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1. INTRODUCTION

Fluid flow through porous media has been a subject of active research for the last four
to five decades. The basic law governing the flow of fluids through porous media is Darcy’s
Law, which was formulated by the French civil engineer Henry Darcy in 1856 on the basis
of his experiments on vertical water filtration through sand beds. A theoretical Derivation
of the same can be seen in [43]. In case of fluid mixtures, the dynamics of phase inter-
face between fluids plays a central role in rheology and hydrodynamics [28, 11, 12, 18]. In
[38] the concept of local thermodynamic equilibrium of a Gibbs interface is discussed in
order to relax the global thermodynamic equilibrium assumption which is an extension to-
wards non-equilibrium two-phase systems. Phase-field approach is a popular tool for the
modeling and simulation of multiphase flow problems, cf. [7, 25, 21, 8, 5]. The diffused
interface and Cahn-Hilliard formulation of a quasi-compressible binary fluid mixture allows
for topological changes of the interface, cf. [29]. Derivation of macroscopic Cahn-Hilliard
equations for perforated domains is given in [40]. In [39], under the assumption of periodic
flow and sufficiently large Péclet number, a basic phase field model for a mixture of two in-
compressible fluids in a heterogeneous domain is upscaled via periodic homogenization. The
upscaling using I'-convergence approach for the Cahn-Hilliard equations can be found in [26].
In [2], the author proposed fully discrete mixed finite element methods for approximating
the coupled system in which, the two sets of equations are coupled through an extra phase
induced stress term in the Navier—Stokes equations and a fluid induced transport term in the
Cahn—Hilliard equation. In [§], a system of the Navier-Stokes equations coupled with mul-

ticomponent Cahn-Hilliard variational inequalities is considered where the existence of the
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weak solutions of the model is shown via a fully discrete finite element approximation, how-
ever, the homogenization results are not shown in their work. The Cahn-Hilliard equation,
in general, is given by (cf. [33])

ct =V -M(c) V(f(c) - 5*Ac), (t,z) e RT x Q, (1.1a)
n-Ve=n-M()V(f(c) - §*Ac) =0, (t,z) € RT x Q, (1.1b)
c(x,0) = co(x), x € (. (1.1c)

Here 0 < § << 1 is a coefficient of gradient energy, M = M (c) is a mobility coefficient,
and f = f(c) is a homogeneous free energy. The equation was initially developed to describe
phase separation in a two component system, with ¢ = ¢(z, t) representing the concentration
of one of the two components. Typically, the domain €2 is assumed to be a bounded domain
with a sufficiently smooth boundary, 02, with n in representing the unit exterior
normal to 0f). It is reasonable to consider evolution for times ¢ > 0, or on some finite time
interval 0 <t < T < .

In constant mobility quadratic polynomial case, M (c) = My > 0, where M, is a constant,
and f(c) = —c+ ¢, f(c) = F'(c), F(c) = 3(c* — 1) and so Cahn-Hilliard equation reduces
to

ct =V. My V][—c+c* —6A ], (t,z) e RY x Q, (1.2a)
n.Ve=nVA c¢=0, (t,r) e RT x Q, (1.2b)
c(x,0) = co(x), z € (. (1.2¢)

We focus on a binary-fluid model where the considered fluids are incompressible and
immiscible. The domain 2 C R", n = 2, 3 is occupied by the mixture. On the time interval
S = (0,T) the model comprises a system of unsteady Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard equations

—pAu + Vp = AwVe in (0,7) x €, (1.3a)
Vau=0 in (0,7 x €, (1.3b)

Oc +u.Ve = Aw in (0,7) x €, (1.3¢c)
w=—Ac+ f(c) in (0,7) x Q, (1.3d)

where u and w are the unknown velocity and chemical potential, respectively. p is the viscos-
ity and X is the interfacial width parameter. Here ¢ represents microscopic concentration of
one of the fluids with values lying in the interval [—1, 1] in the considered domain and (-1, 1)
within the thin diffused interface of uniform width proportional to A. The term f(c) = F’(c),
where I is a homogeneous free energy functional that penalizes the deviation from the phys-
ical constraint |c¢| < 1. In our work we consider F' to be a quadratic double-well free energy
functional, i.e., F(s) = (s> —1)%>. One can choose F as a logarithmic or a non-smooth
(obstacle) free energy functional, cf. [16, @]. The nonlinear term ¢Vw in (L.3a) models the
surface tension effects and, advection effect is modeled by the term u - Ve in @ Equa-
tions (1.3a), (1.3c)-(1.3d) represent the unsteady Stokes equations for incompressible fluid
and Cahn-Hilliard equations, respectively, cf. [7].

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In section 1.1, we present the con-
figuration of a periodic porous medium and the considered binary-fluid model. In section
2, notations, function space and mathematical prerequisites are gathered for the analysis

which will help us to establish existence and uniqueness theorems for the pore-scale model.
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In 3, we will derive an anticipated macroscale model of the problem mentioned in section
1.1. In section 4, we will prove the positivity, uniqueness and existence of solution of the
coupled system. Finally, in section 5, we will eventually obtain the upscaled model of the
microscopic problem via two-scale convergence and unfolding operator technique. The ap-
propriate initial and boundary conditions according to the model will be discussed further
in the next section.

1.1. The model. Assume that 2 C R", n = 2,3 is a bounded domain with a sufficiently
smooth boundary 02 and S := (0,7") denotes the time interval for any 7" > 0. We consider
the unit reference cell Y := (0,1)" C R". Y and Y, represent the solid and pore part of Y
respectively, which are mutually distinct, i.e., Y, NY; = (), also Y = Y; UY,. Solid boundary
of the cell Y is denoted as I'y = 9Y}, see figure 1. The domain 2 is assumed to be periodic
and is covered by a finite union of the cells Y. In order to avoid technical difficulties, we
postulate that: solid parts do not touch the boundary 0f2, solid parts do not touch each
other and solid parts do not touch the boundary of Y. Let ¢ > 0 be the scale parameter.
We define the pore space Q2 = [Jy czn Yy, N2, the solid part as QO = Jy ez Ys, N2 = Q\Q7
and I'® .=,y s, where Y, =cY, +k, Y, =Y, + kand Iy, =Y, NY,,. Let x(y) be
the Y-periodic characteristic function of Y, defined by

| €y,
w={s L5 (14

We assume that (27 is connected and has a smooth boundary. We consider the situation
where the pore part 27 is occupied by the mixture of two immiscible fluids separated by a
microscopic interface of thickness eX (A > 0) represented by the blue part in figure 1, and
includes the effects of surface tension on the motion of the interface. We model the flow of
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FIGURE 1. (left) Porous medium € = Qf UQS as a periodic covering of the ref-
erence cell Y =Y, UY; (right). The blue interface is the microscopic boundary
between two fluid phases occupying the the pore space (2.
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the fluid mixture on the pore-scale using a phase-field approach motivated by the Stokes-
Cahn-Hilliard system ([L.3). The velocity of the fluid mixture is assumed to be u® = u(¢, z),
(t,x) € S x Q which satisfies the stationary Stokes equation. The order parameter ¢ plays
the role of microscopic concentration and the chemical potential w® satisfy the Cahn-Hilliard

equation. pf is the fluid pressure. The term e \c¢®*Vw® models the surface tension forces which
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acts on the microscopic interface between the fluids. Fluid density is taken to be 1. Then,
the Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard system of equations is given by

i Pore scale equations

—pue’Auf + Vpf = —eAfVur S xQ, (1.5a)
Vau =0 S x (1.5b)

u° =0 S x o8, (1.5¢)

O + PV E = e Aw® S xQ, (1.5d)
w® = —"Ac + f(°) S x (1.5¢)

Onc® =0 S x 0Q;, (1.5f)

Opw® =0 S x 08, (1.5g)

c(0,x) = co(x) Q. (1.5h)

where %= = 9,¢° and f(s) = s — s = F'(s) = (s> — 1)? is the double-well free energy.
The above scaling for the viscosity is such that the velocity u® has a nontrivial limit as ¢

goes to zero. Also, 0 < a, 3,7 < 2 where o, 8,7 € R. We denote (1.5a)-(1.5h) by (P*).

2. NOTATIONS AND FUNCTION SPACE SETTING

Let 6 € [0,1] and 1 < r,s < oo be such that £ +1 = 1. Assume that = € {Q,Q5,Q5}
and [ € Ny, then as usual L"(Z) and H""(Z) denote the Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces with
their usual norms and they are denoted by ||.||, and ||.||;,. Similarly, C*(Z), (-,-)s, and
[-,-]g are the Holder, real- and complex-interpolation spaces respectively endowed with their
standard norms, for definition confer [17,130]. C%(Y’) denotes the set of all Y-periodic a-
times continuously differentiable functions in y for v € N. In particular, Cx(Y") is the space
of all the Y-periodic continuous function in y. The C*-spaces are as usual equipped with
their mazimum norm whereas the space of all continuous functions C(=) is furnished with
supremum norm, cf. in [I7]. The extension and restriction operators are denoted by E and
R, respectively. The symbol (.,.)y represents the inner product on a Hilbert space H and
||.||z denotes the corresponding norm. For a Banach space X, X* denotes its dual and
the duality pairing is denoted by (., .)x+xx. By classical trace theorem on Sobolev space

Hy?(Z)* = H'*(Z). The symbols <, << and d denote the continuous, compact and
dense embeddings respectively. By definition, the surface area of I'® increases proportionally
to 1, i.e. [¢| — oo as e — 0. We define the function spaces:
H'(Q) = H'(Q)", Hy(Q) = Hy(Q)", 4 :=Hg, (Q) = {n:n € Hy(Q),V n=0}
¢ ={c: € L*(S; H'(X)), 0" € L*(S; H'(Q)")},
W = L*(S; H'(Q)) and L§(Q2) = {¢ € L*(Q) : [, pdx =0.}.

We choose u® € 4, ¢ € €, w® € WF and p° € L*(S x Q). We will now state few results

and lemmas which are used in this paper and proofs of these can be found in literature.
4



Lemma 2.1 (cf. theorem I1.1.1 in [41]). Let E be a Banach space and Ey and Ey be reflexive
spaces with Ey C E C Ey. Suppose further that Ey —— E — FEy. For 1 < p,q < oo and
0<T <1 define X ={ue LP(S;Ey): Owu € LYS; Ey)}. Then X —— LP(S; E).

Lemma 2.2 (Restriction theorem, cf. [34, I B]). There exists a linear restriction operator
R 2 L*(S; Hy ()Y — L*(S; H ()¢ such that Rou(x) = u(x)|ag for u € L*(S; Hy(€2))*
and V - Rfu = 0 if V- R°u = 0 of V- u = 0. Furthermore, the restriction satisfies the
following bound

||R€u||L2(S><Qg) + EHVREUHL?(SxQ;) < O(HUHL?(SXQ) + 5||VU||L2(SxQ))a
where C' is independent of ¢.
Similarly, one can define the extension operator from S x Q2 to S x €2, cf. [34, 137, 3T, [T, [3].

Definition 2.5 (Two-scale convergence, cf. [36] 1, 34]). A sequence of functions (uf)esq in
LP(S x Q) is said to be two-scale convergent to a limit u € LP(S x Q x Y') if

lim u(t, z)p(t, x ) dz dt = / u(t, z,y)o(t, z,y) de dt dy
SxXQxXY

e—0 SxQ

for all ¢ € LI(S x Q; Cu(Y)).

By i, X and — we denote the two-scale, weak and strong convergence of a sequence
respectively. The proof of next lemma is given in [36, [1, [34].

Lemma 2.3. Fore > 0, let (uf).so be a sequence of functions, then the following holds:
(i) for every bounded sequence (uf).~¢ in LP(S x Q) there exists a subsequence (uf)c=o

(still denoted by same symbol) and an u € LP(S x Q x Y) such that u® =

(ii) let u® — w in LP(S x §2), then u® Ao

(iil) let (uf).s0 be a sequence in LP(S; H'P(Q)) such that u® = u in LP(S; H'?(2)). Then
wt 2w and there exists a subsequence ut., still denoted by same symbol, and an
uy € LP(S x Q; H#p(Y)) such that V,u 2 Vu + Vyu.

(iv) let (u®)eso be a bounded sequence of functions in LP(S x Q) such that eVu® is bounded
in LP(S xQ)"™. Then there exist a function v € LP(S x € H;p(Y)) such that us = u,

2
eVyut = Vyu.

2.1. Periodic Unfodling. Arbogast, Douglas and Hornung in [6] introduced the concept
of dilation operator to study the homogenization on periodic domains with double porosity.
This method is further used in [10], [35], [4] and references therein. Consequently, the
idea of dilation operator is extended by Cioranescu, Damlamian and Griso (cf. [13], [14])
to examine the homogenization problems on periodic domains under the name of periodic
unfolding. The unfolding operator technique has proven to be useful when we deal with the
homogenization problems with nonlinear terms. We start by the notations and terminologies
required to define the unfolding operator. Let €, Q7 Qf and I'* be defined as in section 1.1.
For any z € R", suppose [z] denotes the unique integer combination Z;L:Z kje; of e; such
that z — [z] lies in YV (see figure 2 in [I5]) and we set {z} = z — [z] for a.e. z € R™
Thus for any z € R® and ¢ > 0, we have © = ([ ]+{§}) a.e. r € R™. Setting

O ={(eZr:e(6+Y)CQ}, QF = lnt{U§€@s€§+Y} and T = Q — Qe.



Definition 2.1.1. Assume that 1 < r < oco. Let u® € L"(S x Q) such that for every t,
us(t) is extended by zero outside of ). We define the unfolding operator T : L"(S x ) —
L"(SxQxY) as

Tu®(t,z,y) = u’ (t € [ } + 5y> for a.e. (t,z,y) €S xQ XY, (2.1a)
=0 otherwise. (2.1b)

Based on definition 2.3.1 the unfolding operator 7 preserves the integral and the norms
on the domain €27

1 1
/ (x)dx = T*u*(z,y) dx dy and ||u®|[zr ) = = |T°u® || Lr(axy)-
Q \Y‘ axy Y|~

T¢ is linear. We also note that V,Tus(z,y) = eT°(V,uf)(z,y) and A, Tus(z,y) = *T*
(Ayu®)(z,y). Based on definition 2.3.2, the following properties of 7° can be proved (cf.
[13], [14] and [15]):
Lemma 2.1.3. Let 1 < p < oo, then the operator T¢ has the following properties:
(i) If u¢ € Lp(S x ), then T=u(t,z,{£}) = u*(t,x), for every t € S and z € Q.
(ii) Let u,v® € LP(S x ), then T¢(uv®) = T°(u®)T*(v°).
(iii) Let u® € L'(S x Q), then fo Joue(t,x) dudt = Eﬁ,'fngXyTE(ue(t,x,y))dxdydt.
(i) Letu® € LP(SxK), then fonfY |Teus(t, x,y)|" dedydt = 5|Y|f0TfQ |us(t, z)|" dx dt.
(v) u® =N if and only if T°u® = u.
For the following definitions and results, interested reader can refer to [22, 24 23] and

references therein.

Definition 2.1.4 (cf. definition 4.5 in [24]). Assume that 1 < r < oco,u® € L"(S x Q) and
T is defined as in definition|2.1.4. Then we say that:
(i) u® is weakly two-scale convergent to a limit ug € L™(S x Q X Y) if T°u® converges weakly
to ug in L"(S x Q xY).
(ii) u® is strongly two-scale convergent to a limit ug € L"(S x Q x Y) if T°u® converges
strongly to ug in L"(S x Q xY).
Lemma 2.1.5. Let (u®)_., be a bounded sequence in L7 (S x Q). Then the following state-
ments hold:

(a) if u® 2 u, then T°u® = u, i.e. u® is weakly two-scale convergent to a u.

(b) if u*= — u , then T°u® — u, i.e. u® is strongly two-scale convergent to u.

Proof. (a) Since u® = u, then by definition we have lim fOT Joue(t, z)p(t,x, 2) dr dt =
e—

fo Jo [y ult,z,y)o(t, ,y) dedydt for all ¢ € C(S x Q;Cx(Y)). Now, from the linear-
ity and integral preserving property of 7¢ (note that [Y| = 1), we have [, ,u‘pdrdt =
Jorany TP @) dedydt = [¢ o Tu T ¢dedydt = [g . Tuddedydt. This gives
lim.o [g 0.y LU dedydt = lim._o [¢ udpdedt = [y o updrdydt, ie. Tu is
weakly convergent to u, i.e. u® is weakly two-scale convergent to w.

(b) We note that by integral preserving property, ||T°u® — u||%2(5><9><Y) = (e]Y])z||us —
u“%?(sm) — 0 as ¢ — 0. This implies T¢u® is strongly convergent to u, i.e. u® is strongly

two-scale convergent to u. [
6



Lemma 2.1.6 (cf. theorem 6.2 in [24]). Let (u®)_.., be strongly two-scale convergent to ug
in L"(S x Q xT') and (v°)_., be weakly two-scale convergent to vy in L°(S x Q x I'). If the
exponents r,s,v > 1 satisfy % + % = %, then the product (u°v®).~o two-scale converges to the
limit ugvy in LY (S x Q xY). In particular, for any ¢ € L*(S x Q) with u € (1,00) such that
% + i =1 we have

/ u(t, x)v°(t, x)p(t, z) dr dt = wo(t, z, y)vo(t, z,y)p(t, x) dx dy dt.
SxQ SxQOXY

Before we proceed with the weak formulation, we make following assumptions for the sake
of analysis of (P¢).

A1l. for all z € 0, ug, ¢g and wy > 0.

A2.ug € L=(Q) N HY(Q), ¢ € L®(Q) N H(Q) and w® € L>(Q) N H'(Q) such that
SUDP.~q |[Wol|Loc (@)nm1 () < 00, SUP.~ [[col| oo (@)nai (@) < 00, SUP.sq |[wollLe@)nmi@) <
0.

A3. p* € L*(S; H'(Q)) such that sup,. |[p°]]2(s;m1(0)) < 00

Ad4. a=2,=1and y=0.

2.10. Weak formulation of (P¢). Let the assumptions Al - A4 be satisfied. A triple
(u®, ¢, w®) € YU° x € x W* is said to be the weak solution of the model (P¢) such that
(u®, &, w®)(0,x) = (uyg, ¢y, wp)(z) for all z € Q, and

e’ Vu® : Vndxdt = —a)\/ Ve - ndzdt, (2.2a)
SxQg SxQ
/(&cs, o) dt — 5/ Ecut - Vodrdt + 2 Vuw® - Veodrdt =0, (2.2b)
S SxQs SxQs
/ w dx dt = Ve - Vipdr dt + /(f(cs), V) dzx dt, (2.2¢)
SxQE SxQE S

for all n € L*(S;HY, (Q5)) and ¢, ¢ € L*(S; H'(€)).
We are now going to state the two main theorems of this paper which are given below.

Theorem 2.1. Let the assumptions Al - A/ be satisfied, then there exists a unique positive
weak solution (u®, ¢, w®) € U x € x W of the problem (PF) which satisfies

A
\/ﬁgHVUEHB(smg) +V 5)\HVW€HL2(SxQ;;) + \/;||VCE||L00(5);L2(Q;)) + Hw€||L2(S><Q§,)
1 poegsipagagy) T 106N o (s gy + 110l Laggy < € <00 Ve, (2.3)

where the constant C' is independent of €.



Theorem 2.2 (Upscaled Problem (P)). There ezists (u,c,w) € U x € x Q which satisfies

)
_MAyu($a y) + vypl(xa y) + vx (1’

) = —Ac(z)Vyw(z,y), S xQxY,, (2.4a)

(x,y) =0, S xQxY,, (2.4b)

c-u(z) =0, S x €, (2.4c)

(m,y) =0, S x Qx Ty, (2.4d)

Oe(x) = Ayw(z,y), S xQxY,, (2.4e)

w(x) + Vi - Vyer(z) = —Axc( )+ fle(x)), S x Q, (2.4f)
V- Vya(z,y) = S xQxY,, (2.4g)
c(0,x) = ( ), Q. (2.4h)

where R(x) = \Tlp| fayp k(z,y)dy, © € Q denotes the mean of the quantity k over the pore
space Y,. Also, ci(t,x,y) = ¥(t,x)E(y), where £(y) is a linear function. From (2.4¢),

w(z,y) = 0e(x) <(y), and hence the cell problem is as follows:
aying(y) =0;; n Yy,
n-Vy(y) =0 ondY,, (2.5)
s(y) is Yy-periodic.

The systems of equations (2.4a)-(2.4hl) is the required homogenized (upscaled) model of
(T-5a)-(T.5h).

3. ANTICIPATED UPSCALED MODEL VIA ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION METHOD

In this section we derive the homogenized version of the model (P¢) as described in the
previous section via some formal method, namely asymptotic expansion, which does not
talk about any convergence. Now as per asymptotic expansion technique let us consider the
following expansions:

o0 o0 o0 o0
u® = E guy, ¢ = E gle,wt = E g'w; and p° = E g'p;, (3.1)
i=0 i=0 =0 i=0

where each term u; or p; or ¢; and w; are Y-periodic functions in y. We know that V =
V. + %Vy. We substitute the expressions for u®, ¢?, w*, p® in the problem (P¢), then

—pe? (6_2Ay +e NV, -V, +V, V) + EOAx) (uo +euy + 2ug + )
+ (Vo +e7'Vy) (po+ep1 +&%pa...)
= —)\e (co +ecy + 5202...) (VI + 5’1Vy) (wo + ewq + €2w2...)
= —u("Ayup +e(Ayuy + (V- Vy + V, - Viug) +€2(...))
+ e 'Vypo + e (VapoVyp1) + e(Vapr + Vypa) + €%(...)
= — A%V, wo) + £(c1Vywo + co(Vawy + Vywy)) + €%(...)
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= £ (Vypo) + " (—plyuo + Vopo + Vypr) + e(—p(Aym
+ (V- Vy,+V, - Vo)ug) + Vupr + Vyp2) + O(e)
= (= M(coV,ywo)) + (=M1 Vywo + co(Vewg + Vywy))).
(3.2)
We use in then
e 'V, ug+e%Ve g+ VYV, -w) +e(V,-up +V, - uz) +%(...) = 0. (3.3)
From , after plugging the expansions, we obtain
Oi(co+ecy +e2(..) +e(e™ 'V, + V) - {(co +ec1 +€2(...)) (ug + eug +%(...))}
= (e Aywo + e (Aywi + (Vo - Vy + V- Vo )w)
+ so(Awa + (V- Vy,+V, - Vo)w + Aywy))

— at(C() + 501) + 50{Vy . (Collo)} + 5{Vy . (Coul) + Vx : (Couo) + Vy . (Clug)}
= EOAyU}Q + 51(Ayw1 + (Vx . Vy + Vy . Vx)wo)

+ 52(Ayw2 + (Ve - Vy + V- Vio)wr + Azwg) + Ofe).
(3.4)

Next, we substitute the expansions for w,, c. in ((1.5¢|) and use the Taylor series expansion
of f around ¢y which leads to

wo + ewy = 2 (=Ayco) +e H(=Ayer — (V, -V, +V, - V,)a)
+e(=Ayes = (Vo - Vy + V- Vi)er = Ayeo + f(co))
f (o)

Co

+e(=Aycs — (Vo - Vy+V, - Vo)eo — Ayer + ¢ )+ O(e). (3.5)

Now we substitute the expansions in the boundary conditions. From (|1.5¢]), we obtain

Up+euy +c’uz 4+ ... =0 on (0,7) x 9. (3.6)
From ((1.5f)) and (1.5g)), we get

(€*1Vy + Va)(co+eci +e%co+...) n=0

= ¢ 'V, -n+%(Vueo + Vyer) n+e(Veey + Vyea) n+ ... =0 (3.7)
and
(e7'V, + Vo) (wo + cw;y 4wy +...) -n =0
- 5_1Vyw0 -0+ %(Vwy + V) -n+e(Vywy + Vyws) -n+ ... =0 (3.8)
respectively.

We equate the coefficients of ™! from (3.2)) and coefficient of e =2 from (3.5]), respectively,
then

Vypo =0, and Ayco =0 foryey,. (3.9)
and from (3.9)) it follows that

po=po(r), foryey, (3.10)
9



Since V,py = S, ;2% the coefficient of £ from (3.2) gives

ox;

0
— uAyuo + Z 61‘£ + Vypl = —)\Covywo
i=1 !

—= — pAyug + Vapo + Vypr = AegVywy. (3.11)
Again, upon equating ¢! and €° coefficients of , we get respectively
Vy-u9=0 inSxQxY, (3.12)
Ve-up+Vy-up =0 inSxQxY,. (3.13)
Equating €°, ¢ coefficients of we get
ug =0, up =0 onSxQxT. (3.14)

We integrate (3.13) over Y,,, which leads to

/{Vz~u0+vy~u1}dy20
Y,

:>Vx-/ uody—l—/ n-u;do(y) =0. (3.15)
Y, v,

Using (3.14) the boundary integral in (3.15)) vanishes and we obtain

Ve | wolz,y)dy=0 inSxQ. (3.16)
Yy
The coefficient of ¢! from (3.5 gives using (3.10))
Aycl = _(vz : vy + Vy : vm>607 (317>
1
— [ n- (Ve + Vaeo)doly) = —V, - {— V.o dy}, (3.18)
oy, Yl Jy,
From (3.7)), the coefficient of €° gives
n- (Vye + Vie) =0. (3.19)

Using (3.19) in (3.18)) leads to

|
v, {@ /Y v, dy} ~0. (3.20)

From (3.20)) and ({3.9)), clearly ¢y = ¢o(t, ). Also from ({1.5h) we get, co(0, ) = co(x).
From (3.4)), the coefficient of £ gives

Oico + V- (couo) = Aywy (3.21)
Using we get from ((3.21])
Orco = Aywy. (3.22)
By the separation of variables we obtain

wo(t, z,y) = Oweo(t, x)s(y). (3.23)
10



We equate coefficients of e~ from (3.8)) and obtain after combining it with (3.22).

aying(y) =0;5, 1inY, (3.24a)
n-Vy(y) =0, ondy, (3.24b)
s(y) is Y,-periodic. (3.24c)
From we get
Ayer(t,z,y) =0, inSxNQxY,. (3.25)

Thus ¢; has the form ¢ (¢, z,y) = ¥(t, )¢(y), where £(y) is a linear function in variable y.
The coefficient of €% from (3.5)) yields

Wo = _<Ay62 + (Vx . Vy -+ Vy . VI)Cl + AICO) + f(Co),
— AyCQ = —Woy — (Vm . Vy + Vy . Vx)cl — AxCO + f(C()), (326)

Next we integrate (3.26)) over Y.

— / Aycody = / {—wo—(V, -V, +V,-Vy)er — Ayco + fleo)} dy,
Y, Y,

P

— n-(Vyeo +Veer)do(y) = [ {—wo—Va-Vyer — Apco + f(co)}dy  (3.27)
Yy Yp
From (3.7)), the coefficient of € gives
n-(Vyea+Vue) =0 (3.28)
The left hand side of (3.27]) vanishes using (3.28). Thus we get from ((3.27))
wo(t, z,y) + Agco(t,z) + Vi - Vyar (t, z,y) = f(eo(t,z)) inSxQxY, (3.29)

From (3.11]) and (3.23]), we have
_NAyuO + vypl = —V:ppo —A Co atCO Vyg(y)
Ad

—HAy o + Vypr = =Vapo(r) — 5 {co(t, )} Vis(y) (3.30)

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

4.1. A priori Estimates. We now proceed to derive some a priori estimates to show that
the sequences of functions u®, ¢ and w® are bounded independently of £ in appropriate

function spaces. We set n = u®, ¢ = Aw® and ¢ = A\J,c* and use V(c*w®) = ¢*Vw® + wV .

From ([2.2) we obtain

u52/ |Vu|? dx dt + 5)\/ Vs -u®drdt =0,
SXQ; SXQ;

A/(@tca, w®) dt — )\5/ cu® - Vo' de dt + )\52/ \Vw®|? de dt = 0,
S SxQs SxQs
3 € Ad €12 3 €
=\ [ (O W) dt + —— \VE de + X | (f(cF),0,c%)dt =0.
s 2dt Jo. s

11



This implies

ueQ/ |Vu®|* dz dt + )\6/ ccVuw® -udrdt =0, (4.1)
SxQg SxQg
A/(@tcs, w®) dt — )\8/ cu® - Vo' do dt + /\52/ |Vw|? do dt = 0, (4.2)
s SxQ;, SxQs
—)\/(8 c w€>dt+éi |ch|2dx+)\i F(&)dr =0 (4.3)
P 2dt Jo. dt Jo: o '

where F' is considered to be a quadratic double-well free energy functional as

F(e) = () = 1) (4.4)

We add (4.1)-(4.3) and integrate over (0,t), then

t t A
u52/ |Vu5\2d9€dt+)\52/ \ng\zdxdt~l—§ ]ch(t)\de—i-)\/ F(f(t))dx
o Jag o Jog Q5 %
A
= — |ch(1‘)\2dw+)\/ F(cy(x)) du. (4.5)

2 Jog 0

We note that ¢ € L>(Q2) N H'(2) such that sup..q ||co||re@)nmr@) < oo and F(cf) > 0.
Therefore, (4.5)) implies

A
\//7€||V‘1€’|L2(sm;) + \/XgvasHB(smg) + \/;HVCEHLOO(S;H(Q;)) <C (4.6)

Next, by Young’s inequality, from (4.5) we obtain

1
/ F(E() do = -/ (=12 de < C= [ |t de < €= sup ]| suzacary) < C.
Q 4 Jq Qs e>0 T
(47)

5 £
P P

We set 1 = 1 as a test function in ((1.5€)), then

/ / w® dx
Q Q

w® dr = f(c&f)dx =
Qs 3
By Poincare’s inequality, we have

< [ 1@ Nde < [ ()F+HE)ds < by @D.
’ ’ (4.8)

£
P

||w6 _ /QE w® d$||L2(Q§) S OHVU)SHLQ(Q;) = HwEHL?(SXQ;) S C. (49)
P
By Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality for Lipschitz domain, we obtain ||u®||zs(y)

<
C||Vu®||r2(y), where C' depend on n and Y. By imbedding theorem, we have ||u®||p2y) <
Cllu||payy < C. By a straightforward scaling argument, we obtain

”u£HL4(Q§) <C. (4.10)
12



From (4.2) we get,
/(@CE, o) dt = 8/ cu® - Vodrdt — 2 Vuw® - Vodzdt,
S

SxQE SxQ5
= [(0i", 9)| < EHCEHL‘l(Qg)HuEHL‘l(Qg)HV(bHLQ(Q;) + 52vaEHL2(Q§)HV¢HL2(Q§,)

= sup  [(9”, 9)| < I|CE||L4(Q;)||UE||L4(Q§) + SHVwa”L?(Q;)
H¢||H1(Q€)_

= [|0,c%| 12 sy <C V¥e>0 (4.11)

From proposition I11.1.1 in [42] and (2.2a)), there exist a pressure pf := 9;,P° € W~1°°(S,
L5(€)) such that

uaz/s . VuE:Vndxdt—/ Pe(t)Vﬂydx:—s)\/S ) Vs -ndz dt VnEl—Ié(Qg)”7
X 28 IEJ % Qe

=(VP:(t),n) < M52/SHVUEHLQ(Q;)HVUEHH(Q;) dt"‘/s‘|CEHL4(Q;)5HV1UEHLQ(Q;) dt

Thus by (4.6) and (4.7) it immediately follows that
(VP(t),m) < Cllnllgaagyn = sup [[VP (O]l g-1iqz)n < C Ve > 0. (4.12)

t€[0,T]

Now, with the help of a-priori estimates from (2.3), the existence of solution of (P¢) can be
shown using the similar arguments from [19, 27, 20].

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2 (HOMOGENIZATION OF PROBLEM (P¢))

In the previous section, we established the existence of a weak solution of the problem (P¢).
In this section we rigorously derive the upscaled model for ¢ — 0. Two-scale convergence
introduced in section 2, is a type of weak convergence in some LP-space. The idea of two-scale
convergence resides on the assumption that the oscillating sequence of functions are defined
over some fixed domain, say {2 and we have boundedness of such sequence of functions in
LP(Q) for some p. Since there is no oscillation in ¢ € S, we are only focused on the oscillation
in x € (2. As our solutions ¢*, w®, u® and P¢ are defined over €27, in order to apply two-scale
convergence we need to obtain the a-priori estimates for ¢, w®, u®, P¢ etc. in LP(S x ) for
some p. This is not so straightforward. Usually, we first obtain the estimates for ¢*, w®, u®,
P#in Q7 and then use the extension operator defined in lemma 2.2 to extend these estimates
to all of S x 2. We start with the construction of an extension of solution from €27 to € in
the lemma below.

Lemma 5.1. There exists a positive constant C' depending on co, ug, n, |Y|, A and p but
independent of € and extensions (=, we, G°, P¢) of the solution (¢, w®, u®, P?) to S x Q
such that

0] 700 (s;L2(Q)n) T \F5HVU€HL2 Sxqynxn T ([0 12 (s;HY () T \fff”vw 2 (SxQ)n
- VE|| 0y H (t ‘ <C. (51
116 Lo 55210 \/>” &l peossrziymy + 1067 L2550 () )+t:‘épﬂ L2 (5.1)
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Proof. The extensions of ¢, we, G° to all of S x Q) follows from the lemma 2.2 and estimate
(2.2). Next, we consider the extension of dy¢® from L*(S; H'(Q5)*) to L*(S; H'(€2)*). For
© € H'(%)*, we define the extension operator F* : H'(Q)* — H'(Q)* as

(F°0, ¢)mq)xmr(@) = (0, R°0) m1(0s)-xm1(0z) (5.2)

where R* : H'(Q) — H'(Q;) is the restriction operator R°¢ = ¢|o: for ¢ € H'(2). Since
1B @ll 1120y < Cll9ll g it follows that

1E°O] g1 () < ClIOl () (5.3)
Using (5.2) we define the extension 0, of d,c* in L2(S; H'(Q)*) as

T T
/ <at05,¢>Hl(Q)*xH1(Q) 32/ <F68tcay¢>H1(Q)*><H1(Q)7
0 0

= ||8tca||L2(S;H1(Q)*) = ||F€6tc€||L2(S;H1(Q)*) S C||8tCE||L2(S;H1(Q;)*) S C < . (54)
Following the arguments as in [2], [7], the pressure P° can be extended into whole (2, i.e.

sup HPE t ‘ < C, 5.5

t€[0,T] Q L3(Q) (5:5)

where C' is independent of e. 0

Lemma 5.2. Let (u®, P%, ¢¢, w® ).~ be the extension of the weak solution from Lemma 5.1
(denoted by the same symbol). Then there exists some functions u € L*(S x Q; H,(Y))",
ce LS H' (), P e L*(SxQxY), e, we L*(S x U HLY)) and a subsequence of
(u®, P2, ¢, w).~0, still denoted by the same symbol, such that the following convergences

hold:

(i) (u®).~0 two-scale converges to u. (i1) (¢*)eso two-scale converges to c.
(117) (w®)esq two-scale converges to w. (1v) (P%)esq two-scale converges to P.
v) (eV,w®)eso two-scale converges to V., w. vi) (eV ).~ two-scale converges to Vu.
y y

(vii) (V4c®)eso two-scale converges to Ve + Vycr.
Proof. The convergences follow from the estimates (5.1]), lemma 2.7 and lemma 2.9. O
In the next lemma we will discuss the convergence of nonlinear terms for ¢ — 0.

Lemma 5.3. The following convergence results hold:

(i) (¢)eso is strongly convergent to ¢ in L*(S x Q). Thus, T¢(cf) converges to c strongly

in L*(S x Q xY), i.e. (¢f)eso 18 strongly two-scale convergent to c.

(ii) Teu® is weakly convergent to w in L*(S x Q x Y)", i.e. (u®).sq is weakly two-scale
convergent to u.

(iii) TE[eV,we] converges to V,w weakly in L*(S x Qx Y)", i.e. eV, we is weakly two-scale
convergent to Vyw.

(iv) The nonlinear terms f(c%), ec*V,w® and ¢u® two-scale converge to f(c), cV,w and
cu.

Proof. We will prove step by step. From estimate (5.1]) for (¢).~o and theorem 2.1 in [32],
there exists a subsequence of (¢%).-q, still denoted by same symbol, such that (¢f).s¢ is
strongly convergent to a limit ¢. The rest of (i) and the proofs of (ii) and (iii) follow from

lemma 2.1.5.
14



(iv) From (i) we have the strong convergence of ¢¢ and by lemma 2.1.5 T=¢° is strongly
convergent to c. Now, by corollary on page 53 in [44], there exists a subsequence ¢® (denoted
by same symbol) such that T=¢® is pointwise convergent to ¢, i.e. lim._,o Tc*(t, z,y) = c(t, x)
for a.e. (t,z,y) € S x Q x Y. This gives that f(T°c¢°) = [T°c°]® + T°¢° is pointwise
convergent to ¢ + c¢. We note that [|T°¢*||pasxaxy) < {€|Y|]iHC€HL4(SXQXY) < C Ve >
0. Again, |f(T°c")|] < |T°c]P + |T°c¢| =: g(T°c"). Clearly, g > 0 and g € L'(S x Q).
Therefore, by Lebsegue dominated convergence theorem lim._,q [ sxaxy J(T°us)pdx, dy dt =
Joxany €t )o(t,z)dedt = [, ,c(t,z)o(t, x) dx dt, where ¢ € L*(SxQ) and Y| = 1. Since
Tef(cf) = f(T°¢) 2 f(c), by lemma 2.1.3(v) f(cf) = f(c).

Next, we show that "V w® - cVyw, ie. T¢(FeV,wf) = TE[c¢F] TE[eV,wf] = eV, w as
stated in lemma 2.1.3(v). We see that ||T°[eV,wr]| 2 sxaxy) = €€ Vo || f2(g1q) < C Ve >
0. For an e L>(S x Q; LF(Y))" we estimate

/ Te[c] TE[eV,we] - ndtdx dy — / cVyw - -ndtdedy, < Jy + Js (5.6)
SxQXY

SxQxY
where
J1 = / (T[] — ¢) TF[eV,wf] - ndtdx dy‘ (5.7)
SxQxY
< |[|77[c] - C||L2(S><Q><Y)||T8[5v$w6]||L2(S><Q><Y)||77||L°°(S><Q><Y)
— 0, since T°¢ — cin L*(S x Q x Y) strongly. (5.8)
and
Jo = / (T [eV,w] — Vyw) - endt dx dy‘ —0 ase—0. (5.9)
SxQxY

This implies that 7¢(c°eV,w*) is weakly convergent to ¢V, w in L*(SxQxY’). In other words,

eFV w2 cV,win L'(S x Q@ xY). Following the similar arguments we get ¢°u® Zen O

Proof of Theorem 2.2. (i) We first obtain the macroscopic description of the Cahn-Hilliard
equations. We choose the function ¢ € Cg°(S x ;CF(Y)) in (2.2b), then

/(@ca,(b) dt—e/ Ut - Vo dr dt + & Vw® - Vodrdt =0
S SxQE SxQg

— /(&cs, o) dt — / cu® - eVodadt + / eVuw® - eVodrdt =0
S SxQg

SxQg

== — x(
SxQ

“hoo
oo

) (t, 2)Dsb(t, g) dz dt

V& (t, )l (1, ) (Vygb(t,x, y) +eVao(t, , y)) dz dt

Ol o]l8 o8

eV we(t, z) - (Vygb(t,x, y) +eV.o(t, x, y)) drdt =0 (5.10)
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We pass ¢ — 0 in the two-scale sense. The terms containing ¢ are bounded and the limits
converge to 0. Hence, we get

—/ c(t,x)0p(t, x,y) dx dy dt — / c(t,x)ult,z,y) - Vyo(t,z,y) drdydt
SxQxYy SxQxYp
— / Vyw(t,z,y) - Vyo(t, z,y) dedydt =0 (5.11)
SxOQxYp

The strong form of ([5.11)) is
Oe(t,z) + V- {c(t,z)ult,z,y)} = Ayw(t,z,y) in S xQxY,. (5.12)

Now by choosing a function ¢ defined as ¢ = (¢, 2, Z) = o(t, z) + i (t, 2, Z) in (2.2c)),
where the functions ¥y € C§°(S x Q) and ¢, € Cg°(S x Q; CF(Y)), we get

/<w€,¢> dt = o dexdt+/(f(cs),z/z> dt
s SxQ 5

— W (t, ) (t, @, g) dr dt = / F(E(t2))W(t, @, g) dz dt

Sng Sng

1
+ VeE(t,x) - (E Vybo(t, x) +Vaho(t, ) + Vi (t, x, ;) + eV (t, o, §)> dx dt

SxQ A

- X(E)we(t,x)w(t,x,g)dxdt:/S Qx(x

sxq € 2) F(E ()l w, D) dwdt

+ / MEVE ) - (Vatio(t.2) + Tyt (b a, 2) + Vot (b0, D)) dudt. (5.13)
SxQ g g 9
Next we pass € — 0 in the two-scale sense in ([5.13|) and get

/ w(t,x,y)(t, z,y) de dy dt = / fle(t,z))(t, z,y) de dy dt
SXQxXYy

SxQxY)p

i /SxQxY (ch(t, z) + Vyalt, x,y)) ' (wao(ta ) + Vyi(t, x,y)) dx dy dt.

(5.14)
Setting 11 = 0 in ([5.14]) yields
| wltamitay)dedydi= [ flelt.o)itt ) dedyde
SxOQxYy SxQxYy
[ (Vaeltin) + Vyealtnny) - Vavi(t) de dy d
SxOxY)
This gives
w(t,z,y) = —Aye(t,x) =V, - Vyer (t,z,y) + fle(t,z)) in S xQxY,. (5.15)
Again, setting ¢o = 0 in ((5.14) gives
/ (ch(t, z)+ Vyal(t,z, y)) -V (t,z,y)dedydt = 0. (5.16)
SxOXY)
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One can easily deduce from ([5.16))
V,-Vyei(t,z,y) =0 inSxQxY, (5.17)
(ii) We proceed with the homogenization of Stokes equations. We choose the test functions

n € C5(Q;C3(Y))" and € € C§°(S) and proceed as in [7]. Then, using lemma (5.1) and
lemma (5.2) we obtain for ¢ — 0

lim

€ T 1 T
20 Jg o Pt :c){vm (e, )+ -V -z, g)}atg(t) dx dy dt0

/ P(t,2.9)V, - n(z,y)0E(t) do dy dt
SxOXYy
—0 (5.18)

From (5.18)) we deduce that the two-scale limit of the pressure P is independent of y, i.e.,
P(t,x) € L§(S x Q). Next, we take the function n € Cg°(€%; C(Y))" such that V,-n(z,y) =
0, then

[LEQ/ Vu®(t,z) : Vn(z,y)E(t) de dt —l—/ Pe(t,2)V - n(z,y)0&(t) de dt
SxQg S

£
><Qp

~ /S L)Vt (a) (e ) dedt. (5.19)

Using the extensions of solution to {2 with the same notation, we get

it [ Gt s Vot ) ded+ [

XCEVP(t, 2)V - n(z, ) DE(t) da dt
SxQ €

— e /S X )V () (e y) €0) dadr,
— 'u/sm X(g) eVu®(t,z) : eVn(x,y) &(t) de dt —i—/

XCE)VP(t, 2)V - n(z, ) DE(t) da dt
sxq €

~ ) / XD (k) eVur(t) (o) ) dadr

— i [ (D) e9w(ta) (Vo) + V()0 do de
SxQ €

T, . 1
+ [ OP {2V, w92 at@)} ) dear

= —/\/SXQ X(g) E(t,x) eVw (t,x) -n(x,y) &(t) dz dt,
17



— 1 [ () e9W(t0) (Vo) + V() () do de
SxQ €
[ P (w00} 000 d
SxQ

- —A/ X(5) E(t,x) eVul(t,x) (e, y) E(t) dedt, (5.20)
sxq €
Next, we pass € — 0 in the two-scale sense. The terms containing ¢ are bounded and the
limits converge to 0. Hence, we get

= ,u/ Vou(t,z,y) : Vyn(z,y)E(t) de dy dt —l—/ P(t,x)Vy - n(x,y)0&(t) dz dy dt
SxQxYy S

xQXY)y

= —)\/ c(t,z)Vyw(t,z,y) - n(x,y)E(t) de dy dt.
SxQxYy
(5.21)

We follow the existence of a pressure Py € L>(S; L§(€2; L7 (Y}))) and two-scale convergence
results as in [7] for the last step of our proof.

— [ Vyulta) Vone st dedydt+ [ PtV )0 dedyds
SxQxYp SxQxYy

+ / Pi(t, 2,9)V, - (e, y) Q€ (1) da dy dt
SxQxYy

= —)\/ c(t,2)Vyw(t,z,y) - n(x,y)&(t) dz dy dt. (5.22)
SxOQxYp

for all n € Cg°(Q; C(Y))" and € € CF°(9).
From (5.22)), we obtain

— pAyu(z,y) + Vep(z) + Vypi(z,y) = =X c(z) Vyw(z,y) in S xQxY, (5.23)
U

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we considered a mixture of two fluids in a heterogeneous porous medium,
where the fluids in the pore space were separated by an interface of thickness of A. The
modeling of such processes lead to a strongly coupled system of Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard equa-
tions, i.e. a system of parabolic and elliptic equations. The model equation are taken into
account at the microscopic scale. We chose the case where « = 2,5 =1 and v = 0 in model
equations (1.5). The effect of surface tension is incorporated in the model and the interfacial
layer (of thickness \) is assumed to be € dependent. We first showed the well-posedness
of the model at the micro scale and via energy method we also obtained several a-priori
estimates. The existence of solution follows mainly from Galerkin’s approximation and can
be found in [19, 27, 20]. The estimates together with two-scale convergence and periodic
unfolding were used to upscale the model equation from micro to macro scale. The model
and analysis proposed in this paper can be further utilized to generalize the model to a three

or more multicomponent fluid mixtures. This question will be addressed elsewhere.
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