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A HYBRIDIZABLE DISCONTINUOUS GALERKIN METHOD FOR THE FULLY
COUPLED TIME-DEPENDENT STOKES/DARCY-TRANSPORT PROBLEM

AvciL CESMELIOGLU', DINH DONG PHAM! AND SANDER RHEBERGEN?2

Abstract. We present a high-order hybridized discontinuous Galerkin (HDG) method for the fully
coupled time-dependent Stokes—Darcy-transport problem where the fluid viscosity and source/sink
terms depend on the concentration and the dispersion/diffusion tensor depends on the fluid velocity.
This HDG method is such that the discrete flow equations are compatible with the discrete transport
equation. Furthermore, the HDG method guarantees strong mass conservation in the H%" sense and
naturally treats the interface conditions between the Stokes and Darcy regions via facet variables.
We employ a linearizing decoupling strategy where the Stokes/Darcy and the transport equations are
solved sequentially by time-lagging the concentration. We prove well-posedness and optimal a priori
error estimates for the velocity and the concentration in the energy norm. We present numerical
examples that respect compatibility of the flow and transport discretizations and demonstrate that the
discrete solution is robust with respect to the problem parameters.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Coupled free fluid and porous media flow is encountered in many engineering applications and can
be modeled by the Stokes/Darcy equations. Adding a transport equation to this coupled system brings forth a
model that can be used to simulate the spread of contaminants towards groundwater resources [4] or biochemical
transport in hemodynamics [21].

The accuracy and stability of numerical discretizations of the stationary Stokes/Darcy equations
and advection-diffusion type transport equations are well studied. However, accuracy
and stability are not automatically guaranteed when these discretizations are coupled. In particular, compatible
discretizations, as defined by 7 are desired to avoid loss of accuracy and loss of conservation properties of
the numerical methods used for the transport equation.

The first numerical study on the coupling of the stationary Stokes/Darcy equations with a transport equation
was given in [51] where a mixed finite element method (MFEM) is used for the flow problem and the local
discontinuous Galerkin method is used for the transport problem. They considered one-way coupling; the
concentration is affected by the flow velocity, but the velocity is not affected by a change in concentration. The
same problem was studied in by using discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods for both flow and transport
equations. In , Ervin et. al considered a fully time-dependent version of the one-way coupled problem where
they developed partitioned time-stepping methods by imposing the interface conditions weakly using penalties.
One-way coupling was considered also in in which the flow problem was discretized by a strongly mass
conservative Embedded-Hybridized DG (EDG-HDG) method while the transport equation was discretized by
an EDG method.

Keywords and phrases: Stokes/Darcy flow, coupled flow and transport, advection—diffusion, hybridized methods, discontinuous
Galerkin, multiphysics.
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Less studied is the fully-coupled problem in which, apart from the transport equation depending on the
flow velocity, the flow solution is time-dependent and the fluid viscosity and source/sink terms depend on the
concentration. To the best of our knowledge, there are only two papers that focus on this fully coupled problem.
First, [14] presented an analysis of a weak solution for the case where free flow is governed by the Navier—Stokes
equations. The analysis in [14], however, also holds when free flow is governed by the Stokes equations. The only
numerical paper on this topic, [45], introduced a stabilized mixed finite element method using nonconforming
piece-wise linear Crouzeix—Raviart finite elements for the velocity, a piece-wise constant approximation for the
pressure, and a conforming, piece-wise linear, finite element method for the transport equation based on a
skew-symmetric formulation.

In this paper, we extend the work in [16] to the fully coupled case. To deal with the non-linearity, we consider
a linearizing decoupling strategy, where the Stokes/Darcy and the transport equations are solved sequentially
by time-lagging the concentration. We use HDG methods [19] for both the Stokes/Darcy and transport sub-
problems at each time step and prove well-posedness and a priori error estimates. These results can easily be
extended to the EDG-HDG discretization used for the Stokes/Darcy problem in [16]. Our HDG method for
the flow problem provides the transport sub-problem at each time step with an exactly mass conserving and
H (div)-conforming velocity field. This renders our scheme robust with respect to the problem parameters. By
choosing the polynomial degree in a specific way our flow/transport scheme is also compatible.

Here is an outline for the remainder of this article. In Section 2| we present the fully coupled Stokes/Darcy-
transport model and specify the assumptions on the problem parameters. Section [3] sets notation, describes
in detail the semi-discrete HDG scheme, and lists the attractive properties of the numerical discretization.
Next, Section [f summarizes standard inequalities and shows continuity, coercivity, and the inf-sup condition for
the discretization of the Stokes/Darcy sub-problem. A full discretization of the problem based on a sequential
decoupling strategy is introduced in Section 5] while the main results, i.e., a priori error estimates for the velocity,
pressure, and concentration, are presented in Section [f] Finally, we present some numerical experiments in
Section [7] followed by conclusions in Section [§]

2. THE STOKES/DARCY-TRANSPORT SYSTEM

Let Q ¢ RY™ dim = 2,3, be a bounded polygonal domain. We denote its boundary by 92 and the outward
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FIGURE 1. A depiction of a domain Q C R? with its two sub-domains Q° and Q<.

unit normal to 92 by n. Domain € consists of two non-overlapping polygonal regions, a free flow region 2°
and a Darcy flow region Q¢ such that Q = Q° UQ9. The polygonal interface between Q° and Q¢ is denoted by
I'’ and the external boundary of €7 is denoted by IV := 92 N 9§, j = s,d. See Figure [1| for a depiction of a
domain when dim = 2.
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We denote the time interval of interest by J = [0,T]. The fully coupled Stokes/Darcy—transport system for
the velocity field u : Q x J — RY™  fluid pressure p : Q x J — R and concentration ¢ :  x J — R is given by

Ou — V- (2u(e)e(u)) + Vp = f5(c) in Q% x J, (1a)
K=Y (c)u + Vp =K (c)fi(c) in Q% x J, (1b)

=V -u=Xq(g9p — 9i) in Q x J, (1c)

$dyc+ V - (cu — D(u)Ve) = Xq(crgi — cgp) in Qx J, (1d)
u=0 on I' x J, (le)

u-n=0 on 'l x J, (1f)

E(U)Vc n=0 on 90 X J, (1g)

where e(u) := (Vu+ (Vu)T) /2 is the strain rate tensor and Xq is the characteristic function that takes the
value 1 in Q% and 0 in Q°. Here the fluid viscosity x, the matrix K = ﬁ, where k is the permeability matrix of the
porous medium, and the body force terms f* and f? are concentration dependent functions. The porosity ¢ of
the medium in Q9 is a spatially varying function. In Q° we set ¢ = 1. The functions g; and g, denote the source
and sink terms related to injection and production wells and ¢y is the injected concentration. Furthermore, in
the Stokes region D(u) = dI, where I is the dim x dim identity matrix and d is the diffusion coefficient. In the
Darcy region D(u) = D(u), where D(u) denotes the diffusion dispersion tensor in Q7.

We will denote the restriction of the velocity u, pressure p, and concentration ¢ to sub-domain €, j = s,d
by, respectively, v/, p?, and ¢/. Then, on the interface I'/, choosing the unit normal vector n to be pointing
from Q° to Q¢, we prescribe the following interface conditions that hold for ¢t € J:

ut-n=udn, (2a)

p* = (2u(c)e(u)n) - n = p, (2b)

—2@()n) -t =~F -7t £=1,...,dim—1, (2¢)

¢ =, (2d)

dvet -n= D)Vl - n, (2¢)

where 7¢, ¢ = 1,...,dim — 1 denote the unit tangent vectors on I'!. These conditions enforce the normal

continuity of the velocity , the normal continuity of the normal component of the stress (2b)), continuity
of the concentration , and normal continuity of the concentration flux (2e€]). Equation where v =
a/V7l-ktt with @ > 0 a constant, is the Beavers—Joseph-Saffman law which enforces a condition on the
tangential component of the normal stress [5}/46].

To close the model, we assume the following initial conditions:

u®(x,0) = ug(x) in Q° (3a)
c(z,0) = co(x) in Q. (3b)

We end this section by discussing some assumptions we make on the various functions used in the Stokes/Darcy—
transport model. The dispersion-diffusion tensor D(u) in Q7 satisfies for u,v € R4m:

Duinl€]? < €TD(w)¢ V€ € RY™, (4a)
|D(u)| < C(1 +]ul), (4b)
|D(u) — D(v)| < Clu— ], (4c)
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where D, and C are positive constants and | - | denotes the Euclidean norm. We assume that u is Lipschitz
continuous in ¢ with Lipschitz constant p;, and that there exist constants ¢, ¢*, p., u* > 0 such that

¢r < B(x) < ¢7 vz € Q7 (52)
e < ple) < p* Ve e R. (5b)

The permeability matrix  is symmetric, uniformly bounded, and elliptic, that is, there exist positive constants
K« < k* such that

rel€? < ETr(2)€ < K¥EP VEERI™ vz € Q. (6)
From @ and , we deduce that

K. €2 < €TK(e,2)€ < K*[€]* VE € RI™ V(c,z) € R x Q4 (7)

where K, = k. /u* and K* = £* /1.
The body force functions f* and f?¢ are assumed to be Lipschitz continuous in ¢ with Lipschitz constants
L3 and L}l. Note that f* and f¢ depend on z and ¢, but they do not depend explicitly on t. We will further

assume that 0 < ¢; < 1 a.e. in Q% and that g;, g, > 0, gi, 9, € L°°(J; L2(Q%)) are such that

/Qd(gi(x, t) —gp(z,t))de =0 VteJ

A weak formulation of the problem defined by eqs. to was presented in [45]. The analysis for a weak
solution of a more general version of this problem, in which the free fluid flow is governed by the Navier—Stokes
equations, can be found in [14].

3. THE HYBRIDIZED DISCONTINUOUS (GALERKIN METHOD

3.1. Preliminaries

We use the same notation that we used previously in [16,17]. Let 77 := { K} be a shape-regular triangulation
of ¥/, j = s,d, into non-overlapping elements (we only consider simplices) such that 7° and 7¢ match at the
interface I'!. We define the triangulation of the entire domain Q as 7 := 7° U 7% The maximum diameter
over all elements is h = maxxe7 hx, where hy stands for the diameter of an element K. The boundary of an
element K and its outward unit normal are denoted by 0K and n, respectively. A facet of an element boundary
is an interior facet if it is shared by two neighboring elements and it is a boundary facet if it is a part of 9.
The set of all interior facets and all boundary facets in Q7 are denoted by .sz and ]—'g, J = s,d, respectively. We
also collect the facets that lie on the interface I'! in the set F!. The set of all facets that lie in Q and in 7 are
denoted by F and F7, respectively. We point out that FJ = .7:5 U ]:g U FL, j =s,d. Furthermore, we define
Iy :=UperF and F% =Uperi F, j=s,d.

The finite element function spaces on 2 for the velocity and pressure are given by

Vi i={on € [+ wp € [P, (K) "™, VK e T},

Qn={an € L*(Q) : an € Py, —1(K), V K € T} N L3(), "

where P (K) denotes the space of polynomials of degree at most &k defined on the element K. The finite element
spaces for the velocity and pressure traces are given by

Vh = {@h e [L2TN™™ ¢ vy € [Py, (F)*™ V F e F*, 5 =0 on T},

. , (9)
={q, e L*T}): @€ P, (F)YFeF'}, j=s,d
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Here P, (F) denotes the space of polynomials of degree at most k defined on the facet F'. Note that functions in
v}, are not defined on I'¢ 9\I';. The finite element function spaces for the concentration and its trace are defined
as

Ch={chel*(Q): cheP(K),VKeT}, Cn={cnecLl*Ty): cn€ P (F)YFecF}. (10)

The semi-discrete and fully-discrete HDG methods for the flow and transport equations considered in this article
are compatible when k. = ky — 1 [16]. For this reason we set k. = k; — 1.

To reduce the notational burden, we define Vj, := Vj, x V,, @, := Qp x Q5 x Qf, and Qfl = sz X Qi,
j = s,d. We denote elements in these product spaces by vy := (vp,0) € Vi, q), = (qn, @5, q) € @y, and
qh (qh, qh) € QJ, j = s,d. In addition, we set X} := V, x Q,. Similarly, we introduce C}, = C}, x C}, and
denote the corresponding elements by ¢, := (¢p,cp) € Ch.

Next, let us define the function spaces

Vs {ve [LH@) vt e (B, o e (1 @)™

v=0o0nT% v-n=0onTl% vs-nzvd-nonFI},
Q={qeLj(Q) : ¢° € H'(?), ¢’ € H*(Q%)},
C = HX(Q),

)

and set X :=V x Q. As before, we use a superscript 7 to specify the restriction of these spaces to 7, j = s, d.
The trace spaces of V restricted to I'§, Q7 restricted to F%, and C restricted to 'y are denoted by, respectively,
V, @7, and C. The trace operator vy : V* — V restricts functions in V* to I'§, and similarly the trace operators
Vi Q7 — QI restrict functions in Q7 to F%, j = s,d. However, when it is clear from the context, we omit the
subscript in the trace operator. Analogous to the discrete case, we introduce V:i=V x V., Q := Q x Q° x Q%,
and C := C x C. We then define extended function spaces as

V(h):=Vr+V, Qh):=Q,+Q, C(h):=C,+C,

and set X (h) :=V(h) x Q(h).

We close this section by listing various norms on the spaces described above. We refer the reader to [1] for
the definitions of the standard Sobolev spaces W™ P(D) and their corresponding norms || - [|yym.»(p). For ease
of notation, we write |- ||lm,p,p instead of |- |lyym.»(py with the following simplifications. When m = 0, W (D)
coincides with LP(D) and when p = 2, H™(D) = W™P?(D). For p = 2, we write [ - ||,,,p to denote || - [|yym.2(p)
and for m =0, p = 2, we write || - || p instead of | - [|o,p-

On V?(h) we define the standard HDG-norm and its strengthened version as follows:

2 2 — —112
olllss == > (IVolli + bl = ol3k) s Mol = llolls, + Y Aklolie -
KeTs KeTs

On V (h) we then introduce the norms

dim
2 2 2 e
ollly == Il +llollga + Y271 - 7511,
j=1
dim
ol = ol + D clolzrzey = Mol o +loliga + YA Nl 757,
KeTs i=1
and note that [||vl||, and [||v[||,, are equivalent on V', due to the fact that ||-|||, , and ||-]|[,, , are equivalent on

V' (see, for example, [52| eq. (5.5)]).



On the pressure spaces Q’ (h), j = s,d and Q(h), we define, respectively,

2 2 —i 12 2 |||
2 mlalZ S b @ a2 = 3 e

p.J°
KeTi j=s,d

|

Finally, for wy, € C(h), we define the following semi-norm:

llwall2 =Y (IVwrllk + hillwn — ©nll3x)- (11)
KeT

3.2. Semi-discrete HDG scheme

The semi-discrete method we propose for the Stokes/Darcy—transport system in eqs. and is as follows:
for ¢ > 0, find (un(t),py(t)) € Xy and cp(t) € C, such that

Z /3tuh op dz + B (en; (un, py)s (Ui, @) Z / fi(en) - vpde

KeTs KeTs

+ Z /K (cn) fd (cn) - vpdx + Z/ —gi)qndz (12a)

KeTd KeTd

and

Z/¢8tc;1whdx+Bh (un; cp, wp) + Z /chgpwhd:rf Z / cr gi wp, dx, (12b)

KeT KeTad KeTd

for all (’uh,qh) € X, and wy, € CY,.
The form Bj¢ in eq. (12a)) collects the discretization terms for the Stokes/Darcy momentum and mass
conservation equations as follows:

Bit(e; (u,p), (v,0) = an(ciuv) + Y (@ 0)+ 070, 0) + > (W@ w+ 0@ ). (13)

j=s,d Jj=s,d

Here ap,(-,-) is defined as

an(c;u,v) = aj (c;u,v) + af (c;u,v) + al, (¢

,0), (14)

S

where

(¢;u,v) Z/2u v)dx + Z/ 268” —a)-(v—"0)ds

KeTs® KeTs
—Z/ (v—1 ds—Z/ n® - (u—u)ds,
KeTs KeTs
al(c;u,v) = K~ (c)u - vdz,
Qd
dim—1

=% [ w@ e



and s > 0 is a penalty parameter. The bilinear forms bfl(-, -) and b,Il’j(-, -) in eq. 7 j = s,d are defined as

b{L(pj,v) =— Z /pV vdx + Z/ Pu-nd ds, (15a)

KeTJ KeTi

by? (77, 0) == —/Flpj@ -n? ds. (15b)

Before defining the terms related to the transport equation, we point out that egs. . ) to are the same as
in [17] when the viscosity and & are both constants.
The form Bl (u; ¢(t),w) in eq. (12b) discretizes the advective and diffusive parts of the transport equation:

By (u; ¢, w) = Bjj(u; ¢, w) + Byl (u; ¢, w). (16)

The advective part is defined as

By (u; ¢, w) = Z/cu dea:—|—2/ cu-n(w—w)ds — Z/ n(c—2¢)(w—w)ds, (17)

KeT KeT KeT aK'“

where OK'™ denotes the inflow portion of the boundary on which uy, - n < 0, and the diffusive part is defined as

Bi(u; ¢, w) Z/D We- de:c—!—Z ’6“"/ n](c—¢) - (w— w)nds

KeT KeT

—Z/ WVe| - (w - wds—Z/ J-n)(c—2)ds, (18)

KeT KeT

where ;. > 0 is a penalty parameter. Here we pause again to mention that egs. to are the same as
in [16], and a standard extension of the discretization analyzed in [52].
To complete the discretization, we project the initial conditions uy and ¢g eq. into V', and C',, respectively.

3.3. Properties of the numerical scheme

The semi-discrete HDG scheme presented in Section [3.2 has various attractive features. Besides local momen-
tum conservation, a property of all HDG methods, this particular HDG method also conserves mass strongly,
according to the definition defined in [35].

To be specific, the discrete velocity enjoys the following properties:

V- up, = xTo(gp — 9:) Vee K, VK €T, (19a)
[un -n] =0 Yz e F, VF € F\F!, (19b)
ui-nzﬂh-n Ve e F, VF e FL, j = s,d, (19¢)

where [-] is the usual jump operator and n is the unit normal vector on F'. Note that egs. (19b)) and (19¢) imply
that wup, is H(div)-conforming on the whole domain. More details on eq. (19)) can be found in [17, Section 3.3].
Additionally, the scheme is consistent, that is, the solution to eqgs. to (3) satisfies eq. (12), as we discuss
next.

Lemma 3.1 (Consistency). Suppose that the solution (u,p,c) to the Stokes/Darcy—transport system egs. (1)
to satisfies (u,p) € L?(0,T;X), Ou € L2(0 T; L2(Q%)), ¢ € L*(0,T;C), and d,c € L?(0,T; L*(Q)). Then
(u(t),p(t),c(t)), where u = (u,v(u)), p == (p,7(p*),y(p%h), ¢ = (077( )), satisfy the semi-discrete HDG
scheme eq. for allt > 0.
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Proof. The proof is as in |17, Lemma 1] and [16, Lemma 6] with minor modifications. We do not repeat the
proof here, but mention that it is based on integration by parts in a,(c; u,v), ijs’d bl (p?,v), Bi(u,c,w), and

Bl(u, e, w), using v(u) = u on I'y, v(p’) = p’ on F%, j =s,d, v(c) = c on I'y, the smoothness of the solution,
the continuity of © and D, and egs. and . O

4. CONTINUITY, COERCIVITY, AND AN INF-SUP CONDITION

Let us recollect various known inequalities. Throughout this article we denote by C' > 0 a generic constant
that is independent of the mesh size and the time step. From [23| Lemma 1.46, Remark 1.47], for any K € T,
we have

lollose < ChiePllolle o € Pu(K). (20
We will also use the following versions of the continuous trace inequality [8, Theorem 1.6.6,(10.3.8)]:

lollore < C (A0l + huclloll? ) Yo € H'(K), (21)
1V]lo,00,0 < € Yo € WH(K), (22)

where C in eq. depends on ||v||1,00, k- Regarding the trace on the interface, we have [31}, (1.24)], [8 Theorem
1.6.6]:

lvllpr < C [ Volgs Yo € {v c Hl(QS) :v=0on FS} , (23)
[vllpr < C ol ge Vv e H'(2). (24)

Furthermore, by [31, Theorem 4.4], for any v, € V', for ky > 1,

[viller < Cllval

< Clloll,- (25)

v, —

Similarly, for any wy, € Cy, for k., > 1,
[whllrr < Clllwnll,.- (26)
Next, we recall some inverse inequalities from |23, Lemma 1.44, Lemma 1.50]:
IVollx < ChiHllvllx Vo € Py(K), (27)
[ollo.co.c < Ch™ 2|10l Vo € Py(K). (28)

The following Poincaré-type inequality follows from [31, Proposition 4.5], |6, Remark 1.1]:

[[o]

o < Cllvll,, Vo= (v,n) € H'(T) x Vi (29)

The following version of Korn’s first inequality is a consequence of |7, (1.19)], [31, Proposition 4.7], [42 p.110]:

lloall,e <C D (lea)llk + b lon — a3 5)- (30)
KeTs

Continuity and coercivity ap(, ), follow from |17, Lemma 2, Lemma 3] keeping in mind that p satisfies eq.
and K satisfies eq. (@ They can be stated as follows:

Lemma 4.1 (Continuity and coercivity of ay). There exists a constant C > 0, independent of h, such that for
all u,v € V(h) and c € C(h),

an(c; u,v) < Cflull, [l (31)
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In addition, there exists a constant C, > 0, independent of h but dependent on k*, ., and p*, and a constant
B§ > 0 such that if Bs > 32, then

an(cn;vn,v1) > Collvnll? Yon € Vi, Ve € Ch. (32)

The inf-sup condition on the discrete spaces V', and Q;, was proved in [17] in the case of a continuous discrete

velocity trace space Vj, N [CO(I‘S)]dim. It is straightforward to show that the inf-sup condition also holds when
the discrete velocity trace space is the larger discontinuous V}, space.

Theorem 4.2. There exists a constant cl; > 0, independent of h, such that for any q; € Q),,

. Lo
ol < sup = (vl (), on) + b (@, on))
inf Rlllp =

wn €V, vl
Vh 0

(33)

Note that the proof of this theorem as well as the error analysis requires appropriate interpolation operators
onto V4, and V;,. For Vj, we consider the BDM interpolation operator Iy : [H 1(Q)]dlm — V}, which is such that
ifue [ka+1(K)]dlm, K € T, then (see, for example, [33, Lemma 7] and |9, Section IIL.3]):

/ q(V-u—V-Iyu)dz =0, Vg € Py, 1(K), (34a)
K
/q(u—Hvu)~nds:O, Vq € Py, (F), F C 0K, (34b)
F
IIyu € H(div; ), (34c)
Ju —Tyull,, < Chic™|lull, « , m=0,1,2m<l<ky+1, (34d)

where we remark that F is an edge if dim = 2 and a face if dim = 3. Furthermore, for u € W1°°(K), |32, (2.33)],
v —Tlvullso,x + hil|V(u = yvu)lloo,x < Chi|lull1,c0,x- (35)
The interpolant onto the trace space V, is defined by Iy : [H 1(93)]dim — Vj, such that

_ (Pyu)|lp  if F e F\FL,
Hvu = .
(Hvu)s‘p if F G./_‘.I7

where Py is the L2-projection onto Vj. It is straightforward to deduce the following estimates using eq.
and the fact that h = maxge7 hg: For v € [HE(QS)]dIm, 1<l <kp+1,

_ —1/2
o — My ollyy < Ch 2 ol - (36)

= —1/2
[Ty — Ty ollyy < Chig 2 vl g - (37)

We finish this section by noting that by egs. (34a)) to (34c|) the solution u of egs. (1) and (2)) under the assumption
that u € [H*1(K)]4™ for all K € T, satisfies

> (i (ag u—Tlvu) + b7 (g, 7(u®) = Tlyu)) =0 Vg, € Q. (38)
Jj=s,d
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5. FULLY DISCRETE NUMERICAL SCHEME

Let us now describe the fully discrete HDG method and decoupling strategy used to solve the Stokes/Darcy
and transport problems sequentially. For the time discretization, we partition the time interval J as: 0 = t° <
t! < ... < tN = T. For simplicity, we assume a uniform partition with "1 — " = At for 0 < n < N — 1.
We denote a function h(t) at time level t™ by h™ := h(t") and for a sequence {u"}, ., we denote by du™ =
(u™ —u™~1)/At a first order difference operator.

In the first step of our sequential algorithm, given an initial velocity u) in the Stokes domain and an initial
concentration ¢, we solve the Stokes/Darcy problem and obtain a velocity in the entire region. This velocity,
with properties given by eq. , is then substituted into the concentration problem. This approach is repeated
for all time steps with the initial velocity and concentration being replaced by the last computed velocity and
concentration solutions. We summarize the fully discrete problem in Algorithm

Algorithm 1 Sequential algorithm

Set uf) = Iy ug, ¢ = (Heco, Hocp).
forn=1,...,N do
1. Find (u},p}) € X}, such that for all (vp,q,) € X

Z dtuﬁ-vhdx—i-BZd(cZ_l;(uﬁ,pﬁ) (Vn,qy)) Z/f ) - vp da
KeTs® KeTs
+ Z /K ™) oy da + Z / -9 gndz. (39)
KeTd KeTd

2. Find ¢} € C}, such that for all wy, € C},

/gbdtchwhdx+Bh (upy; ey, wp) + Z /gpchwhdxf Z /(:Igz wp, dz. (40)

KeT KeTd KeTd

end for

Remark 5.1. In Algorithm [} I denotes the L2-projection onto C} and Iy ug is understood as Iy applied
to the extension of ug to Q by zero assuming ug € H}(2°). We note that this choice of u satisfies normal
continuity across the interfaces in I'j and has zero divergence in Q° under the additional assumption that
V -ug =0in Q°. We further remark that the properties in eq. hold for u} for each time stepn =0,..., V.

We conclude this section by stating some preliminary results obtained by Taylor’s theorem [15, Lemma 3.2].
For a function z defined on D x [0, T, assuming enough regularity, we have the following results:

D 10e2™ = dez™ 1B < CAHOu 2720 112 (1) (41a)
m=1
ALYl dz™ 17 p < 1020320 1m0 (pyy, €= 0,1, (41Db)

m=1

where || fllz2@a,px) = (f: If(®)]1% dt)l/Q. Note that the inequalities in eq. for ¢ = 0 were presented
in |15 Lemma 3.2] and that it is straightforward to extend eq. (41b]) to £ = 1.
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6. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we present our main results. For the error estimates we will make use of the following definition
of the discrete in time norm:

n
2\1/2
[ fllez0.7:x) = (At Z L™ %)
m=1
Before proving a priori error estimates for the discrete velocity, pressure, and concentration, we first state the
well-posedness of the discrete Stokes/Darcy problem eq. . Well-posedness of the discrete transport problem
eq. is proven in Section as it depends on results obtained in Section

Theorem 6.1. Let 35 > (Y be as in Lemma andn > 1. Then given uﬁ_l e Vy, and cZ’_l € C},, there exists
a unique solution (uy,py) € X, to eq. that satisfies

s +[1£°(ch ™)

Qs+

1 n— n Y,
1P s + llgp — gPllae ). (42)

1
n n n—1
il + pall, < (5 lup ™| —

Proof. The result follows by applying the abstract theory for saddle point problems |27, Theorem 2.34] together
with Theorem and eq. . O

6.1. Error estimates for the discrete velocity

In this section we derive estimates for the error uj —u", for each n > 0, given error estimates for the discrete
concentration in previous time steps. To do so, we define the following;:

£y = u" —1Ilyu”, Cu = up, —Ilyu”, £y =" —Tgp", ¢ = ph — Hep",

& =) My, C=ap -y, Gr=q@™) e, QF =, — pp’™,
where is the L?-projection onto Qj, and II | is the -projection onto Q / ,J =8,d. For the case n = 0, IIyu
here Ilg is the L2-projecti to Qp and TI7, is the L? t to Q7 d. For th 0, Iy u®

is understood as Iy applied to the extension of ug to € by zero assuming ug € Hg (). Therefore, ¢? = 0.
Furthermore, note that the following identities hold:

u" —up =& — G, y(W") —ap =&~ G, (43)
Pt =ph =6 G TP = = -G = sd. (44)
To be consistent with the notation used in previous sections, we set £ = (¢, ("), L, = (EZ,EZ”,EZ"), and

Ez;" = (62,[7{,”), for £ =&, and j = s,d.

Here we recall the following results on the interpolation errors |17, Lemma 7, Lemma 8]. Suppose that u is
such that u® € [H*(Q%)]4™ and u? € [H*~1(Q4)]4™ for 2 < ¢ < ks + 1, and that p? € H"(Q7) for 0 < r < ky
and j = s,d. Then

€ulllyr s < CR ™ ull mreasy. (45a)
€l < CR = (llull e (s + llull mre-1(ay), (45b)
1€3111,.; < CRT[Ipll () (45¢)

Lemma 6.2. Let (u,p) be the velocity solution of eqs. to (3), w=~(u®). Then for anyn > 1,

> (& vn) + b7 () =0, Vo € Vi, (46)
j=s,d

Jj=s,d
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Proof. The proof is based on the properties of the numerical scheme eq. .7 the properties of the BDM
projection IIy in eq. , and the properties of the L2-projections Ilg and HQ, j = s,d. Indeed, eq.
follows after noting that V-vy € Pyyo1(K), vy - nd, o -n? € Py, (F'), and using the definitions of the L
projections Il and 1:1227 j =s,d,

Z(bj(pwh)—kb’J p,f Z Z / (p" —Igp™)V - v, dz

j=s,d Jj= sd KeTi

+ Z / — It p]”)vh n]ds—/

(") — ™oy - ds) =0,
T
KeTi

while eq. is exactly the same as eq. (38), evaluated at ¢ = ¢,,, and rewritten by using the definitions of £’
and . 0

Theorem 6.3 (Error equation for eq. (39)). There holds

Z / dtuh 8{[14 * Up d-T'i‘ah( 1;<Zvvh)

KeTs

+ ) (Ch on) + 017 (G mn) + Y (Bh(ah, G + by (. C)

Jj=s,d j=s,d

= ah(C;th;EZ»Uh) +an(c™;u", vy) — ah(cZ*L u", vp)

+ Z / fs ( -op de + Z/ (Ch ) K*l(cn)fd(cn)}.’l}hdl'. (48)

KeTs KeTd

Proof. By Lemma at time ¢ = t", we have that for all (v, q,,) € X,

/fs ™) - op da
KeTs

+ Z /]K (c")-vpdx + Z / — 9i')qn dz.

KeTd KeTd

/ 8tu * Up dx + B ( ; (un7p ) (vh’qh
KeTs

Subtracting this equation from eq. , we obtain

3 / (deuf — B ™) - v da + B (ufl, ), (wns @) — B (u™, p"), (vn 1))
KeTs

=3 [ 1rE@ - el mdes ¥ KOG K )] onda, (19)

KeTe KeTd
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for all (v, qp) € Xp. Then, by eq. 7 the B;? terms can be rewritten as

By (ep ™ (ugt, pi), (va, @y)) — Bil(e™; (u, p"), (vn, qp))
= By'(¢p s (upy — ", pf = P"), (Vn, q3))
+ B (ch ™l (u, p"), (vn, ) — B (w™,p"), (v, y)) (50)
=an(cy 5 ¢h, ”h) - ah(CZﬂ; &r o) +an(cy s u, vy) — ap(c;u, vp)
+ > (BRC" on) + BTG o)) + > (B, € + 5 (@ C)),s

j=s,d j=s,d

where we applied eqs. and . Combining this with eq. yields the result. O

The velocity error at each time step depends on the error in concentration from the previous time step.
Therefore, for the velocity error estimates, we will need some auxiliary results related to the concentration
error. To estimate the error of the concentration, we use the continuous interpolant Zc € Cj, N C°(Q) of ¢ [§],
and we set Zc(t) = Zc|ro(t) € Ch,. Denoting the restriction of ¢ to I'? by ¢, we define

e — o Ten, ¢ = e — e, & = (€., (51)
§r =" —1Ic", (= —Le", Co = (¢
Note that:
" —cpy=€r— (7 E"fch—fn Qc. (52)

Furthermore, we have the following interpolation estimate [8, Section 4.4] for r = 0,1 and 1 < £ < k:
l€ellric < CHE " lleller x, (53)

Theorem 6.4. Let ¢§ € HFFL(Q%), ¢ € L%0,T; H**T1(Q%)), ¢ € HY(0,T;L*(Q%) such that dyc® €
L2(0, T, H (92%)), and & = v(c) on Ty. Then we have the following estimates:

MY S Blem — e < ORI o ey + A S 30 Wkl = ). (54a)

m=1KeTs m=1KcTs

ALS [lem — a2, <c(m§jmcm 2
m=1

m=1

+ (A0l T2 (0 1.1 (0eyy + R + ”CH?z(O,T;H’%Jrl(QS))))7 (54b)

and

n

AT (D Uem = %) < C(@02 10l o raay + A D (0 ™ =i TI%)). (540)
m=1 KeT m=1 KeT
Proof. We first prove eq. (54a)). By the triangle inequality and the definition of d,

S hkllem =Mk < D 20k (A0 Idie™ I ke + e = R ).
KeTs KeTs
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Multiplying this by At, summing from m = 1 to n, and using eq. (41b]), we obtain eq. (54a)). We now prove
eq. (54b)). We have

le™ — e MR < 2(e™ — e T IR+l = IR (55)

Since & = ¢*|r, on I, and (¢)™ — (¢5)™~1 € HY(Q®), by eq. , the first term on the right side of eq. is
bounded as follows:

le™ — & YR < Clle™ = TR g = C(AL?|dec™ |17 g (56)
Splitting the second term on the right side of eq. by using Zc = Zc for any F € F! gives:
lem =t — & R < 2(le™ = Zem R+ e Tt = Zem IR = 20168 IR+ ICE T IR (57)

The first term on the right hand side of eq. is bounded by eq. and eq. as follows:

MR < Y Chitler Ik + hxllér
KeTs

tx) S ORI YR 4y g (58)

Using eq. and the definition of |||-[|.,

ICH I < 2006 = (€™ I+ 1C)™ g
<2(h 30 ARG = T B + €™ M) < CIICE TR (59)
KeTs
Collecting egs. to , we obtain

_ _m— ke - =12
o = et 2 < C((A2 ™ [ o+ WPH ™ 4y g+ 11T ).

Equation (54b) now follows after multiplying the above inequality by At, summing from 1 to n, and using
eq. (41b)). We next prove eq. (54c). By the triangle inequality,

Dol =R < Y0 2(( A0 dee™ I + e = e %) (60)
KeT KeT

The results follows by multiplying eq. by At, summing from m = 1 to n, and using eq. (41b)) as before. O
Now that the auxiliary result is established, we proceed with proving error estimates the velocity.

Theorem 6.5. Let ¢ and u be the solutions of egs. to such that

u® € L2(0, T35 [HHHH(927)] 1) 0 L0, T; [Wh>2(@%)] ),
Opu® € L(0,T; [H* (Q%))"™), dyu® € L*(0, T [L(Q%)] ™),
ut € L0, T; [H (QF)]4™) 0 L*(0, T; [L> (24)] ™),

p € L*(0,T5 L()), Vp® € L=(0,T; [L(Q4)] ™),

¢ € L*(0,T; H*11(Q%)), 0,¢® € L*(0,T; H' (%)),

e L2(0,T; L*(Q%)), 0,c? € L>°(0,T; L*(29)),

ug € [HY Q)4 V- u® = 0,¢5 € HT1(Q?),
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and let kg, k. > dim — 1, and n > 1. Suppose that u%, e ,uzfl € Vi, and 62,.”76271 e Cy, the solutions of
eq. and eq. , respectively, are known and satisfy for 1 <i <mn,

it — | + At Xl: ley—t — cm*1|||i < C((At)? + bR + h?he). (61)
m=1
Then ¢, satisfies:
IR+ (A2 3 I + At SICEIE < C((AL? + A2 4 h2e), (620)
[CHETRS 0”((521 + R+ h”“c),m:l (62b)
where the constants depend on p*, Ky, pr, L%, L;ic, Z?i:rri_l ~, and the regularity of ug,u, co, and c but are inde-

pendent of the mesh size.

Proof. Proof of eq. (62al):
Setting (vp,q;) = (¢h, —¢) in Theorem using a(a — b) = 3(a? — b + (a — b)?), and the coercivity of a

u’ p
eq. yields

1 n n— At n ny2
(IR — I 13 + 501G + Call Rl

= /(@U”*dtﬂvun)'ﬂf da + an(ep "5 €0, ¢ + lan(e™u™, €)= an(cp ™ u”, ¢)]
K

KeTs
n / P — o) - ¢ + / K () o) — K (em) f4em)] - 0 da
Qs Qd

Using eq. and employing Young’s inequality for some e > 0,

I < (19 u” = deu[los + (1€l o) G llos < C (10 u™ — deu™ |3 + (&3 130 + €l Gl (64)
It follows from eq. and Young’s inequality that
n n ni2 ny2
I < ClIEML IS, < CllET, + €llClly- (65)

Consider now I3:

I3 = K;S /K 2[u(c™) — pley ™ H)]e(u™) 1 e(()) doe — K;S /&)K 2[u(c"”) = plep™ )]e(@™)n® - (¢ — ¢, ) ds
dim—1

+ /Qd[Kfl(C”) - Kil(CZ_l)]un SCrdx + J; /FI ’Yj[ﬂ(cn) I N(Ez_l)](usn ) Tj)(_g . Tj)ds

=31+ ...+ I34. (66)
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The first term on the right side of eq. can be bounded as follows using Lipschitz continuity of u, the

generalized Holder’s inequality for integrals and sums, and Young’s inequality:

3 1/2
000 IV e < 20 Vu oseoe (3 e =i~ %) IR,

In <2pp Y " = Hiklle(u™)
KeTs KeTs
_ 2
< CPLIVU G oee Y, lle™ =i % +€llCI- (67)

KeTs
Next we bound I3s. By Lipschitz continuity of u, eq. (21)), eq. (34d), generalized Hélder’s inequality, and

Young’s inequality,

T32] <20z D [l = i Mo VU lo.co.x 16 — Cilloxe
KeTs®

B 1/2 B _ 1/2
< 200V focose (D2 huclle” =i M3 ) (DD hRIICE - Cili3k)
KeTs® KeTs

n n n—1(2 2 n n—12 1/2 n
< 2001V oo (D (e = h Ik + hclle” = M3 ) HICEN,
KeTs
_ — 2
< CHE IV [ e Y (e = 7" + hiklle™ = e~ 7 ) + €lliGI- (68)

KeTs®

We bound I33 by using the assumption on K given in eq. @:
BL | n — - — 2
Iz < =" = g~ Hlgallu™llo,co,0a €I, < Clrs  un) 0[5 o alle™ = e iGa +ellChll,. (69)

*

Again by the Lipschitz property of p and Hoélder’s inequality,

o dim=1 dim—1 0z ) /
Tos < pfle” =M er (O ) e oo (521718 - I )
J:

1/2
0,00,2° 1€z,

< S dim—1 p "

< purlle Ch HFI( Zl ’Y) flu
j=

dim—1

(70)

<Opi( Y V)R .0

j=1

—n— L1112
¢ =& HIRs + elllCull-

Combining eqgs. to ,
Iy SRV fcir D (" = e e+ Biclle™ = 7 IR ) + OO )" e gle” = 5
KeTs®
(71)

dim—1
i —n— 2
+Cpi( Zl P13 o0 lle™ = S~ IEr + 4elll SR
=

Since f* is Lipschitz continuous in ¢, with Lipschitz constant L%, and recalling eq. ,

2
be el

Culll, < CL3) e =

I4 S CL}HCZ_I - Cn| Qs
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Since f¢ and p are Lipschitz continuous in ¢, with Lipschitz continuity constants L;ic and g, respectively,

Iy =/Qd (KGR = fUE] + (g™ — (@) o)) - ¢ de
< (KL§ A+ pnk NP loosna) lep ™ = llaallGh Nl
< C(K'LE + iy U lowone) g™ = (|2 + 212 (73)

C
Combining the above bounds for I to I5 with eq. , letting e = Tg (C, is the coercivity constant), multiplying
by 2At, summing from 1 to n, noting that (¥ = 0, and applying eq. , we obtain:

12|

B+ (A2 S [ B + Cast > (I
m=1 m=1

n
< C[(At)QHattu”QL?(O,T;L?(QS)) +10ulia 07200y + 288 D NIETIL

m=1
S (IVu™ I e Y BElle™ = 3 1)
m=1 KeTs
n ,UL 2
Z( el o e, + KL+ EE Ao 000 ) ™ = 7 R
me1 R
i’ z 1)t Yy ™3 o 2™ = 312

n

+ ALY (L) + BV B o) e ™ = ™13 .

m=1

Next, using eq. (34d) and eq. (45b)),

ICE IR + (A2 S (1 deCBe + Catrt S (I3

m=1 m=1

< C (A2 00l 321,12 eyjam) + 127 (1970 + ]

L2(0,T;[H"f (QS)]dlm £2(0,T;[H*F T (5)]dim)

+ ||uHeZ(0T HES (Qd)]dim) ) + HV’U’”LOo 0,T;[Loo (§29)]dim) At Z Z h ||C - C;LnilniK)
m=1KeTs

+ (”UH%QO(O,T;[LOO(Qd)]dim) + ||vp||%oo(O’T;[Loo(Qd)]dim) + ]-)At Z ||Cm - Cznil”?)d

m=1

F ([l (0,700 (20 ygaim) A Z le™ =&t
m=1

+ (L4 [ Vullg 0,7 o (e yjaimy ) At > e - Chm_1||?z}7

m=1

where the constant C’ > 0 depends on iy, ks, K*, 77, LS but is independent of h and At. Equation |D follows

by eqs. ) to , and assumption eq. .
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Proof of eq. (62b)):
Let v§ =0, v, =0, and q;, = 0 in eq. . Then

af (ch ™5 ¢y on) + i (CR" on) = afl (h ™5 €0, vn) + ah (™™ op) — afl (¢ u™, o)

+ K;d /K[K_l(cz_l)fd(cz_l) _ K_l(cn)fd(cn)} vy, da. (74)

On the other hand, letting v, = 0 and g7 = 0 in eq. , we have
i (din, Ci) + by, (@R C) = 0,
implying that
n I.d/-d »n —d n
vhtai ) = bt = [ i ntas (75)
From Lemma 3.2], since u" — ui"® € HY(Q?), there exists w € HYV(Q?) such that V- w = 0 in Q%

w-n=0onT?%and w-n? = (y(u*™) —ui") - n? on T'!. With this choice of w, and using egs. (34a)) to (34c) we
observe that

il ow) = [ it =)ot ds. (76)

Adding egs. and (76), and recalling eqs. (19b)) and (19d), the definition of Iy, and eq. (34b)), we obtain
bh(gi, G+ Tvw) =0 Ygj € Qj. (77)
This leads us to consider v, = ¢} + IIyw as test function in eq. . Using eqs. and we find that

1
K+

1€ 1Be < —af (™Y ¢ Thyw) + afl (e~ €8, ¢+ Ty w)
+ (af(esu", €2+ Tyw) — (e~ su”, ¢ + yw))

+ / K™ DA™ = KN U] - (G + Tyvw) de =2 Ay + Ag + Az + Ag. (78)
KeTe ' K

We will bound A; to A4 by a series of Cauchy—Schwarz, Holder’s, triangle, and Young’s inequalities together
with the properties of © and k. First,

Ay < KNG oo My w]lgr < €| ¢HIGa + CK 2 Ty wl[Ba,
and
Ay KY€ laallCl + ywllge < K210 G + el IGa + K5 HIE qal Ty wl|ga-
Following the proof of eq. ,

Az <prr e = ey loallu™llo,co e (I6: l0a + [Tywlga)

<Cpi k2Nl = ey G llu™ 13 .00 + €l G + prr e = cp ™ Haalu" llo,00.00Tvwlloa,
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while as the proof of eq. ,

Ag (e ) o000 + K L)l ™ = M llaa (I1KH lad + [Tyvwlloq)
— _ 2 _
<C(porz I o,00,00 + B LE) Hlen ™ = " lIfa + ll G I
+ (k) o,00,00 + B L) llep ™ = ¢ llgal Ty wlga.

Combining the bounds of A; to A4 with eq. (78)), choosing e = 1/(8K*), and applying another set of Young’s
inequalities, we obtain

G IGe < C(IMywlge + 1€ 1Ge + lle™ — ¢~ IBa) (79)

where C depends on the problem parameters k., K., K*, ur, L?, and the regularity of u,p and c. Noting that

from eq. and Theorem 3.3], Lemma 10],
My wllgs < Cllwlas < CRM (|[u™ k41,00 + ullk, 00 + 9y = gillk, 00)- (80)
Then eqgs. , , and imply
ICH G < CR* (lu[1R, 1,00 + 1" 11E, g0 + 95 = 917, 00 + (A8 ||dec™ [Ga + [l — CZ_1||?zd)-

Equation (62b]) is now a consequence of the assumptions on the regularity of the exact solution and eq. . O

The following is a straightforward consequence of Theorem
Corollary 6.6. Let u" and uj, be as defined in Theorem @ Then for alln > 1,

Ju" = ufllo < C(AL+ BN + hb), (81a)

3 hxcllum —ufl3i < C((AL? + h2*s 4 h2e). (81b)
KeT,

Before moving on to the next section, we note another consequence of eq. that will prove useful in
analysis later on.

Corollary 6.7. Let u denote the velocity solution to egs. to satisfying the assumptions in Theorem
39)

with k¢, ke > dim — 1. Suppose At < C’hzifmﬂ. Then for each n > 1, the discrete velocity uj that solves eq. (|

satisfies
[upllo,00,0 < C, (82)

dim—1 ~3, and the regularity of ug,u,co, and ¢, but is independent of

where C' depends on M*,H*,ML,L?,L?7Zj:1

h, n and At.
Proof. The proof is the same as in Lemma 1]. Using egs. (62a)) and (62Db]), we have

ICL1I% < C((A1)* 4 h?*s 4 h2ke). (83)
Combining the above estimate with egs. and (34d]), for each K € T, we have
0,00 < 1G] 0,00 < Ch™ (G + T o0,
S Ch;(dlm/2((At) 4 hkf + hkc) + ||un||0,oo,K
< Chi™ 2 ((At) + W%+ 1Fe) 4l poe (0,174 100 (1c)jaim) -

[|ug | 0,00, K + [[TTyu"|

The result eq. follows by using the assumption on At and by taking the maximum over K € 7. O
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Remark 6.8. The restrictions on the polynomial degree and the time step are not necessary if we assume that
|D(u)| < D for some positive constant D as in [43] 2.12]. Tt is also possible to avoid these restrictions by using
an approach involving a cutoff operator on the velocity solution, as in [49[50], if one is interested in lower order
approximations.

Remark 6.9. Compatibility, as defined in [22], can be achieved by choosing k. = k; — 1 [16]. However, the
requirement that k. > dim — 1 implies ky > dim. Therefore, when dim = 2, our theory supports compatibility
only for ky > 2 and for ky > 3 when dim = 3.

6.2. Error estimate for the pressure
In this section, we briefly discuss the a priori error estimate for the pressure approximation.

Lemma 6.10. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem hold and that p and p,, are the pressure solutions
to egs. to and eq. , respectively. Then

AT lIGIR < oA DA WLTH RPN [H (4)
m=1 m=1
FAEY S (et % + At Z 3 Rk em Tt R e+ (A2 + B h?kcﬂ).

m=1KeT m=1KeTs

Proof. Setting g;, = 0 in the error equation in Theorem we obtain:

D (B¢ vn) + 0,7 (G vn))

j=s,d
:(ah(cz_l; &L, vn) — ah(cZ_l; Cz,vh)) + (ah(c";u”, vp) — ah(cﬁ_l; u",vh))
/[fs( DR ACHIR d$+/[K71(CZ_1)fd(CZ_1) — KN () U em)] o da
Qd
— Z / (dyup — O u™) - vy, do
KeTs
=:Hi+...4+ Hs. (85)

By eq. and Young’s inequality, and using that [||-[|[, and [||-|||,, are equivalent on V', we have
H < C(licalll, + Mgl onll,- (86)

Following the proof of eq. , we can show that

))1/2

Hy < (| Ve oo (30 (1" = 7% + Rklle” = i~ 3
KeTs®

_ _ 1/2 e
+ Ry e o .co.all€” = ¢ ll\mﬂu( Z 73) [Ju "=y 1||FI>|th|Hv' (87)

As in egs. and , we find
H3 < L5 ||C |
Hy < (prky 1||fd(0 ")

v

SLP)llen ™" = M llaalllonll,- (89)
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Using Cauchy—Schwarz and triangle inequalities, and eq. (34d)),

Hy=- )" / Gl + (dillyu” — Oillyu") — 9 &h) - vn da
KeTs

(lldecr]

IN

Qs + HdtHVu" — 8tHVu”HQs + Chkf||8tu”\|kf,gs)|||'uh|||v. (90)

Therefore, combining (85| . ), dividing both sides by |[|vy]||,, taking the supremum over v;, € V', and using
Theorem [£.2], we obtain

el lll, < C(IIICZIIIU + €zl

B 1/2
+ 1)V oo (D (e = 7l + Hklle™ — ¢ 1||%,K>)
KeTs

1/2
+ML( Z VY2 lo,00,00 1™ — € Yer + Ly~

j=1
4 (U P oo + 1070 s 00) + K LR — ¢
1 e+ [dTTya = BTTya” e + CRM 0 ).

Squaring both sides, multiplying by (c lnf) 2At, summing from 1 to n, using eqs. (41la)) and (5b)), stability of
Iy, and the regularity assumptions on u*, u?, and Vp? yields

ALY IICIE SC(N DG + Aty |
m=1 m=1 m=1
+AtZZ||C - ||K+Atz Zh le™ = e IR ke

m=1KecT m=1KecTs

+ At Z ||C — E;Ln 1||I‘I + (At)2||attu||%2(07T;[L2(Qs)]dim)

+ R0 ([lull} (1 + [l 0vully

£2(0,T;[HRr 1 (Qs) L2(0,T;[H" (Qd)]dim) 22(0,T;[H"7 (05 )]dim))'

Therefore, the result follows by egs. (54a) to (54c) under the assumptions on the exact solution given in
Theorem [6.5] O

Remark 6.11. An immediate consequence Lemma, and Theorem is

ALY IIGEIE < € (At + (A7 (2 4 12+ eS¢

m=1 m=1

FAEY Y e - ||K+Atz > bkl =

m=1KeT m=1KeTs

2
1K |-

n
This loss of At is due to At > [|di¢"]|3. in eq. (84). However, an improved estimate can be obtained by

m=1
bounding this term as follows: testing eq. with vy, = d (], multiplying by At, summing from m =1 to n,
employing a summation-by-parts formula on the terms on the right hand side that are contained in ap,(+; -, d:C7,")
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to transfer the discrete time derivative on d;¢)' to the other terms, and assuming that the exact solution is
sufficiently smooth in time, leads to

ALY [ dC G < O + h2Fe 4 (A)?).

m=1

We do not provide the details of this proof here, but instead refer to |18, p.42].

6.3. Existence and uniqueness of the concentration solution

In this section, we will prove existence and uniqueness of the discrete concentration solution cj € C}, to
eq. . First observe that assumption eq. (4b)) on D implies that for v € [L>(Q4)]dim

1D (0)][0,00,00 < C(1 + [[v]l0,00,00), (91)
and together with eq. that
[1D()]lo,00,0% < C(1+ [[v]lo,00,0x) <C Vo € [WH(K)T™ K € TY, (92)

where C depends on ||v]|1,00,x. Therefore by egs. , and , there exists a constant ﬁmax > 0 that
depends on d and the upper bound in eq. such that

||D(UZ)||0,OO,Q < Dnax,  [|1D(up)lo,00,05 < Dmax- (93)

With eq. , the following coercivity result can be proved following the same steps as the proofs of [16, Lemmas
2 and 3.

Theorem 6.12 (Coercivity of B (u}';wp,wy)). There exists a constant By > 0 such that if B > B, then
for all wy, € Ch,

1
By (u wnwn) > Collwnl]2 + 5 / V. ulw? de, (94)
reTd’ K
where Cy. > 0 is a constant that depends on d, Dy, and the upper bound in eq. ,

Now that we have coercivity, we proceed with the existence and stability proof for the discrete concentration.

Theorem 6.13. Let co € L*(Q) and g; — g, € L>®(0,T;L>®(Q%)). Let n > 1 and let ul be the solution to
eq. that satisfies egs. 1) and (62b)). If d,At < 1, where d,, =: q%(l + Cllgi" = gpllo,00,0¢), then there

exists a unique solution ¢ € C, to eq. (40). Furthermore, if K := ) dn/(1 — Atd,,), then

m=1

n mi2
Oullei & + Crr At Z lleillle < e®2 (pullcollE + ||gi||§2(0,T;L2(Qd)))' (95)

m=1

Proof. Let wy, = ¢} ineq. . From the algebraic inequality (a—b)a > %(a2 —b?), eq. , and the assumption
that 0 < ¢; <1 a.e., we have

(b* n n— n|(2 n(.n n_ n 1 n(.n
i (11— 17 18) + Collef 2+ [ ape? de< 3 [ argipde=5 30 [ Veupie)? da

KeTd KeTd

1
<lgillaslerllas + 51V - uillo.c.llchlEa-
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Multiplying this inequality by 2A¢, summing from m = 1 to n, noting that g, > 0, and recalling eq. (19al) with
stability of the L?-projections Il¢ and Ilg, we obtain

n 2
dullhlB+2C0 AL > [l

m=1
n n
< dullehlld + At D (1o 16 + lepBa) + At > Mg = 95 ) lo.co.0allei G
m=1 m=1

n

< ulleolld + 197" 10,22 () + A Y (14 Clgi™ = g5 lo,00,00) llh -

m=1

Equation follows after applying Gronwall’s inequality [36, Lemma 27]. This stability bound then implies
the existence of a unique solution since the system is finite dimensional and linear. U

6.4. Error estimate for the discrete concentration
This section is devoted to proving an error estimate for the discrete concentration.

Lemma 6.14 (Error equation for eq. )

> [ sdcrunder By o) + [ apcunds (96)

KeT

fZ/ngdtg wyp, dz — Z/d) (d¢c™ — Oyc™)wy, dz + B "(up; €7, wp)

KeT KeT
+ B s wn) + B e wn) - BGuse wn) + [ gp€tunda.
Qd
Proof. By Lemma [3.1] for ¢t = ¢", we have
Z / ¢ Oyc"wy, dz + BE" (u™; e 'wh)—i—/ gy c"wp, dz = Z / cr g; wpdx  Ywy € Ch, (97)
KeT o KeTd
where ¢ = (¢",v(c")). Subtracting eq. from eq. yields that for all w;, € Cy,
> / ¢ (dict — Opc™wy, A + BY (uf; €, wy,) — BY (u”;c",'wh)+/ gu(cp — Mywy dz = 0. (98)
KeT Qd

Next, we rewrite the B]" terms in eq. by observing that B} is linear in the second slot and that By is
linear in the first slot:

By (uy; ¢, wp) — By (u"; €, wy,) (99)
:B}?(uﬁ; ¢, —c",wy) + B (up —u™; " wy,) + [Bg(uz; ¢ wy) — Bg(u"; c", wh)}.
Using eq. , again the linearity of B} in the second slot, and egs. and completes the proof. O

Theorem 6.15. In addition to the assumptions in Theorem[6.5, suppose that

co € H*(Q), ce L*(0,T; H*T1(Q)) N L>®(0,T; Wh>(Q)), ;e € L*(0,T; H"(Q)),
Oye € L2(0,T5 L*(Q)),  girgp € L(0,T; L=(Q7)).
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Then for sufficiently small At,

IG2 1B + At Y (IS IIZ < O + b+ (An)?), (100)

m=1
where C' depends on ¢, ¢*,d, D and the reqularity of the solution but is independent of h and At.
Proof. Setting wy, = ¢ in Lemma using the inequality a(a — b) > ‘lngz, and Theorem

¢)* n n— n n n
(121 = ez 1) + Cull2IE + | gy
2At -

<Y [oagqans ¥ [ o0 - diencr ot By g€l cr)

KeT KeT
+ B;z<u" —uisen, ¢ + Bl e, ¢ — Bi(uis e, 2]

. Z / Vup(Ch)? dx+/ grenet da
Ker Qd
=1 +...+ I

Using eq. , the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality with constant v, and eq. ,

1 o .

N B 5t§cdtHQ||Cc o < o \/7||at£c||L2(tn L 2@ 1€ e
¢* th n

< qS)At 191l zaens pm rve oy +V(O=ICE IE)

I <

Again by eq. , this time using Taylor’s theorem in integral form, and applying Young’s inequality,

I = Z/¢ O™ — dyc™) (Y

KeT

n—1

a7 [ (= e hauca]| ¢
t Q

(¢7)*At
2

The following series of inequalities is dedicated to finding an upper bound for I3. By definition of B}",

<C

||attC||%2(tn71’tn;LZ(Q)) + ’7(¢* ||<2||?2)

Iy = By (up: €2,¢2) = Bji(ups €2,¢2) + By (uji; €2, €7)- (101)

We will bound Bf and B separately, starting with BZ. Noting that £* — £ vanishes on facets, we have by

eq. ([17),
B (uf €7, Z/snuh ver dx+2/ €8 (uf — ™) - n(¢P — ) ds

KeT KeT

+ Z/ Eru - n(Cr = () ds = Iy + Iz + 13, (102)

KeT

The term I311; can be bounded by Holder’s inequality, and egs. ) and (| .

cllellVEdla < ChkCHC"Hkm

[rasyiipe (103)



By Holder’s inequality and using eq. ,

Iz < ) €8 locomllup — u™llox G2 — C'llox
KeT

1/2
<O( X hucllug = l3)

KeT
Using Holder’s inequality and this time employing egs. , and ,

Iz = Y €8 ok 1u™ 0,000 IC) = Cllox

KeT
1/2 _ 1/2
<o Y UlErl +mleriz) (20 ritlier - &3 )
KeT KeT
< Ch*|c

Putting eqs. (102)) to (105) together and using Young’s inequality, we find

2
Bi(upi €2,w1) < C( D2 hucllug — w3 + B2, o) + €llC2IE
KeT

We now bound B;‘f in eq. (101)). Since £" — £" =0 on 0K,

Bil(up; €2,¢0) = ) / D(u})VEr - V¢ do — > / (uP)VER] - n (¢ — ™) ds =: Iz91 + I300.

KeT KeT
By Holder’s inequality, eq. (93)), and eq. 7
I391 < Do [VEX [0 VCE lo < CR* el 11,0l S,

Again by Holder’s inequality and this time using egs. 7 and ,

al < Do (2 maclVE ) (3 mtlcs — )
KeT

KeT

<03 UIVE B+ WITENR ) NIl < OR* e 1,012 .-

KeT

Hence, the combination of egs. (107)) to (109) and using Young’s inequality results in:
2
Bil(up; €2,¢2) < CR*e[|c™[k41,0lI€E I, < CR*F |l [[§ 41,0 + €l
Therefore, from eqgs. and (| -,

2
I3 < n = u 5k + 26ICE I

KeT

Since ¢ = v(c) on 0K,

Z / P —up) -V dx + Z / ) (¢ = ) ds = Iy + L.

KeT KeT

25

(104)

(105)

(106)

(107)

(108)

(109)

(110)

(111)



26

Holder’s and Young’s inequalities give
2
Iny < |l = upllelle”llo,conllCE . < Clle™I1F s allu™ = ubll?, + el SEIIE, (112)

and

Lis < Cllc™ L n_ ,nj2 1/2 n < Ol 2 h n__ ,nj2 (|2 113
2 SO ocen( D hrlu —uillie )  NCH, < Ol 5 cen Y hxllu® = uill3e +ellCENZ.  (113)
KeTy KeTn

Collecting eqgs. (111f) to (113)) leads to

2
L < 2C2IE + Clle IR o (I = iR+ D Rl = w3 )-
KeTh

Since ¢ = y(c) on element boundaries and D(u") — lND(uZ) =0in Q°,

=3 [ D) - D@iver- Vet do = 30 [ (D) = D)) Ve n (¢ - 62) ds
KeTd 'K KeTd oK
=:I51 + I52. (114)
Using the Lipschitz property of D eq. , Holder’s and Young’s inequalities,

2
I5y < Cllu" = upl|aallVe™ lo,00,04 [V loa < CIVE ] oo qallu™ = ubliéa + ellCEIIL- (115)

Similarly,

_ 1/2
2
Iz < Y Clu = willoxl| Ve oo s I62 = Cllor < Clle e (2 Ruc llu™ = il )~ IC2
KeTd KeTd

n n ni 2 2
< O™ e D huc llu™ = w3 )+ elliCE 2. (116)
KeTd

Therefore, substituting eqs. (115)) and (116)) in eq. (114) yields

I5 < 2€|CHIE + Clle™ oo (D B ™ = il + ™ = w2 )
KeTd

By eq. (19a)), the stability of the L2-projection Il and Hélder’s inequality,

1 n n n 1 n n n
=5 5 [ Tolg? - )G do < 2lo? = 6o (012
KeTe K *

Finally, using Holder’s inequality, eq. (53)), and Young’s inequality,

I < |lgpllo.co.0all€8 l0a 12 laa < CR*[lgpllo 00 @alle™ [k, 0 1CE laa

< O gy 15 o 00 €™ 1, e + (@ lICE1).
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Collecting all bounds, choosing € = Cy,./12 (Cy, is the coercivity constant), v = 1/6, and recalling that gp >0,
we find:

¢* n|2 _ n—1(2 Ct?“ ny2
Dol — ez + ez

R e
(T||3tC||%2(tn—1,tn;ch(Q)) + (¢)%0; lAt”attC”%?(t"—l,t";L2(Q))

[ =l + (16" o + 1) D Al = i3
KeT

_ 17
+ B2 g 1B €, ) + 5 (67192 = 95 lo.oe.0 + 1) (64lICE 13):

<C

+ R R 0 + "

|2
1,00,02

Multiplying by 2At, summing over m, and using Corollary

| CEIE + Cor At >[I
m=1
*\2
< 6.0l + ¢ ke (1)

Hatc||2L2(0,T;H’“c(Q)) + ”CH??(O,T;H’“C“(Q)))

*
n

+ (¢*)2¢;1(At)2HattCH%Z(O,T;[;(Q)) + At Z <¢:1Hg;n — g;n

m=1

l0.00.00 1) (@4 1C"13)

+ ALY (I s + D (AL + A2 4 h2Fe) 4 B AL Y 67|97 I5 oo 00 ™

m=1 m=1

2
ke,Qd |-

Using [23, Lemma 1.58] and eq. (53)),
Ielle = llch = Zeolle < [Teco — colla + leo — Zeolla < Ch*|collx, .0-

Therefore, the result follows by Gronwall’s inequality [36], Lemma 27] assuming that At is sufficiently small. O

By the triangle inequality and eq. , we immediately have
er — c[lq < C(At 4 h* + hF),  vn > 1. (117)

7. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

Algorithm [1] is implemented in the higher-order finite element library Netgen/NGSolve [47,148]. In all nu-
merical examples we choose Q = [0,1]? with subregions Q¢ = [0,1] x [0,0.5] and Q° = [0,1] x [0.5,1]. We
furthermore choose the penalty parameters as s = 6k? and B, = 6k2 [2, Lemma 1, Section 5].

7.1. Example 1

We first consider the constant coefficient case, i.e., the time-dependent one-way coupled problem in which the
numerical solution to the Stokes/Darcy problem is unaffected by the concentration. Let v = §(1447%)/k, D =
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0.005 0.02
transport problem are chosen such that the exact solution is given by

D= [ 0-01 ~0.005 } on , and T = 0.1. The source terms and boundary conditions for the Stokes/Darcy—

1 1
u® = (—2—2 sin(mry + t)e@2t0/2 Z cos(ray 4 t)e@2TH/2)T (118a)
7r T
1
u? = (=2sin(rz; 4 t)e@2 /2 Z cos(mxy + t)e@2 /)T (118b)
™
-2
p® = e cos(mxy + t)el™2 /2, (118¢)
KT
2
p? = —— cos(mxy + t)el*2+1/2, (118d)
KT
¢ =sin(2m(z1 —t)) cos(2m(xg — t)). (118e)

Note that this solution satisfies all the interface conditions and that V - u® = 0 in Q°.

We present our numerical results for a wide range of values for x and pu: « = u = 1; K = 103, p = 1075;
k=1, =10"% and k = 1073, u = 10~%. Since we are primarily interested in the spatial error, to minimize
the temporal error as much as possible, we use the third order backward differentiation formulae (BDF3) as
time stepping method even though the sequential algorithm [I] is only first order accurate in time. We choose
At = 0.1h*7 /(ks + 1) and present errors and rates of convergence using ky = 2, k. = 1 in Tables [1| to [3| and
using ky = 3, k. = 2 in Tables [ to [6]

TABLE 1. Errors and rates of convergence at final time T" = 0.1 for u, and pp in the Stokes
region Q° for the test case in Section using ky = 2, k. = ky — 1, and BDF3 time stepping
with At = 0.1h2/3.

h dofs  |lup —ullqs rate ||pn —plls rate ||V -up|as
k=1Lpu=1
1/4 745 2.6e-04 - 1.2e-02 - 1.4e-16

1/8 3811 2.0e-05 3.7 1.9e-03 2.6 1.8e-16
1/16 14167 2.2e-06 3.2 4.5e-04 2.1 1.6e-16
1/32 57181 2.7e-07 3.1 1.1e-04 2.1 1.7e-16
k=103, un=10"6

1/4 745 2.5e-04 - 1.3e-05 - 8.5e-17
1/8 3811 2.0e-05 3.6 1.9e-06 2.8 9.7e-17
1/16 14167 2.2¢-06 3.2 4.5e-07 2.1 9.4e-17
1/32 57181 2.6e-07 3.1 1.1e-07 2.1 9.0e-17
k=1,u=10"°

1/4 745 6.4e-04 - 2.7e-02 - 8.6e-16
1/8 3811 4.8e-05 3.7 5.3e-03 2.3 1.8e-15
1/16 14167 4.4e-06 3.4 1.2e-03 2.1 3.0e-15
1/32 57181 5.2e-07 3.1 3.0e-04 2.0 6.0e-15
k=103, =105

1/4 745 7.3e-04 - 1.2e401 - 1.2e-13
1/8 3811 5.0e-05 3.9 1.9e+00 2.6 1.6e-13
1/16 14167 4.1e-06 3.6 4.5e-01 2.1 1.4e-13
1/32 57181 3.8e-07 3.4 1.1e-01 2.1 1.5e-13

Tables [T] and ] for ky = 2, k. = 1, and Tables [d and [5| for ky = 3, k. = 2 show that in the Stokes and Darcy
regions wu;, and pj, both converge optimally in the L?-norm with orders ky + 1 and ky, respectively. This is
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TABLE 2. Errors and rates of convergence at final time 7" = 0.1 for u, and pp in the Darcy
region Q7 for the test case in Section using ky = 2, k. = ky — 1, and BDF3 time stepping
with At = 0.1h2/3.

h dofs  ||up —ullga rate |lpr —pllge rate |Io(V - (up —u))|qa

k=1lpu=1

1/4 745 3.1e-03 - 9.1e-03 - 5.9e-09
1/8 3811 1.9e-04 4.0 1.4e-03 2.7 9.1le-11
1/16 14167 2.5e-05 2.9 3.7e-04 1.9 1.8e-12
1/32 57181 2.7e-06 3.2 8.4e-05 2.1 3.8e-12
k=103 u=10"°

1/4 745 3.1e-03 - 9.1e-06 - 5.9e-09
1/8 3811 1.9e-04 4.0 1.4e-06 2.7 9.1e-11
1/16 14167 2.5e-05 2.9 3.7e-07 1.9 1.7e-12
1/32 57181 2.7e-06 3.2 8.4e-08 2.1 3.8e-12
k=1,pu=10"5

1/4 745 3.1e-03 - 9.1e-03 - 5.9¢-09
1/8 3811 1.9e-04 4.0 1.4e-03 2.7 9.1e-11
1/16 14167 2.5e-05 2.9 3.7e-04 1.9 1.8e-12
1/32 57181 2.7e-06 3.2 8.4e-05 2.1 3.8e-12
k=102, =107

1/4 745 3.1e-03 - 9.1e4-00 - 5.9e-09
1/8 3811 1.9e-04 4.0 1.4e+00 2.7 9.1e-11
1/16 14167 2.5e-05 2.9 3.7e-01 1.9 1.8e-12
1/32 57181 2.6e-06 3.2 8.4e-02 2.1 4.7e-12

TABLE 3. Errors and rates of convergence at final time T' = 0.1 for ¢ in €, on a mesh with
h=1/4,1/8,1/16,1/32, for the test case in Section using ky = 2, k. = ky — 1, and BDF3
time stepping with At = 0.1h%/3.

k=1 pu=1 m:103,u:10_6 k=1, 14=10%] k=103, u =106

dofs | |lc —cnlla rate | ||lc —cpllo  rate | |lc—ecnlla rate | |lc—cpllo  rate
184 9.7e-02 - 9.7e-02 - 9.7e-02 - 9.8e-02 -
944 2.2e-02 2.1 2.2e-02 2.1 2.2e-02 2.1 2.2e-02 2.1

3520 5.4e-03 2.0 5.4e-03 2.0 5.4e-03 2.0 5.0e-03 2.2
14216 | 1.1e-03 2.3 1.1e-03 2.3 1.1e-03 2.3 1.1e-03 2.2

consistent with our theoretical convergence rate in Corollary that predicts at least suboptimal rates for the
velocity. The right most columns in these tables demonstrate pointwise mass conservation.

Furthermore, even though the magnitude of the pressure error changes dramatically as we change the values
of k and p, there is no significant change in the velocity errors. This is more pronounced in the case where both
the permeability and the viscosity are small (1072 and 10~¢). This confirms that the velocity error bounds in
Theorem and Corollary are independent of the pressure error.

We furthermore observe from Table [3| and Table |§| that ¢;, converges optimally in the L?-norm with order
k. + 1. This supports our result eq. that shows at least suboptimal convergence.

7.2. Example 2

We now consider the fully coupled problem by incorporating the influence of the velocity solution on the
dispersion/diffusion tensor and the dependence of the viscosity on the concentration solution. The source terms
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TABLE 4. Errors and rates of convergence at final time 7" = 0.1 for uj and p; in the Stokes
region Q° for the test case in Section using ky = 3, k. = ky — 1, and BDF3 time stepping
with At = 0.1h3/4.

h dofs  |lup — u|lqs rate |pn —pllas rtate ||V -upl|qs
k=1lpu=1
1/4 1161 5.6e-05 - 4.6e-03 - 2.0e-15

1/8 5993 1.4e-06 5.4 2.2e-04 4.4 3.7e-15
1/16 22081 7.1e-08 4.3 2.1e-05 3.3 4.5e-15
1/32 90241 3.7e-09 4.3 2.3e-06 3.2 6.3e-15
k=103 p=10"°

1/4 1161 2.2e-05 - 7.3e-07 - 1.5e-16
1/8 5993 6.0e-07 5.2 5.7e-08 3.7 1.3e-16
1/16 22081 3.3e-08 4.2 6.4e-09 3.2 1.2e-16
1/32 90241 1.8e-09 4.2 7.7e-10 3.1 1.2e-16
k=1,=10"5

1/4 1161 2.2e-05 - 6.9e-04 - 1.5e-16
1/8 5993 6.1e-07 5.2 5.6e-05 3.6 1.5e-16
1/16 22081 3.3e-08 4.2 6.4e-06 3.1 1.2e-16
1/32 90241 1.8e-09 4.2 7.7e-07 3.1 1.2e-16
k=103, 4 =10"°

1/4 1161 2.6e-05 - 6.9¢-01 - 5.5e-14
1/8 5993 9.4e-07 4.8 5.4e-02 3.7 4.2e-14
1/16 22081 4.5e-08 4.4 6.3e-03 3.1 1.9e-14
1/32 90241 2.2e-09 4.3 7.7e-04 3.0 1.0e-14

and boundary conditions for the Stokes/Darcy-transport problem are chosen such that the exact solution is
given by eq. (118). We define the diffusion dispersion tensor in  and the viscosity according to

po=[ % 1Ly wo-m[() ero-] o

where we remark the the viscosity is defined as the quarter-power mixing rule [38] with where g = 0.9, g1 = 1.3.
We use ky = 3, k. = 2, and BDF3 time stepping with At = 0.1h3/4. We present numerical results for
k = 103,1,1073. We observe from Tables [7| and [§] that when p is changed from a constant to a concentration
dependent function the rate of convergence reduces from k¢ +1 to a value between k¢ and ky +1. This is due to
our choice k. = ky —1 to achieve compatibility and is consistent with our a priori estimates eqgs. and
in the energy norm which imply that the rate of convergence of the velocity approximation is polluted by the
concentration approximation. Indeed, from Table |§| we observe that ¢;, converges in the L2-norm with order
k¢. Therefore, for the velocity we expect an order of at least ks — 1 in the energy norm and k¢ in the L?-norm.
From the right most columns in Tables [7] and [§] we observe that the discretization is exactly mass conserving.

7.3. Example 3

In this final example, we simulate a more realistic problem similar to [17, Section 6.2] in which the permeability
field in the Darcy region is highly heterogeneous. For this, let the boundary of the Stokes region be partitioned
as I'* =T'{ UT'5 UT'§ where

If={xel®: z;=0}, T5:={zel’: =1}, T5:={zel’: zy=1}.



TABLE 5. Errors and rates of convergence at final time 7" = 0.1 for u, and pp in the Darcy
region Q7 for the test case in Section using ky = 3, k. = ky — 1, and BDF3 time stepping
with At = 0.1h3/4.

h dofs  ||up —ullga rate |lpr —pllge rate |Io(V - (up —u))|qa

k=1lpu=1

1/4 1161 1.2e-04 - 5.4e-04 - 4.1e-12
1/8 5993 3.6e-06 5.1 4.0e-05 3.8 8.3e-13
1/16 22081 2.2e-07 4.0 5.1e-06 3.0 2.9e-12
1/32 90241 1.3e-08 4.1 6.1e-07 3.1 1.2e-11
k=103 u=10"°

1/4 1161 1.2e-04 - 5.4e-07 - 4.1e-12
1/8 5993 3.6e-06 5.1 4.0e-08 3.8 8.2e-13
1/16 22081 2.2e-07 4.0 5.1e-09 3.0 3.1e-12
1/32 90241 1.3e-08 4.1 6.1e-10 3.1 1.2e-11
k=1,pu=10"5

1/4 1161 1.2e-04 - 5.4e-04 - 4.1e-12
1/8 5993 3.5e-06 5.1 4.0e-05 3.8 7.2e-13
1/16 22081 2.2e-07 4.0 5.1e-06 3.0 3.0e-12
1/32 90241 1.3e-08 4.1 6.1e-07 3.1 1.2e-11

k=103 u=10""°

1/4 1161 1.2e-04 - 9.4e-01 - 4.1e-12
1/8 5993 3.5e-06 5.1 4.0e-02 3.8 8.9e-13
1/16 22081 2.2e-07 4.0 5.1e-03 3.0 3.3e-12
1/32 90241 1.3e-08 4.1 6.1e-04 3.1 1.3e-11

TABLE 6. Errors and rates of convergence at final time 7" = 0.1 for ¢ in €2, on a mesh with
h=1/4,1/8,1/16,1/32, for the test case in Section using ky = 3, k. = k; — 1, and BDF3
time stepping with At = 0.1h3 /4.

k=1 pu=1 k=103 =10 k=1, u=10"%| k=10"3, u =106
dofs | |lc —cnlla rate | ||c—cpllo rate | |lc—cnlla rate | |lc—cpllo  rate
318 2.1e-02 - 2.1e-02 - 2.1e-02 - 2.1e-02 -
1644 1.8e-03 3.6 | 1.8e-03 3.6 1.8¢-03 3.6 | 1.8¢-03 3.6
6144 2.2e-04 3.0 2.2e-04 3.0 2.2e-04 3.0 2.2e-04 3.0
24846 | 2.5e-05 3.2 2.5e-05 3.1 2.5e-05 3.1 2.5e-05 3.2

Similarly, let 'Y = T'¢ UTY where
I ={exel? z;=00ra; =1}, T§:={xecl? 25 =0}

We impose the following boundary conditions:

u=(22(3/2 — 22)/5,0) on I'j,

(—2pe(u) + pin =0 on T3,
u-n =0 and (—2ue(u) + pl)* =0 on T3,

u-n=>0 on F‘{l,

p=—0.05 on T§.
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TABLE 7. Errors and rates of convergence at final time 7" = 0.1 for uj and p; in the Stokes
region Q° for the test case in Section using ky = 3, k. = ky — 1, and BDF3 time stepping
with At = 0.1h3/4.

h dofs  |lup — u|lqs rate |pn — p
Kk =103
1/4 1161 9.2e-05 - 8.1e-03 - 2.3e-15
1/8 5993 3.7e-06 4.6 3.9e-04 4.4 5.6e-15
1/16 22081 2.4e-07 4.0 4.1e-05 3.2 6.1e-15
1/32 90241 2.1e-08 3.5 4.7¢-06 3.1 8.5e-15
k=1
1/4 1161 9.6e-05 - 8.1e-03 - 2.6e-15
1/8 5993 3.8e-06 4.7 3.9e-04 4.4 5.5e-15
1/16 22081 2.3e-07 4.1 4.1e-05 3.2 6.1e-15
1/32 90241 1.8e-08 3.6 4.7e-06 3.1 8.6e-15
k=103
1/4 1161 1.8e-03 - 6.9e-01 - 6.3e-15
1/8 5993 5.0e-05 5.1 5.4e-02 3.7 7.1e-15
1/16 22081 3.6e-06 3.8 6.3e-03 3.1 7.4e-15
1/32 90241 4.0e-07 3.2 7.7e-04 3.0 9.2e-15

Qs rate ||V . uhHQS

TABLE 8. Errors and rates of convergence at final time 7' = 0.1 for u, and pj in the Darcy
region Q¢ for the test case in Section using kf = 3, k. = ky — 1, and BDF3 time stepping
with At = 0.1h3/4.

h dofs  |Jup —ullqa rate |lpr —pllae rate |Io(V - (up —u))|lqa

k=103

1/4 1161 3.5e-03 - 6.6e-07 — 4.2e-12
1/8 5993 3.4e-04 3.4 4.2e-08 4.0 8.4e-13
1/16 22081 3.8e-05 3.1 5.3e-09 3.0 2.9e-12
1/32 90241 4.4e-06 3.1 6.3e-10 3.1 1.2e-11
k=1

1/4 1161 3.5e-03 - 6.6e-04 - 4.2e-12
1/8 5993 3.4e-04 3.4 4.2e-05 4.0 9.0e-13
1/16 22081 3.8e-05 3.1 5.3e-06 3.0 3.0e-12
1/32 90241 4.4e-06 3.1 6.3e-07 3.1 1.2e-11
k=103

1/4 1161 3.9e-03 - 6.0e-01 - 4.2e-12
1/8 5993 3.4e-04 3.5 4.1e-02 3.9 9.6e-13
1/16 22081 3.8e-05 3.1 5.2e-03 3.0 3.5e-12
1/32 90241 4.4e-06 3.1 6.2e-04 3.1 1.5e-11

The first boundary condition on the left boundary I'{ of ©2° imposes a parabolic velocity profile. We set the
permeability to

K = 700(1 + 0.5(sin(107x1 ) cos(207x3) + cos?(6.47x1 ) sin(9.27wz2))) + 100, (120)
a plot of which is given in Figure 2| The viscosity is defined by the quarter-power mixing rule as in eq. (119).

The other parameters are set as u = 0.1, @ = 0.5, ky = 3, h = 1/80, At = 1073, T' = 15, and the source/sink
terms are set to zero. In the Darcy region Q¢ the porosity is set to ¢ = 0.4. The dispersion/diffusion tensor is



TABLE 9. Errors and rates of convergence at final time 7" = 0.1 for ¢ in €2, on a mesh with
h=1/4,1/8,1/16,1/32, for the test case in Sectionusing ky =3, ke = kf — 1, and BDF3
time stepping with At = 0.1h3/4.

k=103 k=1 k=103
dofs | ||c—chl|la rate | |[c—cplla rate | ||c—cnlla rate
318 1.4e-02 - 1.4e-02 - 1.4e-02 -
1644 1.2e-03 3.6 1.2e-03 3.6 1.2e-03 3.6
6144 1.3e-04 3.2 1.3e-04 3.2 1.3e-04 3.2
24846 | 1.3e-05 3.3 1.3e-05 3.3 1.3e-05 3.3
1.5e+03

:

» ek A [
PN
AT

FIGURE 2. The permeability field in Q¢ = [0,1] x [0,0.5] defined by eq. (120).

defined as

D(u) =

oI
{¢dmﬂ + dy|u|T + dg|ul(T — uu® /|ul?),

in %,
in Q7
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where d;, d;, and d,, represent longitudinal and transverse dispersivities and the molecular diffusivity, respec-

tively, and u”

is the transpose of the vector u. Under the condition d; > d; (which is usually the case), D(u)

satisfies the assumptions eqs. to (see, for example, [26], [49, Lemmas 4.3, 4.4], and [44, Lemma 1.3]).
In this numerical experiment, we choose § = 1076, d,,, = 10*
is set to zero while the initial concentration of the plume of contaminant is defined as

co(x) = {

0.95 if /(21
0.05 otherwise.

dl =10"°, and d; = 10 5, The initial velocity

~0.2)2

T (22 -07)2 <01,

We compute the solution using BDF3 time stepping. Figure[3|shows the computed velocity field after one time
step and at the final time. In the Darcy region Q¢, the flow field avoids areas with low permeability as expected.
Figure [4] shows the pressure contours at various times which demonstrates the effect of the concentration on
the pressure around the plume of contaminants, especially in the Stokes region. Figure [5| presents the plume
of contaminant spreading through the surface water region and infiltrating the porous medium. We plot the
solution 6 different instances in time. The contaminant plume stays compact while in the surface water region.
Once it reaches the subsurface region it spreads out following a path dictated by the heterogeneous permeability

structure of the porous medium.

8. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we introduced and analyzed a fully discrete sequential method for the fully coupled Stokes/Darcy—
transport problem. The spatial discretization uses the HDG method which is higher-order accurate, strongly
mass conservative, and compatible. We remark that the analysis also easily extends to the EDG-HDG method
considered in . The sequential method discussed in the article linearizes the problem by time-lagging
the concentration and decoupling the Stokes/Darcy and transport subproblems. We proved well-posedness and
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1.1e01
0.1

— 0.08

— 0.06

— 0.04

0.02

2.2e-13

FI1GURE 3. The velocity field after one time step (left) and at the final time (right) for the
example in Section The color represents the magnitude of the velocity.

obtained a priori estimates in the energy norm. Finally, we presented numerical results demonstrating mass
conservation and robustness with respect to varying permeability and optimal convergence in the L?-norm for
one-way coupling.
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tion The color represents the concentration values.
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