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CONVERGENCE OF A FINITE ELEMENT METHOD FOR
DEGENERATE TWO-PHASE FLOW IN POROUS MEDIA

VIVETTE GIRAULT *, BEATRICE M. RIVIERE!, AND LOIC CAPPANERA

Abstract. A finite element method with mass-lumping and flux upwinding, is formulated for solving
the immiscible two-phase flow problem in porous media. The method approximates directly the wetting
phase pressure and saturation, which are the primary unknowns. The discrete saturation satisfies a max-
imum principle. Theoretical convergence is proved via a compactness argument. The proof is convoluted
because of the degeneracy of the phase mobilities and the unboundedness of the capillary pressure.

1. Introduction. This work discretizes on a suitable mesh a degenerate two-phase
flow system set in a polyhedral domain by a new finite element scheme that directly ap-
proximates the wetting phase pressure and saturation, similar to the formulation proposed
in [18]. Mass lumping is used to compute the integrals and a suitable upwinding is used to
compute the flux, guaranteeing that the discrete saturation satisfies a maximum principle.
The resulting system of discrete equations is a finite element analogue of the finite volume
scheme introduced and analyzed by Eymard et alin the seminal work [I6]. From the point
of view of implementation, the advantage of finite elements is that they only use nodal
values and a single simplicial mesh. In particular, no orthogonality property is required
between the faces and the lines joining the centers of control volumes. From a theoretical
point of view, owing that the finite element scheme is based on functions, some steps in
its convergence analysis are simpler, but nevertheless the major difficulty in the analysis
consists in proving sufficient a priori estimates in spite of the degeneracy. By following
closely [10], the degeneracy is remediated by reintroducing in the proofs discrete artificial
pressures. From there, convergence of the numerical solutions is shown via a compactness
argument.

Incompressible two-phase flow is a popular and important multiphase flow model in reser-
voirs for the oil and gas industry. Based on conservation laws at the continuum scale, the
model assumes the existence of a representative elementary volume. Each wetting phase
and non-wetting phase saturation satisfies a mass balance equation and each phase velocity
follows the generalized Darcy law [25] 4]. The equations of the mathematical model read

at(QOSuJ -V (Uwpr) = fw(sin)q - fw(sll))gu
8t(9050) -V (nono) - fo(sin)q - fo(sw)ga (11)
pc(sw) =DPo — Pws; Swt So= 17

complemented by initial and boundary conditions. Here py,, Sy, T, fuw, (respectively, po, So, Mo, fo),

are the pressure, saturation, mobility and fractional flow of the wetting (respectively non-
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wetting) phase, ¢ is the porosity, s;, is a given input saturation, and ¢, q are given flow
rates. The capillary pressure, p., is a given function that depends nonlinearly on the satu-
ration. Because the phase mobilities are degenerate when they are evaluated at the residual
phase saturations and the derivative of the capillary pressure is unbounded, this system of
two coupled nonlinear partial differential equations has coefficients that vanish in parts of
the domain; this degeneracy makes the numerical analysis challenging.

At the continuous level, this problem has several equivalent formulations, see [7]. They are
linked to the choice of primary unknowns selected among wetting phase and non-wetting
phase pressure and saturation, or capillary pressure [20, 5]. A good state of the art can
be found in the reference [2]. Up to our knowledge, the mathematical analysis of the
system of equations was first done in [2I, [I]. An equivalent formulation of the model,
based on Chavent’s global pressure that removes the degeneracy, was analyzed in [8] [Q].
Since then, the global pressure formulation has been discretized and analyzed in many
references [24] [10] 23], but unfortunately, this formulation is not used in engineering practice
because the global pressure is not a physical unknown. Otherwise, with one exception, the
numerical analysis of the discrete version of ([L1I), has always been done under unrealistic
assumptions that cannot be checked at the discrete level [I3] [14]. Related to this line
of work, the discretization of a degenerate parabolic equation has been studied in the
literature [3, 28 27, (I7]. The only paper that performs the complete numerical analysis
of the discrete degenerate two-phase flow system written as above (i.e., in the form used
by engineers) is the analysis on finite volumes done in reference [16]. This motivates our
extension of this work to finite elements.

The remaining part of this introduction makes precise problem ([[LT]). The numerical scheme
is developed in Section Pl Because of the nonlinearity and degeneracy of its equations,
existence of a discrete solution requires that the discrete wetting phase saturation satisfies
a maximum principle. This is the first object of Section [B] the second one being basic a
priori pressure estimates, after which existence is shown in Section @l The most technical
part, done in Section[d, is the derivation of an unconditional bound on an auxiliary pressure,
which allows to use a compactness argument. Weak and strong convergences are proved in
Section [6land the equations satisfied by the limit are identified in Section [7], thus confirming
existence of a solution of the weak formulation (ILT6]). Numerical results are presented in
Section

1.1. Model problem. Let Q ¢ IR? d = 2 or 3, be a bounded connected Lipschitz
domain with boundary 092 and unit exterior normal n, and let 7" be a final time. With
the last relation in (I]), s, is the only unknown saturation; so we set s = s,,, and rewrite
(LI almost everywhere in 2x]0, 77 as

9i(ps) =V (1w VPw) = fu(sin)q — fw(s)ﬂ :
_8t(905> -V (novPO) = fo(sin)q - fo(s>g7 (13)

complemented by a natural boundary condition almost everywhere on 9Q2x]0,T'[
NuVpw n=0, n,Vp, n=0, (1.4)
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and an initial condition almost everywhere in (2

Sw(+,0) = s?

w?

0<s) <. (1.5)

The fractional flows are related to the mobilities by

S L 1 1.6
I N + Mo’ J J (1.6)

Recall that the phase saturations sum up to 1 and the phase pressures are related by
pc(sw) = Po — Pw- (17)

The first part of this work, up to Section 5.7} is done under the following basic assumptions:
Assumptions

e The porosity ¢ is piecewise constant in space, independent of time, positive, bounded
and uniformly bounded away from zero.

e The mobility of the wetting phase 7,, > 0 is continuous and increasing. The mobility
of the non-wetting phase 7, > 0 is continuous and decreasing. This implies that the
function f,, is increasing and the function f, is decreasing.

e There is a positive constant 7, such that

Nw(8) +10(5) > e, Vs €[0,1]. (1.8)

e The capillary pressure p, is a continuous, strictly decreasing function in W1(0,1).
e The flow rates at the injection and production wells, ¢,q € L*(2x]0, T[) satisfy

co [a- [ 1)

e The prescribed input saturation s;, satisfies almost everywhere in 2x]0, 77|

q20,

ES]

0< sy, <1 (1.10)

Since pe, Mo, fo, @ = w, 0 are bounded above and below, it is convenient to extend them
continuously by constants to IR.

Although the numerical scheme studied below does not discretize the global pressure,
following [16], its convergence proof uses a number of auxiliary functions related to the
global pressure. First, we introduce the primitive g. of p,,

Ve € [0,1], g.(z) :/ pe(s)ds. (1.11)
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Since p, is a continuous function on [0,1], the function g. belongs to C!([0,1]). Next, we
introduce the auxiliary pressures pyg, Puwo, and g,

Vo € [0 1 pwg / fo pc Sa pog / fw pc (112)
vz e0,1], g(x)=— /0 ' %pg(s)d& (1.13)

Owing to (.4]),
Vo € [0,1], pug(x) + pog(z) = /Ox p.(s)ds = pe(x) — p.(0). (1.14)

Moreover, the derivative of g satisfies formally the identities

Vo € [0,1], na(z)pLy(x) +9¢'(x) =0, a=w,o. (1.15)

1.2. Weak variational formulation. By multiplying ([2]) and (L3) with a smooth
function v, say v € C'(Q x [0,7T]) that vanishes at t = T, applying Green’s formula in
time and space, and using the boundary and initial conditions (L4 and (I.3]), we formally
derive a weak variational formulation

—/OT/QSOSQH/OT/anpr-vv:/QwSOU(O)Jr/OT/Q(fw(sin)q_fw(s)g)v’
/OT/Qwsﬁtv%—/oT/Q%Vpo-VvZ—/QSOSOU(O)jL/OT/Q(fo(sin)q_fo(s)g)v.

But in general, the pressures are not sufficiently smooth to make this formulation mean-
ingful and following [7], by using (L.I5]), it is rewritten in terms of the artificial pressures,

[ [esows [1 [ 0500t ) +V906) - To= [ ostu0)
¥ / | Gl = 1)

/OT/Qsosaw/OT/Q(nowpo—pog(s))—Ws)) Vo= [ os)
-/ ' [ (= 1)

The two formulas coincide when the pressures are slightly more regular. With the above
assumptions, problem (LT6) has been analyzed in reference [1], where it is shown that it
has a solution s in L>(2x]0, T'[) with g(s) in L?(0,T; H'(Q)), pa, @ = w, 0, in L*(2x]0,T)
with both py, + pug(s) and p, — poy(s) in L*(0,T; H(Q)).

4
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2. Scheme. From now on, we assume that ) is a polygon (d = 2) or Lipschitz poly-
hedron (d = 3) so it can be entirely meshed.

2.1. Meshes and discretization spaces. The mesh 7, is a regular family of sim-
plices K, with a constraint on the angle that will be used to enforce the maximum principle:
each angle is not larger than 7/2, see [6]. This is easily constructed in 2D. In 3D, since we
only investigate convergence we can embed the domain in a triangulated box. Moreover,
since the porosity ¢ is a piecewise constant, to simplify we also assume that the mesh is
such that ¢ is a constant per element. The parameter h denotes the mesh size i.e., the
maximum diameter of the simplices. On this mesh, we consider the standard finite element
space of order one

X, = {Uh S CO(Q) ; VK € ﬁl,vh‘[( S ]P)l} (21)

Thus the dimension of X, is the number of nodes, say M, of T,. Let ¢; be the Lagrange
basis function, that is piecewise linear, and takes the value 1 at node ¢ and the value 0
elsewhere. As usual, the Lagrange interpolation operator I, € £(C°(Q); X},) is defined by

Yo € CO( sz¢za (22)

where v; is the value of v at the node of index 7. It is easy to see that under the mesh
condition, we have

VK, [ Vo Vo <0, it (2.3)
K

For a given node i, we denote by A; the union of elements sharing the node 7 and by N (7)
the set of indices of all the nodes in A;. In the spirit of [19], we define

e = / Vi Vol Vij. (2.4)
ANA

Recall that the trapezoidal rule on a triangle or a tetrahedron K is

d+1

| = Tl e

where f;, is the value of the function f at the ¢ node (vertex), with global number i, of
K. For any region O, the notation |O| means the measure (volume) of O.

We define 1
m; = —— E | K — A,
d+1K€Ai d+1

and taking into account the porosity ¢, we define more generally

1
nie) = —— 3 elxl K],
mi(p) d_|_1K€A.<P‘K“
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so that m; = m;(1). It is well-known that the trapezoidal rule defines a norm on Xy, |- ||,
uniformly equivalent to the L? norm. Let U), € X}, and write

M

U=y Ul

1=1

The discrete L? norm associated with the trapezoidal rule is

M 3
1Unl[n = (ZWIUZF) :
1=1

There exist positive constants C' and C, independent of h and M, such that
YU, € X, C ||UhH%2(Q) <|Unlz <C ||UhH%2(Q). (2.5)

This is also true for other piecewise polynomial functions, but with possibly different
constants. The scalar product associated with this norm is denoted by (-, ),

M
VUp, Vi € X, (Un, Vi) = ZmiUiVi- (2.6)

1=1

By analogy, we introduce the notation

M
VU Vi € Xn, (Un, Vi)E =) ma(@)UV' (2.7)
i=1
The assumptions on the porosity ¢ imply that (2.7)) defines a weighted scalar product
associated with the weighted norm || - ||7,

1
YUw € Xn,  |Unlly = ((Un, Un)})>,
that satisfies the analogue of (2.1]), with the same constants C and C,

VUL € Xn, C(ming) Ul < (10F)° < C (maxg) [Vl (28)

2.2. Motivation of the space discretization. While discretizing the time derivative
is fairly straightforward, discretizing the space derivatives is more delicate because we need
a scheme that is consistent and satisfies the maximum principle for the saturation. For the
moment, we freeze the time variable and focus on consistency in space. First, we recall a
standard property of functions of X} on meshes satisfying (2.3)).

PROPOSITION 2.1. Under condition (23), the following identities holds for all Uy, and V},
in Xy, with ¢;; defined in ([2.4):

M M
/VUh-vvh:—ZUi > cij(vj—vi)zéz S ey (U =T (V- V.
Q i=1  j#ijeN(D) i=1 j#i,jeN (i)
(2.9)



Proof. The first equality is obtained by using (2.3)), (24) and the fact that

M
Z¢j =1,
=1

as in [I5] (Section 12.1). For the second part, we use the symmetry of ¢;; and the anti-
symmetry of V7 — V? to deduce that

DU T (V=53 S e -0 (v,

i=1 i jeN() i=1 j#i,jeEN (i)
which is the desired result. O

Note that ¢;; vanishes when j ¢ AN (7). Therefore, when there is no ambiguity it is con-
venient to write the above double sums on ¢ and j with ¢ and 7 running from 1 to M.

As an immediate consequence of Proposition 2.1l we have, by taking V}, = Uy,

M

1 : 0\ 2
VU, € X, IV Unllzoio) = ﬁ< 3 eulUi — UZP) . (2.10)

1,j=1

Now, we consider the case of the product of the gradients by a third function. Beforehand,
we introduce the following notation: for indices ¢ and j of two neighboring interior nodes,
A; N A; in two dimensions is the union of two triangles and in three dimensions the union
of a number of tetrahedra bounded by a fixed constant, say L, determined by the regularity
of the mesh. We shall use the following notation

1
cw,K:/KngZV@\, ’UJK:@/KU) (211)

Note that

Z Cij,Kk = Cij- (212)

KCAiﬂA]‘
Then we have the following proposition:

PROPOSITION 2.2. Let ([23) hold. With the notation (Z1I1), the following identity holds
for all w in LY (Q):

M M
VU, Vi € X, /wV U VVi==3 U (2 cymw) (VI =V, (213)
Q@ i=1

j=1 KCA@'QAJ‘



Proof. 1t is easy to prove that

M
/ wV U, - VViy=> dU'Vi, (2.14)
& ij=1
where
AiﬂA]‘ Q

Again, we have for any i,

M

Zdij = 0, and d“ = — Z dij,

j=1 1<j<M j#i

and by substituting this equality into (2.14]), we obtain

M
/ w(VU, -V Vi)=Y Uld (V= V7). (2.16)
Q ij=1
But, in view of (2.I1I)) and (2.I5]), and since V ¢, - V ¢; is a constant in each element K
contained in A; N A,

dij = — Z Cij KWK, (217)

KCAiﬂAJ‘
and (ZI3)) follows by substituting this equation into (Z.I6]). O

Note that d;; = d;; owing to (2.I7). The first consequence of Proposition is that the
right-hand side of (ZI3)) is a consistent approximation of (w,V u -V v).

PROPOSITION 2.3. Let [2.3) hold, let u and v belong to H*(Q) and w to L®(Q), and let
U, = Lyu, Vi, = Iyv be defined by (22). Then, there exists a constant C, independent of
h, M, u, v, and w, such that

< O hl|wl| e @yllull 22 |10]] 22(0) -

)/Qqu-VvﬂLiUi( Z cijrwic) (VI = V)

ij=1 KCANA;

(2.18)
Proof. In view of the identity (2.13]), the left-hand side of (2.18) is bounded as follows:
‘ /w(vu Vo —VU,- vvh)‘ < J|w]l 2oy
Q

% (I = Un)ll 2@ IV ellzzo) + 190 = Vi lz2@) IV Unllzzce) ).

From here, (21]) is a consequence of standard finite element interpolation error. O
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Now, if w is in W1*(Q), then again, standard finite element approximation shows that
there exists a constant C', independent of h, K C A; N A;, and w, such that

H’LUK - wHLOO(K) < Ch |’LU|W1,oo(K) < Ch |w|W1,oo(Q). (219)

As a consequence, we will show that in the error formula (2.I8]), the average wy can be
replaced by any value of w in K. Since all K in A; N A; share the edge, say e;;, whose
end points are the nodes with indices ¢ and j, then we can pick the value of w at any
point, say W, of eij. At this stage, we choose this value freely, but we prescribe that it
be symmetrical with respect to ¢ and j, i.e.,

Wi = Wi, (2.20)

Then we have the following approximation result.

THEOREM 2.4. With the assumption and notation of Proposition[2.3, there exists a con-
stant C, independent of h and M, such that for all u, and v in H*(Q) and w in W1>(Q),

M
/ wVu-Vo=—=> Ue;W (VI —V') +R, (2.21)
Q ij=1

for any arbitrary value Wi of w in the common edge e;; satisfying (2.20), and the remain-
der R satisfies
|R| < Chlwlwre@)l|ullmz@o vl m2@)- (2.22)

Proof. We infer from ([212) and (ZI3) that

M M
/ w(VU-VV) ==Y U (V=V) > cjx(wx—W) =" Uleyy (V/=V )W,
@ i,j=1 KCAiNA; ij=1

Let o
Rij = Z Cij, K (UJK - WZJ)7

KCAinAJ‘

which is symmetric in ¢ and j by assumption (2.20)). As in Proposition 2.1l the symmetry
of R;; and the anti-symmetry of V7 — V' imply

M 1 M ) 1 M ) 1
i j i i i 2 j i 2
=S URG(V V) < (X IR0 - U)) (X IRV - V)) L (2.29)
ij=1 ij=1 ij=1
From the non negativity of ¢;; x, (212)), and (2.19), we infer that
‘RZJ| S < Z Cij,K)Ch |w\W1,oo(Q) = CijCh |w\W1,oo(Q).

KCAiﬂA]‘
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Hence, with (2.10) and standard finite element approximation,

)ZUZ 3 (V- <

The result follows by combining this inequality with (2.I8). O

The above considerations show that

M
- Z UicijWi’j (Vj — Vi) is a consistent approximation of / wVu- Vo,

ij=1 Q

for any symmetric choice of W in eij, the common edge of A; N A;. This will lead to
the upwinded space discretization in the next subsection, see also [23]. Furthermore, for
all real numbers V* and W%/ satisfying (220), 1 < i,j < M, the symmetry of ¢;; and
anti-symmetry of V7 — V' imply

Z CijWi’j(Vj — VZ) = 0. (224)

ij=1
2.3. Fully discrete scheme. Let 7 = % be the time step, t,, = n7, the discrete

times, 0 < n < N. Regarding time, we shall use the standard L? projection p, defined on
Jtn_1,t,), for any function f in Ll(O T), by

e (F) = (D) lr) / /. (2.25)

Regarding space, we shall use a standard element-by-element L? projection p;, as well as a
nodal approximation operator 7, defined at each node x; for any function g € L*(2) by

1 .
mlo)(@) = 5 /A g 1<i<M, (2.96)

and extended to Q by r,(g) € Xj,. The operator p, is defined for any f in L'(Q2) by
on(f)|x = px(f) where, in any element K,

1
pr(f) = W/Kf' (2.27)

0 is approximated by the operator 7,

The initial saturation s,

SY = r(s2). (2.28)

w

The input saturation s, is approximated in space and time by

Sin,h,7 = Pr (Th(sin))' (229)
10
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Clearly, (L.I0) implies in space and time
0 S Sin,h,r S 1.

In order to preserve (LY), the functions ¢ and q are approximated by the functions g, -
and q, . defined with 7, and corrected as follows:

o= r (@ = g [0@ =) a,, =0 (0~ iy [(m@ =) 230

Since @y, and q, . are piecewise linears in space, they are exactly integrated by the trape-
zoidal rule and we easily derive from (L9) and (Z30) that we have for all n,

(@Z, 1)h - (QZ’ 1)h' (2.31)

The set of primary unknowns is the discrete wetting phase saturation and the discrete

wetting phase pressure, S and PJ ;,, defined pointwise at time ¢, by:

M M
Sp=>_S"¢;, Pp,=Y Prig;, 1<n<N.

i=1 i=1
Then the discrete non-wetting phase pressure '), defined by

M
P, =Y Pl 1<n<N,
i=1
is a secondary unknown. The upwind scheme we propose for discretizing (L2)—(L3)) is
inspired by the finite volume scheme introduced and analyzed by Eymard al in [16]. For
each time step n, 1 < n < N, the lines of the discrete equations are

M
my n,i n—1,1 n,ij n,j n,i n,0\ —n,i n,i\ n,i
(‘P)(S i_ g 1’)—Zcij77w(5w’J)(Pw’] — P =m, (fw(sin )7 — fulS ’)Q ,)’

T -
j=1
(2.32)
~ M
mi(¥ n,i n—1,: n,1j n.,j n,i n,0\ =—n,i n,4\ n,i
T (gt ) =S (S (P — B) = me (07— FS™™).
j=1
(2.33)
PM— Pt =p(S™), 1<i<M, (2.34)
M
> mPpt=0. (2.35)
=1

Here 7 runs from 1 to M —1 in (2.32) and from 1 to M in (2.33)); the upwind values S™% S
are defined by
Sni if pris pni
Sl = Smd - if Pt < P (2.36)
max(S™ S™I) if Pmi= P
11



) Smioif P> P
Sl = Smdif Pt < prod (2.37)
min(S™¢, S™3) if  Pri = P
We observe that
Sn ) Sn jl’ Sn ) Sn jZ

so that, if we interpret in (232) (respectively, [2.33) 7., (Sp") (respectively, 1,(S27)) as
W% then (2.20) and hence (2.24) hold.

REMARK 2.5. Before setting (2.32)—(2.35]) in variational form, observe that:
1. The scheme (2.32))-(2.35]) forms a square system in the primary unknowns, S;* and P

2. Formula (2.32) is also valid for i = M. Indeed, we pass to the left-hand side the right-
hand side of (2.:32) and set A’ the resulting line of index i. Let AM denote what should be
the line of index M, i.e.,

M
At = TR (Gt bty S oy (5300) (P — P

T
j=1
_ mM(fw( nM)qn,M _ fw(Sn,M)gn,M)‘
Then, in view of (2.24)),
(@), s R L o
Z Az + AM Z ZT (Sn,z _ Sn—l,z) _ Zmz (fw(S;;{Z)qn,z _ fw(SnJ)gn’Z)-
i=1 i=1

By summing in the same fashion the lines of (Z33]), we obtain

M i | M o -
Z z Snz Sn—l,z) _ Zmz (fo(sirL,Z)(jn,z . fo(SnJ)gn’Z)-
=1

=1
A combination of these two equations yields

M M

A= =3 (Bl VAN —(Ful ™5 N) = =3 mila =) =0,
by virtue of ([L6]), the definition (2.25]), and (L.9)).

3. In ([232) (respectively, (233))), any constant can be added to P, (respectively, P,), but
in view of (2Z34)), the constant must be the same for both pressures. The last equation
(2.38) is added to resolve this constant. m

As usual, it is convenient to associate time functions Sy, ;, P, - With the sequences indexed
by n. These are piecewise constant in time in ]0, 7], for instance

Pons(t,x) = Pyy(x), a=w,0, V(t,x)€ Qx]t, 1,t,]. (2.38)
12



In view of the material of the previous subsection, we introduce the following form:

M
VWi, Un, Vis Zn € Xno (20, Wi Vi Unln = Y Uley WH(VI = V), (2.39)

ij=1

where the first argument Z,, indicates that the choice of W% depends on Z,. Such depen-
dence, used for the upwinding, will be specified further on, but it is assumed from now on
that W% satisfies (2.20)). Considering (2.24)), the form satisfies the following properties,

\V/Zh, Wha Vh S Xh7 [wa Wh7 Vh: 1]h = Oa (240)
1<, .
VZh Wiy Vi € Xy [ 2, Wi Vi, Vil = =5 D Wiy (Vi= V). (2.41)
i,j=1

This last property is derived by the same argument as in proving (2.9)).

With the above notation, and taking into account that (2:32]) extends to i = M, the scheme
([232)-(235) has the equivalent variational form. Starting from Sy, see (228,

find S}, Py, and P}, in X, for 1 <n < N, solution of, for all 6, in Xj,

1 — n n n n =N mn n
;(S;LL — Sy 1’ Hh)z - [Pw,hv I (0w (SK)); Pw,h? eh}h = ([h(fw(sin,h))qh - fh(fw(Sh))gh, Hh)h

(2.42)
1 — n n n n i1} n n
- ;(S}Z — Sy lﬁh)i - [Po,h7 I(Mo(SE)); Po,haeh]h = ([h(fo(sin,h))qh - Ih(fo(Sh))Qh79h>h
(2.43)
ngh - Pﬁ,h = In(pc(Sy)), (2.44)
(PJ)LJN 1>h = 07 (245)

where the choice of 1,,(S7) in the left-hand side of (2.42]) (respectively, 7,(S}) in the left-

hand side of (Z43) is given by (2.36]) (respectively (2.37)). Strictly speaking, the inter-
polation operator Ij is introduced in (2.42)) and (2.43)) because the forms are defined for

functions of X}, but for the sake of simplicity, since only nodal values are used, it may be
dropped further on.

We shall see that under the above basic hypotheses, the discrete problem (2.42)—(2.45) has
at least one solution. In the sequel, we shall use the following discrete auxiliary pressures

(compare with (LI6)):
Uw,h,T = Lw,h,1 + Ih(pwg(shﬂ—))u Uo,h,T = Lohr — ]h(pog(Sh,T))- (246>

The following theorem is the main result of this work:

THEOREM 2.6. Under the above basic hypotheses and the additional assumptions (5.42)—
13



(5.44)), the discrete solutions converge up to subsequences as follows:

lim S, =s strongly in L*(2x]0,T]),

(h,7)—(0,0)
li Uw,hyr = Pw + Pu li Uphr = Po — Pog($), kly in L*(0,T; HY(Q)),
A Uiir = Pt p q(8), o Uonr =1 Pog(s),  weakly in L7(0,T; H (Q2))
(h,'rl)iiI%O,O) Ponhr = Pa,  weakly in L*(2x]0,T]),a = w, o,

where Py, + Pug, Po — Puwg, and s solve the weak formulation (I.16]).

The proof of the theorem requires several steps that are covered in the remaining of this
work.

3. First a priori bounds. This section is devoted to basic a priori bounds used in
proving existence of a discrete solution. Existence is fairly technical and will be postponed
till Section 4l The first step is a key bound on the discrete saturation. In a second step,
this bound will lead to a pressure estimate and in particular to a bound on the discrete
analogue of auxiliary pressures.

3.1. Maximum principle. The scheme (2:32))(2.35]) satisfies the maximum principle
property. The proof given below uses a standard argument as in [16].

THEOREM 3.1. The following bounds hold:
0< S, <1 (3.1)

Proof. As 0 < s? <1 almost everywhere, by construction (2.28)), we immediately have

0< ms%ns?u < S,? < mgxs?u <1.
The proof proceeds by contradiction. Assume that there is an index n > 1 such that
Spt<1, Sp> 1.

This means there is a node 7 such that

" =Sl > 1.

and thus . '
Sn,z > Sn—l,z.
Dropping the index n in the rest of the proof, (2:32)) and (2:33)) imply
> (S — Po)+mi (fulsh)T — fu(S)d') >0, (3:2)
J#LIEN(3)
— > cma(SENP] = ) —my (fo(s1)T — fo(S)d') > 0. (3.3)
J#L,IEN (@)

14



We first show that (3.2) holds true with S% replaced by S?. Indeed if P! > PJ  then
S =St If PP < PJ then SY = S’ and as 7, is increasing and by assumption, S? < S*,

N (83) (P, = P,) < 0u(S") (P, = P,).
Finally, the term vanishes when P! = PJ. Therefore we have in all cases

Z Ciw(S*)(P] — Py) + mi (fu(sta)d — fu(SY)q') > 0. (3.4)
JFLIEN (4)

A similar argument gives

— Y cmo(SHPI = Po) = my (folsin)T — fo(S)g') > 0. (3.5)
J#L,JEN (4)

The substitution of (2.34]) into (B.5) yields

— Y ame(SY((P) = PY) + (pe( ) = pe(S) = mi (folsin)@ — fo(ST)g') > 0. (3.6)
J#IEN )

Since p, is decreasing and S* > S/, the second term in the above sum is negative. This
implies that

— Y emo(SHPL = PL) —mi (fo(sh)T — £.(ST)q') > 0. (3.7)

JF#LIEN (1)

The sum on j cancels by multiplying (B4) by 7,(5%), B1) by 1,(S?), and adding the two.
The sign is unchanged because either 7,(S?) or n,(S?) is strictly positive. Hence,

minO(Si) (fw(sfn)cj’ - fw(SZ)QZ) - mmw(Si) (fO(an)qz - fO(SZ)QZ) > 0.
By definition of f,, and f,, this reduces to
10(S") fu (i) = 1w (S) fo(s1) > 0. (3.8)

Now consider the function:

r(8) = 1o(5) fu(sin) = Mu(s) fo(sin)- (3.9)

It is decreasing and r(s{,) = 0. Then, since S* > 1 > si , see (LI0), we have

m?’

r(S) <r(s)) =0,

in

which contradicts ([B.8]). The proof of the lower bound in (B.I]) follows the same lines. O
15



3.2. First pressure bounds. The following properties will be used frequently:

LEMMA 3.2. The fact that p, is strictly decreasing and ([234)) yield the following:

P!> P! and P!<P! implies S'> 57, (3.10)
If PL = PJ then P! > PJ if and only if S* < S7. (3.11)
If PP =PI then P! < P! if and only if S' < S7. (3.12)

Let us start with a lower bound that removes the degeneracy caused by the mobilities when
they multiply the discrete pressures.

LEMMA 3.3. Let pyy and p,, be defined in (LI2)). We have for all n and any i and j

e (Un? = Up')* < nu(Su) (P! = Put)* +no(Sy ) (P — P, (3.13)

Proof. To simplify the notation, we drop the superscript n. The second mean formula for
integrals gives
Pug(S7) = pug(S') = [ fo(s)pi(s)ds = fo(€)(Pe(S7) — pe(SY)), (3.14)

S'L'

for some & between S and S7. Using (2.34]) we write

Us = Uy = (L= fo()(Ph = P) + fo() (P — Fy) = fu(&)(Ph, — PL) + fol&)(P] — ).

Therefore since f,, + f, = 1, we have

i rriy2 Nw(§) i pi)2 10(§) i pin2
U2 —-U,) S—Uw(f)+ﬂo(f)(Pw P) +—+ (P, — P)~. (3.15)

We now consider six cases.

1) If P! > PJ and P! < PJ, then 1,(SY) = n,(S?) and n,(5%) = 1,(57) when P! < P7;
when P! = PJ, the value of 7, does not matter. From (B.I0) we then have S* > S7. Since
Nw is increasing, 1,,(£) < 1n,(S?) and since 7, is decreasing, 7,(£) < 1,(S57). Thus we have

J 2 1w (Si) J_ pi2 10(55) i _ piy2
e Ol = g @ g e T
and with (L8]
(U~ U3 < — (nulSE)(PL — PL)? +nu(S)(PS — PiY?). (3.16)

*

16



2) If P! > PJ and P! > PJ | then n,(S%) = n,(S%) and 1,(S¥) = n,(S?). From

S

Mo(S) (Pe(57) = pe(S7)) = (1(S%) +mu(S") | fo(S")ps)ds,

s
and (3.14), we derive

No(S) (Pe(S7) = Pe(S) = (12(S") + 10 () (Pug (87) = Pug(S"))

SI

= (05(S)) + 1w (SY) | (fo(SY) = fols))pL(s)ds.

Si

As p. and f, are decreasing, the above right-hand side is negative. Hence
1o(S) (Pe(S7) = pe(S)) = (16(S") + N (S") (Pug(S7) — Pug(S7)) < 0. (3.17)
We multiply B.I7) by (P — P!) + (P? — P!) < 0 and use (2.34]),
(76(S") (e(S7) =pe(S")) = (16(S") +110 (S")) (Pug () —Pug (7)) (2(P), = Py) +pe(S7) = pe(S")) = 0.
By expanding and using the next inequality implied by @I4), if f,(€) # 0,
(Pug(S7) = Pug(S)) (e(S7) = pe(S)) = (Pug(S7) — Pug(S7))*,
we obtain

' no(SZ)(pc(S]) - pc(Sl))2 +2n0(SZ)(pc(S]) - pC(Sl))(PzZJ - PZ}) 2
(770(52) + nw(Si))(pwg(Sj) - pwg(Sl)) (2(Pg; - P:u) +pw9(5]) - pwg(Sl)) .

When (1,(S*) + 1,(5")) (P4 — P!)? is added to both sides, this becomes
(S (P) = Pu)* +no(S)(P) = P;)* = (06(S") + 0w (SO, = U,,)%,

and (L8] implies the desired result. It remains to consider the case f,(§) = 0, i.e., puy(S7) =
Pug(SY). If 7,(S%) # 0, then (B.IT) yields

pe(S7) — pe(S") < 0 which implies P! — P/ > P! — P!
and we deduce immediately
(ST (P = Py)? 4+ 0o(S)P) = Py)* = (u(S") +10(S")(Ph, = P)* = nu(P — P)%
When 7,(S%) = 0, we have trivially
(ST (P, = Py)* +no(S)P) = Py)* = 0u(S)(Py, — Pu)* = (P = P,)*.
3) If Pi < PJ and P! > PJ | then 1,,(5%) = 1,(S57) and 1,(5%) = 1,(5?) in the case of a

strict inequality; also S* < S7. Then ([B.I5) and the monotonic properties of 1, and 7,

yield (813). If P! = PJ, then according to (3.11)), S* < S’ and the same conclusion holds.
17




4) If P!, < PJ and P! = PJ, then from (3.12), we have S* < S’ and with (3.15)

§ 772 1w (§) i 1 (S3) J o pi2
o=V < T = P S g g o B

which is the desired result.
5) Similarly, if P{ = PJ and P! < PJ, then from (3I1I), we have S < S% and with (B.15)

i 2 10(§) i piy2 10(S¢) i pi2
R E R M M SN R

6) If P\ < P? and P! < PJ, (3.13) follows from the second case by switching ¢ and j. O

The pressure bound in the next theorem is the one that arises naturally from the left-hand
side of (2.42) and (2.43)).

THEOREM 3.4. There exists a constant C, independent of h and T, such that

N M
T > (S P = Py 4 no(Sp) (P = P)?) < C. (3.18)

n=1i,j=1

Proof. We test (242) by Py ,, Z43) by P, add the two equations, multiply by 7 and
sum over n from 1 to N. By using (Z44]) and (2.41), we obtain

N
(Sh S 1 e ( Sh %Z Z chna Snl] Pnz Pn])
n=1 a=w,o0%,j=1

; (3.19)
:ZT (fa( 1nh) foc(Sh)qMPgh)

Following [16], the first term in (B.I9) is treated with the primitive g. of p., see (III)).
Indeed, by the mean-value theorem, there exists & between S™ and S™ 1% such that

9e(S™) = ge(S™7H) = —=(S™ = ST H)pe(€).

As the function p,. is decreasing, then p.(£) > p.(S™") when S™* > S" 1 and p.(¢) <
p.(S™%) when S™" < S"~Li In both cases, we have

gc(Sn,i) - gc(Sn—l,i) S _(Sn,z - Sn—l,i>pc(5n,i>’
and owing that ¢ is positive and constant in time, ([3.19) can be replaced by the inequality

(9¢(57) = 9e(57), Z ZZ%% (Se) (Pt = P

a=w,01%,)j=1

< ZT Z 1nh) fa(Sh)qha a,h )h'

n=1 a=w,o

18
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As the first term in the above left-hand side is bounded, owing to the continuity of g. and
boundedness of S}, ;, it suffices to handle the right-hand side. Let us drop the superscript
n and treat one term in the time sum. Following again [16], in view of Lemma we use

the auxiliary pressures p,,, and py,, defined in (LI2)). Clearly, (LI4) and (2:34)) imply
P+ Dug(S?) + pog(SY) + pe(0) = PL, Vi (3.21)
Using this, a generic term, say Y, in the right-hand side of ([B.20) can be expressed as

Y :(th - gh’ Uw,h)h + (fo(sin,h)q_h - fo(Sh)ghvpc(()))h
+ (fo(sin,h)Qh - fo(Sh)gh>pog(Sh)>h - (fw(sin,h)Qh - fw(Sh)ghapwg(Sh)>h = Tl + -+ T4~

We now bound each term T;. For T, (231)) implies that any constant § can be added
to Uy n, in particular 5 can be chosen so that the sum has zero mean value in (2. Hence,
considering the generalized Poincaré inequality

Yv € HI(Q), ||UHL2(Q) < C(‘ / U‘ + HVUHLQ(Q)), (322)
Q
with a constant C', depending only on the domain €2, we have

U + Blln < Cl\Uwp + Bllr2() < CIV Ul 2,

with another constant C'. Then Young’s inequality yields

2
71| <

_ 2, M« 2
o lan — g, I% + ZHV Uwnll720);

and with Lemma [3.3], this becomes

c 5 ij j i ij j i
T3l < 5 -llan = a, i+ 5 D e (u(ST)(PL = P+ mo(SY)(P] = P)%).
* i,j=1

The term T is easily bounded since p.(0) is a number, and so are the terms 73 and 7}, in
view of the boundedness of the saturation and the continuity of p,, and p,,,. We thus have

T + T3+ T4 < C(llanllzr) + g, 21 @)

Then substituting these bounds for each n into (3:20), we obtain

N M
Ty > (M) (Pt = Py o (S (B = Pp)?) < Clanr — 4, 1 Z20s0r0
n=11

J=1

=~ =

+ [|Gh.7 22 @x10,77) + thﬂ_HLl(Qx]O,T[))a

thus proving ([B.I8). O
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By combining Theorem B.4] with Lemma[3.3] we immediately derive a bound on the discrete
auxiliary pressures. The bound (3:23) with « = o follows from the same with o = w, (L.14)),

and (2.34).

THEOREM 3.5. We have for a« = w, o0
DIV Uiz | 720570.p < C, (3.23)
with the constant C of (3.18).

4. Existence of numerical solution. We fix n > 1 and assume there exists a solution
(Spt, P[U‘;Ll) at time "' with 0 < 57! < 1. We want to show existence of a solution
(Sh, Py ) by means of the topological degree [11, [12].

Let ¢ be a constant parameter in [0, 1]. For any continuous function f : [0,1] — IR, we
define the transformed function f: [0,1] — IR by

Vs €[0,1], f(s) = f(ts+ (1 —1)h).

Since 6 is fixed, when t = 0, f(s) = f(6), a constant independent of s. Now, (2.45) implies
that any solution P, j,, of (2.42)-(2.45) belongs to the following subspace X of X,

X()JL = {Ah c Xh; / Ah = 0} (41)
Q

This suggests to define the mapping F : [0, 1] x X}, x Xo, — X5 x Xop by
F(t> Ca A) = (Ah> Ah + Bh)a

where Ay, respectively By, solves for all ©) € X},

(An, ©n) = %(Ch — Sy 007 = [Ans In(7(Gh)); Ay O],

- . (4.2)
- (]h(fw(sﬁl,h))tqg - [h(fw(Ch))tQ27 ®h)h7
(3000 = (6= 771 O0)f ~ [Puss BTG P O], )
—(In(fo(sinpa )t — In(fo(Cn))tqr, ©n),
and P, is defined by
Por = A — In(pe(Cn))- (4.4)

The choice of 1,((,) in [@2) (respectively 7,((,) in ([E3) is given by (236) (respectively
(237)) where Aj, plays the role of P, , and P, is defined in (£4]). As in (2.36) and (237),
it leads us to introduce the variables (¥ and (¥ for all 1 < i, < M. Clearly, (E2)-(@4)
determine uniquely A, and B}, and it is easy to check that Aj, + Bj, belongs to X j,.
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The mapping ¢t — F(t,(,, Ap) is continuous. Indeed, since the space has finite dimension,
we only need to check continuity of the upwinding. By splitting = into its positive and
negative part, * = ™ + x~, the upwind term, say 1, (¢¥)(PJ — P?) reads

(G (Ph = Py) = mu(t¢" + (1= 1)0) (P} = Py)-) +mu(t¢ + (1= )0)((P] = P,)+),

which is continuous with respect to t.

We remark that F(1, (s, Ap) = 0 implies that (¢, Ap) solves (2.42)-(2.45]). Conversely, if
(Chy Ap) solves (2.42)—(2.45) then F(1, (s, Ap) = 0. Thus showing existence of a solution
to the problem (2.42))—(2.43]) is equivalent to showing existence of a zero of F(1,(p, Ap).
Before proving existence of a zero, we use the estimates established in the previous section
to determine an a priori bound of any zero ((p, Ap) of F (1, (u, Ap).

4.1. A priori bounds on ((, A). In the following we consider ¢ € [0, 1] and ((, Ap) €
Xp x Xo, that satisty
F(t,Cn Ap) = 0. (4.5)
We first show that (j, satisfies a maximum principle.
PROPOSITION 4.1. The following bounds hold for all (t,(, Ap) satisfying (£5):

0< (<1 (4.6)

Proof. Either t €]0, 1] or t = 0. The proof for ¢ €]0, 1] follows closely the argument used in
proving Theorem [3.1] and is left to the reader. For t = 0 we proceed again by contradiction.
Assume first that ||(a|/z@) > 1, i.e., there is a node ¢ such that

gi = ||§hHLoo(Q) >1> gn—1i

As t =0, (£5) reduces to

> @) (A —A) >0, = am(@)(A—A) >0,  VI<i< M.

j#i J#
Since 7, and 7, are non-negative functions satisfying (L)), the inequalities above yield a
contradiction. A similar argument is used to show that (; > 0. O
Next we show the following bound on Ay,

PROPOSITION 4.2. There is a constant C' such that for all t € [0,1] we have

iy Z Cij (N = N+ pug(t¢7 + (1 — £)0) — pug(t¢" + (1 — t)@))2 <C. (4.7)

i,j=1
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Proof. The proof follows closely that of Theorem 3.5l First we show there exists a constant
(' independent of t such that

M
S ey (mltCl + (1= 00)(N — A+ 5, (¢ + (1= D0) (P, — Pi ) < O,

1,j=1

with P, ), defined in (4.4)). This bound is obtained via arguments similar to those used in
proving Theorem [3.4l The main difference is that the formula is neither summed over n
nor multiplied by the time step 7. As a consequence, the constant C includes a term of
the form 77| g.|| Lo« () arising from the bound of the discrete time derivative. To finish the
proof we must show that

e (N — N 4 P (¢ + (1 = £)8) = pug (¢ + (1 — 1)6))” < 7 (67 + (1 — £)8) (A — AD)?
+no(t¢5 + (1= )0)(P) — P,)*.

By (L.8)), this is trivially satisfied when ¢ = 0. When ¢ €]0, 1], the argument is the same as
in the proof of Lemma d

Propositions 1] and 2] are combined to obtain a bound on ||y ||n + || Ax|s-
PROPOSITION 4.3. There exists a constant Ry > 0, independent of t € [0, 1], such that
any solution (Cy, Ap) of (ED) satisfies

[Culln + [[Anlln < R (4.8)

Proof. According to Proposition [4.], there exists a constant C; independent of ¢ such that

[Cnlln < Ch.

To establish a bound on ||Ay|n, we infer from ([.I2)) that the function |py,| is bounded
by p.(0) — p.(1) because f, is bounded by one and p, is a decreasing function. Thus (£.7])
implies that there exists a constant C'; independent of ¢ that satisfies

M
. ) ‘ oA
Z ¢ij (N — Az)2 <Oy, e, [[VAR] 2 < 722’

ij=1
owing to (2.I0). As A, € Xpp, the generalized Poincaré inequality (3.22) shows there
exists a constant C3 independent of ¢ such that

(4.9)

[Anll2@) < Cs.
Then the equivalence of norm (2.5 yields
|AR][n < Cy,

and (A.8) follows by setting R; = Cy + C4, a constant independent of . O
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4.2. Proof of existence. For any R > 0, let Br denote the ball
Br = {(Cn, M) € Xn X Xop o [[Culln + [|An]ln < RY, (4.10)

and let Ry = Ry + 1, where R; is the constant of (£8). Since all solutions (s, Ap) of
(43) are in the ball Bpg,, this function has no zero on the boundary 0Bg,. Existence of a
solution of (2.42)—(2.45]) follows from the following result:

THEOREM 4.4. The equation F(1,n, Ap) = 0 has at least one solution (n, Ap) € Br,-
Proof. The proof proceeds in two steps.
First, we show that the system with ¢ = 0 has a solution:

‘F(Ov gh,Ah> = 0.

This is a square linear system in finite dimension, so existence is equivalent to uniqueness.
Thus we assume that it has two solutions, and for convenience, we still denote by ((p, Ap)
the difference between the two solutions. The system reads

Tig— 3 cma®W —A) =0, 1<i<M, (4.11)
T i#iGeN (i)

G- gm0 —A) =0, 1<i< M, (4.12)
T i#iGeN (i)

We add the first two equations, multiply by A, and sum over i. Then (ZI0) and (241
imply that A, is a constant and finally (413 shows that this constant is zero. This yields

Cn = 0.
Next, we argue on the topological degree. Since the topological degree of a linear map is
the sign of its determinant, we have

d(F(0, Chy An), Bry,0) # 0.

We also know that d(F(t,(n, Ap), Br,,0) is independent of ¢ since the mapping t —
F(t,Cn, Ap) is continuous and for every ¢ € [0, 1], if F (¢, (n, Ap) = 0, then (¢p, Ap) does not
belong to Bg,. Therefore we have

d(F(1,¢p, Ar), Br,,0) = d(F(0, Cp, Ar), Br,,0) # 0.
This implies that F(1,(n, Ap) has a zero (¢n, Ap) € Bg,. O

5. Additional pressure estimates. The pressure estimates ([B.I8) and (3.23) are
not sufficient to pass to the limit in the scheme (2.42))—(2.45). These are nonlinear equa-
tions and we need strong convergences that do not stem directly from (B.I8]) and (3:23).
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Following [16], we propose to derive a bound for the gradient of ¢, see (LI3), at s = S}, .
Then, under suitable assumptions on the behavior of 7, 7/, and p., we shall prove the
strong convergence of g(Sy,) in L?(2x]0,T[) and in turn the strong convergence of Sj, ,
in L?(Qx]0,TY).

Estimating the gradient of g(S) ;) is a long and intricate process; it is based on the fact
that

9(5) = g™ < C(fulS™) = £u(8™)) (9(5™) — 9(5™).

see (5.59). Therefore, we must derive a bound for the product of the gradients of g and
fuw- This is split into several steps.

5.1. A preliminary inequality. Our starting step is the following inequality:

PROPOSITION 5.1. There exists a constant Cy independent of h and T such that

_Z Z ah’na a,h);fa(SZ)7P(Zh]h:Rl> (51)
where the remainder Ry satisfies |Ry| < Cf.

Proof. By testing (2.42)) with I, f,,(S}) and (243)) with I, f,(S}'), adding the resulting
equalities, and multiplying by 7, we obtain

N N
> (S =S oS = FolSINT =D 7 Y [Pl S £a(SP), Payl,
n=1 n=1 a=o,w

T
[ (@ X s o0y = (a0 - FalS0)?),) < Aldlraor,

a=o,w a=o0,w

(5.2)

in view of (L.6) and (L9). To control the time difference of S, ;, we introduce the global
flux defined by

w01 Gl = [ (ulo) - o). 53)

and we write
(Sh = Sh~ ) (fu(Sh) = fo(SR)) = (Si = SpHG(Sp).
But by (LO), G'(z) = 2f,(x) — 1 is increasing. Hence, considering that
G(Sp) = G(Sy™1) = (Sh = Sy )G (o),

for some ¢ between S}’ — S}L‘_l, we easily check that

G(Sy) — G(Sp™) < (Sy = Sp7HG'(Sp)-
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Thus, the properties of ¢ imply

N

D> (S =S fu(S) = L(SM)F = (G(SY). 1)f = (G(S), 1)f.

n=1
But the boundedness of S}, ;, the continuity of f,, and the properties of ¢ imply
[(G(S), Df = (G(Sp), | < ¢,
with a constant C’ independent of h and 7. By substituting these inequalities into (5.2))
we derive (51) with Cy = 4 ||| £ @xjo,rp + €' O

5.2. Some discrete total flux inequalities. In this section, it is convenient to work
directly on the scheme (2Z:32)—(2.33). For each index i, the sum of the equations (2:32) and
233)) give, for 1 <i < M and 1 <n < N,

= > mSEPT = P 4 no(SE) (P = P = mi(a™ = ).
J#4LIEN (3)

Following [16], this suggests to define a discrete anti-symmetric upwinded total flux,

Frid =, (SmY (P — PIY) — o (SE0) (P — P (5.4)
it satisfies N , ,
Z Cian,Z] — mi(qn,z o gn,z)‘ (55)
J#1JEN(9)

This identity yields a first bound for the discrete total flux.

PROPOSITION 5.2. The discrete total flux F™% satisfies the following bounds for o = w, 0:

N M
1> 7> LS e F9) < 2l axgorp- (5.6)

n=1 ij=1

Proof. The statement follows by multiplying (5.5) with 7 f2(S™"), and summing

N M N M
DT LS e =y (Y mafA(S™) (@ — ) < 2|llz exgor.
n=1

= i,j=1 n=1 =1
a

To simplify some of the calculations below, it is convenient to drop the time superscript n,
when there is no ambiguity, and restore it when needed.

By using the relation (7)), £ can also be written as
F'7 = — (nu(Si) +10(55)) (P, = Pl) = 16(S5) (pe(S7) = pe(S"))

== (mu(S) + 1o (S (P = o) + 1w (S]) (pe(S7) = pe(S7)).
25

(5.7)



In order to insert it into (5.1]), we bring forward F'* in the expressions for 1, (S%) (P! — P!),
a = w,o0. Starting from the identity

M52 (Ph = PL) = Ful S [ (1S + ma(SD) (P = P2) + ol 59) (pe(57) - pel )
~no(SP) (el S7) = pe(S) + (no(S) = malSH)) (P = i),
the expression (B.7) leads to

(S (P = PL) = Fu(SH) = F9 (S (pe(87) = pe(5)+ (no(SH) —mo(S)) (P = Py

(5.8)

Similarly,

Ho(SH) (P = Pi) = fo(S5) [ = FY 0 (S)(pelS7) = pe(S)) + (1 (S5) —mul(S)) (P = P2
(5.9)

We also introduce the anti-symmetric quantities that collect the terms other than F'¥ in

m and (|5__..9|),

Cil = 1055 (e(57) = pe(S%)) = (mo(SF) = mo(S)) (P, = FL), (5.10)
Oy = =mu(S) (pe(S7) = pe(8Y) = (0 (SY) = m( SD) (P = B (5.11)

With this notation, we have
1a(S2)(P1 — Pi) = fo(ST)[ - F — CY], a=w,o.

Thus, the term that is summed over 7 in (IBZI) has the expression

= D SlS) X emaSHPI-P) = 3 SulS) Y0 cufalSY(F+CY).

a=w,o Jj#i,5EN(3) Q=w,0 J#LIEN (3)
(5.12)
Now, we reintroduce the superscript n and to simplify, we set
Apin — Z Fa(5™) Z% Ja(SmTy (5.13)
azn fa Snl Zczyfa Snzg)cnzg (514)

With this notation, our next proposition is derlved by substituting (5.12)—(5.14) into (5.1I).
PROPOSITION 5.3. We have, with the remainder Ry of (5.1I),

Z ZAm+Z S A= (5.15)

i=1 a=w,o

We must transform suitably each term in this sum to bring forward g. Let us start with
the first term of (5.1%)), i.e., the combination of the discrete total flux.
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5.3. Combination of the discrete total flux. To simplify, let A; denote the first

term,
N M
DD DD SRFAC T ACTTA])
n=1

i,j=1 a=w,o0

Inspired by (5.6]), we introduce the difference

N M
Ag= A= 07 D7 (JAS™) + F2(S™)) ey Y.

n=1 ij=1

Clearly, As collects the discrepancies arising from the upwinding,

Ay =3Tr 30 D0 [fal S e (FalS2Y) = ful ™) F10). (5.16)

1,j=1 a=w,o

As (B.6]) yields
Ay = Ay + Ry, with |Ry| < 41|l xjo,p)> (5.17)

a bound for A; stems from a bound for A;. To this end, in view of (5.16), it is useful to
consider the four subsets of indices j € N (i), # 4, union and intersection:
Nu(@) ={j € N(0); Py? > Pp'}, No(i) = {j e N(i); P > P}
Nus(i) ={j € N(i),j # i3 Py’ = Py, 8™ > "1},
Nosli) = (G € N(i),j #1; P19 = P, S™ < gmiY, (5.18)
UN (3) = No(i) UNG(3) U N s 0) U NG, 5(3),
Nz(i) ={j € N(i); P > P™ and P > P™},
Strictly speaking, these subsets should we written with the superscript n, but we omit it

for the sake of simplicity. Then we have the following bound for As:

PROPOSITION 5.4. There exists a constant Cy, independent of h and 7, such that

N

M
T3 lfulS™) = fulS™) P 4 Ry, (5.19)
=1

i=1 JEUN (i)

AQI—

N —

n

where the remainder R3 satisfies

|Rs| < Cy = 2|q]| . xjo,1p-

Proof. Let us drop the superscript n. By definition, f,,(S%) — f,(S%) = 0 when P! > PJ
and when P! = PJ and S° > S7. Similarly, f,(S¥) — f,(S?) = 0 when P} > PJ and when
P! = PJ and S™ < S7. Therefore, the nth term in Ay, say as, reduces to

M
Qg = Z Z fa(Si) Z Cii (fa(Sj) _ fa(Si))Fij.
=1 a=w,o FENw(i)UN 5 (i)
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By expanding the products, this can be written
M
1 . . . ) -
[ —5 Z Z Z Cij (fi(S’) — fi(S]) + (fa(Sl) - foz(S]))2)F”' (520)
i=1 a=w,0 jEN(1)UN,, 5 (1)

Since ¢;; vanishes when j is not a neighbor of i, we have, by interchanging ¢ and j and
using the anti-symmetry of F¥ and the symmetry of ¢;;,

M
—Z S ofA(SFT = > ey fa(SHFY. (5.21)
i=1 jENW(D) i=1,j=1,P} <P}
Similarly,
M M
20 i\ i 2 ( Qi i
—Z Z Cij fo () FY = Z Cijfuw(S")EFY. (5.22)
i=1 jEN,.5(i) i=1,j=1,Pi =P}, §i>57
Hence
1 M
——Z Y a(falS) = fa(SNFT =—5 > epfi(SHFY,
i=1 jENW(i) i=1,j=1,P},#P},
and
1 M 2/ i 2/ qj ij 1 - 2/ Qi ij
52 > wlfalS) = faSNFI=—5 Y eufa(SHFY,
i=1 jEN, (i) i=1,j=1,Pi =P},

because there is no contribution from the indices 7, j such that P! = P7 S = S7 since in
this case the factor F/ = (. The same is true for the non-wetting phase. Thus

1 M . o 1 M o
5 3D I SRR THCO R ACH) IR Sl S Ao
a=w,0 i=1 jeNL(1)UNy, s () a=w,o0i=1,j=1
By comparing with (5.6]), we see that
1 ) ) -
52 Z > Do (£28M) = £2(8™) P < 2|\l ooy (5:23)
=l =1 a=w,0 jENa ()N, s(i)

This and the equality
(Fo(8™) = folS™))" = (FulS™) = fulS™))",
readily imply (5.19). O

Now, we set

M
ij j i\ 2 g 1 ij
AT = e (Jul87) = Ju(SO)FT, as=—5 30 3 AV (5.24)
1=1 jeUN (i)
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The next proposition simplifies the expression for as.

PROPOSITION 5.5. We have

Z Z e (ful &) = fulSH)°FY. (5.25)

Proof. By expanding the indices in the set UN (i), interchanging the indices ¢ and j, and
using the anti-symmetry of AY, we derive

1 y 3 3
s j ij ij
=5((X X+ X e X a)
a=w,0 pi > pJ Pi=P),Si<Si Pi=P],5i<Si
Now, we split the first two sums above as follows:
Sy a- ¥ owe T oae ¥ ow
Q=w,0 pi > pjJ Pi>Pj,Pi>P] Pi,> P}, Pi<P] Pi>P],Pi <P,
This leads to
) _ 1] 17 1) 17
T T we T owe ¥ owe 5w
JENF (1) P> P}, Pi<P] Pi>P},Pi,<Pi, P}, =P}, 81 <8 Pi=P},5i<Si
The anti-symmetry of AY gives
O D YD SR
Pji,>P}, Pi<P] P> P}, PI<P} P}, > P}, P]=P}
By substituting and applying twice again the anti-symmetry of A%, we derive

a4y — Z Aij_l_%( Z Al Z A _ Z Al _ Z Az’j).

JENF (1) Pi>P],Pi=P), Pi,>P), Pi=P] Pi=P},51<S Pi=P] Si<Si
(5.26)
Note that

dooooAT= Y AV

Py>PJ,P,=P}, Pi>PJ,P,=P},
since the additional term is zero. Therefore, in view of first (B.11)) and next ([B.12),
i _ ij i ij
DD CA S’ C) o= Y Al
Pi>P,P,=P] Py=P},3'<Si Pi,>P}, Pi=P] Pi=P],51>87

Thus all terms multiplying £ in (5.26) are cancelled and we recover (5.25)). O

By applying (5.17) and Propositions [5.4 and 5.5 A; has the following expression:
29



PROPOSITION 5. 6 We have

503" 5 s ]

i,j=1 a=w,o0

M (5.27)
= ZTZ ST i (fulS™) = fu(S™)) F™ 4 Ry,
n=1 1=1 jeENZ(i)
where
|Ra| <6l 21 @xj0.1p- (5.28)

This settles the contribution of the first term of (5.15]); the second terms are handled in
the next subsection.

5.4. Terms involving the capillary pressure and mobility. These are the terms
Aqin defined in (5.14). By virtue of the anti-symmetry of C%, we can write for & = w, 0

—_

Z fa(SY)ei; f2(S9) C = —= Z (FalS7) = fal(S)) i fa(SY) CF. (5.29)

i,j=1

Owing to (I.6)), the term with a = o in the right-hand side is 5 Z%Zl (fuw(S7) = fu(S))cis fo(SH) CH.
Therefore,

l\D

M M
SN Aui=s Z (FulS™) = Fu(S™)) (= Ful(S¥) Cl¥ 4 £,(S29) C). (5.30)

a=w,o i=1
Let K denote the symmetric term
KV = e (fu(S™) = fu(S™) (= fu(S5™7) Co¥ + fo(S5Y) Co);
by virtue of this symmetry, we have
M
Yo Avin= Y. K™ + > KM (5.31)
a=w,o0 i=1 P 1>Pn3 Pﬂf Z_Pnj

5.5. Combining all terms. By substituting (5.27) and (5.31)) into (5.15]), we obtain
the next lemma.

LEMMA 5.7. We have

- S [R5kl S0 P, =322 culfulS™) = fulsm) F

n=1 a=o,w =1 jeENE()
= > c(fulS™) = fulS™)) (fulS57) O = fo(S3) CoY)
PRt PRI
— 5 (a8 — FulS™) (Ful S5 C — £(S3Y) C3))] + R
Pi=pp7

(5.32)
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with Ry bounded by (5.28).

Thus, to bring forward g, we must suitably combine the terms of the above sum over i,
and this is done by examining all pairs of indices (i, 7) involved in (5.32), i.e., the pairs of
indices in the following sets: (i) P! > PJ and P! > P?, (ii) P! > PJ and P! < PJ, (iii)
P. > Pi and P! = PJ, (iv) P{, = PJ and P! > P, (v) P, = PJ and P! < PJ. Note
that the sixth case that would be P! = PJ and P! = PJ brings no information because it
implies that S? = S7.

For the argument below, we shall use the following intermediate result.

PROPOSITION 5.8. For each indices i and j, there exist (non unique) points o and o/
between S* and S7 such that

9(87) = g(S") = =no(@) fu(@) (Pe(S?) = pe(S")) = —nw (@) fo(a') (pe(S7) — pe(S7)). (5.33)

Proof. By the definition (L.I3]),
) . g7 7
o) = o(5) == [ ml@ i) de == [ n@ b e (630

Since the functions n,f, and 7, f, are continuous and do not change sign between S* and
S, ([533) follows from the second mean formula for integrals. O

To simplify, the superscript n is dropped.

5.5.1. The case P! > PJ and P! > PJ. The following holds:
PROPOSITION 5.9. Let P! > PJ and P! > PJ; then the factor of T in (5.32)) satisfies
Cij (fw(S]) o fw(SZ)) ((fw(S]) o fw(SZ))Fw - (fw(SZ>C1Zg - fo(SZ)Céj))

| | | | (5.35)
> Cij (fu(S7) = fu(S) (9(S7) — g(S57)).

Proof. Let EY denote the left-hand side of (5.35)). In the case P! > PJ and P! > PJ, an
expansion of F¥ and C¥ yields

B = = —ci; (fu(S7) = £u(S)) (m(S) + no(57) (P], — PY)

= i (fu(S7) = FulS) (Pe(57) = () (M) (fu(S7) = FuS) +2

1o (S")0(S") )
Mo (57) +10(59) /-

As P! > P! the first line in the above right-hand side is nonnegative and hence

EY > —cij (fu(87) = fu(8) (pe(S7) = pe(S)16(S%) (fu(87) + fu(S7)).
Now, either S* < 87 or S* > S7. If S* < S7, then f,(S7) > f,(S%) and p.(S7) < p.(S?)
because f,, is increasing and p, is decreasing. This implies in particular that
E7 > = cij(fu(S7) = fu(S1) (Pe(S7) = pe(S")10(S") fun(S7)
> —cij (fu(S7) = fu(8") (0e(S7) = Pe(S"))n0(@) fu (),
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for any = between S* and S7. Then (5.35) follows from the first part of (5.33).
If S* > S7, then f,,(S7) — fu(S?) <0, p(S7) —pe(S?) > 0, and we infer from (7)) that £%

reads
B9 =y (£ulS7) ~ £ulS) [ (05 + mlS) (Ful ) — £ul$) (P~ )
+ (fuw(S7) = fu(S) (10(S) + 10(S7)) (pe(S7) = pe(ST))

i g i 7y i Uw(Si)%(Si)
+ (2e(87) = 2e(SN) (1S (Fu(87) = ful8) + 2. s 2o ).

Since P! — P? > 0, the first line in the above right-hand side is nonnegative, and thus

B 25 (£u(5%) = 1o(5)) (0e(57) = pe(5) [(1u(5%) = 1u(57)) (1u(5") + 1o(5))

3y i i 1 (S)10(S?)
+ (ful87) = fu(89)n(5") + 2770 +770(Si)}’

which reduces to

E7 > ¢i(fuw(S") = fu(S)) (pe(S7) = pe(S*)) 1 (S) (fo(S7) + fo(S7))-
This leads for instance to

E7 > = cij(fu(S7) = fu(S)) (pe(S7) = pe(S")) 10 (S") fo(S7)
> —cij (fu(S7) = fu(S")) (pe(S7) — pe(S)) 10 (@) fo(2),

for any x between S and S7. Then (5.35]) follows from the second part of (5.33). O

5.5.2. The case P! > PJ and P! < PJ. We have
PROPOSITION 5.10. Let P¢ > PJ and P! < PJ; then the factor of T in (5.32) satisfies

— Cij (fw(S]) - fw(SZ» (fw(SZ)ng - fo(Sj)ng) 2 Cij (fw(SJ) - fw(Sz)) (g(S]) - g(f;)%6)

Proof. Let EY denote the left-hand side of (5.36). We have P/ — P! < 0 and P — P! > 0.
Then S¥ = S and S¥ = S7; also 7 < S’ which implies that 7,(S7) < 7,(S5?) and
Mo(57) > 1,(S"). The expression for C% becomes (see (5.10) and (5.11))

C = 1o(S7) (pe(57) = pe(S) = (1o(S7) = 16(S7)) (P2 — PL),

G = =1 (S) (pe(S7) = pe(S")) = (1(S7) = 1 (S%)) (P] = P)).
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Hence

B = — iy (£u(S7) = fu51) (£l (10(5) (pe(S7) = pel(ST) + (0o(S7) = mo(%)) (P — Py)
o 1o(87) (1 (S (Pe(S7) = pe(S") + (%) = mu(S1) (P2 = F2))
= i (FulS7) = FulSY) (P = P (FulS) (m0(S7) = mu(S)) + Fu(S) (1(S7) = 1u(5)))
+ (pel7) = e(S) (fulSILS7) + £o(S7)m(57) )
= —cis(FulS7) = fulS >)(<Pg P (FalS) ((S7) = 1o(S7) + 1o(5) (00(S7) = 1 (57))
+ (Pe(S7) = pe(57)) 1 (57) (fo(S?) + fol SJ)))

It follows from the above considerations that

—Cij (fu(S7) = fu(S%) (Pe(57) = pe(ST)) 0 (S°) (fo(S7) + fo(S7))
> —Cij (fw(Sj> fw(SZ)) ( c(Sj) - pc(Si))nw(Si)fo(Sj))
> —cij (fuw(S7) = fu(8) (Pe(S7) = pe(ST)) () fo (),

for any = between S and S7. Now, the sign of the factor
Fuw(SD) (16(S7) = 00(SY)) + fo(57) (1 (S7) = 10(S"))
is not clear. If it is nonnegative, then the whole term
—Cij (.fw(S]) - fw(SZ))(Pg - P;) (.fw(Sl) (no(Sj) - 770(52)) + fo(Sj)(nw(Sj) - nw(Sl)))
is also nonnegative,
EY > —Cij (fw(Sj) - fw(Sz)) (pC(Sj) —pc(Si))Uw(if)fo(!’f))-
and (5.36) follows from (5.33)). If
Fw(S) (10(87) = n6(5%)) + fo(S7) (1 (S7) — 7u(ST)) < 0
then we rewrite E¥ in terms of P,,
B =~ (Ful 8) = Ju(S)) [(Ph = P (Ju(S) (16(57) = m(ST) + JolS7) (m(S7) = 1 ("))
 (PelS) = pelS) (£ulS)(S7) + mal(S7)£,(57)) |
Since the first line is now nonnegative, we infer

E7 = = e (£ul7) = fulS) (pelS) = pelS))no(57) (ful$7) + fulS))
> i (FulS) = Fu(5Y) (pe(S7) = pe(S))1o(2) fu (),

again for any x between S* and 57, and the result follows from (5.33)). O
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5.5.3. The case P! > P/ and P! = PJ. In this case, p.(57) — p.(S%) > 0, §7 < 5%,
and we have the following result:

PROPOSITION 5.11. Let P! > PJ and P! = PJ; then the factor of T in (5.32)) satisfies

— ¢ (fu(S7) = fu(89) (fu(S)CU = fo(S)C) = cij(fu(S7) = fu(S)) (9(57) — g(?;)?))-?)

Proof. Let E% denote the left-hand side of (5.37). We have C7 = 1,(S")(pc(57) — pe(57))
and C7 = —n,(5%) (pc(S7) — pe(S*)). Hence

EY = —cij(fu(S7) = fu(S") (fu(S)m6(S") + fo( )0 (S") (pe(S7) = pe(57))
= —¢;j () = fu(S)) (pe(S7) = pe(S")) (16(S") fus(S7) + 0 (S") fo(57)).-

From here, (5.37) is derived as in the end of the proof of Proposition [5.10. O

5.5.4. The case P{ = PJ and P! > PJ. In this case, p.(57) < p.(S?) and S7 > S°.
We have the following result:

PROPOSITION 5.12. Let P! = PJ and P! > P?; then the factor of T in (5.32) satisfies
= 565 (fulS) = fu(59) (fu(S)CF = o(SNCY) = Fei (ful5) = fu(57)) (9(57) — 9(S57)).
(5.38)

Proof. In this case, C¥ = 1,(S") (pc(57) — pe(S")) and C¥ = —n,,(S) (pe(57) — p(S7)).
Then the left-hand side E% of (5.3]) is
EY = — %Cz‘j (fulS7) = fu(ST) (Pe(S7) = pe(S")) (fu(S7)10(S") + oS )mw(ST))

> _§Cij (.fw(S]) - fw(SZ)) (pc(S]) - pc(Sl))fw(S])no(SZ)a
and the proof of (5.38) proceeds as above. O

5.5.5. The case P! = PJ and P! < PJ. In this case, p.(S?) > p.(S?) and hence
St > S7. We have the following result:

PROPOSITION 5.13. Let P! = PJ and P! < P?; then the factor of T in (5.32) satisfies
= 56 (Ju(S7) = fu(57) (fu(S)CF = £o(S)CF) 2 56 (ful ) = fu(5) (9(57) = 9(57)).
(5.39)
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Proof. In this case, Cif = 1,(57) (pe(57) — pe(S7)) and CF = =1, (57) (pe(S7) — pe(S?)).
Then the left-hand side E" of (5.3]) is
EY =~ %Cij (fu(S7) = fu(SY)) (Pe(S7) = pe(SY)) (fur(S)6(S7) + foS)10(S7))

> Ly (1) = £ul5) ((59) = (S (S ('),

and the proof of (5.39) ends as above. O

5.6. Auxiliary bound for the gradient of g. The following theorem is the first
outcome of this section.

THEOREM 5.14. There exists a constant C, independent of h and T, such that

[ [ 9 V| < €. a=w.o (5.40)

Proof. Owing to (L)), it suffices to prove (5.40) when o = w. By applying Propositions
F.9H5.13 to Lemma [5.7 and combining with Proposition 5.1l we readily derive that

Doty > ep(fulS™) = fulS™)) (9(S5™) = g(5™) < C, (5.41)

n=l =l jeN () Pyt 2Py

with a constant C' independent of h and 7. Therefore, (5.40) will follow if we bound the
summand for all j such that P < P™J. But the symmetry of the summand implies that

2 2 a8 ful8T) (9(8™) — o(S™)

=L jeN @), Py <Py
S5 Y allS™ — ) (05 - (5™,
=1 GeN (i), Pyt> Pyl

Hence

[ VOGSV =23 3 eful8) = fulS™) 0(5™) — a(5™)

=1 jeN(i),Pyi>PyY
FY Y s - (5T (o(5) - 6(57),
=1 jeN(i), Py =Py’

and (5.40), with another constant C, follows by substituting this equality into (5.41]). O

5.7. Bound for the gradient of g. In order to deduce from (5.40) a direct bound
for the gradient of g, we need to sharpen the assumptions on the mobility.
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5.7.1. Assumptions on the mobility. Here we assume that

and 1, € W1(0,1), a = w, 0. Furthermore, we assume that, for all z €]0, 1],

1
Oéwl’ew_l < n/ (SL’) < —LL’ew_l, Hw > 1’0 <y < 1’ (542)
«

— Tw —

a(l—z)fe < —plz) < —A—2)%t 6,>1,0<a,<1, (5.43)

1
a—xBS_l(l — )Pt > () > aza® T (1 —2)M T B3, B, >0,0<a3 < 1. (5.44)
3

From (5.42)) and (5.43)), we deduce respectively, for all = €]0, 1],

w 1
Z—wxew < nu(z) < ~n g% (5.45)

Qo

(1—x)% < no(z) <

7 — (1— )%, (5.46)

The sum of these two inequalities reads for all x €]0, 1],

w . 1 1
Qo w4 Y0 g < () + 10() < 20

i 0o
0. 9, ol b, (1 =)™

Let ¢ denote the lower bound in this inequality. It is easy to check that ¢ is a nonnegative
continuous function of = on [0, 1], hence uniformly continuous. Therefore, it is bounded
and as it does not vanish in this interval, it is bounded away from zero. Thus there exists
a positive constant C,;, such that

Yz €[0,1], Cum < l(z) = %xe“’ + %(1 — )% < Choa (5.47)
where . )
C'max = InaXge[o,1] (Oé 0 x@w + ﬁ(l - .TL’>90> : (548>

5.7.2. Properties of the derivatives of f, and g. By definition, we have

N (2)ne(x) .
Te(@) + (@) e

which is positive in |0, 1[. Considering (L), (5.43]), and (5.46]), we infer

g'(x) =~

1 1 1
() € e (L) (5.49)
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thus implying that ¢’ is a bounded function, i.e., g is Lipschitz continuous. Note that the
Lipschitz constant L of g is bounded by

1 1 1
L< . Ow=1+P3 (1 _ g)0o=1401) 5.50
ooy by, a0, Ha%ze(o,1] (:)3 ( 7) ) ( )

On the other hand, (5.44)—(5.47) yield for all x €]0, 1],

Qg Qy %xew—uﬂs(l — x)"o—“fﬁ‘* > 0. (5.51)

/ > Sw
9@ =G 5.0,

Thus g € W*°(0,1) is a strictly monotonic increasing function on [0, 1] with range [0, 3]

for some 3 > 0, hence invertible with inverse g=! € W1°°(0, 3).

Now, we turn to f,. By definition, we have
, 1

Fulw) = o (e () = (). (552

The inequalities (5.42)-(5.47) imply that

fol@) > —21 OOty [eloxew_l(l — )% + %xew(l _ x)Go—l].
Thus,
3 Aoy 1 0, _
Ve € [0.q) fule) 2 F g () e (5.53)
and ' 1
! QpQly 2% _
Vr € [Za 1, f,(z) > 2 0 (1) (1 _I)eo 1 (5.54)

Let us use these results to compare ¢’ and f/. It follows from (549) that

VxE[OB

71]7 g/(SL’) <

( 1 1 1 HOCéaX) oQw_ g,-1
aag ayby, and, azan, / C2, 0, ’

and by setting

01:< 11 1 490900131%)

aag 0l a0, Oty

and comparing with (5.53]), we obtain

Vo e [0 ;

9@ < Cifilo). (555)

w

Similarly,

(1—xz)%,

1 1 1 ewcglax> oy
2.0

max "~ W

vrelpl o)<

g Qb b,
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so that, by setting

02:( 11 1 49w9wC§wX>

s 0,0y, iy, oy

and comparing with (5.54]), we deduce

vz e [i, 1, (@) < Cof’(2). (5.56)

This leads to the desired relation between the derivative of f, and g:
Vz e [0,1], g'(z) <Cf, (), (5.57)

where C' = max(Cy, Cy).
The main result of this section follows by combining (5.57) with (5.40]).
THEOREM 5.15. Under the assumptions (5.42)~(5.44)) on the derivatives of the mobilities

and capillary pressure, there exists a constant C, independent of h and T, such that

IV (I (9(Sh ) z2x10.mp) < C. (5.58)

Proof. Let (i,7) be any pair of indices. If S™* < S™7 then by (5.57),
. . sm7 Smd ' .
Fuw(S™) = fu(S™) = fo(x)de>C [ g'(x)de=C(g(S™) — g(S™)).

Syt Sn,i

As g is increasing, we have g(S™7) — g(S™") > 0. Therefore

(fulS™) = fu(S™)) (g(S™) = g(S™)) = Clg(S™) — g(S™")[*. (5.59)
By changing both signs, the same result holds when S™7/ < S™. Then (5.58) follows from

(6.40). O

6. Convergence. The interpolants of pag(Sh,-), 9(Sh,r), and p.(Sy-) play an impor-
tant part in this work, see Theorems and [0.15] and (2.44]). Therefore, we begin by
studying convergence properties first of 1,(g(Sh.-)) and Iy (pag(Sh.r)), @ = w, 0, and next
I (pe(Shr)). Some results will stem from an interesting relation between differences in
values of Sy, - and g(Sh.).

6.1. Properties of 1,(9(Sh-)) and Ij,(Pag(Sh,r)), o =w,o0 .

6.1.1. Convergence properties of I;(g(Sy,)). Let K be an element of 7;, with
vertices a;, 1 <1i < d+ 1 (local numbers); then

d+1

[ 1Sl = [ 1o 5ol
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As 0 < S™ ¢; <1 and ¢ is increasing, we have

d+1 d+1 d+1 d+1

O<anz¢Z<ZSnz anz )Szg(sn,z)
i=1

=1

Hence
d+1

[ laSneP < @+ DTS 6(5)

As a consequence, there exist constants C', D, E, independent of n, h and 7, such that

l9(Sne) ()l 2@) < CllIn(9(Shr) (En))lln < DIHA(g(Shr) E)E < E!lfh(g(Sh,T)(tn))||L(2<Q))v
6.1
owing to (2.5) and (2.8). These inequalities carry over to the norm in L*(Q2x]0,T'[).

Now, let us prove the following convergence property of I;(g(Sh.+))-

LEMMA 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [5.13, we have

i 905k = Iu(9(Sho) @m0y = O (6.2)

Proof. For any x in any element K of T,, we have

d+1 d+1

Li(9(Sh)) (@, t) = 9(Shr) (@, 1) Zg S"Npi(x) — (Y S"gi()).

1=1

As Sj- is a polynomial of degree one in K, it attains its maximum and its minimum in
space at vertices of K, say g(S™¢) and g(S™") are its maximum and minimum respectively.
Thus, recalling that ¢ is a nonnegative monotonically increasing function,

d+1 d+1

Zg(sn,z)¢l( < g Sné an2¢2 > g(Sn,r)
=1

Hence

—_

n=

N
12h(9(Snr)) = 9(Sh)lFa@xgory < D7 D Kllg(S™) = g(S™"). (6.3)
KeTy
For any node 7, let
= Max | K|,

where the maximum is taken over all elements K in A;. Then we can readily check that

N N
ZT Z |K||g(Sn,Z) Snr Z Z/{z Z ‘g Sn] Snz)‘
n=1 KeT, n=1 =1 ]EN(z)
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where C' is a bound for the maximum number of elements that share a common edge,
bound independent of h and 7 by virtue of the regularity of the mesh. Now, recall the
classical formula in each d-simplex K,

_ L [F|F]
1969051 = (6.4

where Fj is the face opposite to the vertex a; and n; is the exterior (to K) unit normal to
the face F;. The regularity of the mesh implies that there exists a constant ¢y, independent
of h and 7, such that

|’I’Li . nj| Z Co.

Hence, using again the regularity of the mesh, we obtain

/ IV ¢V oy > Chi?,
K
and denoting by p;; the minimum of hg for all K in A; NA;, we deduce
Cij > Cp?j_Q, (6.5)
with another constant C' independent of h and 7. By collecting these results, we derive

1Za(9(Sh.r)) = 9(Sn) 1 Z2@xiory S C YT ) ki (%)Cm}g(S"’j) —g(S")[". (6.6)

n=1 i=1 jeN() "U
With another application of the regularity of the mesh, this becomes

12(9(Sh.r)) = 9(Shr)l72@x10rp < CRAIV (Tn(9(Sh o)) 72 (@10, (6.7)

(note that the power of h is independent of the dimension) and the limit (6.2)) follows from
Theorem [5.15 O

6.1.2. Relation between ¢(5™7) —g(S™") and S™7 —S™'. Here, we derive an upper
bound for S™/ — S™" in terms of g(S™7) — g(S™").

LEMMA 6.2. Under the assumptions (5.42)~([5.44) on the derivatives of the mobilities and
capillary pressure, there exists a constant C', independent of h and T, such that for all i,
J, andn L

|S™7 — 5™ < C'g(S™) — g(S™)], (6.8)
where r = max(0, + Py, 0w + P3) > 1.
Proof. To simplify, we set ¢ = S™¢ d = S™7 and assume ¢ < d. From (551, it follows that

d

o Ay O _ _

9(d) —g(c) 2 7 ’ A / ghutBa=l(] — g)fotBal (6.9)
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For the sake of brevity, we do not specify the constant factor in (6.9) and write

d
g(d) —g(c) > 01/ gfwtPs=1(] — g)foFha—l

Now, we argue according to the positions of ¢ and d. There are four cases.
1) If § <c < I, then (G9) gives

d
gld) = gle) 2 Co(g)" ™ [y

8
P N .  NOotBi (1 \OotBa
Gy (g )

But

(1 _ C)Go+ﬁ4 _ (1 _ d>90+ﬁ4 — (1 _ C)Go+ﬁ4—1(d _ C) + (1 . d)((l _ C)Go+ﬁ4—1 _ (1 . d)€o+ﬁ4—1)

Hence

(1)9w+53+90+64—2(d . C). (610)

9(d) — gle) > .

90“’64
2) If ¢> %, then d > £ and (63) gives

g(d) — g(c) > Cl(g)ﬁw—i-&—leo _'1_ 54 <(1 _ C)90+B4 _ (1 . d)9°+54),

Letusseta=1—d,b=d—c~vy=0,+ 3, —1>0. We can also write
(1= ¢)foth — (1 — d)loths — cﬂ“((l . §>w+1 B 1)‘
It is easy to check that the function
e (1+ )7 —1 -7

vanishes at x = 0 and is strictly monotonic increasing, hence is strictly positive for z > 0.
Hence

a7+1<(1 + 9)“{+1 . 1) > a7+1(é)v+1 — prtl
a a
Thus
(1 . C)€o+ﬁ4 _ (1 _ d)90+ﬁ4 > (d _ C)€o+ﬁ47
and

7 1 1
g(d) —g(c) > Cl(g)e“’*ﬁ 1ﬁ&(d R (6.11)
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3)Ifc< <z and d < g, then the integrand 1 —x >1—d > % and by the above argument,

o

1 Y 1
g(d) — g(c) > Cy (2)""° 1m <dew+53 _ 69w+53>

6.12)
1\0o+pi—1 1 0 (
> Cy(= d — c)Pths,
S
4)If ¢ < § and d > I, then ¢ < }(d — ¢) < 1(d — ¢) < d. Therefore, we can write
%(d—c)
o) = g(@)= C [t gy
L(d—0)
1\ 0p+8s-1 1 1 Ou-+Bs 1 Ou-+Bs (6.13)
> - (A — —(Z(d— .
> 0(5)" " e (G- o) (gld—)"*™)
L\ 6otb0u+B34+B1—1 1 1\ 0u+5s 0
> Ch (= 1— (= d — w+53.
= G(3) 9w+ﬁg< (5) )( 2

Sinced —c<1,6,+ 5, >1, and 6, + f5 > 1, we have in all cases
g(d) = g(c) > Co(d — ¢yt Pubuths),

where Cj is the minimum of the constant factors in (6.10)—(6.13]). O

The convergence to zero of the differences I, (pog(Sh.r)) — Pag(Shr), @ = w, o, follows from
this lemma and Theorem [5.15]

LEMMA 6.3. Under the assumptions (5.42) ~([5.44) on the derivatives of the mobilities and
capillary pressure, there exists a constant C, independent of h and T, such that

||]h(pag(5h,7—>> - pag(Sh,T)||L2(Qx}o,T[) <Ch™, a=w,o, (6-14)

where v, = %, Yo = % and in both cases, r is the exponent of LemmalG.2

Proof. Let us start with @ = w. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 6.1, with —p,,
(monotonic increasing) instead of g, the analogue of (6.6]) holds for —py,(Sh.,), with the
same notation

N M
11 (Pug(Sh,r)) = Pug(Sh, T)HL? @xjo,r) = CZT Z Z Cw’pwg 7) — pwg(Sn’Z)Fa
n=1 i=1 jeN(3) Cij
(6.15)
and the result will stem from an adequate upper bound for p,,(S™7) — puy(S™), for all
neighbors j of 4. To this end, we proceed as in Lemma B.2. Let ¢ = S™, d = S™/ and

suppose again that ¢ < d; then by ([L12), (5.44), (5.46]), and (5.47)),

1 d
O ol P / xﬁs_l(l—x)g"w"‘_l, (6.16)
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that we write as
d
|pwg(Sn’j) - pwg(Sn7i)| S Ci/ xﬁs_l(l — :1;)90‘1’64—1.

Here, the discussion reduces to three cases.

1) If% <c< %,sinoe90+ﬁ4—1>0,
d d
/ (L — g)ftBit < gl / (L—a) ot <8l B —¢).  (6.17)
2) Likewise, if ¢ > I,
I B3—1 Oo+Ba—1 8\ 18
a1 — )PPt < (?) (d—c). (6.18)
3) Ifc < g,

d d
/ ZE63_1(1 N 1’)9°+B4_1 < / P11 = B (d63 _ ) < —(d _ 6)63. (6.19)
c c 3
Indeed, by Jensen’s inequality, valid for 0 < B3 <1,
d=c+(d—-c) < (063 + (d — 0)53)%, ie., d™ <P 4 (d—c).

Consequently, in all cases,

n,J n,t n,J n,i|B
[Pug(S™7) = Pug(S™)| < Ca|S™7 — S™[. (6.20)
Thus, by substituting into (G.15]), applying Lemma [6.2] and setting 7,, = =2, we infer

N
1 (Puog(Sh,r)) = Pug (Shr) 20,1 ZZ Z —Tczg\S”’j—S”’ilzﬁS

N M s .
SCY DD e A,

¢
n=1 i=1 jeN()

where A;; = |g(S™) — g(S™")|. Note that r > 33, hence 7, < 1. Then

KZ w 427
14 (Pwg(Sh,7)) pwy(ShT>HL2(Q>< o) = ZZ Z TCZJ ) %(T%y Azzj

n=1 i= 1]6./\/2)

al l Tw N M K; 1 1—yw
<O(X 3 ret) " (00 3 () )
n=1 i=1 jEN(3) n=1 i=1 jEN(i) Cij



But

N M
(00 3 (B res) " <o) ™ s (2™

n=1 i=1 jeN (i) ZJ 2¥) CZ]
and (6.14) with o = w follows from (6.5]), the regularity of the mesh, and Theorem [5.15

When a = o, the proof is based on fact that —p,, is nonnegative, monotonically increasing,
and satisfies the inequality

1 1 £
—pog(if) < / $9w+53—1(1 _ x)ﬁzx—l.
0

C1min Q30 ew

By comparing with (6.16), we see that the above argument carries over to p,, with (s
replaced by (£4. O

Finally, with the notation of Lemma [6.3] the following bound regarding p.(Sh ) follows
from (6.14) and (.I4]), and the fact that p.(0) is a constant:

[ 11(Pe(Sh7)) = Pe(Shr)llL2xjo,ry < C A7, (6.21)
where v = lmin(3;, 54).

6.2. Weak convergence. All constants below are independent of h and 7.

The bound (3.I]) on the discrete saturation Sy, , implies that there exists a function § €
L>(Qx]0,T|) and a subsequence of (h,7) not indicated, such that

_: ¥ 1 J,00
(th)lg%oo) Spr =35 weakly® in L>(Qx]0,T). (6.22)

PROPOSITION 6.4. The limit function § satisfies

Y(z,t) ace. in Qx]0,T[, 0<3(z,t)<1. (6.23)

Proof. The convergence (6.22) means that for all » € L'(Q2x]0,T)),

/ Shﬂ—iﬂ — §1D and / (1 — Shﬂ')w — (1 — §)w
Qx]0,T Qx]0,T Qx]0,T[ Qx]0,T[

We argue by contradiction. Suppose that s > 1 on a set of positive measure, say D, and
take 1) = (§ — 1), the positive part of s — 1. Then

0< /QX]O’T[ (1— S ) (1—5)(—1), _/[)(1—5)(5—1)+,

Qx10,T[
thus contradicting the fact that (1 —§) < 0 on D. This proves that s < 1. The proof that
5 > 0 is similar. O
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Regarding the pressure, the bound (B.23)) yields weak convergence, up to a subsequence,
of the gradient of U, .. We can deduce weak convergence of the sequences themselves by

applying (3:22). Indeed,
/QUw,h,T - (Uw,h,ﬂ 1)h = (]h(pwg(shﬂ—))u 1)h’

owing to (2.45). Then the properties of p,,, and the boundedness of S, ; imply that

| (T8 (Pug(Shr)), 1), | < C.
Similarly,
[ Vet = ({1 + 9200).1),
a bounded quantity. Then we infer from (3.22]) that
|Uanr || L2@xjop < O, a=w,o. (6.24)

With this, (3.23)) implies that there exist functions W, € L?(0,T; H(Q)), a = w, 0, and a
subsequence of h and 7 (not indicated) such that,

lim  Uyp, = W,, weakly in L*(0,T; H'()). (6.25)
(h,7)—(0,0)

Likewise, the function I;,(g(Sh.-)) is bounded in L*(22x]0, T[) and it follows from this and
(5.58) that there exists a function K € L?(0,T, H'(2)) such that, up to a subsequence,

lim  1,(9(Sh,)) = K weakly in L*(0,T, H'(2)). (6.26)
(h,m)—(0,0)
This implies in particular that for almost every time ¢, I;(g(Sh,)) converges strongly in
L?(Q). But as is well-known, these convergences are not sufficient to pass to the limit in
the nonlinear terms: they must be supplemented by a bound for a fractional derivative in
time of S . that yields compactness in time. This will stem via a bound for a fractional
derivative in time of g(Sy.,).

6.3. Compactness in time. Following the argument introduced by Kazhikhov, see [22],
and recalling that || - ||¥ is equivalent to the L? norm in finite dimension, we want to derive
first a fractional estimate in time for I;,(g(Sh,)) and next for g(Sy ). The following lemma
is a preliminary bound written in terms of sums of the pointwise values in time.

LEMMA 6.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem[5.13, there exist constants C, independent
of h and T, such that for all integers 1 < £ < N —1,

N—/ N—¢

> (llg(Sp) = a(SillE)* < Ctem), D 7llg(Sit) = g(Si e < C(er). (6.27)

m=1 m=1
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Proof. The starting point is the inequality

N—

N—¢
> r(lo(5) - oSpE) < LY 7 (g(s5) = g(Sp), s+t = sp) ", (6.28)
m=1

m=1
owing that ¢ is Lipschitz continuous and increasing. Thus, by writing

)4
S}rln+£ . S;Ln _ Z (S;n+k . S;n—l—k_l),

k=1

testing each line of (2.42]) taken at level m + k with I, (g(S;L”M) —g(S;™)), and applying

([6.28), we obtain

=

-/

N—¢ l
r(l9(S ) = oS < £ 30 73 0r| (uls 9 = Ful S0 90 ) = a(5),

+ [PIEE B (S790); P, (57 — o(Sm), |
(6.29)

3
I

It is easy to check that, on one hand, with » = ¢ or r = 0,

[P Inna(S70); P, 1 (9(S4)) ],

1] = . , ) | |
= 5’ Z (Q(Sm+r,]) _ g(Sm+r,z)>cijnw(SZL+k,zj)(P;n—l—k,y . P;n—l'k’Z)

z'j 1
i Z Cuﬁw Sm-l—k 1] <‘g Sm-i—r]) (Sm-i-r,z')‘? + ‘Pgﬁk’j . PJ}'H_k’i‘z)
2,7=1
L ZV[ j NP g , Y
< Z Z Cij <77w(1)‘g(5’m+r73) _ g(Sm—i-T’,z)} + nw(5$+k’zj)‘P$+k’] . Pgﬂ_k’l} ),

~.
—_

7j:

since 17, is increasing and Sy~ is bounded by one. On the other hand,

\(fw(SﬂfIk) T fw(5m+k) m+k, (S;LHM) - Q(Sﬁn))h‘ < C(||qm+k||L1(Q) + ||Qm+k||L1(Q)),
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where here and below, C' denotes constants that are independent of ¢, h, and 7. Therefore,
in view of (2.10)

N—¢

> r(lo(57) — o1 < 137 ([ ) S 19 Tla(S7 e

m=1 m=1 r={ ,0

¢ M
ZTZ%UUJ (g }Pm-l—kj Pm-HH }+CZ ||qm+k||L1 +||gm+k||L1(Q)))

k=1 4,j=1

+
DN | —

N N—/{

Uw(l)L(KT)[ Z TV In(g (SN 72 () + Z 7|V Ih(g(SiT))H%%Q)]

m=1+¢ m=1

IN
00|

N—/{

1 ¢ M 5 . .
7L TZT( > cimu(Siy R | Pt — Pk (17 ey + ||gm+k||L1(Q))>.

m=1 k=1  ij=1

_|_

(6.30)

By (&.58), il suffices to bound the terms in the last line above. This is achieved by inter-

changing the sums over m and k. Let n = m + k; n runs from 2 to N and m runs from

max(1,n — ¢) to min(n — 1, N — ). Thus

—
-

1

=z

]~

M
- Z Cii T Sm+k,ij)}P1T+k,j N Pg@-ﬁ-k,if

e
Il

3
Il

1

~

J=1
min(n—1,N—¢)

N M
= Z’T( Z 7’) Z Cijnw(SZ’ij)‘Pg’j o PZUM 2

n=2 m=max(1,n—{) 5,j=1

But min(n — 1, N — ¢) — max(1,n — ¢) < ¢ — 1. Hence

N—¢ ¢ M N M
T ZT Z Cz;ﬁw Sm-i—k ij }Pm-I—k] Pm+k i Z Z Cz’jnw(SZ7ij)}P£’j . Pg,i‘2’
m=1 k=1 1i,j=1 n=2 1,j=1
(6.31)
and we know from (B.I8)) that this last sum over n is bounded. In the same fashion,
N—t ¢
> (17 @ + g™ i) < @) (Il @xgory + gl c@xgorp).  (6.32)
m=1 k=1

Then, under the assumptions of Theorem .15, (6.27) follows by substituting (5.58)), (6.31),
and (6.32) into (6.30). The second inequality stems from the first and (6.I]). O

The next theorem transforms (6.27) into integrals.

THEOREM 6.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem[5.13, there exists a constant C, inde-
pendent of h, and T, such that for all real numbers §, 0 < 6 < T,

T—6
/0 l9(Sh(t +6)) = g(Shr(t) [ 32(qy It < C. (6.33)
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Similarly, 5
T—
/0 120 (9t +8)) = 9(Snr ()| 2a ot < €5, (6.34)

with another constant C', independent of h, and 7.

Proof. The argument is not new, see for instance [26], but we recall it for the reader’s
convenience. The discussion depends on the value of §; there are three cases: (i) 0 < 6 < T,
(i) d=4r, 1<l{<N-—-1,(ii)d=7l+n), 1 <I{<N-1,0<n< 1

(i) If 0 < § < 7, we have for all f in L'(0,7T)

/OT_cs f(#) dt::é( /t;mﬂ—& £t dt + /tr_é F(t) dt) + /t:vl_&f(t) N

On the interval (t,,,tn+1 — 6), by convention, see (2.38) applied to Sh,, Sp.(t +0) =
St = S, -(t) and on the interval (t,,41 — 8, tms1), Shr(t +6) = S;"T2. Therefore

N—

S allo(S72) = g(57 ) 20

0

1
3lg(S ) = a(Si) |20

[\

/0 _ |9(Sh~(t +6)) _g(Sth(t))Hiz(Q) dt

|
2 3
Col

3

and (6.27) with ¢ = 1 yields (6.33)) for this value of 4.

(ii) Let 0 = ¢7, for instance consider ¢ = 2. We have

L 100t +20) = 90O 320yt = 7o) = (ST

Thus
T-21 9 N-2 5
/0 9(Shr(t +6)) = 9(Snr ()| o At = 7 > [9(S5™*?) = 9(SE) |20y
m=1

and ([6.27) with ¢ = 2 yields (6.33]). This argument applies to any ¢ with 1 < ¢ < N — 1.

(iii) Let 6 = 7(¢ + n) for some 0 < n < 1, and for instance consider again ¢ = 2. Then for
any integer m, 0 <m < N — 3,

/t T S e 2 ) = 9SOy = 7= WIS ~ oS [y
and

tm+1
[ lg(Sn(t +7(2+m) = 9(Snr(D)|[200) = Tl (ST ) = 9(S5 ) |2

m+1—TMN
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Hence
T—7(2+n) 5
l9(Si(t + 72+ 1)) — 9(Snr (B[22 g

=3 (1= ) = Sy + 3 7o) — (ST

=1

S—

Then (6.27) with ¢ = 2 and ¢ = 3 implies that

T—7(2+n)
L oS+ 724 ) = 0080t < C(2r(1 =)+ 30) = Cr(2 1),

More generally, we have

T—71(+n) 9
J A VR AR R )]
N—(t+1)

N—¢
= (=) 3 oSt = oS e+ D M90S = a(Si)| 12y
m=1

m=1

and we apply ([6.27) with ¢ to the first sum and ¢ + 1 to the second sum. This proves the
first part of (6.33]). The proof of (6.34)) follows likewise from (6.27) with ¢ = 1. O

6.4. Strong convergence. With Theorem [6.6] it follows from Kolmogorov’s theorem
that the sequence I;(g(Sh.-)) is compact in L?(2x]0,T), see [22]. Thus, again up to a
subsequence, I;(g(Sy.-)) converges strongly in L?(Q2x]0,T[). Since it converges weakly to
K in L?(0,T; H'(Q)) (K belongs also to L=(22x]0, 7)), uniqueness of the limit implies

lim  I,(g(Sh,)) = K strongly in L*(Q2x]0, TY). (6.35)
(h,7)—(0,0)

By Lemma [6.1] this also implies

lim g(Sh,) =K strongly in L*(2x]0, T7). (6.36)
(h,7)—(0,0)

From here, let us prove the strong convergence of Sj, .. Recall that g is invertible with
range |0, 3] and inverse g=! € W1>(]0, 8[). Let F,, = g(Sh.,); then

Sh,T = Q_I(Fh,r)-

The strong convergence of F}, . and the continuity of g~* imply the strong convergence of

Shr to g7H(K) in L*(22x]0,T), and since S, converges weakly to 5, uniqueness of the
limit implies that 5 = g~ }(K), i.e.,

lim Sp,=5=g '(K) strongly in L*(Q2x]0,TY]). (6.37)
(hy7)—(0,0)

49



This strong convergence and the continuity of ¢, pag, @ = w, 0, and p,, also imply that

l. ST: 77 1 aST:ai, = w, o, 1 CSTch’
(h,T)lin(o,o)g( nr) = 9(5) (h,T)IE%o,o)p 9(Sh.r) = Pag(5), a = w, 0 (hﬁ)li%’o)p (Sh,r) = pe(S)
(6.38)

all strongly in L?(Q2x]0,T[). Furthermore Lemma [6.3 and (G.21]) yield

. o _ . o _ . 2
DA L(pg(5h) = pog(, | Tm Tu(pe(Shr)) = pe(s), - strongly in L2(2x]0,T)).
(6.39)

In view of (6.25]), this convergence implies that P, j, . converges weakly in L*(Qx]0,T) to
some function p, € L*(2x]0,T[), @« = w, 0. Furthermore, uniqueness of the limit implies
that W, the limit function of U, , has the form

Ww = Pw + pwg(g)a Wo = Do — pog(g)' (640)

7. Identification of the limit. Let us pass to the limit in the equations of the scheme.
This is done in several steps because we do not have convergence of the pressure gradient.

7.1. The upwind diffusions. Since the discrete auxiliary pressures U, converge
weakly to W, in L*(0,T; H*(Q)), instead of treating directly the upwind diffusion terms
[Rx,h,ﬁ I1(1a(Shyr)); Pohrs Hh}h, we begin with [Pa,h,ﬂ I (M (Shr)); Uahirs Hh}h-

7.1.1. Discrete auxiliary pressure. Let us start with the wetting phase, the treat-
ment of the non-wetting phase being much the same.

Let v be a smooth function, say v € C1(Q2 x [0,T]) and let V},, = p,(Ix(v)). Assume for
the moment that §, the limit of S, ., is sufficiently smooth, say § € Wh>(Qx]0,T[) and
let 5, = 5(t,) in |t,—1,t,). Then assumption (5.42]) implies

1 tn 3 . _
H;/ Mw(8) dt — 10w (87) || @) < Ol || 20,1925l Lo (10,17 - (7.1)
tn—1
Proceeding as in Section 2.2] we treat the upwinding in several steps and consider first

/O ) /Q M (5)V Ui r -V Vi r = /0 : /Q VUiV Var (pr(10(8)) = 1 (82) +10(57)) . (7.2)

But in view of (Z.J),

T
[ [ 90 ¥ Vi o 5) = (52| < Ol =005l oy
0

X N Uyl 220,111 @) | Var || L2 0,111 ()5

and the boundedness of all factors of 7, owing to ([B:23]) and the regularity of v, implies

(h,7)—(0,0

lim /0 /Q YV Uiir -V Vir (pr(10(5)) = 10 (55)) = 0. (7.3)
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Next the weak convergence of U, 1, to W, in L2(0,T; H'(Q)), the strong convergence of
Vir to v in L=(0, T; W1>(Q)), the continuity of 7,, the regularity of s, and (Z.3)) imply

(hor) 00/ /nw ST Vvah‘r VVhT / /nw VWw V.

Let us expand the expression in the above left-hand side. With the notation (2.I1J), in
view of Proposition we have

T N M
/ /Q/r/w(ST)V Uw,h;r : v Vh,T - - Z T Z UZ}L’Z < Z CZLK(T]w(gZ))K) (Vn“? — V"?Z)
0

n=1 1i,j=1 KCAiﬂAj

By symmetry, this becomes

T
/ /an(Ef)V Uw,h,r'v Vh,T = Z Z < Z ngK 77w ) )(Ug,ﬂ'_Ug,i) (Vn,j_vn,i).
0

= i,j=1 KCA;NA;

(7.4)
Hence
1 N M
hThi%ﬂz Z( Z ik a(s )i ) (U =) (VI =y //nw )W,V o.
n=1 1i,j=1 CA;N
(7.5)

According to (5.42)) and the regularity of 5, 1,,(5) belongs to L>°(0, T; W>(2)), and (219)
gives
(10 ()i = 10 (50)| e ) < C Rl | 20, IV 5]l 210,75

that allows to replace (1,,(57))x by any value of 7,(s?) in K. Let us choose the upwind
value of 5" as in (2.36), i.e.,

) s (x;) if P> P
sni = §M(x;) if Pr < P (7.6)
max (57 (x;), 57 (x;)) if Pyt = Ppd,

and set

Ro= 3 cunc((nulsD)n = nuls2)).

KCAinAJ‘

By proceeding as in Theorem [2Z4] and applying ([3.:23), the regularity of v, and the approx-
imation properties of Ij,, we obtain

1 M
522]21% (U — U (v =)

1N n nz n n, 2
<33 (Sl ) (3 - vy

<Ch HanLOO(O,l) |V 8|| Lo (2xjo,rp |V Uw,h,THLZ(Qx]QT[) |V Vil 2@x)o,mp
< Ch |yl IV 8l Lo @xjo.rp [0 0,152 () -
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With (7.3)), this implies

hm —Z chnw ’”’ U”” U’”)(V"’ V’” //nw W W,-Vo. (7.7)

h
(h7)— i,j=1

To recover fo [ Pynrs In(Mw(Shr)); Uw,hJ,VhJ}h, we write

N (553) = 00(507) — (S5 + 1u(S5),

and we must examine the convergence of

Z 5™ e (m(5E2) — o (SEO) (UE — U2) (V9 — V),

n=1 i,j=1
On the one hand, owing to the smoothness of v, we have
|Vn’j — Vn’i| < ChiHVUHLOO(QX}O,TD) (7.8)

where h; is the length of the edge whose endpoints are the vertices ¢ and j. On the other
hand, B
7 (552) = 0w (S5 )] < Ol | 507 — S |-

Hence
N M N
=n,i n.ii 2
X1 < CIV tllim @iy IV Vel sy (327 3 b5t — 539"
n=1 1,7=1
It is easy to check that
M
Z 2| — SE2 < 03 |5 — R,
L=l i=1
Therefore

N 1
n n 12 2
| X < CI Vol @xjor IV Uw,h,THL2(9x}0,TD<ZTHIh(ST) — Sh,THLz(Q)>

n=1

= C||V vl re@xjorpllV Uwn il L2x10,p 111 (57) = Shorll 22@x)0,7D

where we have used the equivalence (2.5]). Then, we write

171(57) = Shrll 2x10,m) < M (57) = 5- || 2@x)0,0p + |57 = 5l L2(@x10,70) + 115 = Shor |l L2 x]0,77)

and the approximation properties of Ij,, the strong convergence of 5. to 5 and of S - to 5,
all in L*(Qx]0,T[) imply that

o Jm 22: ; Cij (1 (3259) = 0y (ST0)) (U9 — U2 (VI — V™) = 0. (7.9)
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A combination of (.9) and (7.7)) yields the intermediate convergence result when the limit
function § is smooth,

N T
(h,Tl)liz}0,0) - ; T[Pw,h,ﬂ'a Ih(nw(Sh,T)); U’Ll),hﬂ" Vh,7:|h = /0 /(;nw(s)v Ww V. (71())

It remains to lift the regularity restriction on 5. Let (S,,)m>1 be a sequence of smooth
functions that tend to 5 in L*(Qx]0,T[). Then for each ¢ > 0, there exists an integer M,
such that

158 — 8l L2@xq0,rp < € (7.11)

From (ZI1I), the projection properties, and the fact that M is fixed, we infer

17 (10 (5)) = 1w(3) | 2@xiorn < lor(110(5) = 1w (Sase)) I 22x0,77)
+ o7 (0w (Se)) = 1w (Saro) | 22 @107 + 170 (Saze) — 1w (8) || L2(02x10,17)
< (2e + C1)||myll 2o 0,1)-
(7.12)

Now, we replace (.2)) by
T T
/ / 10(8)V U -V Vi = / / e (10(5) = 10(S3)) Y Vs - V Vi
0 Q 0 Q

T
+ / / o (10(S30))V Unr - ¥ Vir
0 Q

T T
= / / Pr (ﬁw(g) - ﬁw(SMo))V Uvhr -V Vhr+ / / Nw(Sre)V U = V Vs
o Jo o Jo
(7.13)

For the first term, owing to (ZI1]), the projection properties, and (5.42)), we have

T
[ [ el =10(510) ¥ Vi ¥ Vie] < 19 Vi lionios
0 Q

X HV Uw,h,THL?(QX]O,T[)||nw(§) - Uw(SMO)HL2(Qx]0,T[)

< e Ml IV Vil @xio.rp IV U x|l 250,77 -

Then the uniform boundedness of U, 5, » and V}, ; yield

’/OT/Q/)T(nw(S> - nw(SMO))VUw,h,T -V Vi | <Ce, (7.14)

with a constant C' independent of A and 7. Thus, we must examine the limit of the second
term. Since M, is fixed and Sy, is smooth, by reproducing the previous steps, we derive
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the analogue of (7)) for the function Sy,

N
327 Zczmw (S )5 (Ug? — U3y (v — V)

hT—>(00 et (7.15)
//anMOVW Vv—/ /nw W W, -Vuv+R,
where
T —
R| = w S — Tw S Ww'
BI=| [ [ (S0 = nals) V17 9 -

< |17l o0,y 1900 — 5l 2205000 |V Was |l 2207070 ||V 0| Lo @xjo.rp < Ce.

To relate the left-hand side of (ZIH) to [ s In(Mw(Shr)); Uwhrs Vh]h, we split

N ((Sae)u2) = 10 (S + 10((Sh)i2) — 10 (S0,

and examine the convergence of

1 y . . . .
LS S (S ) — mal S (O — U (v — V).
n=1 1i,j=1

By arguing as above and using the interpolant [, we derive

Y| < Clnll L0,V vl Lo @x)0, 0D |V U, | L2 x10,70 1 0 (Sato ) =) — Shirll L2(0x)0,17)-

Finally, we write

111 ((Sate)7) = Shorllz@xjory < Mr((Swe)r) — (Sate)= Il 210,71

+ ||(Sao)r — Sasllz2@x10,77) + 1Mo — 5l 222570, + 15 = Shorll 22(0x70,17)
< C h||Suoll oo o,msm200)) + CTI[Sao | 2 0,7522(0)) + € + I3 = Shurll L22x70,17)5

so that
|Y| < C(h + 7+ 6) + ||§ — Sh’THLZ(QX}QTD. (7.17)

In the next theorem, the limit (Z.I0) when 5 is only in L*(€2x]0,T'[) follows by combining
(CI3)-(CI7). The same argument holds when w is replaced by o.

THEOREM 7.1. Let v € C*(Q x [0,T]) be a smooth function and let Vi, , = I,(v)(t,) in
Jtn_1,tn]. Under the assumptions and notation on the mobility (5.42)—(5.46),

T
lim )—/ [th,T,Ih(na(ShJ)) ahT,VhT / /77& VW Vo (718)
0

(h,7)—(0,0

where 5 is the strong limit of Sy, and W, the weak limit of Uahry 00 = w,o0.
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7.1.2. The additional term . This paragraph is dedicated to the limit of

T
/ [Pa,hﬂW ]h(na(shﬁ)); ]h(pag(Sh,7—>>, Vh77':|h7 a =w,o.
0

It shall be split below, as suggested by the following observation, derived from (L.I2) and

(LI3):

SJ

(S )Pug(S7) + g(57) = i fo(@) (10 (SY) — (@) pl(z) de,
S

No(SNPog(57) + g(S7) = | ful(@)(06(ST) = 1o(2)) pl() da.

0

Thus, we add and subtract g and write by applying (2.9)),

/0 [Pehirs In(Ma(Sh.r)); In(Pag(Shr)), Vie]
—Z va% [1a(S5) (Pa(5™) = Pag (5™1)) + 9(5™) = g(5™)]

+ / / Vg(ShJ) . VVh,T = T1 + Tg.
0 Q

o m //vg Vo, (7.19)

we must prove that the first term tends to zero. When o = w, it has the form

Since

N M Snsd
1 . , ,
Ti=-32.7). Cz'j(/  fol@) (u(S3Y) = nu()) pe(x) dx) (V= v, (7.20)
n=1 ij=1 o
with an analogous expression in the non-wetting phase. Then (7.§]) yields,
C Sn]
Th| < §||v UHL“’(QX}OT Z h; cm\/ ) (10 (S7) = () pa(x) dz|. (7.21)

n=1 q,j=1
Showing that T} is small requires a technical argument that we split into several steps.
PROPOSITION 7.2. For the wetting phase, we have
S
| 3 Fo(@) (nw(S3]) = (@) pl(2) d| < —(10(S7) = 10(S)) (Pug(S7) = Pug(ST)). (7.22)
For the non-wetting phase, the corresponding expression is bounded by

S
| . Fuo(@) (16(S5) = no()) () dv| < (06(S”) = 10(S")) (Pog(S7) = Pog(S7)). (7.23)
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Proof. Let us prove (Z.22)), the proof of (Z23)) being similar. The discussion depends on
the respective values of S/ and S?. There are two cases: S* < S7 or S? > S7. Of course
S% = 87 brings nothing.

1) If S* < S7 and S = S, then 1,,(SY) —nw(x) = 1, (S?) —nw(x), and, as p,, is decreasing,

0< g fO( )(=p ( ))(nw( ) — %(52)) de < — (nw(S ) — nw(Sl)) (pwg(Sj) —pwg(Si))_
If S% = S7, then 1, (S%) — 10 () = 10(S7) — 70 (2), and
0< o fo(x>(_p/c(l’>>(nw(5]) — nw(l’)) de < — (nw(S ) nw(Sl)) (pwg(Sj) B pwg(Si)).

2) If 8* > S7 and S¥ = S then

Si
0< . Fo(@) (=pL(2)) (10 (S*) = 1(2)) dz < = (0 (S") = 7w (7)) (Pug(ST) = Pug(57))-
Finally, suppose that S¥ = S7. Then

.
0< [ fol@) pe(@) (0w () = () dr < = (0w (S") = 0w (S7)) (Pug(S') = Pug(57)).

i

This proves ((7.22)). O
By substituting (7.22)) into (Z.21]), we arrive at

C al . . .
|T1| S EHV 'UHLOO(QX]O’TD Z Z h; C,]< 77w S" J) Uw(S"”)) (pwg(sn,]) _ pwg(S"’Z))),

n=1 1i,j=1

(7.24)
Wlth an analogous bound in the non-wetting phase. Up to the factor h;, they behave like
fo Jo VUn(1a(Sh7))) - V(In(Pag(Sh,r))), o = w, 0. Thus T} tends to zero if this quantity
is bounded or is of the order of a negative power of h that is larger than —1. We have no
direct bound for it, but as we do have a bound for fOT Jo VUL (fa(Shr))) - V(I(9(Sh,r)))
see (B.40]), we can gain some insight by relating the two integrands. Again, we examine the
wetting phase, the treatment of the non-wetting phase being the same. The proposition
below will be applied to z; = S™¢ and x5, = S™/. The condition z; < x5 is not a restriction
because if it does not hold, the indices ¢ and j can be interchanged without changing the
value of the two integrands.

PROPOSITION 7.3. Under the assumptions and notation on the mobility (5.42)-(5.46), we
have for all pairs x1, ro with 0 < x; < xg9 < %,

(1 (2) = 1 (21)) (Pusg (1) = Pug(22)) < O(ay” —af) (25" — 21), (7.25)
56



(fula) = ful@1) (9(x2) = gl21)) = Olag” —af=)(ay" ™ — 2l *). (7.26)

Similarly, we have for all pairs x1, xo with i <z <x9 <1,
(Mo (#2) = 0o (1)) (Purg (1) = Pug (2)) < Oy — 1) (1 — 9)?H0 = (1 — wq)%*P1), (7.27)

(ful@2) = fu(®1)) (9(z2) —g(a1)) = C((1—21)% = (1= 22)%) (1 —21) %01 — (1 — 25) "),
(7.28)

Finally, we have for all pairs x1, xo with 0 < x1 < i and % <axy <1,

(7w(2) = Nw(21)) (Pwg(21) — Pug(x2)) < C(ful22) — fulr1)) (9(z2) — g(x1)).  (7.29)

All constants C' above are independent of x1 and x».
Proof. According to (5.42]),

1
ot —at).

Nw(T2) — 1w (1) <

Next, recalling that pl, () = fo(2)p.(z), we have, owing to (.44)), (5.46), and (L),

2 11 1 2
w — Dw = . — de < —— Ba=1(1 _ g)botha-1y
Puol) = pugtea) = [ AN pL) de < o [t et
T2
<o s Sl -l
Ty O3 O4090 1 Ue O‘3ﬁ3 O5090
(7.30)

and (7.23]), valid on [0, 1], follows from these two inequalities.

For (.20]), we use (5.53) that gives

Ol 1
fw(fL'Q) - fw(xl) Z C2 90911;

max

()" (el ), (7.31)

and we use (5.51) that gives

Cmax ew 90 ew + 63

The product of the two leads to (7.20]).

Regarding ([7.27)), (T.25]), albeit valid for all z € [0, 1], is not adequate for the comparison
we have in mind, and instead we use that

ag e, 1 iapi-1, g, O
w KXo (4) 4 (xz +p3 +ﬁ3>.

g(w2) — g(w1) > — 7

1
/

< —
Nw(x) < _~

which implies that

—_

N (@2) — M (@1) < a—(l'2 — 7).
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Similarly, we use

11 1
oy 2L iBe(q _ p)fetBat
pwg(x) — My Qs 04090 ( ,’L’) )
so that
Pual1) = Pug(2) € AT (L ) (1)),
- N Qi3 O5090 90 + ﬁz}
thus proving (Z.27). Next, by applying (5.54), we have
1 a,a, 1

fuw(x2) = fu(z1) 2 o

max

0,0, (Z>6w ((1 —xy)% —(1- x2)60>‘

Likewise, by applying (5.51]), we obtain

ag o, 1 (1)9w—1+63((1 — )Pt (1 — x2)9°+ﬁ4).

Omax ew 90 90 + 54 4
The product of the two yields (7.28)).

Finally, when 0 < 27 < i and % < x9 < 1, since both n,, and —p,, are both increasing,
they satisfy

g(w2) — g(z1) >

(M(22) = 10 (21)) (Pug(€1) = Pug(22)) < 10(1)( = Pug(1)) > 0.
Likewise, as both f,, and g are increasing, they satisfy

3

() = Fulan)) (9ta2) = 9(00)) = (Ful}) = £ul) (o)~ 9(3)) = D> 0.

Hence

(1w(22) = (1)) (Puwg (1) = Pug(22)) < —%(nw Pug) (1) (fulz2) — fulz1)) (9(x2) — g(21)),

whence (7.29). Clearly all constants involved are independent of x; and 5. O

It stems from (T.25) and (Z.26), that the two left-hand sides cannot be compared when
x1 and x5 are too small. The same observation applies to (7.27) and (7.28) when 1 —
and 1 — x5 are too small. But in this case, there is no need for comparison because the
expression we want to bound is sufficiently small, as is shown in the next proposition where
again, r; = S™' and zy = S™.

PROPOSITION 7.4. Suppose that x1 < xo < h]* for some exponent 1 > 0 such that

1
ew_‘_ﬁi’).

"N > (7.32)
Then

h; (77w(932) - nw($1)> (pwg(xl) - pwg(x2)) < Ch?hgl, (7.33)
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where
0< 51 < ’Yl(ew + 53) — 1. (734)

Similarly, suppose that 1 — xy < 1 — a1 < h]* for some exponent vo > 0 such that

1

> 7.35
12 1+6,+ B4 ( )

Then
h; (77w(1'2) - nw($1)> (pwg(xl) - pwg($2)) < Ch?h?2> (7-36)

where
0 <52 §72(1+90+54) — 1. (737)

In both cases, the constants C' are independent of x1, xs, and h;.
Proof. In the first case, according to (7.25]), the choice (7.34)) and (7.32]) on v;, we have

hi (1 (22) = 10(21)) (Pug(11) = Pug()) < C ATt — p2pn(Outfe) =1

Y

with the constant C' of ((T.2H), which gives (7.33)). In the second case, the same argument
leads to

hi (nw(I2) N nw(xl)) (pwg(xl) . pwg(x2)> < h;+’¥2(1+90+54) _ h?h;yz(l-l-eo-f-ﬁzl)—l

Y

with the constant C' of (Z.27)), thus implying (7.36) with the choice (7.37) for 5 and the
condition (7.38) on 7. O

Now, we turn to the case when x5 is not too small.

PROPOSITION 7.5. In addition to ([32)), suppose that the exponent v, of Proposition 7]

satisfies

1

Suppose that x1 < xo and % > x9 > h'. Then

h (nw(x2) - nw(ajl)) (pwg(xl) - pwg(x2)) < Chfll (fw(x2) - fw(xl)) (9(372) - g(xl)), (7-39>
where
0<d) = min(l — 710, 51). (7.40)
Again, the constant C' is independent of x1, xa, and h;.

Proof. Either z; < %1’2 or ry; > %xg, and we examine each case.
1) When 2y < 1z, formula (726) leads to

(fu(z2) = ful@1)) (9(22) — g(21)) > (1 - (%)"w) (1- (%)9w+ﬁ3)cx§9w+637
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with the constant C' of (7.26]), whereas

(nw(I2) - 77w(1’1)) (pwg(xl) _pwg(x2)> < ngw+53>

with the constant C' of (.25). Hence

h; (77w(1’2) - 77w(931)) (pwg(ipl) - pwg($2)) <C i (fw(x2) - fw(ZEl)) (g(x2) - g(:vl)),

:ng

with another constant C' independent of x1, x5, and h;. Now, we use the assumption that
xy > h]'. Then, owing to (7.40),

hi

Ow
4

< n < b

and we recover ((.39).
2) When z > 35, we infer from the next to last inequality in (Z30) that

11 1 g1 _ L1 1 g1
Peolet) = Peale) € 3o g e mm )T S S g )
Thus, on the one hand,
1
(77w(552) - nw(ivl)) (pwg(xl) - pwg($2)) <C ﬁ (x2 - 551) (zgw - x(iw)a (7.41)

2

where C' is the above constant divided by «,,. On the other hand, we use the lower bound
(31)) for the difference in f,, and we need a lower bound for the difference in g. It is
derived from (5.51]),

g(x2) — g(a1) > Ci?;x2‘_;“‘;‘_:(%)6)&54—1%(#%3—1(%2 — )
> Ciixz_;“(;‘_:(i)eﬁm—l (%)ewws—lxgwwgq(@ ). (7.42)
Hence (7.37)) and (7.42) yield
(ful@2) = ful@1)) (g(22) — g(21)) > Cag> ™7 (25 — 29) (g — 21), (7.43)

with the product of the constants of (T.3I]) and (7.42]). Then by combining (7.41]) and
(T43), we deduce that

(1w (#2) = N (21)) (Pug(1) — Pug(2)) < (fuw(w2) = fulz1)) (g(22) — g(21));

- 710w
h’i

which is (7.39) when 0] satisfies (7.40). O
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The case when 1 — 2 is not too small is handled by the next proposition.

PROPOSITION 7.6. In addition to (35), suppose that the exponent vy of Proposition 7]

satisfies
1

0,—1
Suppose that i <z <z9<landl—xy >h* Then

Y2 < (7.44)

h; (%(932) - nw(x1)> (pwg(xl) - pwg(x2)) < Chfé (fw($2) - fw(xl)) (g(x2) - g(l’l)), (7.45)

where
0 < &y =min(da, 1 — y2(6, — 1)). (7.46)

Again, the constant C' is independent of x1, xo, and h;.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Proposition [7.5, but we sketch the steps for the
reader’s convenience. We skip the constants’ details, but stress that they are independent
of x1, x9, and h;. Again, there are two possibilities, either 1 — xy < %(1 —xy)or 1 —xg >

5(1 —21), and we examine each case.

1) In the first case,

(nw(lé) o nw(l'l)) (pWQ(zl) - pwg(lé)) < 0(1 — $1)1+00+B4’

and
(fw(l’g) — fw(xl)) (g(:vg) — g(gjl)> > C(1-— x1)200+54‘
Hence
(ef2) = 10(0) (g (1) = rg(22)) < O s (Fulan) = Ful) (o) = g(a)
= Cﬁ(fw(@) — fu(z1)) (9(22) — g(1)).

With (7.44)) and (7.40)), this implies (7.43]).

2) In the second case, we have on the one hand,

pw!](xl) - pwg(x2) < C(fl}g — 1’1)(1 _ x1>90+54—1

Y

so that
(Mo(2) = 0 (21)) (Puog (1) = Pung (2)) < Tl — 21)2(1 — )PP,
On the other hand,
(@) = fulz1) > Clzy — a1)(1 — 1),

and
g(z9) — g(x1) > C(a9 — 21) (1 — 29) PP,
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and thus
(M (22) = 10(21)) (Pug (21) — Pug(2)) < Cﬁ(fw(%?) — fuwl21)) (9(x2) — g(21))

< C% (fuwl2) = fulz1)) (9(z2) — g(21)),

whence (.45). O
In view of (Z32), (T34)), (Z38), and (Z40), let us choose

Bs 2
=0 =—"" =
O T 90, 18 T 20, + B

Then (7.32) and (7.34) are satisfied, as well as (T.38) and (740). Likewise, in view of
(C.35), (C37), (.44), and (7.46), the choice

6/_ 2+64 o 2
2 20,4+ By 7 20, + B4

satisfies (.33), (C.37), (C.44), (744). Then the desired limit follows by collecting these
results.

LEMMA 7.7. Under the assumptions and notation on the mobility (5.42)—(5.40), the term
T defined in ((20) tends to zero, with a similar limit in the non-wetting phase, i.e.,

(7.47)

9 =

(7.48)

N M Sm.d
. nydj\ / ng _ /) —
<h,71>13io,o> ;THZzl CZJ</n Jol) (1 (S5 = () () dx) (Vo =vm) =0,

= N ” | | (7.49)
lim > "7 Z Cij ( /S Fuo(2) (06(S2) — no(z)) pl() da:) (Vi —vmi) = 0.

h 0,0
(hr)=(00) £ £

Proof. We prove the first limit. Here the parameters of Propositions [7.4] and are chosen
by (47) and (748). It stems from the above considerations that, for each index n, the
set of all indices (i, 7) from 1 to M can be partitioned into three subsets,

01 ={(i,§);0< 5™ <8 <2}, Op={(i,j); ;< S <M <1},

RN

O3 ={(i,7); 0 < §™ < - and 2 < ™I < 1},

1
4
In turn, O; and O, can each be partitioned into two subsets

O11={(i,5) € O1; S™ < h}}, O12={(i,j) € Or; ™ > h'},

0271 = {(Z,]) € 02; 1— Sn’i S h%z}, 0272 = {(Z,]) € Og; 1-— Sn’i > h%z}
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To simplify, let
g

A= [ B ulSE) = nula))pile) de) (V7 = V™).
In view of (7.33)) and (7.36]), for all pairs (4, j) in Oy, ¢ = 1,2, A, ; satisfies
|4l < CIIV vl e(xiorphi iy
Owing to (7.39) and (7.45]), for all pairs (i, ) in O, £ = 1,2, we have
|Ai5] < CIV 0l i=@xiorphicis (fu(S™) = fu(S™)) (9(S™) — g(5™)).
Finally, for all pairs (4, 7) in Os,
|[Aigl < ClIV vllze@xgorphicis (fu(S™) = fu(S™)) (9(S™) — g(S™)).

According to (5.40), the sum of the terms over all (7, 7) in O and Os tends to zero. For
the remaining terms, observe that by definition,

h?Cij S C|A2 N Aj|,
so that the sum over all (7, j) in Oy, is bounded by Chf‘ that also tends to zero, whence
the first part of the limit (7.49]). The same limit to zero holds for the non-wetting phase. O

With (7.19)), this lemma leads to the desired limit of the term with the auxiliary pressures.

THEOREM 7.8. Let v € CH(Q x [0,T]) be a smooth function and let V;, () = I, (v)(t,) in
Jtn_1,tn]. Under the assumptions and notation on the mobility (5.42)—(5.46),

T T
lim [Pa,h,ﬂ Ih(na(sh,r)); [h(pocg(Sh,T))a Vh,Tj|h = / / Vg(g) ' V'Ua o =W, o,
0 Q

(h,7)—(0,0) Jq
(7.50)
where 5 is the limit of S, -.

Finally, Theorems [[.I]and [7.8] together with (L.I5]) and (6.40]), give the desired convergence
of the upwind diffusion terms.

THEOREM 7.9.  With the notation and assumptions of Theorem [7.1, we have for all
functions v € C1 (2 x [0,T7),
T
im  — | [P I P
(h,T)ILIzO,O) /(; [ a,h,Ts h(na(sh,r))y a,h,T> Vh,’r:|h
T
= / / (1w (5)V(Pw + Pug(5)) + Vg(5)) - Vv if a=w, (7.51)
0o Jo
T
- / /Q (no(g)V(ﬁo - pog(g)) - Vg(g)) -V Zf o = 0.
0
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7.2. Convergence of the right-hand sides. In order to pass to the limit in the
right-hand sides of (242)-(2.43)) it is convenient to replace the quadrature formulas by
integrals. Since the quadrature formulas are exact for polynomials of degree one, this is
achieved by approximating some functions with the operator py, see (Z27)). As s, belongs
to L>(2x]0,T[), standard approximation properties of p, and 7, and a density argument
imply

(h;rl)iLI%O,O) pr(pr(Sin)) = Sin in L>(K x]0,T7). (7.52)

Then the continuity of f,, for a = w, o, yields

L Jalpr(px(sin))) = falsin) in L7 (K]0, T). (7.53)

Similarly, since g belongs to L?(2x]0, T),

li 7)) = qin L*(K TD.
(h,T)lin(O’O)pT(pK(q)) q in L*(K x]0,T7)

Also the (constant in space) correction added to p,(ry(g)) satisfies

7)) = L*(Q T
hT (00 | |/ rn(q =0in L*(2x]0,T7).
[herefore
lim @,, = qin L?(Qx]0,T]). 7.54
(h’T)l 0.0) dh, q in L7(Q2x]0,T7) ( )

With the same function V}, ,, consider the first term in the right-hand sides of (2.42)—(2.43))

N T
X = ZT [h fa mh Qhth) / ([h(fa(sin,hﬁ))thﬂVh,T)h'
n=1 0

By definition of the quadrature formula, X has the following expression:

= |K| — —nf nZ
X:Z Zd+1zfa 1nh7’ h,t *
n=1  KeQ

By inserting f.(p,(pr(sin))) and p,(pk(q)), this becomes

= |K| = —n it rnl;
:Z d+lz fa mh'r fa(pT(pK(Sin)»)thvr}l

d+1

+Z Z u Zfa (pr(prc (i) (@ = pr(pic(@)) Vi

n=1 KeQ

T / / S (02 (P (530002 (P (D) Viw = X1 + X + X,
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since the last summand is a polynomial of degree one. We have

(hThm X3 = / / fo(Sin)

It remains to show that X; and X5 tend to zero. For X, since f, and f,, have the same

derivative (up to the sign), we deduce from (5.52), (542), (543)), (545)), (5-40), and (5.47)
that f! is bounded in [0, 1]; hence

[ falsiunr) = falpr(pre(sin))| < Clsiyi - — pr(prc(sin))].

Thus, the summand is bounded by polynomials and the equivalence of norms yields

|X1| < C||U||Lo<>(ﬂx]0,T[)||Sin,h,r - ,OT(PK(Sin))||L2(Qx}0,T[)||th,r||L2(Qx}o,T[)>

that tends to zero with (h, 7). It is easy to check that the same holds for X5. Hence

T

lim (Ih(fa(slnhT>)th7th _/ /fa Sln (755>

(h,7)=(0,0) Jo

The argument for the second term in the right-hand side of (2.42)) is much the same; we
insert p,(pr(5)) and we use the fact that

o dm S = (sl = 0

Then the argument used for the first term readily gives

T

im [ n(Fa(Sh)g, Vi), = / | 5.6 (7.56)

(h,7)—(0,0) Jo

By combining (Z.55]) and (Z.50]), we obtain convergence of the right-hand sides,

T
(h,Tl)lir%O,O) (/0 (Ih(fa(51nh7—>>QhT - [h(fa(Sh T) qh 7Vh T / / fa Sm - fa(s> Q>U-
(7.57)

7.3. The full scheme. It remains to pass to the limit in the time derivative, say in

(2.42)), summed over n, and tested with the same V}, . as previously, except that here we
take v(T") = 0. After summation by parts, this term reads

N N-1
D (SE =S Vg == Y (Vi = Vit SiE = (Vi SPE (7.58)
n=1 n=1
By definition,
K| d+1 ' . '
(VT = Vi S0 = D g peli (Ve v
KeQ =1
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By inserting pg (V" — Vi) in each element, this becomes
(Vi = VIS = (V= Ve = gV = V) Sg [ om (vt = vm)sy.
Q
The first term has the bound

(Vi =V = o (VP = V), SOR] < el IV = Vit = o (VP = V) [l S5 (-

Since the functions are piecewise polynomials, the equivalence of norms yields

| (th+l Vit = o (V= V), SF| < Cllelle o

N-1 N-1

1 1
X (Z T||;(Ih(vn+1 —v") — Ph(V"Jrl - V")) ||%2(Q)) (Z THS}T:H%Q(Q)) 2.

=

Then the regularity of v, the approximation properties of I, and p, and the boundedness
of Sy - imply that

N-1
lim [ (Vi = Vi = pp (VT = V), g =
n=1

(h,7)—(0,0)

Similarly, it is easy to check from the convergence of Sj, ; that

n+1 n n =
_(hThmOO Z/gop (Ve —vm) / / (Oyv)s

The treatment of the initial term is the same. Hence

N

lim Sp—Sp=tvm // as—/s 7.59
(h’T)1_>(070);( h h tU PSs-v. ( )

By combining (7.59), with (7.9) and (7.57), we readily see that the limit functions 3, p,
and pa,(5) satisfy the weak formulation (I.I6)). This proves Theorem 2.6

8. Numerical validation. This section proposes a numerical validation of our algo-
rithm with a two dimensional finite difference code. Details on the algorithm implemented
are given. A problem with manufactured solutions is then considered to study the conver-
gence properties of our algorithm.

8.1. Implementation of the model. To avoid dealing with nonlinear terms, we im-
plement a modified version of the algorithm proposed in section 2.3 The main difference
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consists of approximating the terms S"1%  SnL4 and P"*1 with first time order extrap-
olation. For each node 1 < i < M, the unknowns (S"*%¢ P"t1%) are computed as the
solution of the following problem:

TS 5 = ST (S (Pt - Py
J#1,JEN(7)
=m I, 1<i< M, (8.1)
SRS ST = ST (S (P — P
J#LIEN(9)
— > emo( Sy (ppm T — pr ) = mfy Y 1< <M, (8.2)
J#4,JEN (1)

where the pressure P, has been substituted with P, + p. with respect to (234). The
solution P, is enforced to satisfy (Z3H) a posteriori by subtracting its integral S>2 m; P%
after solving the above problem. The terms S}" 1% and S*"*L9 are approximated at
time iteration n by setting them to S™% and S™%. Eventually, the capillary pressure p*"*!

is approximated with a first order Taylor expansion with respect to the saturation S, it
reads:

Ope\"
*n+l _  n ¢ n+l _ Qn
gt =k () (s - s (83)

We note that to facilitate the implementation of this algorithm in a two dimensional finite
difference code, the source terms of the equations (2.32)-(2.33) have been replaced by
functions denoted by f; and fs.

8.2. Numerical test with a manufactured solution. The numerical validation of
the algorithm is done by approximating the analytical solutions defined by

Py(t,z,y) =2+ 2%y — y* + 2* sin(t + y), (8-4)

S(t,x,y) = 0.2(2 4 22y + cos(t + x)), (8.5)

on the computational domain Q = [0,1]?. Dirichlet boundary conditions are applied on
09 on both unknowns P,, and S. The initial conditions of the problem satisfy (8.4])-(835).
The porosity of the domain is set to:

o(t,x,y) = 0.2(1 + xy). (8.6)
The mobilities 7, and 7,, introduced in section [T, are defined as follows:
N = 452, no = 0.4(1 — S)% (8.7)

The capillary pressure is based on the Brooks-Corey model, it reads:

c =

A(1.5 —10S5) x 0.057%°  otherwise.
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where A is a constant set to 50. The term sources f; and f; are computed accordingly. The
convergence tests are performed on a set of six uniform grids with respective mesh size h €
{0.2,0.1,0.05,0.025,0.0125,0.00625}. The convergence properties are evaluated by using a
time step 7 set to the mesh size h with a final time T = 1. As the time derivatives and the
saturations S™t14 SntLijl are computed with first order time approximation, we expect
the convergence rate in the L? norm to be of order one. The results of the convergence

‘ L?-norm of error ‘ Water pressure P, ‘ Water saturation S ‘

h Naf Error Rate Error Rate
0.2 25 8.50E-3 - 4.21E-3 -
0.1 100 4.15E-3 1.03 2.30E-3 0.87

0.05 400 2.08E-3 1.00 1.14E-4 1.01
0.025 1600 1.04-3 1.00 5.57TE-4 1.03
0.0125 | 6400 | 5.23E-4 0.99 2.75E-4 1.02

TABLE 8.1
Results of convergence tests where the mesh size is denoted by h and the number of degrees of freedom
per unknown by ngs. The time step T is set to h and errors are computed at final time T = 1.

tests are presented in Table BRIl The theoretical order of convergence, equal to one, is
recovered for both unknowns which confirms the correct behavior of the algorithm.

9. Conclusions. This paper formulates a IP; finite element method to solve the im-
miscible two-phase flow problem in porous media. The unknowns are the phase pressure
and saturation, which are the preferred unknowns in industrial reservoir simulators. The
numerical method employs mass lumping for integration and an upwind flux technique. As
a consequence, the saturation is shown to be bounded between zero and one. The discrete
approximations of pressure and saturation converge to the weak solution as the time step
and mesh sizes tend to zero.
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