To compute ||z}||5, we investigate ||z||4 and ||2{||s.
242 = 1 (1 =) PaliZ S I (=) Putall

< / (1 — X;nil’m)zAv'Piti -VPit; — 2/ 'Pltz(l — X;nil’m)Av,Piti . VX?1717m
Q\Kim_1 Q\Kzn—l

+ / PitiP AV VT 4 / (b—B-v)Pit;* do
KKt INNOK™
< ﬁazllpitiHi(K;n\K;na) + 265 M IPitill o ey 1 Pitill gy o1y + ||7’itiH3(Q\K;"*1)
2
= (B 1Pt e + 1Pt

2
= (B0 IPitillgaegysey + 1Pl ez 1))
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Again, by inequality (2),
||Z;HA < ﬁo_lHpiti“s(K;"\K;"*l) + ||Piti||A(Q\K;”*1)
_ (50—1 A-L2 1) Pitll agon ) + B NPl en s
Also,
Izl = [l (1= ) Pt )| < ]| (1= ) Pt

< Pitill sy iem—1y < ATV2IPtil gy em1y + 17 Pitill o sem1)-

S

Therefore, we can obtain
il + llw=ill2 < Ol
<@ {[ (3477 4 1) 1Pty + B3 Pt
+ (Afl/z\|7Dz'tz‘||,4(g\;<;l*1) + ||7T7Diti||s(9\1(;”*1))2}
< O el Pitill3 g gomry-
Thus by lemma 3.3,

—=2 _
|Piti — PItil|% < C e ™ Y| Piti 3.

Assumption 1. There ezists a constant Cy > 0 such that for all K; € TH and m > 0,
#{KeTH: K c K"} <Cym.
Lemma 3.5. With the notations in lemmas 3.3 and 3.4, then

2 N
< T Cacd(m+ 1) (1, Pity) .
B =1

N
Zpiti — 'leti
=1

Proof. Let z; .= P;it; — P;"t; and z := Efil z;. Decompose z as

2= {(1 — X?“mﬂ) z} + {X;"’mﬂz} =2+

Notice that supp(z’) € Q\K[™* and thus supp(wz’) C Q\K™. Also, supp(P"t;) C cl(K!™) and thus
supp(mPI™t;) C cl(KI™). Then, by equations (12) and (13),

B(P!"t;,z") =0 and B(P;t;,2') =0,

granting us
B(z;,2") = 0.

Now, similar to the proof of lemma 3.4,

B(zi,2) = B(2:,2") < Cllill 512/ I8

. 2
< c{(<1 + B3 AT 2l gy + B3 Il e )

2y 1/2
(A7 2l gy + 2] s il
(K" (KT0)

< Cedllzlligegemsny lzills-
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Also, by the definition of Cy,

N

S ey + 121 ey < Caalom+ 1?2,
i=1

and recall by equation (12),
[Pstill% + IlnPitill = (ti, Pits) -
Hence, by the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality and lemma 3.4,

N N
211 = 1215 + w2l = Y Blzi 2) < D Ceullzll s il
=1 i=1

N 1/2

1/2 ¢ N
) |z;(K¢+1)1 [Z ||zi||%]
=1

i=1

IN

Ce,

IA
Ql

1/2
d 2 1/2 al 2
ex [Corlm+ D2l ey | Nzl
=1

1/2

IA

N
Ceu [Cotlm + 1)|21I3] 7 | TPe0™ S (ts, Pity)
=1

N
< T Coacd(m+ 1) (1, Pit) .

=1

3.2.3 Error Estimates for Boundary Correctors

We now directly apply these results to estimate D8°g —D™g and N&°q

Corollary 3.5.1. With the notations in lemmas 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5,

|DElog — D% < C°Cucd(m + D™ g%

—4 _
IN®q = N™qll5 < C Caci(m+ 1) C2llqll72ry)

where

v
Co V]l 2 n)
vEV,u#£0 HU”A

Proof. With lemma 3.5, it suffices to estimate

N N
ZA(K7)(§, Dflog) and Z/ quloq do.
=1 i=1 /TNNOK;

Put v = D°F in equation (8) and since DG € V&l

ms ?

)

1/2
O
_qu_
(14)
(15)

lo~ ~ lo i~ Jlo~ -2, ~
D43 = Ak (@ D5°9) < Cllgllace) 1P °dlls < C11G1 k-

Now, by lemma 3.5,

N
o~ m- —4 m— ~ O~
IDEG — DG < T Corcd(m +1)%0" 1> Ak, (. DFF)

i=1

N
—5 m— ~
< C'Cack(m+ 1%y 1515k,
i=1

75 — ~
<C Colcf(m + 1)d9m 1||9||?4~
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Similarly we start from the equation (9),

1 3l 1 1
IVFall% < INEqll + 7N °ql2 =/ gNF qdo

OK;,NI'ny
1
< lgllz2or:nra) INE all L2 (ornr )

1
< Culldll2orinr ) INE dll 4,

which yields |NVE°g[|4 < Ci:llqll2(or:nry)- Then,

L*(Tn)

N N

1 1
E / gNE qdo < E llall 2 or.nrn) H/\/igOQI
i=1 OK;NI'n i=1

N N
1
<Y Cullalzzonrry N2, < D7 CRlalEomnrn)
i=1 i=1

= Ct2r||q||2L2(FN)'
O
. N 1
To further analyse function spaces Vi° and V7, we define operators R&° := Y ;" | R¥° : L3(Q) —

Vel and R™: = SN R L2(Q) — VI where

A(RE® o, v) + s(mRE°p, v) = s(mi, wv), for v e V; (16)
AR p,v) + s(nRp, mv) = s(mip, mv), for v € V™. (17)
We also remark another lemma [38].
Lemma 3.6. There erists a positive constant Ci,, such that for any v € L?(Q), there exists v € V with
w0 = v such that ||V]| 4 < Ciny||7v]|s.
3.2.4 Error Estimate for the Multiscale Solution

We now state the main result.

Theorem 3.7. Let D"g, N™q and w™ be the numerical solutions as defined before, w8 defined in
equation (10), and A, 8, c,, ey, Cy and Ciny be the constants defined in theorem 3.2, lemma 3.3, lemma
3.4, lemma 3.5, corollary 3.5.1 and lemma 3.6 respectively. Then

™ — D" + N + G
<T{A~26 2 H (11817 Fllzacoy + [ Vuollzaoy) }
+ OV m + 172602 [T max(C, 1) w15+l + Corlallzacrny }

Moreover, if we have Cip 8™ V/2(m +1)¥2 = O(H?), then
[w™ —=D™g+N"q+7g —ula=O(H).

Proof. By definition of nglo, R# is surjective. Then there exists ¢, € L?(f2) such that w®'® = R&p,.
Let w™ = R™p,. To estimate RE°p, — R™p,, we use the similar argument in corollary 3.5.1.

N
—A4 _
IRE 0. — R pullf < C Cadl(m+ 1)1y " s(mipn, 7R )
=1

N N
—4 _ 1o —4 m—
< C Cadl(m+ 1)) mipu|lsllnREpulls < T Corcd(m + 1)W1~ w1
i=1 i=1

=T Codd(m + 1) |me, |2,
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Then, by lemma 3.6, there exists @, € V such that
TPx = mp, and || @il 4 < Chav[[7s s
Putting v = @, in equation (16),
[7oull2 = Bws®, .) < Cllw||5]@ll5 < Cmax(Ciny, 1)|[w[|s]|mox]|s-

So,
IR0, — R, |15 < C°Corc®(m + 1)%0™ max(C2

mv?

1)[[w®e]5.
Now, let uf™® := w™ — D™g + N™q and u%lo = wele — pelog 1 Neleg Then,

lu = u™[|% = lluo — ug™ 1% = Aluo — ug™, uo — v)

< Clluo — ug™|lalluo — vl5.
Putting v = w™ — D™g + N™yq,

luo = vlls < [luo —uolls + [[ao — vl
< Jluo — tofla + [w®® — wi"|l5 + |D#°g — D" gll5 + [N*°g — N™ql|5.

Altogether,

lu — w4 < Cllug — vl
< O {lluo — Tofla+ [0 — w5 + |D5°G — DG + [NEg — N™q]s}
< é{A*“%‘“H (mﬁrlfnwm + HVUo||L2<Q))}

+C rc d/2

Now, first recall that we have ||ug — Ug||4 = O(1). Note that C = O(1). By the equations (14) and (15),

1nv7 )nglO”B +CH9HA+C“HQ”L2 T'n) }

we have | D&°g — D™G|| 4 = O(1) and [|N&°g — N™g|l4 = O(1). Assume (m + 1) iy = O(H?).
It suffices to estimate ||w8'°|| 4 and ||Tw8'®||s. By equation (10),
”wglon4 _ .A(UQ,’LUglo) + .A(«Dg;log7 wglo) _ A(Nglo%wglo)
giving us
[l < fluolla + IDE°g]|.a + [NVEg]la = OD).
On the other hand,
lmws|ls < [lmuolls + [7DE°glls + [mN*qls < O(H™) + O(1).
Therefore, we can obtain ||[u™ — u||4 = O(H). O

3.3 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we will demonstrate the method via several numerical examples in a high-contrast
setting and verify the significance of the inflow condition. For simplicity, we take point-wise isotropic
coefficients, A(z) = x(x)I, the domain 2 = [0,1] x [0, 1]. We will calculate the reference solutions on a
200 x 200 mesh with the bilinear Lagrange finite element method. The medium & is presented in Figure
2a and the source term in Figure 2b. The experiments are each tested for coarse mesh H = 10, 2—0 and
40 with the fixed number [,,, of eigenfunctions to generate the auxiliary space V*"*. By our experiments,
we tested [,,, = 3 to be sufficient to verify our results.
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100 125 150 175

(a) (b)

Figure 2: 2a Medium ~ 2b The source term f

K1/ ko 10! 10? 10° 10* 10° 10°
E3 | 9.10E-04 7.17E-04 3.64E-04 1.37E-04 7.16E-05 6.10E-05
E$ | 5.53E-06 5.64E-06 5.66E-06 5.66E-06 5.84E-06 1.08E-05
D3 | 229E-06 1.06E-06 9.14E-07 8.99E-07 8.97E-07 8.97E-07
D3 | 4.24E-06 3.76E-06 3.77E-06 3.78E-06 3.78E-06 3.78E-06

Table 1: Example 1: Dirichlet Boundary Condition with varying contrast levels k1 /k¢ and fixed l,,, = 3,
N,, =4, H=1/40

3.3.1 Example 1

We first look at the Dirichlet condition, via considering the following problem:

{—V < (k(x1,22)Vu) + B(x1,29) - Vu=f  for (z1,22) € Q (18)

u(xy, x9) = §(x1, w2) = a7 + 172 for (21, 22) € {0,1} x [0, 1]
where
B(x1,12) = [cos(187x5) sin(187z1 ), — cos(18ma1 ) sin(187z)]”
To simplify notations, we denote the relative errors for the Dirichlet corrector

_ Ip™g - DGl 4 DG — DEgl 2y

me. — and D} = =
¢ [ Delog]| 4 g | Delog]| 2
For the Neumann condition corrector,
nm o WWTa = NEglla Ny - IN™q — N&°g|| 20
¢ [NEeq]| 4 [NEg| 2
to measure errors and A’ = max; )\lim. As for the error estimate,
B o— ||ums - U’HA and E™ — Hums - u”L2
¢ [[ull.a t l[ull 2

As can be seen in Table 1, the error of the Dirichlet corrector decays exponentially as we increase
the number of oversampling layers. From Table 2, the number of eigenfunctions does improve the results
for both the overall multiscale solutions and the boundary correctors. Most importantly, from Table 3,
we can see a second-order convergence when increasing the oversampling layers and decreasing the coarse
mesh. This also echoes the idea that the convergence of u™° depends on the oversampling layers N,,.
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I 1 2 3 1 5

ES | 8.75E-03 2.88E-03 1.54E-03 1.78E-03 9.11E 04
E3 | 2.82E-04 3.03B-05 1.11E-05 1.38E-05 5.00E-06
D3 [ 2.15E-04 5.67E-05 2.41B-05 2.79E-05 1.55E-05
D3 | 1.33E-03 3.51E-04 9.47E-05 1.18E-04 6.38E-05

Table 2: Example 1: Dirichlet Boundary Condition with varying numbers [, of eigenfunctions and fixed
Kk1/ko = 10%, Ny, = 3, H = 1/40

1/10 1/20 1/40

A 2.273418 2.328070 3.185349
E3  3.63E-03 1.25E-03 1;54E-03
EY  3.63E-03 1.16E-03(32.0%) 3.64E-04
E>  3.63E-03 1.16E-03 3.60E-04(31.0%)
E}  1.49E-04 3.10E-05 1.10E-05
E}  149E-04 3.10E-05(20.8%) 6.00E-06
E}  1.49E-04 3.10E-05 6.00E-06(19.4%)

Table 3: Example 1 with x1/ko = 104, [, = 3

3.3.2 Example 2

Another demonstration comes from the Neumann and Robin conditions. In this problem, we first
consider the same velocity field 3:

-V - (k(x1,22)Vu) + B(z1,22) - Vu= [ for (z1,22) € Q

u(xy, o) = g(ay, 10) = 22 4 e¥172 for (z1,x2) € {0,1} x [0, 1]

bu+v - (AVu— Bu) = —1 for z; = 0 and 22 € [0,1] (19)
bu+v-(AVu — Bu) =1 for 21 =1 and z3 € [0,1]

bu+v- (AVu—Bu) =1 for 1 = (0.5,1] and 22 =0

bu+v - (AVu — Bu) =0 for 1 =[0,0.5] and x2 =0

where b(x1,z2) = k(z1,22) is the Robin coefficient.
For the following results, the numbers in brackets show the relative error for varying numbers of
oversampling layers.

(a) 'y (b) Bin (C) Bout

Figure 3: (3a) Example 2 (3b) Example 3 (3c¢) Example 4

From Table 4, we also can observe the second-order convergence with respect to H. Moreover, we
compare the effect of the inflow conditions using the following two examples.



CEM-GMSFEM for Convection Diffusion with Inhomogeneous Boundary Conditions 16

1/10 1/20 1/40

A 2273414 2.328069 3.185349
EZ  6.22E-03 3.53E-03 6.08E-03
E}  6.21E-03 3.13E-03(50.3%) 1.64E-03
E>  6.21E-03 3.13E-03 1.62E-03(51.8%)
E? 5.52E-04 1.60E-04 1.28E-04
E}  552E-04 1.60E-04(29.0%) 6.20E-05
E?  5.52E-04 1.60E-04 6.20E-05(9.92%)

Table 4: Example 2 with x1/ko = 104, 1, =3

3.3.3 Example 3
In this model, we consider the inflow condition on I'y.

T
1
- — 21,21 .

/Bin(xlvx2) = /6 + Cow |:2

Notice that Bi, -v < 0 on I'y as shown in Figure 3b. The constant cqey, is proportional to the magnitude
of the velocity on the boundary I'y,

H 1/10 1/20 1/40

N2 | 1.15E-03 1.02E-03 1.63E-03

N3 | 8.15E-05 5.62E-05 1.33E-04

N2 | 7.35E-06 4.79E-06(41.6%) 1.21E-05

N2 | 6.18E-07 4.29E-07 1.09E-06

NS | 6.57E-08 1.75E-07 1.26E-07(2.63%)
N? | 9.08E-04 7.69E-04 8.97E-04

N3 | 5.71E-05 3.30E-05 7.55E-05

N} | 4.95E-06 2.85E-06(0.31%) 7.63E-06

N? | 4.62E-07 2.77E-07 6.37E-07

N¢ | 4.25E-08 1.08E-07 6.83E-08(3.40%)

Table 5: Example 3: N™q error with [, = 3 and k1 /ko = 10® and cgoy = 2

H 1/10 1/20 1/40

E2 | 1.90E-01 3.73E-01 5.59E-01

E3 | 1.13E-02 2.29E-02 1.88E-01

EY | 8.77E-03 5.06E-03(2.67%) 7.85E-03

E> | 8.76E-03 5.01E-03 1.66E-03

ES | 8.76E-03 5.02E-03 1.60E-03(31.6%)
E? | 1.60E-01 3.68E-01 6.73E-01

E} | 1.04E-03 3.48E-03 1.23E-01

E} | 887TE-04 3.75E-04(0.23%) 2.55E-04

E? | 8.88E-04 3.76E-04 6.83E-05

EY | 8.88E-04 3.76E-04 6.84E-05(18.2%)

Table 6: Example 3: solution error with ,,, = 3 and x1/ko = 103 and chow = 2

As can be seen in Tables 5 and 6, similar observations of the results are shown, resembling our
theoretical analysis and the numerical results in the examples.
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3.3.4 Example 4

We consider the same setting as Example 3, but with the following velocity field Bout = —Bin with
Cow > 0. Note that V- Bout =0 on Q but Boyut - v > 0 on z; = 0 and x; = 1, shown in Figure 3c.

H 1/10 1/20 1/40

A | 0.53025 0.97397 3.25683

E3 | 1.30E-02 3.45E-02 1.48E-01

E! | 4.96E-03 3.65E-03(28.1%) 1.15E-02

E> | 4.87E-03 2.57E-03 1.27E-03(34.8%)
E} | 6.34E-04 4.27E-03 7.46E-02

E} | 228E-04 1.01E-04(15.9%) 5.20E-04

E} | 2.29E-04 8.60E-05 1.37E-05(13.6%)

Table 7: Example 4 with I,,, = 3, caow = 3 and k1 /Ko = 103

Comparison for inflow and outflow for cgoy = 4

Relative Error in | - |4 (inflow) Relative Errorin | - |4 (outflow)

0.5 1 —_— Ngy=3 1 — Nev=3

Noy=4 Nov=4

= Na=5 = Ngy=5
0.4 - .
0.3 A .
0.2 1
0.1 .
0.0 A .

110 120 140 110 120 1/40
H H

Figure 4: Comparison of inflow and outflow case in L? norm: I,, = 3 and /o = 103

In Table 7, second-order convergence in H is still observed when given a large enough number
of oversampling layers and a fixed cqoww = 3. However, as we increase the velocity field cgow = 4, we
see that the problem is more demanding. Without a larger number of oversampling layers, reducing the
coarse mesh H alone may not be enough to improve the approximation. However, when given a sufficient
number of layers, the job can still be done. The comparison is more apparent in Figure 4 and Figure 5,
where the outflow case converges much slower in both || - ||z2 and || - || .4 compared to the inflow case.
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Comparison for inflow and outflow for cgon = 4

Relative Error in | - ||z (inflow) Relative Errorin | - ||z (outflow)

0.5 A — Ng=3 1 — Nev=3

Noy=4 Npy=4

— Nap=5 —— Nov=5
0.4 1 .
0.3 1 1
0.2 1 1
0.1 1
0.0 1 1

1710 1/20 1740 1710 1/20 1/40
H H

Figure 5: Comparison of inflow and outflow case in A norm: I, = 3 and 1 /Ko = 103

4 Time Dependent Convection-Diffusion Initial Boundary Value
Problems

4.1 Derivation of the Method

We present the convection diffusion initial boundary value problem as follows:

Owu(z,t) — V- (A(x)Vu(z,t)) + B(z) - Vu(z,t) = f(z,t)  on Qx (0,T]

u(z,t) = g(z,1t) on I'p x (0,7] (20)
b(x)u(x,t) + v - (A(x)Vu(z.t) — B(x)u(z, t)) = q(x, 1) on 'y x (0,7
u(x,0) = Uit () on .

Notice f is still independent of the solution u. The variational formulation becomes: find ug(-,t) € V
such that for v € V,

(Qruo,v) + A(uo,v) = (f,v) + (¢, v)ry — A(g,v) — (g2, v) (21)
(uo(-,O),v) = (uinit(x) —§(-70),v) (22)

and the actual solution would be u(-,t) = ug(-,t) + g(-,t). We will use the same auxiliary spaces V">
and multiscale space V% as in the previous section, and thereby the same set of correctors D™g and
N™q. In particular, for ¢ € (0,71,

1. Find D}"g(-,t) € V™ such that v € V™,

(D;m‘gt? U) + B(D:n§7 U) = (§t7 U)(KI) + A(KI)(E? /U) (23)
Denote D™g = Zfil Drg.
2. Find N/"q(-,t) € V™ such that v € V™,
(N7 e, 0) + BN, 0) = [ mor, 40 do (24)
B(A/imCI('ﬂ 0)7 ’U) = ernaKi CI(', O)U do.

Denote N"q = Zfil Nmyg.
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3. find w™(-,t) € V. such that for v €V

(wzn’ U) + A(wm’v) = (f’ U) + <Q7 U)FN - A(ga U) - (Tg},’U)

~ ~ 25
+(D"Gi,0) + ADG0) - (Wi 0) — ANTg),
(wm(.7 0)7 ’U) = (uinit - g(a 0) + Dmg(’ 0) - qu(7 0)7 U) . (26)

Then the multiscale approximation becomes
U™ =y +g=w" —-D"g+ N"qg+7. (27)

4.2 Analysis

To test the performance of the oversampling layers, we define D&% = Zf\;l DflOZj and N8&l°g =
Zij\il NE°q where DE°G, N#°g € Vi satisfies that for all v € V,

(Dglo‘lqt, ) =+ B(Dlgloga U) = <§t7 U)(Kl) + A(Kl)(§7 U) (28)
B(ng 0~('7 O)v U) = A(KL) (E(a 0)7 U)7
, and
(NE°qe,0) + BINE®q,) = [1o op, qvdo (29)
B(-/V;gIOQ('a 0)7 U) = fFNﬂaKi Q('v O)U do.
We will give an overview of the analysis. Define for v € V, ||[v[|% = |Jv(-, T)|%. + fOT |v||%. Note
that since || - || 4 is a quasi-norm, so are || - |5 and || - ||¢. Suppose u(-,t) is the elliptic projection of the

solution wu, i.e.

A(u —,v) = 0 for v € V8,

ms

Akin to the previous treatment, our strategy is to decompose u — v into two parts:
ms

u—u™ = (u—1u)+ (u—u™).

The error of the former term is computable while that of the latter term can be bounded by a specific
choice v € Vi In particular, for any v € V]

ms?

T
[ = e =)+ A= )
T
= [ =)+ A=)
T T
< (u—u™ U_U)|o_/0 ((u—v)t,u—ums)+/o Alu —u™ u—v)

< = ™) ¢ Tl 2 ll(w = 0) (5 Tl ez + ([ (w = w™) (- 0) [ 2] (w — 0) (-, 0) | 2

ms||2 3 T ms||2 12 g 2
(u—v)ell75 —ufge o e =™+ 5O e =l
0 0

Hence, by the repeated use of Young’s inequality and the Cauchy Schwartz inequality,

T
=) T)Ee 4 [ = w2 < 4l = w9, 0)[32 + 20| = v)(-,0) 32 + 4T lu — |2
0

+4\/ / (u—v) ¢ / s, )

+ (i) + (idd) +
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Note that (i) has been investigated in the time-independent case. Now, define w8 € V& such
that for any v € V,
A(we® v) = AT — DE°G + N&8°q, v). (31)

Then, with the same set of R := Zf\il Rflo and R™ = Zf\il R* operators in the last section,
there is ¢(-,t) € L?(2) such that

(’nglogat,v) + B(ngloga,v) = s(mip, mv) for v € V,
(R4, v) + B(RMp,v) = s(mip, mv) for v € VL.

with initial conditions B(R&°e(-,0),v) = s(mi(-,0), 7v) for v € V and B(R7"¢(-,0),v) = s(mi(-, 0), 7v)
for v € V™. Then, by the surjectivity of R&°, we can find ¢, (-, t) € L%(Q) such that

REp, = we° and define w™ == R™p,.
By putting v = w” — D™g + N"™q, we can further decompose
u—v=(u—1u)+ (W —w™) + (DG — D™G) + (N&°q — N™q).

The error analysis of these terms will suffice that of the remaining terms (i7), (4i¢), and (iv) in
equation (30). u — u is first dealt with and the rest in another abstract problem.

4.2.1 Elliptic Projection

We first give an error bound for the elliptic projection.

Lemma 4.1. Let g € V&Y be the elliptic projection of ug onto VE©, i.e.

A(tug,v) = A(ug,v) forv € Vngllso.

Letuw=wug+g. Then,
lu—alla < ATY2ETV2(f =)l (32)

Proof. By the definition of @, since A(@ — u,v) = 0 for v € V&, (i — u) = 0. Then A(ug, u — u) = 0.
This grants us

1@ — ull% = [0 — uoll%
= A(ug, & — u)
= (f,u—u) + ((uo)e,u — u)
= (f - utaﬂ - U)

< ATVRRTVA(f = un)ll@ — ulla

We also can obtain the L?-norm of the global estimate .

Lemma 4.2. With the notations in lemma 4.1, we have
lu =@l e < CHey AT V2RTV2(F = ug)| o
Proof. Let z € V and Z € V& such that

A(z,v) = (u—u,v) forveV

A(Z,v) = (u—1,v) for v e V8o,
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Note that A(z — Z,v) = 0 for v € V8. This grants us A(Z,z — 2) = 0 and A(Z,u — u) = 0. Then,

le— 3 = Az~ %, — 3)
=A(z,z —2)
=(u—u,z-2)
< flu—ullz2llz = 2| 2

< Hegllu —ullz2 )z = Z]la.

So,
2 —Z2lla < Hegllu —al| 2.
Now,
lu—al7e = A(z,u — ) = Az = Z,u — 1) < Cl|z — 2 allu — |4
Combining the results, the lemma is proved. O

Remark 1. Following the similar lines of arguments, we can obtain
1w = @)l < CHey AT 2ETV2(fy — )| 2. (33)

Also note that ='/2 = O(H). So the L*-error is also second order with respect to H.

4.2.2 Abstract Problem

We now move on to the analysis of the corrector. The main idea is that the error propagation has
an exponential decay with respect to the oversampling layers, similar to the time-independent case.

Abstract Problem 2. Let K; € T and t;(-,t), t? € V' such that (t;,v) = 0 and (t?,v) = 0 for any
v € V with supp(v) C Q\K;. Define P;(-,t) : V' — V such that for all v(-,t) € V,

(Pitig,v) + B(Piti,v) = (ti,v)
{mPu = (#0.0). oy
and P : V' — V™ with
(Pmtiﬁ ) + B(Pmtlv ’U) = <ti7 U>
{BGW%( = (t,v). )

We aim to estimate

2 2 2

N

Z(Piti —P"ti)(T)

i=1

dt.
B

z_PZnti

T
+/
0

One should note that the initial condition here is exactly the abstract problem in the previous
section. The results are carried over here. In addition, we will further define two norms for our analysis,

o (150

v folls

& L2

t;
mn—mxm”> 1] = ms

Lemma 4.3. Let cy = 50_1111_1/2\/1 + AL, Then
1Piti(-, 0)I[72 < HcZII]1*, (36)

and

T
IPitillz < H> £ + /Ollti\|2~ (37)
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Proof.
[Piti(-,0)l[72 < H?c%|Piti(-,0) |3
= H?c, (1], Piti(-,0))
< H2 I NI Piti (- 0) |15
< H2cG |81
Hence,
[Piti(-,0)|| 2 < Heyll7]]. (38)
Also, putting v = Pit;,
(Pitiy, Piti) + B(Piti, Piti) = (i, Piti)
/ L0t + [Pita]3 dt = /T<t Pit)
0 28t ibit]l L2 B 0 1y 71l
1 2 g 2 1 2 1 2, 1
S IPita(, T)llz2 + ; IPitillis < 5lIPita(- 01" + 3 ), IIt I”+ ||7’t -
Hence, by using equation (38),
T
1Pt |2 SHzcth?HQJr/O 112 (39)
O
Lemma 4.4. With the same notations in lemma 3.3,
T
2 2 2 2 2
1Pt 2 aemy < 0™ | (m+ 1) H? ||t +/0 ll£:ll" ) - (40)

Proof. Following the similar approach in the proof of lemma 3.3, putting v = (1 — x;"~ L ™Pst; into the

equation (34) and then integrating over ¢ € [0, 7], we can obtain

T
/o (Pitis, Pits) @iy + | Pitill o sem)

T

T
= | (Piti, O = DPiti) (gemem—1y + | By em—1) (Pitis (0" = 1)Pity)
0 ¢ 0

i

1 T
5”7) t ( )HL?(KZ?"'\K;.’"*l) +/O C*”Pztsz(K:n\K:n—l)

Then,

1
2
”,Piting(ﬂ\Kim’l) - §sztz( )”LQ(Q\Km )
1 ) ) 1
>\ 1+ ) Ptz - §||7’¢ti('7O)HLz(Q\Kgn) ~ 5, IPiti(, 0

Cb\)—l

10 T
< m—1,m _ Pit; m— / APitil2
N /KT"\K;"I(XZ )/0 2315“ ||L2(Km\K D) T o Al ||B(Ki’\Ki D)

2
>||L2(K{"\KZ”’1)

1 1
<||Pt 13 k) — 2||Piti('70)|%2(n\qu)> - TC*HPJ'( 0172 (K K1y
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Along with lemma 3.3, this grants us

”PitiH?Z(Q\Kim) <

<

<

<

<

1 2 g 2 2
§||Piti('70)”L2(Q\Kim) + E“Piti(HO)”Lz(K;n\Kimfl) + HHIPiti”g(Q\K;nfl)

1 6

59 ”Piti('a O)H%Q + E‘Ilpiti(',O)Hiz(g\]{;nfl) + ellpitinz(Q\Klm*l)
1 m 1 2 2

30" (14 2 ) PO + 0Pt g ey

1

iam_l“Piti('70)||%2 + 9||Piti||z(Q\KZ"’1)
0™ (m||Piti(-, 0)||72 + | Pit:l|Z)

< O™ (mH?|Piti (-, 0)|3 + | Piti12)
< O™ (mH?cL |87 + [Pitil2) -

Note that combined with equation (39), we obtain

T
1Pitillz sy < 6™ ((m + D) H |t +/0 IIti||2> :

In parallel, we can have

T
mm@mwmgm<m+nméMW+Anmﬁ-

Lemma 4.5. With the same notations in lemma 3.4, we have

[ Psti — P2 < 20m~ (1 + 20 ¢,)

T
H%ym+MWW+A|mﬂ.

Proof. Recall that z; = P;t; — P;"t; and

Z; = [(1 — X;nil’m)'])itl} + [(X;nil’m — 1)'let7, + X:»nil’mzz} =: Z; + Z:—’.

With equations (41) and (40),

T
||Zi('7T)||§(sz\Kr*1) <o (mHQCi”t?HQ +/O ||t,»2> :

and by lemmas 4.3 and 3.4,

and by lemma 3.3,

2 i
||Zi('70)||i2(SZ\K,m*1) < e H* GO Pita(-,0) 13

< T, H22,0m 1|10,

—=2
IPiti(-, O)lIZ2 (@ sem-ry < O el eq6™ 18]

(42)
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Then,

1
l=ille = S llz:C )11

< /OT((Zi)t7Z§) +/OTB(21',Z§)

T T
. ~
< Gy = [ (D) +T [ Tallsauer o

< Hzi('aT)||L2(Q\K;"*1)||Zz,'('vT)HL2(Q\K;’”°*1) + ||Zi('aO)HLZ(Q\K;"*)||Z§('70)||L2(Q\K;”'*1)

T T
+/O Bioyxm-1y (Pitis (1 —xi"_l’m)2¢)+c/0 Izills@sc ) I2illseanmr )
T
<o <mH2c;||t$||2 + / ||ti||2> + (0T H N1
B . 1 , 1/2
Cl|Pst; m=1 H L=xi™ ZH
+ ClIPitill g oy -1 /0 (I —xi )z BO\K]"™)
- 1/2
+Ovedzillgyxm-1) (/0 |Piti”2<ﬂ\K?‘1)>
T _
< gmt (m+1)H203¢||tgH2+/0 8l | + 2CVedPitille s lzille@yremy

T
m— —2 1
<gmt ((m+ 1)H203¢”t?”2 +/0 ||tz||2> +2C C*”Pz'ti”i(g\K;"—l) + 5”21”?5
Hence,

2] < 2071 (1+2C7¢,)

T
H2E (m + 2) 102 + / ||ti||2].

Lemma 4.6. With the same notations in lemma 3.5, we have
2

<om-1T@2+Cc,)
&

N
Zpiti — 'Pimti
=1

Proof. With the same notation, z = va z;. First, with lemma 4.5,

N 2
< <Z|Zi(-,T)IL2>

N 2

Zzz(,T)

i=1

L2
2

N - 1/2
m—1 —_
<Y o T2+ Cc)? lecymw)nt?% / ||tz-||2]
0

=1

N T N
<om (24T, <H2c3¢<m+ Y I8+ [ S ||tz-|2> .
0 =1

i=1

N T N
H2E(m+2) S |10 + / S|
i=1 0 =1
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Next, by the Cauchy Schwartz inequality,
T T T _NoT
[ lela= [ Bz <0 [ Y lalslzle <0 [ 1l
0 0 3 0 —Jo
T
T m+ DI+ [ I

T N
2 (m +2) Z||t°||2 /OZIIMIIZ]-
=1

Now, together with all the terms, the proof is complete. O

N
<" 10N (2+Cc,)

<om1CQ2+Coc) |H

Theorem 4.7. Suppose D™g, N™q, w™, Ngloq,iDgloﬁ and we'° are constructed by equations (23), (24),

(25), (28), (29), and (31) respectively. Suppose C, 0, cx, ¢, and Ciyy are defined as in lemmas 3.1, 3.3,
3.4 and 3.6 respectively. Then,

|DE°g — DG < 0T (2+ Cc) | H

T
cg(m+2)[1g(-, 0)lI7 +/O (|§|i+|§tlliz)l; (44)

NG — N™q||2 < 0™ C2(24Cle,) | H

T
G (m+2)q(, )||2L2(FN>+/O |q||%2(FN)1§ (45)
and

lws — w2

<m0+ 52(:*) max (Cf,, 1) {H%;

T
o 1
(. + 2) |-, )% + / w2,

+C [ et
0
(46)
Proof. For the Dirichlet condition,
(t;,D=°9) = A(k,)(7, D°G) + (3¢, DE°G) (k)
< (Cllgllacx,) + Hegllgel 2x,)) 1DG] 8-

Hence,
N N )
Dot <Y (Cliglace, + Hegllgel i)
i= i=1
2
N N
= { Oy D l8l%0 ey + Hewn| D N3ul172
i=1 i=1
= (Cllglla + Heglgellz2)*.
Similarly,

2

N
dolE? < Z 0)]17:-
i=1

Now for the Neumman corrector,

N N

1, 1
3 / aNP0do 3 aleranono Nl )
i=1 Y INNOK;

i=1
N
< Z Ctr

< Ct2r||q||L2(FN)

qlla
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Finally, we deal with w®® —w™. Note that s(m;p., 7v) < |79« ||s|[v] 5 at any ¢ > 0 for v € V. To bound
|It:||, it suffices to bound ||m;¢«(+,t)||s. Akin to the time-independent case, for each ¢t > 0, there exists
P«(-,t) € V such that 70, = 7o, and [|@«]|a4 < Cinv||7px]ls- Then,

lo ~ o ~
Impll2 = (wi', @i) + B(ws®, 3.)

< [|wg®

1 - ~
< (Heplufla + Clwt®]ls) 17 s

22 1Bxllz2 + Cllws5]18. 115

< max (Cinw, 1) (Heplwf |1 +Clws|s ) e

Hence, by assembling all the terms, one can obtain the desired result. O

Corollary 4.7.1. If gut, q; and uy exist in L?(Q,(0,T)), then

T
lo~ e 152 =2 ~ ~ ~
I(D=°g — D™g)||2 < 9™ 1C (2 + C ) [HQCi(er?)Ilgt(»O)lliz +/0 (g% + ||9tt%2)] ;

o m m— 2
I(NVEq = N™q) |2 < 0™ CE(2+Ce)

T
HQCiL(m+2)Hqt(-70)\liz<m+/0 qu‘aHQL?(FN)];

and

1w —w).||2

T
§0m1C(2+Czc*)max(012nv»1){Hzcg‘# <m+2)wal°(w0)“%+/ il
0

2 T 1
al 2
+c/0 |3

Proof. Now, by taking derivatives with respect to time, we can have another t.(-,t), (t{)’ € V' such that

{m-tm,m + B(Pitiy,v) = (t),v)
B(Pitit('vo)vv) = <(t?),vv>'

Then, following the same lines of arguments of the abstract problems obtains the desired results. The
existence of the time derivative of the corrector follows from the regularity of the boundary value functions.
O

Corollary 4.7.2. If furthermore Ciy, 0 ~1/2(m + 2)%/2 = O(H?), then

|DEoG — DGl < O(H? + VTH),
INE°q — N"™qlle < O(H? +VTH),
|w® — w™|e < O(H? + VTH).
Proof. The cases for D™g and N'™q are clear. For w8°, by utilizing equations (28) and (29), with

o L o T T T ~
t};e analysis in the time-independent case, it is easy to see [ lwe|F < i lluoll + [, I1D#°g]% +
Jo IIN&°q||% = O(T(H 2 +1)). On the other hand,

T T
|10l s 1 [ peen
0 0

T T
,SH?{DgI°§t<-,o>|%2+ / Gill2 + / mu%a}
0 0

= O(H? +TH? + TH").
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Similarly, [, [N&°g;||2, = O(H? + TH?). Then,

T T T T
|l [ ol [ DG + [Nl - o + 12 T,

Also, by the arguments in the time-independent case, [|w®°(-,0)|z = O(H~!). Combining all the terms,
we have ||w® — w™||e = O(H? + VTH). O

4.2.3 Multiscale Solutions
We will first bound fOT [u — u™|2,.

ms

Lemma 4.8. Suppose u™® is constructed by equation (27) and u is the actual solution of equation (21).

Then
T
/0 = w2, < AT (u — a™)(-,0) 122

#2047 [ (IR w0l 4 IR0 - ol )

Proof. Let u — u™ = (u — @) + (u — u™®) =: ¥ + p. Note that
1912 < HATV2Ceu |R2(f = ue)l e
For p,
(T —u™)g,v) + A(a — ™, v) = (U, v) + A(u,v) — (f,v) = (T — u),v).
Putting v = p,
(o, p) + llpll% = ((w — )¢, p)

0 10
ol 5 1ol = 5 57 elze < Nl = @ellzzllpll 2

Hence, for any t > 0,

oG+ )12 < ol \L2+/||u—u )|z ds.

All in all,
T T
/0 lu— ™2, =2 / 190, )12 + lo(+ 1) 12
T 2
_1=2 ~_
< 9H2A"IC ci/ |7 1/2(f_ut)||2L2+2/ {||p HL2+/ [[(u — w); )||d3} dt
0
T
=2 ~_
<2H?A'T #/ I 1/2<f—ut>||%2+4/0 [np(, >||L2+/ (= )l )] ds]
—q T T T
<2HATE / IF2(f — w4+ 4 / lo(-0) 2 + 4 / HT — 1) (u— @)l dt
T T T
_1=2 ~
<2H°A°'C #/ IR (f - >||L2+4/ ||p<-,o>|\%2+T2/0 (u— @) dt.

The desired results are then obtained by using equation (33). O
Corollary 4.8.1. If furthermore Ciy, 0 ~1/2(m + 2)%/2 = O(H?), then

T
/ lu —w™®|[72 < O(T +T*)H") and ||(u — u™*)(, T)|z2 = O(H* + VTH?).
0
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We can now combine all the results to bound the terms in equation (30).

Theorem 4.9. If G, q; and uy € L?(,(0,T)) exist on (0,T) and Cin 0™ V/2(m 4 2)%/2 = O(H?),
then

T
| = < ot + @ 7))
0

Proof. Recall from equation (30), using the results from the time-independent problem, we take v =
w™ — D™g 4+ N"q+g. Then,

70 = l[(u—u™)(, 0)[[Z. < O(H?).

gm') — [l(u = )(,0)[22 < H*E |/ (u —v)(-, 0)|I%
< 12 ) (u— @) (-, 0)||a + (W — wl®)(-, 0)|
+ (DG — D), 0)l5 + (Vg — N™q)(-, 0) ||}
< O(HY).

1
— (iii) = [u — 0|2
402 &
~ ~ ~ 2
< A{llu—lle + [0 — wl||g + |D°G — D"Glle + IN®°q — N™qlle }
2
< {O(H? + VTH?) + O(H? + VTH) + O(H? + VTH) + O(H* + VTH) }

< O(H*+TH?).

1 B T 12 T B )
4<w>—\//0 o |\// (o= o)l

T
<O(VT +T3H?) {/ [ = @ellzz + [[(wH® — w2 + [(DEG — D™ g)e| 2
0

1/2

IS — N1

< O(T +T3H?)O(H? +VTH?)
=O0(T +T*H").

Altogether,

T
1w = u™) (-, T)[Z + /O lu = u™ % < O(H* + (T + T?)H?).

4.3 Temporal Discretization

We apply the Backward Euler method to the scheme. Explicitly, we let 7 be the time step and
Ul == u™(ty). Then, the variational formulation (25) becomes

n _ yn—1
(M,v) + A(UL,v) = (f(tn),v) for v e VI, (47)
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4.3.1 Backward Euler Schemes

We compare two versions of the Backward Euler Scheme for convection diffusion, using the Dirichlet
boundary condition as an illustration. The Neumann and Robin conditions follow similar treatments.
Let 7 be the timestep.

1.
unJrl —um

+(B-Vu") =V (AVu"T) (48)

un—i—l —unt
— +(B-Vu") =V (AVu"T). (49)

T

Respectively, the application of the method becomes: given the multiscale solution ™ at step n,
1. Convection-Diffusion approach (CD-approach)

(a) Find D"g" ™! € V™ such that for v € V7 such that

(Do
T

) +BIDIT0) = Ay @ 0) + @ 0
Then, set D™gnt! = Zil Dmgntl,
(b) Find w™*! € V™ such that for v € V,7

ms?

<wn+1 —wn

T vv) + AW v) = (f" ) =A@ v) - (97 v)

+ A(Dm§n+17v) + (Dmglz—rl)v).
(c) Set utl =t — pmgntl 4 gntl,
2. Diffusion approach (D-approach)

(a) Find D"g" ™! € V™ such that for v € V7 such that

(DW“ - Dy

,v) +a(D ", v) + s(aDP G ) = age) (@ 0) + (G 0) )
=

Then, set D™gnt! = vazl Dmgntl,
(b) Find w™*! € V™ such that for v € V7

ms?

wn—i—l — "
() T a(w™,v) = (7, 0) — a@ o) — G o)
.

(IB Y un, U) a’(DmEn 1a U) (I mwgt 17 U)'
(C) Set ul 1—’10” 1—D gn 1+gn 1
ms !

4.4 Nonlinear Convection Diffusion IBVPs

In this subsection, we are interested in the convection diffusion with a nonlinearity term f(u):

Ou+B-Vu=f(u)+V-(Au), in Qx[0,T],
u=g, on I'p x [0,7],
bu+v - (AVu — Bu) =g, on I'y x [0,T7,

u(+,0) = Uinit, on .

(50)
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The traditional approach is to perform operator splitting. It is to decompose the convection-
diffusion operator into two sub-problems, each targeting one operator [37]. However, with inhomogeneous
boundary conditions, some operators are not left-invariant [33]. Therefore, a correction term 7, needs
to be introduced. On the other hand, with the current scheme on convection diffusion equations, the
convection and diffusion operators can be considered at once. In other words, our ultimate goal is to
construct the solution at the next step via:

2 2
W = (872 0 SEpiy, 0 SFA ")

where STi 2% maps to the solution considering the adjusted nonlinearity term f — 7, for a stepsize 7,/2
and Sip +n,, maps to the solution considering the convection diffusion equation with the source term 7,.
Also, this corrector term 7, is to be carefully selected and get cancelled out in the process; otherwise
can be accumulated over time and become a stiff term. The problem becomes even more apparent with
time-variant boundary conditions. In light of this, we will decompose the nonlinearity into two parts,
one dependent on the boundary and one independent. We will illustrate this idea using time-invariant
Dirichlet boundary conditions. The time-variant version extends naturally by following a similar fashion.
The proof of this well-known method can be found in [33, 34, 36]. To summarise: at each step n,

1. Define z € L?(€2) such that z|,, = g(-,tn).

2. Find w(%) by
{(9tw=f(w+2)—f(2)

w(0) = u™ — 2.

3. Find v(r) by

{8,511 + Av = f(z) — Az — Oz
v(0) = w(F).

4. Find w(%) by

N3

{atw = fw+2) - f(2)
w(0) = v(7).

5. Define z € L?(Q) such that z|,q = g(-, tni1).
6. Define u" ™! = w(%) + 2.

Above, the introduction of the corrector f(z) is independent of the solution in Step 3. Therefore,
f(z) — Az — 0yz can be treated as a source term of a convection diffusion equation, which has been
discussed already. We note that for the first step, one has the flexibility to determine the interior value
of z. Aligned with our previous direction, we will use our choice of D™g — g and N"™q for z, catering to
the corresponding boundary conditions.

4.5 Numerical Results

We demonstrate the numerical experiments for time-invariant and time-variant boundary condi-
tions. 2, k, and B are taken as in section 3. For simplicity, we assume the source term vanishes f = 0.

We compare the CD-approach and D-approach. Experiments will be run on the coarse mesh H = %, %
and i with the number of eigenfunctions [,, = 3 and a fixed timestep 7 = %. Reference solutions are

generated on a 200 x 200 mesh with 1000 timesteps with the bilinear Lagrange finite element method.
Without further mentioning, the error terms are recorded at the final time 7' = 1.
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4.5.1 Time-invariant Boundary Conditions
We first consider time-invariant boundary conditions:
u — V- (AVu)+8-Vu=0 1in[0,1]? x (0,1]

u(w,t) = 23 + e*1%2 for (9]0, 1]?) x (0,1] (51)
u(z,0) = 2% + ™12 on [0,1]2.

Since the boundary condition is independent of time, D™g; and g; vanish in the numerical method.
The error analysis followed directly from the time-independent problem in section 3.

Noe H A Rz [ Ta Time (s)

3 1/10 2.273414 4.54E-03 5.90E-02 1119.079
1/20 2.328069 5.65E—O4(12.5%) 1.99E-02(33.8%) 1156.276
1/40 3.185349 1.17E—O4(20.7%) 9.80E—03(49.3%) 1134.435
1/10 2.273423 4.53E-03 5.90E-02 1181.700
1/20 2.328069 6.31E—O4(13.9%) 2.06E—02(35.0%) 1209.790
1/40 3.185349 1.68E—O4(26.6%) 1.12E—()2(54.6%) 1140.202

CD-approach

D-approach

U WO Ot

Table 8: Time-invariant Boundary. Comparison of the CD- and D-approaches with varying H and Ny
and fixed I,,, = 3, caow = 0, K1 /Ko = 10*

Nov H A R - lla Time (s)

oD, 3 1/10  0.5430 1.80E-03 3.71E-02 1119.07

. 4 1/20  0.6613  3.7T1E-04(19.6%)  1.18E-02(31.8%) 1156.27
approac 5 1/40  1.9085  3.74E-05(10.1%)  3.65E-03(30.9%) 1134.43
b. 3 1/10  0.5430 2.03E-02 6.80E-02 1181.70
approach 4 1/20  0.6613 2.50E-02 7.06E-02 1209.79
5 1/40  1.9085 2.48E-02 6.93E-02 1140.20

Table 9: Time-invariant Boundary. Comparison of the CD- and D-approaches with varying H and N
and fixed I,,, = 3, caow = 4 and k1 /Ko = 10%

From Table 8, both second-order convergence in L?-norm and at least first-order convergence in
the energy norm can be observed for both D- and CD-approaches. Similar running times are recorded
for both cases. However, since the convection term is dependent on the velocity field, the CD-approach
outperforms D-approach in Table 9. Not only does it perform relatively poorly, the D-approach also fails
to achieve the convergence in || - || 4 with respect to H.

4.5.2 Time-variant Dirichlet Boundary Conditions

Consider the following:

t+— V- (kVu)+B-Vu=0 in[0,1]? x [0,1]
u(z,t) = (23 4 e™1%2)e ™" for (9]0,1]?) x [0,1] (52)
u(z,0) = 23 + e*172 on [0, 1]%.

As can be seen in Table 10, the D-approach is more efficient than the CD-approach, at the cost of a
higher sensitivity to the Péclet number. CD-approach is more accurate at the cost of longer computational
time. Even though both present spatial convergence but the CD-approach is more robust. The time-
variant case also verifies our theoretical error estimates by showing second-order (or higher) convergence
in L?-norm and first-order convergence in the energy norm with respect to H. As in Table 11, the increase
in the number of oversampling layers does allow decay in the corrector error, and therefore verifies our
theoretical convergence in H as shown in Table 12. The solution profiles can be found in Figure 6.
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Nov H A [P [ Ta Time (s)

7 1/10  2.27341 1.24E+00 9.45E-01 5031.579

CD-approach | 8  1/20 2.32806  6.27E-01(50.6%)  4.00E-01(42.3%)  5109.764
9 1/40 3.18534 1.70E-01(27.1%)  9.80E-03(40.8%) 6793.296

7 1/10  2.2782 7.61E+00 6.91E+4-00 2193.394

D-approach 8 1/20 233011 2.98E+00(39.2%) 1.11E4+00(16.0%) 2234.225
9 1/40 3.19735 3.88E-01(13.0%) 1.80E+00(-) 2522.632

Table 10: Time-variant Dirichlet Boundary Condition: Relative Errors for «™* with different number of
oversampling layers N,, and coarse mesh H, fixed 7 = 0.1, l,,, = 3, k1 /Ko = 10*

06 06 06
05 05 05
04 04 04
03 03 03
4
.
02 02 02

(a) Reference Solution (b) CD-approach (c) D-approach

Figure 6: Solution Profiles at T = 1 for time-variant Dirichlet IBVP, with fixed H = %7 lm = 3,

K1/Ko = 10* and N, =9. 7 = ﬁ for the reference solution and 7 = % for the numerical solutions.

4.5.3 Nonlinear Example

We demonstrate combining CEM-GMsFEM with Strang Splitting to solve the following nonlinear
convection-diffusion problem with a time-invariant Dirichlet boundary condition:

Ou—V - (A(x)Vu) + B(z) - Vu=u—u> on [0,1]* x (0,1]
=i+ e on (90, 1]?) x (0,1] (53)
u(-,0) = 22 4 e"172 on [0,1]?

with 8 = 35, and caow = %.

The reference solutions are generated on a 200 x 200 mesh with 1000 steps using the bilinear
Lagrange finite element method and Backward Euler for the time discretization. Running tests on a
combinations of stepsize T € {%, 2—10, ﬁ}, mesh size H € {%, %, i} and oversampling layers N,, €
{7,8,9}.

As shown in Table 13, the first order convergence in energy norm with respect to space and time
are guaranteed. However, to achieve second order convergence in L2—norm, higher oversampling layer
is needed. The results could potentially be improved via adapting other temporal discretization scheme
such as exponential integration [26].

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we propose an application of CEM-GMsFEM to solve convection diffusion equations
under various types of inhomogeneous boundary conditions along with high-contrast coefficients. The
method begins with constructing an auxiliary space and builds a multiscale space upon it. Boundary
correctors are built upon this multiscale space by solving local oversampled cell problems. For both
time independent and dependent problems, we provide convergence anaylsis and show second order
convergence in L? and first order convergence in energy norm with respect to the coarse mesh, given
sufficient oversampling, as agreed with numerical results. We also compare different time discretization
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Noy 2 3 4 5 6
[-Ta | 3.87E-04 1.64E-05 6.14E-06 6.13E-06 6.12E-06
| -llz2 | 1.45E-03 4.37E-04 4.52E-04 4.52E-04 4.52E-04

Table 11: Time-variant Dirichlet Boundary Condition: Relative Errors for D¢ with different number of
oversampling layers N, and fixed H = 1/40, 7 = 0.1, ,, = 3, k1/Kko = 104

H |- lz2 [ 1la
1/10 5.66E-03 5.48E-05
1/20 | 1.97E-03(34.8%) 2.47E-05(45.1%)
1/40 4.73E—04(24.0%) 6.39E—06(25.9%)

Table 12: Time-variant Dirichlet Boundary Condition: Errors for D™g with different coarse mesh H and
fixed 7 = 1/10, k1 /Ko = 10%, I,, =3, Noy =T

strategies using the Backward Euler scheme. For nonlinear problems, we apply this modified method
with Strang Splitting and demonstrate using a Dirichlet initial boundary value problem.

6 Acknowledgements

The research of Eric Chung is partially supported by the Hong Kong RGC General Research Fund
(Projects: 14304021 and 14305423).

References

[1] Peter J. Park and Thomas Y. Hou. “Multiscale Numerical Methods for Singularly Perturbed
Convection-Diffusion Equations”. In: International Journal of Computational Methods 01.01 (2004),
pp. 17-65. por: 10.1142/S0219876204000071. eprint: https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219876204000071.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1142/50219876204000071.

[2] T.J.R.Hughes and G. Sangalli. “Variational Multiscale Analysis: the Fine-scale Green’s Function,
Projection, Optimization, Localization, and Stabilized Methods”. In: SIAM Journal on Numerical
Analysis 45.2 (2007), pp. 539-557. DoI: 10.1137/050645646. eprint: https://doi.org/10.1137/
050645646. URL: https://doi.org/10.1137/050645646.

[3] Volker John, Songul Kaya, and William Layton. “A two-level variational multiscale method for
convection-dominated convection—diffusion equations”. In: Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics
and Engineering 195.33 (2006), pp. 4594-4603. 1sSN: 0045-7825. DOTL: https://doi.org/10.1016/].
¢ma.2005.10.006. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com /science/article/pii/S0045782505004457.

[4] Lina Song, Yanren Hou, and Haibiao Zheng. “A variational multiscale method based on bubble
functions for convection-dominated convection—diffusion equation”. In: Applied Mathematics and
Computation 217.5 (2010), pp. 2226-2237. 1sSN: 0096-3003. DOTL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amc.
2010.07.023. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com /science/article/pii/S009630031000768X.

[5] Cong Xie, Gang Wang, and Xinlong Feng. “Variational multiscale virtual element method for the
convection-dominated diffusion problem”. In: Applied Mathematics Letters 117 (2021), p. 107077.
I1SSN: 0893-9659. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.am1.2021.107077. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/pii/S0893965921000355.

[6] Mi-Young Kim and Mary F. Wheeler. “A multiscale discontinuous Galerkin method for convec-
tion—diffusion-reaction problems”. In: Computers & Mathematics with Applications 68.12, Part B
(2014). Advances in Computational Partial Differential Equations, pp. 2251-2261. 1SsN: 0898-1221.
DOL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.camwa.2014.08.007. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com /science/
article/pii/S0898122114003678.


https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219876204000071
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219876204000071
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219876204000071
https://doi.org/10.1137/050645646
https://doi.org/10.1137/050645646
https://doi.org/10.1137/050645646
https://doi.org/10.1137/050645646
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2005.10.006
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2005.10.006
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782505004457
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amc.2010.07.023
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amc.2010.07.023
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S009630031000768X
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aml.2021.107077
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0893965921000355
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0893965921000355
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.camwa.2014.08.007
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0898122114003678
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0898122114003678

CEM-GMsFEM for Convection Diffusion with Inhomogeneous Boundary Conditions 34

T N H A [ - lla
1/10 7 1/10 | 2.27823 6.97E-02 7.92E-01
1/20 8 1/20 | 2.33011 8.27E-03(11.8%) 1.25E-01(15.7%)
1/40 9 1/40 | 3.19735 4.99E-03(60.6%) 4.04E-02(32.3%)

Table 13: Nonlinearity case with time-invariant Dirichlet Boundary Condition, k1 /Ko = 104, 1,, =3

7]

18]

19]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]
(18]

Eric T. Chung and Wing Tat Leung. “A Sub-Grid Structure Enhanced Discontinuous Galerkin
Method for Multiscale Diffusion and Convection-Diffusion Problems”. In: Communications in Com-
putational Physics 14.2 (2013), pp. 370-392. DOIL: 10.4208/cicp.071211.070912a.

Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Wing Tat Leung. Multiscale stabilization for convection
diffusion equations with heterogeneous velocity and diffusion coefficients. 2018. arXiv: 1807.11529
[math.NA]J.

Victor M. Calo et al. “Multiscale stabilization for convection-dominated diffusion in heterogeneous
media”. In: Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 304 (2016), pp. 359-377.
ISSN: 0045-7825. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2016.02.014. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.
com /science/article /pii/S0045782516300445.

Eric Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Thomas Y. Hou. “Adaptive multiscale model reduction with
Generalized Multiscale Finite Element Methods”. In: Journal of Computational Physics 320 (2016),
pp. 69-95. 1sSN: 0021-9991. por: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2016.04.054. URL: https://www.
sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999116301097.

Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Wing Tat Leung. “Generalized Multiscale Finite Element
Methods for Wave Propagation in Heterogeneous Media”. In: Multiscale Modeling € Simulation
12.4 (2014), pp. 1691-1721. por: 10.1137,/130926675. eprint: https://doi.org/10.1137/130926675.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1137/130926675.

Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Guanglian Li. “An adaptive GMsFEM for high-contrast
flow problems”. In: Journal of Computational Physics 273 (2014), pp. 54-76. 1sSN: 0021-9991. DOTI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2014.05.007. URL: https: //www.sciencedirect.com /science/article /
pii/S002199911400343X.

Eric T. Chung and Chak Shing Lee. “A mixed generalized multiscale finite element method for
planar linear elasticity”. In: Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics 348 (2019), pp. 298
313. 1SsN: 0377-0427. por: https://doi.org/10.1016 /j.cam.2018.08.054. URL: https://www.
sciencedirect.com/science/article,/pii/S0377042718305417.

Yalchin Efendiev, Juan Galvis, and Thomas Y. Hou. “Generalized multiscale finite element methods
(GMSFEM)”. In: Journal of Computational Physics 251 (2013), pp. 116-135. 1SsN: 0021-9991. DOTI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2013.04.045. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com /science/article/
pii/S0021999113003392.

Eric Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Wing Tat Leung. “Generalized Multiscale Finite Element Meth-
ods with energy minimizing oversampling”. In: International Journal for Numerical Methods in
Engineering 117.3 (2019), pp. 316-343. pOL: https://doi.org/10.1002 /nme.5958. eprint: https:
/ /onlinelibrary. wiley.com /doi/pdf/10.1002 /nme.5958. URL: https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com /doi/
abs/10.1002/nme.5958.

Jie Chen et al. “Generalized multiscale approximation of mixed finite elements with velocity elim-
ination for subsurface flow”. In: Journal of Computational Physics 404 (2020), p. 109133. 1SSN:
0021-9991. por: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2019.109133. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S0021999119308381.

Eric Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Thomas Y Hou. Multiscale Model Reduction. Springer, 2023.

Siu Wun Cheung et al. Constraint Energy Minimizing Generalized Multiscale Finite Element Method
for dual continuum model. 2018. arXiv: 1807.10955 [math.NAJ.


https://doi.org/10.4208/cicp.071211.070912a
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.11529
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.11529
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2016.02.014
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782516300445
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782516300445
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2016.04.054
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999116301097
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999116301097
https://doi.org/10.1137/130926675
https://doi.org/10.1137/130926675
https://doi.org/10.1137/130926675
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2014.05.007
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S002199911400343X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S002199911400343X
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2018.08.054
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042718305417
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042718305417
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2013.04.045
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999113003392
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999113003392
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/nme.5958
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/nme.5958
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/nme.5958
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/nme.5958
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/nme.5958
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2019.109133
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999119308381
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999119308381
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.10955

CEM-GMsFEM for Convection Diffusion with Inhomogeneous Boundary Conditions 35

[19]

20]

21]

22]

23]

24]

25]

[26]

27]

(28]

29]

(30]

31]

Siu Wun Cheung, Eric T. Chung, and Wing Tat Leung. “Constraint energy minimizing generalized
multiscale discontinuous Galerkin method”. In: Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics
380 (2020), p. 112960. 1ssN: 0377-0427. DOIL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2020.112960. URL:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article /pii/S037704272030251X.

Eric Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Wing Tat Leung. “Constraint energy minimizing generalized
multiscale finite element method in the mixed formulation”. In: Computational Geosciences 22.3
(Feb. 2018), pp. 677—693. 1SsN: 1573-1499. por: 10.1007/s10596-018-9719-7. URL: http://dx.doi.
org/10.1007/s10596-018-9719-7.

Shubin Fu, Eric Chung, and Tina Mai. “Constraint energy minimizing generalized multiscale finite
element method for nonlinear poroelasticity and elasticity”. In: Journal of Computational Physics
417 (2020), p. 109569. 1ssN: 0021-9991. poI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2020.109569. URL:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999120303430.

Shubin Fu and Eric T. Chung. “Constraint Energy Minimizing Generalized Multiscale Finite El-
ement Method for high-contrast linear elasticity problem”. In: arXiv: Numerical Analysis (2018).
URL: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:209888352.

Mengnan Li, Eric Chung, and Lijian Jiang. “A Constraint Energy Minimizing Generalized Multi-
scale Finite Element Method for Parabolic Equations”. In: Multiscale Modeling € Simulation 17.3
(2019), pp. 996-1018. por: 10.1137/18M1193128. eprint: https://doi.org/10.1137/18M1193128.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1137/18M1193128.

Maria Vasilyeva et al. “Constrained energy minimization based upscaling for coupled flow and
mechanics”. In: Journal of Computational Physics 376 (2019), pp. 660-674. 1ssN: 0021-9991. DOT:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2018.09.054. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com /science /article /
pii/S0021999118306569.

Changqing Ye and Eric T. Chung. “Constraint Energy Minimizing Generalized Multiscale Finite
Element Method for Inhomogeneous Boundary Value Problems with High Contrast Coefficients”.
In: Multiscale Modeling € Simulation 21.1 (2023), pp. 194-217. por: 10.1137/21M1459113. eprint:
https://doi.org/10.1137/21M1459113. URL: https://doi.org/10.1137/21M1459113.

Leonardo A. Poveda, Juan Galvis, and Eric Chung. “A second-order exponential integration con-
straint energy minimizing generalized multiscale method for parabolic problems”. In: Journal of
Computational Physics 502 (2024), p. 112796. 1ssN: 0021-9991. DoI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.
2024.112796. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com /science/article/pii/S0021999124000457.

Stéphane Descombes. “Convergence of a splitting method of high order for reaction-diffusion sys-
tems”. In: Math. Comput. 70 (Oct. 2001), pp. 1481-1501. po1: 10.1090/S0025-5718-00-01277-1.

A. Gerisch and J.G. Verwer. “Operator splitting and approximate factorization for taxis—diffusion—
reaction models”. In: Applied Numerical Mathematics 42.1 (2002). Numerical Solution of Differential
and Differential-Algebraic Equations, 4-9 September 2000, Halle, Germany, pp. 159-176. 1SSN: 0168-
9274. DOIL: https://doi.org/10.1016,/S0168-9274(01)00148-9. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S0168927401001489.

Clint N. Dawson and Mary F. Wheeler. “Time-splitting methods for advection-diffusion-reaction
equations arising in contaminant transport”. In: Proceedings of the Second International Conference
on Industrial and Applied Mathematics. ICIAM 91. Washington, D.C., USA: Society for Industrial
and Applied Mathematics, 1992, pp. 71-82. I1SBN: 0898713021.

W. Hundsdorfer and J.G. Verwer. “A note on splitting errors for advection-reaction equations”.
In: Applied Numerical Mathematics 18.1 (1995), pp. 191-199. 1sSN: 0168-9274. DOI: https://doi.
org /10.1016 /0168-9274(95)00069- 7. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com /science /article /pii/
0168927495000697.

I Alonso-Mallo, B Cano, and N Reguera. “Avoiding order reduction when integrating linear ini-
tial boundary value problems with exponential splitting methods”. In: IMA Journal of Numerical
Analysis 38.3 (Aug. 2017), pp. 1294-1323. 1SSN: 0272-4979. DOI: 10.1093 /imanum /drx047. eprint:
https:/ /academic.oup.com /imajna /article- pdf /38 /3 /1294 /25170894 / drx047.pdf. URL: https:
//doi.org/10.1093 /imanum /drx047.


https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2020.112960
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037704272030251X
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10596-018-9719-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10596-018-9719-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10596-018-9719-7
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2020.109569
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999120303430
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:209888352
https://doi.org/10.1137/18M1193128
https://doi.org/10.1137/18M1193128
https://doi.org/10.1137/18M1193128
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2018.09.054
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999118306569
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999118306569
https://doi.org/10.1137/21M1459113
https://doi.org/10.1137/21M1459113
https://doi.org/10.1137/21M1459113
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2024.112796
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2024.112796
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999124000457
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0025-5718-00-01277-1
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9274(01)00148-9
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168927401001489
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168927401001489
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9274(95)00069-7
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9274(95)00069-7
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0168927495000697
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0168927495000697
https://doi.org/10.1093/imanum/drx047
https://academic.oup.com/imajna/article-pdf/38/3/1294/25170894/drx047.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/imanum/drx047
https://doi.org/10.1093/imanum/drx047

CEM-GMsFEM for Convection Diffusion with Inhomogeneous Boundary Conditions 36

32]

33]

[34]

[35]

(36]

37]

[38]

Randall J. LeVeque and Joseph E. Oliger. “Numerical methods based on additive splittings for
hyperbolic partial differential equations”. In: Mathematics of Computation 40 (1981), pp. 469-497.
URL: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:39749379.

Lukas Einkemmer and Alexander Ostermann. “Overcoming Order Reduction in Diffusion-Reaction
Splitting. Part 1: Dirichlet Boundary Conditions”. In: SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing 37.3
(2015), A1577-A1592. DoI: 10.1137/140994204. eprint: https://doi.org/10.1137,/140994204. URL:
https://doi.org/10.1137/140994204.

Lukas Einkemmer and Alexander Ostermann. “Overcoming Order Reduction in Diffusion-Reaction
Splitting. Part 2: Oblique Boundary Conditions”. In: SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing 38.6
(2016), A3741-A3757. por: 10.1137/16M1056250. eprint: https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1056250.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1056250.

Lukas Einkemmer and Alexander Ostermann. “A comparison of boundary correction methods for
Strang splitting”. eng. In: arXiv.org (2018). 1SSN: 2331-8422.

Guillaume Bertoli and Gilles Vilmart. “Strang Splitting Method for Semilinear Parabolic Problems
With Inhomogeneous Boundary Conditions: A Correction Based on the Flow of the Nonlinearity”.
In: SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing 42.3 (2020), A1913-A1934. por: 10.1137/19M1257081.
eprint: https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1257081. URL: https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1257081.

Jeffrey M. Connors et al. “Quantification of errors for operator-split advection—diffusion calcula-
tions”. In: Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 272 (2014), pp. 181-197. 1sSN:
0045-7825. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2014.01.005. URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S0045782514000103.

Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Wing Tat Leung. “Constraint Energy Minimizing Generalized
Multiscale Finite Element Method”. In: Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering
339 (2018), pp. 298-319. 18SN: 0045-7825. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2018.04.010. URL:
https://www.sciencedirect.com /science/article/pii/S0045782518301804.


https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:39749379
https://doi.org/10.1137/140994204
https://doi.org/10.1137/140994204
https://doi.org/10.1137/140994204
https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1056250
https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1056250
https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1056250
https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1257081
https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1257081
https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1257081
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2014.01.005
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782514000103
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782514000103
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2018.04.010
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782518301804

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Problem setting
	Constraint energy minimizing generalized multiscale finite element method
	Auxiliary basis functions
	Multiscale basis functions


	Time-independent convection diffusion boundary value problems
	Derivation of the Method
	Analysis
	Global Approximations
	Abstract Problem
	Error Estimates for Boundary Correctors
	Error Estimate for the Multiscale Solution

	Numerical Experiments
	Example 1
	Example 2
	Example 3
	Example 4


	Time Dependent Convection-Diffusion Initial Boundary Value Problems
	Derivation of the Method
	Analysis
	Elliptic Projection
	Abstract Problem
	Multiscale Solutions

	Temporal Discretization
	Backward Euler Schemes

	Nonlinear Convection Diffusion IBVPs
	Numerical Results
	Time-invariant Boundary Conditions
	Time-variant Dirichlet Boundary Conditions
	Nonlinear Example


	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements

