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Abstract

We study a finite element computational model for solving the coupled problem arising in the
interaction between a free fluid and a fluid in a poroelastic medium. The free fluid is governed by the
Stokes equations, while the flow in the poroelastic medium is modeled using the Biot poroelasticity
system. Equilibrium and kinematic conditions are imposed on the interface. A mixed Darcy formu-
lation is employed, resulting in continuity of flux condition of essential type. A Lagrange multiplier
method is employed to impose weakly this condition. A stability and error analysis is performed
for the semi-discrete continuous-in-time and the fully discrete formulations. A series of numerical
experiments is presented to confirm the theoretical convergence rates and to study the applicability
of the method to modeling physical phenomena and the sensitivity of the model with respect to its
parameters.

1 Introduction

In this paper we study the interaction of a free incompressible viscous Newtonian fluid with a fluid within
a poroelastic medium. This is a challenging multiphysics problem with applications to predicting and
controlling processes arising in groundwater flow in fractured aquifers, oil and gas extraction, arterial
flows, and industrial filters. In these applications, it is important to model properly the interaction
between the free fluid with the fluid within the porous medium, and to take into account the effect of
the deformation of the medium. For example, geomechanical effects play an important role in hydraulic
fracturing, as well as in modeling phenomena such as subsidence and compaction.

We adopt the Stokes equations to model the free fluid and the Biot system [6] for the fluid in the
poroelastic media. In the latter, the volumetric deformation of the elastic porous matrix is complemented
with the Darcy equation that describes the average velocity of the fluid in the pores. The model features
two different kinds of coupling across the interface: Stokes-Darcy coupling [17,26,32,40,45,51,52] and
fluid-structure interaction (FSI) [4,16,41,42,53].

The well-posedness of the mathematical model based on the Stokes-Biot system for the coupling
between a fluid and a poroelastic structure is studied in [48]. A numerical study of the problem,
using the Navier-Stokes equations for the fluid, is presented in [4], utilizing a variational multiscale
approach to stabilize the finite element spaces. The problem is solved using both a monolithic and a
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partitioned approach, with the latter requiring subiterations between the two problems. The reader is
also referred to [10], where a non-iterative operator-splitting method for a coupled Navier-Stokes-Biot
model is developed.

An alternative partitioned approach for the coupled Stokes-Biot problem based on the Nitsche’s
method is developed in [9]. The resulting method is loosely coupled and non-iterative with conditional
stability. Unlike the method in [10], which is suitable for the pressure formulation of Darcy flow, the
Nitsche’s method can handle the mixed Darcy formulation. It does, however, suffer from a reduced
convergence, due to the splitting across the interface. This is typical for Nitsche’s splittings, see e.g. [12]
for modeling of FSI. Possible approaches to alleviate this problem include iterative correction [13] and
the use of the split method as a preconditioner for the monolithic scheme [9].

In applications to flow in fractured poroelastic media, an alternative modeling approach is based on
a reduced-dimension fracture model. We mention recent work using the Reynolds lubrication equation
[24,28,33,38] as well as an averaged Brinkman equation [11]. Earlier works that do not account for elastic
deformation of the media include averaged Darcy models [15, 20,22, 36, 39], Forchheimer models [21],
and Brinkman models [34].

In this work we focus on the monolithic scheme for the full-dimensional Stokes-Biot problem with the
approximation of the continuity of normal velocity condition through the use of a Lagrange multiplier.
We consider the mixed formulation for Darcy flow in the Biot system, which provides a locally mass
conservative flow approximation and an accurate Darcy velocity. However, this formulation results in the
continuity of normal velocity condition being of essential type, which requires weak enforcement through
either a penalty or a Lagrange multiplier formulation. Here we study the latter, as an alternative to the
previously developed Nitsche formulation [9]. The advantage of the Lagrange multiplier method is that it
doesn’t involve a penalty parameter and it can enforce the the continuity of normal velocity with machine
precision accuracy on matching grids [1]. The method is also convergent on non-matching grids. After
deriving a finite element based numerical approximation scheme for the Stokes-Biot problem, we provide
a detailed theoretical analysis of stability and error estimates. A critical component of the analysis is
the construction of a finite element interpolant in the space of velocities with weakly continuous normal
components. This interpolant is shown to have optimal approximation properties, even for grids that
do not match across the interface. The numerical tests confirm the theoretical convergence rates and
illustrate that the method is applicable for simulating real world phenomena with a wide range of
realistic physical parameters.

An additional advantage of the Lagrange multiplier formulation is that it is suitable for efficient
parallel domain decomposition algorithms for the solution of the coupled problem, via its reduction
to an interface problem, see, e.g. [51] for the Stokes-Darcy problem. It can also lead to multiscale
approximations through the use of a coarse-scale Lagrange multiplier or mortar space [2,25,27]. However,
this topic is beyond the scope of the paper and it will be investigated in the future.

The remainder of the manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the mathematical
model. Section 3 is devoted to the semi-discrete continuous-in-time numerical scheme and the uniqueness
and existence of its solution, followed by its stability analysis in Section 4. A detailed error analysis is
presented in Section 5, which gives insight on the expected convergence rates with different choice of
finite element spaces. Section 6 and the Appendix present the analysis for the fully discrete scheme.
Extensive numerical experiments are discussed in Section 7, while Section 8 sums up our findings.



2 Stokes-Biot model problem

We consider a multiphysics model problem for free fluid’s interaction with a flow in a deformable porous
media, where the simulation domain Q ¢ R?, d = 2,3, is a union of non-overlapping regions 2; and 2,,.
Here Q) is a free fluid region with flow governed by the Stokes equations and (), is a poroelastic material
governed by the Biot system. For simplicity of notation, we assume that each region is connected. The
extension to non-connected regions is straightforward. Let I'y, = 0Qf N 08,. Let (u.,ps) be the
velocity-pressure pair in Q,, x = f, p, and let n,, be the displacement in €. Let u > 0 be the fluid
viscosity, let f, be the body force terms, and let g, be external source or sink terms. Let D(uy) and
o(uy,py) denote, respectively, the deformation rate tensor and the stress tensor:

1
D(uy) = §(Vu]c—|—Vu?), or(us,pr) = —prl +2uD(uy).
In the free fluid region Qy, (uy,py) satisfy the Stokes equations

—V-os(up,pr) =1 in Qp x (0,7] (2.1)
V-Uf =dqf in Qf X (O,T],

where T' > 0 is the final time. Let o.(n,) and o,(n,,py) be the elastic and poroelastic stress tensors,
respectively:

Ue(np) = )‘p(v : Ir’p)I + 2tupD(np)7 Up(npvpp) = O'e(np) - apPIa (23)
where 0 < Apin < Ap(x) < Mgz and 0 < figmin < pp(X) < fimae are the Lamé parameters and 0 < o <1
is the Biot-Willis constant. The poroelasticity region 2, is governed by the quasi-static Biot system [6]

-V O-P(npapp) = fp¢ MK_lup + VPP = 07 in Qp X (OvTL (24)
0
5 (sopp +aV-m,) +V-u, =g, in Q, x (0,7, (2.5)

where sg > 0 is a storage coefficient and K the symmetric and uniformly positive definite rock perme-
ability tensor, satisfying, for some constants 0 < kpin < Kkmaz,

VE€RY, kmind € < ETK(%)€ < kpaal’ €, Vx € Q.

Following [4, 48], the interface conditions on the fluid-poroelasticity interface I'y, are mass conser-
vation, balance of stresses, and the Beavers-Joseph-Saffman (BJS) condition [5,46] modeling slip with
friction:

0
uf-nf+<antp+up>-np:() on I'g, x (0,71, (2.6)
— (ofmy) -ny = pp, omy+opn, =0 on I'p, x (0,77, (2.7)
- on
_(O'fnf)'TfJ:IU,aBJS\/Kjl (u _815p> ST on I'y, x (0,77, (2.8)

where ny and n,, are the outward unit normal vectors to 92, and 9€,, respectively, 77,1 < j <d—1,
is an orthogonal system of unit tangent vectors on I'y,, K; = (K7ys;) - Ty, and apss > 0 is an
experimentally determined friction coefficient. We note that the continuity of flux constrains the normal
velocity of the solid skeleton, while the BJS condition accounts for its tangential velocity.



The above system of equations needs to be complemented by a set of boundary and initial conditions.
Let I'y = 0Qy N9 and I'), = 09, N ). Let ') = Fz? U Fév . We assume for simplicity homogeneous
boundary conditions:

ur=00nT;x (0,7], m,=00nT,x(0,T], p,=00nT2 x(0,T], up-n,=0o0nT) x (0,7].

To avoid the issue with restricting the mean value of the pressure, we assume that |FpD | > 0. We also
assume that Fz? is not adjacent to the interface I'y, i.e., dist(F]? ,I'¢p) > s > 0. Non-homogeneous
displacement and velocity conditions can be handled in a standard way by adding suitable extensions
of the boundary data. The pressure boundary condition is natural in the mixed Darcy formulation, so
non-homogeneous pressure data would lead to an additional boundary term. We further set the initial
conditions
pp(xa 0) = pp,O(X)7 np(Xv 0) - Tlp,O(X) in QP'

The solvability of the Stokes-Biot system (2.1)—(2.8) was discussed in [48], see also [49]. In the following
we derive a Lagrange multiplier type weak formulation of the system, which will be the basis for our
finite element approximation. Let (-,-)s, S C RY, be the L?(S) inner product and let (-,-), F C R4,
be the L?(F) inner product or duality pairing. We will use the standard notation for Sobolev spaces,
see, e.g. [14]. Let

Vf:{VfGHl(Qf)dtvjr:OOIl Ff}, Wf:L2(Qf),
V, ={v, € H(div; Q) : v, m, =0on T}, W, = L*(2,),
X, ={¢ € H' ()" : €, =00nT,}, (2.9)

where H (div;,) is the space of L%(€2,)%-vectors with divergence in L?(Q,) with a norm
IV @ivie,) = IVIIE2(,) + IV - VIZ2q,)-
We define the global velocity and pressure spaces as
V:{V: (Vf,Vp) EVf XVp}, W:{w:(wf,wp) EWf XWP},
with norms
MEES HVfoql(Qf) + ”Vp”%{(div;szp)a lwll = waH%Q(Qf) + ”wp”%%(zp)-

The weak formulation is obtained by multiplying the equations in each region by suitable test functions,
integrating by parts the second order terms in space, and utilizing the interface and boundary conditions.
Let

ap(uf,vy) = (2uD(uy), D(vy))a;,
ag(upavp) = (MK_lupan)Qpa
a;(npv £p) = (Q:U‘I)D(T’p)v D(ﬁp))Qp + ()‘pv “MNps V- £p)Qp

be the bilinear forms related to Stokes, Darcy and the elasticity operators, respectively. Let
be(v,w) = —(V-v,w)q,.
Integration by parts in (2.1) and the two equations in (2.4) leads to the interface term

IFfp = _<Ufnfan>Ffp - <0-pnpa£p>rfp + <ppavp : np>1"fp-
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Using the first condition for balance of normal stress in (2.7) we set

A= —(omy) -ny=p,on Iy,

which will be used as a Lagrange multiplier to impose the mass conservation interface condition (2.6).
Utilizing the BJS condition (2.8) and the second condition for balance of stresses in (2.7), we obtain

Iry, = apys(uy, IMp; Vi, £p) +br(vy, vp, 3% A)s

where

QL

—1

aprs(up,my; vy, &) = > (papisy/ K (ap —np) - 7p5, (v —§,) - Trilr,,
1

j
br(ve, vp, &) = (v -y + (€, +Vp) np, )r,, -

For the well-posedness of br we require that A € A = (V- my|r;,)". According to the normal trace
theorem, since v, € V,, C H(div;,), then v, -n, € H~Y/2(99,). Furthermore, since v, -n, = 0 on Ff,v
and dist(I'},T'f,) > s > 0, then v, - n,, € H~Y2(T'y,), see, e.g. [23]. Therefore we take A = H'/2(T's,).

The Lagrange multiplier variational formulation is: for ¢t € (0,7, find us(t) € Vy, ps(t) € Wy,
u,(t) € Vp, pp(t) € Wy, m,(t) € X,, and A(t) € A, such that p,(0) = ppo, 1,(0) = m,,, and for all
vi€Vy, wp €Wy vpeVy w, €Wy, §,€X,,, and p € A,

ap(uy,vy) + al(uy,vp) + as(n,,€,) + apss(uy, 0my; vy, &) + bp(vi, pr) + bp(vp, pp)

+ aby(&p pp) +br(vy, vp, £ A) = (£, vi)a, + (£,€,)0,, (2.10)
(s00:pp, wp) g, — by (Oemy, wp) — bp(up, wp) — by(uy, wy)

= (g5, wy)a; + (gp wp)a,, (2.11)
br (uf,up, 9m,; ) = 0. (2.12)

where we used the notation 9y = %. We note that the balance of normal stress, BJS, and conservation
of momentum interface conditions (2.7)—(2.8) are natural and have been utilized in the derivation of the
weak formulation, while the conservation of mass condition (2.6) is essential and it is imposed weakly
in (2.12). The weak formulation (2.10)-(2.12) is suitable for multiscale numerical approximations and
efficient parallel domain decomposition algorithms [2,25,27,51].

3 Semi-discrete formulation

Let 771f and T} be shape-regular and quasi-uniform partitions [14] of Qf and €, respectively, both
consisting of affine elements with maximal element diameter h. The two partitions may be non-matching
at the interface I'p,. For the discretization of the fluid velocity and pressure we choose finite element
spaces Vy, C Vy and Wy C Wy, which are assumed to be inf-sup stable. Examples of such spaces
include the MINT elements, the Taylor-Hood elements and the conforming Crouzeix-Raviart elements.
For the discretization of the porous medium problem we choose V,,, C V,, and W, ;, C W), to be any
of well-known inf-sup stable mixed finite element spaces, such as the Raviart-Thomas or the Brezzi-
Douglas-Marini spaces. The reader is referred to [7] for an overview of stable Stokes and Darcy mixed
finite element spaces. The global spaces are

Vi =A{va=(vin,Vpn) € Vin X Vpn}, Wi ={wn = (wgn, wpn) € Wypn x Wpp}.



We employ a conforming Lagrangian finite element space X,,;, C X}, to approximate the structure dis-
placement. Note that the finite element spaces V¢, V), 1, and X,, j, satisfy the prescribed homogeneous
boundary conditions on the external boundaries. For the discrete Lagrange multiplier space we take

Ah = Vp»h ’ np’Ffp'

The semi-discrete continuous-in-time problem reads: given p,(0) and n,,(0), for ¢ € (0,77], find
uf,h(t) € Vf,h7 pf,h(t) € Wf,h7 up,h(t) € Vp,hv pp,h(t) S Wp,h7 np,h(t) S Xp,h? and )\h(t) € Ah such that
for all Vin € VfJL, wygp € Wf,h, Vp.h € VpJL, Wp,h € Wp,h, Ep,h S Xp,hu and up € Ap,

ag(upn, V) +ap(Wpn Vo) + ap(yn €pn) + apas(@pn, 0y i Vin Epn) + 07 (Vinrn)
+ by (Vs Pp.n) + abp(&p s Ppn) + 00 (Vin, Vpn Epns An) = (£, vin)a, + (B, € n)0,,  (3.1)
(800tPp,hs W), — bp(0imy, 1y Wp,n) — bp(Wp,py wpn) — by (g ps wyn)
= (a5, wrn)o; + (dps Wph)ay, (3.2)
br(uy p, Wp hy Omy 4 fin) = 0. (3-3)
We will take p;, ,(0) and n,, ,(0) to be suitable projections of the initial data pj,o and 1, (.
The assumptions on the fluid viscosity i and the material coefficients K, A,, and p, imply that

the bilinear forms ay(-, ), ag(-, *), and ag (-, -) are coercive and continuous in the appropriate norms. In
particular, there exist positive constants ¢f, ¢?, ¢¢, Cf, CP, C€¢ such that

CvafH%{l(Qf) <ap(v,vy), ap(vpap) < Cvellmapllarllme,), — ¥vrar € Vy, (3.4)
CPHVPH%Z(QP) < ag(vpavp), aﬁ(vp,Qp) < CpHVp”B(Qp)HqI7”L2(Qp)a Vvp,qp € Vp, (3.5)
Ce”&p”%{l(Qp) < ag(gpaép)7 a;(gpan) < CeHépHHl(Qp)||CpHH1(Qp)7 vﬁpa Cp € Xpa (36)

where (3.4) and (3.6) hold true thanks to Poincare inequality and (3.6) also relies on Korn’s inequality,
see [14] or [18] for more details. We further define, for vy € Vy, £, € X,

-1
—1/4
Vi—&la, s = aBis(Vi &V &) = Y paps||K; v —¢,)- Trilli2r,,)-

J=1

We next state a discrete inf-sup condition, which will be utilized to control the pressure in the two
regions and the Lagrange multiplier. Following [23], we define a seminorm in Ay,

2 d % *
’Mh‘Ah = ap(up,h(uh>7 up,h(lu’h))v (37)
where (w, j, (1), P, (1)) € Vpn X Wy p is the mixed finite element solution to the Darcy problem with

Dirichlet data p, on I'zp:

ay (W, 5 (1n)s Vp.h) + bp(Vphs DR (10)) = —(Vpn Dy, i)y, Y Vpn € Vipp,
bp(up,h(:uh)v wp,h) =0, pr,h € Wp7h-

We equip Ap, with the norm Hﬂh”?\h = ”MhH%z( )t |“h‘12Xh' This norm can be considered as a discrete

Lp
version of the H'/?(Tf,)-norm [23]. For convenience of notation we define the composite norms

1(vns € )R, = VAl + 1€pnllinia,)s  I1wn, )3y sa, = lwnlly + llanl, .
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as well as
b(Vh, Ep,h; ’UJh) = bf(vf,ha wf,h) + bp(vp,ha wp,h) + abp(sp,ha wp,h)a
br(Vi, &p i ) = b (Vg hs Vo n, &p i Bn)-

The next result establishes the Ladyzhenskaya-Babuska-Brezzi (LBB) condition for the mixed Stokes-
Darcy problem, where it is understood that the zero functions are excluded from the inf-sup.

Lemma 3.1. There exists a constant 5 > 0 independent of h such that

inf sup bf(vf,h; wf,h) + bp(vp,h; wp,h) + <Vf,h N+ V- 1y, Mh>
(wh ) EWRX AL v, €V, ”VhHVH(whaMh)HWxAh

> 8. (3.8)

Proof. The result is proven in [23] in the case of velocity boundary conditions on 9f2 by restricting the
mean value of Wj,. It can be easily verified that, since ]Ff | > 0, the result holds with no restriction on
Wi,. O

This result implies the inf-sup condition for the formulation (3.1)-(3.3).
Corollary 3.1. There exists a constant 5 > 0 independent of h such that

b(Vh, Ep s wn) + br(Va, &, ps k)

inf sup > (3.9)
(W) EWRXAn (v & eV XXy (Vi &p ) VX, [ (whs ) [l xay,
Proof. The statement follows from Lemma 3.1 by simply taking &, , = 0. O

3.1 Existence and uniqueness of the solution

In this section we show that the Stokes-Biot system is well-posed. For the existence of the solution we
adopt the theory of differential-algebraic equations (DAEs) [8].

Let {¢uf,i}’ {¢up,i}’ {¢17p,1} {d)pf l} {gbppf} and {(;5)\%} be bases of Vf hs ph7 p,h7Wf,h7Wp,h and
Ay, respectively. Let M, Ay, Ay, Ae B?f, BT and BT denote the matrices whose (i, j)-entries are, re-
spectively, (dp, ., Ppy.i) Q- af((,‘buf,],d)ufﬂ), p(d)upJ)d)up,’L)? p((ﬁnp,p(]f)np,z), by(V - @y, g bpsi) bp(V -
bu,.j» Pp,.i), and by(V - (bnp’j,gbpp,i). We also introduce matrices A?j]S,A?eJS and AB79 whose (4, 7)-
entries are, respectively, aBJS(q.’)UN,O'gbufZ, 0), apys(@y;,j:0;0, ®n, i), and apys(0, ®n, 530, P, ) Fi-
nally, let BTF,B r and BT or stand for the matrices with (7, j)-entries defined by br(¢y, ;,0,0;¢x:),
br (0, gbup],O (;SM) and bp(O 0, ¢,,7 j3 Pxi), respectively.

Taking i (3.1)-(3.3) wpn(t%) = 32, tgi(6)6uy i (b %) = 3 (000 Tyl X) = X, ()i,
pra(t,x) =3, Pri(t)Bp;sis Ppu(t,x) = Y i Pp,i(t)dp,. and Ay (t,x) = Y. Ai(t)oa,; with (time-dependent)

coefficients ﬁf,ﬁp,ﬁp,ﬁf,f?p,x, leads to the matrix-vector system

ApUy + Ay, + AW, + AFPS 0 + AFS 0m, + Bl by + (B, + aBL) b,

+ (Bfp + Byp + Bip) X = Fu; + Fu, (3.10)
M, Op,, — aBep O, — Bppup — By uy + AfeJS’T us -+ AS;JS oM, = Fp; + Fpy (3.11)
Bf,Fﬁf + Bp,Fﬁp + Beyfatﬁp = O7 (312)

which can be written in the DAE system form

EO,X(t) + HX(t) = L(t), (3.13)



where

uy(t) Fu, 00 AP/ 0 0 0
T, (t) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
n,(t F, 00 ABJS o 0 0
X(t) = o) , Ly=|""], E= “ :
ps(t) Fp; 0 0 0 0 0 0
pp(t) Fpp 0 0 —aBg 0 soM, O
A(t) 0 00 —Ber 0 0 0
BJS T T
Aj + A% 0 0 B}, 0 Bf;
T T
0 A4, 0 o0 B Bl
BJS,T
_— A 0 A 0 aBl, Bl}
—Byy 0 0 0 0 0
0 ~B,, 0 0 0 0
~Byr  —Byr 0 0 0 0
We note that the matrix
BJS BJS T T
Ap + Afy 0 Afe By 0 Bip
T T
0 A, 0 0 Bl Bl
BJS, T
B H AL 0 A +A%5 o0 Bl Bl
—Byy 0 0 0 0 0
0 By, aBe, 0 soM, 0
~Bjr  —Bpyr  —Ber 0 0 0
can be written as a block 2 x 2 matrix
BT
E+H= ,
-B C
where
BJS BJS T T
_ T _ _
A= 0 Ap 0 B =10 B, B:|:C=[0 sM,
APIST 0 A+ ABIS 0 aBl BT, 0 0

The following result can be found in [54].

0
0
0

(3.14)

(3.15)



Lemma 3.2. If A and C are positive semi-definite and ker(A) N ker(B) = ker(C) N ker(BT) = {0},
then E + H 1s invertible.

It is convenient to associate with matrices A, B, and C the bilinear forms ¢a(-,-), ¢B(-,-) and
qbc(', ) on (Vh X Xh) X (Vh X Xh), (Vh X Xh) X (Wh X Ah) and (Wh X Ah) X (Wh X Ah), respectively:

Sa((Un, My 1)y (Vas €pp)) = ap(Wpn, Vin) + ag(Wph, Vpn) + ag (M4, &)
+apys(Ugns Mppi Vo €pp)
@B ((Un, My,p ) (Whs i) = by (g, wpn) +bp(Wp,n, wp,n)
+ abp (M s Wp,n) 4 Or (Us p, Wy, My 3 1)
dc((Phy An)s (Whs 1)) = (S0Pp,hy> Wp,n)y,-
By identifying functions in the finite element spaces with algebraic vectors of their degrees of freedom, we
note that ker(¢a) = ker(A), ker(¢p) = ker(B), and ker(¢c) = ker(C). Also, for pgr ((wh, i), (Vi Epp)) =

¢B((Vh:&pp)s (W, pn)), we have that ker(¢pr) = ker(B”). We next show that the conditions of the
Lemma 3.2 are satisfied.

Lemma 3.3. The bilinear forms ¢a, ¢ and ¢c satisfy

ker(¢a) Nker(¢pp) = {(0,0)},
ker(gc) M ker(dpr) = {(0,0)}.

Moreover, oo and ¢c are positive definite and semi-definite, respectively.

Proof. The coercivity of af(-,-), ag(-, ), and ag(-,-), (3.4)—(3.6), and the non-negativity of aps(:,-)
imply that ¢a(:,-) is coercive and ker(¢a) = 0, hence the first statement of the lemma follows. We
next note that ker(¢pgr) consists of (wp, pn) € Wi, x Ay, such that

¢BT((wha Mh)v (Vh7 gp,h)) = 07 v (Vha Ep,h) € Vh X Xp,ha

therefore the inf-sup condition (3.9) implies that ker(¢gr) = {(0,0)}, which gives the second statement
of the lemma. The positive semi-definiteness of ¢¢(-,-) is straightforward. O

To state the desired result, we will first introduce Bochner spaces equipped with norms:

T 1/2
16l 0, = (/0 ||¢<t>|r?xds) 1Bl = ess supeoar[6(8) 1
16l 0.5) = €55 supreory {1600 x 186(0) 1 - (3.16)

Theorem 3.1. There exists a unique solution (W p,Df p, Uy by Pp.hs M s An) in
L>(0,T;Vyp)x L0, T; Wgp) x L>(0,T5 V) X Whee(0,T; Wp.n) X Whee(0,T; Xpn) x L(0,T;Ap)
of the weak formulation (3.1)-(3.3).

Proof. According to the DAE theory, see Theorem 2.3.1 in [8], if the matrix pencil sE+H is nonsingular
for some s # 0 and the initial data is consistent, then (3.13) has a solution. Lemma 3.3 guarantees that
in our case the pencil with s = 1 is invertible. Also, the initial data p,,(0) and 1, ,(0) does not lead to
consistency issues. In particular, the only algebraic constraints in the DAE system (3.13) are the second
and fourth equations, see the definition of E in (3.14). The second equation is the discretized Darcy’s
law, and the initial value u,;(0) can be chosen to satisfy it for any given p,;(0), while the fourth



equation is the discretized incompressibility constraint for Stokes, which does not involve the initial

data. Furthermore, the initial data can be assumed to satify the boundary conditions. As a result,

Theorem 2.3.1 in [8] implies existence of a solution of the weak semi-discrete formulation (3.1)-(3.3).
To show uniqueness, we assume that there are two solutions satisfying these equations with the same

initial conditions. Then their difference (Qy n, Py n, Up n, Dp,hs My py An) satisfies (3.1)-(3.3) with zero data.

By taking (v fn, Wy ks Vb Wphs & ps k) = (Qf.h, Df ks Op iy Ppohs OtTly iy An) 10 (3.1)-(3.3), we obtain the

energy equality

2 —

aBjs

af(Bgp, Tpn) + ab(Tpp, Bpp) + a (i p, Ol p) + (500eBp s o) + |Tpn — O, 1]

Using the algebraic identity

Jp 10 9
- - 3.17
[ 6% = 55l (3.17)
we write the energy equality as

2 —_—
aBJjs

1 _ - . dre o~ - .
S0 (sollpp,hHQLz(Qp) + ap (M p; np,h)) +ap(Qfn, Upn) + ag(Qpn, Gy n) + |Qpn — Oy, |
Integrating in time over [0, ¢] for arbitrary ¢ € (0,7, we obtain
1 ~ 2 e(~ ~
5 (50Bp (1) 32,y + a5 (8), 7))
t
~ ~ 2 ~ ~ d/~ ~
+ /0 [luf,h - 8tnp’h’aBJs + af(ufvh, Uth) + ap(up,h, up,h) ds = 0. (3.18)
Due to the coercivity of bilinear forms, we conclude that @y ,(t) = 0, @, 4 (t) = 0, 7, () = 0, Vt € [0, T.
If s9 # 0, we also have that py(t) = 0, but we can also obtain uniqueness for both pressure variables
and the Lagrange multiplier simultaneously and independently of parameters. In particular, from the

inf-sup condition (3.9) and (3.1), we have for (pp, Ap)

b (Vs Brn) + bp (Vo Do) + bp(Ep s o) + b0 (V 1y Vs €p i M)

Bl Bns M) lwxa, < sup
(vhép,h)thxXpﬁ H(vh7£h)HV><Xp
— Sup _a/f(ﬁf,h7 Vf7h> - ag(ﬁpJL) Vp,h) - a;(ﬁpJ“ £p7h) - aBJS(ﬁfJ“ at’flp’h’ Vf,h7 Ep,h) _ 0
(Vh&p, ) EVRXXp,n [(vh: &n)llvxx,

Therefore, we conclude that js(t) = 0, p(t) = 0, Au(t) = 0, Vt € (0, T] and the solution of (3.1)-(3.3)
is unique. ]

The next two sections are devoted to the stability and error analysis of the semi-discrete problem.

4 Stability analysis of the semi-discrete formulation

We will make use of the following well-known inequalities:
e (Cauchy-Schwarz) For any u,v € L?(S),

(u,0)s < lullz2es)l[vllz2cs), (4.1)

10



e (Trace) For any v € H'(9),
Ivllz2as) < Cllvlla(s), (4.2)
e (Young’s) For any real numbers a,b and € > 0,

a®> b

e (Gronwall’s) Let g(t) > 0 and u(t) < f(t) + fst g(T)u(r)dr, then

t

) < 10+ [ 1arew (/[ strar) am (1.9

For the sake of simplicity, throughout the analysis, C' will denote a generic positive constant independent
of the mesh size. We will also abuse notation by denoting € as an arbitrary constant with different values
at different occurrences, arising from the usage of inequality (4.3).

By taking (Vyn, Wf s Vi WphyEp s k) = (Wph, Dby Up ks Ppos Oy s An) 0 (3.1)—(3.3) and pro-
ceeding as in the uniqueness proof, Theorem 3.1, we obtain

1
5 (s0lp )32,y + a5 (8), M ()

t
2
+ / [|uf,h = Oyl o s upn) + ag(u, up,h)} ds
0

apjs
1 t
= 3 (s0llppnO) @30, + a5, (0),m,,,(0)) ) + /0 F (5:0p s 0y s i ) dss (4.5)
where F (t; usp, 8mp7h,pf,h,pp’h) denotes the total forcing term:

F (t0pn, 0y s Dy Ppon) = (Erupn)a, + (fp,amp,h)gp + (a5, prn)e; + (Gps Ppn)oy,

Using integration by parts in time, we write the forcing term as

F (ta Uf h, atnp,hvpf,happ,h) = (ff’ uf,h)Qf + at (fp’ np,h)Qp - (atfpa np,h)Qp + (Qfapf,h)Qf + (QP’pp,h)Qp'

Therefore, for any ¢; > 0, we have
t
/ F (g, 0imy py D by Ppoi) ds
0

1 2 1 2 1 t 2 2
< SO 20, + 5 16O 32, + 5 /0 (320, + 10512200, ) ds

t
€1
+3 (nnp,h(t)n%z(gp) + [ (lsalia + sl + ool ds)

1 5 !
o (||fp(t)HL2(Qp) +/0 (||ffH%2(Qf) + ||€If”%2(9f) + ||Qp||%2(szp)> d5> : (4.6)
Combining (4.5), (4.6) and (3.4)—(3.6), and taking €; small enough, we obtain

2

t
0llEp (D220, + 17p 3010, + /0 (g = Ompnl?, . + gl + palao,) ) ds

11



t t
< 061/0 (||pf,h\|%2(9f) + ||pp,h\|%2(9p)) ds + C/O 17,1172, 45
t
e <50||pp,h<o>||izmp) + 11Oy + IOy + [ 1081, ds)
1 2 ¢ 2 2 2
+C¢ <”fp(t)||L2(Qp) +/0 (Hff||L2(Qf) +llaslizee, + quHLZ(Q,,)) d3> : (4.7)
Finally, from the inf-sup condition (3.9) and (3.1), we have

| (Phs Ar) lwsca,
br(Vin, Prh) + bp(Vphs Pph) + @bp(§p s Pp.n) + 00 (VERs Vphy §pps An)

<C sup
(Vi€p ) EVRXXp n H(Vh, Sp,h)HVXXp

=C sup —ay(Wpn Vin) — ag(upﬁ, Vp,n) = p(Mphs €p )
(Virkp,n) EVRX Ky 1(vhs &p ) lvxx,

i _aBJS<uf,h7 8t77p7h; Vifhs Ep,h) + (ff7 Vf,h) + (fpa £p,h):|
1(Vhs € n)llvxx, ’

which, combined with (3.4)—(3.6), gives

t t
2
& /0 (lpsrl32@y + I2nalEza,) + IAIR, ) ds < Ces /O (gl e,y + lapaliag,) + M0l g,

g = Oyl + 1622y + 1632, ) ds (48)
Adding (4.7) and (4.8) and taking e, small enough, and then €; small enough, implies
t
2
sol a0, + 50Oy + [ (g = 0ml?,,
+ Al + llpsal? + 1ppnll + [Juglf7 + [lup I3 ds
hllA, T IPFRIL2(Qp) T IPpAIIL2(6,) FEL Q) plIL2(9)
t
<C </o 1751211 2, @5 + s0llPp, (0) 720,y + 17,0 (0) 710,y + £ (072,
! 2 2 2 2 2
+ /0 (161320 + 161320y + 1920, + sl + ol 2(c, ) ds) S ()

The use of Gronwall’s inequality (4.4) implies the following stability result.
Theorem 4.1. The solution of the semi-discrete problem (3.1)—(3.3) satisfies
Vsollppnllzeor.229,)) + 1MpnllLee o1 9,)) + gl 20,151 0))) + 0pllz200.702(0,))
+ pr,h”L2(0,T;L2(Qf)) + |Pprllz0,102(0,)) + 1Akl 220, 7:0,) + ‘uf,h - 8tnp,h|L2(07T;aBJS)
< v/ (T) (Vaallepn Ol z2(0) + 10Ol + 1l o220, + 16l 20 732200,
+Erll 20, 1:2(05)) + |’8tprL2([)7T;L2(Qp)) + llarllz 05220, + HqP”L2(0,T;L2(Qp))) : (4.10)

12



5 Error analysis

In this section, we analyze the error arising due to discretization in space. We denote by k; and sy
the degrees of polynomials in the spaces Vy;, and Wy, respectively. Let k, and s, be the degrees of
polynomials in the spaces V,, 5 and W), j, respectively. Finally, let ks be the polynomial degree in X, j,.

5.1 Approximation error

Let Qfp, @pn, and Qy p, be the L?-projection operators onto Wi ny Wp.n, and Ay, respectively, satisfying:

(pr — Qsapsswrn)a, =0, Ywsn € Wiy, (5.1)
(pp — Qp,hPp wp,h)Qp =0, Vwpn € Wpn (5.2)
<A - Q)\,h)\7 Nh>1“fp = 07 v,u’h € Ah (53)
These operators satisfy the approximation properties [14]:
lps = Qrrpsllray) < CR Hipgllyasi g,y (5.4)
1Py = Qpippllz2(y) < CR HIppllont1 () (5.5)
IA = QxpAllz2ry,) < Chk”+1||/\‘|Hkp+l(rfp)- (5.6)

Since the discrete Lagrange multiplier space is chosen as A, = Vo, 1, - np|p p» We have

(A= QxpA, vpn -np)r,, =0, YVyn € Vpi

We note that the discrete seminorm (3.7) in Ay, is well defined for any function in L?(I's,). It is easy
to see that |\ — Q@ pAla, = 0, hence

A = QxpAlla, = IA = @apAllz2ry,)- (5.7)

Next, we consider a Stokes-like projection operator (S¢n, Rrp) : Vi — Vi x Wy, defined for all
\FAS A% f by

af(Stave,Vin) = bp(Vin Bave) = ap(Ve, vin), YVih € Vi, (5.8)
bp(Spnvy,wen) = br(vVe, wen), Ywsn € Wpp. (5.9)
The operator Sy, satisfies the approximation property [19]:
Ive = Sravillmeg < CHM Vel g, (5.10)
Let II,, 5, be the MFE interpolant onto V,,, satisfying for any 6 > 0 and for all v, € V,, N H%(%,),
(V1 vy, wpp) = (V- Vp, wyn), Yy, € Wy, (5.11)
(I, hVp - My, Vi py Ilp>1"fp = (Vp Dy, Vpp - np>pfp, Yvpn € V. (5.12)
We will make use of the following bounds on II,, 5, [14,37]:
vy = vl gy < CH vyl gipin - (5.13)
1T 2Vl (divin,) < C <||Vp||H9(Qp) + [V - Vp”L2(Qp)> : (5.14)

Finally, let Ssp be the Scott-Zhang interpolant onto X, 5, satisfying for all §, € Hks+1(§2p) [47):

1€, — Ssnépllzz,) + &y — Ssnéplma,) < CHP € prar(a,) (5.15)
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5.1.1 Construction of a weakly-continuous interpolant

In this section we use the operators defined above to build an operator onto the space that satisfies the

weak continuity of normal velocity condition (3.3). Let
U = {(vy,vp,§,) € Vy X V,NHY(Q,) x X, : vy -np+v,- n, +§&,-n, =0}

Consider its discrete analog

Up = {(Vin Vpn €pn) € Vin X Vpu X Xy 0 br (Vi Vo, Epni bin) = 0,Yun € A}

We will construct an interpolation operator I, : U — Uy as a triple

Ih (Vf7 Vp7 Ep) - (If,hvf7 Ip,hvpa Is,h&p) )

with the following properties:

br (1pnvss Ipavp, Isnépi in) =0, Yup € A,
bi(Lgnvy — vy, wrp) =0, Vwypn € Wi,
bP(Ip,hVP ~ Vp, wp,h) =0, pr7h S Wp,h-

We let Iy, := Sy, and Iy := S, 5. To construct I, 5, we first consider an auxiliary problem:

V- -Vé=0 in €2,
=0 onfl?,
V¢ -n, =0 onl“lf,\’7

Vo -my = (vy—Ippvy) o+ (& — Lp€p) -mp  on Ly
Let z = V¢ and define w = z 4 v,,. By construction,

V-w=V-z+V.v,=V-v, in Q,,

Wen,=2zp 0, +Vp 0, =vy-ng—Ippve-ng+§, -np, — I €, -np+ vy np

= —dppvyony = L€, ny on I'pp.

We now let
I, pvy =11, pw.

(5.16)
(5.17)
(5.18)

(5.19)

(5.20)

(5.21)

(5.22)

Next, we verify that the operator I, = (It n, Ipn, s ) satisfies (5.16)—(5.18). Property (5.17) follows

immediately from (5.9), while, using (5.11) and (5.20), property (5.18) follows from

(V- Ipnvp, wp,h)ﬂp = (V- Hp7hw>wp,h)ﬂp =(V-w, wp,h)ﬂp = (V- Vp>wp,h)9p> Vwph € Wph.

Using (5.21) and (5.12), we have for all up € Ay,

(Ipnvp - Dp, lu’h>Ffp = (Il ,w - np, Mh>Ffp = (W ny, Mh>Ffp = (—Iypvy -ny— I h€, - nyp, Mh)l“fp7

which implies (5.16).

The approximation properties of the components of I; are the following.
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Lemma 5.1. For all (vy,vp,&,) € UN (HMTH(Qy), H» (), HT1(Qy,)),

va - IfthfHHl(Qf) < Ch’kf HVfHka""l(Qf)? (523)
Hﬁp - IliEpHHm(Qp) < Chks+17mH£pHHkS+1(Qp)7 m = 07 17 (524)
[vp — Ip,hvaLQ(Qp) <C (hkaHVpHH’%“(Qp) + hkafoka""l(Qf) + hks”£p||Hks+1(Qp)> . (5.25)

Proof. The bounds (5.23) and (5.24) follow immediately from (5.10) and (5.15). Next, using (5.22), we
have

1vp = Lpnvpllze,) = Ve = Mpnvp — Wy nzllp2,) < [1vp — Upavpllrz,) + 1Hpazl 22 q,)-

Elliptic regularity for (5.19) [29,35] implies

lelnoge,) < € (100 = Lravs) - mgllgosaqe) + 1 (6 — Londy) -mpllo vy, ) - 0< 0 < 1/2
Since V -z = 0 by construction, choosing § = 1/2 and using (5.14), (4.2), (5.23) and (5.24), we get
Izl 20,y < Clell g,
<C (H(Vf —Irnvy) ngllee,,) + I (& — Isnéy) -np\lm(rfp))
<C (||Vf = IVl + 1€, — Is,h§p||H1(Qp)>
< C (W Ivill s g,y + 15 1€ lisesrcayy) -

Finally, by (5.13),

Ivp = Ipnvpllz2e,) < Ve — Mpnvpllze,) + 1 rzl 22(0,)

<C (hk”JrlHVpHkal(Qp) + hkafoka'H(Qf) + hksngp”H’““(Qp)) :

5.2 Error estimates

In this section we derive a priori error estimate for the semi-discrete formulation (3.1)-(3.3). We
recall that, due to (2.12), (uy,up,dim,) € U and we can apply the interpolant Ij(uy,u,,0n,) =
(Iynuy, I puy, I ,0m,) € Uy, for any t € (0,7]. We introduce the errors for all variables and split
them into approximation and discretization errors:

ef:=uy —uypp = (uy — Ippuy) + (Irpup —upp) = x5+ Prp»

ep =y —uyp = (uy — I nup) + (I puy — Wy p) = Xp + Pp s

€ =1, =My = My — Lsamy) + LspMy — Np) = Xs + Py
€fp = DPf —Dfh = (pf - Qf,hpf) + (Qf,hpf —pf,h) = Xfp T Pfp.hs

€pp = Dp — Pph = (pp — Qp,hpp) + (Qp,hpp - pp,h) = Xpp T Ppp,h>

ex = A=A = (A= QxpA) + (QxpA — An) = XA + Orp (5.26)
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Subtracting (3.1)—(3.2) from (2.10)—(2.11) and summing the two equations, we obtain the error equation

ap(es, ven) +al(ep, vpn) + asles, €,,) + apss(er, 0es;vin, &) +br(Vin efp)
+ bp(Vp,ns €pp) + abp(fp,ha epp) + 00 (Vin, Vphs 39% ex) + (S0 Orepp, wp,n)
— abp(dses, wy ) — bp(ep, wpn) — brlef, wrp) =0, (5.27)

Setting v = @ p, Vpr = Pp i Epn = 0tbs s Wi n = Gppn, and wy p = Gpp p, We have

ar(Xp @rn) tap(Prpbpn) + aﬁ(Xpa dpn) + aﬁ(¢p,h? Gpn) + a5 (X, 0s 1) + a5 (g py Orbs )
+aBss (Xp 0Xss Prps OiPs i) + aBss (Dpps Oibsps Drns Oibsp) + 05 (D pns Xpp) + bp(Dp 1 brpn)
+ bp(¢p,ha pr) + bp(d)p,h? ¢pp,h) + aby (8t¢s,hv pr) + aby (atd’s,ha ¢pp,h)
+ b0 (D1 Ppos OrPs s XA) + b1 (Df iy Dpis DDy s D) + (50 Ot Xpps Ppp,n) + (50 Orpp.h, Ppp.h)
— abp (OrXs5 ¢pp,h) — aby (at(f’s,h: ¢pp,h) - bp(Xp’ ¢pp,h) - bp(¢p,ha ¢pp,h>
—br(xs> Pppn) = bp(Dsps Pppn) = 0. (5.28)

The following terms simplify, due to the properties of projection operators (5.2),(5.3), (5.17), and (5.18):
bf(Xf7 ¢fp,h) = bp(Xpa ¢pp,h) = bp((:bp,hv pr) = 07 (SO atX]Opv ¢pp,h) = <¢p,h sy, X)\>Ffp = Oa (529)

where we also used that Ay, = V5, - nplr s, for the last equality. We also have
br ((:bf,h? ¢p,ha at(ﬁs,h; ¢)\,h) =0, or (¢f,ha d)p,hv at¢s,h; X)\) = <¢f,h ‘ny+ at(bs,h *yp, X)\>

where we have used (5.16) and (3.3) for the first equality and the last equality in (5.29) for the second
equality. Using (3.17), we write

Csp ’

1 e 1 e
(80 at(ﬁpp,h? (bppyh) = 580 atHQsppvhH%Q(Qpﬁ ap (d)s,h? 8t¢s,h) = iatap (¢s,h7 ¢s,h) :

Rearranging terms and using the results above, the error equation (5.28) becomes

2
aBJS

1 e
ap(Psn Prn) + al(@pn dpp) + 537& (ap(¢s,h’ bsp) + 80”¢pp,h||%2(szp)) +|bsn— Ol
= af(va ¢f,h) + ag(Xpa ¢p,h) + a; (Xs? 8t¢s,h)
d—1
+ Z <,UaBJS\/ Kfl(Xf — OXs) - Tfgs (¢f,h - at¢s,h) : Tf,j> + bf(¢f,h7 Xfp)
7=1 Tp

+ abp(atd)s,h’ pr) + abp(athv ¢pp,h) + <¢f,h "Ny =+ 8t¢s,h "Ny, X)\>Ffp' (530)

We proceed with bounding the terms on the right-hand side in (5.30). Using the continuity of the
bilinear forms (3.4) and (3.5) and inequalities (4.1) and (4.3), we have

ar(Xg Prn) + 0l (X Ppp) < Cert (||Xf||%{1(ﬂf) + ||Xp\|%2(szp)) teé (||¢f,h”%{1(szf) + ||¢p,h||%2(ﬁp)> :
(5.31)
Similarly, using inequalities (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3), we obtain

d—1
Z <MOtBJS \/E(Xf —OXs)  Trj (Dpn — OrPs ) - Tf,j>
j=1

Tsp
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<e|opn—obanls,  +Crt (Ixs3n ) + 10300, - (5.32)
Finally, using (4.1),(4.2) and (4.3), we bound the rest of the terms that do not involve 9;¢y
bp(P s Xpp) + Abp (OeXs: Ppp,n) + (Ppp - Mg XAy,
< it (Inglaqay) + IV - 0xalaqg,) + Ial2aqr, )
e (IV - Spal2aa,) + 19mlBag,) + 16 0B,
< Cet (Ixnplaap) + 193 o, + 1332y, ) + e (10 2aln ) + I9malZa,) ) - (5:33)

Combining (5.30)—(5.33), integrating over [0,t], where 0 < ¢ < T, using the coercivity of the bilinear
forms (3.4)-(3.6), and taking €; small enough, we obtain

H%,h(ﬂ”?{l(gf) + 50||¢pp,h(t)\|%2(ﬂp) + ||¢f,h||%2(0,t;H1(Qf))
+ ||¢p,h||%2(0,t;L2(Qp) +|psp — Oy h‘iz (Ot:a575)
< 61||¢pp,h||%2(o,t;L2(Qp)) + 061 (HathHL?(OtHl( + ||XprL2 (0,t;L2(92¢))
Hix 120, @, + X172 0020, + ||X/\”L2(0,t;L2(Ffp))>
0 [ (00 010) + b0 x) + O 0r,)
+C (164 0Bp ey + 5016mmn O, ) - (5.34)
For the initial conditions, we set py »(0) = Qpnppo and 0, ,(0) = I5xn, o, implying

b5, (0) =0, Pppn(0) =0 (5.35)

We next bound the terms on the right involving 9;¢, ;. Using integration by parts in time, (4.1), (4.3),
(3.6) and (5.35), we obtain

t t
e e t e
/0 a, (X57 at¢s,h) ds = ap(Xs7 ¢s,h)|0 - /0 a, (815Xs7 d)s,h) ds
<C (61_1||Xs(t)\|%11(9p) + HathH%Z(o,t;Hl(Qp))> +eilldan O,y + 1Pspllizonm,y  (5:36)

Similarly, using (4.1), (4.2), (4.3) and (5.35), we have

t

t
/0 <8t¢87h 1y, X/\>Ffp ds + /0 aby, (8,5(1')87,“ pr) ds
t t t t
= (G- 1p, X2)Ty, |y — ; (Psn - np7atX)\>Ffp ds + aby, (¢ 1> Oixpp) | — ; aby (g 1, Oixpp) ds
< etllpan(®)  mplliar,,) + 10an  Mpll720 k1200, T €IV SanOlli2,) + 1V anlliz0nr20,)

+ C(ﬁflﬂxx\(t)\%z ) T \@XAH%? os2w,) T Ixop 72, + |’8tprH%2(0,t;L2(Qp))>

< etll e n®lFnq,

(OtHl(Q )
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+ C<€11||Xx(t)|%2(rfp) + 100l T2 2200, + € IXep (Ol 7200, + ||8tprH%2(0,t;L2(Qp))) :
(5.37)

Using (5.35)—(5.37) and taking €; small enough, we obtain from (5.34),

||¢s,h(t)H§{1(Qp) + 50||¢pp,h(t)||?;2(ﬂp) + ||¢f,h”%2(0,t;H1(Qf))
2
+ H%,h”%%o,t;m(ﬂ + ‘¢f, - at‘j’s,hlm

(0,t,aBJs)

< €1||¢pp,

L2(o,t,L2( (OtH (Qp))
+ C’ef (”Xfp||L2(07t;L2(Qf)) + HXfHH(o,t;Hl(Qf)) + HX;DH%Q(OJ;LQ(%))
O, + a1 Z20,) + X3 Z20422(r0,,)) + X Ol Qp))
+C (Hath”L? 0.0y + 100720, 22(r,,)) + ||5’tpr||L2(0tL2(Qp))> (5.38)

Next, we use the inf-sup condition (3.9) with the choice (wp, pn) = (P fp.hs Gpp,n), da,n) and the error
equation obtained by subtracting (3.1) from (2.10):

(Dt Ppp,i)s Pah) W x A,
br(Vin @ppn) + bp(Vpns Gppn) + abp(€p s Ppp.n) + 00 (Ve ny Vs §p i OA0)

<C sup

(Vho&€p ) EVRXXp 1 H(Vh, Sp,h)HVXXp
_ sup <_af(efv Vi) — a;f(ep, Vph) — afa(es, Sp,h) —apys(eyf,0es; Vi, €p,h)
(Vi €p ) EVRXXp (v, Ep,h)”VXXp

4 =bs(Vins Xfp) = bp(Vphs Xpp) — O‘bp(ﬁp,ha Xpp) — bF(Vf,hva,haﬁp,MXA))
H(vha sp,h)HVXXP

Due to (5.2) and (5.3), bp(Vphs Xpp) = (Vp,h - Dp, Xa)r;, = 0. Then, integrating over [0,¢] and using the
continuity of the bilinear forms (3.4)—(3.6) and the trace inequality (4.2), we get

e2(10pl720,602(0,)) F I 9monlT2(0,622(0,)) T 1930072, tvL2(rfp)))

< Ce (”¢f,h”%2(o,t;H1(ﬂf + | épn

2
(0 HHY(Q,) T ‘¢f,h - 8t¢57h‘L2(01t211BJS)

L2(0tL2(
120,61 (0))) + ||XpHL2(O,t;L2(Qp)) + HatXSHLQ(O,t;Hl(Qp))
HixsplZ2 06020, T DXowllZ20,422(0,)) T HXAHLQ(O,t;LQ(Ffp))) : (5.39)
Adding (5.38) and (5.39) and taking €5 small enough, and then €; small enough, gives

50O,y + 50l D n 020,y + quf,h”iQ(O,t;Hl(Qf)) 1 Bp 17200220,

2 2 2
+|ppn— + lespnllizonr2@,)) + 19mwnllzenL2(0,)) + 19ARI1L2 0,6,)

2 2 2 2
< C(H%,h”ﬂ(o,mm(np)) 1951220601 (0p)) T XN 2200, 152200,0) F X 220,500 2
2
+ HXpH%2(O,t;L2(Qp)) + HX/\@)H%?(FM) + Hpr(ﬂH%?(Qp) + ||X/\H%2(o,t;L2(rfp)) + 192206220 ,))

#1denl i) + 10060l ) (5.40)
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Applying Gronwall’s inequality (4.4) and using the triangle inequality and the approximation properties
(5.4)—(5.6), (5.7) and (5.23)—(5.25), results in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Assuming sufficient smoothness for the solution of (2.10)—(2.12), then the solution of
the semi-discrete problem (3.1)~(3.3) with pp(0) = Qp rppo and m,,(0) = Ispm, o satisfies

1My — Myl Lo 0.1 m51(02,)) + V/S0llPp — PponllLee0,1:22(9,))

+luy —ugnll2 o)) + 1 = wpnllzeor2@,) + |(up = 8imy,) = (wpn — atnp,h)}[ﬂ((),'f;aBJs)

+ |lpf = prallezorirz) + 1Pp = Pprllzzorez@,)) + 1A = Anllz20.a,)
1k +1
S c eXp(T) (h ! ”ufHLQ((),T;ka-H(Qf)) + th ”prLQ(O,T;HSfJ"l(Qf))

+ (”“p”LZ(O,T;Hkp“(ﬂp)) A 20,75 m40 012, )
HIM e o 041 (0 + 196N 20 1)

+ hortt (HPPHLOO(O,T;HSP+1(QP)) + ||PpHL2(o,T;HSp+1(Qp)) + HatppHLQ(O,T;HSP+1(Qp)))

+ hks (anHL‘X’(O,T;HkS"'l(Qp)) + HnPHLQ(O,T;H’Vﬁl(Qp)) + HatnpHLQ(O,T;H’VSJH(QP))) > (5'41)

6 Fully discrete formulation

For the time discretization we employ the backward Euler method. Let 7 be the time step, T' = N,
and let t, = n7, 0 < n < N. Let d.u" := 7 '(u™ — u""!) be the first order (backward) discrete
time derivative, where u" := w(t,). Then the fully discrete model reads: given p%h = ppp(0) and

T’g,h = np,h(0)7 find u;{h S Vf’h, p?h S Wﬁh, u;h ev o pg’h S W’h, ’I’[;L’h S th, and )\Z € Ay,
1 <n < N, such that for all viy € Vg, wrn € Wep, vpp € Vpp, wpp € Wyp, €, € Xpp, and
HUh € Ah7
ap(u}y,, vin) + ap(uy, v n) + a5, Epn) + aBis(Why denly i Vi, €y ) + 0r (Vi D)
+ by (Vs Pp 1) + 0bp(€p 1y D) + 00 (Vi Vo, Epns M) = (7, vin)a, + (£),&,0)0,,  (6.1)
(SOdTpg,ha wp,h)Qp - abp(d‘r'ng,ha wp,h) - bp(uz,ha wp,h) - bf(u?,}n wf,h)
= (Q}lv wf,h)Qf + (qg7wp7h)Qp7 (62)
br(u} p,, uy p, drmy ps pn) = 0. (6.3)

We introduce the discrete-in-time norms

0<n<N

N 1/2
H¢Hl22(O,T;X) = (TZ “¢n"§<> ) H¢H12<>0(0,T;X) = max_ |[¢"[|x.
n=1

Next, we state the main results for the formulation (6.1)-(6.3). The proofs follow the framework in the
semi-discrete case. Details can be found in the Appendix.

Theorem 6.1. The solution of fully discrete problem (6.1)-(6.3) satisfies
Vsollpp.lliseo.1:02(0,)) + 1Mpnllice 07,1 (00)) + 0 nlliz om0 + 10pnlliz0r02(0,))
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+upn = depplz0as,s) T 1Pppllzorc2@,) + IPrrllizori2@p) + 1Alizo7a,)
+ 7 (Vsolldrppnllizo,m02(0,)) + ldemy pllizo. 101 (0,)))

< Cy/exp(T) (\/%Hpg,hﬂm(ﬂp) + ) w9, + 1l 0.7:020,)) + 10l 22 0,7:22(00,))
+ ¢ lli2 0752202, + Narlliz o220 + lawllizo.rir20,)) + pr||l2(0,T;L2(Qp)))-

Theorem 6.2. Assuming sufficient smoothness for the solution of (2.10)—(2.12), then the solution of
the fully discrete problem (6.1)-(6.3) satisfies

\/%pr - Pp,hHloo(o,T;H(Qp)) +|In — 77p,hHl°°(0,T;H1(Qp))
+ ﬁ(@lldr(pp = ppp)llz0.r:L2 () + lldr (1, — np,h)llﬂ(o,T;Hl(Qp)))
+ (HUf —uralleommiep) + 1 = Wpnlleomrae,) + [y = demy = (Wpn = deny p)li2,705.,55)
+llpr = pralleomeze)) + IPe = Porlleomize,) + 1A = Ah“l"’("’T?Ah))
< CV/exp(T) (hkf lsllaqo s+ + 7 sl s )
+htet (||ule2(0,T§HkP+l(Qp)) M 20001 vy + I oo st 10y, + Hat)\HLQ(O’T;HkPH(Q"))>
0 (gl i ) + IPolliso izt oy + 19p0ll 2o v 0, )
+ 108 (gl sy + Mgl o + 19mpll 20z 0,0)

+ 7 (V50ll0ueppll 20,0 02(00,)) + 10|l L2 (0,750 (02,))) )

7 Numerical results

In this section, we present results from several computational experiments in two dimensions. The fully
discrete method (6.1)—(6.3) has been implemented using the finite element package FreeFem-++ [30].
The first test confirms the theoretical convergence rates for the problem using an analytical solution. The
second and third examples show the applicability of the method to modeling fluid flow in an irregularly
shaped fractured reservoir with physical parameters, while the last one performs a sensitivity analysis
for the method with respect to various parameters.

7.1 Convergence test

In this test we study the convergence for the space discretization using an analytical solution. The
domain is Q = [0, 1] x [-1, 1], see Figure 1la. We associate the upper half with the Stokes flow, while the
lower half represents the flow in the poroelastic structure governed by the Biot system. The appropriate
interface conditions are enforced along the interface y = 0. The solution in the Stokes region is

—3x + cos(y)

41 ) ., pf=e'sin(rz) cos(%) + 27 cos(mt).

uy = 7 cos(mt) (

The Biot solution is chosen accordingly to satisfy the interface conditions (2.6)-(2.8):

4 [ cos(mz) cos(TE) o Y . —3x + cos(y)
u, = <é sin(mz) sin(27y) ,  Dpp=e'sin(mz) 005(7), n, = sin(7t) yrl .
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(a) Computational domain Q in (b) Reference domain € in (c) Physical domain €2 in
Example 1, non-matching grids Examples 2, 3, and 4 Examples 2 and 4

Figure 1: Simulation domains.

The right hand side functions fy, ¢y, f, and ¢, are computed from (2.1)—(2.5) using the above solution.
The model problem is then complemented with the appropriate Dirichlet boundary conditions and
initial data. The total simulation time for this test case is 7= 0.01s and the time step is At = 107 3s.
The time step is sufficiently small, so that the time discretization error does not affect the convergence
rates.

We study the convergence for two choices of finite element spaces. The lower order choice is the
MINTI elements [3] P? — Py for Stokes, the Raviart-Thomas [44] RT o — P and continuous Lagrangian
Py elements for the Biot system, and piecewise constant Lagrange multiplier Py. In this case ky = 1,
sf=1,k,=0,s,=0,and ks = 1, so Theorem 6.2 implies first order of convergence for all variables.
The higher order choice is the Taylor-Hood [50] Py — P; for Stokes, the Raviart-Thomas R7T 1 — P{¢
and Po for Biot, and Pflc for the Lagrange multiplier, with kf =2, sy =1, k, =1, s, = 1, and ks = 2,
in which case second order convergence rate for all variables is expected. These theoretical results are
verified by the rates shown in the Table 1, where the errors were computed on a sequence of refined
meshes, which are matching along the interface.

We also perform a convergence test with the lower order choice of finite elements on non-matching
grids along the interface. We prescribe the ratio between mesh characteristic sizes to be hgiopes = %h Biot
as shown in Figure la. According to the results shown in Table 2, first order convergence is observed
for all variables, which agrees with Theorem 6.2.

7.2 Application to flow through fractured reservoirs

For the rest of the cases, we introduce the reference domain 2 given by the rectangle [0,1] x [-1,1]m,
see Figure 1b. A fracture, which represents the reference fluid domain €y is then positioned in the
middle of the rectangle, with the boundary defined by

&% = 200(0.05 — §)(0.05 + 9), ¥ € [~0.05,0.05].
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Pb— Py, RTo — Po, Py and Py

lerllzy) | lemlizae@yy | leplie@e@,) | lepllico2@,)) | lleslliem @)
h error rate error rate error rate error rate error rate
1/8 8.96E-03 — 2.61E-03 — 1.05E-01 — 1.03E-01 — 5.09E-02 —

1/16 | 4.47E-03 1.0 | 8.33E-04 1.6 | 5.23E-02 1.0 | 5.17E-02 1.0 | 1.34E-02 1.9
1/32 | 2.24E-03 1.0 | 2.76E-04 1.6 | 2.61E-02 1.0 | 2.59E-02 1.0 | 3.94E-03 1.8
1/64 | 1.12E-03 1.0 | 943E-05 1.6 | 1.31E-02 1.0 | 1.29E-02 1.0 | 1.43E-03 1.5
1/128 | 5.59E-04 1.0 | 3.28E-05 1.5 | 6.53E-03 1.0 | 6.47E-03 1.0 | 6.32E-04 1.2
Py — P1, RT1— P, Py and P

leflliemi,y | lemlliew@yy) | llepllizwe@,)) | lepllio@zy)) | esllico @)
h error rate error rate error rate error rate error rate
1/8 1.25E-04 — 1.31E-03 — 1.82E-02 — 1.60E-02 — 1.54E-01 —

1/16 | 2.90E-05 2.1 | 3.25E-04 2.0 | 4.38E-03 2.1 | 4.01E-03 2.0 | 3.82E-02 2.0
1/32 | 7.06E-06 2.0 | 8.07E-05 2.0 | 1.08E-03 2.0 | 1.00E-03 2.0 | 9.51E-03 2.0
1/64 | 1.77E-06 2.0 | 1.97E-05 2.0 | 2.67TE-04 2.0 | 2.51E-04 2.0 | 2.37E-03 2.0
1/128 | 4.73E-07 1.9 | 4.51E-06 2.1 | 6.47E-05 2.0 | 6.23E-05 2.0 | 5.89E-04 2.0

Table 1: Example 1: relative numerical errors and convergence rates on matching grids.

P! —P1, RTo — Py, P1 and Py

lefleanyy | lemlewa@y | lepliewe@yy) | ez, | llesllism @)
hBiot error rate error rate error rate error rate error rate
1/8 1.43E-02 — 6.06E-03 — 1.05E-01 - 1.03E-01 - 5.09E-02 -

1/16 | 7.16E-03 1.0 | 1.79E-03 1.8 | 5.23E-02 1.0 | 5.17E-02 1.0 | 1.34E-02 1.9
1/32 | 3.58E-03 1.0 | 5.81E-04 1.6 | 2.61E-02 1.0 | 2.59E-02 1.0 | 3.94E-03 1.8
1/64 | 1.79E-03 1.0 | 1.95E-04 1.6 | 1.31E-02 1.0 | 1.29E-02 1.0 | 1.43E-03 1.5
1/128 | 8.94E-04 1.0 | 6.77E-05 1.5 | 6.53E-03 1.0 | 6.47E-03 1.0 | 6.32E-04 1.2

Table 2: Example 1: relative numerical errors and convergence rates on non-matching grids.

Furthermore, the physical domain §2, see Figure 1c, with more realistic geometry, is defined as a trans-
formation of the reference domain € by the mapping [9]

A~

x x

y 5cos(%)cos(ﬂf£g)2—1—@/2—@/10

The external boundary of € is denoted as I'f 10w, While the external boundary of €2, is split into
I’y ., where x € {left, right, top, bottom}.

The next example is focused on modeling the interaction between a stationary fracture filled with
fluid and the surrounding poroelastic reservoir. We are interested in the solution on the physical domain
Q). The physical units are meters for length, seconds for time, and KPa for pressure. The boundary

22



conditions are chosen to be

Injection: uy-ny =10, uy-7;=0 on ' inflow

No flow: u,-n, =0 on I'y et

Pressure: pp = 1000 on I'y pottom U L'y right U T'p top,
Normal displacement: M, -0y =0 on I'y top ULy right U I'p pottom
Shear traction: (opny) -1, =0 on I'y top ULy right U I'p pottom-

The initial conditions are set accordingly to ,(0) = 0 m and p,(0) = 10°> KPa. The total simulation
time is 7" = 300 s and the time step is At = 1 s. The model parameters are given in Table 3. These
parameters are realistic for hydraulic fracturing and are similar to the ones used in [28]. The Lamé
coefficients are determined from the Young’s modulus E and the Poisson’s ratio v via the relationships
Ap = Ev/[(1+v)(1—-2v)], u, = E/[2(1 +v)]. We note that this is a challenging computational test
due to the large variation in parameter values.

For this and the rest of the test cases we use the Taylor-Hood Py — Py [50] elements for the fluid
velocity and pressure in the fracture region, the Raviart-Thomas RT1 — P{ic elements for the Darcy
velocity and pressure, the continuous Lagrangian P; elements for the structure displacement, and the
Pfe elements for the Lagrange multiplier.

Parameter Symbol  Units Values
Young’s modulus E (KPa) 107
Poisson’s ratio v 0.2

Lamé coefficient Ap (KPa) 5/18 x 107
Lamé coefficient Lp (KPa) 5/12 x 107
Dynamic viscosity L (KPas) 1076
Permeability K (m?) diag(200, 50) x 10712
Mass storativity 50 (KPa~') 6.89 x 1072
Biot-Willis constant o 1.0
Beavers-Joseph-Saffman coefficient «apjg 1.0

Total time T (s) 300

Table 3: Poroelasticity and fluid parameters in Example 2.

Figure 2 shows the structure (top) and fracture (bottom) regions for the described test case at the
final time 7" = 300 s. The grayscale velocity legend in Figure 2a is included to show the range of the
Darcy velocity magnitude. We observe channel-like flow in the fracture region, which concentrates at
the tip, and leak-off into the reservoir. The fluid pressure in the reservoir has increased in the vicinity of
the fracture from the initial value of 1000 KPa to approximately 2450 KPa, which is close to the pressure
in the fracture. The pressure drop in the reservoir in the direction away from the fracture is significant,
but the resulting Darcy velocity is relatively small, due to the very low permeability. The displacement
field shows that the fracture tends to open as the fluid is being injected, with the deformation of the rock
being largest around the fracture and quickly approaching zero away from the it, which is expected due
to large stiffness of the rock. This example demonstrates the ability of the proposed method to handle
irregularly shaped domains with a computationally challenging set of parameters, which are realistic
for hydrualic fracturing in tight rock formations.
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Pressure

-2453.6
1 .
= 2090.5 Displacement
y 236004
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1 = 177604
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99979 ~ 059e-04
Velocity ;
377.556+00 -0
= 204603
(a) Darcy velocity field (m/s) over pressure (KPa) (b) Structure displacement field (m)
Pressure Velocity
§245320+03 15446401
£2453.2 £11.592
$2453.1 £7.7412
£2453.1 S -3.8899
K2.4530+03 s 3.8626-02
(c) Fluid pressure (KPa) in the fracture (d) Fluid velocity field (m/s) in the fracture

Figure 2: Example 2: fluid flow in a fractured reservoir, ¢t = 300 s.

7.3 Flow through fractured reservoir with heterogeneous permeability

In this example we illustrate the ability of the method to handle heterogeneous permeability and Young’s
modulus. For this simulation we use the reference domain Q, see Figure 1b. The same boundary and
initial conditions as in the previous test case are specified, and the same physical parameters from Table 3
are used, except for the permeability K and the Young’s modulus E. The permeability and porosity
data is taken from a two-dimensional cross-section of the data provided by the Society of Petroleum
Engineers (SPE) Comparative Solution Project!. The SPE data, which is given on a rectangular 60 x 220
grid is projected onto the triangular grid on the reference domain (), and visualized in Figure 3. We note
that the permeability tensor is isotropic in this example. Given the porosity ¢ the Young’s modulus is

determined from the law o1
E=10" (1 - ¢) :
c

where the constant ¢ = 0.5 refers to the porosity at which the effective Young’s modulus becomes zero.
This constant is chosen in general based on the properties of the porous medium. The justification for
this law can be found in [31].

The simulation results at the final time 7' = 300s are shown in Figure 4. Figures 4a and 4b show
that the propagation of the fluid in the Darcy region, as evidenced by the variation in the velocity
and pressure, follows the contours of regions of higher permeability seen in Figure 3b). As in the
previous test case, the highest velocity in the reservoir is near the fracture tip. However, the leak-off

Lwww.spe.org/web/csp

24



v Porosity Permeability Young's mod.
E4.000@»01 E1.97Ae-08 E] .000e+07
E ~le9 E
-0.27 Z1e-10 E
E E1e—11 E
-0.13 ~le-12 :
E E1e-13 E
0.000e+00 3.663e-15 3.421e+06
(a) Porosity (b) Permeabiltiy (¢) Young’s modulus

Figure 3: Heterogeneous material coefficients in Example 3.

f Pressure .
Velocity Displacement
J1e+01 ;’2724"-7 J3.19e-03
= 75400 3§ 200508 = 2.39¢03
E ;—13623.35 E

-5.0e+00 3 1,1 .60e-03
E = 6811.67 3
2 25e+00 ; = 7.986-04
i /1000 ;

_ _ Velocity _

1.842e-10 ;4.51e+01 0

= 1.84e-10
(a) Darcy velocity magnitude (m/s) (b) Velocity over pressure (KPa) (c) Displacement field (m)

Figure 4: Example 3: fluid flow in a fractured reservoir with heterogeneous permeability and Young’s
modulus, t = 300 s.

along the fracture is less uniform, with a significant leak-off near the middle-top of the fracture due
to the region of relatively high permeability located there. The last Figure 4c¢ depicts the nonuniform
displacement field in the reservoir caused by the heterogeneous Young’s modulus. We note that the
effect of heterogeneity of the elastic coefficients is less pronounced due to the large stiffness of the rock.
The general displacement profile is similar to the homogeneous case.
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7.4 Sensitivity analysis

The goal of this section is to investigate how the developed model behaves when the parameters are
modified, moving from mild non-physical values toward more realistic values that resemble the ones
used in the hydraulic fracturing examples. We progressively update the parameters K, sy and E as
shown in Table 4, while the rest of the parameters are taken from Table 3. All test cases in this section
are governed by the same boundary and initial conditions as in the previous two examples.

L] K (m?) so (KPa~!) E (KPa) |
A Ix10°° 1.0 103
B | diag(200,50) x 10712 1.0 103
C | diag(200,50) x 1012 1072 103
D | diag(200,50) x 10712 10~2 10%0

Table 4: Set of parameters for the sensitivity analysis in Example 4.

Case A: The pressure gradient is small as seen from the contour plot, this is due to the large per-
meability. Also, from continuity of flux across the interface, one would expect to see that the
magnitude of the Darcy velocity is close to the magnitude of the Stokes velocity, which we indeed
observe in all the simulations.

Case B: The permeability now is 4 orders of magnitude smaller, resulting in a larger pressure gradient,
which is consistent with Darcy’s law (2.4). Also, more flow is going toward the tip of the fracture,
since its walls are now much less permeable. The displacement magnitude is also larger, while
keeping the same profile.

Case C: This case shows how the model reacts to decrease in mass storativity - which is by exhibiting
larger pressure gradient and displacement magnitude while keeping the overall behavior as in case
B.

Case D: The last case is to show the effect of a significant change in Young’s modulus. Increasing it by
7 orders of magnitude, which makes the material much stiffer, results in the displacement being
decreased by 7 orders of magnitude as expected.

The above results show that the displacement magnitude directly increases with the magnitude of
the pressure, while the profile of the displacement field stays the same. This is consistent with the
dependence of the poroelastic stress on the fluid pressure, see (2.3). In addition, the displacement
magnitude is inversely proportional to the Youngs modulus, which is consistent with the constitutive
law for the elastic stress in (2.3).

8 Conclusions

We have studied the interaction of a free fluid with a fluid within a poroelastic medium. After stating
the governing equations and discussing the appropriate boundary and interface conditions we considered
a numerical discretization of the problem using a mixed finite element method. A Lagrange multiplier is
used to impose weakly the continuity of mormal velocity interface condition, which is of essesntial type
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Figure 5: Sensitivity analysis simulations, ¢t = 300 s. Cases A to D are shown from top to bottom. The
left figures show the Darcy velocity (m/s) superimposed with contour plot for the pressure (KPa). The
right figures show the structure displacement field (m) over the displacement magnitude contour plot.
The grayscale velocity legend shows the range of velocity magnitude.
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in the mixed Darcy formulation. We show that the method is stable and convergent of optimal order,
even in the case of non-matching grids across the interface. Computational experiments illustrate that
this method is an effective approach for simulating fluid-poroelastic structure interaction with a wide
range of physical parameters, including heterogeneous media. The Lagrange multiplier formulation is
suitable for parallel non-overlapping domain decomposition algorithms and multiscale approximations
via coarse mortar spaces. These topics will be explored in future research.

9 Appendix: fully discrete analysis

In this section we provide a detailed analysis of the stability and convergence of the fully discrete method
(6.1)-(6.3). We will utilize the following discrete Gronwall inequality [43].

Lemma 9.1 (Discrete Gronwall lemma). Let 7 > 0, B > 0, and let ay, by, ¢, dy, n > 0, be non-negative
sequences such that ag < B and

n n—1 n
CLn-I-TZbl STZdlal+Tch+B, n > 1.
=1 =1 =1

Then,

an+TZbl<eXp Zdl ( ZCZ—I-B), n > 1.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. We choose
(Vf,ha Wf hs Vp,hs Wp ks £p,h7 Mh) = (u?,ha p?,}w ug,hv pgyha dT’rlz,ha )\h)
n (6.1)—(6.3) and use the discrete analog of (3.17):
n n 1 12 1 (|2
[ = S0 s + 510 s 91)

to obtain the energy equality

1 T

idT <SO||p;,hH2L2 Q,) T¢ (TIp,hv "7p, )) + ) <SO||dTpg,h”2L2(Qp) + afo(dTT’zh’dTng,h))

+ayp(uf,,uf,) + ap(up,m u, ) + [uf, — dTT’Z,h’c%BJS = F(tn). (9.2)

The right-hand side can be bounded as follows, using inequalities (4.1) and (4.3),

A
~
S
~
I
~—
3

(fr(tn),u ,h) + (£(tn), dTTIZ,h) + (qf(tn)ap?,h) + (qp(tn)7pg,h)

€1
< (fp(tn), dempp) + <Hu?,hHi2(Qf) + Hp?,hH%%Qf) + Hpg,hH%%Qp))

1
+§fummmmﬂﬂmmmmm+mmmm%) (9.3)
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Combining (9.2) and (9.3), summing up over the time index n = 1,..., N, multiplying by 7 and using
the coercivity of the bilinear forms (3.4)-(3.6), we obtain

N
N N 2 2 2
sollohnl3ag,) + ImNalln gy + 7 2 (10130 ) + 320, + 10fa = demfil2, )
n=1

N
2
+ 72 E <$0||drpg,h”%2(9p) + HdT"Z,hHHl(Qp)>
n=1

22,)

N
te TZ(uff W2agay) + s (ta)2aga,) + lo(tn) 220 )+TZ t) Tnpm) (0.4)

< C<30”P2,hui2 + an,hHHl y T GITZ <HuthL2 @ T 1P 1

n=1

‘LQ @ T [F249

To bound the last term on the right we use summation by parts:
N-1

TZ tn) ’Tnp ph) = (fp(tN>v n;f;\fh) - (fp(O)vng,h) -T Z (de,?,nZ,h)
n=1
€1
< §||77;];\,th%2(9 ||f (72, + 5 Z 175 111720,
) N-1
t3 <||772,h”%2(9p) + 1601720, +7 Y Hdrf;?”i?((zp)) : (9.5)
n=1

Next using the inf-sup condition (3.9) for (p?h,p;‘h, A7') we obtain, in a similar way to (4.8),

N
eor Y (I} 32ay) + IPl3c0,) + IXIR, )

n=1
<o€ﬂz(||ff Wiz, + 16t 1320, + 1034l 0, + 0041320,

+ Hng,hHHl(Qp) + [uf, —d-m;, h\an) (9.6)

Combining (9.4)—(9.6), and taking e small enough, and then €; small enough, and using Lemma 9.1
with a,, = HT/Z,h”%{l(Qp)’ gives

N N 2 2 2
Sopr,hH%Q(Qp) + ”np,hH%p(Qp) + TZ |:”u?,hHH1(Qf) + Hug,hHL?(Qp) + [uf), — drn;ﬁh\am]

n=1

N N
+ 723 [solldepyullZea,) + ldempnliin,| + 72 [IPpallZa,) + 10Faliz,) + INLIR,
() () () @)

n=1
< Coxp(T) (solphall3 0,y + M0 0,y + 16 (0) 200
- TZ [IEr )220y + 1) o) + lar(t) I22ay) + lap(tn) B2, + Ideol22a,) ] )

which implies the statement of the theorem using the appropriate space-time norms. O
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For the sake of space, we do not present the proof of Theorem 6.2. The error equations are ob-
tained by subtracting the first two equations of the fully discrete formulation (6.1)—(6.2) from the their
continuous counterparts (2.10)—(2.11):

ap(e},vin) + apen, vpn) + ag(el, €,1) + apys(ef, drel; Vin &y p) + bp(Vins €fy) + bp(vpn: epy)
+ abp(&p,hv egp) + bF (Vf,h7 Vop.hy Ep,h; 61)1\) + (50 dTeZp’ wp,h) ab (d €, Wp, h) b (e;, wp,h)
—bp(ef,wrn) = (s0rn(Pp), wpn) + aBrs(0, 7 (Mp); ViR Epn) — abp(rn(ny,), wpn), (9.7)

where r,, denotes the difference between the time derivative and its discrete analog:
rn(0) = 0:0(ty) — d0".

It is easy to see that [10, Lemma 4] for sufficiently smooth 6,

TZHm Waiss) < Cr210u81 20155

The proof of Theorem 6.2 follows the structure of the proof of Theorem 5.1, using discrete-in-time
arguments as in the proof of Theorem 6.1.
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