
Continuous Data Assimilation for Displacement in a Porous
Medium

H. Bessaih · V. Ginting · B. McCaskill

Abstract In this paper we propose the use of a continuous data assimilation algorithm for miscible
flow models in a porous medium. In the absence of initial conditions for the model, observed
sparse measurements are used to generate an approximation to the true solution. Under certain
assumption of the sparse measurements and their incorporation into the algorithm it can be shown
that the resulting approximate solution converges to the true solution at an exponential rate as
time progresses. Various numerical examples are considered in order to validate the suitability of
the algorithm.
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1 Introduction

Computational and mathematical modeling is strongly motivated by the desire to predict future
states of dynamical systems. However, the use of mathematical models to describe a system of
interest becomes impractical if the initial state of the system can not be accurately described. For
example, the construction of an accurate model for the spread of a contaminant as it infiltrates a
porous subsurface is unrealistic if its concentration profile can not be measured at a sufficiently
fine resolution. In contrast, it is reasonable to assume that a series of observational measurements
at sparse spatial locations and times can be obtained. By properly handling this data, the current
state of the dynamical system can be predicted.
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The idea of feedback control can arguably be traced back to the notion of Luenberger observer
(see for example [29,15,37]). Utilization of this feedback control in combination with a Bayesian
probabilistic method to weather prediction is seen in [28]. Applications to data assimilation for
problems modeled by Navier-Stokes equations were investigated, for example, in [11,8,4]. The data
assimilation is performed by introducing a set of sparse measurements as a feedback control term
in the governing model. The resulting model problem then generates an approximate solution that
tends toward the reference solution. Furthermore, under certain assumptions of regularity of the
data it can be shown that this convergence will occur at an exponential rate. This approach provides
a very practical and efficient way to find reasonable estimates of the current and future states of
a dynamical system when sparse set of data measurements are available. A numerical validation
study of this method for the 2D Navier-Stokes equations with periodic boundary conditions has
previously been performed in [24]. In that study, a finite set of Fourier modes of the true solution are
used to determine the feedback control term. Numerical experiments in this reference demonstrate
that an exponential rate of convergence is achieved only when the value of the relaxation parameter
for the feedback control term is chosen within an appropriate interval. This feature is consistent
with theoretical results about the existence upper and lower bounds for this relaxation parameter.

In this work we incorporate the data assimilation algorithm introduced by Azouani, Olson, and
Titi [4] with a model for miscible flow and transport to predict the spread of a contaminated fluid
through a porous domain in the absence of information about initial condition. The underlying
assumption is that sparse measurements of the contaminant concentration are available. In prac-
tice such measurements can be obtained in a relatively inexpensive fashion using direct current
resistivity or frequency and time domain electromagnetic methods [6]. The proposed procedure
gives a viable alternative to the reconstruction of the initial state of an aquifer from these mea-
surements. Rather, the measurements can immediately be inserted into existing numerical schemes
for computing the spread of the contaminant. Furthermore, since the initial condition for the data
assimilation algorithm can be chosen arbitrarily, it permits the use of smooth initial conditions in
its simulation.

The flow and transport model with which the data assimilation is integrated is in the form of a
coupled system of elliptic-parabolic equations that governs the pressure and concentration of the
contaminated fluid. The investigation combines theoretical and computational approaches to study
this system. Although similar models have been considered (see for example [22]), it is to the best of
the authors knowledge that an application of a data assimilation technique to this particular model
has not been previously made. The manner in which the system in coupled is highly nonlinear
and presents many unique challenges in its analysis. In this paper, we prove the existence of a
weak solution of the data assimilation algorithm and carry out several estimates in appropriate
functional spaces. When the relative permeability κ is assumed to be Lipschitz continuous, we
obtain better estimates on the pressure term, see Lemma 3.2. Moreover, under this assumption,
good bounds on the data assimilation approximation θ̂ are obtained and the uniqueness of weak
solutions for the data assimilation algorithm as well. We then use these estimates to establish the
convergence in time of the assimilated solution to the true solution.

A numerical validation study the convergence is conducted using a first order-time marching
scheme. The scheme utilizes a nodal polynomial interpolant at the sparse spatial scale to define the
feedback control term. Theoretical results gathered from the analysis suggest that the convergence
of the data assimilation solution depends on both the length of the sparse spatial scale and the
chosen value of the relaxation parameter. Through numerical experiments, we examine the effects
of these parameters on the convergence rates of data assimilation algorithm. The applicability of
the proposed methodology is further demonstrated in a prediction of a salt-water intrusion into a
fresh water aquifer.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the model problem of interest,
define the notation and functional settings, and discuss the existence and properties of weak solu-
tions to the model problem. In Section 3 we describe and analyze the proposed data assimilation
algorithm for the model problem of interest. In Section 3.1 existence of weak solutions to the
data assimilation model are provided. In Section 3.2 estimates for the convergence behavior of
the assimilated solution towards the true model solution are established. In Section 3.3, we es-
tablish further bounds on the data assimilation approximation θ̂ and the uniqueness of the data
assimilation approximation. In Section 4 we develop a numerical scheme to approximate solutions
to the data assimilation algorithm. A numerical validation study of the proposed methodology is
performed in Section 5. In Sections 5.1 and 5.2 the dependence of the convergence rates of the
data assimilation algorithm on the relaxation parameter of the proposed method are explored
by simulating synthetic model problems with known solutions. In Sections 5.3 and 5.4 the effect
of the sparse data approximation scale on the resulting convergence rates is analyzed. Required
L∞ estimates for the true concentration are proven in Appendix A using a maximum principle
argument.

2 Preliminaries

The foundation for the present investigation is laid out in this section. Section 2.1 discusses the
model problem of interest followed by a description of functional spaces and notational conventions
in Section 2.2. The notion of weak solutions to the model problem is established in Section 2.3.

2.1 Model Problem

The model problem under consideration is that of the miscible displacement of one incompressible
fluid by another in a porous medium. The model which we adopt, developed by Peaceman and
Rachford [5,36], is described by the coupled elliptic-parabolic system





φ∂tθ −∇ · (D∇θ − vθ) + qoutθ = qinθ̃ in Ω × [0, T ],

−∇ · (κ(θ)∇p) = qin − qout in Ω × [0, T ],

θ(x, 0) = θ0(x) in Ω,

(2.1)

where Ω that represents the aquifer is a bounded open domain in R2 with a Lipschitz boundary,
∂Ω. The interval [0, T ] ⊂ R is a time span of interest. The differential system (2.1) is closed by
imposing a set of boundary conditions on the boundary of Ω, which is denoted by ∂Ω. This model
dictates the behavior of two variables: the concentration of contaminated fluid, θ : Ω × [0, T ]→ R
and the total fluid pressure, p : Ω× [0, T ]→ R. Relevant parameters for this system include φ the
porosity of the medium, D the diffusion coefficient, and κ the relative permeability of the medium.
Note that the system (2.1) is coupled through the Darcy velocity of the fluid v = −κ(θ)∇p. The
sums of the source terms for the contaminant and production well (sink) terms are given by the
positive terms qin and qout, respectively. The concentration of contaminated fluid entering the
medium at the source terms is denoted by θ̃. The concentration profile θ0 is the associated initial
condition for this model problem.
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Description of the proposed methodology is applied to the more general system





∂tθ −∇ · (D∇θ + θκ(θ)∇p) + qθ = f in Ω × [0, T ],

−∇ · (κ(θ)∇p) = g in Ω × [0, T ],

θ(x, 0) = θ0(x) in Ω,

∇θ · n = 0, ∇p · n = 0, on ΓN × [0, T ],

θ = 0, p = 0, on ΓD × [0, T ],

(2.2)

where g : Ω → R and f : Ω×[0, T ]→ R. Specifically, this system is exactly (2.1) when q = qout, f =
qinθ̃, g = qin − qout, and the spatially dependent porosity function φ is ignored. The notation n
is the unit normal vector pointing outward from ∂Ω and ∂Ω = ΓN ∪ ΓD, ΓN ∩ ΓD = ∅ and
ΓD 6= ∅. While the proposed data assimilation algorithm is applicable for more realistic boundary
conditions, the choice in the above system is to simplify presentation of the mathematical analysis.

To give a brief overview (see Section 3 for a detailed exposition), the data assimilation for the
above problem relies on solving





∂tθ̂ −∇ ·
(
D∇θ̂ + θ̂κ(θ̂)∇p̂

)
+ qθ̂ + µP~(θ̂) = f + µP~(θ) in Ω × [0, T ],

−∇ ·
(
κ(θ̂)∇p̂

)
= g in Ω × [0, T ],

same boundary conditions for θ̂ and p̂,

a predetermined initial condition for θ̂.

(2.3)

As elaborated earlier, the missing information is the initial condition of the concentration (denoted
by θ0 in (2.2)), so as prescribed in (2.3), the data assimilation imposes a pretty arbitrary initial
condition for θ̂. To compensate for this missing information, the above procedure utilizes a feed-
back that comes in the form of sparse measurement in space and time of the true concentration,
which is represented by P~(θ). The operator P~ models the spatially sparse measurement of the
concentration, which is assumed to be available at a scale of ~ in the porous medium Ω. The
relaxation parameter, µ > 0, serves as a built-in tool to orient θ̂ to agree with the measured θ
at the spatial locations and time level. Intuitively, as more available measurement information is
fed to the above model, which is materialized by having increasingly smaller ~, it is expected that
the produced θ̂ is increasingly similar to θ. Achieving this behavior is dependent on the choice of
P~ that exhibits a desirable approximation property (see (3.2)). As expounded later, the inter-
play between ~ and µ and a certain regularity condition of p̂ will be crucial in establishing the
convergence of θ̂ to θ as time progresses (see Theorem 3.3).

2.2 Functional Settings and Notations

We employ the standard notations for the Sobolev space W k
p (Ω), where k ∈ {0, 1, · · · } and p ∈

[1,∞], whose norm is denoted by ‖ · ‖k,p. Here W 0
p (Ω) is understood as the usual Lebesgue spaces

over Ω, Lp(Ω). In addition, we set Hk(Ω) = W k
2 (Ω) and the corresponding norm to be ‖ · ‖k.

In the case of k = 0, i.e., for L2(Ω), we set ‖ · ‖0 = ‖ · ‖. The seminorms of all these spaces are
defined similarly. We express the L2 inner product of u, v ∈ L2(Ω) with 〈u, v〉 :=

∫
Ω
uv dx. For the

most part, we use the letter C to denote constants which depend only on the domain Ω. In cases
where a precise bound is required, we drop this convention and specifically label the constant. For
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example, many of the estimates presented in this paper are established by using an interpolation
inequality of Gagliardo-Nirenberg (see [35] and p. 313 of [12]): given Ω ⊂ R2 and u ∈ H1(Ω), then

‖u‖0,a ≤ Cgn‖u‖ζ0,c ‖u‖1−ζ1 , 1 ≤ c ≤ a <∞, ζ =
c

a
, (2.4)

where Cgn depends on Ω. On the special case that a = 4 and c = 2, then we recover from it the
Ladyzhenskaya’s inequality [31]. Since Ω ⊂ R2, we will use a Sobolev embedding H1(Ω) ↪→ Lσ(Ω)
for σ > 2 and ‖u‖0,σ ≤ Cemb‖u‖1 (see for example p. 85 of [1]). Moreover, if a constant depends
on some parameter that is not directly related to the domain Ω we emphasize this dependency
with the functional notation C(·).

We denote by H1
D :=

{
w ∈ H1(Ω) : w = 0 on ΓD

}
with the usual norm for H1(Ω). Note that

the H1 norm and semi-norm are equivalent for elements of H1
D: there exists a constant b0 > 0 such

that b0‖u‖1 ≤ ‖∇u‖ ≤ ‖u‖1 for u ∈ H1
D. Let {ek}∞k=1 ⊆ H1

D be an orthonormal basis of L2(Ω) that
is also orthogonal in H1(Ω). The construction of such a basis can be attained from normalizing
eigenpairs of the Laplace differential operator over Ω. Throughout this paper we use this basis
to construct Galerkin approximations of relevant functions. To this end, for a fixed integer m, we
denote byWm ⊂ H1

D the span{ek}mk=0, and define Πm to be the orthogonal projection of H1
D onto

Wm.
For a Sobolev space X over Ω we define LpT (X) to be the space of measurable functions

u : [0, T ]→ X such that for 0 ≤ p <∞,

‖u‖LpT (X) =

(∫ T

0

‖u(t)‖pX dt

) 1
p

<∞ and ‖u‖L∞T (X) = ess sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t)‖X <∞. (2.5)

Furthermore, for a Banach space Y we define CγT (Y ) to be the space of Hölder continuous functions
u : [0, T ]→ Y equipped with norm

‖u‖CγT (Y ) = sup
s∈[0,T ]

‖u(s)‖Y + sup
s,t∈[0,T ]
s6=t

‖u(s)− u(t)‖Y
(s− t)γ . (2.6)

2.3 Weak Solution

A description of weak solution of (2.1) is as follows.

Definition 2.1 The pair (θ, p) ∈ L∞T (L2(Ω))∩L2
T (H1

D)×L∞T (H1
D) is a weak solution of the model

problem (2.2) if ∂tθ ∈ L2
T

(
H−1(Ω)

)
, 0 ≤ θ(x, t) ≤ 1 for almost every (x, t) ∈ Ω × [0, T ], and





〈∂tθ, ψ〉+A(θ, p, ψ; θ) = 〈f, ψ〉 ∀ψ ∈ H1
D, (2.7a)

B(p, ϕ; θ) = 〈g, ϕ〉 ∀ϕ ∈ H1
D, (2.7b)

〈θ(·, 0), ψ〉 = 〈θ0, ψ〉, ∀ψ ∈ H1
D, (2.7c)

where

A(v, u, w; z) = 〈D∇v,∇w〉+ 〈vκ(z)∇u,∇w〉+ 〈qv, w〉, (2.8a)

B(u,w; z) = 〈κ(z)∇u,∇w〉 (2.8b)

The following assumptions on the input data are imposed to guarantee the existence of a
solution according to Definition 2.1:
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A1 θ0 ∈ L2(Ω) with 0 ≤ θ0(x) ≤ 1 for almost every x ∈ Ω,
A2 D ∈ L∞(Ω) with 0 < D∗ < D(x) ≤ D∗ for almost every x ∈ Ω,
A3 κ ∈ C0(R) ∩ L∞(R) with 0 < κ∗ ≤ κ(ζ) ≤ κ∗ for almost every ζ ∈ R,
A4 q ∈ L2(Ω),
A5 g ∈ L2(Ω),
A6 f ∈ L2

T (L2(Ω)),
A7 g(x) + 2q(x) ≥ 0 and g(x) + q(x) ≥ f(x, t) ≥ 0 for almost every (x, t) ∈ Ω × [0, T ].

Theorem 2.1 Under assumptions A1 to A7 there exists a weak solution (θ, p) in the sense of
Definition 2.1. Furthermore

‖p‖L∞T (H1
D) ≤ (κ∗b

2
0)−1‖g‖ (2.9)

‖θ‖2L∞T (L2(Ω)) ≤
(
‖θ0‖2 + ‖f‖2L2

T (L2(Ω))

)
eT (2.10)

‖θ‖2L2
T (H1

D)
≤ (D∗b

2
0)−1

(
‖θ0‖2 + ‖f‖2L2

T (L2(Ω))

)
eT . (2.11)

In the interest of brevity, formal proof of Theorem 2.1 is omitted, with a note that it can
be achieved in a similar manner as analysis presented in Section 3.1. The model problem (2.1)
is well studied with extensive literature devoted to establishing the existence of solutions that
satisfy Definition 2.1. Let us emphasize an important feature of the model that makes the analysis
completely different. When κ = κ(x), that is a function of x only, then the model is only one
way coupled. Model with this setting has been studied by Droniou and Talbot [19]. On the other
hand, when κ = κ(θ), then the two PDEs are strongly coupled. Strong solutions for such a system
have been found to exist for the stationary model (see for example [34]). Chen and Ewing have
performed existence studies for both single and two phase flow models in petroleum reservoirs [13].
In addition, Fabrie and Gallouët have found similar results with more general assumptions on f
and g [20]. It is worth noting that under the assumptions that have been utilized in the present
investigation, uniqueness of the weak solution to the model remains open. Required regularity
estimates are difficult to obtain due to the persistent nonlinear coupling. By using the maximum
principle, it was shown (see for example [13]) that 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1 almost everywhere in Ω × [0, T ] for
the general functions f and g.

3 A Data Assimilation Algorithm

This section devises a methodology that can be used to approximate θ when θ0(x) is entirely
unknown. The algorithm crucially relies on a set of collected sparse spatial and temporal measure-
ments of θ, which is incorporated to the governing model problem through a control term. To this
end let µ be a positive relaxation parameter and P~ : H1(Ω)→ L2(Ω) be a linear operator which
interpolates its input function at a length scale ~ > 0. The approximation (θ̂, p̂) : Ω×[0, T ]→ (R,R)
is set to satisfy the following formulation.

Definition 3.2 Given an arbitrary θ̂0 ∈ L2(Ω), find (θ̂, p̂) ∈ L∞T
(
L2(Ω)

)
∩ L2

T

(
H1

D

)
× L∞T (H1

D)
that is governed by





〈∂tθ̂, ψ〉+A(θ̂, p̂, ψ; θ̂) = 〈f − µP~(θ̂ − θ), ψ〉 ∀ψ ∈ H1
D, (3.1a)

B(p̂, ϕ; θ̂) = 〈g, ϕ〉 ∀ϕ ∈ H1
D, (3.1b)

〈θ̂(·, 0), ψ〉 = 〈θ̂0, ψ〉 ∀ψ ∈ H1
D, (3.1c)

and for almost every t ∈ [0, T ], with ∂tθ̂ ∈ L2
T

(
H−1(Ω)

)
.
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Convergence of θ̂ towards θ as t → ∞ in the appropriate metric hinges on having some con-
straints on the quality of the interpolation and the length scale of ~. In the present investigation,
we employ a nodal-based piecewise polynomial of first degree that is continuous over Ω. It has
been established that under some relatively flexible assumptions (see for example [10]) that

‖P~(u)− u‖ ≤ c0~k‖u‖k, ∀u ∈ Hk(Ω), k = 1, 2. (3.2)

It is also known that piecewise polynomial interpolation of this type preserves the sign of the
function that it interpolates, namely,

P~(u) ≥ 0 in Ω if u ≥ 0 in Ω. (3.3)

Furthermore, for the purpose of analysis of the data assimilation procedure, we require that

µc20~2 < D∗. (3.4)

Other assumptions on P~ have been used (see e.g., [22]), but approximation properties similar to
(3.2) and (3.3) are readily met by a large class of interpolation operators, such as splines (see for
example [16] and B-splines (see for example [26]). The well-posedness of Definition 3.2 is stated
next, whose proof is laid out in Section 3.1.

Theorem 3.2 Provided that assumptions A1 to A7 and (3.2) and (3.4) are satisfied there exists
a (θ̂, p̂) in the sense of Definition 3.2. Moreover,

‖p̂‖L∞T (H1
D) ≤ (κ∗b

2
0)−1‖g‖ (3.5)

‖θ̂‖2L∞T (L2(Ω)) ≤ βeµT (3.6)

‖θ̂‖2L2
T (H1

D) ≤ b−2
0 (D∗ − µc20~2)−1βeµT , (3.7)

where

β = ‖θ̂0‖2 +
1

µ
‖f‖2L2

T (L2(Ω)) + µ(b0c0~ + 1)2(D∗b
2
0)−1

(
‖θ0‖2 + ‖f‖2L2

T (L2(Ω))

)
eT . (3.8)

3.1 Existence of (p̂, θ̂)

This section gives a formal proof of Theorem 3.2 by applying Schauder’s fixed point theorem to
the mapping S : L2

T

(
L2(Ω)

)
→ L2

T (L2(Ω)) defined via





〈∂tSz, ψ〉+A(Sz, u, ψ; z) = 〈f − µP~(Sz − θ), ψ〉, (3.9a)

B(u, ϕ; z) = 〈g, ϕ〉, (3.9b)

〈Sz(·, 0), ψ〉 = 〈θ̂0, ψ〉 (3.9c)

for every ψ ∈ H1
D, ϕ ∈ H1

D and for almost every t ∈ [0, T ]. In fact, we will show that the range of
S is characterized by a subset of L2

T

(
L2(Ω)

)
. In particular, it will be shown that the evaluation

of each form in (3.9a) is well defined since Sz ∈ L∞T
(
L2(Ω)

)
∩L2

T

(
H1

D

)
. By showing that S meets

the criteria of Schauder’s fixed point theorem, one can conclude that S has a fixed point. By
construction, this fixed point is the function θ̂ which satisfies (3.1a).

Observe that the map defined by (3.9) depends on the profile of u through its associated Darcy
velocity. Existence of u satisfying (3.9b) is established in the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1 Given z ∈ L2
T

(
L2(Ω)

)
and g ∈ L2(Ω), there is u ∈ L∞T (H1

D) satisfying (3.9b) and

‖u‖1 ≤ (κ∗b
2
0)−1‖g‖. (3.10)

Furthermore, there is a positive number r0 with 2 < r0 ≤ ∞ such that u ∈ L∞T (W 1
r (Ω)) for

r ∈ [2, r0), and
‖u‖1,r ≤ C(r)‖g‖, (3.11)

where r0 only depends on κ∗, κ
∗, Ω ∪ ΓN and C(r) depends on κ∗, κ

∗, Ω, and r.

Proof Let t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary and the problem is to find u = u(·, t) ∈ H1
D that is governed by

(3.9b). Indeed, B(·, ·; z) is bounded and coercive in H1
D by A3 and the Poincaré inequality, and A5

guarantees that 〈g, ·〉 is bounded in H1
D. Since t was chosen arbitrarily, this variational formulation

is satisfied almost everywhere in [0, T ], and thus the existence and uniqueness of this u is guaranteed
by the Lax-Milgram theorem [10]. Furthermore, replacing ϕ in (3.9b) by u ∈ H1

D, using A3 and
applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality result in κ∗‖∇u‖2 ≤ 〈g, ϕ〉 = ‖g‖ ‖u‖. Noting that the
H1 seminorm and H1 norm are equivalent over H1

D, and ‖u‖ ≤ ‖u‖1 by definition, it is concluded
that

‖u‖1 ≤ (κ∗b
2
0)−1‖g‖. (3.12)

Furthermore, by Meyers’ type estimate (see for example [33,25,23]), there is a positive number
r0 with r0 > 0 such that if u ∈ H1

D is governed by B(u, ϕ; z) = F (ϕ) for every ϕ ∈ H1
D, and

F ∈W−1
r (Ω) for r ∈ [2, r0), then u ∈W 1

r (Ω). In particular, there is a C(r) that depends only on
κ∗, κ

∗, Ω, and r such that
‖u‖1,r ≤ C̃(r)‖F‖−1,r. (3.13)

The constant r0 only depends on κ∗, κ
∗, Ω∪ΓN. In our situation, F (ϕ) = 〈g, ϕ〉 where g ∈ L2(Ω).

By Cauchy-Schwarz and Hölder’s inequalities

|F (ϕ)| ≤ ‖g‖ ‖ϕ‖ ≤ ‖g‖ |Ω|
r−2
2r ‖ϕ‖0,r, (3.14)

which implies that ‖F‖−1,r ≤ ‖g‖ |Ω|
r−2
2r . Using this in (3.13) gives (3.11). The whole proof is

complete. ut

The above bounds are true for any z ∈ L2
T

(
L2(Ω)

)
and holds for almost every t ∈ [0, T ].

Consequently, the bounds for p and p̂ presented in (2.9) can be viewed as a consequence of (3.12).
Also, bounds for p and p̂ in the fashion of (3.11) will be used in the forthcoming analysis. We
remark that utilization of Meyers’ type estimate in the analysis miscible displacement in a porous
medium has been done in [21].

It turns out the Meyers’ type estimate in the preceding lemma in combination with Lipschitz
continuity of κ can be used to establish a quantification of discrepancy of the pressure in terms of
discrepancy in the coupling caused by κ. The following lemma states this result.

Lemma 3.2 Assume that κ is Lipschitz continuous, i.e.,

|κ(ζ1)− κ(ζ2)| ≤ Lκ|ζ1 − ζ2|, ζ1, ζ2 ∈ R. (3.15)

Given zj ∈ H1
D, j = 1, 2, let uj ∈ H1

D be governed by

B(uj , ϕ; zj) = 〈g, ϕ〉, ϕ ∈ H1
D. (3.16)

Then
‖∇(u1 − u2)‖ ≤ CwC(r) ‖g‖ ‖z1 − z2‖2/s ‖∇(z1 − z2)‖(s−2)/s, (3.17)
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and

‖κ(z1)∇u1 − κ(z2)∇u2‖ ≤ CwC(r) ‖g‖ ‖z1 − z2‖2/s ‖∇(z1 − z2)‖(s−2)/s, (3.18)

where 1
r + 1

s = 1
2 , and Cw depends on κ∗, κ

∗, Lκ, b0, Cgn, and C(r) is as in (3.11) of Lemma 3.1.

Proof To simplify the presentation, denote

εv = κ(z1)∇u1 − κ(z2)∇u2, εu = u1 − u2, εz = z1 − z2.

By Hölder equality and applying the Lipschitz continuity of κ,

‖(κ(z1)− κ(z2))∇u1‖ ≤ ‖κ(z1)− κ(z2)‖0,s ‖∇u1‖0,r ≤ Lκ‖εz‖0,s ‖∇u1‖0,r, (3.19)

where 1
r + 1

s = 1
2 . Furthermore, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.4) and Poincare inequality

(since each zj ∈ H1
D),

‖εz‖0,s ≤ Cgn‖εz‖2/s ‖εz‖(s−2)/s
1 ≤ Cgn b

(2−s)/s
0 ‖εz‖2/s ‖∇εz‖(s−2)/s. (3.20)

Applying (3.20) and (3.11) to (3.19) gives

‖(κ(z1)− κ(z2))∇u1‖ ≤ LκC(r)Cgn b
(2−s)/s
0 ‖g‖ ‖εz‖2/s ‖∇εz‖(s−2)/s. (3.21)

Since B(u1, ϕ; z1) = B(u2, ϕ; z2) for every ϕ ∈ H1
D,

B(εu, ϕ; z2) = B(u1, ϕ; z2)−B(u2, ϕ; z2)

= B(u1, ϕ; z2)−B(u1, ϕ; z1)

= 〈(κ(z2)− κ(z1))∇u1,∇ϕ〉.

Therefore, by choosing ϕ = εu in the above identity and using A3, the following estimate can be
performed:

κ∗‖∇εu‖2 ≤ 〈(κ(z2)− κ(z1))∇u1,∇εu〉 ≤ ‖(κ(z2)− κ(z1))∇u1‖ ‖∇εu‖,

and thus ‖∇εu‖ ≤ κ−1
∗ ‖(κ(z2)− κ(z1))∇u1‖ so that its combination with (3.21) yields

‖∇εu‖ ≤ κ−1
∗ Lκ Cgn b

(2−s)/s
0 C(r) ‖g‖ ‖εz‖2/s ‖∇εz‖(s−2)/s. (3.22)

Finally, by adding and subtracting κ(z2)∇u1 in εv, using the triangle inequality and (3.21),

‖εv‖ ≤ ‖(κ(z1)− κ(z2))∇u1‖+ ‖κ(z2)∇εu‖
≤ ‖(κ(z1)− κ(z2))∇u1‖+ κ∗‖∇εu‖
≤ (1 + κ∗κ−1

∗ )‖(κ(z1)− κ(z2))∇u1‖
≤ (1 + κ∗κ−1

∗ )LκCgn b
(2−s)/s
0 C(r) ‖g‖ ‖εz‖2/s ‖∇εz‖(s−2)/s.

(3.23)

The proof is completed by setting

Cw = max{κ−1
∗ , 1 + κ∗κ−1

∗ }LκCgn b
(2−s)/s
0 .

ut
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The next investigation is on the construction of a sequence of Galerkin approximations of Sz
in finite-dimensional subspace of H1

D. Set θ̂m0 =
∑m
k=0〈θ̂0, ek〉ek and note that it is an element of

the space Wm defined in Section 2. For z ∈ L2
T

(
L2(Ω)

)
let Sm : L2

T

(
L2(Ω)

)
→ L2

T

(
L2(Ω)

)
be

defined via {
〈∂tSmz, ψ〉+A(Smz, u, ψ; z) ds = 〈f − µP~(Smz − θ), ψ〉
〈Smz(·, 0), ψ〉 = 〈θ̂m0 , ψ〉,

(3.24)

for all ψ ∈ Wm and for almost every t ∈ [0, T ], where u is the solution of (3.9b). Recall from
Section 2.2 that Wm ⊂ H1

D. The existence of Smz is established in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3 Given z ∈ L2
T

(
L2(Ω)

)
there is Smz : Ω × [0, T ]→ R satisfying (3.24).

Proof Let αk : [0, T ] → R, k = 1 . . .m, and set (Smz)(x, t) =
∑m
k=0 αk(t)ek(x). The intention is

to characterize αk in such a way that Smz satisfies (3.24) over Wm. Using ei as test functions in
(3.24) and applying the orthogonality of this basis yields a system of ODEs for α = [α0, . . . αm]>:

α′(t) +Mα = f , α(0) = α0, (3.25)

where α0 = [〈θ̂0, e0〉, · · · , 〈θ̂0, em〉]>, and the entries of M and f are given by

Mik = A(ek, u, ei; z) + 〈µP~(ek), ei〉 and fi = 〈f + µP~(θ), ei〉, i, k = 1, · · · ,m. (3.26)

In accordance with standard existence theory for first order IVPs (see e.g. [32]), there exists a
unique continuous α : [0, T ]→ Rm+1 governed by (3.25). ut

Lemma 3.4 Smz in (3.24) belongs to L∞T
(
L2(Ω)

)
∩ L2

T

(
H1

D

)
for z ∈ L2

T

(
L2(Ω)

)
.

Proof Using ψ = Smz in (3.24) along with A2 and A4 gives

1

2

d

dt
‖Smz‖2 +

D∗
2
‖∇Smz‖2 + J4 ≤ J1 + J2 + J3, (3.27)

with
J1 = 〈f, Smz〉,
J2 = −µ〈P~(Smz), Smz〉,
J3 = µ〈P~(θ), Smz〉,
J4 = 〈Smz κ(z)∇u,∇Smz〉+ 〈qSmz, Smz〉

(3.28)

Here the task is to bound each of these terms.
Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities give

J1 ≤ 1

2µ
‖f‖2 +

µ

2
‖Smz‖2. (3.29)

Adding and subtracting µ〈Smz, Smz〉 and using (3.2) gives

J2 = µ〈Smz − P~(Smz), Smz〉 − µ‖Smz‖2

≤ µ‖P~(Smz)− Smz‖‖Smz‖ − µ‖Smz‖2

≤ µc20~2

2
‖∇Smz‖2 − µ

2
‖Smz‖2.

(3.30)

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities gives

J3 ≤ µ

2
‖P~(θ)‖2 +

µ

2
‖Smz‖2, (3.31)
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where in lieu of the stability of P~:

‖P~(θ)‖ ≤ ‖P~(θ)− θ‖+ ‖θ‖ ≤ c0~‖∇θ‖+ ‖θ‖ ≤ (b0c0~ + 1)‖θ‖1, (3.32)

yield

J3 ≤ µ

2
(b0c0~ + 1)2‖θ‖21 +

µ

2
‖Smz‖2. (3.33)

Since ∇(Smz)
2 = 2Smz∇Smz and u satisfies (3.9b),

J4 =
1

2
〈κ(z)∇u,∇(Smz)

2〉+ 〈qSmz, Smz〉

=
1

2
〈g, (Smz)2〉+ 〈qSmz, Smz〉

=
1

2
〈g + 2q, (Smz)

2〉

≥ 0,

(3.34)

where we have used A7 to get the bound.
Putting all these estimates back to (3.27) yields an observation that Smz satisfies

d

dt
‖Smz‖2 +

(
D∗ − µc20~2

)
‖∇Smz‖2 ≤ µ‖Smz‖2 +

1

µ
‖f‖2 + µ(b0c0~ + 1)2‖θ‖21, (3.35)

which due to D∗ − µc20~2 > 0 in (3.4), along with integration over (0, t) further yields

‖Smz‖2 ≤
∫ t

0

(
µ‖Smz‖2 +

1

µ
‖f‖2 + µ(b0c0~ + 1)2‖θ‖21

)
ds+ ‖θ̂m0 ‖2. (3.36)

By the integral form of Grönwall’s inequality [30],

‖Smz‖2 ≤
(
‖θ̂m0 ‖2 +

∫ t

0

( 1

µ
‖f‖2 + µ(b0c0~ + 1)2‖θ‖21

)
ds

)
eµt. (3.37)

Taking the supremum over all t ∈ [0, T ] and noting that θ satisfies (2.11) it follows that

‖Smz‖2 ≤ βeµt, (3.38)

where β is as defined in (3.8). It then follows that Smz ∈ L∞T
(
L2(Ω)

)
as desired.

Furthermore, returning to (3.35) and integrating it over (0, T ) and noting that ‖Smz‖2 is a
positive quantity one observes that

(
D∗ − µc20~2

)
b20‖Smz‖2L2

T (H1
D) ≤ µ

∫ T

0

‖Smz‖2 ds+ β. (3.39)

Since D∗ − µc20~2 > 0 and Smz ∈ L∞T
(
L2(Ω)

)
satisfies (3.38) we conclude that

‖Smz‖2L2
T (H1

D) ≤ b−2
0 (2D∗ − µc20~2)−1βeµT . (3.40)

Consequently, Smz ∈ L2
T (H1

D) as desired. ut
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In Lemma 3.5 we turn our attention to establishing a sense of continuity of Smz with respect
to time. It is worth noting that since Sz and consequently θ̂ are obtained by passing to the limit on
Smz the bounds appearing in (3.6) and (3.7) are an immediate consequence of (3.38) and (3.40).
Similarly, it is also the case that Sz and θ̂ can be shown to be equicontinuous with respect to time
using the same process for proving Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 3.5 Let z ∈ L2
T (L2(Ω) be fixed and Smz be the solution of (3.24). Then ∂tSmz ∈

L2
T

(
H−1(Ω)

)
and Smz ∈ CγT (H−1(Ω)) for 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1

2 .

Proof Since as a test function ψ ∈ H1
D, it follows from Lemma 3.4 that ∂tSmz ∈ L2

T

(
H−1(Ω)

)
.

Integration of (3.24) over (s, t) gives

|〈Smz(·, t)− Smz(·, s), ψ〉| ≤ L1 + L2 + L3 + L4, (3.41)

where

L1 =

∫ t

s

|〈D∇Smz,∇ψ〉|dτ, L2 =

∫ t

s

|〈Smz κ(z)∇u,∇ψ〉| dτ

L3 =

∫ t

s

|〈qSmz, ψ〉|dτ, L4 =

∫ t

s

|〈f − µP~(Smz − θ), ψ〉|dτ

Estimates for each of the above terms are shown next.

Using A2 and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality it holds that

L1 ≤ D∗‖∇ψ‖ ‖Smz‖L2
T (H1

D)(t− s)
1
2 . (3.42)

By Cauchy-Schwarz and Hölder’s inequalities along with Sobolev embedding H1(Ω) ↪→ Lσ(Ω)
for σ > 2 (see for example p. 85 of [1]), and (3.11),

|〈Smz κ(z)∇u,∇ψ〉| ≤ κ∗‖Smz∇u‖ ‖∇ψ‖

≤ κ∗‖Smz‖0,σ ‖∇u‖0,r ‖∇ψ‖, where
1

σ
+

1

r
=

1

2

≤ κ∗Cemb‖Smz‖1 C(r)‖g‖ ‖∇ψ‖.

(3.43)

Using this last inequality to estimate L2 gives

L2 ≤ κ∗CembC(r)‖g‖ ‖∇ψ‖
∫ t

s

‖Smz‖1 dτ

≤ κ∗CembC(r)‖g‖ ‖∇ψ‖ ‖Smz‖L2
T (H1

D)(t− s)
1
2 .

(3.44)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz and Hölder’s inequalities and applying Sobolev embedding H1(Ω) ↪→
L4(Ω), we find that

|〈qSmz, ψ〉| ≤ ‖q‖ ‖Smz ψ‖ ≤ ‖q‖ ‖Smz‖0,4 ‖ψ‖0,4 ≤ C2
emb‖q‖ ‖Smz‖1 ‖ψ‖1. (3.45)

Application of this last estimate to L3 yields

L3 ≤ C2
emb‖q‖ ‖ψ‖1

∫ t

s

‖Smz‖1dτ ≤ C2
emb‖q‖ ‖ψ‖1 ‖Smz‖L2

T (H1
D)(t− s)

1
2 . (3.46)



Continuous Data Assimilation for Displacement in a Porous Medium 13

By Cauchy-Schwarz and triangle inequalities, and (3.2) we find that

L4 ≤ ‖ψ‖
∫ t

s

(
‖f‖+ µ‖P~(Smz − θ)− (Smz − θ) ‖+ µ‖Smz − θ‖

)
dτ

≤ ‖ψ‖
∫ t

s

(
‖f‖+ µc0~‖∇(Smz − θ)‖+ µ‖Smz − θ‖

)
dτ

≤ C(~, µ)‖ψ‖
(
‖f‖L2

T (L2(Ω)) + ‖Smz − θ‖L2
T (H1

D)

)
(t− s) 1

2 .

(3.47)

Combining (3.42), (3.44), (3.46), and (3.47) with (3.41) and taking the supremum over all
s, t ∈ [0, T ] yield

‖Smz‖
C

1
2
T (H−1(Ω))

≤ C
(
‖g‖+ ‖q‖+ ‖f‖L2

T (L2(Ω)) + ‖Smz − θ‖L2
T (H1

D) + ‖θ‖L2
T (H1

D)

)
,

confirming that Smz ∈ CγT (H−1(Ω)) for 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1
2 . ut

Proposition 3.1 For a given θ̂0 ∈ L2(Ω), z ∈ L2
T

(
L2(Ω)

)
and u the solution of (3.9b), there

exists a unique solution Sz ∈ L∞T
(
L2(Ω)

)
∩ L2

T

(
H1

D

)
of (3.9a).

Proof As a consequence of Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 we find that the sequence of functions {Smz}∞m=0

is bounded in L2
T

(
H1

D

)
and in CγT (H−1(Ω)). Using Theorem 4.1 in Chapter 4 in [38] there exists

a subsequence {Smkz}∞k=0 ⊂ {Smz}∞m=0 and Sz such that

Smkz → Sz in L2
T (L2(Ω)) and Smkz → Sz in CT (H−1(Ω)). (3.48)

Moreover, we also have
Smkz ⇀ Sz in L2

T (H1
D). (3.49)

Using an arbitrary ψ ∈ H1
D as a test function in (3.24) and integrating over time we find that

〈Smkz, ψ〉+

∫ t

0

A(Smkz, u, ψ; z) ds =

∫ t

0

〈f − µP~(Smkz − θ), ψ〉 ds+ 〈θ̂m0 , ψ〉. (3.50)

Upon passing the weak limit to each term of (3.50) we find that

〈Sz, ψ〉+

∫ t

0

A(Sz, u, ψ; z) ds =

∫ t

0

〈f − µP~(Sz − θ), ψ〉 ds+ 〈θ̂0, ψ〉, (3.51)

for all ψ ∈ H1
D. ut

In addition to showing that S satisfying (3.9) is well-posed, we must establish that it is con-
tinuous with a relatively compact range to invoke Schauder’s fixed point theorem.

Lemma 3.6 S : L2
T (L2(Ω))→ L2

T (L2(Ω)) in (3.9) is continuous.

Proof Let {zn} ⊂ L2
T

(
L2(Ω)

)
such that ‖zn − z‖L2

T (L2(Ω)) → 0 as n → ∞. For each zn let
(Szn, un) be the associated solution of (3.9). Note that by definition (3.9b) we have that

〈κ(zn)∇un − κ(z)∇u,∇ϕ〉 = 0 (3.52)

for any ϕ ∈ L∞T
(
H1

D

)
. Adding and subtracting the mixed term κ(zn)∇u in (3.52) and using

ϕ = un − u as a test function it follows that

κ∗‖∇(un − u)‖2 ≤ 〈(κ(z)− κ(zn))∇u,∇(un − u)〉. (3.53)
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Integrating (3.53) over [0, T ], and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in space yields

κ∗‖∇(un − u)‖2L2
T (L2(Ω)2) ≤

∫ T

0

‖(κ(z)− κ(zn))∇u‖ ‖∇(un − u)‖ ds. (3.54)

Expanding ‖(κ(z)− κ(zn))∇u‖ ‖∇(un − u)‖ with Young’s inequality we find that

‖∇(un − u)‖2L2
T (L2(Ω)2) ≤ C(κ∗) ‖(κ(z)− κ(zn))∇u‖2L2

T (L2(Ω)2) . (3.55)

Moreover, by adding and subtracting the mixed term κ(zn)∇u, using the triangle inequality, and
(3.55),

‖κ(zn)∇un − κ(z)∇u‖L2
T (L2(Ω)2) = ‖κ(zn)∇(un − u) + (κ(zn)− κ(z))∇u‖L2

T (L2(Ω)2)

≤ C(κ∗) ‖(κ(z)− κ(zn))∇u‖L2
T (L2(Ω)2) .

Recall that zn → z strongly in L2
T

(
L2(Ω)

)
. Consequently, there exists a subsequence of {zn}

for which zn(x, t)→ z(x, t) for almost every (x, t). Then using model assumption A3 we find that
κ(zn) → κ(z) almost everywhere on Ω × [0, T ]. Since κ is bounded it follows from the Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem that

lim
n→∞

‖(κ(z)− κ(zn))∇u‖L2
T (L2(Ω)2) = 0. (3.56)

It then follows that κ(zn)∇un converges to κ(z)∇u strongly in L2
T (L2(Ω)2). Using classical com-

pactness results it follows from Lemma 3.4 that there exists a function Y such that

Szn ⇀ Y in L∞T (L2(Ω)) ∩ L2
T (H1

D) and Szn ⇀ Y in CγT (H−1(Ω)), for 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1

2
.

Since Szn satisfies (3.9), passing to the limit in (3.9a) gives

〈Y, ψ〉+

∫ t

0

A(Y, u, ψ; z) ds =

∫ t

0

〈f − µP~(Y − θ), ψ〉 ds+ 〈θ̂0, ψ〉 (3.57)

for all ψ ∈ H1
D. Note that convergence of the advection term in (3.9a) follows from the fact

that κ(zn)∇un converges to κ(z)∇u strongly in L2
T

(
L2(Ω)2

)
. Since solutions to the decoupled

system (3.9) are unique we conclude that Y = Sz and the whole sequence Szn converges to Sz in
L2
T

(
L2(Ω)

)
. Consequently, we find that S is a continuous mapping as desired. ut

Recall that any function Sz satisfying (3.9) is bounded in L2
T

(
H1

D

)
. Furthermore, we have

shown that Sz is also an element of CγT
(
H−1(Ω)

)
for 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1

2 . As a consequence of Theorem

4.1 in [38] we conclude that the range of S is relatively compact in L2
T

(
L2(Ω)

)
since H1(Ω) ⊂

L2(Ω) ⊂ H−1(Ω). By Schauder’s fixed point theorem there exists a fixed point for S. Thus, there
exists a weak solution (θ̂, p̂) which satisfies Definition 3.2.



Continuous Data Assimilation for Displacement in a Porous Medium 15

3.2 Error Estimates for Data Assimilation Algorithm

The manner in which the approximation (θ̂, p̂) converges to (θ, p) of Definition 2.1 is disseminated
by analysis of discrepancy between the two pairs: (η,w), with

η = θ − θ̂ and w = κ(θ)∇p− κ(θ̂)∇p̂. (3.58)

Subtracting (3.1a) from (2.7a) gives





〈∂tη, ψ〉+ 〈D∇η,∇ψ〉+ 〈θw,∇ψ〉+ 〈ηκ(θ̂)∇p̂,∇ψ〉+ 〈qη, ψ〉=−µ〈P~(η), ψ〉,
〈w,∇ϕ〉 = 0,

〈η(·, 0), ψ〉 = 〈η0, ψ〉,
(3.59)

for all ϕ ∈ H1
D and ψ ∈ H1

D, where identity θκ(θ)∇p− θ̂κ(θ̂)∇p̂ = θw+ ηκ(θ̂)∇p̂ and η0 = θ0− θ̂0
have been used.

Lemma 3.7 Under the assumptions A1 to A7, (3.15), (3.2), and (3.4), η in (3.59) satisfies

‖η(·, t)‖2 ≤ ‖η0‖2 eξt, with ξ =
(

2C̃w‖g‖s − µ
)
, (3.60)

for every t > 0, where 1
r + 1

s = 1
2 , and

C̃w =
1

s

(CwC(r))s

(εD∗)s−1
, and ε =

s

2(s− 1)
. (3.61)

Proof We replace ψ in the first equation of (3.59) by η, use A2 and A4 (so that D∗‖∇η‖2 ≤
〈D∇η,∇η〉 to get

1

2

d

dt
‖η‖2 +D∗‖∇η‖2 + I3(η) ≤ I1(η) + I2(η), (3.62)

where

I1(ζ) = 〈−µP~(ζ), ζ〉, I2(ζ) = 〈θw,∇ζ〉, and I3(ζ) = 〈ζκ(θ̂)∇p̂,∇ζ〉+ 〈qζ, ζ〉. (3.63)

Adding and subtracting µ〈η, η〉, using (3.2) and Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities gives

I1(η) = µ〈η − P~(η), η〉 − µ‖η‖2

≤ µ‖P~(η)− η‖‖η‖ − µ‖η‖2

≤ µc20~2

2
‖∇η‖2 − µ

2
‖η‖2.

(3.64)

Since 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1 almost everywhere in Ω × [0, T ] we conclude by using Cauchy-Schwarz and
Young’s inequalities that

I2(η) ≤ | 〈θw,∇η〉 | ≤ ‖w‖ ‖∇η‖ ≤ 1

2εD∗
‖w‖2 +

εD∗
2
‖∇η‖2, for some ε > 0. (3.65)
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Recognizing the expression of w in (3.58), we may use (3.18) in Lemma 3.2 along with Young’s
inequality to perform the following estimate:

‖w‖2 ≤
(
CwC(r) ‖g‖ ‖η‖2/s ‖∇η‖(s−2)/s

)2

=
(

(CwC(r) ‖g‖)s ‖η‖2
)2/s (

‖∇η‖2
)(s−2)/s

≤ 2

s

(CwC(r)‖g‖)s
(εD∗)s−2

‖η‖2 +
s− 2

s
(εD∗‖∇η‖)2.

(3.66)

Combining this last estimate with (3.65) yields

I2(η) ≤ C̃w‖g‖s ‖η‖2 +
s− 2

2s
εD∗ ‖∇η‖2, where C̃w =

1

s

(CwC(r))s

(εD∗)s−1
(3.67)

An application of density argument such as done in Appendix A gives 〈ηκ(θ̂)∇p̂,∇η〉 =
1
2 〈g, η2〉, which further implies

I3(η) =
1

2
〈g, η2〉+ 〈qη, η〉 =

1

2
〈g + 2q, η2〉 ≥ 0, (3.68)

where we have used A7.

Collecting all the estimates for Ij(η), j = 1, 2, 3 back to (3.62) gives

d

dt
‖η‖2 + (c(ε)D∗−µc20~2)‖∇η‖2 ≤ ξ‖η‖2. (3.69)

where

ξ =
(

2C̃w‖g‖s − µ
)

and c(ε) = 2− 2(s− 1)ε

s
. (3.70)

Choose ε = s
2(s−1) so that c(ε) = 1. This choice is well defined since s − 1 > 0, due to the fact

that 1/r + 1/s = 1/2, i.e., r, s > 2. Using the bound (3.4) in (3.69) yields

d

dt
‖η‖22 ≤ ξ‖η‖22, (3.71)

from which the proof is completed. ut

Without further specifications on components involved in ξ, the preceding lemma guarantees
the boundedness of ‖η‖ = ‖θ − θ̂‖ in finite time as long as ξ remains bounded. However, notice
that µ in the expression of ξ is a free parameter, so there is a certain degree of flexibility to choose
µ that renders a negative value for ξ.

Theorem 3.3 Adopt hypotheses in Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.7. Choose µ > 0 such that ξ < 0 in
Lemma 3.7. Then

‖θ(·, t)− θ̂(·, t)‖ → 0 as t→∞. (3.72)

Furthermore,

‖[κ(θ)∇p− κ(θ̂)∇p̂](·, t)‖ → 0 as t→∞. (3.73)
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Proof Establishing this statement is straightforward from the inequalities in Lemma 3.7. In par-
ticular, we choose µ > 0 such that

µ > 2C̃w‖g‖s, (3.74)

which gives ξ < 0. Inequality in (3.60) of Lemma 3.7 gives (3.72).
Next, with the same choice of ε to give c(ε) = 1 in (3.70) and integrating (3.69) over (0, T ),

one obtains

‖η(·, t)‖2 − ‖η0‖2 + (D∗ − µc20~2)

∫ T

0

‖∇η(·, t)‖2 dt ≤ ξ
∫ T

0

‖η(·, t)‖2 dt, (3.75)

from which inequality in (3.60) is used to deduce

(D∗ − µc20~2)

∫ T

0

‖∇η(·, t)‖2 dt ≤ ‖η0‖2
(

1 + ξ

∫ T

0

eξt dt

)
= ‖η0‖2eξT . (3.76)

This last inequality implies that
∫ T
0
‖∇η(·, t)‖2 dt→ 0 as T →∞, so ‖∇η(·, t)‖ remains bounded

as t → ∞. This fact together with (3.72) are used in (3.18) of Lemma 3.2 to get (3.73). This
completes the proof. ut

3.3 Physical Relevance of the Data Assimilation Solution

After establishing its convergence, the next task is to look into the physical relevance of θ̂. As
seen in Appendix A, under appropriate assumptions, the true concentration, θ, maintains its value
between 0 and 1 in Ω × [0, T ]. The next lemma and theorem confirms the same behavior for θ̂ as
long as µ is chosen in accordance with the setting in Theorem 3.3, and a correct choice of initial
condition θ̂0 is used. It is then followed by a theorem that establishes the uniqueness of this θ̂.

Lemma 3.8 Assume all hypotheses in Theorem 3.3 and choose θ̂0 such that η0 = θ0 − θ̂0 ≥ 0.
Then

(θ(x, t)− θ̂(x, t)) ≥ 0, for almost every (x, t) ∈ Ω × [0, T ]. (3.77)

Proof Set η = θ − θ̂ and write η = η+ − η−, where η+ = max{0, η} and η− = max{0,−η} and

∇η+ =

{
∇η if η > 0,

0 if η ≤ 0,
and ∇η− =

{
0 if η > 0,

−∇η if η ≤ 0.

Using the above definition, it is clear that −ηη− = −(η+ − η−)η− = (η−)2. By the same token,
∇η · ∇η− = |∇η−|2, and η∇η− = η−∇η−. Thus, we may use ψ = −η− in the first equation of
(3.59) to get

1

2

d

dt
‖η−‖2 +D∗‖∇η−‖2 + I3(η−) ≤ I1(η−) + I2(η−), (3.78)

where Ij(ζ), j = 1, 2, 3 are as described in (3.63). Much of the remaining proof are verbatim of
shown in the proof of Lemma 3.7. In particular, following the exact estimates of Ij , j = 1, 2, 3 in
the proof of that lemma, we arrive at

d

dt
‖η−‖2 ≤ ξ‖η−‖2 ≤ 0, (3.79)

since ξ < 0 has been chosen as stated in Theorem 3.3. Integrating over (0, s) ⊂ [0, T ] gives
‖η−(·, s)‖2 ≤ ‖η−(·, 0)‖2 = ‖η−0 ‖2. By the stated choice of θ̂0, η0 ≥ 0, so this means ‖η−0 ‖ = 0. It
follows that ‖η−(·, s)‖ = 0, and thus η−(x, s) = 0 for almost every (x, s) ∈ Ω× [0, T ]. This implies
that η(x, s) ≥ 0. ut
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Theorem 3.4 Assume hypotheses in Theorem 3.3 and choose θ̂0 ≥ 0 such that η0 = θ0 − θ̂0 ≥ 0.
Then

θ̂(x, t) ∈ [0, 1], for almost every (x, t) ∈ Ω × [0, T ]. (3.80)

Proof Since η0 ≥ 0, Lemma 3.8 implies θ̂(x, t) ≤ θ(x, t). Moreover, because Appendix A shows
that θ(x, t) ≤ 1, it follows that θ̂(x, t) ≤ 1.

Next we show that θ̂(x, t) ≥ 0. To proceed, we repeat the first part of the proof in Appendix A
verbatim. In this case we write θ̂ = θ̂+ − θ̂−, where θ̂+ = max{0, θ̂} and θ̂− = max{0,−θ̂} use
ψ = −θ̂− in (3.1a) to get

1

2

d

dt
‖θ̂−‖2 +A(θ̂−, p̂, θ̂−; θ) = −〈f − µP~(θ̂ − θ), θ̂−〉, (3.81)

and after redoing much of the steps in Appendix A, we arrive at

1

2

d

dt
‖θ̂−‖2 + 〈f + qθ̂− +

1

2
gθ̂−, θ̂−〉+ 〈µP~(θ − θ̂), θ̂−〉 ≤ 0. (3.82)

As in Appendix A, assumption A7 implies 〈f + qθ− + 1
2gθ
−, θ−〉 ≥ 0. Furthermore, because

Lemma 3.8 guarantees that (θ − θ̂) ≥ 0, it follows by (3.3) that P~(θ − θ̂) ≥ 0, and thus 〈µP~(θ −
θ̂), θ̂−〉 ≥ 0. Integration of (3.82) over (0, s) ⊆ [0, T ] and application of these two inequalites give
‖θ̂−(·, s)‖22 − ‖θ̂−(·, 0)‖22 ≤ 0. By assumption θ̂0(x) ≥ 0 for almost every x ∈ Ω so it follows
that θ̂−(x, s) = 0 for almost every (x, s) ∈ Ω × [0, T ]. Consequently, θ̂(x, t) ≥ 0 for almost every
(x, t) ∈ Ω × [0, T ]. This completes the proof. ut

At this stage, we are in a position to establish the uniqueness of (θ̂, p̂).

Theorem 3.5 Under the assumptions in Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.4, the solution (θ̂, p̂) of the
data assimilation model (3.1a) is unique in the class L∞T

(
L2(Ω)

)
∩ L2

T

(
H1
D

)
× L∞T (H1

D).

Proof To the contrary, assume each (θ̂j , p̂j), j = 1, 2 is the solution to (3.1a). Designating η̂ =

θ̂1 − θ̂2, and ŵ = κ(θ̂1)∇p̂1 − κ(θ̂2)∇p̂2, they are governed by





〈∂tη̂, ψ〉+ 〈D∇η̂,∇ψ〉+ 〈θ̂1ŵ,∇ψ〉+ 〈η̂κ(θ̂2)∇p̂2,∇ψ〉+ 〈qη̂, ψ〉=−µ〈P~(η̂), ψ〉,
〈ŵ,∇ϕ〉 = 0,

〈η̂(·, 0), ψ〉 = 0,

(3.83)

for every ϕ ∈ H1
D and ψ ∈ H1

D. Notice the structural resemblance of (3.83) to (3.59), so the same
estimation procedures done Lemma 3.7 can be applied here. With the help of Theorem 3.4 and
those procedures, we arrive at

‖η̂(·, t)‖2 ≤ ‖η̂(·, 0)‖2 eξt = 0,

which infers that for almost every (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0, T ], η̂(x, t) = 0, and thus θ̂1 = θ̂2 almost
everywhere in Ω × (0, T ]. Also, using (3.17) in Lemma 3.2,

‖∇(p̂1 − p̂2‖ ≤ CwC(r) ‖g‖ ‖θ̂1 − θ̂2‖2/s ‖∇(θ̂1 − θ̂2)‖(s−2)/s,

which implies that ‖∇(p̂1 − p̂2)‖ = 0. Since pj(·, t) ∈ H1
D, this means that p̂1 = p̂2 almost

everywhere in Ω × (0, T ]. The proof is complete. ut
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Ω
(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 4.1 An example rectangular domain Ω with sparse data measurement locations (left), the associated
triangulation of the domain into rectangular element Th (middle), and a corresponding dual mesh of control
volumes Dh (right).

4 A Numerical Implementation of the Data Assimilation

4.1 Setting of the Computational Domain and the Assimilation Data

Description of the numerical implementation is focused on performing the data assimilation method-
ology on a rectangular domain Ω = (0, L1) × (0, L2) such as depicted on fig. 4.1a. In this Ω, it

is assumed that there is a set {xi}Nsp

i=0 ⊂ Ω of spatial measurement locations with a maximum
distance ~, over which certain functional values of θ are known. In particular, we assume that for
every xi there exists a bounded linear functional γi : H1

D(Ω) → R. The set of these functional is
the ground for constructing the interpolation operator P~ : H1

D(Ω)→ span{φ~,i : i = 0, · · · , Nsp}:

P~(z) =

Nsp∑

i=0

γi(z)φ~,i, (4.1)

where φ~,i : Ω → [0, 1] is the usual nodal bilinear basis function over the partition of Ω caused

by {xi}Nsp

i=0, such that φ~,i(xj) = δij . This kind of interpolation operator has been well studied
and can be shown to satisfy (3.2) under sufficient regularity of the measured function and the
measurement locations [10]. An example of such a γi is the average value of the function at xi:

γi(z) =
1

ωi

∫

ωi

z(x) dx,

where ωi ⊂ Ω is a certain region associated with xi.

4.2 Numerical Approximation Strategy

The numerical approximation that is utilized for simulation of the data assimilation adopts a
strategy described in [17], which develops an algorithm for simulating a standard two-phase flow
and transport model. The domain Ω is discretized into a collection of nonoverlapping rectangles
τ ∈ Th such that Ω =

⋃
τ∈Th τ (see fig. 4.1b), where h = maxτ∈Th hτ and hτ is the diameter of τ .

Let Zh be the set of vertices in Ω \ ΓD as a result of the partition Th. On this Th, the continuous
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ζ

τ

ωζ

Fig. 4.2 Construction of a control volume ωζ (the shaded rectangle) for a vertex ζ that is shared by four
rectangular elements τ . The shaded intersection of a τ and ωζ is denoted by ωζ ∩ τ .

piecewise bilinear and the discontinuous piecewise bilinear finite element spaces are respectively
defined as

Vh = {vh ∈ C(Ω) ∩H1
D : vh|τ is bilinear ∀ τ ∈ Th} = span{φζ , ζ ∈ Zh},

Vd,h = {vh ∈ L2(Ω) : vh|τ is bilinear ∀ τ ∈ Th} = span{φζ,τ , ζ ∈ Zτ , τ ∈ Th},
(4.2)

where φζ : Ω → [0, 1] is the usual continuous piecewise linear Lagrangian finite element basis
functions and φζ,τ = φζ1τ , with 1τ : Ω → [0, 1] being the characteristic function of τ . In the
above, Zτ ⊂ Zh is the set of vertices in τ . Associated with every vertex ζ ∈ Zh, denote by ωζ
the control volume whose construction is according to the illustration in fig. 4.2. The set of such
control volumes is denoted by Dh (see fig. 4.1c). For vh ∈ Vd,h, we set Iτvh as a piecewise constant
function over τ , which is defined by

Iτvh =
∑

ζ∈Zτ

vh(ζ)1ζ,τ ,

where 1ζ,τ : Ω → [0, 1] is the characteristic function of the polygonal ωζ ∩ τ (see Figure 4.2). The

semidiscrete approximation of the data assimilation is to find (θ̂h(t), p̂h(t), Ψ̂d,h(t)) ∈ Vh×Vh×Vd,h
that is governed by





d

dt

∫

ωζ

θ̂h dx−
∫

∂ωζ

(
D∇θ̂h + θ̂hκ(θ̂h)∇Ψ̂d,h

)
· nd`+

∫

ωζ

qθ̂h dx

=

∫

ωζ

(
f − µP~(θ̂h − θ)

)
dx ∀ωζ ∈ Dh, (4.3a)

B(p̂h, ϕh; θ̂h) = 〈g, ϕh〉 ∀ϕh ∈ Vh, (4.3b)

Bh(Ψ̂d,h, ϕd,h; θ̂h) = Rh(p̂h, ϕd,h; θ̂h) ∀ϕd,h ∈ Vd,h, (4.3c)

where

Bh(v, w; z) =
∑

τ∈Th

∑

ζ∈Zτ

−
〈
κ(z)∇v · n, Iτw

〉
∂ωζ∩τ

,

Rh(v, w; z) =
∑

τ∈Th

〈
{κ(z)∇v} · n, Iτw − w

〉
∂τ

+ 〈g, Iτw − w〉τ + 〈κ(z)∇v,∇w〉τ ,
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and n is the usual outward unit normal vector. In the forms above, for e = ∂τ ∩ ∂τ ′ ⊂ ∂τ , {w} is
understood as (w|τ +w|τ ′)/2 on e. The formulation (4.3) assumes a zero initial condition.

A closer inspection of the system (4.3) shows that it digresses from the original data assimilation
model (3.1a) in two ways. First, the equation to approximate θ̂, i.e., (4.3a) utilizes a finite volume
element method, whose variational formulation is different from (3.1a). This choice is made due to
the method’s suitability to approximate solutions to problems that are derived from conservation
principle. The second equation (4.3b) is exactly the same as in (3.1b), except the former is posed
on the finite dimensional space Vh.

The third equation (4.3c) requires a proper description. Due to its global formulation, cf. (4.3c),
p̂h(t) does not satisfy the mass balance property, i.e.,

∫

∂ω

−κ(θ̂h)∇p̂h · nd`−
∫

ω

g dx 6= 0, ∀ω ∈ Ω. (4.4)

In many numerical simulations of problems that are derived from conservation principle, it is
crucial for the approximations to possess such a mass balance property. The subsystem (4.3c) is
meant to produce a surrogate of p̂h(t) ∈ Vh, which is denoted by Ψ̂d,h(t) ∈ Vd,h that satisfies

∫

∂ωζ

−κ(θ̂h)∇Ψ̂d,h(t) · nd` =

∫

ωζ

g dx, ∀ωζ ∈ Dh. (4.5)

Thus, (4.3c) is a step to produce a locally conservative normal flux −κ(θ̂h)∇Ψ̂d,h(t) ·n in the sense
of (4.5). We refer to [17] for an extensive discussion on how this property is established.

Obviously the system in (4.3) is coupled and nonlinear so a standard implementation will result
in a set of nonlinear algebraic equations governing the following functions:

θ̂h(t) =
∑

ζ∈Zh

αζ(t)φζ , p̂h(t) =
∑

ζ∈Zh

βζ(t)φζ , Ψ̂d,h(t) =
∑

τ∈Th

∑

ζ∈Zτ

δζ,τ (t)φζ,τ . (4.6)

The nonlinear algebraic system must be solved by some iterative techniques at every time level.
Formal discussions of the construction and techniques for efficiently solving such an algebraic
system can be found in many texts (see for example [14,17]). However, there exists a fast-slow
relation between the pressure and concentration profiles [3]. Taking advantage of this relation
can improve the efficiency of the numerical method for solving the above system. This improved
efficiency is realized by calculating p̂h and Ψ̂d,h on a coarse time partition of (0, T ], denoted by

I = {t0, t1, · · · , tM}, and computing θ̂h at a set of finer time levels Jn = {s0,n, s1,n · · · , sm,n} that
further partitions (tn−1, tn] for every n = 1, 2, · · · ,M . In this setting, s0,n = tn−1 and sm,n = tn.
Moreover, this separation of time scales allows for a decoupling of the pressure and its surrogate
(second and third equations in (4.3)) from the concentration (first equation in (4.3)). In fact, the
second and third equation in (4.3)) is also completely decoupled and Ψ̂d,h(tn) can be independently

solved for every τ ∈ Th such that a locally conservative normal flux −κ(θ̂h(tn−1))∇Ψ̂d,h(tn) ·n in
the sense of (4.5) is made available. This quantity in turn is fed into equation of the approximate
concentration. In this way, the utilization of iterative techniques to solve (4.3) can be completely
avoided. The complete picture of the time marching on Jn is listed in Algorithm 1. A trapezoidal
rule is used to approximate the time integration in that algorithm along with an application of
upwinding scheme for the term θ̂hκ(θ̂h(tn−1))∇Ψ̂d,h(tn) ·n. This algorithm is then called for every
n = 1, 2, · · · ,M .

The convergence analysis of the proposed algorithm (4.3a)-(4.3c) is based upon obtaining a
priori estimates on the approximation (θ̂h, p̂h, Ψ̂d,h). Similar estimates are obtained in Section 3
for the spectral Galerkin approximation. The actual convergence analysis of the above numerical
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Algorithm 1 Time Integration for Data Assimilation on Jn
Let θ̂h(tn−1), p̂h(tn−1) be available and set θ̂h(s0,n) = θ̂h(tn−1).

Set κn−1 = κ(θ̂h(tn−1)) and find p̂h(tn) ∈ Vh satisfying

B(p̂h(tn), ϕh; θ̂h(tn−1)) = 〈g, ϕh〉 ∀ϕh ∈ Vh.

Find Ψ̂d,h(tn) ∈ Vd,h satisfying

Bh(Ψ̂d,h(tn), ϕd,h; θ̂h(tn−1)) = Rh(p̂h(tn), ϕd,h; θ̂h(tn−1)) ∀ϕd,h ∈ Vd,h,

where Ψ̂d,h(tn) satisfies the mass balance∫
∂ωζ

κn−1∇Ψ̂d,h(tn) · nd` =

∫
ωζ

g dx, ∀ωζ ∈ Dh.

for j = 1, 2, · · · ,m do

Find θ̂h(sj,n) ∈ Vh satisfying∫
ωζ

(θ̂h(sj,n)− θ̂h(sj−1,n)) dx−
∫ sj,n

sj−1,n

∫
∂ωζ

(
D∇θ̂h + θ̂hκn−1∇Ψ̂d,h(tn)

)
· nd`dt

+

∫ sj,n

sj−1,n

∫
ωζ

qθ̂h dxdt =

∫ sj,n

sj−1,n

∫
ωζ

(
f − µP~(θ̂h − θ)

)
dxdt ∀ωζ ∈ Dh.

end for
Set θ̂h(tn) = θ̂h(sm,n).

scheme is far from trivial and is outside the scope of the current investigation. We will disseminate
this analysis in a subsequent future work. We refer to [2] where a different algorithm was used, more
specifically a combination of mixed finite element and finite volume methods was implemented and
a convergence analysis was proved.

5 Numerical Validation Study

The following four examples serve as a numerical validation of the proposed methodology. In
the first two examples the relation between the choice of the relaxation parameter, µ, and the
corresponding convergence rates of the proposed method are explored by simulating synthetic
model problems. In the third example the convergence rates obtained for various choices of the
sparse data interpolation length scale, ~, are explored when an analytic solution to the model
problem is entirely unknown. Estimates for the quality of the solutions obtained using the data
assimilation algorithm are obtained by comparing to a numerical simulation of the model problem
where the initial condition is known. The last example explores the applicability of the methodology
for a saltwater intrusion model. Parameter values for the simulation are chosen to respect the
physical setting under consideration. Since the previous analysis presented in this paper allows for
the choice of θ̂0 to be made arbitrarily, two types of initial guess are considered. In Examples 1
and 2 the initial guess θ̂0 = 0 is used. In Examples 3 and 4, a bilinear interpolation of the sparse
data P~(θ0) is used as the initial condition for θ̂h.
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5.1 Example 1

This example illustrates the validity of Lemma 3.7. Chiefly, we attempt to showcase the pre-
dicted asymptotically stable long run behavior of the error estimates for the assimilated solu-
tion. The setting is as follows: Ω = [0, 1]2, ΓD = ∂Ω, D = 1, q = 0, −κ(θ)∇p = (v(θ), v(θ)),
where v(θ) = (1 + θ)−1, θ0(x) = (x1 − x1

2)(x2 − x2
2). The function f is chosen such that

θ(x, t) = (x1 − x12)(x2 − x22)e−t. Notice that this example does not require solving for p since
the Darcy velocity is directly expressed as a function of θ. The function θ̂h is obtained based on
the discretization of Ω into 100× 100 rectangular elements (h = 0.01). The interpolation function
P~ was constructed using a fixed sparse grid of 10× 10 rectangular elements (~ = 0.1). A uniform
fine time scale of si+1,n − si,n = 0.002 was chosen with updates to the Darcy velocity occurring
at every 10th fine time step. As a metric, the relative difference

R(θ̂h; t) = 100× ‖θ̂h(·, t)− θ(·, t)‖2
‖θ(·, t)‖2

% (5.1)

is calculated at each coarse time step. Plots of values of R(θ̂h; t) for various choices of µ are shown
in figs. 5.1a and 5.1b. It is worth noting that R(θ̂h; 0) = 100% since the initial condition θ̂0 = 0
was used in the simulation.
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Fig. 5.1 Relative Difference R(θ̂h; t) for various µ: Plots (a) and (b) are for Example 1 with ~ = 10h, plot (c)
is for Example 2 with ~ = 5h.

As a consequence of Lemma 3.7 and when h is sufficiently resolved, an asymptotic bound
on ‖θ̂h − θ‖ can be obtained if conditions on µ are satisfied. Specifically, combining requirement
(3.4) and the condition that ξ, defined in Lemma 3.7, be negative one finds that this asymptotic
behavior is obtained if

2
(
C̃w + C̃gn

)
‖g‖s − q∗ < µ <

D∗
c20~

. (5.2)

That is, there exists a so-called Goldilocks Zone for choosing the value of µ to guarantee the desired
convergence. The precise value of each of these bounds are unavailable due to lack of information
about the constants of the a priori estimates. However, the convergence results obtained in figs. 5.1a
and 5.1b are consistent with Lemma 3.7. Namely, the two figures indicate that there is a specific
range of values for µ for which faster convergence of θ̂h to θ can be achieved. When µ is chosen
within this range, an exponential rate of decrease towards an asymptoticly stable value is observed.
These results also suggest the existence of an optimal value of µ. If the value of µ is increased or
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Fig. 5.2 Input data in Example 3 (Section 5.3): (a) g(x), (b) ln(k(x)), (c) θ0(x)

decreased away from this optimal value, the numerical results indicate an increase in the asymptote
of the error.

5.2 Example 2

This example illustrates the assumption a case of decoupling between p and θ, namely that κ is
independent of θ. The setting is as follows: Ω = [0, 1]2, ΓD = (0, x2) ∪ (1, x2), ΓN = ∂Ω\ΓD, κ =
D = 1, g = q = 0, θ0(x) = (x1−x12). The function f is chosen such that (p, θ) = (1−x1, (x1−x21)et)
(i.e., p(0, x2) = 1). The function θ̂h is obtained based on the discretization of Ω into 50 × 50
rectangular elements (h = 0.02). The interpolation function P~ was constructed using a fixed
sparse grid of 10 × 10 rectangular elements (~ = 0.1). A fine time scale of si+1,m − si,m = 0.02
while the Darcy’s velocity is calculated only once before the time marching due the decoupling.
Notice that in this decoupling scenario, p̂ = p.

Plots of R(θ̂h; t) for this example are shown in fig. 5.1c. Note that for this case Notably,
all choices of µ lead to the convergence of θ̂h to θ in only a few time steps. Furthermore, the
resulting asymptotic behavior of the solution can be attributed to the discretization errors of the
approximation. Specifically, using the same numerical scheme used to compute θ̂h and the known
initial condition, an approximation of the true solution was found to have a asymptotic R(θh, t)
value of approximately 0.89%. Noting that R(θ̂h, t) converges to an asymptotic value which is less
than 0.89% one can conclude that the theoretical convergence of the assimilation procedure has
been numerically validated.

5.3 Example 3

The condition (5.2) suggests an interplay between the choice of µ and ~ and the asymptotic
behavior of the quality of θ̂. That is, the range of optimal choices for µ can be adjusted by varying
the choice of ~. We investigate this dependency in the following example by fixing the value of µ
and simulating an example problem using various choices of ~.

This example is posed in Ω = [0, 1]2 with ΓD = ∂Ω, D = 0.01, and q = f = 0. The spatial
profile of g is depicted in fig. 5.2a, and κ(θ) = k(x)(1−θ+θ/16)−4 where k(x) is the heterogeneous
profile depicted in log scale in fig. 5.2b. The structure of the initial condition θ0 is shown in
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Fig. 5.3 Example 3: fig. 5.3a shows R(θ̂h; t), the relative difference of the solution obtained using the data
assimilation algorithm for various choices of ~; fig. 5.3b shows R(P~(θh); t), the quality of a bilinear interpolation
of the sparse sample data, at coarse time steps for various choices of ~; fig. 5.3c shows the behavior of relative
difference over time, R̃(θ̂h; t), of the solution obtained using the data assimilation algorithm compared to a
bilinear interpolation of the sparse data measurements for various choices of ~.

fig. 5.2c. The domain Ω is discretized into 240×240 rectangular elements. The results are obtained
by using si+1,n − si,n = 0.0004, with the Darcy velocity being updated at a coarse time scale
tn+1− tn = 0.002. Sparse data is assumed to be available at each coarse time step, with a bilinear
interpolation being performed to update the assimilated concentration at the finest time scale.
Since a closed form of the analytic true solution is not available, a numerical solution is used as a
reference. That is, we use θ = θh to obtain estimates of R(θ̂h, t) defined by (5.1). A comparison of
the solution obtained with the data assimilation algorithm to the quality of the sparse data used
to run the algorithm is obtained using the metric

R̃(θ̂h; t) = 100× ‖θ̂h(·, t)− P~ (θh(·, t)) ‖2
‖θh(·, t)‖2

% (5.3)

In fig. 5.3a plots of R(θ̂h, t) for various choices of ~ are given with respect to time. In all of
the examples presented the asymptotic convergence predicted by Lemma 3.7 can be observed.
However, there are some subtitles that merit discussion.

If ~ is chosen to be too large, the quality of solutions obtained with the data assimilation
algorithm is degraded. This result fits with intuition since an increase in the size of ~ corresponds
to a decrease in the number of sparse data measurements used in the simulation. This implies that
quality of the assimilated solution may be poor if insufficient information about the true solution
is available. Correspondingly, as the choice of ~ is decreased the accuracy of the data assimilation
algorithm is improved.

As the value of ~ is decreased small fluctuations in the relative difference at fine time steps can
be observed. We suspect that these fluctuations are a result of the interpolation of the sparse data
in time. As part of our assumptions for the model we assume that sparse data measurements are
available only at each coarse time step and perform a linear interpolation of this data at fine time
steps. In fig. 5.3a the value of R(θ̂h, t) at coarse time steps is highlighted using larger symbols.
After each coarse time step it can be observed that the quality of the assimilated solution begins
to improve before becoming less accurate with each fine time step. Essentially, at each coarse time
step an update to the sparse data measurements pushes the assimilated solution back towards the
true solution.

By comparing fig. 5.3a to figs. 5.3b and 5.3c some insight to the relationship between the
assimilated solution and the quality of the sparse data used to construct it can be obtained. In
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Fig. 5.4 Example 3: A comparison of reference concentration against θ̂h, the magnitude of their difference and
a bilinear interpolation of the sparse data, P~(θh), at time levels 0.002, 0.012, and 0.024 (arranged from top to
bottom) is given. Values ~ = 1/30 and µ = 1000 were used to generate the profiles presented.

fig. 5.3b the relative difference between the interpolation of the sparse data, P~(θ), used to find
the assimilated solution and the true solution are given for various choices of ~. Naturally, as ~
is decreased (i.e. more interpolation points are used) the interpolation becomes more accurate.
Furthermore, if ~ is on the order of h one observes that the quality of this interpolation and
the assimilated solution are similar. However, when the value of ~ is large one observes that the
assimilated solution is significantly more accurate than the bilinear interpolation used to construct
it. Figure 5.3c highlights the differences between solutions obtained with the data assimilation
algorithm and the interpolation of the sparse data used to run the data assimilation algorithm.
Since the P~(θ0) is used as the initial condition for θ̂ the value of R̃(θ̂h; 0) = 0. Then as time
increases the difference between the two increases as the assimilated solution better approximates
the true model solution. A visual comparison of these differences for a fixed choice of ~ is provided
in fig. 5.4.
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Fig. 5.5 Example 4: fig. 5.5a shows R(θ̂h; t), the relative difference of the solution obtained using the data
assimilation algorithm for various choices of ~; fig. 5.5b shows R(P~(θh); t), the quality of a bilinear interpolation
of the sparse sample data, at coarse time steps for various choices of ~; fig. 5.5c shows the behavior of relative
difference over time, R̃(θ̂h; t), of the solution obtained using the data assimilation algorithm compared to a
bilinear interpolation of the sparse data measurements for various choices of ~.

5.4 Example 4

In this example we consider an application of the proposed methodology for a model of the intrusion
of saltwater into a fresh water aquifer. The mathematical model considered here is governed by
(2.1). The problem is posed on a square domain with side length of 240 meters. The relative
permeability is is given by κ(θ) = k(x)/ν(θ), where the intrinsic permeability k(x) is a scaled
version of the profile in fig. 5.2b such that k ∈ [10−9, 10−7]. The fluid viscosity ν(θ) is modeled
with the quarter power mixing rule [27], written as

ν(θ) =

(
θ

4
√
µs

+
1− θ
4
√
µw

)−4

, (5.4)

where µs = 0.00108 Pa · s is the viscosity of the saltwater (or contaminant), and µw = 0.001 Pa · s
is the viscosity of the water (or resident liquid). The diffusion coefficient is D = 0.00001. Injection
and discharge wells with similar structures to the one used in Example 3 are placed at points
(190, 190) and (50, 50), respectively. The maximum value of qin is 0.0005 s−1, while for qout is
0.002 s−1. At the injection well, θ̃(t) = 0.45 sin(Bt) + 0.5 where B is chosen so that the period
of θ̃(t) is one day. The behavior of this injection well is meant to mimic an intrusion of saltwater
into the aquifer that depends on the tide of an ocean. Further, initially there are two pockets of
saltwater already present in the upper left and lower right hand corners of Ω. Discretization of Ω
utilizes 240× 240 rectangular elements, while the coarse time step is 2 days and fine time step is
2 hours. Updates to the Darcy velocity and the sparse data measurements are made at the end of
each coarse time step. As in Example 3, the data assimilation methodology is fed with a numerical
solution that is used as for the sparse data measurements and as a reference true solution.

The same estimates used to evaluate the quality of the assimilated solution in Example 3 are
also obtained for this numerical example and are presented in fig. 5.5 and fig. 5.6. In fig. 5.5 a
periodicity in the quality of the solution can be observed during the fine time steps. This source of
error can be attributed almost entirely to the operator splitting. Since the source term has a period
of one day, and each coarse time step has a length of two days the extracted Darcy velocities fail
to capture the effect of periodicity of the injection well. When this source of error is taken into
account many of the same comparisons and conclusions discussed in Example 3 can be made for
for this example as well.
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Fig. 5.6 Example 4: A comparison of reference concentration against θ̂h, the magnitude of their difference and
a bilinear interpolation of the sparse data, P~(θh) at time levels 0.002, 0.012, and 0.024 (arranged from top to
bottom). Values ~ = 40 m and µ = 0.00001 were used to generate the profiles.

6 Conclusion

In this paper we have adapted the framework of a continuous data assimilation algorithm for dy-
namical systems to a model for the miscible flow of two fluids in a porous medium. The novelty
of the proposed methodology is that it provides a way for obtaining accurate approximations of
the true solution when nothing is known about the initial conditions of the system. Specifically, in
situations where it is reasonable to assume that sparse spatial measurements of the concentration
of either fluid can periodically be measured at sparse spatial locations this method can be used.
A formal analysis of both the existence of weak solutions to the data assimilation model, and
estimates for its associated error were performed. A series of numerical simulations was conducted
to validate the conclusion of the mathematical analysis. It was demonstrated through these nu-
merical studies that there exists a range of values for the relaxation parameter which can lead to
a desirable rate of convergence. This range of values can be be further adjusted by adjusting the
length scale of the sparse data measurements.

In our numerical experiments it can be observed that there exists an optimal choice for this
parameter within its bounds. A direction for possible future work would be the development of a
systematic way to determine a priori estimates for this optimal value. Furthermore, an introduction
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of stochastic noise into the sparse data measurements could be used to quantify the effect that
measurement errors would have on the assimilated solution. Lastly, in the model considered it
is assumed that the diffusion coefficient is only spatially dependent. More realistic models of
miscible flow assume that the diffusion coefficient is also velocity dependent. It is suspected that
similar estimates to the ones found here can be obtained for the more general model. However, a
formal analysis must be performed to determine the convergence behavior of the continuous data
assimilation algorithm in this setting.
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A L∞ Bounds on the True Concentration

We begin by assuming that A1 to A6 are satisfied and that there exists a θ ∈ L∞T (L2(Ω))∩L2
T (H1

D) that satisfies

(2.7a). We write θ = θ+ − θ−, where θ+ = max{0, θ} and θ− = max{0,−θ} and

∇θ+ =

{
∇θ if θ > 0,

0 if θ ≤ 0,
and ∇θ− =

{
0 if θ > 0,

−∇θ if θ ≤ 0.

Since

〈θ+ − θ−,−θ−〉 = ‖θ−‖2 and 〈D∇(θ+ − θ−),−∇θ−〉 = 〈D∇θ−,∇θ−〉,

we may use −θ−(·, t) as a test function in (2.7a) to get

1

2

d

dt
‖θ−‖22 +A(θ−, p, θ−; θ) = −〈f, θ−〉. (A.1)

As a consequence of the positivity of D outlined in A2, (A.1) yields

1

2

d

dt
‖θ−‖22 + 〈θ−κ(θ)∇p,∇θ−〉+ 〈f + qθ−, θ−〉 ≤ 0. (A.2)

Let now {θ`} ⊂ H1
D be smooth and ‖θ`−θ−‖1 → 0 as `→∞. Recent investigations confirming the existence

of such a sequence can be seen for example in [9,18,7]. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,∣∣〈θ`κ(θ)∇p,∇θ`〉 − 〈θ−κ(θ)∇p,∇θ−〉
∣∣ =

∣∣〈(θ` − θ−)κ(θ)∇p,∇θ`〉+ 〈θ−κ(θ)∇p,∇(θ` − θ−)〉
∣∣

≤ κ∗
(
‖(θ` − θ−)∇p‖ ‖∇θ`‖+ ‖θ−∇p‖ ‖∇(θ` − θ−)‖

)
.

(A.3)
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By Hölder’s inequality and applying Meyer’s estimate to p and Sobolev embedding H1(Ω) ↪→ Ls(Ω) for s > 2
(see for example p. 85 of [1]),

‖(θ` − θ−)∇p‖ ≤ ‖θ` − θ−‖0,s ‖∇p‖0,r ≤ CembC(r)‖g‖ ‖θ` − θ−‖1, and

‖θ−∇p‖ ≤ ‖θ−‖0,s ‖∇p‖0,r ≤ CembC(r)‖g‖ ‖θ−‖1, where
1

r
+

1

s
=

1

2
.

(A.4)

Putting (A.4) back to (A.3) yields∣∣〈θ`κ(θ)∇p,∇θ`〉 − 〈θ−κ(θ)∇p,∇θ−〉
∣∣ ≤ κ∗CembC(r)‖g‖ ‖θ`‖1 ‖θ` − θ−‖1, (A.5)

from which it is deduced that∣∣〈θ`κ(θ)∇p,∇θ`〉 − 〈θ−κ(θ)∇p,∇θ−〉
∣∣→ 0 as `→∞. (A.6)

Moreover, due to its smoothness, ∇(θ2` ) = 2θ`∇θ` and since p satisfies (2.7b), one finds that

〈θ`κ(θ)∇p,∇θ`〉 =
1

2
〈κ(θ)∇p,∇(θ2` )〉 =

1

2
〈g, (θ`)2〉, (A.7)

where the last line is justified because θ2` ∈ H
1
D, which is the case due to the smoothness of θ` ∈ H1

D. Furthermore,

by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Sobolev embedding H1(Ω) ↪→ Ls(Ω) for s > 2,

|〈g, (θ`)2〉 − 〈g, (θ−)2〉| = |〈g, (θ` + θ−)(θ` − θ−)〉|

≤ ‖g‖ ‖(θ` + θ−)(θ` − θ−)‖

≤ ‖g‖ ‖(θ` + θ−)‖0,ζ ‖θ` − θ−‖0,ν , with
1

ζ
+

1

ν
=

1

2

≤ C2
emb‖g‖ ‖(θ` + θ−)‖1 ‖θ` − θ−‖1,

(A.8)

from which it is deduced that
|〈g, (θ`)2〉 − 〈g, (θ−)2〉| → 0 as `→∞. (A.9)

Combination of (A.6), (A.7), and (A.9) yields

〈θ−κ(θ)∇p,∇θ−〉 = lim
`→∞

〈θ`κ(θ)∇p,∇θ`〉 = lim
`→∞

〈g, (θ`)2〉 = 〈g, (θ−)2〉. (A.10)

Inserting (A.10) into (A.2) gives

1

2

d

dt
‖θ−‖22 + 〈f + qθ− +

1

2
gθ−, θ−〉 ≤ 0. (A.11)

By assumption A7 we observe that 〈f + qθ− + 1
2
gθ−, θ−〉 ≥ 0. By applying this fact to (A.11), we integrate the

resulting inequality over (0, s) ⊆ [0, T ] to get ‖θ−(·, s)‖22 − ‖θ−(·, 0)‖22 ≤ 0. By assumption θ0(x) > 0 for almost
every x ∈ Ω so one deduces that θ−(x, s) = 0 for almost every (x, s) ∈ Ω × [0, T ]. Consequently, 0 ≤ θ(x, t) for
almost every (x, t) ∈ Ω × [0, T ].

To establish the upper bound, notice that by setting θ = (θ−1) + 1 = ϑ+ 1, it is obvious that ∂tθ = ∂tϑ and

A(1, p, ψ; θ) = 〈κ(θ)∇p,∇ψ〉+ 〈q, ψ〉 = 〈g + q, ψ〉, (A.12)

so that
A(θ, p, ψ; θ) = A(ϑ, p, ψ; θ) +A(1, p, ψ; θ) = A(ϑ, p, ψ; θ) + 〈g + q, ψ〉. (A.13)

Thus, in a similar fashion to what is done before, we use ψ = ϑ+ = max{ϑ, 0} ∈ H1
D in (2.7a) and use (A.13) to

get
1

2

d

dt
‖ϑ+‖22 +A(ϑ+, p, ϑ+; θ) + 〈g + q, ϑ+〉 = 〈f, ϑ+〉, (A.14)

and thus
1

2

d

dt
‖ϑ+‖22 + 〈qϑ+ +

1

2
gϑ+, ϑ+〉+ 〈g + q − f, ϑ+〉 ≤ 0. (A.15)

By A7, 〈qϑ+ + 1
2
gϑ+, ϑ+〉 + 〈g + q − f, ϑ+〉 ≥ 0, which after integration of (A.15) over (0, s) ⊆ [0, T ] gives

‖ϑ+(·, s)‖22 − ‖ϑ+(·, 0)‖22 ≤ 0. By assumption θ0(x) < 1 for almost every x ∈ Ω so one deduces that ϑ+(,̇s) = 0
for all s ∈ [0, T ]. Consequently, θ(x, t) ≤ 1 for almost every (x, t) ∈ Ω × [0, T ].
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