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Multiscale simulations for multi-continuum
Richards equations:
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study a multiscale method for simulating a dual-continuum
unsaturated flow problem within complex heterogeneous fractured porous media. Math-
ematically, each of the dual continua is modeled by a multiscale Richards equation (for
pressure head), and these equations are coupled to one another by transfer terms. On
its own, Richards equation is already a nonlinear partial differential equation, and it is
exceedingly difficult to solve numerically due to the extra nonlinear dependencies involv-
ing the soil water. To deal with multiple scales, our strategy is that starting from a
microscopic scale, we upscale the coupled system of dual-continuum Richards equations
via homogenization by the two-scale asymptotic expansion, to obtain a homogenized
system, at an intermediate scale (level). Based on a hierarchical approach, the homog-
enization’s effective coeflicients are computed through solving the arising cell problems.
To tackle the nonlinearity, after time discretization, we use Picard iteration procedure
for linearization of the homogenized Richards equations. At each Picard iteration, some
degree of multiscale still remains from the intermediate level, so we utilize the gener-
alized multiscale finite element method (GMsFEM) combining with a multi-continuum
approach, to upscale the homogenized system to a macroscopic (coarse-grid) level. This
scheme involves building uncoupled and coupled multiscale basis functions, which are
used not only to construct coarse-grid solution approximation with high accuracy but
also (with the coupled multiscale basis) to capture the interactions among continua.
These prospects and convergence are demonstrated by several numerical results for the
proposed method.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Soil moisture predictions have imperatively drawn attention not only in agriculture but
also in hydrology, environment, energy balances and global climate forecast, etc. The
involved processes are mathematically modeled by unsaturated flow, namely, Richards
equation [79, 18, 17, 55, 49], which delineates the seepage of water into some porous
media having pores filled with water and air [36]. Moisture close to the soil surface
is mainly affected by precipitation together with evaporation that are strongly coupled
in nonlinear manners, which leads to our considering coupled Richards equations. It is
noticed from [49] that analytical solutions of Richards equation can be found only with
restrictive assumptions, so most applied problems demand a numerical solution in one or
two or three dimensions, especially in our setting of coupled equations. One of the most
interesting features of the Richards equation is that regardless of its simple derivation, it
is arguably one of the hardest equations to find reliable and accurate numerical solution in
all of hydrosciences [49]. Moreover, the porous media can possess complex heterogeneous
rock characteristics, intricate geography of fractures, multi-continuum background, high
contrast and multiple scales, etc.

Among various challenges, the fractures’ high permeability can significantly influence
the fluid flow processes and raise a requirement for a specific strategy in order to build
mathematical model and computational approaches. One of the earliest strategies is the
hierarchical model, which is employed to characterize the multiscale fractures interacting
with porous materials [28]. Now, given at hand a multi-continuum strategy [12, 91,
59, 92, 78], we can represent and analyze complicated processes with multiple scales of
heterogeneity or fractures. Generally, in each continuum, different fluid low models can be
used. For example, in [60], the mathematical model allows coupling Darcy—Forchheimer
flow in the fractures with Darcy flow in the matrix.

In this work, we focus on a multi-continuum model for unsaturated flow, which arises
from the coupled system of nonlinear Richards equations, in complex multiscale fractured
porous media. Our considering dual-continuum background thus consists of a system of
small scale highly connected fractures (the so-called natural ones or well-developed ones
or highly developed ones) as the first continuum and a matrix as the second continuum
[12]. In such heterogenecous multi-continuum media, the simulation of nonlinear fluid
flow as coupled Richards equations is even more challenging, primarily because of the
nonlinearity, different properties of continua, high contrast, multiple scales, and mass
transfer among continua and a variety of scales in many forms.

To solve those difficult problems, one needs some kind of model reduction for flow sim-
ulation. Conventional methods involve dividing the considered domain into coarse-scale
grid blocks, where effective properties in each coarse block are computed [37]. This pro-
cedure in common upscaling methods based on homogenization employs the fine-scale
solutions of local problems in every coarse block or representative volume. Such compu-
tation, however, may not reveal multiple important modes in each coarse block including
the continua’s interaction.

That downside urged the multi-continuum strategies [12, 9, 91, 59, 92, 78] on coarse grid.
Physically, each continuum is considered as a system (over the whole domain) so that the
flow between different continua can be conveniently described. In the fine grid, different
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continua are neighboring. In the coarse grid, they co-exist (through mean characteristics
[12]) at every point of the region, and they interact with one another. Mathematically, a
couple of equations are formed for each coarse block, and an individual equation corre-
sponds to one of the dual continua on the fine grid. For example, in fractured media, the
flow equations for the system of natural fractures and the matrix are written distinctly
with some exchange terms. Such interaction terms are coupled toward a system of cou-
pled multiscale equations following the mass conservation law. In order to reach that
goal, even when each continuum is not connected topologically, one can assume that it
is connected to the other (throughout the type of the coupling and the whole domain),
given that it has only global (non-local) effects.

In these contexts, we now examine (in detail) our chosen dual-continuum background.
For simulating flow in naturally fissured rock, Barenblatt introduced the first dual-porosity
model [12]. He suggested in that work two continua to describe low and high porosity
continua, that is, respectively system of small connected fractures and matrix, which are
also used in our paper. An example of some beginning work on dual continua based on
[12] is [9] (1990), where homogenization theory was employed, within a naturally fractured
medium, to obtain a general form of the double-porosity model representing single-phase
flow. For each continuum, both inter and intraflow exchanges are taken into consideration.
Basically, the dual-continuum background can be in any form, where the above schemes
can be utilized.

For such homogenization theory but now with multiple scales, we contribute in this
paper the detailed results (thanks to [76, 75]) on homogenization of the two-scale dual-
continuum system of nonlinear Richards equations (which are linear in [76, 75]), with
optimal computational cost. As in [75], the interaction between the continua here is
scaled as 1/e (which was 1/e? in [76]), and e stands for the periodically microscopic
scale of the material. This homogenized problem arrives from the two-scale asymptotic
expansion [13, 11, 58]. For the dual continua, we show that given this scale 1/¢ (as in [75])
of the interaction term, the coupled limits (which became only one equation in [76] for
the scale 1/€*) occur when letting the microscopic scale € vanish in the homogenization
procedure. The homogenization’s effective coefficients are computed from solutions of four
cell problems (as in [75]). Solving these local cell problems at every macroscopic point
using the same fine mesh is expensive because there are a huge number of such points.

Therefore, our additional contribution is a development of the hierarchical technique
from [76] (which has not been investigated in [75]) for solving that four cell problems
using a reasonable number of degrees of freedom while the accuracy essentially remains.
More specifically, we solve the four cell problems using a dense network of macroscopic
points. This scheme takes advantage of the fact that there are similar characteristics
of neighboring representative volume elements (RVEs) [76, 75, 24, 74], which leads to
close effective properties of the neighboring RVEs. Such a hierarchical technique achieves
optimal computational complexity by employing different levels of resolution of FE spaces
at different macroscopic points, for the four cell problems. In particular, regarding the
cell problems, solutions at the points belonging to lower levels in the hierarchy, which are
solved from higher levels of resolution, are employed to correct each solution at a nearby
macroscopic point lying on a higher level in the hierarchy, which is obtained via a lower
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level of accuracy (resolution). This hierarchy of macrogrids of points corresponds to a
nest of approximation spaces having different levels of resolution. More specifically, each
level of macroscopic points is appointed to an approximation finite element (FE) space,
then these points as well as space are where one solves the cell problems. We theoretically
prove that this hierarchical FE approach reaches the same level of accuracy as that of the
full solve where cell problems at every macroscopic point are solved by FE space with the
highest level of resolution, but the required number of degrees of freedom is optimal as
expected.

In the literature, for other multiscale equations, the hierarchical finite element (FE)
scheme has been advanced to solve the cell problems and calculate the effective coeffi-
cients. In [15], the approach was developed for the case of deterministic two-scale Stokes—
Darcy systems within a slowly varying porous material. Later in [16], the hierarchical
strategy was applied to a two-scale ergodic random homogenization problem without any
assumption on microscopic periodicity. Based on these achievements, in our paper, we
extend the hierarchical approach to the two-scale dual-continuum nonlinear system where
the interaction terms are scaled as O(1/¢), with respect to the computation of homoge-
nized coefficients. The interaction terms lead to interesting four cell problems (as in [75]),
that is, a system of coupled four equations.

Starting from a microscopic scale €, the resulting homogenized coupled Richards equa-
tions are still nonlinear at an intermediate scale. To tackle the challenge from the nonlin-
earity, after discretization by time, we apply linearization via traditional Picard iteration
(with a reasonable termination criterion) for each time step until the stopped time. At
the current iteration of the linearization, note that (as in [74]) some degree of multiscale
still remains in the homogenized equations, so direct method (to be discussed later) is not
effective. To overcome the difficulties from such multiple scales as well as high contrast,
fractures, heterogeneity, and to reduce computational cost, we utilize our recent numeri-
cal strategy [74] based on the GMSFEM [43, 22, 21] combining with the dual-continuum
approach, to attain coarse-grid (macroscopic) level of the coupled dual-continuum lin-
earized homogenized equations. Note that the fine-grid scale in our paper (as in [74]) is
the intermediate scale resulting from the homogenization procedure, so it is different from
the fine-grid scale of the GMSFEM in [28] and [81].

Normally, the GMsFEM helps us systematically create multiple multiscale basis func-
tions, by including new basis functions (degrees of freedom) in every coarse block. Such
new basis functions are computed by establishing local snapshots and operating local
spectral decomposition in the snapshot space. Hence, the obtained eigenfunctions can
convey the local properties to the global ones, through the coarse-grid multiscale basis
functions.

It is important to note that the GMsFEM’s convergence is related to the eigenvalue
decay of the local spectral problems. To construct the global multiscale basis functions, we
select certain number of eigenfunctions that correspond to the smallest eigenvalues from
each coarse neighborhood. Then the error converges with a rate correlated with 1/A,
where A is the minimum of the excluded eigenvalues over all the coarse neighborhoods.
This suggests that one needs to include all the multiscale basis functions that correspond
to the smallest eigenvalues for a good solution’s accuracy (see [22], for instance).
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Efficiently, the GMsFEM has been utilized for a variety of multi-continuum problems.
Recently, there has been an example [2] regarding shale gas transport in dual-continuum
background comprising organic and inorganic media. With this motivation, a third con-
tinuum can be included in dual continua toward triple continua (see [90], for instance).
On the whole, flow simulation was investigated in heterogeneously varying multicontinua
[28, 81, 84] and in fractured porous media [28, 1, 3].

Before the advent of GMsFEM, several multiscale methods are developed to solve
problems with such heterogeneous characteristics, for example, multiscale finite element
method (MsFEM) [45, 42] (which the GMsFEM directly based on), multiscale finite vol-
ume method (MsFVM) [54], and heterogeneous multiscale methods (HMM) [38]. More
specifically, in [57, 56, 53], the authors establish the coarse-grid approximation thanks
to the MsFEM for solving the unsaturated flow problems possessing heterogeneous co-
efficients. In [19], upscaling method is utilized for the Richards equation. Especially,
multiscale methods for flow problems in fractured porous media are addressed in [1].

In light of the GMsFEM’s success, there are numerous and vital studies on new model
reduction techniques consisting of constraint energy minimizing (CEM) GMsFEM [27, 26,
52, 23] and involved numerical methods for multi-continuum systems with fractures [20]
comprising non-local multi-continuum method (NLMC) [86, 30, 87, 88]. In NLMC ap-
proach, one builds multiscale basis functions from the solutions of some local constrained
energy minimizing problems as in the CEM-GMsFEM. These strategies also efficaciously
deal with multiscale as well as high-contrast components in multi-continuum fractured
media.

Besides such advanced multiscale methods, as mentioned above, traditional direct ap-
proach can tackle those difficulties in multi-continuum flow simulation, via fine-grid sim-
ulation, in a couple of steps. First, a locally fine grid is created. Second, one discretizes
the flow equations on that fine grid and derives a global solution from the set of local
solutions. This scheme can be operated under popular frameworks, for example, the Fi-
nite Element Method (FEM) in [10] and Finite Volume Method (FVM). However, due to
enormous size of computation, the direct numerical simulation of multiple-scale problems
is hard even with the assistance of supercomputers. By parallel computing (which utilizes
domain decomposition methods), this hardness can be eased a little [45]. Classical parallel
computing methods, nevertheless, demand rigorous interaction among processes, whereas
the size of the discrete problem still remains. Hence, multiscale methods are needed, to
obtain the small-scale effect on the large scales (without the desire of solving all the small-
scale details) via constructing coarse-grid approximations through offline (precomputed)
multiscale basis functions.

Given a time step and a Picard iteration of the linearization (of the above homogenized
nonlinear equations), we present the GMsFEM [43, 32] for solution of the linearized
homogenized equations from the nonlinear unsaturated multi-continuum flow problem in
heterogeneous porous fractured materials. We base on the previous works for linear case
[74] and for saturated flow problem [28]. Herein, we respectively extend those work to
fractured domain and study solution of the unsaturated flow problem in two-dimensional
case (while our technique can also work for three-dimensional case).
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Within the GMsFEM, we investigate two basis types: uncoupled and coupled multi-
scale basis. In the first case (called uncoupled GMsFEM), multiscale basis functions will
be established for each continuum independently, by taking into consideration only the
permeability and ignoring the transfer terms. We then employ the GMsFEM presented
above. In the second case (called coupled GMsFEM, which is focused in our paper), mul-
tiscale basis functions will be built by solving a coupled problem for snapshot space and
operating a spectral decomposition. From this step, the GMsFEM is also applied. Gener-
ally, in the GMsFEM, multiscale basis functions are constructed in order to automatically
locate each continuum through solution of the local spectral problems [31, 42, 43]. Now,
for coupled system of equations in multi-continuum models, we solve local coupled system
of equations in order to establish highly accurate coupled multiscale basis functions that
describe complex interaction among continua in the coarse-grid level.

In numerical simulations, within each Picard iteration, we aim at coupling the GMs-
FEM with the multi-continuum approach. To demonstrate accuracy and robustness of
the proposed coupled GMsFEM, we consider a dual-continuum background (connected
fractures and matrix) model as above. Several numerical examples are presented for two-
dimensional test problems. At the last time step and at the end of the Picard iteration
procedure, the multiscale solution is compared with the reference fine-scale solution. Our
numerical results (after benefiting both coupled and uncoupled GMsFEM) prove that
the GMsFEM solutions converge when we increase the number of local basis functions,
and that coupled GMsFEM (for large interaction coefficients) has higher accuracy than
uncoupled GMsFEM. Also, our numerical results show that the GMsFEM is able to in-
corporate with the dual-continuum approach to reach an accurate solution via only few
basis functions, and that the GMsFEM is robust respecting high-contrast coefficients. Re-
garding further results about Picard iteration procedure for linearization of the coupled
dual-continuum systems of Richards equations, numerically, convergence is guaranteed
by a very small termination criterion number. Theoretically, we also prove the global
convergence of this Picard linearization process in Appendix D.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, preliminaries are presented. Sec-
tion 3 is about formulating the system of dual-continuum coupled nonlinear multiscale
Richards equations and the corresponding homogenized system (that we will work with),
in heterogeneous fractured porous media. We provide in Section 4 fine-scale finite ele-
ment discretization and Picard iteration procedure for linearization of the homogenized
system. In Section 5, the GMsFEM is presented for our homogenized coupled nonlinear
system, making use of both uncoupled and coupled GMsFEM. We show in Section 6
several numerical results for this homogenized system. Section 7 is regarding open discus-
sion. Conclusions are congregated in Section 8. In Appendix A, we give a derivation of
the homogenized equations (introduced in Section 3). Appendix B is devoted to analyzing
hierarchical numerical solutions of the cell problems from the homogenization. Appendix
C gives a proof of the main Theorem B.3 (about convergence results for the hierarchical
solve). In the last Appendix D, we present a proof for the global convergence of Picard
linearization process.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Let © be our bounded computational domain in R%. To ease our discussion, we consider
d = 2 in the remaining of the paper, but the method can be generalized to d = 3. We
refer the readers to [33, 51, 52, 74] for the basic preliminaries. Latin indices ¢, j are in the
set {1,2}. Functions are denoted by italic capitals (e.g., f), vector fields in R? and 2 x 2
matrix fields over € are denoted by bold letters (e.g., v and T'). The spaces of functions,
vector fields in R?, and 2 x 2 matrix fields defined over ) are respectively represented
by italic capitals (e.g., L*(f2)), boldface Roman capitals (e.g., V'), and special Roman
capitals (e.g., S).

Throughout this paper, the symbol V stands for the gradient with respect to « of a
function which only depends on the variable @ (or the variables & and t). By V,, we
represent the partial gradient with respect to @ of a function which depends on «, ¢ and
other variables as well. Einstein summation is reflected by repeated indices. The class C°
consists of all continuous functions. Spaces of periodic functions come with subscript # .

Consider the space V := H}(Q) = W;*(Q). Its dual space (also called the adjoint
space) is denoted by H~'(Q), which consists of continuous linear functionals on H}(12).
The value of a functional f € H'(Q) at a point v € H}(Q) is denoted by the inner
product (f,v). Whereas, the notation (-,-) stands for the standard L? inner product.

The Sobolev norm || - HWOI,Q(Q) is of the form

2
lollwaz = (1013 + V0l

Here, ||Vv|z2() = [||Vv|||lL2(), where |Vu| denotes the Euclidean norm of the 2-
component vector-valued function Vu; and for v = (vi,v2), [|VVllL2) = |[|VV]||lL2@) ,
where |Vo| denotes the Frobenius norm of the 2 x 2 matrix Vv. We recall that the
Frobenius norm on L%(Q) is defined by |A]? :== A- A =tr(ATA).

The dual norm to || - ||z is || - [[#-1(a), that is,

,U
||f||H—1(Q): sup M
vEHL(Q) ||UHH3(Q)

For every 1 < r < oo, we use L"(0,7T; X) to represent the Bochner space [48] with the

norms
1/r

T
10l orx) = </ el dt) < +00,
0

[l 22 0,rx) = sup ||9[|x < +o0,
0<t<T

where (X, || - ||x) is a Banach space, for example X = H{ (). Also, we define
H'(0,T;X) :={¢ € L*(0,T;X) : & € L*(0,T;X)} .

To reduce notation [50], instead of L2(0,T; H}(S2)), we denote by V = H}(Q2) the space
for the pressure head p;(¢,-) and by V =V x V = H}(Q) x H}(Q) the space for p(t,-) =
(p1(t,-), po(t,-)), where i = 1,2 and t € [0,T],T > 0.
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3. SYSTEM OF COUPLED RICHARDS EQUATIONS AND ITS HOMOGENIZATION

As in Section 1, let € be the characteristic length representing the periodically small
scale variability of the media. In the current section, the system of Richards equations is
based on [81, 19, 89]. We first give an overview of the system then focus on the 1/e-scale
case in Subsection 3.1.

The following system of Richards equations is considered (by combining the mass con-
servation law with Darcy’s law, respectively):

M + le(’Ui) + LiZ = fl(t, w) in (O, t) X Qu

ot
005 (p5(t, x e . .
(3.1) % + div(vy) — Ly, = fo(t, ) in (0,t) x Q,
vi = —ki(x,p]) Vpi(t, x) in (0,¢) x Q,
vy = —ky(x, p3) Vps(t, ) in (0,t) x Q,

where each p§ = pS(t, ) [m] denotes the pressure head, for i = 1,2 (each i corresponds to a
continuum); v§ [ms~!] represents the Darcy velocity; ©S(pS(t, x)) is volumetric soil water
content; f;(t,x)[s™!] refers to source or sink term; K¢(zx, p¢)[ms~!] stands for unsaturated
hydraulic conductivity tensor [89, 81|, which is bounded, symmetric and positive definite.
In our paper, the media are simply assumed to be isotropic so that each hydraulic conduc-
tivity K¢ (x,p5) becomes function kf(x,pS) multiplying with the identity matrix I [34].
The techniques here can be extended to anisotropic media. We use L{, and L, to denote
the transfer terms between fracture-matrix and matrix-fracture, respectively, where

/ L5, do - / Lyyde =0, and L3, = LYy ~ Qt(a, pf. p5) (05 — 15)
Q Q

with the mass transfer (exchange) term [81]

(3.2) =05 =Q1=0;=Q%,
that are calculated via the lower unsaturated hydraulic conductivity
(3.3) Q1 = Q5 = Cki(z,p5)

having ¢ as the shape factor [91, 12].

After substituting the Darcy’s law (the last two equations of (3.1)) and the mass transfer
term @, at (3.2) into the mass conservation equations (the first two equations of (3.1)),
we get the following system for the pressure heads:

8@6 € . € € € € € € € € .
( ) $§p1> — dlv(kl(w7p1>vp1) + Ql(w,p17p2)(p1 — p2) — fl 1mn (0’t> X Q’
3.4
0O¢ (ps . € € € € e € € ¢ .
§§p2> _ dlv(kQ(w7p2)vp2) + QQ(w,pl,pQ)(pZ — pl) = f2 1n (O’t) X Q )

Note that we use only one domain €2 here, as in [84, 74, 76, 75].

In Section 6, the unsaturated hydraulic conductivity is written as a product of perme-
ability (depending on the spatial variable) and some function (depending on the pressure
head variable) [81, 89]. Note that hydraulic conductivity [8] is the fluid’s ability to pass
through material, while permeability [8] is the material’s ability allowing fluid to pass
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through. Permeability is a feature of the medium itself, whereas hydraulic conductivity
is the characteristic of both medium and fluid [8]. Also note that generally, intrinsic
permeability or simply permeability k£ (temperature independent) does not coincide with
saturated hydraulic conductivity K (temperature dependent).

The source or sink term f;(t, ) can be potential recharge flux at the ground surface,
evaporation, (plant) transpiration, precipitation rate [61], leakage through a confining
layer, rainfall, pumpage [35], surface infiltration, evapotranspiration, and runoff [61], etc.
Positive values of f; represent a source function, while negative values of f; imply a
sink function [35]. Some physical meanings of these f; terms [41] are as follows. The
unsaturated flow (Richards equation) needs to be equipped with a term representing
water uptake by plant roots whenever soil-water-plant system is considered. This term
(as a function) is referred to as the sink term because water in the soil is withdrawn by
the root system. When water is supplemented to the soil, by an aquifer for instance, then
the equipped term (as a function) is referred to as the source term.

The form of f; can depend on the pressure heads pS [61]. For example, fi = k1p§ — kap$,
fo = —k1p§+kops, such that fi+ fo = 0. Both f; can be simultaneously positive as in [82],
also see [61] for coupled surface and subsurface flows. Each f; can be either positive or
negative in a region. For example, in the vadose zone, we consider a source term possessing
both positive and negative values given by f = f(x,z) = 0.006cos(4/372)sin(27x) on
Qaq, whereas it holds that f = 0 in the saturated zone (g, [67].

Some explicit examples of source or sink term are from [65, 85] as follows. The first
form of sink term is from [65]:

(3.5) f1(p1) = a(p]) Smax ;

where a(p{) is a dimensionless soil water availability factor of pressure head p{, and Syax
is the maximum possible root-water extraction when soil water is not restricting (that is,
the potential transpiration). The second example of sink term is from [85], as follows:

(3.6) fi(z, py) = on(z, p)on(z, p)g(x)S

where S is the potential transpiration rate, g(x) is the root density function, a; (x, p§) rep-
resents the compensation mechanism, as(x, p§) stands for water stress (for interpretation
of each component, see [85], for instance).

3.1. The 1/e-scale. This Subsection is based on [75]. Recall from Section 2 that € is
the bounded computational domain in R? and Latin indices 4, j vary in the set {1,2}. We
let Y be a unit cube in R? and [a,b] be an interval in R. With pf € V = H}(Q) having
values in [a, b], we define the following two-scale coefficients:

€ € Z € € € € Z € €
(37) k1<w7pz) = kl <wa zap7,> ) Qi(w7p1>p2) = Ql (ﬂ:, €7p17p2> :
Note that these two-scale coefficients can be written in the following form (without «):

Zr T
(3.8) Ki(@,p) = ki (Zot) L Qi pops) = Qi (Zophurh) |
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whenever our discussion does not involve  alone. Here, we assume that Q;(y, p{,p5) €
CY x [a,b] x [a,b]) and k;(y,pS) € CO(Y X [a,b]) are continuous functions, which are

T
Y -periodic with respect to y = = . Also, each f;i(t,-) is assumed to be in L*(€).
€

Now, we consider the following problem:

(3.9)
O] il i 0, ) Vi (0, )] + Q4 (1) i 1. ) 04 ) — i, )
= fi(t,xz) in (0,T) x Q,
ops(t, x) ) 1
L) il (a1, ) V1 )] + Qa1 ), 1 ) 050, ) — i 1, )

= fo(t,x) in (0,T) x Q.
For i,j = 1,2, this system (3.9) is equivalent to the following equations:

(3.10)
Ip;(t, x)

3 € € € 1 € € € € € :
ot - le(k’i(.’B,pi)Vpi) + E ;Qi<w>pl>p2)(pi _pj) = fi(taw) m (O7T) x Q.

The system of equations (3.10) is equipped with the initial condition p{(0,x) = 0,
p5(0,x) = 0 in Q, and with the Dirichlet boundary condition p{(t,x) = p5(t,z) = 0
n (0,7) x 092.
Note that in (3.4), the volumetric water content Of(p5) is usually a nonlinear function
of the pressure head p¢, and the following form is also valid [18]:

OOL) _ ) 208
ot Yot
In our analysis, the homogenization much involves the nonlinear hydraulic conductivity

ki (x, pS) . Whereas, the term C(pf) is not important and can be ignored so that ©f is the
identity function, that is, ©5(p5) = pf in (3.9).

Toward homogenization of the original system (3.10), we postulate that the system’s
solutions (that is, the pressure heads p{ and p§) admit the following two-scale asymptotic
expansion (see [40], for instance):

€ T X 9 T
pi(t, @) = pio (t,w, z) +€epn (7575137?) + €12 (t,a’%z) +-

€ T xr 9 €T
pg(t,w):pg() (t’sz) +€p21 (t7m7€> +€p22 (t,$,€> +7

in Q. For i = 1, 2, we define

(3.11)

p=pilta) = (te, 7)) = pitay) . withy =
€ €

In order to process further, we denote

(3.12) pr = pi(t,x) :=pio(t,x) = pro(t, @, y), D2 =pa(t, @) :=pa(t,x) = pa(t,x,y),

where the fact that p1o(t, &, y) and pa (¢, &, y) are independent of y can be easily verified
as in [75].
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Assume that the mass transfer term, the hydraulic conductivity and its spatial gradient
are uniformly bounded, that is, there exist positive constants k, k£ and m,m such that the
following inequalities hold:

k <Fki(y,p1), k2(y,p2), |Vyki(y,p1)], |Vyka(y,p2)l

3.13
( ) m < Q1(y,p1,p2), Q2(Y,p1,D2)

m.

Resulting from the original system (3.10), our homogenized system is (A.3). The details
of the homogenization’s derivation and the hierarchical algorithm for the cell problems
can be found in Appendices A and B (with a proof C), respectively.

Now, we consider p; = pi(t,x) = pio(t,x), p2 = pa(t,x) = pao(t,x) in V = HI(Q) as
from (3.12), the homogenized conductivities k1 (p1), k2(p2) abbreviated for k1 (x, p1), k2(x, p2)
in (A.5), and fi(t,-), fa(t,-) in L*(Q) as from (3.10).

Thanks to [6], one needs to solve the reduced form of the system (A.3) for p (¢, -), pa(t, ) €
V', that is, in the domain (0,7 x €2 as follows:

(3.14)
0 )
% — div(k1(p1) Vp1) + bi1(p1,p2) - Vp1 + bia(p1,pa2) - Vpa + c1(p1,p2) (01 — p2) = f1,
0 )
% — div(ka(p2) Vp2) + ba1(p1,p2) - Vp1 + baa(p1,pa) - Vpa + ca(p1,p2) (P2 — 1) = fa,

equivalently (for i,j = 1,2),

(3.15) % — div(ri(ps) Vi) + D [bij(p1,p2) - Vil + > [ei(pr, pa) (0 = p))] = fi

J J

with the initial condition p;(0,2) = 0 in 2, and with the Dirichlet boundary condition
pi(t,x) = 0 on (0,7) x 9S2. Note that in the system (3.14) and (3.15), each ¢;(p1, p2)
(abbreviated for ¢;(x,p1,p2)) is mass transfer term and each b;;(p1,p2) (abbreviated for
b;;(x,p1,p2)) is nonlinear velocity (see [6], for instance), which are explicitly defined in
(A.3) in terms of correctors being solutions of the so-called cell problems (A.6a)—(A.6b).

4. FINE-SCALE DISCRETIZATION AND PICARD ITERATION FOR LINEARIZATION

This section is based on [71, 81, 52]. Note that there are a variety of recently developed
linearization techniques for Richards equation, such as the Newton method, the modified
Picard algorithm [18], the L-scheme [67], and a new multilevel Picard iteration [39].
However, we will use the classical Picard linearization algorithm as in [73].

We are given an initial pair pg = (p1,0,p20) € V. With 4,j = 1,2, on each continuum
i, providing a fixed u; € V', and letting u = (u1,us) € V', we define the following bilinear
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forms: for p,¢ € V and p = (p1,p2) € V,
(4.1) a;(p, ¢; i) = /Q"ii(ui)Vp -Vodz,
(4.2) bi(p, ¢;u) = Z /ﬂ(bij(ula us) - Vpj)ode,

(43) p7 ¢7 Z/ C; ulau2 _pj>¢dx

Recall that (-, -) denotes the standard L?(Q2) inner product. The variational form of (3.15)
is as follows: for ¢ = 1,2, find p = (p1,p2) € V such that

Op;
(1.4) ( P ,@) T as(ps, 65:pi) + bi(ps 055 P) + (P, 6 P) = (fir 1)

with all ¢ = (¢1,¢2) € V', for a.e. t € (0,7). For simplicity, we can drop the subscript
i while keeping the meaning that each equation (4.4) corresponds to one of the dual
continua.

To reach the first goal regarding time discretization (see [71, 81], for instance) of (4.4),
we will apply the following standard backward Euler finite-difference scheme: find p =
(p1,p2) € V such that for any ¢ = (¢1,¢2) € V,

Dis+1 — Dis
(4.5) (%7 ¢i) + a;(Pist1, Pis Pist1) + bi(Pst1, i3 Pst1) + G (Pst1, O3 Psi1)

= (fz’,s+17¢z')7

where the time range [0,7] is divided into S equal intervals, with the time step size
T =T/S > 0, and the subscript s denotes the evaluation of a function at the time instant
ts =s7 (for s=0,1,---,9).

Next, the nonlinearity in space will be handled through linearization using Picard it-
eration (see [71, 81, 52|, for instance) as follows. At the (s + 1)th time step, we guess
pl,, € V.Forn=0,1,2,---, given p?,, € V, we find p?jfll € V such that for any

¢=(¢1,02) €V,

n+1
p; ,5+1 Pis n n n n
(46) <f ¢ ) + a”t(pz 541 is Pg s+1) + b (psi_ll? gbla ps+1) + QZ(ps——i-’—117 ¢Za ps+1)

= (fi,s+17 ¢7,) .

The Picard iteration process converges to a limit as n — oo (see a theoretical proof in
Appendix D). In practice, we terminate this process at an ath iteration when it meets a
certain stopping criterion, and let

(4.7) Ds+1 = Doyy

be the previous time data to proceed to the next temporal step in (4.5). Throughout
this work, we propose a stopping criterion using the relative successive difference, that is,
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given a user-defined tolerance §y > 0, if

||pf;i1 - p?,s—i—l ||L2(Q)

1P 1 ll 22
for both 7« = 1,2, then we terminate the iteration procedure.

Now, we discuss the fine-grid notation. Toward discretizing the variational problem
(4.4), we first let T;, be a fine grid with grid size h. Here, h is assumed to be significantly
small so that the fine-scale solution is close enough to the exact solution. Second, we let
Vi, be the conforming piecewise bilinear finite element basis space with reference to the
rectangular fine grid 7y, that is,

(49) v, = {uEV:u!KEQl(K)VKEﬁL},
where Q;(K) is the space of all bilinear (or multilinear if d > 2) elements on K. We let
‘/h = Vh X Vh .

In 7y, the fully Picard discrete scheme reads: starting with an initial p, o € V;, at the
(s 4 1)th time step, we guess pj, ,,; € V4, and iterate in Vj, from (4.6):

(4.8) <,

(4.10)
n+1
Pis1 — Pihs o | +ai(pl ) bi(p"L b ph (pntl o
- ;% @i (D 41> P Pionst1) T 0i(Phgy1s @i Phss1) + G(Phosr1s @i Phss1)
= (fi,s+l7 ¢z) )
with any ¢ = (¢1,¢2) € Vp, for n = 0,1,2,--- , until meeting (4.8) at some ath Picard

step. We use (4.7) for setting the previous time data pssy1 = pj ., to go ahead to the
next time step in (4.5).

5. GMSFEM FOR COUPLED DUAL-CONTINUUM NONLINEAR EQUATIONS

5.1. Overview. The purpose of this section is to build multiscale spaces (in the pressure
head computation) for the coupled nonlinear system (4.4). Toward establishing an appro-
priate generalized multiscale finite element method (GMsFEM, [43]), from the linearized
system (4.6) in Section 4, the nonlinearity may be treated as constant at each Picard
iteration step (after temporal discretization) so that multiscale spaces are able to be built
respecting this nonlinearity.

First, we discuss the coarse-grid notation. Let 77 be a coarse grid that has 7, as a
refinement. We denote by H the coarse-mesh size (with h < H). Each element of T is
named a coarse-grid block (or patch or element). We call N the total number of coarse
blocks (elements) and N, the total number of interior vertices of 7. Let {:Izj}j-\f:”l be the

collection of vertices (nodes) in 7. The jth coarse neighborhood of the coarse node x;
is defined by the union of all coarse elements K, € T possessing such x; , as follows:

(5.1) wi=J{KneT"  2; €K, }.

Our primary goal is using the GMsSFEM to seek a multiscale solution p,s (which is a
good approximation of the fine-scale solution p). In order to do so, first, we utilize (on
coarse grid) the GMSFEM [43], where we solve local problems (to be specified then) in each
coarse neighborhood, to systematically construct multiscale basis functions (degrees of
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freedom for the solution) that still contain fine-scale information. The resulting multiscale
space is called the global offline space Vs, comprising multiscale basis functions. Last,
we find the multiscale solution p,,s in V. For the GMsFEM, in this section, we note
that the system (3.15) possesses multiscale high-contrast coefficients «;, b;;, ¢; (depending
onx) fori,j =1,2.

We refer the readers to [43] for the GMsFEM’s details and to [74, 51, 28] for its overview.
In the following subsections, we will present two different methods (mainly based on [74])
for constructing uncoupled multiscale basis functions (uncoupled GMsFEM) and coupled
multiscale basis functions (coupled GMsFEM). For each type of these methods, using
the GMsFEM’s framework [43] as above, we build a local snapshot space for each coarse
neighborhood w; then solve a relevant local spectral problem (defined on the snapshot
space), to generate a multiscale (offline) space V.

More specifically, in the next Subsections 5.2 and 5.3, provided pps s (at time step sth)
and pj .41 (at time step (s+1)th and Picard iteration nth), we will build Vi,s = VI ;.
In practice (Subsection 5.4), given Py and a starting guess pj |, we will need to establish
only one Vi, = VHQSJ . Here, the snapshot functions as well as the basis functions are time-
independent.

5.2. Uncoupled GMsFEM. This terminology means that multiscale basis functions in
Vi, are constructed for the solutions p}'t{ , separately, with i,j =1,2.

We let the fine-scale approximation (FEM) space for the ith continuum be Vj'(w;) =
Vi(wj), which is the conforming space V}! = V}, restricted to the coarse neighborhood w; .
The notation J,(w;) stands for the set of all nodes of the fine grid 7, locating on dw;. The
cardinality of J,(w;) is abbreviated by N, , and we let the index k varies 1 <k < Ny, .

We will construct multiscale basis functions for each i¢th continuum distinctly by ex-
cluding the transfer functions and taking into consideration only the conductivity k; .
In particular, for each ith continuum, on every coarse neighborhood w;, we first solve

the following local snapshot problem: find the kth snapshot function gbé{?’snap € Vi(wj)
satisfying

- div(’%i(w7pst,s+1)v¢](j;Z’snap) = 0 n CL)]',

(5.2) |
qb’g{g,snap = 5k,i on &uj y

where Jj; is a function defined as

: 1 m=k,
C {0 m#k

for all 7, in Jy(w;), 1 < k < Nj,. Hence, for the ith continuum, we obtain the jth local
snapshot space

Vi (@) = span{e/)™™ |1 < k < Ny}

snap
Now, let N; be the number of interior vertices of 7 on the ith continuum. The jth
local multiscale basis functions are built on w; with respect to the ith continuum, by
solving the local spectral problems: find the kth eigenfunction w,(fl) € V&, (w;) and its

snap
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corresponding real eigenvalue )\,(f Z such that for all & in V3, (w;),

(53) 0 (U, &) = ALjs! (Ui, €0)
For any ¢, € V. (w;), these operators are defined as follows [51, 28, 74]:

a9 (9, ) = / i (@, s )V - Vi,

N;
Sz('j)((ba w> = / Ki(wap2ms,s+l) (Z ‘VXZ,Z'P) ¢w diL‘,
wj =1

where each x;; is a standard multiscale finite element basis function in the ith continuum,
for the coarse node x; (that is, with linear boundary conditions for cell problems [44]).
We note that {x;;}1, is a set of partition of unity functions (for 7) supported in the
1th continuum. .

After arranging the eigenvalues )\,(jz from (5.3) in ascending order, we take the first

L, eigenfunctions, and they are still denoted as wijl-) R (Lj) ;,- Last, we define the kth
b W] b

(5.4)

multiscale basis function for the ith continuum on w; by

%(fz = Xj,z‘%gfg ;

where 1 <k < Ly, .
Within the ith continuum, the local auxiliary offline multiscale space is defined by

Vrfls(wj) = span {zp,(jz)ms ‘ 1<k< ij} .

We then define the global offline space

Z (wj)) —span{wklms‘1<j<Nz,1<k<L }

Finally, the multiscale space as the global offline space is defined by
Vs = Vb X V2

ms ?

which will be employed to find solution at the next (n + 1)th Picard iteration.

5.3. Coupled GMsFEM. In this section, we construct coupled multiscale basis func-
tions in V;,, for the solution piiit,, = (p’ll;ls s 1s p’nglls st1) -

Here, regarding the coupled local snapshot problems we will take into account the
interaction terms ¢; and ¢y from (3.14). For the GMsFEM analysis, the operators of
eigenvalue problems should be symmetric. Thus, we only choose the symmetric part of
¢ and cg, namely, ¢, = (¢1 + ¢2)/2.

More specifically, for 7, j,7 = 1,2, on each coarse neighborhood w;, we solve the local

snapshot problem: find the snapshot functions ¢krsnap (gbkj i;nap gbkj ; Srnap> in Vi (w;) =
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Vi(wj) X Vi (w;) that satisfy

- le <l‘€1(w7p?,ms,erl)v(él(j};nap) + Cs<m7p7r;1s,s+1) <¢k{iiﬂap - ](CJ;%,;nap> == O iIl wj,
(5:5) —div (Kol B VLS + i) (477 = 00177) =0 i,
,(j;l’snap =0y, on dw;j,
forl1<k<N J;, Where each Oy, 1s specified as
(56) 6k,r(mm) = 5k(mm)er, r = 1, 2,

with all @,, in Jy,(w;) and {e, |r = 1,2} as a standard basis in R?. The local snapshot
space is then of the form

(5.7) Vinap(wj) = Span{ I < k< Ny, 1= 1,2} :

Now, we solve the local eigenvalue problems: find the kth eigenfunction 1/;,(; ) = (w,(j i, w,(f %) €

Vinap(wj) and its corresponding real eigenvalue )\,(Cj ) such that for all € € Viap(wj),
(55) o) (#.€) = 259 (w¢) .

Such operators are defined as follows [51, 28, 74]:

2
ad(p.p) => / Ri(®, P s ) Vi - Vi dar
=1 YW

2 2 Ny
S(j)(d)v 170) = Z Sz(j)<¢ia Q/Jz) = Z/ K’i(m>p2ms,s+1) <Z |le,i|2> Cbz% d$7
i=1 i=1 Y Wi =1

for any ¢ = (¢1, ¢2), ¥ = (¢Y1,12) € Vipap(w;) . Here, each x;; is defined as in (5.4).
After sorting the eigenvalues )\fj ) from (5.8) in rising up order, we choose the first

(5.9)

smallest L., eigenfunctions and still call them ¢§j ), e ,'¢(le‘ . Now, the kth multiscale
J
basis functions for w; are defined by

¢}i])7ms — (Xj,l w,(fi » Xj,2 Yﬂi(cj%) )

where each x;; is defined as in (5.4) and 1 < k < L, . These functions form the local
offline multiscale space

Vins(wj) = span {gb](gj)’ms ‘ 1<Ek< ij} )
Last, we obtain the multiscale space (as the global offline space)

Ny
Vis = D Vs ) = span { 7™ |1 < j < Ny 1 Sk < Ly |

J=1

where we seek solution for the later (n + 1)th Picard iteration.
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Remark 5.1. Note that the local spectral problems, (5.3) and (5.8), are constructed tak-
ing into account the convergence analysis. The convergence rate of the proposed methods
is proportional to 1/A, where A represents the minimum among all eigenvalues that cor-
respond to eigenfunctions that are not included in the global offline space. This suggests
that we include optimal number of multiscale basis functions associated with the smallest
eigenvalues (see [22], for instance).

5.4. GMsSFEM for coupled nonlinear system of equations. At the fixed time step
(s + 1)th, our tactic (as in [51, 52]) is using either the uncoupled or coupled GMsFEM
(in Subsections 5.2 or 5.3) and the corresponding constructed offline multiscale space
Vins = Vi1 (introduced at the end of Subsection 5.1) to solve the problem (3.15) with
equivalent variational form (4.4) via linearization based on Picard iteration. During the
online stage, the model reduction scheme reads: starting with pyso € Vins, at the (s+1)th

time step, we guess pp. ., € Vins and iterate in Vi from (4.6):

pn+1 —y
i,ms,s+1 2,mS, S n+1 ) n+1 R}
- ) ¢l + a; (pi,ms,s-',-l? ¢i7 pi,ms,s+1) + bl (pms,erl? (bi? pms,erl)

(510) + qi (p&Jsr,lerl? (bi;pgs,erl) = (fi,SJrla (bl) )

with ¢ = (¢1, p2) € Vins, for n =0,1,2,--- | until reaching (4.8) at some ath Picard step.
We employ (4.7) for choosing the previous time data puyss+1 = Prs.s+1 b0 advance on the
next temporal step in (4.5).

6. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we will show some numerical experiments to demonstrate the perfor-
mance of our strategy, for both the uncoupled and coupled GMsFEM, with linearization
by Picard iteration procedure. In the simulations, we consider the high-contrast coeffi-
cients a;(x) (for i = 1,2), which are presented in Fig. 1, having Q = [0,1]*>. The blue
regions are for a;(x) = 10, az(x) = 1, whereas the yellow regions (channels) represent
ai(x) = 10°,az(x) = 10. Each coefficient a;(x) is defined on 128 x 128 fine grid, while
the coarse-grid size is H = 1/16. We choose the terminal time 7' = ST = 2, and the
time step size is taken as 7 = 1/10. Each initial pressure p; is zero. The Picard iterative
termination criterion is dy = 1075, which ensures the linearization process’s convergence.

We assume that each medium is isotropic (and the anisotropic case is handled similarly).
Then, each hydraulic conductivity tensor becomes x; multiplying with the identity matrix,
fori=1,2.

Example 1. We consider the following problem as a special case of (3.14) (using the
provided conditions there): find p = (p1,p2) € V in the domain (0,7") x  such that

10°

0

b _ div ( (@) Vp1> + 30by; - Vpy +30bys - Vpo + ————(p1 — po) = 1,
' Ops , as(x) 10°

— —d \Y% 30by; -V 30bys - V o — — =1

ot v (1 + ] p2 | + 21 Vp1 + 22 VP2 + 1+ [pa] (p2 — p1) )

with the initial condition p;(0,2) = 0 in 2, and with the Dirichlet boundary condition
pi(t,x) = 0 on (0,7) x 0. The vector fields are given by by; = by = (p1,p1), b2 =
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by = (—pa, —p2), and the functions a1 (x), as(x) are high-contrast (multiscale) coefficients
shown in Fig. 1.

This example has a physical meaning. That is, for the given dual-continuum porous
media, the first equation can describe a flow (the homogenized first Richards equation) in
small highly connected fracture network as the first continuum, and the second equation
can represent a flow (the homogenized second Richards equation) in the matrix as the
second continuum [81]. Our model problem (6.1) can also be attained from upscaling of
some highly heterogeneous media using Representative Volume Element (RVE) Approach
[24]. In that paper, the authors employ sub RVE scale to form a multi-continuum model
(at fine-grid level), that is upscaled further. In our context, we assume that the upscaled
multi-continuum model can possess highly heterogeneous coefficients. For example, with
reference to the second continuum, the first continuum owns much larger a;(x) in its
channels (that are much bigger with respect to RVE scales). More generally, with varying
permeabilities a; and ay, our proposed strategy can be still effective.

At the last time step Sth and at the last Picard iteration, the coupled GMsFEM solution
Dims,s in (4.7) will be compared with the fine-scale FEM solution p; g, by the relative
error formula in weighted L?(2)-norm:

Pims,s — Pi,h,S
(6.2) 100 ! 20y

, fori=1,2.
1pi.n,s HL2(Q)

Here, the reference solution py g is from (4.10) in the fine grid V;, and the multiscale
solution py,s s is from (5.10) in the coarse grid Vi, .

We denote by DO Fg,e the number of total degrees of freedom (basis functions) for
the fine-scale FEM. Tables 1a and 1b respectively represent the errors obtained from the
coupled and uncoupled GMsFEM with the permeability coefficients a;(x) (see Figs. 1(a)
and 1(b)). A fine-scale reference solution psp g (solved via the FEM) is plotted ig. 2(a),
whereas Fig. 2(b) describes the coupled GMsFEM solution pa ms.s -

We tested the performance by using a variety of number of basis functions. Let dim(Vy,s)
denote the number of total degrees of freedom used for each GMsFEM implementation.
The results in Tables 1a and 1b demonstrate that our scheme is robust with respect to
the contrast in the coefficients a;(x) as well as able to give accurate approximation of
solution with few local basis functions per each coarse neighborhood. Also, from Tables
la and 1b, we observe first that both the coupled and uncoupled GMsFEM solutions
nicely converge as the number of local basis functions increases, and secondly, for large
interaction coefficients, the coupled GMsFEM has higher accuracy than the uncoupled
GMsFEM. That second advantage is remarkable, as the GMsFEM involves the exchange
terms in multiscale basis construction, while the uncoupled GMsFEM only takes into
account the diffusion terms.
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(A) a1(x). The value in each channel is 10°. (B) a2(x). The value in each channel is 10.

FIGURE 1. Coefficients a;(x) and as(x) .
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(A) pg,hys(T, :I}), DOFﬁne = 32258.

FI1GURE 2. Solutions using FEM and Coupled GMsFEM.

dim (Vens) L? Er]rg(l)rs(%) L? Er]r)érs(%) dim (Vins) L? Er]r)cl)rs(%) L? Er]rgf)rs(%)
900 3.4208480 3.56363346 900 9.39526936 9.40019948
1800 0.56111391 0.70133747 1800 3.42474881 3.42323362
2700 0.30925842 0.45617447 2700 0.76386230 0.76127447
3600 0.18980716 0.33344175 3600 0.56297485 0.56092131
4500 0.10368591 0.23142539 4500 0.37650901 0.37607187

(A) Coupled GMSFEM, DO Fj, = 32258.

Example 2. We consider a model using more complicated right hand side functions,
including both sinks and sources with commonly used constitutive relationships between

TABLE 1. Errors.

(B) Uncoupled GMsFEM, DO Fy, = 32258.
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the water content and the pressure head, namely, van Genuchten-Mualem model (note
that Gardner-Basha model also works) [66, 80]. Using the van Genuchten-Mualem model
in [66], we assume that its volumetric water content function is the identity, and we focus
on the nonlinearity of the unsaturated hydraulic conductivity only. Our problem is to
find p = (p1,p2) € V in the domain (0,7) x € such that

(6.3)
0 ) 2
P iy (a1 (x) K, (p1)Vp1) + 30by; - Vpy + 30bys - Vo + (p1 —p2) = fi(z),
ot 1+ |p1]
Opa ) 102
=~ dw (a2(@) K1 (p2) Vp2) + 30ba1 - V1 + 30bss - Vo + 1 p |(p2 — ) = folz),
2

with the initial condition p;(0,2) = 0 in , and with the Dirichlet boundary condition
pi(t,z) = 0 on (0,7) x 9Q, where we let Q = [0,1]>. Here, the relative hydraulic
conductivity K, has the form

" ey = Ll (Gl

(1+ (wlp))™)*

9

where we assume that the geometric mean of o, is 0.15 m~!, n’ = 2,m’ = 0.5. The
high-contrast a;(x) for i = 1,2 are presented in Fig. 3. We have a;(x) = 10, az(x) = 10
in the blue regions and a;(x) = 10°, az(x) = 100 in the yellow regions. The vector fields
are by; = bo; = (p1,p1), bia = bas = (—p2, —p2), and the source and sink terms are given
by fi(x) = e™1t%2 fo(x) = —e™ 12 | respectively.

We again employ the GMsFEM coupled with the Picard iteration to find the solutions
Dims,s and Do ms s at the last time step S. At the (s+ 1)th time step, we choose the initial
guess (p?ns’s +1 € Vi) for the Picard iteration to be the solution data from the previous
time step, Pums,s = Phss» Where pr o is the solution from the final Picard iteration step at
the sth time step. A fine-scale reference solution p; ;g (obtained via the FEM) is plotted
Fig. 4(a), while Fig. 4(b) represents the coupled GMsFEM solution pj ms s -

The relative L? errors (6.2) with respect to the total number of multiscale basis functions
for both the coupled and uncoupled GMSFEM are presented in Tables 2a and 2b, where
we observe that the errors decay as the number of degrees of freedom increases. Both
the methods require only small number of local basis functions to achieve high accuracy
approximations to the solutions. The coupled GMsFEM has better accuracy than the
uncoupled GMsFEM, and this is because the interaction between the two continua is
disregarded in the construction of local multiscale basis of the uncoupled GMsFEM.
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(B) az(x). The value in each channel is 100.

FIGURE 3. Coefficients a;(x) and as(x) .

m N om @

e - S

1
09
08
o7
a6
5
a5
04
a3
0z
04
a
0 0z 04 08 08 1

(A) pras(T,x), DOFgipe = 32258.
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(B) p1ms,s(T,x), dim(Vis) = 1800.

FI1GURE 4. Solutions using FEM and Coupled GMsFEM.

dim (Vens) L? Er];(l)rs(%) L? Erff)rs(%) dim (Vins) L? Erf(l)rs(%) L? EII;ZYS(%)
900 5.19096989 5.62412231 900 41.01167067 | 4.06627278
1800 2.52918581 2.01972957 1800 4.59485651 4.84008130
2700 0.57498862 0.50771565 2700 4.25388598 2.44607018
3600 0.43124964 0.38351447 3600 2.40946791 1.96508453
4500 0.33847662 0.26529760 4500 0.92513418 0.70049912

(A) Coupled GMSFEM, DO Fy,e = 32258.

TABLE 2. Errors.

(B) Uncoupled GMSFEM, DO Fppe = 32258.



22 J.S.R. Park, S.W. Cheung, T. Mai

7. DISCUSSION

We note that our numerical strategy involves a dual-continuum generalized multiscale
finite element method (GMsFEM) in dimension two. Principally, it can be extended
to multi-continuum systems, with discrete fractures (this type of fractures has not been
considered in our paper). In most cases, the online multiscale techniques can be utilized
in order to obtain nicer results for nonlinear problems [29, 25]. Moreover, one can create
nonlinear basis functions for coarse-grid approximations of solutions with good accuracy
(89, 62, 63, 7, 42]. Such multiscale basis functions as well as parallel computing can help
establish approximations of solutions with higher accuracy, for complicated processes in
reality [81]. With nonstationary equations, including coupled Richards equations, recent
splitting methods [46] would be interesting to apply. Besides, discontinuous Galerkin (DG)
method has been addressed in [64]. Regarding conservation laws, further hierarchical
approaches could be useful for discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods and even finite
volume schemes [69, 68].

8. CONCLUSIONS

This paper investigated a multiscale method for simulations of the dual-continuum
unsaturated flow problem modeled by coupled nonlinear Richards equations, in complex
heterogeneous fractured porous media. To handle the multiple scales, our approach is that
starting from a microscopic scale, the coupled dual-continuum Richards equations are up-
scaled using homogenization via the two-scale asymptotic expansion, toward a system of
coupled nonlinear homogenized equations, at an intermediate level of scale. Utilizing a
hierarchical finite element scheme, the homogenization’s effective coefficients are calcu-
lated by solving the obtained cell problems. To deal with the nonlinearity, after temporal
discretization, we employ the Picard iteration process for spatial linearization of the ho-
mogenized Richards equations. Within each Picard iteration, some degree of multiscale
still remains from the intermediate scale, so we apply the generalized multiscale finite el-
ement method (GMsFEM) incorporating with the coupled dual-continuum homogenized
equations, in order to upscale the system to a macroscopic (coarse-grid) scale. The GMs-
FEM'’s mission is to systematically create either uncoupled or coupled multiscale basis
functions, independently for each equation (uncoupled GMSFEM), or commonly for the
system (coupled GMsFEM). Such multiscale basis functions can guarantee highly accu-
rate coarse-grid approximation of the solution and clear representation of interactions
among continua via the coupled GMsFEM. These expectations and convergence are vali-
dated by several numerical results for the proposed method. In addition, we theoretically
proved the global convergence of the Picard iteration process in Appendix D. Finally, we
discussed some potential directions.
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APPENDIX A. DERIVATION OF HOMOGENIZATION

In this section, we derive the homogenized equations corresponding to our original
equations (3.10) using the two-scale asymptotic expansion (3.11) from [40]. Here, we have
not rigorously proved the convergence. However, basically, one can justify this asymptotic
expansion under proper conditions and assuming sufficient regularity of the solutions of
the two-scale model (see [40], for instance), or one can find some suitable topology so
that the solutions of the e-problem (3.10) converge [72, 4, 70], where € is the small scale.
Therefore, we can assume that those formal calculations can be validated.

Regarding notation, as in [5], we let
(A.1) H,(Y) = {g € Hy,.(R?) such that g is Y-periodic}

loc

be equipped with the norm ||g|| g1 (v). We will need the quotient space
(A.2) V= H;E(Y)/R

defined as the space of classes of functions in H#(Y) equaling up to an additive constant.
The following norm [5] is considered in the space V:

el = IVyollp2evy -
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Now, with p; € V, p = (p1,p2) € V, and Ni(-,p;), M;(-,p) € V = HL(Y)/R, for
i,j,v,m,r = 1,2, and e’ as the ith unit vector in the standard basis of R¢ (d = 2), applying
the procedure in [75] to our considered original system (3.10), we can find derivation of
the homogenized equations, which are

op;

o it div(K7; (p;)Vp;)

+Z{dw K/ (4,0,)Vy M;(y, p)dy)( —pj)]

Opm
(=1t (/ Q;(y, PN, (y,pm)dy) 8];}

+ ; {— (/Y Q;(y,p)(Mi(y,p) + Ma(y, p)) dy)
+2 K/Y 222; (y,p) - Nﬁ(y,pr)dy) g];:

+Z (/ aQ] ,p) - M, (y,p) dy) (pv —pr)] } (Pm — Dj) ;

where (as in [77, 19], for vectors Ny, Na) K = (ki) km = kmij = Kmar

(A.3)

biasom) = ([ ) (T4 (9N )

= [ (el 0 (9N ) + ) - €y

(A.4)

(Kmij (Y, pm) + (kn(y, D) Vy N7 (y,p1n)) - €') dy

oy,

ON;.(y ,pm)) dy.

ONI (Y, pm
(kmm Y, Pm) +kmw(y,pm)—(y )) dy
k m) | Oy

(yap )( ]_I_ ayr

I

which are positive definite [77, 13, 76, 75] and symmetric if K;, Ky are symmetric [77].
For isotropic media in this paper, we have

(A.5) K =k I=k,I.

Recalling (3.7)-(3.8), we note that k. (p) is abbreviated for &7, (2, pn) . Here, Ni(y, p;),
M;(y,p) € Hy(Y)/R [5] are the solutions of the four cell problems:

(A.6D) divy[k;(y, p;)VyM;(y, p)] + @;(y,p) = 0,

as in [75], with periodic boundary conditions, for pi, ps € [a,b], p = (p1, p2) € [a,b]*.
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Remark A.1. Regarding each mass transfer term @Q; > 0 (for i =1,2), we assume that
there is an average of it. To guarantee the positivity, this average is large. However, it
can be absorbed into the time, that is, in comparison with the time, this average is very
small and can vanish when the time becomes very large or infinity. That is, we assume

(A7) /YQi(yaplap2> dy =0.

Such chosen @Q; and its average as in (A.7) guarantee the uniqueness of solution in
H;#(Y)/R for each of the problems (A.6b). Also, it is easy to verify that each of the
problems (A.6a) has a unique solution in Hy(Y)/R.

The following assumption is about Lipschitz condition.

Assumption A.2. There is a positive constant such that for all p;, p} in [a,b] and p =
(p1,p2), P = (P}, pb) in [a,b)?, we have (as in [76], fori=1,2)

(A.8)

ki (y, pi) = ki(y, P)llevy < Cloi = pil s IIVy(ki(y, pi) = ki, pi)llL=(v) < Clpi = il
1Qi(y. p) — Qi(y, P)llL=p) < Clp — P'|.

Remark A.3. Crucially, the necessary condition for our proposed strategy to operate is
that the above two-scale coefficients own Lipschitz (or Hélder) smoothness with respect to
the macroscopic variable. This assumption is judicious because the media’s macroscopic
characteristics generally vary smoothly [76].

We can write the four cell problems (A.6) in the variational form: for i,j = 1,2, find
N}(»,pj), M;(-,p) in H#(Y)/R such that for any ¢;,¢; € H#(Y),

/kj(y,pj)VyN;(yapj)'Vy¢j(y) dy = —/ ki(y,pj)e’ - Vyo;(y) dy,
(A.9) Y Y

/Y ks (5, 2V, My (9, p) - Vs ) dy = /Y 0,y Py () dy.

Theorem A.4. Each equation of (A.9) has a unique solution in V = Hy(Y)/R.

Proof. This is a standard result which follows from Remark A.1, Lax-Milgram lemma and
Assumption A.2. O

APPENDIX B. HIERARCHICAL NUMERICAL SOLUTIONS OF THE CELL PROBLEMS

We now present a development of the hierarchical algorithm introduced in [15] and
applied in [76]. More specifically, we use the Galerkin finite element method (FEM)
to approximate the solutions of the cell problems (A.6) at each macroscopic point in a
hierarchy of macrogrids of such points, with a corresponding nest of FE solution spaces
possessing different resolution levels. The following steps form a general outline of such
algorithm.

Step 1: Build nested FE solution spaces. Fixing the macropoints p; € [a
(p1,p2) € [a,b]?, 1,7 = 1,2, we seek an approximation of each Nj(y,p;), M;(y,p

—
m
=
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satisfying (A.9), via the Galerkin FEM. In order to do so, for some given positive integer
L, we construct nested FE solution spaces

(B.1) ViCV,C---CV,CV=HyY)/R,

and nested trial spaces

(B.2) Wi CWyC-- CWL CW =HL(Y),

where the integer indices [ = 1,2, ..., L denote the increasing resolution levels. We choose

a regularity space U (contained in V) for the correct solutions Ni(y,p;), M;(y,p) (see
[14, 15, 47], for instance). In our paper, U = Hf%(Y). We can assume that the generated

spaces V;, (k= 1, L) are Hilbert spaces of functions of y in the cell domain Y € R? (see
[15]), and that for all w € U,

(B.3) inf ||V, (w — 0)||2v) < O Mllwl|zery < C275 w2y
PEVL 141

where the constant C' is independent of L and [, while s = 2 is the FE coarsening factor,

and 1 = 271 is the accuracy for the finest approximation spaces (Vp, Wy).

Note that for error estimate, we use the words “small” (“fine”) and “large” (“coarse”).
Whereas, for accuracy, we benefit the words “high” (“fine”) and “low” (“coarse”).

With the above established spaces V., W, and the regularity space U in V), the errors
between the continuous correct solutions N;(y, p;), M;(y,p) € U and the corresponding
Galerkin FE approximations N} (y, p;), M;(y,p) (€ Vi_i41) decreases (when L — 1+ 1
increases) in a structured manner. That is, with test functions and ¢ € Wp_; 41, we solve
(A.9) for Ni(y,p;), Mj(y,p) in Vp_141 C V, satisfying the error conditions (B.3):

(B.4)
[IN;(y:p5) = Nj(y pa)lly = _jnf B IV (N; (. p5) = D)l z2vy < O nlIN; (g, )|l 2y

< C2M NG (y, pi) 2y
|M;(y, p) — M;(y,p)|lvy < C27 " M;(y, p) | a2y -
The largest (coarsest) error is s~1n = 2L71271 = 271 (with [ = L in (B.4) for V;,_; 1, =
V1, the coarsest FE space).

Step 2: Build hierarchy of macrogrids. With the given positive integer L, the
following index sets are considered:

(B.5)
Ir={mecZ:m=0,1,2,3,...,2"}, I, = {(my,my) € Z* :my,my =0,1,2,3,...,2"}.

We define the sets Uy, C Uy = [a,b], Uy, C Uy = [a,b]* by
m
U = {um:a+2—L(b—a),mEIL} ,

U, = {um = (a—i— %(b—a),a—i—

(B.6)

ma

5L (b—a)), m = (my,my) € IL} )
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Now, we construct hierarchies of the points in U; 1, U, 1. Toward reaching that purpose,
for each [ = 1,2, -- L, we first define the following set R; C [a,b] (as in [15]):
(B.7)

_ 2 — 1\(b —
Rlz{a,a—kaa,b},Rl:{avL(r Q)Z(b a),r:1,2,...,2l_1} for 1 > 2.

Then, we define the hierarchy S{ of points in U; ;, and the hierarchy 812 of points in Uy 1,
as follows:

(B.8) S =R, 8 ={u=(u,u):u,us €RY},1=1,L.
For example, with [a, b] = [0, 1], we have [76]:

1 123 1 8 1 16
Ul,l_{0a571}a Ul,Z_{OazszaZa]-}a U1,3_{07§7"' ag}a U1,4_{07E7"' ’1_6}’

and
3l e 1357 o J1 3 5 15
4 1 8’8’8’ 8’ ! 16°16°16° 16 °

811:{0,%,1}, 512:{

We note that U;; = R; = S} and

IS,

L L
(B.9) U =JSt, Uar =8},
=1 =1

with U1,1 C U172 c---C Ul,L C [a,b], and U271 C U272 ([GIEEENE U27L C [a,b]Z.

In this way, given S| as the set of anchor points, we build a dense hierarchy of the
macro-grid points as in [15]. That is, for each point p; € St or p = (p1,p2) € S} (where
[ > 2), there exists at least one point from one of the previous levels, namely, p; € |J,_, Sy
or p’ € |, S5 such that dist(p;, p}) < O(H27") or dist(p, p') < O(H27"), fori=1,2.

Step 3: Calculating the correction term. Now, we effectively connect the nested
FFE spaces (of solutions) with the hierarchy of macrogrids (of points) in a computational
approach. As in [76], for anchor points p; € S}, p = (p1,p2) € S; (these S}, S5 are the
most sparse macrogrids), by the standard Galerkin FEM, we find the approximations
N]’f(-,pj), M;(+,p) € Vy, (the finest FE space with highest accuracy) satisfying (A.9):

/kj(y,pj)VyN}(y,Pj)'Vy¢j(y) dy = —/ ki(y,pj)e’ - Vyo;(y)dy,
(B.10) v Y

/Y’fj(y,Pj)VyMj(y,p)~Vy¢j(y)dy=/YQj(y,p)wj(y)dy,

where ¢;,1; € Wy, (the finest FE space) and 4,j = 1,2.

Proceeding inductively, for [ > 2, p; € St,p = (p1,p2) € 812, we choose the points
P € (UpySH), '€ Uy Sh) so that dist(p;, pi) and dist(p, p) are O(H2"), where
I > 1 and ')l < L. This is possible since we constructed the hierarchy of grids (of
macroscopic points) in a dense way (at the end of Step 2). We solve the following problems:
find the correction terms (that are actually the terms to be corrected) N }C(y, pi), M “(y,p)
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in V711 such that
/ij(ymj)VyN}C(y,pj) - Vyi(y) dy
= —/Y(kj(y,pj) — ki (y, p;))VyNi(y, p}) - Vyoi(y) dy

- / (s (5.05) — (9, 1))€ - V,b5(3) dy

/Y/fj(ymj)Vny(y,p) - Vybi(y) dy
(B.11) . / (3 (9 23) — (9, 1))V M (3, 2) - 055 () dy

- [ (Qi(w.p) = Qi) (w) .

for all ¢;,1; € Wyi1-. Note that the right-hand side data of (B.11) is all known be-
cause we have already found inductively the solutions N (y,p;), M;(y,p') (the hierar-
chical macro-grid interpolations of Galerkin FE approximations for N;f (y, 7)), Mi(y,p’)
at (A.9) in V) from (B.10) in finer FE spaces V,_y11 (D Vi_41) at macro-grid points
Py € Uy St and p € Uy SY. Using both the correction terms N;C(-,pj),M;(~,p)
in V;,_;;1 (the coarser FE spaces with lower accuracy) and the macro-grid interpolation
terms Ni(,p;) , M;(-,p') in Vr_y41 (the finer FE spaces with higher accuracy), we let

(B.12) Ni(-pj) = NI(,p;) + Ni(p)) . M;(-,p) = Ms§(-, p) + My(-,p')

(in Vi_i11) be FE approximations for N;(-,p;), M;(-,p) (in V) respectively.
Note that one can easily verify that Ni(-,p;), M;(-,p) in (B.12) satisfy (B.10) as

N;C(-,pj), M¢(-,p) are from (B.11) and NZ( py), M;(-,p') are from (B.10). See C.8,
for a direction of proof.

Remark B.1. One can interchange Steps 1 and 2 in order. The reason lies in the
relationship between the refining of the hierarchical macrogrids (of points) and the error
coarsening factor s of the nested FE spaces. That is, for a sparser macrogrid of points in
the hierarchy, we use some finer resolution FE solve. Vice versa, the nearer the macro-grid
points are, the coarser the FE space gets.

Remark B.2. [t is as expected that when the hierarchical level | is higher, the correspond-
ing FE space becomes coarser. That is, for local problems, if one wanted to increase the
coarseness of the FE space (to get smaller degrees of freedom towards reduced computa-
tional cost), the number of hierarchical macro-grid points would increase, while the FE
error still keeps optimal. This is the spirit of our strategy.

In Appendix C, we will prove (Theorem B.3 below) that the approximation (B.12) in
Vi_i141 for each continuous exact solution N;(~,pj), M;(-,p) from (A.9) (in V) is of the
same order of accuracy as when we solve (B.10) normally in the finest FE space V|, (see
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(B.4) fori,j =1,2):
IN; (. ) = Nj(y,pj)llv < C27H(INj(y, pj) L2 vy < C2 AN (y, p))ll2v)
(B.13) <02t
1M;(y, p) — M;(y, p)||vy < C27F,

As in [15], the cell problems (A.6) give us the cell operator. With 7, j = 1,2, we assume
that Ni(y,p;), M;(y,p) € Vi—_i+1 have been constructed as above (see (B.10) and (B.12))
for p; € St and p = (p1,p2) € Slz, respectively. Then, we have the following convergence
results for the hierarchical solve, with level [ =1, L.

Theorem B.3. For a sufficient large constant Cy., Cs., which depend only on the coef-
ficients ky, ko (so, on the cell operator of (A.6)), we have the error estimates

IV, Ni(y,pj) — VyNi(y, pi)llzzev) < Cral27r,
IV, M;(y,p) — VyM;(y, p)l|L2v) < Coul27".

Proof. The proof can be found in Appendix C. OJ

(B.14)

For the degrees of freedom needed to solve the cell problems (A.6), we have the following
theorems.

Theorem B.4. The total degrees of freedom required to solve (A.6a) with all points in
S1,82,..., 8L is O(L2%*Y) using the hierarchical solve, while it is O((2%)?) in the full
solve (where the finest mesh is used for all cell problems at all macro-grid points).

Proof. Note that the number of macroscopic points in St is O(2!). The space Vp,1_; is of
dimension O(25+17!). Thus, the total degrees of freedom for solving (A.6a) with all points
in St is O(2H)O (2171 = O(25*1). Therefore, the total degrees of freedom required to
solve (A.6a) for all points in L macrogrids Si,S%, ..., SE is O(L2ETY), while it is O((25)?)
in the full fine mesh solve (where the cell problems are solved with the finest mesh level

L
V., (B.1) at all macro-grid points in Uy ;, = USf (B.9)). O

=1

Theorem B.5. The total degrees of freedom required to solve (A.6b) with all points in
S5, 82, ..., 8k is O(L22XHV) using the hierarchical solve, while it is O((22)?) in the full
fine mesh solve.

Proof. Note that the number of macroscopic points in Sh is O(2%). The space V1 is
of dimension O(22(:+1=0). Thus, the total degrees of freedom for solving (A.6b) with all
points in 8} is O(2%)0(22(+1-0) = O(22E+1)). Therefore, the total degrees of freedom
required to solve (A.6b) for all points in 83,83, . .., S5 is O(L22E+D) while it is O((225)?)

in the full fine mesh solve (where we solve the cell problems using the finest mesh level
L

V5, (B.1) at all macro-grid points in Uy f, = LJSl2 (B.9)). O

=1
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ApPPENDIX C. THE PROOF OF THEOREM B.3 (CONVERGENCE RESULTS FOR THE
HIERARCHICAL SOLVE)

Involving the cell problems (A.6), we now give a proof of Theorem B.3 that the hierar-
chical method (developed in Appendix B) reaches the same order of accuracy as the full
solve, where the cell problems at every macroscopic point in (B.9) are solved by the finest
FE space (B.13).

Here, the notation is as follows: fori,j = 1,2, p;,p, € Ur,p = (p1,p2), P = (P}, 1h) €
Uy, (defined in (B.9)); ¢;,¢; € W = HL(Y) (defined in (B.2)); I = 1, L; the solutions
of the cell problems (A.6) are Nj, M; € U = HL(Y) CV = Hy(Y)/R (defined in (B.1));
N!,M; € Vp_141 (defined in (B.10) and (B.12)); N;C,]\ijc € Vi_i41 (defined in (B.11));

NI, Mf €U C V (to be defined in (C.5)); NI, M¢ € Vi1 (to be defined in (C.29)). Tt
is required that the coeflicients k; and @); from (A.6) satisfy (3.13) and Assumption A.2.
Throughout this section, we assume that

(C.1) /N;dy:/deyzo.
Y v

Before proving the main convergence results for the hierarchical solve (Theorem B.3),
we need several lemmas as follows.

Lemma C.1. There exists some positive number C' such that
VN (y,pi)llL2v) < C, IV M;(y, p)llr2y < C.
Proof. In Eq. (A.9), substituting N} and M; into ¢; and v; respectively, one gets
/kj(y,pj)VyN}(y,pj)~VyN}f(y,pj)dy= —/ ki(y,pi)e’ - VyNj(y,p;) dy,
1%

Y

(C.2)
/Y k(5. 23V, M, (9, p) - V, M (g, p) dy — /Y Q;(y.p)M;(y.p) dy.

Then, by (3.13), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Poincaré inequality, we have from (C.2)
that

||VyN;(y’pj)||%2(Y) < O||VyN;(’y>pj)||L2(Y),
IV M;(y, )l 22v) < ClIM;(y, P)|2vy < ClIVyM;(y, P)ll L2 »

for some C > 0. We thus obtain

(C.4) IV N; (. p)lleevy < €5 IV M;(y. )2y < C-

(C.3)

These prove the Lemma. O

For the proofs of the later lemmas and thus for proving the main Theorem B.3, we
define the continuous correction terms (which are in fact the terms to be corrected) by

(CS) N]l:c('7pj) :N;('7pj) _N;('ap;‘>7 Mjc<7p> :Mj('7p)_Mj('7p/)'
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These N°(-,p;), M§(-,p) (€U = HL(Y) CV = HL(Y)/R) hence satisfy Eq. (A.9), and
we get from there the following equations:

/ij(y,pj)Vnyc(y?pj) -Vy9,(y) dy
(C6) - /Y (3 (0, 33) — s (0, 5)) Yy Ni,25) - V465 (w) dy

- /Y(kj<y7pj) — k;(y.pj))e’ - Vyo;(y) dy.

[ 102V ) 905
1) —— [ (st = K )V M ) - V()
—/Y(Qj(y,p) - Q;(y,p)Y;(y) dy,
for i,j = 1,2 and for all ¢;,; € W defined in (B.2). Indeed, it follows from (A.9) that
(C.8)
[ 5w VN ) - 9050)
/k] v.0;)Vy N (y,p;) - Vyo;(y) dy—/ykj(ymj)VyN}(y,p;)-Vy¢j(y) dy

(g, p))et - Vo5 (y) dy — / (9, Ny 1) - V065 () dy
Y

ki(y, ;) VyNi(y, 1)) - Vyo;(y) dy
Y

-/
—— [ bl Vi) dy ~ [ w0) ~ b B)VN .5 - Do (w) dy
-

/Y (3 (. 05) — b (0,1, V N, 1) - V065 () dy — /Y i (g, py)e’ - V,0(y) dy

+ | ki(y,p))e’ - Vyo;(y) dy

«\

Therefore, (C.6) is justified, and similarly for (C.7).

Lemma C.2. There exists some positive constant C' such that
IVyN; (y,pj)ll2vy < Clpj —pil, IV M (y, p)lle2y) < Clp— P
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Proof. Substituting N]’fc , M (defined in (C.5)) into ¢, ¥; respectively in the system (C.6)—
(C.7), one obtains

ij(y,pj)VyN}c(y,pj) VN (y,p;) dy
=— /Y(/fj(y,pj) — ki(y, p}))VyNi(y.p}) - VNI (y,p;) dy

- /Y (ks (y.0,) — ks (7)) - VN (g, p;) dy.

ij(y,pj)Vny(y,p) -V, M;(y,p) dy
() . /Y (3 (3 23) — (9, 1))V M (3, 2) - ¥, M2y, ) ly

- /Y(Qj(y,z?) —Q;(y,p"))Mj(y,p)dy.

Note that for each fixed p’ € Uz, it holds that VyN;(y,p;-) and V,M;(y,p’) are uni-
formly bounded in L?(Y') by Lemma C.1. From this remark, Assumption A.2, inequalities
(3.13) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have from (C.9) that

IV N} 20y < Clos = 25 1V N llzavy

IVy M| 22 vy < Clp = 2| - [V M| 22vy

for all y in Y. The last inequality comes from the fact that [p; — pi| < [p — p'[, where
p = (p1,p2), P = (Ph. ) - B

We now use the assumption that our media are isotropic and thus each hydraulic
conductivity becomes a function k;(y, p;) multiplying with the identity matrix, fori = 1,2.

(C.10)

Lemma C.3. There exists some positive constant C' such that

18y N; (@, P2y < €5 1A M;(y, Pl < €
Proof. The cell problem (A.6) can be rewritten as follows:
(C.11) kiAyN; + VY, k; - VN7 + div,(k;e') =0,
(C.12) k;AyM; + VYV k; - V,M; +Q; =0.
Rearranging these equations, we have
(C.13) A N! = —l(vykj -V, NI + div, (kje'))

kj
1
kj
By (3.13) and Lemma C.1, there exists some positive constant C' such that
||AyN}(y,pj)||L2(Y) <, ||AyMj(yap)||L2(Y) <C.

(C.14) AyM; = (Vyk; -V, M; + Q).
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Lemma C.4. For some positive constant C', we obtain
(C.15)  [JAN; (. p)llezry < Clpy = wil, 118, M (y,p)llr20r) < Clp — P/l
Proof. From Definition (C.5) and the system (C.6)—(C.7), we deduce that

ki (Y pi) Ay NS (Y. ) + Vyk;(y,p5) - Vu NS (y, ;)
(C.16) = =V, (k;(y, pj) — k;(y,0};)) - VyN;(y, ;)
— (ki(y, ;) — ki (y, 5) Ay Ni(y,p;) — divy((ki(y, p;) — k;(y, p)))e’)

(C.17) = =V (k;(y,p5) — ki (y,p})) - VyM;(y, p)

— (kj(y,p5) — k(¥ 1)) Ay M;(y. p') — (Q;(y. p) — Q;(y. "))
Therefore, we obtain

AN (y,p;)

(C.18) = ki [~V yki(y.pj) - VN (y. 1) = Vo (k;(y, p;) — k; (9. 0})) - VN (9, 1))
J — (ki (y,pj) — ki (y, 1)) Ay N (y, 1)) — divy ((k; (y, p;) — ki (y,0)))e")]
AyM;(y, p)
(C.19) = ki [=Vyki(y,p;) - VoM (y, ) — Vo (ki(y,p5) — k;(y,0)) - VyM,;(y,p)

<.

—(k;i(y, ;) — kij(y,05) A M;(y, ') — (Qi(y,p) — Qi(y.P))] -

Taking || - |[12(vy on both sides of Eqgs. (C.18) and (C.19), then using Assumption (A.8),
Poincaré inequality, Assumption 3.13, Lemmas C.2, C.1 and C.3, we derive that there
exists some positive constant C' such that

(C.20) ‘|AyN;C(yapj)|’L2(Y) < Clp, —p;], HAyMjC(yap)HLQ(Y) <Clp-p|.

Lemma C.5. For some positive constant C', we have
(C.21) IN; (y, 2|20y < Cloy =0l 1M (y, P)l120) < Clp = P'|.
Proof. 1t follows from Definition (C.5) and Assumption (C.1) that

/Nlcdy—/MCdy—O

By Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality and Lemma C.2, there holds Lemma C.5. U

Lemma C.6. There exists a positive constant C' such that

N} (y, p)l2evy < Clps =15l 1My, p)||m2vy < Clp — 'l
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Proof. Let w C R? be a region such that Y C w. Let ¢ € C5°(w) satisfy ¢ = 1 in Y.
Recalling Definition (C.5) for the continuous N ;c and their spaces, we have

(C.22) Ay(ON]") = (Ay)N;" +2(Vy9) - (VyN}°) + 0A,Nj".

Since ng;c = 0 on dQw, one can apply the elliptic regularity theorem (the boundary H?-
regularity, see [48], for instance) to get ¢N;° € H*(w). We thus have the estimate

(C.23) N} Nmz vy < NoN; ) < 1A (SN2 -
Therefore,
(C24)  [IN[lm2vy < (Ay@)N N2y +112(V40) - (VN7 ) 200y + 192y N; 20 -

Now, since ¢ is smooth and compactly supported, it follows that

(C.25) 1Ay0l, [IVydllzay, 0] < C
By Lemmas C.2, C.4 and C.5, we get
(C.26) IN; N2y, IV N; e2ys 18N |lz2evy < Clpy — pj -
Due to the Y-periodicity of N;C, M in the domain w, we thus deduce from (C.26) that
(C.27) N 2@)s IV N N2y AN |22 < Cilpy — 1)l
Then by (C.25) and (C.27), we can easily see from (C.24) that for some C' > 0,
(C.28) 1N} |2 0vy < Clpy =il
Similarly, [[M?||g2ny < Clp — /[ O

For the proofs of the next lemmas and thus for proving the main Theorem B.3, we
consider the following problems: find N]Z-' (y,pj), M (y,p) € Vry1- such that

/ij<y,pj)Vy1\_7}c(y,pj) - Vy0;(y) dy
=— /Y(/fj(y,pj) — ki(y.0)))VyNi(y. 1)) - Vyo;(y) dy

- /y(k’j(y,Pj) = ki(y.p))e’ - Vyé;(y) dy,

/Y by (y,0,) VM (9. p) - V0, (9) dy
(C29) _ / (k3 (3. 25) — B (1 5) VM (31, 2) - Vs (3) dy

- [ (@)= @y,

for all ¢;,1; € Wr41-;. Note that this system (C.QQ) is obtained by replacing the contin-
uous Ni“(-,p;), Mi(-,p) €V in (C.6)-(C.7) with N} (y,p;), M;(y,p) € V1.
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Lemma C.7. There exist some positive constants C, Cy such that

(C.30) IVy N} (y,05) = VyN; (y,0)|l120r) < C127F,
1V, M; (y,p) = V,M;(y, p)l[12r) < Co27"

Proof. It follows respectively from Céa’s lemma [14], Definition (C.5) together with As-
sumption (B.3), and Lemma C.6 that

IV N} (y, p;) — Vy]\_fjc(yypj)ﬂm(y) < O¢@i}?£+1 IVy(N}" = &)l 2
(C.31) < C27(L71+1)HN;C||H2(Y)
< C27 U p; — | < Cr27F.
The last inequalities of (C.31) follow from (B.8), (B.9) as well as

(C.32) =Pl [p =P < V227
(see [15]), where the factor v/2 is absorbed into C .
Similarly, ||V, M¢(y, p) — V,M:(y,p)||r2v) < C2275. O

= .C

Now, one subtracts (C.29) from (B.11), and let ¢; = N;c(y,pj) - N} (y,p5), ¥ =
M¢(y,p) — M§(y, p) to obtain

/Y/fj(y,pj)vy(f\_ff(y,pj) — NI (y,p;)) - V(N (y,p5) — N (y,p;)) dy

=c
(2

= /Y(k‘j(y,pj) — ki (y, 0)Vy (Ni(y, p}) — Ni(y, 1)) - Vy(Ni*(y,p;) = NI (y,p;)) dy,

(C.33)
/ij(ymj)Vy(Mf(y,p) — M:(y.p) - V,(M¢(y, p) — Mi(y,p))dy

=— /Y(k‘j(y,pj) — k(4. 0)Vy (M (y,p) — M;(y,p)) - V,(Mé(y,p) — Mi(y,p))dy.

Recall that i,j = 1,2,1 = 1,L; N\, M; € U = HL(Y) C V = HL(Y)/R (defined
in (B.1)); N}, M; € Vi_i41 (defined in (B.10) and (B.12)). We are ready to prove the
following lemma.

Lemma C.8. There exist some positive constants Cy;, Co; which only depend on the
coefficients ki, ko (so, the cell operator of (A.6)) as well as on the respectively level St oof
pj in Urp and 8y of p = (p1,pa) in Uy, such that fori,j =1,2,1=1,L, we have
Hvy]\_[;(yapj) — vyN;(yapj)HLQ(Y) < 01,127L,

IV, M;(y, p) — VyMj(y, p)|lr2r) < Cog27".

Proof. We prove this Lemma by induction. The conclusion (C.34) obviously holds for
[ =1. With [ > 2, assuming that for all p; € S!' and p; = (P1,p) € S) where ' <1—1

(C.34)
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(so V141 C VL -r+1, in which the later FE space is finer as well as has higher accuracy,
and noting that Ni(y,p}) € Vi_r41), the conclusion (C.34) holds for I" <1 — 1, that is,

(C.35) ||VyN;(y,P}) - vyN;(y7p;‘>||L2(Y) <Cp2 <oy 27t.

We will prove that (C.34) holds for . Using this system of inequalities (C.35), Assump-
tions (A.2) and (3.13), and |p; — p/|,|p — p/| < V2- 271 in (C.32), it is not difficult to
show from the system (C.33) that

(C-36) 1V, (NI (5,92) = N} (g2l z20r) < 7Craa2H10,

where v > 0 is independent of p; ,p, [, and the nested FE spaces, while the factor V2 in
(C.32) is absorbed into . By Lemma C.7 and (C.36), we get

IVyNi“(y, ;) = VyNi (3, p)|z2v)
(C37) < |IVyNi(y,p;) = VyNi (y,0)llz20v) + [IVy N (. 95) — VNS (3, 93)|22v)
<27t 4+ 701,1712(7L7H1) )

where C, Cy are from (C.30) of Lemma C.7. Recall that by definitions (C.5) and (B.12)
respectively, we have in V (for j = 1,2) that

From these expressions (C.38), (C.35) and (C.37), we obtain
||Vy]\7;(y,pj) — VN (y, pi)ll2v)
V, ((Niw.)) — Nilw.2) — (Ni(w. ) — Nifw.2))))]
(C39) v, (Ni(y, ) = Ni(w, )l
= IV N (9. 25) = VNI (.02 + [V, N3 (9, ) = VN3, 2) )

<

L2(Y)

<27t
at the [th level, where
(C.40) Ciy=(Cy+~Cy 1277 +Cy).
Similarly, |V, M;(y,p) — V,M;(y,p)|r2v) < Cou27". O

Let the assumptions of Lemma C.8 hold, we now prove Theorem B.3 (convergence
results for the hierarchical solve). For convenience, we state Theorem B.3 again.

Theorem C.9 (Theorem B.3). For some positive constants Cy, , Ca., which depend only
on the coefficients ki, ks (so, the cell operator of (A.6)) respectively, we have the following
error estimates:

(C.41a) HVyN;(%Pj) - VyN;<yapj>’|L2(Y) <Ot
(C.41b) IVyM;(y,p) — VyMj(y,p)Hp(y) < Cyul27".
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Proof. We consider a constant [ independent of L and [ such that for [ — 1 > [,

1
 1\o—l+1
(C.42) (-1 < o

Involving [ — 1 < l_, we let

Cry-
(C.43) (1. = max4q max 7{ L }, 2CY ¢,
o<i-1<i L[ —1
where C ;-1 and the constant C (independent of [) are from (C.40) and (C.30) respec-
tively, as in the proof of Lemma C.8. Now, we show by induction that

(C44) ||vyN;(y7p]) - Vy]\_/v;"(g;hpj)||L2(Y) < Cl*ZQ_L .

First, this inequality (C.44) is easily seen to hold for all [ — 1 < [. Indeed, by (C.34) of
Lemma C.8 (for the level Si~' of p; in Uy ) and by (C.43) respectively, we get

(C.45) ||Vy]\7}(y,p;) — VN (y, P)l|2(v) < Cry127 " < C(l—1)27"5.

Second, suppose that (C.44) holds for all (I — 1)th induction steps (including the cases

[ —1>1). Then, using (C.42) for the induction step /th, we obtain from (C.40) that
(C.46)

C . 2l—1
Cry=(Cr +7C1 ;127" +Cy ) < .

=5ty Crpq - 27"+ (1= 1)Ch < Ol

-1
and the expected inequality (C.41a) follows from (C.39). Similarly, (C.41b) holds. O

APPENDIX D. GLOBAL CONVERGENCE OF PICARD LINEARIZATION PROCEDURE

In this appendix, based on [71], we will prove the global convergence of Picard lin-
earization (presented in Section 4) for the system (4.10) based on (4.5), with i = 1, 2.

In (3.15), we assume that the conductivity coefficients k; satisfies 0 < k; < d; , for some
d; > 0. Here, we only consider constant conductivities x; > 0 (see [67] for nonconstant
conductivities). For each i, j = 1,2, the vector-valued function b;; and the function ¢; are
nonlinear but globally Lipschitz continuous with respectively Lipschitz constants Ly, ;, L,
(without any explicit dependence on x and t). Moreover, we assume that each p; is
positive and that b;j, ¢; are respectively bounded above by very large constants (;;, C; .

For simplicity, the subscript h and (s+ 1) are omitted from the Picard iteration (4.10).
We denote by || - || the L?*(Q)-norm and by (-,-) the inner product in L?*(Q2). Then,
subtracting (4.5) from (4.10) and choosing proper ¢; = pi'™! — p; .11, we get in Vj, :

1 mn mn n n " T n
(D 1) ;sz i _pi,s+1H2 <- bi(p H;pi i — Pis+1: P ) - Qi(p H;piH — Pis+1, D )

+ bi(Pst1, PP = Pissir; Por1) + G(Psi, PP — Pissr; Pora) -
Using (4.1)—(4.3), the right-hand side of (D.1) is denoted by RS and is written as
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(D.2)
RS = Z {(=biy (D) + by (Des1)) - (VO = Vpjeat) o0 = pisn)

+2((_bij (p ) + bij(ps+1)) ) ij,s+1 7p?+1 - pi,s+1)
+(=bij(Ps+1) - Vpn+1 +bij(P") - VDjst1 ,p?H - pi,s—l—l)}

b,
3 {((=ale™) + cilpss)) - (2 = P = Disr — Do) DI = D)
J
+2((_Ci(pn) + Cz’(Ps+1)) : (pz' s+1 — pj,s+1)>p?+1 —pi,s+1)

H(=ci(Par) P = D)) + (D) Pisr1 — Pisir), DT = Pisin) ) -

Note that ||p" — psi1|| = Z 1P} — pjstall. Assume that there exist sufficient small
J
constant M; > 0 and large constant D; > 0 such that M; < [[pf*! —p; 1] < C’HV( mtl_
Pis+1)ll < DJ , for j =1,2. We thus obtaln from (D.1) and (D 2) that

1

—||J.0?Jrl —102',s+1||2

-

< S {I1b5(0") = bii (P (IVP = Vpjaiall + 20 Vpjsitlloc) 975 = pisea

(D.3) —|—ﬁl]HVpn+1 Vp;, a1l Hpn—i_l i s+1H}

+ Z {Iltci(") = cisr DI N =27 = Distr = Pisr) | 17T = pissal

+H(ei(p") = ciPss)| ClPist1 = pisslloo) 1677 = pisall

+Cill (P = i) = Pise1 — Pis+ )| 1D = Dot ll}

< Z { L,
+ Z (L.,

where the constants 3;;, C; are assumed to be very large so that the second inequality of
(D.3) holds.
Upon reorganizing the last inequality of (D.3), we get

(D.4)

P" = Poitll (Dj + 2 Vpjssilloo) I = pisiall + By Dillpi ™ — pisall}

pn - ps+1|| ( i + 2||VP] s+1Hoo)||pn+1 pz s+1” + C D; ||pn+1 pi,s+1H} )

n TDZ' n
I = panll <3 (o s sopy (00 + 2Vbsea ) 19 = pasal

+D;
’ D.+2 1l P™ = ps ,
+Z{ —TC(D1+D)( ]+ ||iju +1|| )Hp p—i—l”}
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Since [p™ = posal] = [0 = prosall + 1P = passa]l, it follows that
(D.5) 19" = ponill < L2 (8D + 8] Vpass o) llp" — Peal,
- M -275D

where M = min{M;}, D = max{D;}, = max{f;, C;}, L = max{Ly,, L, } .
Let U be the exact solution to the original problem (3.15). Then, using the error
estimate in [83] (Theorem 1.5), we obtain
(D.6)
IVPssilloo < NV U (tes1) = Post)lloo + VU (tsi1)loo < C/(U)(h+7) + VU (ts11)lloo

for some constant C'(U), where h is the fine scale defined in (4.9) and 7 is the time step
from (4.5). Redefining constants properly in (D.5), we finally reach

TDM™1
1—278DM1
The coefficient A\ will be less than 1 for sufficient small 7 and h, thus it holds that the
procedure converges. In particular, A — 0 as 7 — 0 and h — 0 simultaneously.

(D.7) [P =psa]| < CL L+ (C) (T +)P" = Pesill := AP" = Posall -

REFERENCES

[1] I. Y. Akkutlu, Yalchin Efendiev, and Maria Vasilyeva. Multiscale model reduction for
shale gas transport in fractured media. Computational Geosciences, 20(5):953-973,
Oct 2016.

[2] I. Yucel Akkutlu, Yalchin Efendiev, Maria Vasilyeva, and Yuhe Wang. Multiscale
model reduction for shale gas transport in a coupled discrete fracture and dual-
continuum porous media. Journal of Natural Gas Science and Engineering, 48:65-76,
2017. Multiscale and Multiphysics Techniques and their Applications in Unconven-
tional Gas Reservoirs.

[3] I. Yucel Akkutlu, Yalchin Efendiev, Maria Vasilyeva, and Yuhe Wang. Multiscale
model reduction for shale gas transport in poroelastic fractured media. Journal of
Computational Physics, 353:356-376, 2018.

[4] Grégoire Allaire. Homogenization and Two-Scale Convergence. SIAM Journal on
Mathematical Analysis, 23(6):1482-1518, 1992.

[5] Grégoire Allaire. Shape Optimization by the Homogenization Method, volume 146 of
Applied Mathematical Sciences. Springer-Verlag New York, 2002.

[6] Grégoire Allaire and Andrey Piatnitski. Homogenization of nonlinear reaction-
diffusion equation with a large reaction term. ANNALI DELL’UNIVERSITA’ DI
FERRARA, 56(1):141-161, May 2010.

[7] Manal Alotaibi, Victor M. Calo, Yalchin Efendiev, Juan Galvis, and Mehdi Ghom-
mem. Global-local nonlinear model reduction for flows in heterogeneous porous me-
dia. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, 292:122-137, 2015.
Special Issue on Advances in Simulations of Subsurface Flow and Transport (Honor-
ing Professor Mary F. Wheeler).

[8] R. Kent Anderson. Measurement of Vertical and Horizontal Hydraulic Conductivities
on an Undisturbed Soil Core. Electronic Theses and Dissertations, 3272, 1967.


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10596-016-9571-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10596-016-9571-6
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1875510017300938
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1875510017300938
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1875510017300938
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999117307763
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999117307763
https://doi.org/10.1137/0523084
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9780387952987
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11565-010-0095-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11565-010-0095-z
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782514004046
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782514004046
https://openprairie.sdstate.edu/etd/3272
https://openprairie.sdstate.edu/etd/3272

40 J.S.R. Park, S.W. Cheung, T. Mai

9] T. Arbogast, J. Douglas, Jr., and U. Hornung. Derivation of the Double Porosity
Model of Single Phase Flow via Homogenization Theory. SIAM Journal on Mathe-
matical Analysis, 21(4):823-836, 1990.

[10] R. G. Baca, R. C. Arnett, and D. W. Langford. Modelling fluid flow in fractured-
porous rock masses by finite-element techniques. International Journal for Numerical
Methods in Fluids, 4(4):337-348, 1984.

[11] N. Bakhvalov and G. Panasenko. Homogenisation: Averaging Processes in Periodic
Media. Springer, 1989.

[12] G.I. Barenblatt, Tu.P. Zheltov, and I.N. Kochina. Basic concepts in the theory of seep-
age of homogeneous liquids in fissured rocks [stratal. Journal of applied mathematics
and mechanics, 24(5):1286-1303, 1960.

[13] Alain Bensoussan, Jacques-Louis Lions, and George Papanicolaou. Asymptotic anal-
ysis for periodic structures, volume 5 of Studies in Mathematics and its Applications.
North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam-New York, 1978.

[14] S. Brenner and L. Scott. The Mathematical Theory of Finite Element Methods,
volume 15 of Texts in Applied Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, third edition,
2008.

[15] Donald L Brown, Yalchin Efendiev, and Viet Ha Hoang. An efficient hierarchical mul-
tiscale finite element method for Stokes equations in slowly varying media. Multiscale
Modeling & Simulation, 11(1):30-58, 2013.

[16] Donald L. Brown and Viet Ha Hoang. A hierarchical finite element Monte Carlo
method for stochastic two-scale elliptic equations. Journal of Computational and
Applied Mathematics, 323:16-35, 2017.

[17] Michael A. Celia and Philip Binning. A mass conservative numerical solution for two-
phase flow in porous media with application to unsaturated flow. Water Resources
Research, 28(10):2819-2828, 1992.

[18] Michael A. Celia, Efthimios T. Bouloutas, and Rebecca L. Zarba. A general mass-
conservative numerical solution for the unsaturated flow equation. Water Resources
Research, 26(7):1483-1496, 1990.

[19] Zhiming Chen, Weibing Deng, and Huang Ye. Upscaling of a class of nonlinear
parabolic equations for the flow transport in heterogeneous porous media. Commun.
Math. Sci., 3(4):493-515, 12 2005.

[20] Siu Wun Cheung, Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, Wing Tat Leung, and Maria
Vasilyeva. Constraint energy minimizing generalized multiscale finite element method
for dual continuum model. Communications in Mathematical Sciences, 18(3):663—
685, 2020.

[21] Yongchae Cho, Richard L Gibson Jr, Maria Vasilyeva, and Yalchin Efendiev. General-
ized multiscale finite elements for simulation of elastic-wave propagation in fractured
media. Geophysics, 83(1):WA9-WA20, 2018.

[22] Eric Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Thomas Y Hou. Adaptive multiscale model reduc-
tion with generalized multiscale finite element methods. Journal of Computational
Physics, 320:69-95, 2016.

(23] Eric Chung, Jiuhua Hu, and Sai-Mang Pun. Convergence of the CEM-GMsFEM for
Stokes flows in heterogeneous perforated domains. Journal of Computational and


https://doi.org/10.1137/0521046
https://doi.org/10.1137/0521046
https://doi.org/10.1002/fld.1650040404
https://doi.org/10.1002/fld.1650040404
https://link.springer.com/book/10.1007/978-94-009-2247-1
https://link.springer.com/book/10.1007/978-94-009-2247-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-8928(60)90107-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-8928(60)90107-6
https://www.elsevier.com/books/asymptotic-analysis-for-periodic-structures/papanicolau/978-0-444-85172-7
https://www.elsevier.com/books/asymptotic-analysis-for-periodic-structures/papanicolau/978-0-444-85172-7
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9780387759333
https://doi.org/10.1137/110858525
https://doi.org/10.1137/110858525
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042717301590
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042717301590
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1029/92WR01488
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1029/92WR01488
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1029/WR026i007p01483
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1029/WR026i007p01483
https://projecteuclid.org:443/euclid.cms/1144429328
https://projecteuclid.org:443/euclid.cms/1144429328
https://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CMS.2020.v18.n3.a4
https://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CMS.2020.v18.n3.a4
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2017-0076.1
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2017-0076.1
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2017-0076.1
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999116301097
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999116301097
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2020.113327
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2020.113327

Multiscale simulations for multi-continuum Richards equations 41

Applied Mathematics, 389:113327, 2021.

[24] Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, Wing T. Leung, and Maria Vasilyeva. Non-
local multicontinua with representative volume elements. Bridging separable and
non-separable scales. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering,
377:113687, 2021.

[25] Eric T Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Wing Tat Leung. Residual-driven online gener-
alized multiscale finite element methods. Journal of Computational Physics, 302:176—
190, 2015.

[26] Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Wing Tat Leung. Fast online generalized
multiscale finite element method using constraint energy minimization. Journal of
Computational Physics, 355:450-463, 2018.

[27] Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Wing Tat Leung. Constraint Energy Minimiz-
ing Generalized Multiscale Finite Element Method. Computer Methods in Applied
Mechanics and Engineering, 339:298-319, 2018.

[28] Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, Wing Tat Leung, and Maria Vasilyeva. Coupling
of multiscale and multi-continuum approaches. GEM - International Journal on
Geomathematics, 8(1):9-41, Apr 2017.

[29] Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, Wing Tat Leung, Maria Vasilyeva, and Yating
Wang. Online adaptive local multiscale model reduction for heterogeneous problems
in perforated domains. Applicable Analysis, 96(12):2002-2031, 2017.

[30] Eric T Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, Wing Tat Leung, Maria Vasilyeva, and Yating
Wang. Non-local multi-continua upscaling for flows in heterogeneous fractured media.
Journal of Computational Physics, 372:22-34, 2018.

[31] Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, Guanglian Li, and Maria Vasilyeva. Generalized
multiscale finite element methods for problems in perforated heterogeneous domains.
Applicable Analysis, 95(10):2254-2279, 2016.

[32] Eric T. Chung, Wing Tat Leung, Maria Vasilyeva, and Yating Wang. Multiscale
model reduction for transport and flow problems in perforated domains. Journal of
Computational and Applied Mathematics, 330:519-535, 2018.

[33] P. G. Ciarlet, G. Geymonat, and F. Krasucki. A new duality approach to elasticity.
Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences, 22(1):1150003, 2012.

[34] Rowan Cockett, Lindsey J. Heagy, and Eldad Haber. Efficient 3D inversions using
the Richards equation. Computers & Geosciences, 116:91-102, 2018.

[35] P.J.M. de Laat. Model for unsaturated flow above a shallow water-table, applied to
a regional sub-surface flow problem. PhD thesis, 1980. WU thesis 792 Proefschrift
Wageningen.

[36] P. Dostert, Y. Efendiev, and B. Mohanty. Efficient uncertainty quantification tech-
niques in inverse problems for Richards’ equation using coarse-scale simulation mod-
els. Advances in Water Resources, 32(3):329-339, 2009.

[37] Louis J. Durlofsky. Numerical calculation of equivalent grid block permeability ten-
sors for heterogeneous porous media. Water Resources Research, 27(5):699-708, 1991.

[38] Weinan E, Bjorn Engquist, Xiantao Li, Weiqing Ren, and Eric Vanden-Eijnden.
Heterogeneous multiscale methods: A review. Communications in Computational
Physics, 2:367-450, 2007.


https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782521000232
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782521000232
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782521000232
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2015.07.068
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2015.07.068
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999117308604
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999117308604
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782518301804
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0045782518301804
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13137-017-0093-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13137-017-0093-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2016.1199799
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2016.1199799
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2018.05.038
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2015.1040988
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2015.1040988
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042717304065
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042717304065
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218202512005861
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0098300417311494
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0098300417311494
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Model-for-unsaturated-flow-above-a-shallow-applied-Laat/649a6c3d878f1abe280a43d75b84213fea993dc7
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Model-for-unsaturated-flow-above-a-shallow-applied-Laat/649a6c3d878f1abe280a43d75b84213fea993dc7
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0309170808002121
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0309170808002121
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0309170808002121
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1029/91WR00107
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1029/91WR00107
http://www.global-sci.com/intro/article_detail.html?journal=cicp&article_id=7911

42 J.S.R. Park, S.W. Cheung, T. Mai

[39] Weinan E, Jiequn Han, and Arnulf Jentzen. Algorithms for Solving High Dimensional
PDEs: From Nonlinear Monte Carlo to Machine Learning. arXiv e-prints, page
arXiv:2008.13333, August 2020.

[40] Christof. Eck. Homogenization of a Phase Field Model for Binary Mixtures. Multi-
scale Modeling & Simulation, 3(1):1-27, 2005.

[41] H.J. Morel-Seytoux (Ed.). Unsaturated flow in hydrologic modeling: theory and prac-
tice, volume 275 of Nato Science Series C: Mathematical and Physical Sciences.
Springer Netherlands, 1989.

[42] Y. Efendiev, T. Hou, and V. Ginting. Multiscale finite element methods for nonlinear
problems and their applications. Commun. Math. Sci., 2(4):553-589, 2004.

[43] Yalchin Efendiev, Juan Galvis, and Thomas Y. Hou. Generalized multiscale finite
element methods (GMsFEM). J. Comput. Phys., 251:116-135, October 2013.

[44] Yalchin Efendiev, Juan Galvis, and Xiao-Hui Wu. Multiscale finite element methods
for high-contrast problems using local spectral basis functions. Journal of Computa-
tional Physics, 230(4):937-955, 2011.

[45] Yalchin Efendiev and Thomas Y. Hou. Multiscale finite element methods. Theory
and applications, volume 4 of Surveys and Tutorials in the Applied Mathematical
Sciences. Springer-Verlag New York, first edition, 2009.

[46] Yalchin Efendiev and Petr N. Vabishchevich. Splitting methods for solution de-
composition in nonstationary problems. Applied Mathematics and Computation,
397:125785, 2021.

[47) A. Ern and J. L. Guermond. Theory and Practice of Finite Elements, volume 159 of
Applied Mathematical Sciences. Springer-Verlag New York, 2004.

[48] Lawrence C. Evans. Partial Differential Equations: Second Edition, volume 19 of
Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, 2010.

[49] Matthew W. Farthing and Fred L. Ogden. Numerical Solution of Richards’ Equation:
A Review of Advances and Challenges. Soil Science Society of America Journal,
81(6):1257-1269, 2017.

[50] Shubin Fu, Robert Altmann, Eric T. Chung, Roland Maier, Daniel Peterseim, and
Sai-Mang Pun. Computational multiscale methods for linear poroelasticity with high
contrast. Journal of Computational Physics, 395:286-297, 2019.

[51] Shubin Fu, Eric Chung, and Tina Mai. Generalized multiscale finite element method
for a strain-limiting nonlinear elasticity model. Journal of Computational and Applied
Mathematics, 359:153-165, 2019.

[52] Shubin Fu, Eric Chung, and Tina Mai. Constraint energy minimizing generalized
multiscale finite element method for nonlinear poroelasticity and elasticity. Journal
of Computational Physics, 417:109569, 2020.

[53] Victor Eralingga Ginting. Computational upscaled modeling of heterogeneous porous
media flow utilizing finite volume method. 2004. Doctoral dissertation, Texas A&M
University.

[54] Hadi Hajibeygi, Giuseppe Bonfigli, Marc Andre Hesse, and Patrick Jenny. Iterative
multiscale finite-volume method. Journal of Computational Physics, 227(19):8604—
8621, 2008.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.13333
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.13333
https://doi.org/10.1137/S1540345903425177
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9780792302117
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9780792302117
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.cms/1109885498
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.cms/1109885498
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2013.04.045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2013.04.045
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999110005292
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999110005292
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9780387094953
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9780387094953
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amc.2020.125785
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amc.2020.125785
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9780387205748
https://bookstore.ams.org/gsm-19-r
https://acsess.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2136/sssaj2017.02.0058
https://acsess.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2136/sssaj2017.02.0058
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999119304358
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999119304358
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042719301785
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042719301785
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999120303430
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999120303430
http://hdl.handle.net/1969.1/2242
http://hdl.handle.net/1969.1/2242
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S002199910800332X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S002199910800332X

Multiscale simulations for multi-continuum Richards equations 43

[55] R. Haverkamp, M. Vauclin, J. Touma, P. J. Wierenga, and G. Vachaud. A Compar-
ison of Numerical Simulation Models For One-Dimensional Infiltration. Soil Science
Society of America Journal, 41(2):285-294, 1977.

[56] Xinguang He and Li Ren. A multiscale finite element linearization scheme for the un-
saturated flow problems in heterogeneous porous media. Water Resources Research,
42(8), 2006.

[57] Xinguang He and Li Ren. An adaptive multiscale finite element method for unsatu-
rated flow problems in heterogeneous porous media. Journal of Hydrology, 374(1):56—
70, 2009.

[58] V. Jikov, S. Kozlov, and O. Oleinik. Homogenization of differential operators and
integral functionals. Springer Science & Business Media, 1994.

[59] H Kazemi, L.S. Merrill Jr, K.L. Porterfield, P.R. Zeman, et al. Numerical simulation
of water-oil flow in naturally fractured reservoirs. Society of Petroleum Engineers
Journal, 16(06):317-326, 1976.

[60] Peter Knabner and Jean E. Roberts. Mathematical analysis of a discrete fracture
model coupling Darcy flow in the matrix with Darcy-Forchheimer flow in the fracture.
ESAIM: M2AN, 48(5):1451-1472, 2014.

[61] B. N. O. Kuffour, N. B. Engdahl, C. S. Woodward, L. E. Condon, S. Kollet, and R. M.
Maxwell. Simulating coupled surface-subsurface flows with ParFlow v3.5.0: capa-
bilities, applications, and ongoing development of an open-source, massively paral-
lel, integrated hydrologic model. Geoscientific Model Development, 13(3):1373-1397,
2020.

[62] Wing T. Leung, Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, Maria Vasilyeva, and Mary
Wheeler. Nonlinear Upscaling of Two-Phase Flow Using Non-Local Multi-Continuum
Approach. Mar 2019. SPE Reservoir Simulation Conference, Society of Petroleum

Engineers.
[63] Wing T. Leung, Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, Maria Vasilyeva, and Mary
Wheeler. Space-time nonlinear upscaling framework using non-local multi-

continuum approach. International Journal for Multiscale Computational Engineer-
ing, 17(5):529-550, 2019.

[64] H. Li, M.W. Farthing, C.N. Dawson, and C.T. Miller. Local discontinuous Galerkin
approximations to Richards’ equation. Advances in Water Resources, 30(3):555-575,
2007.

[65] K.Y Li, R [De Jong], and J.B Boisvert. An exponential root-water-uptake model
with water stress compensation. Journal of Hydrology, 252(1):189-204, 2001.

[66] Na Li, Li Ren, and Xingye Yue. Application and Validation of an Upscaling Method
for Unsaturated Water Flow Processes in Heterogeneous Soils. Vadose Zone Journal,
14(7):vzj2014.12.0171, 2015.

[67] Florian List and Florin A. Radu. A study on iterative methods for solving Richards’
equation. Computational Geosciences, 20(2):341-353, Apr 2016.

[68] Yingjie Liu, Chi-Wang Shu, Eitan Tadmor, and Mengping Zhang. Non-Oscillatory
Hierarchical Reconstruction for Central and Finite Volume Schemes. Communica-
tions in Computational Physics, 2(5):933-963, 2007.


https://acsess.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2136/sssaj1977.03615995004100020024x
https://acsess.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2136/sssaj1977.03615995004100020024x
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1029/2006WR004905
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1029/2006WR004905
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169409003205
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169409003205
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9783642846618
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9783642846618
https://www.onepetro.org/journal-paper/SPE-5719-PA
https://www.onepetro.org/journal-paper/SPE-5719-PA
https://doi.org/10.1051/m2an/2014003
https://doi.org/10.1051/m2an/2014003
https://www.geosci-model-dev.net/13/1373/2020/
https://www.geosci-model-dev.net/13/1373/2020/
https://www.geosci-model-dev.net/13/1373/2020/
https://doi.org/10.2118/193889-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/193889-MS
http://www.dl.begellhouse.com/journals/61fd1b191cf7e96f,14250e200402b70b,096cdfc405db582e.html
http://www.dl.begellhouse.com/journals/61fd1b191cf7e96f,14250e200402b70b,096cdfc405db582e.html
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0309170806000662
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0309170806000662
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169401004565
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169401004565
https://acsess.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2136/vzj2014.12.0171
https://acsess.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2136/vzj2014.12.0171
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10596-016-9566-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10596-016-9566-3
http://global-sci.org/intro/article_detail/cicp/7933.html
http://global-sci.org/intro/article_detail/cicp/7933.html

44 J.S.R. Park, S.W. Cheung, T. Mai

[69] Yingjie Liu, Chi-Wang Shu, Eitan Tadmor, and Mengping Zhang. Central Discon-
tinuous Galerkin Methods on Overlapping Cells with a Nonoscillatory Hierarchical
Reconstruction. SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 45(6):2442-2467, 2007.

[70] Dag Lukkassen, Gabriel Nguetseng, and Peter Wall. Two-scale convergence. Inter-
national journal of pure and applied mathematics, 2(1):35-86, 2002.

[71] Anotida Madzvamuse and Andy H.W. Chung. Fully implicit time-stepping schemes
and non-linear solvers for systems of reaction-diffusion equations. Applied Mathemat-
1cs and Computation, 244:361-374, 2014.

[72] Gabriel Nguetseng. A general convergence result for a functional related to the theory
of homogenization. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 20(3):608-623, 1989.

[73] L. Orgogozo, N. Renon, C. Soulaine, F. Hénon, S.K. Tomer, D. Labat, O.S.
Pokrovsky, M. Sekhar, R. Ababou, and M. Quintard. An open source massively
parallel solver for Richards equation: Mechanistic modelling of water fluxes at the
watershed scale. Computer Physics Communications, 185(12):3358-3371, 2014.

[74] Jun Sur Richard Park, Siu Wun Cheung, Tina Mai, and Viet Ha Hoang. Multi-
scale simulations for upscaled multi-continuum flows. Journal of Computational and
Applied Mathematics, 374:112782, 2020.

[75] Jun Sur Richard Park and Viet Ha Hoang. Homogenization of a multiscale multi-
continuum system. Applicable Analysis, 0(0):1-28, 2020.

[76] Jun Sur Richard Park and Viet Ha Hoang. Hierarchical multiscale finite element
method for multi-continuum media. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathe-
matics, 369:112588, 2020.

[77] G. A. Pavliotis and A. M. Stuart. Multiscale methods: Averaging and homogenization,
volume 53 of Texts in Applied Mathematics. Springer-Verlag New York, 2008.

[78] K. Pruess and T.N. Narasimhan. On fluid reserves and the production of superheated
steam from fractured, vapor-dominated geothermal reservoirs. Journal of Geophysical
Research: Solid Earth, 87(B11):9329-9339, 1982.

[79] L. A. Richards. Capillary conduction of liquids through porous mediums. Physics,
1(5):318-333, 1931.

[80] J Santos, Y Efendiev, and L. Guarracino. Hydraulic conductivity estimation in par-
tially saturated soils using the adjoint method. Computer methods in applied me-
chanics and engineering, 196(1-3):161-179, 2006.

[81] Denis Spiridonov, Maria Vasilyeva, and Eric T. Chung. Generalized Multiscale Finite
Element method for multicontinua unsaturated flow problems in fractured porous
media. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 370:112594, 2020.

[82] A. Tamilselvan, N. Ramanujam, and V. Shanthi. A numerical method for singularly
perturbed weakly coupled system of two second order ordinary differential equations
with discontinuous source term. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics,
202(2):203-216, 2007.

[83] V. Thomée. Galerkin Finite Element Methods for Parabolic Problems, volume 25 of
Springer Series in Computational Mathematics. Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg,
second edition, 2006.

[84] Aleksei Tyrylgin, Maria Vasilyeva, Denis Spiridonov, and Eric T. Chung. Generalized
Multiscale Finite Element Method for the poroelasticity problem in multicontinuum


https://doi.org/10.1137/060666974
https://doi.org/10.1137/060666974
https://doi.org/10.1137/060666974
http://www.ijpam.eu/contents/2002-2-1/3/index.html
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0096300314009618
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0096300314009618
https://doi.org/10.1137/0520043
https://doi.org/10.1137/0520043
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465514002719
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465514002719
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465514002719
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037704272030073X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037704272030073X
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2020.1778675
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2020.1778675
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037704271930593X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037704271930593X
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9780387738284
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1029/JB087iB11p09329
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1029/JB087iB11p09329
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1745010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2006.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cma.2006.03.004
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042719305990
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042719305990
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042719305990
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042706001221
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042706001221
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042706001221
https://www.springer.com/gp/book/9783540331216
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042720300741
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042720300741

[85]

[36]

[87]

Multiscale simulations for multi-continuum Richards equations 45

media. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 374:112783, 2020.

N. Varado, I. Braud, and P.J. Ross. Development and assessment of an efficient
vadose zone module solving the 1D Richards’ equation and including root extraction
by plants. Journal of Hydrology, 323(1):258-275, 2006.

Maria Vasilyeva, Eric T Chung, Siu Wun Cheung, Yating Wang, and Georgy
Prokopev. Nonlocal multicontinua upscaling for multicontinua flow problems in frac-
tured porous media. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 355:258—
267, 2019.

Maria Vasilyeva, Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Jihoon Kim. Constrained
energy minimization based upscaling for coupled flow and mechanics. Journal of
Computational Physics, 376:660-674, 2019.

Maria Vasilyeva, Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Aleksey Tyrylgin. A Three-
Level Multi-Continua Upscaling Method for Flow Problems in Fractured Porous Me-
dia. Commun. Comput. Phys., 27(2):619-638, 2020.

Maria Vasilyeva, Wing T. Leung, Eric T. Chung, Yalchin Efendiev, and Mary
Wheeler. Learning macroscopic parameters in nonlinear multiscale simulations us-
ing nonlocal multicontinua upscaling techniques. Journal of Computational Physics,
412:109323, 2020.

Min Wang, Siu Wun Cheung, Eric T. Chung, Maria Vasilyeva, and Yuhe Wang. Gen-
eralized multiscale multicontinuum model for fractured vuggy carbonate reservoirs.
Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 366:112370, 2020.

J.E. Warren, P.J. Root, et al. The behavior of naturally fractured reservoirs. Society
of Petroleum Engineers Journal, 3(03):245-255, 1963.

Yu-Shu Wu, Karsten Pruess, et al. A multiple-porosity method for simulation of
naturally fractured petroleum reservoirs. SPE Reservoir Engineering, 3(01):327-336,
1988.


http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042720300741
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042720300741
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169405004397
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169405004397
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169405004397
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2019.01.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2019.01.024
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999118306569
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999118306569
https://global-sci.org/intro/article_detail/cicp/13461.html
https://global-sci.org/intro/article_detail/cicp/13461.html
https://global-sci.org/intro/article_detail/cicp/13461.html
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999120300978
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021999120300978
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042719303735
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0377042719303735
https://www.onepetro.org/journal-paper/SPE-426-PA
https://www.onepetro.org/journal-paper/SPE-15129-PA
https://www.onepetro.org/journal-paper/SPE-15129-PA

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. System of coupled Richards equations and its homogenization
	3.1. The 1/-scale

	4. Fine-scale discretization and Picard iteration for linearization
	5. GMsFEM for coupled dual-continuum nonlinear equations
	5.1. Overview
	5.2. Uncoupled GMsFEM
	5.3. Coupled GMsFEM
	5.4. GMsFEM for coupled nonlinear system of equations

	6. Numerical results
	7. Discussion
	8. Conclusions
	Appendix A. Derivation of homogenization
	Appendix B. Hierarchical numerical solutions of the cell problems
	Appendix C. The proof of Theorem B.3 (convergence results for the hierarchical solve)
	Appendix D. Global convergence of Picard linearization procedure
	References

