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A GENERALIZED FINITE ELEMENT METHOD FOR LINEAR
THERMOELASTICITY

AXEL MALQVIST}2 AND ANNA PERSSON!

ABSTRACT. We propose and analyze a generalized finite element method de-
signed for linear quasistatic thermoelastic systems with spatial multiscale coef-
ficients. The method is based on the local orthogonal decomposition technique
introduced by Malqvist and Peterseim (Math. Comp., 83(290): 2583-2603,
2014). We prove convergence of optimal order, independent of the deriva-
tives of the coefficients, in the spatial Hl-norm. The theoretical results are
confirmed by numerical examples.

1. INTRODUCTION

In many applications the expansion and contraction of a material exposed to
temperature changes are of great importance. To model this phenomenon a system
consisting of an elasticity equation describing the displacement coupled with an
equation for the temperature is used, see, e.g., [6]. The full system consists of a hy-
perbolic elasticity equation coupled with a parabolic equation for the temperature,
see [8] for a comprehensive treatment of this formulation. If the inertia effects are
negligible, the hyperbolic term in the elasticity equation can be removed. This leads
to an elliptic-parabolic system, often referred to as quasistatic. This formulation is
discussed in, for instance, [22] 25]. In some settings it is justified to also remove
the parabolic term, which leads to an elliptic-elliptic system, see, e.g., [22] [25].
Since the thermoelastic problem is formally equivalent to the system describing
poroelasticity, several papers on this equation are also relevant, see, e.g., [5l 24].

In this paper we study the quasistatic case. Existence and uniqueness of a solu-
tion to this system are discussed in [22] within the framework of linear degenerate
evolution equations in Hilbert spaces. It is also shown that this system is es-
sentially of parabolic type. Existence and uniqueness are also treated in [25] (only
two-dimensional problems) and in [23] [21] some results on the thermoelastic contact
problem are presented. The classical finite element method for the thermoelastic
system is analyzed in [10, 25], where convergence rates of optimal order are derived
for problems with solution in H? or higher.

When the elastic medium of interest is strongly heterogeneous, like composite
materials, the coeflicients are highly varying and oscillating. Commonly, such coef-
ficients are said to have multiscale features. For these problems classical polynomial
finite elements, as in [10, 25], fail to approximate the solution well unless the mesh
width resolves the data variations. This is due to the fact that a priori bounds of
the error depend on (at least) the spatial H%-norm of the solution. Since this norm
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depends on the derivative of the diffusion coefficient, it is of order e~ ! if the coef-
ficient oscillates with frequency e~!. To overcome this difficulty, several numerical
methods have been proposed, see for instance [4 3] [15] 17, [14].

In this paper we suggest a generalized finite element method based on the tech-
niques introduced in [I7], often referred to as local orthogonal decomposition. This
method builds on ideas from the variational multiscale method [I4] [I5], where the
solution space is split into a coarse and a fine part. The coarse space is modi-
fied such that the basis functions contain information from the diffusion coefficient
and have support on small patches. With this approach the basis functions have
good approximation properties locally. In [I7] the technique is applied to elliptic
problems with an arbitrary positive and bounded diffusion coefficient. One of the
main advantages is that no assumptions on scale separation or periodicity of the
coefficient are needed. Recently, this technique has been applied to several other
problems, for instance, semilinear elliptic equations [12], boundary value problems
[11], eigenvalue problems [1§], linear and semilinear parabolic equations [16], and
the linear wave equation [IJ.

The method we propose in this paper uses generalized finite element spaces
similar to those used [I7] and [I3], together with a correction building on the ideas
in [I1} [15]. We prove convergence of optimal order that does not depend on the
derivatives of the coefficients. We emphasize that by avoiding these derivatives, the
a priori bound does not contain any constant of order e !, although coefficients are
highly varying.

In Section [2] we formulate the problem of interest, in Section [3] we first recall
the classical finite element method for thermoelasticity and then we define the new
generalized finite element method. In Section [4] we perform a localization of the
basis functions and in Section [f] we analyze the error. Finally, in Section [6] we
present some numerical results.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Let Q C RY, d = 2,3, be a polygonal /polyhedral domain describing the reference
configuration of an elastic body. For a given time 7" > 0 we let u : [0,T] x Q — R?
denote the displacement field and 0 : [0,T] x © — R the temperature. To impose
Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions, we let I'}, and I'}; denote two disjoint
segments of the boundary such that I := 9Q = I'};, UT%. The segments I'}, and
I'%, are defined similarly.

We use (-, ) to denote the inner product in L2(€2) and || - || for the corresponding
norm. Let H(2) denote the classical Sobolev space with norm ||’UH%{1(Q) = |jv||? +

|[Vv||? and let H~1(£2) denote the dual space to H!. Furthermore, we adopt the
notation L,([0,T]; X) for the Bochner space with the norm

T » 1/p
Iollz,oma = ([ Tolfde) ™, 1<p<oc,
HUHLQO([O,T];X) = esssup [|v||x,
0<t<T
where X is a Banach space equipped with the norm || - ||x. The notation v €

H'Y0,T;X) is used to denote v,v € Ly(0,T; X). The dependence on the interval
[0,T] and the domain {2 is frequently suppressed and we write, for instance, Lo(L-2)
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for L ([0, T); L2(£2)). We also define the following subspaces of H*!
Vi={veH())? :v=00nTY%}, VZ:={veHY(Q):v=0o0nT%}.

Under the assumption that the displacement gradients are small, the (linearized)
strain tensor is given by

e(u) = %(Vu + VuT).

Assuming further that the material is isotropic, Hooke’s law gives the (total) stress
tensor, see e.g. [21] and the references therein,

g =2pe(u) + A(V-u)l —abl,

where [ is the d-dimensional identity matrix, « is the thermal expansion coefficient,
and p and A are the so called Lamé coefficients given by
E Ev
b= A=
2(1+v) (14+v)(1-2v)
where E denotes Young’s elastic modulus and v denotes Poisson’s ratio. The ma-
terials of interest are strongly heterogeneous which implies that «, p, and A are
rapidly varying in space.
The linear quasistatic thermoelastic problem takes the form

(2.1) =V Que(u) + AV -ul —abfI) = f, in (0,7] x Q
(2.2) 0—V-kVO+aV-u=g, in(0,T]xQ,
(2.3) u=0, in (0,7]xT%
(2.4) g-n=0, in (0,7]xT%.
(2.5) =0, on(0,T]xT%,
(2.6) VO-n=0, on (0,T]xTI%.
(2.7) 6(0) = 6y, in €,

where « is the heat conductivity parameter, which is assumed to be rapidly varying
in space.

Remark 2.1. For simplicity we have assumed homogeneous boundary data (2.3))-
(2.6). However, using techniques similar to the ones used in [T}, [I3] the analysis in
this paper can be extended to non-homogeneous situations.

Assumptions. We make the following assumptions on the data
(A1) Kk € Loo(2,R4*?), symmetric,
0 < k1 :=essinf inf M, 00 > Ko = esssup  sup w
z€Q veRd\{0} V-V zeQ veRd\{o} V-V
(A2) p, A\ a € Lo (2, R), and

0 < pp :=essinf p(x) < esssup p(z) =: ug < oo.
€N 2€Q
Similarly, the constants Aj, A2, a1, and as are used to denote the corre-
sponding upper and lower bounds for A and a.
(A3> faf € Loo(L2)>f € Loo<H_1>7 g€ Loo(L2)7 g € LOO(H_1)7 and 90 € V2~
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To pose a variational form we multiply the equations and with test
functions from V! and V? and using Green’s formula together with the boundary
conditions — we arrive at the following weak formulation [10]. Find u(t,-) €
V1 and 6(t,-) € V2, such that,

(2.8) (o(u) : e(v1)) — (@0, V -v1) = (f,v1), Vv €V
(2.9) (0,v2) + (kVO, Vo) + (aV - 1, v2) = (g,v2), Yop € V2,
and the initial value 6(0,-) = 6y is satisfied. Here we use o to denote the effective

stress tensor o(u) := 2ue(u) + A(V - u)I and we use : to denote the Frobenius inner
product of matrices. Using Korn’s inequality we have the following bounds, see,

e.g., [1,
(2.10) collvr|[Fn < (0(v1) : €(v1)) < CollvallFn, Vor € V!

where ¢, (resp. C,) depends on g (resp. p2 and Ag). Similarly, there are constants
¢y (resp. C)) depending on the bound k; (resp. k2) such that

(2.11) cellvzl|3n < (kVv2, V) < Cyllvall3:, Voo € V2.

Furthermore, we use the following notation for the energy norms induced by the
bilinear forms

||1)1||§ = (o(v1) 1 e(v1)), v1 € Vi ||v2\|i = (kVuaVug), v € V2

Existence and uniqueness of a solution to ([2.8])-(2.9) have been proved in [22, 25].
There are also some papers on the solution to contact problems, see [2] 23].

Theorem 2.2. Assume that (A3) hold and that OQ is sufficiently smooth.
Then there exist u and 0 such that u € La(VY), Vi € Ly(H™Y), 0 € Ly(V?), and

0 € Ly(H™Y) satisfying (2.8)-(2-.9) and the initial condition 6(0,-) = 6.

Remark 2.3. We remark that the equations (2.1))-(2.7) also describe a poroelastic
system. In this case 6 denotes the fluid pressure, x the permeability and viscosity
of the fluid.

3. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION

In this section is we first recall some properties of the classical finite element
method for (2.8)-(2.9). In subsection [3.2] we propose a new numerical method built
on the ideas from [I7]. The localization of this method is treated in Section

3.1. Classical finite element. First, we need to define appropriate finite element
spaces. For this purpose we let {73 }r~0 be a family of shape regular triangulations
of  with the mesh size hx := diam(K), for K € T,. Furthermore, we denote
the largest diameter in the triangulation by h := maxge7, hx. We now define the
classical piecewise affine finite element spaces

Vil ={ve (C(Q)?:v=00nT%,v|k is a polynomial of degree < 1,VK € T},
V2 ={veC(Q):v=0o0nT%, vk is a polynomial of degree < 1,VK € Tj,}.

For the discretization in time we consider, for simplicity, a uniform time step 7
such that ¢, = n7t for n € {0,1,..., N} and N7 =T.
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Remark 3.1. The classical linear elasticity equation can in some cases suffer from
locking effects when using continuous piecewise linear polynomials in both spaces
(P1-P1 elements). These typically occur if v is close to 1/2 (Poisson locking) or
if the thickness of the domain is very small (shear locking). In the coupled time-
dependent problem locking can occur if 6 is neglected in and P1-P1 elements
are used. The locking produces artificial oscillations in the numerical approximation
of the temperature (or pressure) for early time steps. However, it shall be noted
that in the case when 0 is not neglected, this locking effect does not occur, see [20].
Thus, we consider a P1-P1 discretization in this paper.

The classical finite element method with a backward Euler scheme in time reads;
for n € {1,..., N} find u} € V;! and 67 € V;2, such that

(3.1) (o(up) :e(v1)) — (@b?,V -v1) = (f*,v1), Yo, €V},
(3.2) (0107, v9) + (KVOR, Vug) 4 (aV - Opul, v9) = (g™, v2), Youy € V2,

where 9,07 := (07 — 07')/7 and similarly for Jju}}. The right hand sides are
evaluated at time ¢,, that is, f™ := f(t,) and ¢g" := g(t,). Given initial data uf
and 09 the system (B.1)-(3.2) is well posed [10]. We assume that 69 € V;! is a
suitable approximation of . For u) we note that u(0) is uniquely determined by
(2.8) at ¢ = 0, that is, ©(0) fulfills the equation

(0(u(0) : e(v1)) — (@b, V - v1) = (f°,v1), Vo €V,
and we thus define u?L IS Vh1 to be the solution to
(3.3) (o(up) : e(v1)) — (ad), V-v1) = (f%01), Vo1 €V,

The following theorem is a consequence of [I0, Theorem 3.1]. The convergence
rate is optimal for the two first norms. However, it is not optimal for the Ls-norm
16" —67||. In [10] this is avoided by using second order continuous piecewise polyno-
mials for the displacement (P2-P1 elements). It is, however, noted that the problem
is still stable using P1-P1 elements. In this paper we use P1-P1 elements and derive
error bounds in the L., (H!)-norm, of optimal order, for both the displacement and
the temperature.

Theorem 3.2. Let (u,0) be the solution to [2.8)-2.9) and {(ul,07)}N_, be the
solution to (3.1)-(3.2). Then forn € {1,...,N}

1/2
e =il + (32 0™ = 0513 )+ 10" = 051l < Cea (b4 7),
m=1

where C.—1 is of order e~ if the material varies on a scale of size €.

Note that the constant involved in this error bound contains derivatives of the
coefficients. Hence, convergence only takes place when the mesh size h is sufficiently
small (h < €). Throughout this paper, it is assumed that h is small enough and
V.l and V}? are referred to as reference spaces for the solution. Similarly, uf and
0y are referred to as reference solutions. In Section [5f this solution is compared
with the generalized finite element solution. We emphasize that the generalized
finite element solution is computed in spaces of lower dimension and hence not as
computationally expensive.

In the following theorem we prove some regularity results for the finite element
solution.
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Theorem 3.3. Let {u?}_, and {02}N_, be the solution to (3.1)-(3.2). Then the
following bound holds

n

_ 1/2 n . 1/2
Ba) (Yool )+ (o Ia0) T+ 105
j=1

j=1
< Cl9l Low o) + 1l s i1y + 16001 0)
If 69 =0, then forn € {1,..,N}

n

_ _ o 1/2
(3.5) 19l + 10070+ (30 7196413 )

j=1

< C(||g||Loo(L2) + ||g||Loo(H*1) + ”]E”LOO(H*l) + ||JEHLOO(H*1))-
If f =0 and g = 0, then forn € {1,...,N}
(3.6) 1Ovuptll e + 100711 + /210105 | 10 < Ct 2108 a1-

Proof. From (3.1)-(3.2) and the initial data (3.3) we deduce that the following
relation must hold for n > 1

(3.7) (o (Dpul) < e(v1)) — (D02, V - v1) = (Oef™,01), Yo € V3L,
(3.8) (0407, v2) + (KVOY, Vug) + (aV - Opull, va) = (g™, v2),  Vug € V2.

By choosing v; = dyul and vy = 9,07 and adding the resulting equations we have
Coya. n L5 n n a on n 3 fn
(3.9 FlowuhllE + 5100k 1 + (V05 VAOR) < Clllg™ [” + 10" F-1)-

Note that the coupling terms cancel. By using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s in-
equality we can bound

n a gn n n n— 1 n 1 n—
T(kVO;, VOOR) = [|6/2V05 | = (xVO;, VO = SI0RIIE — 5107 1%

Multiplying (3.9) by 7, summing over n, and using ([2.10) gives

n

> Tl0p e + Y T80 17 + 103117 < C D 7 (g1 + 10ef713-1)

j=1 j=1 j=1
+ |0 |11

which is bounded by the right hand side in (3.4).
For the bound (3.5) we note that the following relation must hold for n > 2

(3.10) (o (Dpul) = e(v1)) — (@OOF,V -v1) = (Oef™,v1), Yo € V3,
(3.11) (020}, v2) + (KV 0}, Vug) + (aV - O2ufl, ve) = (0rg™, v2), Vv € V2.
Now choose v; = 5t2u;f and vy = 5159;1‘ and add the resulting equations to get
(o (Dpul) = £(D2ul)) + (D207, 0,07) + (kV D05, VO,07)
= (Of", Fupy) + (Dug"™, 7).
Multiplying by 7 and using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequality gives
SIBaR 12 + LIGGRI2 + OTIO8 3 < S0 12 + 5 I8~
+7(0cf", 0fup) + CllDeg" |51
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Summing over n and using (2.10)) now gives

10vu [ + 10031 + D 711967 17 < C(Ilf’iu}LIIip + 2.6,

j=2
+ 3" (@, B + 180 3 ).
j=2
Here we use summation by parts to get
> 707, 07u) = (D™, Ovu) — (D f*, Opup) = > (07 f7, O~
j=2 j=2

n
< C(f;g-agn 18,9 || g1 + Z¢||a§fa||Hl) Joax 10 || 11,

Jj=2

and maxi<j<n ‘@tU{L”Hl can now be kicked to the left hand side.
To estimate 90} and dyuj we choose vy = Qyuj, and v2 = 9,0} in (3.7)-(B.8) for
n = 1. We thus have, since 92 =0,

_ _ 1 _
18eui, |72 + 10:85 11> + ;llﬂiHip < CU0f N7+ + llg'1?).
The observation that 16} (%, = 79,0} ||, completes the bound (B.5).
Now assume f = 0 and g = 0 and note that the following holds for n > 2,
(0(87up) s e(v1)) — (@076, V - v1) =0, Vo €V,
(070}, v2) + (KVO,0), Vve) + (aV - Fupl, v2) =0, Youg € Vi2.
Choosing vy = d2ul, vo = 0207 and adding the resulting equations gives
(0(0Fup) : £(07up)) + (970}, 070%) + (KNI, VI 0}) = 0,

where, again, the coupling terms cancel. The two first terms on the left hand side
are positive and can thus be ignored. Multiplying by 7 and t2 gives after using
Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequality

|01 < th 1110605 1% + (8 — 21076, (12
Note that t2 — 2 | < 37t,_1, where we use that t, < 2t, ; if n > 2. Summing
over n now gives
n
00R 1% < 1004117 +3D 751106717
=2

To bound the last sum we choose vy = 02ull, v = 3,07 in (3.10)-(3.11)), now with
f=0and g = 0. Adding the resulting equations gives

(0207, 0:07) 4 (KN 0,05,V 0,07) + (o(dpuly) = e(DFul)) = 0,
Multiplying by 7 and t,, gives after using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
tn 3 ,,n tn 3 on 3 n
EHatuhHi + 5||3t9h 1 + cuttnl| 005 || 71

tn—l
2

< tn—l
-2

a ,,n— a on— 5. n— Tha gn—
10~ 15 + =5 10051 + S 10k 5 + 5110005 .
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Summing over n and using (2.10) thus gives

Cotn

2

— tn 5 n _
10cuillzn + UGG + D (10,67 172
j=2
< Cot1
-2

5 i1 5 & 5 -1 5 pi—1
1Osu |72 + 5||3t9;11||2 +C > 7100w 7 + 110677 11).-
j=2
To bound the last sum in this estimate we choose v; = 5tuﬁ, Vg = éﬂﬁ in 1'
and multiply by 7 to get

_ - 1 1, e
col| O | F + 7|00} + §||9Z||i o [
Summing over n and using (2.11)) gives

n
_ _ c C
(3.12) Y (1007117 + 10 |1 ) + S5 108117 < 1671
j=1
It remains to bound 3||0:0} ||%, t1]/0:6} ||, and ¢1]|0yu},|| . For this purpose we
recall that ¢t; = 7 and use (3.12)) for n = 1 to get
t1|Bpu |l + 1|00 + 3110:03 1 71
< C(r(10¢unllF + 1004 11%) + 104117 + 163117:) < ClIE°|17-
Finally, we have that
tullOcun 7 + tall O3 11 < Cl° N, 21005 170 < ClE° N7,
and thus (3.6) follows. O
3.2. Generalized finite element. In this section we shall derive a generalized
finite element method. First we define V} and V32 analogously to V;! and V2,
but with a larger mesh size H > h. In addition, we assume that the family of
triangulations {7g}g>p is quasi-uniform and that 7;, is a refinement of Ty such
that V4 C V! and V2 C V2. Furthermore, we use the notation N' = N x N2 to
denote the free nodes in V} x V7. The aim is now to define a new (multiscale) space
with the same dimension as Vi x V2, but with better approximation properties. For
this purpose we define an interpolation operator Iy = (I}, 1%) : ViIx V2 — VA V2
with the property that Iy o Iy = Iy and for all v = (vy,vs) € V}I x V}2
(313)  Hi'llv = Inv|yy + V1m0l Ly i) < Crll VOl Loy, VK € Ta,
where
wr =1int {K € Ty : KN K # 0}.
Since the mesh is assumed to be shape regular, the estimates in (3.13) are also
global, i.e.,
(3.14) H o = Igol| + [IVIgv| < C| Vo],
where C is a constant depending on the shape regularity parameter, v > 0;
diam By
diam K

where By is the largest ball contained in K.

(3.15) 7= Max vk, with v = , for K € T,
H

Ke



A GENERALIZED FINITE ELEMENT METHOD FOR LINEAR THERMOELASTICITY 9

One example of an interpolation that satisfies the above assumptions is I%, =
EY oIy, i = 1,2. Here II%; denotes the piecewise Lo-projection onto Py(7m)
(Py(Tw)? if i = 1), the space of functions that are affine on each triangle K €
Tr. Furthermore, E}, is an averaging operator mapping (P;(7z))¢ into V4, by
(coordinate wise)

, 1 _
E} = J 1<j<
( H (U))(Z) Cal"d{K c TH e K} KETZ.:ZEK’U |K(Z)a >7 = dv

where 2 € N1. E% mapping P}; to V3 is defined similarly. For a further discussion
on this interpolation and other available options we refer to [19].
Let us now define the kernels of I}, and I%

Vii={veV}! : Ihv=0}, VZ:={veV?: I{v=0}

The kernels are fine scale spaces in the sense that they contain all features that
are not captured by the (coarse) finite element spaces V4 and V7. Note that the
interpolation leads to the splits V,! = Vi@ V! and V2 = V7 @ V{2, meaning that any
function vy € Vhl can be uniquely decomposed as vy = v1 g + vi¢, With v g € Vbl[
and vyt € Vfl, and similarly for vy € th.

Now, we introduce a Ritz projection onto the fine scale spaces. For this we use
the bilinear forms associated with the diffusion in (2.8)-(2.9). The projection of
interest is thus R¢ : V! x V2 — Vi! x V2, such that for all (vi,v3) € V}! x V2,
R¢(v1,ve) = (Rjv1, Rive) fulfills
(3.16) (o(vy — Rvy) :e(wy)) =0, Yw, € V{,

(3.17) (kV (vg — R2v3), Vws) = 0, VYwy € V2.
Note that this is an uncoupled system and R} and R? are classical Ritz projections.

For any (v1,v2) € V;} x V;2 we have, due to the splits of the spaces V;! and V}2
above, that

'UlfR%?)l :’ULHfR%”ULH, 'UQ*R%'UQ:'U27H7R?'U27H.
Using this we define the multiscale spaces
(3.18) Vi ={v-Riv:veVy}, Vi :={v-Riv:veVil

Clearly V1. x V2, has the same dimension as V} x V2. Indeed, with AL denoting
the hat function in V}; at node z and )\3 the hat function in V3 at node y, such
that

Vi x Viz = span{(\;,0), (0,A) : (z,y) € N},
a basis for V1. x V2_is given by

Finally, we also note that the splits V! = V1. & V{! and V2 = V2, & V{2 hold,
which fulfill the following orthogonality relation

(3.20) (o(v1) 1 e(wy) =0, Yo € Viie, wy € VE,
(3.21) (kVvg, Vwy) =0, Vus € V2., wy € VP2
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3.2.1. Stationary problem. For the error analysis in Section [f] it is convenient to
define the Ritz projection onto the multiscale space using the bilinear form given
by the stationary version of (2.8)-(2.9). We thus define Ry, : V;! x V2 = VI x V2,
such that for all (vy,v2) € V;} X V2, Rins(v1,v2) = (RL(v1,v2), RZ o) fulfills

(3.22) (o(vy — RL(v1,v2)) : e(wr)) — (a(vy — R2 02),V -wy) =0, Yw;, € VL,
(3.23) (kV(vg — R% 3), Vwy) = 0, Yawy € V2.

Note that we must have R2, = I — R?, but RL  # I — R} in general.

The Ritz projection in — is upper triangular. Hence, when solving
for RL (v1,vs) the term (aR2 2,V - w1) in is known. Since this term has
multiscale features and appears on the right hand side, we impose a correction on
R} (v1,v2) inspired by the ideas in [I1] and [I5]. The correction is defined as the
element Rpvy € Vfl, which fulfills

(3.24) (0(Reva) = e(wy)) = (aR% 09,V -wy), Yuw;y € Vi,

and we define RL (v1,v2) = RL (v1,v2) + Ryvs.
Note that the Ritz projections are stable in the sense that

(3.25) [RLs (01, v2) [ < Cllvalla + o2llmn), | Rigvallar < Cllvall
Remark 3.4. The problem to find Revs is posed in the entire fine scale space and is

thus computationally expensive to solve. The aim is to localize these computations
to smaller patches of coarse elements, see Section [

To derive error bounds for this projection we define two operators A; : V;! xV;2 —
Vhl and Aj : th — th such that for all (v1,vq) € Vhl X th we have

(3.26) (A1(v1,v2),w1) = (o(v1) : e(wy)) — (awa, V -wy), Yw;, € V3!,
(3.27) (Agvg, we) = (kVve, Vws), Yws € Vh?.
Lemma 3.5. For all (v1,v2) € V;! x V2 it holds that
(3.28) [or = Rig(v1,09) |1 < C(H | AL (v1,02) ]| + [[oz = Rigva]))
< CH([[Ar (v, v2) || + vzl 1),
(3.29) [vg — Rigvall < CH||Azvs.

Proof. Tt follows from [I7] that (3.29)) holds, since (3.23]) is an elliptic equation of
Poisson type. Using an Aubin-Nitsche duality argument as in, e.g., [16], we can
derive the following estimate in the Lo-norm

[vg — Riqval| < CH|lvy — Rgval g < CH|lva|ar,

which proves the second inequality in (3.28)).
It remains to bound |v; — R} (v1,v2)||g1. Recall that any v € V;! can be
decomposed as

v=uv— Rfv+ Rfv= (I — R})v+ Rjv,
where (I — R})v € VL. Using the orthogonality (3.20)) and that (o(-) : £(+)) is a

symmetric bilinear form we get
(0(Rps(v1,02)) 1 £(v)) = (0(Rpys (01, 02) + Rywa) = (I — Ri)v + Ryw))
= (0(Rps(v1,v2)) : (I = Ri)v)) + (0(Revs) : £(R}v)).
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Due to and we thus have
(0(Ris(v1,v2)) : (I = Rf)v)) + (0(Rsv2) : £(Riv))
= (o(v1) s e((I = R{)v)) — (av2 — Raygv2), V - (I = R{)v) + (aR% 02, V - Riv)
= (A1 (v1,v9), (I — R})v) + (aR2 03,V - v).

Define e := v; — RL (v1,v). Using the above relation together with (3.26) we get
the bound

collellFn < (a(e) : e(e)) = (o(v1) s (e)) — (Ai(vr,v2), (I = Ri)e) — (aR72, V -€)
= (A1 (v1,v2), Rie) + (a(vy — R2 v2),V - €)
< AL (v, v) [ Riell + Cllva — Rigvallllell s
Since Rfe € Vi* we have due to (3.13)
|Rtell = ||Rie — Iy Riel| < CH||Rie|lm < CH|le| g,
where we have used the stability ||Riv||z: < C|v|| g1 for v € V)l The first inequal-

ity in (3.28)) now follows. O

Remark 3.6. Without the correction R the error bound (13.28)) would depend on
the derivatives of «,

[o1 = Ryy(v1,02) |1 < Cor (H [ A1 (01, 02)[| + |02 = Rigval]),
where o is large if o has multiscale features.

3.2.2. Time-dependent problem. A generalized finite element method with a back-
ward Euler discretization in time is now defined by replacing Vh1 with V.1 and Vh2
with V2, in (8.1)-(3.2) and adding a correction similar to . The method thus
reads; for n € {1,...,N} find 4, = ull + uf, with ull, € V11157 u? € V!, and
o € V2., such that

ms

(3.30) (o (i) €(v1)) = (abys, V-v1) = (f*,01), Vor € Vg,
(3.31) (9, v2) + (KVO, V) + (aV - By, va) = (97, v2), Vvg € Vi2,
(3.32) (o(uf) s e(wr)) — (@bl s, V - w1) =0, Yw, € Vi
where 00 = R2 .69. Furthermore we define @0 := ul_ + uf, where uf € V! is
defined by (3.32)) for n = 0 and u%, € VL., such that

(3.33) (o(@ly) 1 e(v1)) — (@82, V -v1) = (f°,v1), Yo, € VL

Lemma 3.7. The problem (3.30))-(3.31) is well-posed.

Proof. Given ul;', 6751, and uf™ ', the equations (3.30)-([3-32) yields a square
system. Hence, it is sufficient to prove that the solution is unique. Let v; =

ul —uStin (3.30) and vy = 707, in (8.31) and add the resulting equations to get
(0 (upns) + €(upe — ups ) + (0(uf) « e(upe — ups ")) + 7(0i0hs, 01
+ a0l + (@V - (uf —uf ™), O )
< (fn’ uTrrLls - uTnngl) + T(g ’91’?18)
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Using the orthogonality (3.20) and (3.32)) this simplifies to
(0(ups) + (upe = ) + 70005, 1) + o 0imsll7p + colluf |7
< (" Ul — U ) +7(9" O0g) + (o (uf) s e(uf ™).

Now, using that (o(-) : €(-)) is a symmetric bilinear form we get the following
identity

(3.34) (c(v) :e(v—w)) = %(a(v) te(v)) + %(U(U —w):e(v—w))
1

and using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequality we derive

- n 1 n n— n n—
(fnau?ns - ugsl) < OHf HH*1 + i(a(ums - umsl) : g(ums - umsl))'

This, together with the estimate 7(0,0%, 0,) > £[|67,]1% — 3162511 and (2.10),
leads to
Co n |12 n |2 n |12 Co n||2
5 lumsllr + S10nl" + enllOnsllzn + o [luf [
< O -+ 7llg™ 1P + 1052 1P + g 1 + luf = 1 F0)-

Hence, a unique solution exists. (I

4. LOCALIZATION

In this section we show how to truncate the basis functions, which is motivated
by the exponential decay of . We consider a localization inspired by the one
proposed in [II], which is performed by restricting the fine scale space to patches
of coarse elements defined by the following; for K € Ty

wo(K) :=int K,

wk(K)::int(U{KETH KNwr_1(K wi—1(K) #0}), k=1,2,..
Now let Vit (wi(K)) :=={v € Vi 1 v(z) =0 on (Q\T'%) \ wx(K)} be the restriction
of Vi to the patch wy(T). We define V?(wy(K)) similarly.

The localized fine scale space can now be used to approximate the fine scale part
of the basis functions in (3.19)), which significantly reduces the computational cost
for these problems. Let (-, -),, denote the Ly inner product over a subdomain w C 2
and define the local Ritz projection Rf)(k VI x V2 — Vi (wi(K)) x V2 (wg (K)) such
that for all (v1,v2) € Vi x V2, RE (v1,v2) = (R{ o1, R vr) fulfills

41) (OB v1) s e(@n))u i) = (0(v1) s e(wr))k, Y € Vi (wi(K)),
(4.2) (HV(R“; v2), Vwa),,, (k) = (KVv2, V),  Vws € VA (wi(K)).

Note that if we replace wy(K) with © in (4.1)-(4.2) and denote the resulting pro-

jection RE (vy,vq) = (Rf’lvl, Rf{’%g), then for all (v1,vs) € V}! x V}2 we have

E : E : K,1 K,2
’Ul,’UQ Rf Ul,’l)g (Rf ’Ul,Rf ’Ug).

KeTy KeTh
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Motivated by this we now define the localized fine scale projection as
(43) Rf k Ul, 1}2 Z Rf 11, ’U2 Z (Rfl’(lélvh Rf];Z'UQ),
KeTu KeTu
and the localized multiscale spaces
(4.4) anls,k = {v1 — R}’kvl cv € Vi h, Vr?ls,k = {vg — R?)kvg cvg € VAL,
with the corresponding localized basis

(4'5) {()‘alc - R%,k/\wv 0)7 (07 )‘3 - R%,k)‘y) : (1‘, y) € N}

4.1. Stationary problem In this section we define a localized version of the
stationary problem (3.22] - Let Rk : Vi x V2 — anls)k X Vnzls,kv such that
for all (vi,v2) € V}! x th Runs i (v1,v2) = (RL (v1,02), R, pv2). The method
now reads; find

R}ns’k(vl,vg) = erns)k(’l)l,ﬂz) + Z Rf{fkvg, where Rffkvg € Vfl(wk(K)),
KeTy

and ans’ V2 such that

(0(v1 — Ripg 1 (v1,v2)) : e(w1))

(4.6) — (efvg — R%g jv2), V- wy) =0, Vwy € Vi,
(4.7) (kV (vg — ans’kvg), Vws) =0, Yws € Vr?ls,k'
(4.8) (J(Rf{(kvg) ce(w)) — (aerns,kvg, V-w)g =0, Yw e Vi (wp(K)).

Note that the Ritz projection is stable in the sense that

(49) N Bps i i o)l < Clllollms + llozllmn), 1R g2l < Cllvz] s

The following two lemmas give a bound on the error introduced by the localiza-
tion.

Lemma 4.1. For all (v1,v2) € V;} x V2, there exists £ € (0,1), such that

(4.10) IRE o1 — Rivil[3p < CRAEH > (IR o |30,
KeTy

(4.11) IRE yv2 — Riva|3n < CRAEF > ||R{ a3,
KeTy

(4.12) | Re kva — Reva|Fn < CRIEF >~ R va 70
KeTy

The bounds (4.10)-(4.11) are direct results from [I3], while (4.12]) follows by a
slight modification of the right hand side. We omit the proof here.
The next lemma gives a bound for the localized Ritz projection.

Lemma 4.2. For all (vi,ve) € V! x V}2 there exist £ € (0,1) such that

(4.13) o1 = Rhg e (vi,v2) [ < C(H + kY2ER) (| AL (vr, v2) || + o2l
(4.14) v — R2 w2l < C(H + k¥2E%)[| Agva.
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Proof. 1t follows from [I1] that (4.14) holds. To prove (4.13)) we let vy € Vj and
VHk € V} be elements such that

1 1 1 1
Rys(vi,v2) = vg — Revm, Ry p(v1,v2) = v e — B pvm k-

Define e := vy — R%ns,k(vl, vg). From - we get have the following identity
for any z € Vn}ls) &
(0(e) e(€)) — (alvz — Ry 402), 7 - €)
= (o(e) 1 e(v1 — 2 — Regv1)) — (avg — ansykvg), V- (v1 — 2 — Rpp12)).
Using this with z = vy — R;ka € anl&k we get
Collelld < (o(e) s £(e)) = (o(e) : (o1 — vir — RLyoi — Fyor))
— (avg — ans,kvg), V(v —vg — R%yka — Rf,kUQ))
+ (a(vz — Ry 02), V - €).
Now, using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequality we get
lelZ < Clllvs — var — REgoi — Reosllys + los — B2, o],
where the last term is bounded in . For the first term we get
lv1 — v — R%,kUH — Rg 02|
< |lv1 = (vir — Rfvm + Reva) |l + | Rfvw — Ri v || + || Reva — Reva |3
< v = Ryy(v1,02) 1 + | Rfver — R ol + || Revz — Re vz e,

where the first term on the right hand side is bounded in Lemma [3.5] For the
second term we use Lemma [.1] to get

|Rfvy — REjvrlin < CREF Y IR ou i < CREF > Jloulin
KeTy KeTny

= Ok oy |3 = Ck€ |1y (vir — Riva)llzp
= ORI Ry (01, v2) 72 < CRIEH| Ry (01, 02) [
We can bound this further by using and , such that
[Rins (v, 02)l[ e < C(l[vi | + vzl ) < C( A (vr,02) || + [Joz|an).-
Similar arguments, using Lemma and , prove
| Revy — Re pva g < Ck¥2€* | va | g1,

and (4.13)) follows. O

Remark 4.3. To preserve linear convergence, the localization parameter k£ should
be chosen such that k = clog(H 1) for some constant c. With this choice of k we
get k%/2¢% ~ H and we get linear convergence in Lemma

We note that the orthogonality relation (3.20]) does not hold when V.1  is replaced
by anls, - However, we have that Vn}ls, . and Vf1 are almost orthogonal in the sense
that

(4.15) (o) : e(w)) < CEY2e¥|v|| g ||w|| g1, Vo e anlsyk, w e V.
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To prove this, note that v = vp x — Rf ,vm i for some vp ), € Vi, and

(o(v) :e(w)) = (o(vak — Rivag) : e(w)) + (o(Rivek — R yvm k) : €(w))
= (o(Rivek — Ri pvak) : €(w)) < CollRivek — R gvakll g wll o,

where we have used that vy — Rfvp, € VL and the orthogonality (3.20). Due
to Lemma [£]] we now have

K
|IRfvi s, — R jomslin < CR€F > RS omkllzn < CRE* > lomslin
KeTu KeTu

= Ck*Mva ki = CEY€* | In (vm ke — Rigvmn) i

ORI | Igv)|Fn < CRIE* [v]F,
and (4.15) follows.

4.2. Time-dependent problem. A localized version of (3.30)-(3.32) is now de-
fined by replacing V1, with V,1_ s and V2, with Vnzls,k. The method thus reads; for
n e {1,..,N} find

ms, = msk+ Z ufk: ’ with u&s,k EVlb k> ufk € va (wk(K))

KeTu
and 0, € V2 s, ko Such that
(416) (O’(’EL&S k) : E(Ul)) (aems ks V- Ul) = (fnv Ul)a Yoy € anls,k7
(5t91’rrlls,k7 UQ) (Hvoms k> V’UQ)
(417) (aV atums kU ) (gn, 1)2)7 Vg € Vrﬁs,lm
(4.18) (a(u?’kK) re(wr)) = (abhsr, V- wi)x =0, Vw, € Vit (wi(K)).
where Gglsk = R%, .09, Furthermore, we define @9, = ul , + X xer, Uuth »

where uf’,c € Vi (wy(K)) is defined by for n =0 and u,, , € Vi1, such that

(4.19) (0 (T 1)+ £(01)) = (Abs g V- 01) = (F7,01), Vo1 € Vipg e

We also define uf'y = >y, Uy k . Note that for uy we have due to (3.32))
(o(uf)  e(wr)) = (@, V-w1) =0, Yy € V5.

For the localized version uj'; this relation is not true. Instead, we prove the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.4. For wy € V!, it holds that

(o (uf ) = e(wi)) = (@B i, V - wi)] < CRPER N0 il llwn -
Proof. Note that from (4.18]) we have
(4.20) (o(ur’) : e(w)) = (@b 1, Vo wn)e =0, Van € Vi (wi(K)).

This equation can be viewed as the localization of the following problem. Find
zf € Vi1, such that

(4.21) (o(2f) s e(wr)) — (@bips ke, V- w1) =0, Vw; € Vit
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Now, [13, Lemma 4.4] gives the bound

K
l2f — up g3 < CRIEF > [l |3
KeTu

where 2{' = 37 o 2 such that

(0 (") s e(wr)) = (@B, V-wi)k =0, Yuy € V.

ms,k >’
Using this we derive the bound

(4.22) o — upy |3 < CKUEF D |l K 13 < CRAER YT [10m
KeTy KeTu

= CKIE )05 11
Now, to prove the lemma we use (4.21)) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to get
[(o(uf'y) : e(wr)) = (abp 1, V- w1)] = [(o(uf), — 21') : £(w1))]

< Collufy — 2 [ lwi ]| a1

‘2
L2 (K)

Applying (4.22)) finishes the proof.

The proof can be modified slightly to show the following bound
(423)  [(0(Deuf'y) : e(wr)) = (@B 1 V - wi)| < CRYV2ER|0,07 o [0 |11 -

ms, k>’

Also note that it follows, by choosing w1 = uf'; and wy = étug « respectively, that
(4.24) luf il < Cllnsll,  10eu il < Cllo05 il

To prove that (4.16))-(4.18) is well posed, we need the following condition on the
size of H.

Assumptions. We make the following assumption on the size of H.

(A4) H < min (40160, Gt ) Where Coo is the constant in Lemma {4 and

Cort 18 the constant in the almost orthogonal property (4.15).
Lemma 4.5. Assuming|(A4) the problem (4.16)-(4.18) is well-posed.

Proof. This proof is similar the proof of Lemma but we need to account for
the lack of orthogonality and the fact that (3.32)) is not satisfied.
Given uﬁ;}c, ‘9&;}@ and uﬁ;l =K uggl’K, the equations (4.16))-(4.18]) yields

a square system, so it is sufficient to prove that the solution is unique. Choosing
V1= Uy — u&;i in (4.16) and vo = 707, in (4.17) and adding the resulting
equations we get
(0 (unms ) * €U e — U i) + (0 (uf) = e(ufng g — ung 1)) + 708 ks Oits 1)
+eatllOne il Fn + (@Y - (ufy — i), )
< (fn7u?ns,k: - ’U/&g}c) + T(gn’ ?xxs,k)‘
Now, using (3.34]) and
_ 1
(", s ke = U i) < CIF" -1 + 5

5 (o (uyy u 3y s e(ul, u"2 1)),

ms,k — “ms,k ms,k — “ms,k
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together with the estimate 7(9,07 ., 0m ) > 51100 112 — S11075 |17, gives

c 1
EU”U&s,kH?p + 7 16ms, el CuTll0h k7 + (o (ufy) = e(uii 1)) + (aV - ufy, 05 1)
<CIf1F- + *||g [ *H Una il + *||9ms Al
+ (o(tg'y) 5(Uzls}c)) + (V- Uf,k1> s k)
Using Lemma [4.4] we have
(@V - upy, O 1) = (@0 1 V - ufy) — (0 (uf'y) < e(uf'y)) + (o (ufy) = e(ufy))
> (@b, V- upty) = (o (ufy) = e(uf )| + colluf ill7n
> —Ceok™ " [ uf ol 107 e | + colluf |7
and the almost orthogonal property (4.15]) gives

d k
(o (ufts) (g 1))l = —Cork™2E | s i 11

Now, using that k£ should be chosen such that linear convergence is obtained, see
Remark that is k%265 ~ H, we conclude after using Young’s inequality that

Co rtH 1 C H
(52— = g sl + (5 — =

CCO +COI' H
Fer - %)Humn%p

< O W + 7llg™ 1P + gl + 105 I+ Nl 1),

ms,k

MO eI + exllOrns sl

where assumption |(A4)| guarantees that the coefficients are positive. Hence, a
unique solution exists. ([

5. ERROR ANALYSIS

In this section we analyze the error of the generalized finite element method.
The results are based on assumption In the analysis we utilize the following
property, which is similar to Lemma [£.4]

oy — o)

ms,k*

Lemma 5.1. Let &) := Re 107 — upy, and 13 = R
wy € Vfl, it holds that

(o (Efx) = e(wn)) = (ang, V -wi)| < CEY2E* g | l[wn | 2.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma[4.4] We omit the details. O

Then, for

ms,k

This can be modified slightly to show the following bound
B1) (0D : e(wn)) = (adimy, V - wn)| < CY2EH | 0mg || wr ]| a1
Also note that it follows, by choosing wy = éf';, and wy = @éﬁk respectively, that

(5:2) 68 kllzr < Cllugll, 10:ef sl < CllOwmg -
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Theorem 5.2. Assume that|(A4) holds. Let {uf}N_, and {07}N_, be the solutions

to (3.1)-(3.2) and {ﬂ&s)k}ﬁzl and {QQS)k}gzl the solutions to (4.16)-(4.18). For
n € {1,..., N} we have

lafy — s il + 1165 = O il < CCH + k2% (gl p () + 191l o ar-1)
1 b2y + 1oy + 1 poci)
1,200 ).

The proof of Theorem [5.2]is based on two lemmas.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that 09 = 0 and |(A4) holds. Let {ul}N_, and {02}N_, be
the solutions to (3.1)-(3.2) and {uy ; }n=1 and {9;5’,6},];’:1 the solutions to (4.16])-
(4.18). Forn € {1,..., N} we have

lufp = s gell e+ 105 = O el < CCH + k7€) (91l (2) + 19 e i1
A Loy + 1 | 2oy + 1 Loe 1)) -
Proof. We divide the error into the terms
ujp =it o = Uy — R o (uft O) + R 1o (i, 0) — i i = 9y + 1l
Oh — Oms k. = O — Rgns,kreg + R?ns,lce;zl — sk =2 Pg + g -
We also adopt the following notation
é?,k = Rf,kal? - U?,k» My = Ty — é?,k = erns,k(qu Oh) — ugls,k"
From it follows that
(kVOR, Vvg) = (g" — 0405 — V - Oull,v2), Youy € Vi,
so by Lemma [£.2] we have the bound
o5 |l < C(H + k¥2¢R) | PRg™ — 8,05 — ¥ - Byui],
where P? denotes the Lo-projection onto V2. Theorem now completes this
bound. Similarly, gives
(o(up) s e(v1)) = (a0}, V -v1) = (f",01), Yo € V),
so, again, by Lemma [1.2] we get
1| < CCH + E2E (1) + 107 110,

which can be further bounded by using Theorem To bound 7,; and ny we note
that for vy € Vr}ls,k

(5:3)  (o(iy) e(v1)) = (ang, V- v1)
= (0 (R i (uf, 07)) 2 (1)) = (aR3 107, V - 01) = (", 01)
= (o(up) (1)) = (ay, V- 01) = (f*,01) = 0,

where we have used the Ritz projection (4.6]), and the equations (3.1)) and (4.16]).
Similarly, for vy € Vnz]s,k we have

(O v2) + (K15, Vvz) + (V- Dyl va)
= (O Rps k05 v2) + (KV RE 107, Vo) + (aV - QR i (ufy, 07),v2) — (g7, v2)
= (_5tpgv 'UQ) + (_av : 525537 UQ)
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For simplicity, we denote p" := pg + a'V - p such that
(5.4)  (9my,v2) + (kVng, Vva) + (aV - Oy, v2) = (—0ep™,v2), Yoz € Viogx

Now, choose v; = 0y and vy = ng and add the resulting equations. Note that
the coupling terms on the left hand side results in the term (aV - 0iéf'y, ny). We
conclude that

(o(7) = () + (Do) + (kY Vg ) = (=0up™ 1) — (V7 - ety ),
and by splitting the first term
(5.5) (o) e(@uny)) + (Do m ) + (KVng, V)

= (=0up",my) — (0(x) - €(Oemy;)) — (V- Oy, ).
Using Lemma [5.1] we can bound
(5.6) —(aV - et . m5) < (V- Oeet o my) — (0(ERy)  £(Oeéi))]
— (o(erg) - e(0eét'1))
< CkY2¢M 0t e g || — (0(8F k) : (D)),

and the almost orthogonal property (4.15]) together with (5.2)) gives
(5.7) —(o(efy) : £(Dmy)) < CEZE N |l |10 |l e < CRYZEX g 111Dy -

Thus, multiplying (5.5) by 7 and using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequality we
get

1 N . o 1 _
Crlng s + S UM 5 + 1ERlz = 175717 = Nefe 12) + 5 (g 1* = lng~"11%)
< O7l|0ep" B + CTRY2EM g 1|0’y | v + 110eeF il ),

where ||ng]| < C|ng|la: can be kicked to the left hand side. Summing over n gives

n
, 1 5 1
> i + 5(\\773”2 +lerllz) + 5\\773”2

j=1
¢ " ;
< il + CY (1007 51 + K N0 7 + 1018 1 [17r0)),
j=1
where we have used that 1) = 0. Furthermore, we note that if #) = 0, then

Rﬁk@% = 0 and u?,k = 0. Hence, e?yk = 0. From (4.19) and (3.3) we have, if
09 = 0&S7k =0, for vy € anls)k,
(0 (umsr)  €(v1)) = (f%,01) = (o(upp) = €(v1)) = (0( Ry i (un, 0)) = £(1)),

so also Y = 0. _
To bound 0;p, and 'V - 0;p), we note that due to (3.1)) and (3.3, dup and 6,07
satisfy the equation

(o (Dpul) = e(v1)) — (OO, V - v1) = (e f™,v1), Vo1 € ViH
Hence, by Lemma [4.2] and the Aubin-Nitsche duality argument we have

(5:8) 0oyl < 18eppll < CCH + kV2E)|18upp | prr < OCH + k2E%) 18,6 |11,
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and for 0,5} we get

(5.9) oV - 0plln-
< @[V 0pl) < ClOAL I < CH + k2N (10uf7 || + (10631 1).

Thus, using (2.10]), we arrive at the following bound

n

(5.10) > 7l + InE 3 + 1&g ell7n + g 11?
j=1

< C(H + k2¢k)?

J

+ KSR (1 0m 1 F + 1068 4130,

j=1

T(||5t9fl||?{1 + Hétfj||2)
1

n

where we apply Theorem [3.3] to the first sum on the right hand side. If we can
find an upper bound on 77, (10 |12 + ||5té£’k||2), then gives a bound
for (|7 [lzr < [Iny /| + [|€F [ z2- This is done next, and we bound |[ng ||z at the
same time. For this purpose, we choose va = 91} in and note that it follows

from that
(5.11) (o(Demiyy) <€(Demy)) — (g, V - Bymyy) = 0.

This also holds for n = 1 since nJ = 0 and 72 = 0. Thus, by adding the resulting
equations, we have

CollOemy |3 + 105 |1* + (6Vng, VOung)
= (=0up™,0my) — (0(Diefy,) - €(Dumy)) — (V- Dréf'y, Dumy)
< 10ep™ 1105 || + Corck™ 2" |01 i | 10im | o1 — (@V - Bréfy, Dom)
where we have used . For the last term we use Lemma to achieve
—(aV - 0péfy, Omy ) < Ccokd/2£kH5téf,k”H1 [0 || — (o(Deety,) : €(Beéf'y))-
Thus, we have

o (10 1 F + 10e kll3r2) + 10 |1* + (k¥ , V)
<|8ep™ 1105 1| + Corck™ € 100t |l s |1 0smit | 1 + Ceok ™€ |8ee il 1 e |

and using Young’s inequality we deduce

Cor kd/2§k a.n Oor +OC0 kd/2§k 3 =
(eo = SR B + (- Cont Gy 5
1 Ceok¥2¢k n gF ,mn 5, "
(5 — S B 2 + (Vg VOmg) < Cl8r" 2

2 2

where assumption guarantees that the coefficients are positive. Multiplying
by 7, using that 7(kVng, Vomg) > 1/2(|n7 s — n5~"[|x), and summing over n we
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derive

n
> UGl + 1108 7 + 19 1) + [l 13

j=1
< CZTH@W < C(H + K72 (0117 + 10691131,
j=1 Jj=1
where we have used that 1) = 0, the bound (2.11)), and (5.8)-(5.9). We can now

apply Theorem Thus, the lemma follows for [0} — 607 ,[[z1. Moreover, this
bounds the last terms in (|5.10|), which completes the proof. |

Lemma 5.4. Assume that f = 0 and g = 0, and that |(A4) holds. Let {up}N_,
and {05302, be the solutions to B.1)-B3.2) and {a,  }n=y and {0 3N ; be the
solutions to (4.16))-(4.18). Forn € {1,..., N} we have

(5.12) lufp = @t goll e + 62105 = O goll e < CCH + k2516711
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [5.3 we split the error into two parts
Uy = Ugps e = Py + s O = O = P + 75
where Lemma [£.2] and Theorem [3.3] gives
19|l < CH + k2€0)|| = 0,6 = V - Q|| < C(H + k20Nt 2][60] |1
17 < CCH + K207 | irn < C(H + kY2E) (163 -

Now, note that (5.4) and (5.11)) holds also when f = 0 and g = 0. In particular,
(5.11) holds also for n = 1 due to the definition of uf,_ , and uj in [#.19) and (3.3)

respectively. By choosing vy = 9,1} and adding the resulting equations we derive
collOemillzn + 10 I* + (kVng, VOeng) + (0(Deety) : €(Oemyy))
+ (aV - 0t i, Oy ) < N|0ep™[[110emy |-
Recall p" = pg +aV - pi. As in the proof of Lemma we get from Lemma
(V- 0,8 1, But) = —Cook™ €M 10,7 1| 1 | 0emi || + (0(Dret ) - e(refs))-
and from
(0 (&%) 1 (0m2)) = —Corck™ ¥ |1 0ve k|| rr2 10wt | 112 -

Hence, we have

Cor kd/2£k a n C101" + C1CO kd/ng q =
(e = SR Bz + e — Cont C W 5 2
1 C'Cokd/2€k: a.n n a ..M a n
+ (5 = =)o + (xVg, V) < 100" |17,

and assumption |(A4)| guarantees that the coefficients are positive. Multiplying by
Ty, using that 7(kVng, Vo) = 1/2(|n" (2 — 0" 1II7) and 6 — 7} < 37,1,
for n > 2, now give

el 1
- —1)2
[P

2) 2 -
2 K

< Cr2|0up™||? + Crtn|Ip 12

Oz (10my |17
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Note that this inequality also holds for n = 1, since nj = 0 (recall 67, , = R> . . 0}).
Summing over n gives and using (2.11)

(5.13) O rt2 (10l + 10ee] k17 + 10 11%) + et llng s
j=1

n n—1
<Oy 2o |2+ C Y il
Jj=1 Jj=1

and since f™ = 0 and ¢" = 0, Lemma and the Aubin-Nitsche trick as in (5.8))
together with Theorem [3.3] give

(5.14) [0ep’|| < 10ephll + 2)|0epd |l i < C(H + kY2EF) (10163 1 + ||V - Dy |])
< C(H + k720103 -
To bound the last sum on the right hand side in ([5.13]) we choose v; = amﬁ and
ve =1y in (5.4) and (5.3) and add the resulting equations. This gives
(a(my) = €(@eny)) + (Demg »mg) + (K¥Vng, Vg
= (=0ip",mg) — (0(€f ) : €(Oimy;)) — (V- Oréty, my),
where the use of (5.6) and (5.7) gives
(o(nit) = e(Bemy)) + (o(€Fy) : e(Biefy)) + (Bemit, mg) + (g, Vi)
< 0™ Img 1| + CE2EX g 110 11+ 10eeF s )l 1)
Multiplying by 7t,, and using that ¢, —t,_1 = 7 we get

Ot s + 2212 + Nt al2) = =2 Q12 + ez 12)
e e

< Ctar (10" 51 + K2 g 1N3en s + 10,28 )
+ o7l 2 + e 2 + g P)

< CRTN" P + Ok 10 s + 10,284 )
+ O + 18 2 + g~ I + g 1)

where we have used Young’s (weighted) inequality on the form, rt,ab < Tt2a® +
7b2 /4, in the last step. For the second term we have used the inequality with an
additional Cy, i.e. Tt,ab < Cyrt2a® + (4C,)~'7b?. Note that C, can be made
arbitrarily small. Summing over n and using now gives

—1||2

Cotn

2

n
j n ~n t n
(5.15) C > 7t;llmllin + (el + lletllzn) + 5””?79 &

j=1

< CY T8 |1P + O kIR Y rt3 (10umi |l + 108 k1)

Jj=1 Jj=1

+ O Tl + 11,

n .
7+ llml1%).-
7=0
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We can now use (5.13)) to deduce

n—1
Zrt2 10 N3 + 110re 7)< CZTt2 10:07 12+ C Y rtllng |-
Jj=1 j=1 j=1

Using this in (5.15]) gives

cot - t
"2" (il + Nt ellzn) + 5"||77Z}||2

(5.16) C> gl
j=1

<O T3]3 | + C kRN Tt lIng |3
j=1 j=1

n

+CY r(Indll3n + el 3 + [Im11%)-
§=0

Since Cyy, now can be made arbitrarily small the term C,k?¢2* D1 Tt ||770||H1 can
be moved to the left hand side. To estimate the last sum on the right hand side in

(5.16]) we multiply (5.4) by 7 and sum over n to get

n
(5.17)  (nf —mg,v2) + (KV > _ 71, Vo) + (aV - i — ij, v2) = (—p" + p%,v2),

j=1

where we note that 7 = 0 and 72 = 0. By choosing v; = n? in (5.3) and v = 1}
in (5.17) and adding the resulting equations we get

n
Collmi 3 + lImg 11> + Z V), Vnp)

<l =p"+ plllmg —( (%) s e(ny)) — (V- &gy, mg)-
< = p" 4 PNl |+ Corek x|, il + Cook €1 el 175 |

— collefillz

where we have used the almost orthogonal property (4.15) and Lemma We
conclude that

Corh?/2e% Cort + Coo) K€"
(6.18) (e S i + (e — G i
1 Ccokd/sz - j n n
45— C R g2 + (3 7Vl ) < - P,
j=1

and assumption guarantees positive coefficients. Now, note that we have the
bound

n n

<n27vng,vng> = < ZTvnQ,at(ZTv%))

Jj=1 j=1

1 j —~
(1 1 S ).
j=1 j=1

v
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with the convention that 22:1 Tng = 0. Multiplying (5.18) by 7, summing over n,
and using (2.11)) thus gives

n

. i . Cr n .
(5.19) > 7UIndll7n + el + lml*) + 5 > ol
j=1

Jj=1

<CY 7=+
j=1
< O(H + k252 Y 703113 < O(H + kY265t |16] 1

j=1

Here we have used the Aubin-Nitsche duality argument, Lemma[{:2]and Lemma [3-3]
to deduce

P71l < logll + Clipllen < CH + k2E8) (gl + 167 1)
< C(H + K203 | < CWH + k2600312, 52 0.
Combining ((5.13)), (5.14), (5.16)), and (5.19) we get
tollng 2 + tallnf 3 + tullefallzn < CCH + kY2628, 10511 3
which completes the proof. [

Proof of Theorem[5.3. Since the problem is linear we can split the solution
U’ZZTLZ"—@Z’ ;Ll:é;;—i_é;;’

where @} and 7 solves ([B.1)-(3.2) with f = 0 and g = 0 and @} and 67 solves

(3.1)-(3.2) with ° = 0. The theorem now follows by applying Lemma and
Lemma 5.4 O

6. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section we perform two numerical examples. For a discussion on how to
implement the type of generalized finite element efficiently described in this paper
we refer to [9].

The first numerical example models a composite material which is preheated to
a fix temperature and at time tg = 0 the piece is subject to a cool-down.

The domain is set to be the unit square 2 = [0, 1] x [0, 1] and we assume that the
temperature has a homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition, that is F% = 00
and F?\, = (). For the displacement we assume the bottom boundary to be fix
and for the remaining part of the boundary we prescribe a homogeneous Neumann
condition, that is I'Y, = [0,1] x 0 and 'Y, = 9\ T'%,.

The composite is assumed to be built up according to Figure The white
part in the figure denotes a background material and the black parts an insulated
material. The black squares are of size 27° x 27°. We assume that the Lamé
coefficients p and A take the values p; and A1 on the insulated material, and pq
and As on the background material. In this experiment we have set p;/ps = 10 and
A1/A2 = 50. Similarly, using subscript 1 for the insulated material and subscript 2
for the background material, we set oy /as = 10 and k = k; - I, for i = 1,2, where T
is the 2-dimensional identity matrix and k1 /ko = 10. Furthermore, we have chosen
to set f =[0,0]T (no external body forces) and g = —10.
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FI1GURE 1. Composite material on the unit square. One black
square is of size 27° x 275,

The initial data must be zero on the boundary I‘ s so we have chosen to put
0° = 500z(1—xz)y(1—y) and 69 to the Lo- pI‘OJeCthD of 8° to Vh For the generalized
finite element solution we have chosen ) , = R2 .0 and . is given by ([@.19).

The domain is discretized using a uniform trlangulatlon The reference solution
is computed on a mesh of h = V2 - 276 which resolves the fine parts (the black
squares) in the material. The generalized finite element method (GFEM) in (4.16)-
is computed for five decreasing values of the mesh size, namely, H = /2 -
271 /2272 ....\/2-275 with the patch sizes k = 1,1,2,2,3. For comparison,
we also compute the corresponding classical finite element (FEM) solution on the
coarse meshes using continuous piecewise affine polynomials for both spaces (P1-
P1). The solutions satisfies (3.1)-(3.2) with h replaced by H and are denoted ul;
and 0% respectively for n = 1,..., N. When computing these solutions we have
evaluated the integrals exactly to avoid quadrature errors.

We have chosen to set T'= 1 and 7 = 0.05 for all values of H and for the reference
solution. The solutions are compared at the time point V.

Note that the implementation of the corrections ;. kK in given by

(o(uy) s e(wn)) = (@bt 1, V- wi) = 0, Y € Vi (wi(K)),

should not be computed explicitly at each time step. It is more efficient to compute
xff , given by

(o(y ) s e(wr)) — (a(>\2 = RE ),V ow)x =0, Yy € Vi (wi(K)),

where {(-,y) € N : — Rf A2} is the basis for V2 .. Now, since 07, =
>, By (N = RE (AL, we have the identity

n o __ rLK
Ug = uik §,§

K

With this approach, we only need to compute xy once before solving for the system

(T30 @17 for n = 1,....N.

The relative errors in the Hl-seminorm ||V - | are shown in Flgure 2l The
left graph shows the relative errors for the displacement, ||V (@, , —uM)||/||Vul ||

and ||V (u® —ul)||/[Vul|. The right graph shows the error for the temperature

msk
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IV (OR.x — ORON/IIVOY || and [[V(05 — O)[I/[[VO || As expected the generalized
finite element shows convergence of optimal order and outperforms the classical

finite element.

10° T 10

107

107}

10-1 -2 "1 0 10-3 -2 "1 0
10 10 10° " 10 10 10
H H

(A) Displacement u (B) Temperature 6

FIGURE 2. Relative errors using GFEM (blue o) and P1-P1 FEM
(red ) for the linear thermoelasticity problem plotted against the
mesh size H. The dashed line is H.

The second example shows the importance of the additional correction ,
which is designed to handle multiscale behavior in the coefficient . The computa-
tional domain, the spatial and the time discretization, and the patch sizes remain
the same as in the first example. However, we let I'p = 9Q and I'y = () in this
case.

To test the influence of v we let the other coefficients be constants, y = A =1
and k = I, where the I is the 2-dimensional identity matrix. The coefficient o takes
values between 0.1 and 10 according to Figure[3| The boxes are of size 27° x 27°
and, hence, the reference mesh of size h = v/2 - 276 is sufficiently small to resolve
the variations in a.

n

FI1GURE 3. A plot of the coefficient «.

The initial data is set to ° = z(1 — z)y(1 — y) and 69 is the Lo-projection of 6°

onto V;2. For the generalized finite element solution we have chosen 65, , = R2 67
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and 4l ;. is given by (4.19), as in our first example. Furthermore, we have chosen
to set f=[11]T and g = 10.

The generalized finite element method (GFEM) in ({.16))-(4.18) is computed for
the five decreasing values of the mesh size used in the first example. For comparison,
we compute the generalized finite element without the additional correction on

uy - In this case the system (4.16)-(4.18) simplifies to
(o(upsr) : €(v1)) = (abg 1, V- v1) = (f",v1), Vor € Vi p,
(0101 k> V2) + (KV 00 1, VU2) + (aV - Bpult 4, v2) = (9", v2).  Vua € Vi,

The relative errors in the H'-seminorm are shown in Figure The graph shows

the errors for the displacement with correction for a, [V(al, , — up)|/IIVuy ||
and the error without correction for « ||V(uﬁ§,~C —uM)/IVulY||. As expected the

GFEM with correction for a shows convergence of optimal order and outperforms
the GFEM without correction for oe. This is due to the fact that the constant in
(4.13) (and hence also the constant in Theorem [5.2)) depends on the variations in
Q.

10

10 °F

10°
10

FIGURE 4. Relative errors for the displacement v using GFEM
with correction for o (blue o) and GFEM without correction for «
(black O) for the linear thermoelasticity problem plotted against
the mesh size H. The dashed line is H.
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