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PARALLEL DOMAIN DECOMPOSITION METHOD FOR THE FULLY-MIXED
STOKES-DUAL-PERMEABILITY FLUID FLOW MODEL WITH
BEAVERS-JOSEPH INTERFACE CONDITIONS

ZHENG LI *, FENG SHI ', YIZHONG SUN f, AND HAIBIAO ZHENG §

Abstract. In this paper, a parallel domain decomposition method is proposed for solving the fully-mixed
Stokes-dual-permeability fluid flow model with Beavers-Joseph (BJ) interface conditions. Three Robin-type boundary
conditions and a modified weak formulation are constructed to completely decouple the original problem, not only
for the free flow and dual-permeability regions but also for the matrix and microfractures in the dual-porosity media.
We derive the equivalence between the original problem and the decoupled systems with some suitable compatibility
conditions, and also demonstrate the equivalence of two weak formulations in different Sobolev spaces. Based on
the completely decoupled modified weak formulation, the convergence of the iterative parallel algorithm is proved
rigorously. To carry out the convergence analysis of our proposed algorithm, we propose an important but general
convergence lemma for the steady-state problems. Furthermore, with some suitable choice of parameters, the new
algorithm is proved to achieve the geometric convergence rate. Finally, several numerical experiments are presented
to illustrate and validate the performance and exclusive features of our proposed algorithm.

Key words. Stokes-dual-permeability Model, Beavers-Joseph Interface Conditions, Robin-type Domain Decom-
position, Parallel Computation.

AMS subject classifications. 65M55, 65M60

1. Introduction. Multi-domain, multi-physics coupled problems are significant in many nat-
ural and industrial applications, such as the groundwater fluid flow in the karst aquifer, petroleum
extraction, industrial filtration, blood flow motion in the arteries, and so on. Up to now, a great
deal of mathematical and physical models for free flow coupled with complicated porous media
were constructed, including the Stokes-Darcy model @@], dual-porosity-Stokes model ﬂa], etc.
Typically, we usually utilize the Darcy equation in the traditional Stokes-Darcy fluid flow system
to simulate the single porosity model. Plenty of numerical methods for solving the Stokes-Darcy
system can be referred to Lagrange multiplier methods ﬂﬂ—lﬂ], domain decomposition methods
[15-22], optimized Schwarz methods [23-25], and partitioned time stepping methods [26, 27], to
name just a few.

The Darcy equation in Stokes-Darcy system has some limitations in describing fluid flow in
porous media with complicated geometrical structures. For example, a naturally fractured reservoir
containing the multi-porosity /permeability regions is comprised of low permeable rock matrix blocks
surrounded by an irregular network of natural microfractures ﬂﬂ, , , ] In order to describe the
coupled flow in the dual-porosity media and conduits, Hou et al. ﬂﬂ] constructed a new dual-porosity-
Stokes model, and proposed four physically valid interface conditions to couple the Stokes equation
and dual-porosity models on the interface, including a no-exchange condition, a mass balance
condition, a force balance condition, and the Beavers—Joseph (BJ) conditions. Their work well
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established the continuous model of the coupled dual-porosity-Stokes system to simulate multistage
hydraulic fractured horizontal wellbore.

Obviously, one important task is how to develop effective numerical algorithms for the dual-
porosity-Stokes equations. Inspired by the decoupled ideas for the Stokes-Darcy model, some
researchers extended to study the Stokes-dual-permeability model. A natural decoupled method is
the domain decomposition method (DDM), since it can decouple the multi-domain, multi-physics
problems naturally under the introduced interface boundary conditions M], and there are many
well studied off-the-shelf and efficient solvers for each decoupled subproblem. Based on the char-
acteristics of easy-to-operate, high precision and convenient parallel computing, DDM has received
extensive attention and applications undoubtedly. In m], the authors extended the Robin-Robin
DDM of the Stokes-Darcy model in HE, @] to deal with the dual-porosity-Stokes model. Noting
that such methods were usually based on Galerkin approximation to two elliptic pressure equa-
tions in the dual-porosity media. Hou et al. m] studied the dual-porosity-conduit system with
the Beavers-Joseph-Saffman-Jones (BJS) interface boundary conditions, and decoupled the Stokes
equations and the dual-porosity model by DDM, but not for matrix systems and microfracture
systems. They demonstrated the convergence of the proposed algorithms and got a geometric con-
vergence rate with some suitable selections of the Robin parameters, and also utilized the optimized
Schwarz methods to get the optimized Robin parameters, which can improve the convergence of
the proposed algorithms.

In the study of multi-domain, multi-physics fluid flow, it is usually necessary not only to get
accurate pressure results, but also to obtain accurate velocity information. Moreover, mixed finite
element methods are usually superior to the classical Galerkin methods in many areas, due to the na-
tures of discontinuity of the gradient of the pressure and continuity of the dual-permeability velocity
in applications. To this end, in this paper, we try to design a Robin-type DDM for the fully-mixed
Stokes-dual-permeability coupled model with more physically realistic BJ interface conditions. In
order to completely decouple this steady-state model, the designed algorithm inevitably contains
more explicit terms, which increase the difficulty of convergence analysis. We present an important
but general convergence lemma for steady-state problems, which can overcome the difficulty of
convergence analysis. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work to completely decouple
the fully-mixed Stokes-dual-permeability model without introducing any stabilization terms. By
this mean, we can easily use many existing well-developed solvers or codes in a flexible way to
solve two single dual-permeability equations and a single Stokes equation in parallel. Furthermore,
we demonstrate the convergence of the parallel Robin-type DDM. Interestingly, our algorithm also
has a mesh-independent geometric convergence rate with suitable choice of the Robin parameters.
Noting that our proof begins with a rigorous equivalence analysis between the original and the
modified weak formulations, so that the subsequent arguments can be only based on the completely
decoupled modified weak formulation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the fully-mixed Stokes-dual-
permeability model with BJ interface conditions is described. In order to apply the idea of DDM
to solve the fully-mixed Stokes-dual-permeability model, three Robin-type interface conditions are
constructed and their equivalences with the original interface conditions are proved under suitable
compatibility conditions. In Section 3, we introduce a modified weak formulation and rigorously
demonstrate its equivalence with the original weak formulation. Then a parallel Robin-type DDM
and its convergence analysis are presented in Section 4. More importantly, the parallel DDM for the
continuous model is proved to achieve geometric convergence by appropriate choice of the Robin
parameters. Finally three numerical tests are carried out to illustrate the exclusive features of our
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proposed DDM in Section 5.

2. Fully-mixed Stokes-dual-permeability Model with BJ Interface Conditions. Con-
sider two bounded domains denoted by Qg,Qp C R¥(d = 2 or 3) with an interface I' between two
subdomains. Assume that the two bounded domains are non-overlapping, i.e., Qg N Qp = ), and
QsNQp =T. Denote Q = Qg UQp. Define ng and np as the unit outward normal vectors on Qg
and O€1p, respectively, and 7; (j = 1,---,d — 1) as the unit tangential vectors on the interface I.
We note that ng = —np on I', and the notations I's = 0Qg \ T, T'p = 9Qp \ T are also used, see
Fig. 2.1 for a sketch of the problem domain setting.

I's

s Tj 25 Free Fluid Flow Region | I's

F1G. 2.1. The global domain Q consisting of the fluid region Qg and the dual-permeability region Qp separated
by the interface T.

In the fluid region (g, the fluid velocity ug and kinematic pressure pg are assumed to satisfy
the Stokes equations:

=V -T(us,ps) =fs in Qg, (2.1)
V- us = 0 in Qs,

where T(ug,ps) = —psI + 2vD(ug) indicates the stress tensor, among that I is an identity matrix
and D(ug) = 3(Vug+ (Vug)?) means the deformation tensor, v represents the kinematic viscosity
of the fluid flow. Besides fg expresses the external body force.

In the dual-permeability region 2p, we utilize the traditional dual-permeability model, which is
composed of microfracture flow and matrix flow equations ﬂﬂ, B] The microfracture flow is governed
by the following mixed equations with the microfracture flow velocity up and the microfracture
flow pressure pp:

k
up = —7Dv¢D in Qp, (2.3)

ok .
V~uD+TM(<pD—<pM):fD in Qp. (24)

In order to describe the matrix flow velocity uy; and the matrix flow pressure @7, we can adopt
the following system of equations:

i
uy = —TMW@M in Qp, (2.5)
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ok .
v'uM‘FTM(@M_@D):fM in Qp. (26)

Here, o indicates the shape factor which characterizes the morphology and dimension between the
microfractures and matrix. p is the dynamic viscosity of the dual-permeability flow. kp and kjs
are the intrinsic permeabilities in microfractures and matrix respectively. In addition, fp and fs
denote the sink/source terms (here fj; is usually considered to be equal to zero). Note that fp
needs to satisfy the solvability condition fQD fp = 0. As for the term U’LM (¢p — ), it means the
mass exchange between microfractures and matrix.

We assume the impermeable boundary conditions in the sense that the fluid velocity ug, the
microfracture flow velocity up and the matrix flow velocity uys satisfy the homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions, i.e., no slip condition ug = 0 on I'g in the Stokes region, and impermeable
conditions up -np = 0, up; -np = 0 on I'p in the dual-permeability region. Such boundary
conditions can be easily extended.

As to the interface coupling conditions on I', similarly to the requirement in traditional Stokes-
Darcy model, the conservation of mass, the balance of forces and the tangential conditions for the
velocity need to be enforced. In this paper, we adopt the important Beavers-Joseph (BJ) interface
conditions as the tangential conditions on the interface I, see @, @] To this end, the interface cou-
pling conditions between the flow in the microfractures and the flow in the conduits/macrofractures
are assumed as follows:

us-ng+up-np=>0 on I, (2.7)
1
—ng - (T(us, ps) - ns) = 5D onT, (2.8)

van/d
trace(]])

where o represents an experimentally determined positive parameter depending on the porous
medium properties, p is the fluid density and [ = kpl. Moreover, Hou et al. ﬂa] proposed a
no-exchange condition between the matrix and the conduits/macrofractures, which means no flux
could pass across the interface. The following condition is used as the fourth interface condition:

—Tj'(T(uS,pS)'nS): Tj-(us—uD) 1§]§d—1 onF, (29)

uy -np =0 onT. (2.10)

In order to solve the coupled Stokes-dual-permeability model by DDM, a natural idea is to
consider Robin-type boundary conditions for both the Stokes equations and the dual-permeability
system respectively. Firstly for the Stokes equations, two Robin-type functions gg, gs,- on I' are
constructed: for a given constant dg > 0,

gs = —ng - (T(ug,ps) - ng) — dsug - ng, (2.11)

d—1 d—1 VO(\/E

T = .= —T-~Tu y -n E—— ) | 'T‘). 212

gs, Zga : Z( ;- T(us,ps) - ng trace(ID ST (2.12)
Jj=1 Jj=1

Similarly, we propose the following Robin-type condition for the dual-permeability system in the
porous media: for a given constant dp > 0, define the Robin-type function gp on I" as

1
9p = 2¢p = dpup -np. (2.13)
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In the following Lemma, we present the equivalence of the original interface conditions (2.7])-

[23) and the above Robin-type conditions (ZI1)-(ZI3).
LEMMA 2.1. The interface coupling conditions (2.7)-(2Z9) is equivalent to the three Robin-type

conditions (ZI1)-(Z13) if and only if gs, gs,-, and gp satisfy the following three compatibility
conditions on the interface I':

gp = gs + (0s +dp)us - ng, (2.14)
gs =gp + (0s +dp)up -np, (2.15)

gS,T = (Sgsﬂ.. = § (— L\/EUD . Tj). (216)
= = trace(]])

Proof. Adding the compatibility conditions (Z.I14)-(2.I5) together, the first original interface
condition (27) can be demonstrated directly. Substituting the third compatibility condition (216

into ([212)), we have

d—1 d—1

vavd vavd
—_—— up "7, = — (T'-T(US,ps)-HS)—i us - Tj.
trace(]]) ; ! ; ! trace([]) le !

Hence the original interface condition (Z9) has been proved. By combining [ZI8) with (23], it
follows that

1
gs = ?PD —dpup -np + (s + dp)up - np. (2.17)

Substituting (ZI7) into the Robin-type condition ([2I1]), and utilizing the equation (Z), the second
original interface coupling condition (28] can be directly obtained. So we drive the original interface
coupling conditions ([2.7)-([29) by the Robin-type conditions (ZII)-(2I3]) and the compatibility
conditions (ZI4)-(2I6) on the interface I'. Similarly, we can also demonstrate the Robin-type

conditions (2I1)-@2I3) by Z1)-(Z9) and ZI4)-(2I6]), which means the equivalence of two types

of interface conditions under the compatibility conditions (2I4)-(ZTI4).
Conversely, Suppose that (2.7)- ([29]) and ([2T1))- 2I3) are equivalent, we can verify the necessary

compatibility conditions (ZI4)-(ZI0) for gs,gs- and gp. Actually, combining (Z3)) with (ZI2]),
we can immediately arrive at the third compatibility condition (ZI6). By substituting (23 into

(ZII) and then applying (7)) and (ZI3]), we can deduce:

1
gs = ;@D +dsup -np

1
= ;@D —dpup np +dpup -np + dgup - np

=gp + (0s +d0p)up - np,
which means that the second compatibility condition ([2I5]) holds. Condition (ZI4]) can be verified
by very similar argument. O

3. The Modified Weak Formulation and its Equivalence . Firstly, we introduce some
Sobolev spaces and norms. For the fluid domain g and the porous media domain 2p, we denote
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the inner products by (-,-)s and (-, -)p respectively, and the corresponding L?-norms by || - ||s and
|| -||p. Meanwhile, {-,-) is defined as the L? inner product on the interface I', and the L?(I")-norm
is denoted by || - ||r. By setting the space

Hyiy = H(div;Qp) == {vp € L*(2p)? : V-vp € L*(Qp)},

the Sobolev spaces for the Stokes-dual-permeability model are defined as follows:

X% = {VS S Hl(Qs)d :vg =0on 1—‘5}, OS = LQ(Qs),
b :={vp € H(div; 2p) : vp -np =0 on I'p}, Qp = L*(Qp),
Xg/_[ ={vy € H(div;Qp) : vay -np =0 on 9Qp 1}, (])\4 = L*(Qp).

Then we can construct two product spaces as
X0 .= {v = (vs,vp,var) € X% x X% x X%/[},

Q"= {a=(as, v, va) € Q5 x Qb x Q%+ | as+ | wp=0}.
Qs Qb
Based on space settings and the Robin-type boundary conditions defined above, we firstly introduce
the classical weak formulation for the coupled model in the the global domain €2, as follows.
Original weak formulation. The weak formulation for the coupled Stokes-dual-permeability
problem with the Robin-type boundary conditions (ZI1)-(ZI3) is formulated as follows: for given
gs, 9s.r gp € L*(I'), find u° := (ul,u?,uf,) € X" and p® := (p%, ©%, ¥Y,) € Q°, such that

™~

(v) Vv :=(vs,vp,vu) € X%, (3.1)
(fp.¥p)p ¥ q:=(as.¥p.¥u) € Q°, (3.2)

a(u®,v) = b(v,p%) + bpar(v,p°) + er(u®,v) =

b(u07 q) + aDM(p ,q )

bl}—‘

with the compatibility conditions (2I4)-(ZI0) on I'. Here, the following bilinear forms are used:

a(u, V) = as(us, Vs) —+ aD(uD, VD) + CLM(IIM, V]\/[)7
b(v,p) :==bs(vs,ps) +bp(vp,¢p) + bar(Var, oar),
ok o
bpar(V,p) == —(op — oar, V- VD) p + —(¢ar — 90, V - Var) b,
pkp p
cr(u,v) ;= ds{us -ns,vs -ng) +dp(up -np,vp -np),
d—1 .
L(v) == —(gs,Vs -ng) = Y (gs.r,,VD - 73) + (f5,Vs)s — (gp,Vp -np) + pk—D(fD’ V-vp)p
j=1
ok ok
apr(p,q) = =2 (pp — oar, ¥D) D + —=(oar — o0, Yar) D
Pl P
with
d—1
VO[\/—
as(ug,vg) := 2v(D(ug), D(v —|— (ug - 15,vs - 75), bs(vs, = ,V-vg)s,

1
ap(Up,vp) = ——(up,vp)p + ——(V-up,V-vp)p, bo(vp,ep) = =(pn, V- vD)D
pkp pkp p
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1
ay(un,var) == o (upr,var)p + o (V-un,V-va)p, bu(va,om) = —(om, V- va)p.
pkar pkar p

In order to decouple the original Stokes-dual-permeability problem into the independent Stokes
subproblem and dual-permeability subproblems, a modified meaningful weak formulation will be
constructed. Moreover, the convergence analysis of our algorithm in the following sections is based
on this modified weak formulation, which is inspired by Galvis et al. @] and Sun et al. ﬂﬂ] We
define some modified Sobolev spaces as follows,

Xg = {VSEXOSI/VS'HS:OOH F}, Qs = Lg(QS)’
r

Xp = {VDEX%I/VD'HDZOOH F}, Qp = L(Q)(QD)’
r

X o= XY, Qwm = Lj(2p),

with the following norms,

Ivsll = 4/llvsl2 + [V Vsl v vs € Xs,
Ivollaie = /Ivoll3 + 1V - voll Vvp € Xp.
varllaie = /1varli3 + 1V - vall Y var € Xar.

Furthermore, we can define the product spaces X := Xg x Xp x Xy and @ := Qg X Qp X Qs in
the global domain €.

Modified weak formulation. The modified meaningful weak formulation for the coupled
Stokes-dual-permeability system on the modified Sobolev spaces with the Robin-type boundary
conditions (ZII)-(ZI3) is introduced as: for given gs, gs-, gp € L*(T), find u:= (ug,up,un) €
X and p := (ps, b, ¢m) € Q, such that

a(u,v) = b(v,p) + bpm(v,p) + cr(u,v) = L(v) Vv:=(vs,vp,vm) € X, (3.3)

b(u,q) +apm(p,q) = %(waD)D Vq:=(gs,%p,m) €Q,  (3.4)

with the compatibility conditions (2I4)-(ZI6) on the interface T'.
THEOREM 3.1. The original weak formulation [31)-(323) is equivalent to the modified weak
formulation (3.3)-(54) in the following sense:

1. Two weak formulations have the same velocity solutions.
2. If we get pressure solutions of one weak formulation, the solution of another weak formu-
lation can be transformed with the mean value of pressure in the global domain €.
Proof. (=) Suppose that the solutions of the original weak formulation [BI)-(B2) are u® =
(u2,u}),uf,) € X9 and p° = (p%, ©%, ¥%,) € Q. By the compatibility conditions ZId)-ZI5), we
can yield u} - ng +u% -np =0 on T, so that

/ug~n5+/u%-npz().
r r
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Introducing the regional average operator p¢ = (Iﬂ—ls\’ —ﬁ, —ﬁ) € Q°, where [Qg(p)| = fQS(D) 1,

we can get apys(p®, p¢) = 0. Then applying the solvability condition fQD fp =0, we can have

_ 1
1] Jas

1 0 1 0
IO A R IO Y S

We can directly obtain [u$ -ng = [Lu} -np = 0, which means u® € X. For the pressure, we
construct the solution p € Q by removing the mean value of p° as follows,

0 =b(u, p° V-oud — — V-u) — — V- ul
) Tl Jo, 0T W0l o,

P
2ol Ja,

p

1
pi= (p%—— %, o) — 0D, P — o so%)EQ-
1] Jas 1| Ja,

So it is clearly to arrive at b(v,p) = b(v,p°) for all v € X. We also can get

ok 1 1
bDMV’p:—(O_— e T e O,V~VD)
v.2) php \7P ] Ja, vh M Qo] Ja, ¥m D
o 1
+_(‘PO - Yo — D+ 5 wO,V-vM)
p\"M Q) Qn M Dap| p D D
UkM o

Moreover, for all ¢ € @), we can yield

ok ok
apm(p,q) = ——(op — P, ¥0)p + —— (¢ — ¢y ¥m)p = apm (p°, q).
Pl P
Hence, we can summarize that (u, p) is the solution of the modified weak formulation B.3)-(34).
(<) Let u = (ug,up,upy) € X and p = (ps, pp, om) € Q be the solutions of the original weak
formulation BI)-B2). Set w = (ws,wp, wyr) € X° such that

Q Q
W5~n5—% Ollrl7 WD~I‘1D——% onF, WM~IID:0 on I'.
Recalling that the regional average operator p¢ = (\Q_lsl’ _\Q—pol’ —@) € Q" we get
. 1

=— | Vowsg—— [ Vewp——
Qs Jas 20| Ja, 2| Ja,

1 1
= ‘ng — —— .np = 1.
|Qs|/pWS n |QD|/FWD no

Then we can define p° = (p + Bp°) € Q, where
B = a(uv W) - b(W,p) + bDM(Wup) + CF(u7 W) - L(W)

From now on, we need to demonstrate that u = (ug,up,un) and p° = (p%, %, Y,) are the
solutions of the original weak formulation B)-@2). For any (v°,¢°) € (X°,Q"), there exists a
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constant x such that v := (v? + yw) € X. Setting ¢ = (¢s,¢p, V) = (qg — @ fQS q%, v —

0,0 0 :
ﬁ fQD Y, Y, — @ fQD z/JM) € @, we can arrive at

a(u,v®) — b(v°, p°) + bpar(v?, p°) + cr(u, v¥)
= {a(u, v) = b(v,p) + bpam(v,p) + cr(u, v)} — Bb(v,p°) — Bopun (v, p°)

—X{a(u,w) — b(w,p) + bpar(w,p) + cr(u, w) — Bb(w, p¢) — ﬂbDM(W,pc)}
— L(v) - xL(w) = L(v"),
b(u,¢°) + apm (p°,4°) = b(u,q) + apr(p. q) + Bapn (p°,4°)

=b(u,q) + apm(p,q) = =(fp,¥n)p = =(fD,¥D)D-

1 1
P p
Overall, we have proved the equivalence of two weak formulations. O

Decoupled modified weak formulation. The weak formulation of the decoupled Stokes and
dual-permeability model with Robin-type boundary conditions (ZI1])-(ZI3) is given as follows: for
two given functions gs, gp € L*(T), find (us,ps;up, ¥p;um, om) € (Xs,Qs; Xp, Qp; X, Qumr),
such that, for any (vs,qs;vp,¥p;vm,¥m) € (Xs,Qs; Xp, Qp; X, Qur), we have

as(ug,vs) —bs(vs,ps) + ds(us - ng,vs-ng)

d—1
= (fs,vs)s — (95,Vs -ns) = ¥ (gs.r;,Vs-T;), (3.5)
=1
bs(ug,qs) =0, (3.6)
ok
ap(up,vp) —bp(vp,¥p) + pk—]g(‘PD —¢m,V-Vp)p+dp{up -np,vp-np)
= 2 (fp.divvp)p — (90, vD -1p), (3.7)
pkp
ok 1
bp(up,¥p) + p—/j/[(‘ﬁD — oM, YD)D = ;(fDﬂ/JD)D, (3.8)
g
ay(unr, var) — bar(Var, onr) + ;(%’M —¢p,V-vy)p =0, (3.9)
ok
bar(ung, Yar) + p—li/[(@M —¢p,Ym)p = 0. (3.10)

with the compatibility conditions (ZI4)-(216]) on the interface I'. It is worth to mention that the
well-posedness for the above weak formulation of the Stokes-dual-permeability decoupled model can
be certified clearly.

4. Parallel Robin-type Domain Decomposition Method. Now, we propose the following
parallel Robin-type DDM for solving the fully-mixed coupled Stokes-dual-permeability problem with
the BJ interface conditions.

Parallel DDM Algorithm (PDDM)

1. Initial values of g§, gg, and g}, are guessed, and their values could be taken zero. We
also need to assume the initial values of ¢}, and ¢}, ( to completely decouple the fully mixed
dual-permeability system).



2. Forn = 1,2,---, solve the Stokes, mixed microfracture flow and mixed matrix flow equa-
tions with Robin-type boundary conditions independently, such that for any (vs,qs) € (Xs,Qs),

(vp,¥p) € (Xp,Qp) and (var, ) € (Xar, @), the solutions (uf,ps) € (Xs,Qs), (up, ) €
(Xp,Qp) and (uh;, ¥h;) € (Xar, Q) can be computed separately from

as(ug,vs) — bs(vs,ps) + ds(ug - ng,vsng)

d—1
= (fs,vs)s — (95", vs -ms) = > (g5, vs - 75), (41)
Jj=1
bs(ug, qs) =0, (4.2)
n n UkM n n—1 n
ap(up,vp) —bp(vp,¥p) + pk—D(SﬁD — ¢ sV -vp)p +dp{up -np,vp-np)
= pkLD(fD7diVVD)D - <Qg_17VD : l'lD>, (43)
ok - 1
bp(up,¥p) + p—;w(@% — o L ¥p)p = ;(fDWD)D, (4.4)
o _
an (W, vir) — bar(Var, 9hr) + ;(@?4 — @5 Veva)p =0, (4.5)
n UkM n n—1
ba(ufy, ¥ur) + W(SDM —¢p ¥m)p =0. (4.6)

3. g5, g5, and gp are updated by the following manner:

9b =95 " + (05 + 6p)ul - ng, (4.7)
958 =g '+ (0s + dp)uj - np, (4.8)
VO(\/E

711” . 7'<
trace(]]) b

987, =— 1<j<d-1. (4.9)

To our best knowledge, this PDDM algorithm is the first completely decoupled scheme for
solving the steady-state Stokes-dual-permeability system, which is mainly achieved by the marked
terms in (A3)-@4). It is clearly to see that the existence and uniqueness of above decoupled
system solutions (u%,p%), (u,¢}) and (ujy;, %) in each iteration follow immediately, because
the solutions in this algorithm satisfy the Stokes equation and the mixed Darcy-like equation,
respectively. We present the convergence theorem below for this iterative method and demonstrate
the convergence of PDDM by applying the elegant energy method.

We first introduce a general convergence lemma for steady-state problems, which is very im-
portant for the later convergence analysis of the completely decoupled system.

LEMMA 4.1. Suppose ai,as,b1,bs,c1,co are positive constants with as < a1, by < by,co < 7.
And A™, B™, C™ (n=1,2,---) are three different iterative sequence norms, if ay A" +b1 B"+c¢1C™ <
g A" 4 by B 4 coC™ L we can get

n n n a2 b2 €2 n-l 0 0 0
@A™+ 0B + 0" <max {222 2V (0,40 4 5,80 + 2C0).

a17b1761
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that 22 is the largest one in {ﬂ, Z—Q, 0—2}
1 ai 1’ C1

Using iterative techniques, we can get

a1 A" +b1B" + c1C" < %(alA"_l + ban_l + Clcn_l) + (bz — %lh)Bn_l + (Cg — %01>C"_1.
1 1 1

Since % is the largest one, we have Z—f > Z—f and “—f > c—f which can induce by — Z—fbl < 0 and
Co — Z—fcl < 0. Then we can obtain

a1l A" +b:B" +c1C" < a2 (alA"_l + ban_l + ch"_l) < a2 (CLQA"_2 + ban_2 + Cgcn_Q)
aiq a1

ag 2 n—2 n—2 n—2
(—) (alA + b B +cC ) <.
ay

IN

< (“2)" (424 4 b, B0 + €50
_(a1) (az + 0257 +c2 ),
which proves this lemma. 0

REMARK 4.2. This lemma is much general but novel, and such lemma or its variants with
more different iterative sequence norms (which could be further proved by mathematical induction)
can be applied to other steady-state problems. For example, the similar lemma is developed for
the ensemble DDM algorithm of the random Stokes-Darcy model [@] Such lemma plays a similar
role with the Gronwall lemma, which is usually used for the unsteady explicit-implicit decoupled
algorithm, but fails for the steady-state system.

THEOREM 4.3. Assume that the solution of each iteration {f-1))-(4.0) in the PDDM algorithm
is (W%, pd;ul, ©hiuly, ¢y). Let (us,ps;up, ¢p;unm, gu) denotes the solution of the weak for-
mulation (32)-ZI0). If 65 < 6p and g¥, 9%, 9h satisfy the updated compatibility conditions
Z7)-(Z-9), then (0%, pé;ul, oh;uly, @) converges to (us,ps;up, ©p;Unr, ©ar)-

Proof. Define the following notations for the error functions:

e¢ =ug — uy, e, =up —up, el =uy —uyy,
n 7 n n n n
g =PSs —DPgs, Ep = ¥D — ¥p, EM = PM — Pprs
n o __ n n o n n o __ n
Ns = 9s — 3s; NS,z = 98,75 = 9,y p = 9D — 9p-

Then for any (vs,qs;vp,¥p;var, ¥m) € (Xs, Qs; Xp, Qp; X, Qar), we can obtain the following

error equations by subtracting (ZJ)-(@6) from (335)-(B3):

as(es,vs) —bs(vs,es5) +ds(es-ns,vs -ng)

d—1
=—(ng !, vs mg) — Z@?g;jla"s “Ti)s (4.10)

Jj=1
bs(es,qs) =0, (4.11)

T n UkM n n—1 n
ap(ep,vp) —bp(vp,eh) + e (ep —¢€x »V-Vvp)p +dplep -np,vp -np)
= —(np ', vp -mp), (4.12)
ok _

bD(e%,¢D)+p—;\4(a’,§—a’]}41,¢D)D =0, (4.13)

11



o .
a‘M(erl\L/[aVM) - bM(VMvsrl\L/[) + ;(571\7’/[ —€p lvv : VM)D = 07 (414)

ok _
/f (e — % ) p = 0. (4.15)

bM(e%al/}M) +

Along the interface I', the error functions 17, n¢ and 77§7Tj can be updated as follows

np =g "+ (0s + 6p)es - ng, (4.16)

n§=np '+ (0s+dp)eh - np, (4.17)

ngT,:—Lﬂeflg-q 1<j<d-1. (4.18)
Y trace(]])

Equation (18] can lead to

[l 1[F = 1[5~ [} +2(3s + 0p)(n5 ™", €% - ns) + (0s + 0p)*[lel - ns||f. (4.19)
Choosing (vg,qs) = (€%,e%) in (@I0)-(@II) and adding the resulting equations together with
[#I8), we can get

as(eg, e5) + dslled - ns|[f = —(ns™" e§ ns) + ——=) (e -7, €L 7). (4.20)

Combining (£I19) and {20), it yields that

lInplI7 = |lns~ "} — 2(3s + dp)as(es, e%) + (65 — %)lle5 - ns||f
1

d—
van/d "
55+5D Z Tj,eS'Tj>
1

Vtrace([]) 5=

= |57 — 4v(ds + 6p)[[D(ed)[5 + (0h — 03)||e% - ns|[2

vav/d dzl
\/trace

Similarly, we can obtain the following equation directly from (IT]).

5S+5D _eD Tj,eg'«'Tj>. (421)

17817 = |l |2 + 2(8s + dp){(ny ' el - np) + (35 + 6p)?|lels - np[f. (4.22)

For the error equations (LI2)-[@I3), we can choose the test function as (vp,v¥p) = (e}h,e}).
Moreover, in order to get a proper analysis, we also need to add the error equations ([@I4)-(@I5)
with the test function (v, ¥ar) = (€%,,€%,). Then we have

Uk n— n O'k n nf n
ap(ehre) + T (e — 4 V- e+ T2 (e — <3 bl +3plleh - nol}
g n— T Uk n n— n n— s
+an(€fy,ef) + (R — b V- eln)n + — (e — b Leh)p = — (el - np). (4.23)
Combining (22) and [@23)), we can obtain
O’kM

1517 = llny "1} — 2(8s + dp)ap (e}, ep) — 2(ds + dp)——(ch — i, V- ep)p

12
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—2(0s +0p)——(c} — €47 ) + (65 — 6p)lle}, - np|[F

—2(6s + Op)an (€, €y) — 2(3s +6p) > 5 (et —eb LV -einp

O'kM

—2(6s + 6p) ” (e —ext et (4.24)

Since the convergence analysis for cases g = dp and dg < dp are different, we will treat them

separately.
Case 1: §s = 0p = 4. In this case, we can simplify the equations ([{2I]) and [@24)) to arrive

at
bl = 1112 — s D)2 - 45% §<<e§ — el ) el 7). (1.25)
e
31 = Il — 46a(e, ob) — 4672 (e — i,V - eh)p — 4672 e — <3 b
—4dap (e, ely) — 467 (EM—ED Lv.-el)p —45Uf—MM( =g et D, (4.26)

Adding equations ([A.25])- (26 together, then summing over n from n =1 to N, we can get

N
IS 1B+ 1InD 1R = [n3112 + b [F - 452[2V||D ed)|[5 + ap(ep,ep) + an(ely, ely)

n=1
d—1
Va\/_ "
§—ep ') Tje5 )
\/trace J:I

M

ok ok 1 n
(b — e WV eh)p + —(eh — <l eb)p
pkp
o ok 1
+p(5M—5D Lv. eM)D+p—;w(5§\‘4—5’5 175M)D] (4.27)

Recalling some trace inequalities @], there exist constants Cy,, C{,, C{., which only depend on the
domain Q2p or (g, such that for any vp € Xp or vg € Xg,

1 1
< Cullvslly, vsllc < ChllvslIgllvs]f. (4.28)

Vol < Cullvollaiv, [lvs]]

H™3(T) H3(T)
Thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, trace inequality (£28]), Poincaré inequality, Korn’s inequal-

ity, and Young’s inequality, there exist positive constants Cy, Cs, such that

d—1

Va\/_

[20IID(eR)I1% + ap(eh, ) + an(elr, ehr) + Z
V/trace(] ]

n
=1

3

N
1% 1%
>3 2D + = llenllh, + i —llewll,

n=1

d—1 d—1
VO&\/_ VO&\/_ n
iraeelTT) - Znes 7% - %Zne T3l 3oy 1€8 Tl g |



WE

w
>3 |CuleBl + —lleb g + i llefilli

1

3
Il

d—1 g1
Ct/r I/ad 2 Cly
ZCltrace Z||e TJ||H*§(F) 2Z||e5 T]||H2(Fj|
3 o K Crv C2va’d
> C ni|2 n 2. n o 1 _ Gyvata " 2.:|
B nz_:l{ wlieslli + e llebllan + Zpllefillan — 5= leSI = 5o cerry lebllaw
d—1
(Ch)vad )2vad )
20 trace(]] JZ lled - 7l H™3 (T
N N 5 d—
Civ 2 2ua 2d 9 L ) (C1)? ,
- Dllaiv + —— lld — S .(4.29
=5 ; 81+ (o ~ 3o tmce (] )g el + oy 3 el — g Iy (429)

Applying the equality condition (a —b,a) = 1 (||a|[* —|[b||* +||a — b]|*), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
and Young’s inequality, we obtain

(eh —€p - ,V-el)p

N
Uk n n n n n n n— Tn
. [(ED_EM17 BIp+ (e —ep e )D+_( —eh L V-eb)p+ — a

P = kp ks
N
O'kM _
=S > [||sD||D—|| U+ lleh — a1 + 1kl B — 11 1B + ek — <5713
U a 7
Z (b =RV eb)p + (e <V e
ok N
M M — —
> m[nsﬁn%wﬁn%—<||s%||%+||a%4||D |+ Q—Z[IE%—EMII%HIE’&—E% i3]
O'kM _ (o2 _
ZH —s;zwbnv-e’z,nD—;Zne%—e}s1||D||v~eaz||D
n=1
ok ok o
M M —
> TR +11eld — Uebll + 1Sl B)] + T S [lle — e 1% + ek — <5713
2pp pH =
UkM _ a,ukM ok
ZH &b — il - Zn %n%—ﬂZHEM—ED i3 -
=1
ok Juk o al
M M
> G 1B + 111D — (bl + 1kl 1B)] - 55" ZH bl = 5 O Nl (4.30)
=1

To this end, substituting [@29) and ([@30) into [@2T), we have the desired estimate as follows

0 < [lng lIE + [lnp IIE
d—1

j=1

250’]€M Ct/r 2

< [ImglIf + [lmpllF + (leDlD + lehlID) +

H*% ™)
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N
v(Cy 2ukp — oukyy C2va’d 9 w2 —o)
—45 5 | =2 - [l e .
§:[ e8I + (F5 0 ~ 50 tmea)) 1B oo + ey el

The intrinsic permeability kp and kj; in microfractures and matrix are generally selected as a value

less than or equal to 1 and normally kp > kjs. Following M], we also assume the parameter « is

2 2
smaller, so that Q”kgl;%“k”’ — 2C?§rl;(zc(dn) > (0 and 2 — o > 0. For any positive integer N, we can

finally get

153 [yt + (hp—gphy OBy, e W 0) s
— eslit 2pk?, 2C trace(J[) /" PNV T 9pky, MY

d—1

250’]€M O/r 2
(leDlD + lehelID) + =5 ZII Msl1% 4
=1

< 11113 + I + by

Therefore, by the convergence theorem, €%, e} and e, tend to be zero in H(Qg)?, H(div;Qp)
and H(div;p) respectively.

The convergence of series ||e%||g will be proved next. By utilizing the similar result as 21], for
given e% € Qg, there exists v§ € XgNH} (5)% and a positive constant C;, such that the following
results can be obtained,

V.vg=¢g inQg, Vsl < Crlleslls-

Since v§ € (H(Qs)?), it is clearly to see v§ = 0 on the boundary dQs. Besides this, we can check
easily that vg € Xg and vg -ng =0, vg - 7; = 0 on the interface I'. Through the above premise,
an inequality can be received as follows,

bs(vs,e5) = lle5ls = 1/Crlvillallesl]s-

Let the test function vg = v% in the error equation (£I0). Since v§-ng =0 and vi-7; =0 on
the interface I', the following equation can be inferred,

as(eg, vg) —bs(vs,e5) = 0.
Finally, thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, there exists a positive constant C'5 such that

bS(Vssv Eg) - aS(egv VES)

lleslls < Cr =
[Iv&lh V&1l

S Cgl/||eg||1. (431)

This implies the convergence of ||e%||s, which means % tends to be zero in L3(Qs).
For the convergence of series ||e%||p and ||e},||p, we prove the convergence of ||e% — ;! ||p
and |eh, — ED 1||D firstly. Due to e}, — e, * € L3(Qp) and &, — ' € L&(2p), we choose

Yp =eh — et in @IF) and Y = e, — ey in (@IH) to get:

O’ICM _ 1

Wll b —eir b= —bplep,eh —ehy ') < ;Ileplldwllsp—aMlllD,
O’ICM _ 1

Wll e b = —bulelp el —ep ) < ;IIeMlldlvllfM —¢p llp.
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Then, we have

-1 H

lep —ehr b < . |leD]ldiv, (4.32)
n n— H n
llevr —€p 1||D < i e[ aiv- (4.33)
ok

Hence, we have obtained the convergence of ||e%, — 7, !||p and |[eh, — %[ p.
For €% € Qp and €%, € Qu, there exists v, € Xp N H}(Qp)d, v, € Xy N HY(2p)? and
positive constants Cyy, Crry satisfying

V-vh =€} inQp, vp =0 on 0Qp, [Ivpll1 < Crrlleplp,

V.-v5, =¢% inQp, vy =0 on 0Qp, [[Vaslls < Crrrllehslp-

Furthermore, we can directly get

1 1 1
bo(vh.<p) = 2 lIeblb 2 = I¥blllsplip 2 —=—|vbllaelieh o

1 1
b € ny _ Z|len |2 > £ n > € X n .
wVin,<8) = IRl > e A bl ISl o >~ sl Il 1o

By selecting the test functions vp = v, and vas = v5, for the error equations (@I2) and [@I4)
respectively, and using the property of the test functions to be 0 on the boundary 0Q2p, we can get
the following equations:

O'kM
pkp

(b —ehr WV -vDp)p =0,

ap(ep,vp) —bp(vp,ep) +
an (€, viy) = bar(Vig, ehr) + %(55\% —ep Vv =0.

The convergence of series ||e’y||p and ||e%,||p can be derived by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
which is shown as follows:

. bp(vey.ep)  pCrrap(el, ¥5) + Pl (e — 4 V- ve)p
llebllp < pCrr—— = -
[V laiv v laiv
Crr ok Crr _ 2uCrr
< Ftllebllan + = leb = <3l < F e lan, (4.34)

" b (vigeh)  pCrrran(ehy, viy) +0Crr(eh, — €5 'V - vi)p
llehsllp < pCrrr =
Varlldiv Varlldiv
M vl vl

2uCrrr

< o CuurlleRyllai +oCrurllels — b llp < F T llefllaw (4:35)
M

Therefore, €7, and €7, tend to be zero in L3(Qp).
Next, we will prove that g, ( j € [1,d —1] ) tends to be zero in H~3(T"). Utilizing the
equation ([@I8)) and trace inequality ([@28]) with a positive constant Cy, we can yield

72 | < YV en o) < Cwavd o
Bl 20 = JiraceqD 2 R0 S Jrrace([ P
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So |ng. 7_]||H,§ o is convergent.
In order to demonstrate the convergence of 1%, and ng, we can basically refer to the analysis

of [2 _ ] (Page 9). A similar auxiliary function A\ = de -np + 75! on T’ can be constructed. After
<dep-np+np H,wp-np>

the same treatment in [21], we can get the following inequality Brl|Allor < TwilTm
where Or < 1 is a positive constant, wp is a test function for equation [@I2]), and the detail of wp
can be found in ] With above results, we can further obtain

)

< 6e%-np+ng71,wD-nD >

Brl|Allo,r <
|Wb|laiv
}GD(G%,WD) — bD(WD,a%) + (;Zl‘; (ED — EM ,V 'WD)D
- Wb |[aiv
M n n UkM —1
< 7 . - _
< A ol + LleBlo + 22|~ I,

Combining with the triangle inequality and trace inequality, it follows that

|np 1||1Lr%(F <IAlly-3 ) +0lleb - npll, -y g
< Cal[M[e +dlle -npll ;-4 4,
CsCp + Cgpd Cs Csokps
< ﬁ”eD”div + 7|I6§5|ID + pkiDlls% — v o,

with some positive constants C5, Cs. Due to 7% = ;" + 25e?, - np, we finally have

1981 oy < 100573y + 201165 mpl

IN

1
lInp~ ||H*%(F +20[lep - nDHH’? (99p)

C5CD + 3Cspd Cs Csokny 1
< —————|leB|laiv + —||e} —||ep — €} .
< 5 lleBlaiv + —=llebllp + == IeD I
Therefore, the convergence of 7, and n¢ in H -1 2(T) is guaranteed.
Case 2: g < 0p. In this case, we need to recall the equations (£2I)) and (£24)) for further
analysis. Using equation (24) to replace the term |[n5 '||2 in equation EZI]), we can have

B IIE = Il 1IE + (63 — 63)lle - nsl[f + (05 — 6%)lle}y - npl|}
n—1 _n—1

—2(65+5D>[2u||ﬂm<ez>||%+aD< el ) +an(elrt e

d—1

vavd "
& — el ST, €% T
p MR R
okn  pq -2 n—1 okn  pq n—2 _n—1
kD (ep —¢ew »V-ep )p+ ol (ep  —¢em €p D
g ok

F e Vel p o T e e o

pH
= [lnp 27 + (65 = 6p)llel, ' - npl[
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~2(ds + 0p) | 20/ID(eR)I[E +ap (e e ) + ans(efi el )

d—1
von/d " 0p — 05, n 9
\/traTZ eD "Tj>€s TJ> 2 ||eS nS”F
ok 1 -2 n—1 oknm  na n—1
(e —ey 5, Ve )p+ (e =€ el )b
okp P M D o oD M D
o ok

e —ep h Vel p + 2R — e e o).

By utilizing Korn’s inequality, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality and trace inequality,
the following derivation process is carried out,

d—1
nel m— va/d " 0p —0s, n
20| [D(ed)lfs +ap(el el ) + WZ §-ep ) mel ) - o llek sl
=1
n Hn—1y)2 Civ C3va*d 1 C7(0p — Js) 2
>C 24 . ( e k. . ) _ 790 Z 9s)
> Cuvlldll + -l — (SNeBIf + 5ot sl = 05) o
S Civ—C7(dp —55)”8"”2 ( B C3va’d )||e ,1||2'
- 2 ST\ pkp  2C trace(J])/ P Y

with a positive constant C7, and other constants have been defined before. Then similar to the
derivation of inequality E30), we can apply (a — b,a) = 3(|[a|[* = ||b||* + ||a — b]|?), and thanks to
the inequality conditions ([34))-(35]), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Young’s inequality, we can
continue to get

k
ZU (et —ehrtel M + (5 = it el o)
pi
k
TN (et =2 e+ L — Y e
PRD P
O’ICM _ _
> S e 1B — Rl + 1l = <5 21B + ek b — e 2I1h + i — <5711
oka ) n1 —o2 _ Hoky 1 okp noa —2)2 Ho 1
_HHE% —en D — 2pk123||ep ||div_m||€7]\ld —€r ||D_2pkM||eM iy
ok, o oka | o pokar 1 K 1
> 2pul| I~ 2pul| I~ 302 lep ||div_2pkM Il
D
“UkMH 112 _Mne 22— 7 jjen 2, _Mnen 212,
= €p div pk% D div 2pkM M div pkM M div*

In summary, we can yield

n n— n— Civ—Cr(0p — ¢
BlI2 < I + (63 — 83y - mplf2 — 200 + ) [ CX =02 = 0)

e
. e

(2,UkD_,UUkM _ 0221/04261 )”en 1|| ) _2'uUkMCII|| 2||
2pk?, 2C trace(J]) /' P v pk?, div
2 =0) 12 2,“0'0111 n—2 }
+=——"|le v — v 4.37
e B — 2oL e (4.37)
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By adapting the same technique utilized in ﬂﬂ, @], we can obtain a test function vp € Xp, which
satisfies V- np|pr = 0} 2 and ||[¥p|lav < |0} 2|lr. Substituting Vp into @IZ), and using the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality and ([£34]), we have

O'kM
pkp

In2[1% = —ap(e}y . ¥p) +bp(¥p, ey ') + (e ' —eh 2V -¥p)p +oplel - np,np?)

- _ 2uC _ _ _ -
< il ol e + ==l a2l + e vl e

+éplles " - np|lrlnplIr

IUJ((SS + 6D) n— n— =
< Tllep Hlaw + (8 = 03)llels " np|[f +8(ds, p)|Inp 2 I[7 (4.38)
where
4(Cr1 +1)2(0p — bs) — pkpdp
0(6s,0p) := 4.39
Combining (£37) and ([3])), we obtain
n n— Civ —C7(6p — 0s),, »
InBIIE < 0(3s.6p)| 0% 2II%—2(5s+5D)[ 5 llesl13
y(tho_toku __Coverd ) s BORCR
2pk?3, 2C, trace([])/" P M4V pk?, D lldiv
WM2=0) 1 12 _ 2u0CH 1 a2 }
+72P’£M e Iaiv ok e~ Maiv |-
Then suppose the parameter « is small enough and
uCl 2
0p — s < —, 0(6s,0p) < 1, k ks, < —. 4.40
p—0s < (ds,9p) p > kn o 0251 (4.40)

Refer to ] (Remark 3.4), we can choose the appropriate parameters ds and dp to get the condition
0(ds,0p) < 1. Then, we can have

Cly—C7(6D—55) /L(2—0’) > 2/14001211

0 0
2 > kaM pkM =%
wkp — pokys C3va’d - 2ucky C% 50
2pk?, 2C trace(]]) pk? ’
so that
wkp — pokyy C3va?d _112 W2 —=0) noti2 9
28 + 00) - )l Wi+ 5l ] +
( s+ D) QPk% 201trace(n) ||eD ||d1v+ 2pkM ||eM ||d1v +||nD||F

200knClr | no2y2 200CT 1 n2)p2
el Pl + S el

After a small technical transformation, adding the term \/60(ds,dp)||n} '||2 to the left and right
of the above inequality, it can be obtained

< 0(3s, 00)| s %[} + 2005 + 0p) |

pkp — pokay C3va’d 12 B2 —0) ) 12
2005 + o) ( - )l " il
(S+ D) 2Pk2D 2Cltrace(H) ||eD ||d1v+ 2pk5M ||eM ||d1v
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+ (1Bl + v/80s,6) 517

200knClr | no2p2 200CT 1| n2)p2
——|le w T ——|le ; }
pk% || D ||d1v pkM || M ||d1v

+V/00s.00) (1In "1} + V8Os, 3o)l s 1)

By utilizing Lemma (1] we get

<2(0s + 5D)[

kp — pok C3va’d _ 2—o0 _
2(ps +0p)[(RD_BTRAL _COVOL Y x4 M2 en s, ]

2pk?,  2C;trace(T]) 2pknr
+(InBI2 + Vo5, o)}~ I12)
4okyC? 40C? N=2
B
kp —okn — pCrtrace(]])
2ucky C? 2ucC?
2055 + 80) 2001100 3 1 255 +55) 20CI1L 1o 13,
PED PRM

+/00s,90) (bl + V8Gs. 00) 1) |

which means ||le} |3, [l€%]]3;, and ||n||2 are geometric convergence.

Note that we add the error equations (@ I4))- [@I5) with the test function (vas, ¥ar) = (€l %)
to get the equation ([@.24), in fact, these additional items add up to zero. So we can delete them to
simplify equation ([£24]), which is shown as follows

n n— n n ok n n— n
In5l1E = [lnp ' IIE = 2(3s + dp)an(el, ep) —2(ds + 5D)—pkA; (eh —eir V- eb)p
ok — n n
—2(ds +6p) pff (eh —ehr e + (05 — 6p)llel - npl|f. (4.41)

The equation (£A41)) is further analyzed by utilizing (£35), we can get:

_ ok _
817 < [Inp I — 2(6s + 6p)ap (e}, ep) — 2(ds + 0p) 5 f(a% —ey LV -eb)p
ok _
~2(b5 + 0p) pf (b —ehi el
_ i ok _ nokay
< |y IR +2(6s + 5D){— pk—DHe%Hﬁiv + HHE% —enh + m”e%ﬂfm
O’kM

o eBlIh =i 1B + lleh — 57713

. woknr —2pkp N ok e
< linp 13 + 200 +60) [ (F0 2 el + 5 llhr I3

2pk3, 2pp
e woky —2ukp |, 210C? e
<y M7 +20s + 5D){W||6D||§iv + Q,oTA;HHeM 1||§iv],

pnoka —2ukp ey . ni2 - .
where e < 0 under the conditions (£A40), which means ||n%||7 is geometric convergence.
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By combining the above geometric convergence conclusion and the Korn’s inequality with the
equation ([A20), we obtain

Cuv|lesllt < as(el, e§) + dsllel - ns|ff = —(n5™",

van/d
trace(]])

< llng™irlles]ls + lle " llaivlleslls,

so that

1 von/d
el < n—1 r+ en—l div,
o8l < g e + 5Tl

which implies the geometric convergence of ||e¥||:.
Moreover, combining with the results (@31]), [@34]), [@35) and [@36]), we can summarize the
following geometric convergence result:

lleg 113 + 115115 + llep ™ law + llep |15 + lleqy "Ml + IIEfAV[lII%

HIngIf + 15 [[7 + v/0(3s,6p)llnp 17 +Z IIHSTfIIirE ™)

. 4okyC? 40C? N-2
<C max{ e 5 9(55,613)}
kp — ok — pCrtrace(]])
2ucky C? 2p0C?
2005 + 00) T ey, + 2005 + 60) oL flef 1,
pk?, Pk

005.0) (Inbl2 + v/0(6s, o) InbII2) ] (4.42)

for a given positive constant C*. O

5. Numerical Experiments. In this section, three numerical experiments are presented to
illustrate the accuracy and efficiency of the proposed parallel domain decomposition algorithm for
the fully-mixed Stokes-dual-permeability fluid flow model with BJ interface conditions. As for the
finite element spaces to all experiments, we can choose the well-known MINT (P1b-P1) elements for
the Stokes part and Brezzi-Douglas-Marini (BDM1-P0) elements for both microfracture and matrix
parts. The stopping criterion for the iterative process of PDDM algorithm is usually selected as:

RE..  .— ( ug ), — v I3 luf, , —up 115 iy, = wi,lD )1/2 10-6
stop +— — >
||(ug,h+us,h )20 (I(ap, +ulp, )23 ||(UX4,h+uX4,}1)/2||2D

Here, the subscript i denotes that solutions are derived by finite element methods and REgep is
definded as the relative approximation error of the stopping criterion.

In the first numerical experiment, we test a smooth problem with exact solutions to verify
the convergence and check the feasibility of the PDDM algorithm. We present the flow speed and
streamlines on a horizontal cased-hole completion wellbore with a vertical production wellbore in
the third example, which is more efficiently in petroleum engineering application. Above numerical
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tests are implemented by the open software FreeFEM++ @] In the second test, a coupling
3D shallow water system with a complicated dual-permeability region is simulated to show the
conservation of mass on the interface. Due to the limitation of 3D finite elements in the software
FreeFEM++, another open-source FEniCS Hﬁ] is selected for further implementation.

5.1. Smooth problem with exact solutions. The smooth problem with exact solutions
is adopted from ﬂa] to support the convergence analysis and check the optimal error orders of
the PDDM algorithm. The dual-porosity region Qp = [0.0,1.0] x [0.0,0.75] and the fluid region
g = [0.0,1.0] x [-0.25,0.0] with the interface I' = [0.0,1.0] x {0} are considered. In order to get
the external body force and source term, we should choose the exact solutions as follows:

k .

up = —IDV(,OD, vp = (2 — wsin(rz))(cos(m(1 — y)) — y),
k .

uy = _IMVQPMu e = sin(zy® — y°),

2 T
ug = {:C2y2 + exp(—y), —gxy3 + (2 —7sin(rz))| , ps = (wsin(rz) — 2) cos(2my),

which can be easily verified that the BJ interface conditions are satisfied. For better comparison
with E] and computational convenience, we select the physical parameters v, o, u, p,a as 1.0 and
the intrinsic permeabilities as kp = 1.0, kp; = 0.01.

We solve this smooth problem by the PDDM algorithm on a uniform triangular mesh with
the mesh size h. From the theoretical analysis, we can know that the proposed algorithm is not
parameter free, the convergence is closely dependent on the selection of Robin parameters dg and
0p. So, in Fig. 5.1, we plot the variation trend of REst., with the increase of iteration steps n for
different choices of §s and dp, while h = 6—14. It is clear to observe that REst.p gradually tends to
zero while dg < dp. Moreover, while the intrinsic permeabilities are selected as kp = 1.0, kp; = 0.01,
the proposed algorithm is divergent in the case dg > dp.

—5— 05750,

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
iterative step n

Fi1G. 5.1. The variation trend of the relative approximation error of the stopping criterion REstop while kp =
1.0, kar = 0.01 and h = .

64
To check the feasibility of PDDM, the relative numerical errors of the velocities and pressures
in Stokes, microfracture and matrix are provided in Table B.Il One can see clearly that the PDDM
algorithm has the optimal orders.Especially, the numerical errors of velocities in the microfracture
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and matrix is second-order in L?-norm, which demonstrates that the mixed finite element methods
(PDDM) are superior to classical Galerkin methods ﬂa, @] Moreover, the iteration step n increases
with mesh refinement while g = dp. However, for the case dg < Jdp, the convergence rate of
PDDM is h-independent, which supports the theoretical analysis.

TABLE 5.1
Convergence performance and relative numerical errors by PDDM with different ds and §p.

Mus—us.nllo Tus—usnlli [[Ps=ps.ullo MTub—up.nllo [[ep=¢p.nllo [Tum—urnllo [Tem—em.nllo

Op9s h n mcp, sl [psllo Tl Tzl [oia Lo [aullo
1 1| I 88 0.007027 0.055167 0.912037 0.020925 1.107290  0.006293  9.117670
& 134 0.001810 0.027379 0.259521  0.005339  0.334569  0.001663  2.64510
& 202 0.000457 0.013659 0.074158 0.001346  0.107216  0.000425  0.765935
L 301 0.000114 0.006825 0.023994 0.000337  0.038057  0.000107  0.251942
7= 444 0.000029  0.003412  0.007124  0.000084  0.016521  0.000027  0.075551
1 L7124 0.007009 0.055160 0.207877 0.020929  0.209250  0.006294  1.510130
& 20 0.001805 0.027378 0.039257 0.005340  0.114909  0.001663  0.235920
& 18 0.000455 0.013659 0.008837 0.001346  0.054961  0.000425  0.046765
& 18 0.000114 0.006825 0.002375 0.000338  0.027271  0.000107  0.015599
75 18 0.000029 0.003412 0.000698 0.000085  0.013608  0.000027  0.007104

5.2. 3D shallow water system with a complicated dual-permeability region. To
present the complicated flow characteristics and to demonstrate the conservation of mass, a 3D
model is simulated, then the flow speed, streamlines, and the numerical interface error are de-
picted. The 3D shallow water system with a complicated dual-permeability region is inspired by
, ], and the details of the domain structure are omitted and can be referred to the above
references.

In the shallow water channel, ug = [4y(1 —y),0.0] is imposed as the inflow surface velocity and
the free boundary condition is defined on the outlet surface. Then we set no-slip boundary conditions
for the rest of the boundaries except the interface. As for the complicated dual-permeability region,
we assume no-flux conditions on the vertical faces and the two impermeable solids faces, and a free
boundary condition on the bottom surface. Moreover, let v =1.0, 0 = 1.0, u=1.0, p=1.0, a =
1.0, kp = 1.0 and kp; = 0.01. At the same time, the external body force fg and source term fp
are both zero for convenient. We choose dg = %, 0p = 1.0 for rapid computation.

We utilize the proposed PDDM algorithm to compute the above 3D model with mesh size
h = % and h = %. In Fig. 5.2, the velocity distribution and some representative streamlines
from Stokes channel to the microfracture are shown to illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed
algorithm. It can be seen from Fig. 5.2 that the flow speed and direction are consistent with the
actual situation and are comparable with the results of , ] We also present the matrix flow
speed and streamlines in Fig. 5.3, which shows that there is no-fluid communication between the
matrix and Stokes channel and the matrix velocity is much smaller than microfracture’s.

For multi-domain, multi-physics problems, it is necessary to check whether the mass conserva-
tion is satisfied on the interface. Hence, we compute the numerical interface errors |us-ng+up -np|
on the interface cross-section to check whether numerical solutions satisfy the conservation of mass
interface condition (Z77)). We plot the numerical interface mass errors with different mesh scales h in
Fig. 5.4, which demonstrates the continuity of the normal velocity on the interface. Furthermore,
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Fic. 5.2. The velocity distribution and some representative streamlines from Stokes channel to the microfracture
with mesh size h = % (left) and % (right).
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F1G. 5.3. The matriz flow speed and streamlines with mesh size h = é (left) and 1—16 (right).

while the mesh become finer, the errors become smaller as expected.

5.3. Horizontal cased-hole completion wellbore with a vertical production wellbore.
In order to extract oil or gas more efficiently from the unconventional naturally fractured reservoir,
one of the most important techniques in petroleum engineering is utilizing the horizontal cased-hole
completion wellbore with a vertical production wellbore ﬁ], ] The main purpose of this experiment
is to show the patterns of the flow around the horizontal cased-hole completion wellbore.

We construct a simple geometrical shape to perform this simulation and explain the treatment of
boundary conditions, as shown in Fig. 5.5. Eight hydraulic fractures are embedded in the horizontal
wellbore as the fluid transmission interface boundaries I'. Other interfaces are no communication
boundaries I'P . which is determined by the fundamental properties of the multistage hydraulic

no
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F1G. 5.4. The numerical interface mass errors with mesh size h = % (left) and % (right).

fractured horizontal cased-hole completion wellbore, i.e.
ug = [0.0,0.0, up-np=00, wuy -np=0.0, onISD,
The inlet boundary conditions in the dual-permeability domain are imposed as follows:
up -np =2.0, uy - -np=0.01, onlp.

For the fluid region, we assume a free boundary condition on the outlet boundary I',,; and no-slip
boundary conditions on the boundary I's. Moreover, the parameters of this model are selected as
v=10,0=1.0, p=10, p=1.0, a=1.0, fs =[0.0,0.0], fp = 0.0, kp = 10~* and kp; = 1075.

Tout

Is|

SD
Tro

N
S IO

Fic. 5.5. A simple geometrical shape to illustrate the horizontal cased-hole completion wellbore with a vertical
production wellbore and the treatment of boundary conditions.

We solve this petroleum productivity model by PDDM on a uniform mesh with A = %.

Through some tests, PDDM seems difficult to converge for dg < ép while the intrinsic perme-
abilities kp and kjp; are small. Inspired by the numerical experiments in ﬂﬁ, ] and our trying
ﬂf}_;]], we find that the Robin parameters ds > dp might provide decent convergence results. So let
d0s = 5.0 and dp = 1.0 in this simulation to get convergence result. We present the pressure field
of the microfracture, the multistage hydraulic fractured horizontal wellbore and the matrix in Fig.
5.6. The warmer color indicates higher pressure, so that the higher pressure in the matrix and
microfractures can push the fluid into the wellbore with relatively lower pressure. Then, the fluid
flow speed and streamlines around the multistage hydraulic fractured horizontal wellbore with a
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vertical production wellbore are shown in Fig. 5.7. The direction of the flow streamlines supports
the expected results, and the deep blue color around the horizontal wellbore means the fluid flow
does not interact directly with the I'SP. The regular velocity streamlines across the interface and
the smooth distribution of the numerical pressure demonstrate the stability of the proposed DDM.
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Fi1G. 5.6. The pressure field of the microfracture, the multistage hydraulic fractured horizontal wellbore (left)
and the pressure in the matriz (right).

F1a. 5.7. The fluid flow speed and streamlines in the microfracture, the multistage hydraulic fractured horizontal
wellbore (left) and in the matriz (right).

6. Conclusions. In this paper, a novel parallel domain decomposition (PDDM) algorithm is
constructed for solving the fully-mixed Stokes-dual-permeability model with the physically realistic
BJ interface conditions. This PDDM can completely decouple the Stokes-dual-permeability model
into three independent subproblems, which could be solved in parallel. In order to obtain a strict
convergence analysis of PDDM, we propose a general and novel convergence Lemma 4.1. Moreover,
by choosing two suitable parameters, dg < dp, the convergence rates are independent of the mesh
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size h. The final aim is to extend such PDDM algorithm to the fully-mixed Stokes—dual-permeability
system coupled with transport equations, which attaches great importance to the velocities of the
microfracture and matrix flow.
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