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Abstract

We develop a mixed finite element method for the coupled problem arising in the interaction
between a free fluid governed by the Stokes equations and flow in deformable porous medium modeled
by the Biot system of poroelasticity. Mass conservation, balance of stress, and the Beavers—Joseph—
Saffman condition are imposed on the interface. We consider a fully mixed Biot formulation based
on a weakly symmetric stress-displacement-rotation elasticity system and Darcy velocity-pressure
flow formulation. A velocity-pressure formulation is used for the Stokes equations. The interface
conditions are incorporated through the introduction of the traces of the structure velocity and the
Darcy pressure as Lagrange multipliers. Existence and uniqueness of a solution are established for
the continuous weak formulation. Stability and error estimates are derived for the semi-discrete
continuous-in-time mixed finite element approximation. Numerical experiments are presented to
verify the theoretical results and illustrate the robustness of the method with respect to the physical
parameters.

1 Introduction

In this paper we develop a new mixed elasticity formulation for the quasi-static Stokes—Biot problem
that models the interaction between a free fluid and flow in deformable porous medium. This coupled
physical phenomenon is referred to as fluid—poroelastic structure interaction (FPSI). There has been
an increased interest in this problem in recent years, due to its wide range of applications in petroleum
engineering, hydrology, environmental sciences, and biomedical engineering, such as predicting and
controlling processes arising in gas and oil extraction from naturally or hydraulically fractured reservoirs,
cleanup of groundwater flow in deformable aquifers, designing industrial filters, and modeling blood-
vessel interactions in blood flows. The free fluid is modeled by the Stokes equations, while the flow in the
deformable porous media is modeled by the Biot system of poroelasticity [15]. The Biot system couples
an elasticity equation for the deformation of the elastic porous matrix with a Darcy flow model for
the mass conservation of the fluid in the pores. The Stokes and Biot regions are coupled via interface
conditions enforcing continuity of normal flux, the Beavers—Joseph—Saffman (BJS) slip with friction
condition for the tangential velocity, balance of forces, and continuity of normal stress. The FPSI
system exhibits features of both coupled Stokes—Darcy flows [28.30,33,35,40,44,49] and fluid-structure
interaction (FSI) [12}22}32,/43], both of which have been extensively studied. In applications of the
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Stokes—Biot model to flow in fractured poroelastic media, the use of the Stokes model in the fractures
provides a more accurate alternative to the traditional Darcy model [42], which becomes inadequate for
faster flow and higher porosity.

The first mathematical analysis of the Stokes—Biot system can be found in [47], where a fully dynamic
system is considered and well-posedness is shown by rewriting it as a parabolic system. A numerical
study was presented in [11], using the Navier-Stokes equations to model the free fluid flow. The au-
thors develop a variational multiscale finite element method and propose both monolithic and iterative
partitioned methods for the solution of the coupled system. A non-iterative operator splitting scheme
is developed in [20] for an arterial flow model that includes a thin elastic membrane separating the
two regions, using a pressure formulation for the flow in the poroelastic region. In [18,[19], a mixed
Darcy model is considered in the Biot system and the Nitsche’s interior penalty method is used to im-
pose weakly the continuity of normal flux. A Lagrange multiplier formulation for imposing the normal
flux continuity is developed in [6,/7]. A decoupling algorithm based on solving an optimization prob-
lem is developed in [24]. A dimensionally reduced Brinkman—Biot model for flow through fractures in
poroelastic media is developed and analyzed in |21]. The well-posedness of the fully dynamic coupled
Navier-Stokes/Biot model using a pressure Darcy formulation is established in [25]. A finite element
method for this formulation is developed in |23]. A nonlinear Stokes-Biot model for non-Newtonian flu-
ids and its finite element approximation are considered in [1], where the first well-posedness analysis of
the quasi-static Stokes—Biot system is presented. Coupling of the Stokes—Biot system with transport is
studied in [2]. A second order in time decoupling scheme for a nonlinear Stokes—Biot model is developed
in [39]. Recent works study various discretization schemes for the Stokes-Biot system, including a cou-
pled discontinuous Galerkin — mixed finite element method [50], a staggered finite element method [14]
and non-conforming finite element method [51].

To the best of our knowledge, all of the previous works consider displacement-based discretizations of
the elasticity equation in the Biot system. In this paper we develop a mixed finite element discretization
of the quasi-static Stokes—Biot system using a mixed elasticity formulation with a weakly symmetric
poroelastic stress. The advantages of mixed finite element methods for elasticity include locking-free
behavior, robustness with respect to the physical parameters, local momentum conservation, and ac-
curate stress approximations with continuous normal components across element edges or faces. Here
we consider a three-field stress—displacement—rotation elasticity formulation. This formulation allows
for mixed finite element methods with reduced number of degrees of freedom, see e.g. [9}/10]. It is also
the basis for the multipoint stress mixed finite element method [3,4], where stress and rotation can be
locally eliminated, resulting in a positive definite cell-centered scheme for the displacement. We con-
sider a mixed velocity—pressure Darcy formulation, resulting in a five-field Biot formulation, which was
proposed in [41] and studied further in [5], where a multipoint stress-flux mixed finite element method is
developed. We note that our analysis can be easily extended to the strongly symmetric mixed elasticity
formulation, which leads to the four-field mixed Biot formulation developed in [52]. Finally, for the
Stokes equations we consider the classical velocity—pressure formulation. The weak formulation for the
resulting Stokes—Biot system has not been studied in the literature. One main difference from the pre-
vious works with displacement-based elasticity formulations [1.|7] is that the normal component of the
poroelastic stress appears explicitly in the interface terms. Correspondingly, we introduce a Lagrange
multiplier with a physical meaning of structure velocity that is used to impose weakly the balance of
force and the BJS condition. In addition, a Darcy pressure Lagrange multiplier is used to impose weakly
the continuity of normal flux.

Since the weak formulation of the Stokes—Biot system considered in this paper is new, we first
show that it has a unique solution. This is done by casting it in the form of a degenerate evolution



saddle point system and employing results from classical semigroup theory for differential equations
with monotone operators [46]. We then present a semi-discrete continuous-in-time formulation, which
is based on employing stable mixed finite element spaces for the Stokes, Darcy, and elasticity equations
on grids that may be non-matching along the interface, as well as suitable choices for the Lagrange
multiplier finite element spaces. Well-posedness of the semidiscrete formulation is established with
a similar argument to the continuous case, using discrete inf-sup conditions for the divergence and
interface bilinear forms. Stability and optimal order error estimates are then derived for all variables
in their natural space-time norms. We emphasize that the estimates hold uniformly in the limit of the
storativity coefficient sy going to zero, which is a locking regime for non-mixed elasticity discretizations
for the Biot system. In addition, our results are robust with respect to ami,, the lower bound for
the compliance tensor A, which relates to another locking phenomena in poroelasticity called Poisson
locking [53]. Furthermore, we do not use Gronwall’s inequality in the stability bound, thus obtaining
long-time stability for our method. We present several computational experiments for a fully discrete
finite element method designed to verify the convergence theory, illustrate the behavior of the method
for a problem modeling an interaction between surface and subsurface hydrological systems, and study
the robustness of the method with respect to the physical parameters. In particular, the numerical
experiments illustrate the locking-free properties of the mixed finite element method for the Stokes—
Biot system.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we present the mathematical model.
Section [3]is devoted to the continuous weak formulation. Well-posedness of the continuous formulation
is proved in Section {4}, where existence and uniqueness of solution are established. The semidiscrete
continuous-in-time approximation is introduced in Section[5} Stability and error analyses are performed
in Sections [6] and [7] respectively. Numerical experiments are presented in Section [§] followed by con-
clusions in Section [9.

We end this section by fixing some notation. Let M, S and N denote the sets of n X n matrices,
n X n symmetric matrices and n X n skew-symmetric matrices, respectively. For a domain O C R", we
make use of the usual notation for Lebesgue spaces LP(O), Sobolev spaces W*P(0), and Hilbert spaces
H¥(0). The corresponding norms are denoted by | - ||Ls (0, || - lwrro) and || - [[gx(o)- For a generic
scalar space Z, we denote by Z and Z the corresponding vector and tensor counterparts, respectively.
The L2(O) inner product is denoted by (-,-)o for scalar, vector and tensor valued functions. For a
section of the boundary S C 9O, we write (-, -)g for the L2(S) inner product or duality pairing. We will
also use the Hilbert space

H(div; 0) := {v € L*(0) : V-v € L*(0)},

endowed with the norm HVH%{(diV;O) = ||v||%2(0) + ||V - VHiQ(O), as well as its tensor-valued counter-
part H(div; O) consisting of matrices with rows in H(div; ©O). The latter is equipped with the norm
||T\|%H(div;o) = |’T||H%2(O) + ||V - TH%Q(O). Given a separable Banach space V endowed with the norm
Il |lv, we let LP(0,7T; V) be the space of functions f : (0,7) — V that are Bochner measurable and such
that || f||Lr(0,r;v) < 00, With

T
£y = [ 15O dt 17y = esssup [FO)lv.
0 te[0,7

We employ 0 to denote the null vector or tensor, and use C' and ¢, with or without subscripts, bars,
tildes or hats, to denote generic constants independent of the discretization parameters, which may take
different values at different places.



2 Stokes—Biot model problem

Let @ CR™ n =2 or 3, be a connected domain that consists of two non-overlapping regions, the fluid
part ¢ and the poroelastic part ,. Let I'y = 0Qy N0, I'y, = 092y N 082, and I'), = 9, N S

The free fluid in 2 is governed by the Stokes equations
—V'O'f:ff, V'uf:q]c in QfX(O,T], (2.1&)
uf=0 on I'yx(0,T], (2.1b)

where 7' > 0 is the final time, uy is the fluid velocity, ps is the fluid pressure, and oy = —pI+2uD(uy)
1
is the stress tensor. Here D(uy) = §(Vuf + Vu}) is the deformation rate tensor and g > 0 is the fluid

viscosity. In addition, fy is a fluid body force and gy is an external source or sink term.

The poroelastic region is governed by the quasi-static Biot system [15]

0
~V-o,=1%, K 'u,+Vp,=0, —(sopp+aV-m,)+V-u,=¢q, in Q,x(0,7T], (2.2a)

ot
pp =0 on Ff” x (0,T], up,-n,=0 on FéV” x (0,77, (2.2b)
mp=0 on TD4x(0,T], opn,=0 on I)*x(0,7] (2.2¢)

Here u,, is the Darcy velocity, p, is the Darcy pressure, 1, is the displacement, and o, is the poroelastic

stress tensor, with
ap = 0e —apyl, Ao, =D(np), (2.3)

where o is the elastic stress tensor and A : S — M is the compliance tensor, which is a uniformly
symmetric and positive definite operator satisfying for some constants 0 < amin < @max,

VT €ES, mnT : T<AT: T <amaxT:T VX EQ,. (2.4)

In the isotropic case, oc = A\p(V - mp)I + 2p,D(n),), where 0 < Apin < Ap(X) < Amax and 0 < pimin <
tp(X) < fimax are the Lamé parameters. In this case,

1 A
Ar) = (71— —2—tr(n)I), A7(r)=2 I o
(1) 21 (7’ 2+ 1 )\ptr (1) > , (1) pp T+ Aptr (7)1, (2.5)

with amin = 1/(2tmax + 7 Amax) and amax = 1/(2min). We extend the definition of A on M such that
it is a positive constant multiple of the identity map on N as in [41]. In addition, K is the symmetric
and uniformly positive definite rock permeability tensor satisfying for some constants 0 < kpin < kmax,

VweR", kninw -w< (Kw) w<kpaxw-w VxeQ,. (2.6)

Finally, so > 0 is the storativity coefficient, 0 < o < 1 is the Biot-Willis constant, f, is a structure
body force, and g, is a source or sink term. For the boundary conditions we have I', = I‘]? Py Févv
and I') = Fg)d U FéVS. To avoid technical non-uniqueness issues, we assume that \FZ? 71, |I‘5d| > 0.

Furthermore, to simplify the characterization of the normal trace spaces on I'f,, we assume that I‘II,D P
and Fz?d are not adjacent to the interface I'yp, i.e. dist (F,?p, I'tp) > di > 0 and dist (Fl?d, I'sp) >dy > 0.



The Stokes and Biot equations are coupled through interface conditions on the fluid—poroelastic
structure interface I'y, [11,/47]. They are mass conservation, balance of normal components of the
stresses, conservation of momentum and the BJS condition [13}|45] modeling slip with friction:

0
uy-ny+ (anp +u,) -n,=0, —(oyny) -ny=p, on Iy x (0,77, (2.7a)

_ 0
omy+opn, =0, (—oymy) tr; = passs\ /K7 (g = Zomp) -ty on Ty x (0,7],  (2.7b)

where ny and n,, are the outward unit normal vectors to 9€2y and 9€, respectively, ty;, 1 <j<n—1
is an orthonormal system of tangent vectors on I'y,, K; = (Kts;) -ty , and agss > 0 is a friction
coefficient.

Finally, the above system of equations is complemented by the initial condition p,(x,0) = ppo(x).
Compatible initial data for the rest of the variables can be constructed from p,o in a way that all
equations in the system 7, except for the unsteady conservation of mass equation in ,
hold at t = 0. This will be established in Lemma 4.8 below. We will consider a weak formulation with
a time-differentiated elasticity equation and compatible initial data (6.0, Ppo)-

3 Weak formulation

We define the fluid velocity space and fluid pressure space as the Hilbert spaces
Vf = {Vf S Hl(Qf) Vp = 0 on Ff}, Wf = Lz(Qf),

respectively, endowed with the corresponding standard norms

[villv, = lvilla,) lwellw, = llwrllrz@,)-
For the structure region, we introduce a new variable, the structure velocity us := 0;m), using the
notation 0y := %. We will develop a formulation that uses u, instead of 7,, which is better suitable

for analysis. To impose the symmetry condition on o, weakly, we introduce the rotation operator
Pp = %(Vnp—Vn;). In the weak formulation we will use its time derivative v, := 0ypp, = %(Vus —vul).
We introduce the Hilbert spaces

V, :={v, e H{div;Q,): v, -n, =0 on I’Z])V“}, W, := L*(Q,),
X, = {7, € H(div; Q,,M) : 70, =0 on FéVS},
V,:=L%*Q,), Q,=L*%Q,N),
endowed with the standard norms, respectively,
Ivpllv, = HVPHH(div;Qp)a [wpllw, = prHLQ(Qp)7
I7ollx, = ITpllm@ive,), — IVslve = lIvsllez@,),  Ixpllo, = lIxplliLze,)-
We further introduce two Lagrange multipliers:

Ai=—(osny) -ny=p, and O:=u, on Iy



The first one is standard in Stokes—Darcy and Stokes—Biot models with a mixed Darcy formulation and
it is used to impose weakly continuity of flux, cf. the first equation in . The second one is needed
in the mixed elasticity formulation, since the trace of us on I'f, is not well defined for u, € L*(£2,). It
will be used to impose weakly the continuity of normal stress condition ofny-ny = o,n, - n, and the
BJS condition, cf. (2.7b]). For the Lagrange multiplier spaces we need A, = (V,-np)" and Ay = (X,n,)".
According to the normal trace theorem, since v, € V,, C H(div;$,), then v, - n, € H™1/2(9Q,). Tt is
shown in [33] that if v, - n, = 0 on 9Q,\I's,, then v, - n, € H"Y/2(T';,). In our case, since v;, - n, = 0
on I’} and dist (Ff”,I‘fp) > d; > 0, the argument can be modified as follows. For any ¢ € H'/2(T',),
let F1¢ be a continuous extension to HY/2(T', U FI]JV”) such that E1& = 0 on 9(I'y, U Fi)vv), then let

Es(Eq€) € HY/2(99) be a continuous extension of E1& such that Fo(F€) =0 on FpD”. We then have
(Vp - np’f>1“fp = (vp - np, E15>rfpupgv = (vp - ny, E3(Er€))aq,
and
(Vp - mp, &)y, < M1vp - mpllg-1/2(00,) [ B2 (B18) 1172 90,) < Cllvpllaaive) IElm2w,,)- (3.1)
Similarly, for any ¢ € Hl/Q(Ffp),

{opnp, @)1y, < Cllopllueaivie,) [@lazr,,)- (3.2)

Thus we can take
Ap = Hl/z(rfp)v A= H1/2(Ffp)

with norms

1€lla, = lElmrzry,ys NPl = l@lerzr,,)- (3-3)

We now proceed with the derivation of the variational formulation of (2.1)—(2.7). We test the first
equation in ({2.1a)) with an arbitrary vy € Vy, integrate by parts, and combine with the BJS interface

condition in (2.7b). We test the third equation in (2.2a)) by w, € W, and make use of (2.3) and the
fact that
V.-n,=tr(D(n)) =tr(Ao.) = tr A(op, + ap,I),

as well as tr (7)w = 7 : (wI) V7 € M,w € R. In addition, gives
A(op + appl) =V, — pp.
In the weak formulation we will use its time differentiated version
0tA(op + appl) = Vug — v,

which is tested by 7, € X,,. Finally, we impose the remaining equations weakly, as well as the symmetry
of o, and the interface conditions ([2.7)), obtaining the following mixed variational formulation: Given

fr:00,7] -V}, £,:00,T] = Vs, q:[0,T] =W}, ¢:[0,T] =W,

and (a'p707pp70) € Xp x Wp7 find (ufﬂpfvUp7u877p7up7pp7)\79) : [OaT] — Vf X Wf X Xp X VS X Qp X
V, x Wy, x A, x Ag such that ((0),pp(0)) = (0p,0,Pp0) and, for a.e. t € (0,7) and for all vy € Vy,
wr € Wyp, 7 €X,, ve € Vi, Xp €Qp, v € Vy, wp € Wy, £ €Ay, and ¢ € Ag,

(2:UD(uf)a D(Vf))Qf - (V ’ Vf7pf)Qf + <Vf "y, )\>Ffp
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n—1

+ > (nosss K (uy = 0) -ty vy - trg)ry, = (.vp)a,, (3.4a)

j=1

(V-up,wp)a, = (g7, wy)ay, (3.4Db)

(0eA(op + appl), Tp)a, + (V- 1, u5)0, + (Th,¥p)a, — (Tp1y, 0>Ffp =0, (3.4c)

(V- apjvs)g *(fp,vs)gp, (3.4d)

(op, xp)2, =0, (3.4e)

(WK™ 'y, vp)a, = (V- vp,pp)a, + (vp - 1p, Ny, =0, (3.4f)

(s00epp, wp)a, + (i Aoy + appl), wpl)a, + (V- up, wp)a, = (gp, wp)ay,, (3.4g)

(uf np+6-n,+u, np&r,, =0, (3.4h)
n—1

(¢ 1y, N1y, — Y (nowss \/I?(uf —=0)-ty;, ¢ tyir,, + (opnp, d)r,, =0. (3.4)
j=1

In the above, (3.4a)—(3.4b)) are the Stokes equations, (3.4c)—(3.4€) are the elasticity equations, (3.4f)—
(3.4¢g) are the Darcy equations, and (3.4hl)—(3.4i)) enforce weakly the interface conditions.

Remark 3.1. The time differentiated equation (3.4c) allows us to eliminate the displacement variable
1y and obtain a formulation that uses only us. As part of the analysis we will construct suitable initial
data such that, by integrating (3.4c) in time, we can recover the original equation

(A(op + appl), Tp)Qp + (V- 1p, np)Qp + (7, Pp)ﬂp — (Tpnp, ¢>Ffp =0, (3.5)
where ¥ := ny|r,, -

In order to obtain a structure suitable for analysis, we combine the equations for the variables with
coercive bilinear forms, uy, u,, o, and p,, together with @, which is coupled with them via the
continuity of flux and BJS conditions. We further combine the rest of the equations. Introducing the
bilinear forms

ar(uy,vy) = (2uD(uy),D(vy))a,, ap(up, vp) = (,uK_lup,vp)Qp, ap(pp, wp) = (S0Pp, Wp)a,,
b*(V*;w*) = _(V * Vi, w*)Q*a * € {fap}> bs(Tp7Vs> = (V : Tp7Vs>Qpa
b (Tp, @) = (Tpnp7¢>1“fpv bsk (Tps Xp) = (Tp7Xp)Qp

ac(Tp, Pp; Tp, wp) := (A(op + appl), 7 + awpl)q,,

n—1
CLBJS(“f) O;Vfa ¢) = Z <IUO‘BJS \/ K;l(u]f - 9) : tf,jv (Vf - ¢) ’ tf7j>rfp7
=1

bF(Vf,Vpa ¢’£) = <Vf ‘ny+ - n,+vp- npa§>Ffpa



the system (3.4]) can be written as follows:

ap(ug, vy) + ap(uy, vp) + agss(uy, 0; vy, @) + bh(op, @) + bp(vp, pp) + b (v, py)
+bs(Tp, Us) + b (Tp, ¥p) + br (v, Vp, @ A) + ag(ﬁtpp, wy) + ae(0r07p, Orpp; Tp, Wp)
_bg(sz 0) — bp(up, wp) = (£, vy) + (%7“’1))9;;7

=bp(up,wy) = bs(op, vs) — bsx(0p, Xp) — br(uys, up, 0;8) = (qr, wr)a, + (£, vs).

(3.6)

We group the spaces and test functions as:
Q:=VixA;xV, xX, xW,, S:=W;xVyxQ,xA,,
p:=(us,0,u,,0,,pp) €Q, r:=(psus, ¥, A €S,

q:= (v, @, vp, Tp,wp) € Q, s:=(wy,vs,Xp§) €S,
where the spaces Q and S are endowed with the norms, respectively,

lallq = Ivsliv, +l9lla. + [Ivpllv, + I7pllx, + llwpllw,,

Islls = llwsllw; + IVsllv, + Ixplla, + 1€]a,-

Hence, we can write in an operator notation as a degenerate evolution problem in a mixed form:

O &rp(t) + Ap(t) +B'r(t) =F(t) in Q)

. (3.7)
—Bp(t) = G(t) in S

The operators A : Q — Q', B : Q — S’ and the functionals F(t) € Q', G(¢) € S’ are defined as
follows:

Af —i_fAIJ;JS (Aljacjs)/ 0 0 0 Bf 0 0 0 0
AB?S Agss 0 (Bg)l 0/ 0 0 0 Bs 0
A= 0 op » 0 B, |. B=| g o o Ba 0 | (3.8)
0 —Bn 0 0 0 f P
B. B’ B 0 0
0 0 -B, 0 0 b= T
f
. .
f
F(t) = 0 , G(t) = 6’ ,
0 0
dp
where

(Apup,vp) =ar(up,vy),  (Apup, vp) = ap(uy, vp),
(Bpuy, wp) = by(up, wp), (BLop, @) = b, (0p, @),
(Afsqur,vy) = apss(uy, 0;v5,0),  (AfSsup, ) = apss(uy,0:0,0), (4550, ¢) = apss(0,6;0,9),
(Byug,wy) =bs(ug,wy), (Bsop,vs) =bs(ap,vs), (Bskop, Xp) = bsk(0p, Xs),

(Bluy,€) = br(uf,0,0;¢), (Bf,€) = br(0,0,6;6), (Bluy, &) = br(0,u,, 0;£).



The operator &1 : Q — Q' is given by:

0 0O 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
&= 0 0 O 0 0 ,
0 0 0 AS AZP
0 0 0 (APY AL+ AP
where
(Azop, Tp) = ae(op,0;73,0), (AFop, wp) = ac(op, 0;0,wp),
(Alc?ppa wp) = ae(()?pp; Oawp)a (Agppa wp) = ag(pzhwp)'

4 Well-posedness of the weak formulation

4.1 Preliminaries
We start with exploring important properties of the operators introduced in the previous section.
Lemma 4.1. The linear operators A and &1 are continuous and monotone.

Proof. Continuity follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the trace inequalities (3.1)—(3.2)). In
particular,

ap(up,vy) < 2ulurlivllvelv,,  ap(up,vp) < phiillupllee o, [Volliz,):

agss(uy,0; vy, @) < MaBJSkr;ilr{2|uf = Olags [V — Plasss (4.1)
< Clusllv; + 18l ) lvllv, +l@ll2wy,),

(1, @) < Cllmplix, 1@llas:  bo(ve,wp) < lIvpllv, lwpllw,,

where, for vy € Vi, ¢ € Ay, [vy— @2 = Z;L;ll (Vvi—@) -ty (vy—o)- tf1j>rf , and we have used

agjs

the trace inequality, for a domain O and S C 00,

lellrzgs) < Cllellme) Yo € HH(O). (4.2)

Thus we have

(Ap,q) = af(ufavf) + ap(upvvp) + aBJS(uﬂ 0;vy, @) + bﬁ(“p» ) — bﬁ(Tpa 0) + bp(Vpapp) - bp(upa wp)
< Clpligliallq (43)

and
(&1, a) = (Sopp, wp)a, + (A(op + appl), 7, + awpl)q, < C|lpllqlldllq- (4.4)

Therefore A and & are continuous. The monotonicity of A follows from

ag(ve,vy) = 20D 72, = 20CillVelTn g,

-1

71/2Vp||%2(9p) > Mkmax||vp||%2(ﬂp)7 (4.5)

ap(Vp, vp) = pl|K
. > =120 — B2
aBJS(Vfa ¢a Vi, ¢) Z HABISRimax |Vf ¢|QBJS’

9



where we used Korn’s inequality [|[D(vy)|| > Ck|[|vy[lmi(q,) in the first bound. The monotonicity of &
follows from

(&1a,a) = sollwyllF2(q,) + 1A (7 + aw, DIE2(q,)- (4.6)
O

Lemma 4.2. The linear operator B is continuous. Furthermore, there exist positive constants 51, Bo,
and B3 such that

bs (Tpa Vs) + bsk(Tpa Xp)

Bi([vslv, + Ixollg,) < sup . YVeEVLxp €Qy (A7)
TpEXp s.t.mpnp=0o0nly, HTPHXp
b(V,w)+b(V,w)+bF(V7V,O;€)
Ba(llwrllw, + llwpllw, + I€lla,) € sup LTI Lop oo
(Vf,Vp)EVfXVp H(vf’VP)HVfXVp
Vwre Wy, w, € Wy, and § € Ay, (4.8)
b T,
Glola, < sp 2T yuca (4.9)

Tp€Xp 5.5V -1p=0 HTpHXp ’
Proof. The definition of B implies
(Ba,s) = bp(vy,wy) + bs(1p, vs) + be(Tp, Xp) + br (v, vp, 5 )
<V villezpllwelliLz,) + IV - plluze,) [Vslitz@,) + 17pllLz ) lIXpllLz9,)
+ Clivelm@p ey, + Clivella@ivio) 1Elmew,,) + 1@l 1€l r,,)
< Clldllqlls[ls: (4.10)

so B is continuous. Next, inf-sup condition follows from [34, Section 2.4.3]. We note that the re-
striction 7,0, = 0 on I'y, allows us to eliminate the term b, (7, 8) when applying this inf-sup condition,
see below. Inf-sup condition follows from a modification of the argument in Lemmas 3.1
and 3.2 in [30] to account for |F£) | > 0. Finally, can be proved using the argument in [34, Lemma
4.2]. O

4.2 Existence and uniqueness of a solution

We will establish existence of a solution to the weak formulation (3.7]) using the following key result.

Theorem 4.1. [46, Theorem IV.6.1(b)| Let the linear, symmetric and monotone operator N be given
for the real vector space E to its algebraic dual E*, and let E; be the Hilbert space which is the dual of
E with the seminorm

lzly = Nz(x)? 2zecFE.

Let M C E x Ej be a relation with domain D = {z € E : M(x) # 0}. Assume that M is monotone
and Rg(N + M) = E;. Then, for each ug € D and for each f € WH1(0,T; E}), there is a solution u of

%(Nu(t)) + M(u(t) 3 f(t) ae 0<t<T, (4.11)

with
NuecWhe(0,T;E;), u(t)eD, forae 0<t<T, and N u(0)=N ug.
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We cast (3.7) in the form (4.11) by setting

E—Qxs, u:<f) N:(%g> wu{iﬁ ﬁ),f:(é). (4.12)

The sem.inorm induce(.i l?y the' operator &; is2]q]?51 = sOHZJPHiQ(QP) + ||AY2 (1, + aw, I)Hiz(gp), cf.
(4.6). Since sp > 0, it is equivalent to HTpHLQ(Qp) + prHLQ(Qp). We denote by X, 2 and W9 the
closures of the spaces X, and W), respectively, with respect to the norms [|7p[x,, = [|7pllL2(q,) and
lwpllw,» = [lwpllr2(q,)- Then the Hilbert space Ej in Theorem in our case is

Ey = Qb0 x Sy, where Qp:=0x0x0xX 5 xW,,5 S5,:=0x0x0x0. (4.13)
We further define D := {(p,r) e Q xS: M(p,r) € E}}.

Remark 4.1. The above definition of the space E; and the corresponding domain D implies that, in
order to apply Theorem for our problem , we need to restrict f; = 0, ¢ = 0, and f, = 0.
To avoid this restriction we will employ a translation argument [48] to reduce the existence for
to existence for the following initial-value problem: Given initial data (Po,To) € D and source terms
(G Gup) : (0.T) = Xy x Wiy, find (p,1) 1 [0,7] — Q x S such that (5,(0), py(0)) = (0. Bpo) and,
for a.e. t € (0,T),

& p(t) + Ap(t) + Br(t) =F(t) in Qy, (814
-0 '

—Bp(t) n S,Z,Ov
where f‘(t) = (0’0707§Tpa/g\wp)t'
In order to apply Theorem for problem (4.14)), we need to 1) establish the required properties of

the operators N and M, 2) prove the range condition Rg(N + M) = Ej, and 3) construct compatible
initial data (pg,Tp) € D. We proceed with a sequence of lemmas establishing these results.

Lemma 4.3. The linear operator N defined in (4.12) is continuous, symmetric, and monotone. The
linear operator M defined in (4.12)) is continuous and monotone.

Proof. The stated properties follow easily from the properties of the operators &1, A, and B established
in Lemma [4.1] and Lemma [4.2 O

Next, we establish the range condition Rg(N + M) = Ej, which is done by solving the related
resolvent system. In fact, we will show a stronger result by considering a resolvent system where all
source terms may be non-zero. This stronger result will be used in the translation argument for proving
existence of the original problem (3.7). In particular, consider the following resolvent system: Given
/g\Vf € V}a /g\wf € Wlf? /g\Tp € X/p727 /g\vs € V;a /g\xp € Q;a /g\vp € V;;u /g\wp € W;;727 /g\ﬁ € A;w &Ild /g\qb € A;)
find (uf,pf, op, W, Yp, Up, Pp, A, 0) € Vi x Wy x X, x Vi x Qp x V), x W), x Aj, x A, such that for all
vieVywp e Wy, 1 €X,, vo € Vg, Xp € Qp, v, €V, wp, € Wy, £ €A, and ¢ € Ag,

le(llf, Vf) + ap(upa Vp) + aBJS(ufa 0, Vf, ¢) + bfl(o-pv ¢) + bp(vpapp) + bf(vfapf) + bs(TIH us)

+bsk (T, Yp) + 00 (Vs Vip, @5 A) + ap(pp, wp) + ae(Tp, Pps Tpy wp) — b (T, 0) — by, wy)
= (/g\vavf)Qf + (/g\qﬁv ¢)Qp + (/g\Vp7 Vp)Qp + (§Tpa Tp)Qp + (/gw;ﬂ wP)Qp7 (415)
—by(ug,wy) — bs(op, vs) — ba(0p, Xp) — br(uy, up, 6;8)
= (/gwfa wf)Qf =+ (/g\vsavs)Qp + (/g\Xp7 XP)QP + (§§7£)Qp-
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Letting
Q2=V; x Ay xV, xX,9 x W9,

the resolvent system (4.15)) can be written in an operator form as

E+Ap+Br=F in Q)

—Bp=G in . (4.16)

where F € Q) and G € S’ are the functionals on the right hand side of (@.15).

To prove the solvability of this resolvent system, we use a regularization technique, following the
approach in [1,48]. To that end, we introduce operators that will be used to regularize the problem. Let
Ru,:Vy, =V, Ry, : X, = X Ry - Wy = W, Lyt Wy — W}, Ly, : Vg — Vi and L, : Q, — @,
be defined as follows:

(Rupup’vp) = p(upa p) = (V-u,, V- Vp)ﬂp

(Rop0p, Tp) = 70, (0, Tp) i= (0p, Tp)o, + (V -0,V - Tp)q,,

(R ppPp> wp) = (vawp) : (vawp)ﬂpv (Lpfpf’wf) lpf (pfawf) (pf7wf)ﬂf7
(Lu,us, ve) = lu, (U, vs) i= (W, Vo), (Lyy¥ps XP) = by, (905 Xp) = (Vs Xp)e2,-

The following operator properties follow immediately from the above definitions.
Lemma 4.4. The operators Ru,, Re,, Rp,, Lp;, Lu,, and L~, are continuous and monotone.
For the regularization of the Lagrange multipliers, let ¢()\) € H!(£2,) be the weak solution of
-V -Vy(A) =0 in Q,,
Pp(A) =X on Ty, VY(A)-n,=0 on I

Elliptic regularity and the trace inequality (4.2) imply that there exist positive constants ¢ and C' such
that

v, < Mz, < Clv) lnq,)- (4.17)
We define Ly : A, — A}, as
(LaA; €) = (A, §) := (VY (A), Vi(€))a,- (4.18)
Similarly, let ¢(8) € H!(€2,) be the weak solution of
~V V(@) =0 i 9,
@@ =0 on Iy, V@) n,=0 on T,

satisfying
clle(@)llur,) < 10llmrew,,) < Cle@)ln o,)- (4.19)
Let Rg : As — Al be defined as
(Ro8,0) =19(0,0) == (Ve(0), Ve(d))q,- (4.20)
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Lemma 4.5. The operators Ly and Rg are continuous and coercive.
Proof. 1t follows from (4.17) and (4.19) that there exist positive constants ¢ and C such that

(L6 < ClMlaqep Iz, (BN 2 Mg, ) YAEE A,

(4.21
(108, 8) < ClBlsgs/aqr, | Bllwar,,):  (R08,0) = el g, o Y66 € A, )
]

Lemma 4.6. For every Fe Q) and Ge S’, there exists a solution of the resolvent system (4.16]).

Proof. Define the operators R : Q — Q4 and £ : S — 8’ such that, for any p = (uy, ,u,,0p,pp),
q= (vfad)vvp)Tpawp) € Q and r = (pf7u877p7)‘)7 s = (wf7V87Xp7£) € Sa

(Rpu q) = (Rupup) Vp) + (Ra'po-pv Tp) + (Rpppp7 wp) + (Ree) ¢)7
(£I‘, S) = (Lpfpf7 ’U)f) + (Lususa VS) + (L7p7p7 XP) + (L)\Aa g)

For ¢ > 0, consider a regularization of (£.15): Given F = (Gvss 9> Gvps Grps Guw,) € Qf and G =
(gwf7/.g\V57§Xp7§£) € Sla find Pe = (uf,67 067 Up.e, o'p,wpp,e) € Q and re = (pf,e; Us.e; Vp,es )\e) € S such that

(R+& + Ape+Br.=F in Qj,

N 4.22
—Bpe+elr, =G in S ( )

Let the operator O : Q x S — Q), x S’ be defined as
of 4)_ ER+&E+A B q
s ) -B eL s )

(0( P ) < 1 >> = ((eR + & + A)p,q) + (B'r,q) — (Bp,s) + ¢(Lr,s).

We have

r S

Lemmas imply that O is continuous. Moreover, using the coercivity and monotonicity bounds

, , and , we have
((’)( d ) , < d )) =((eR+ &1+ A)q,q) + (eLs,s)

s s
= e, (Vp, Vp) + €rg, (Tp, Tp) + €r0(D, @) + €1y, (W, wp) + ap(Vp, vp)
+ (A(7p + awpl), 7 + awpl) + (sowp, wp) + ay(vy, vy) +apis(vy, @3 vy, @)
+ Epr (wf> wf) + €lu, (Vs, Vs) + d‘yp(Xp’ Xp) + €l (€, €)
> C(ellV - vpllta(a,) + el mlia,) + eV - TllEa,) + el @l + elwpla,)
+ HVpH%ﬁ(Qp) +[|AYA (7, + awpI)Hi%Qp) + SOHU)pHi?(Qp) + ||D(Vf)’\i2(ﬂf)

+ vy — ¢|L2LBJS + GHMinQ(QP) + €HVSH%2(QP) + 6||Xp||11242(9p) + 6H5||12{1/2(pfp))= (4.23)
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which implies that O is coercive. Thus, an application of the Lax-Milgram theorem establishes the

existence of a unique solution (pe,re) € Q x S of (4.22). Now, from (4.22)) and (4.23) we obtain
€IV el + IV - el + Ol e, + i melZagay + clpnelZaay) + IpelZag,)

+ A oy + appa€I)H[2L?(Qp) + 30||Pp,eHi2(Qp) + Huf,e”%p(ﬂf) +uge = 0, + EHPf,eHi%Q,,)

+ 6||U.5,5 %Q(Qp) + 6”7P7EHI2L?(QP) + GH)\EHI%IUQ(FM)

< C(l[gvslluzpllurelliz,) + 19 llLz@,) 10ellLz,) + 19v, L2 (0, apelle,)
+ 197, L2 llopellLz,) + 119w, lIL2(0,) 1PpellLz,) + 19w, Iz IPfellLz ;)
+ 19v.[lL2 @) Is.ellre@,) + 19x, Iz 1 7p.ellLz,) + [19ell2@,) [ AellLz(,)); (4.24)

which implies that [|up [lr2(q,), HA1/2<0'p76+Oépp?EI)”]L2(Qp) and [[uy,| /g1 (o) are bounded independently
of e. Next, from (4.22)) we have

(A(op,e + appl), Tp)ﬂp +€(ope; Tp)ﬂp +e(V-0pe, V- Tp)ﬂp
- bﬁ(TZH 95) + bS(Tpa us,e) + bsk(Tpa ’YP,e) = (§Tp7 TP)QP- (425)
Applying the inf-sup condition (4.7 results in

bs (Tpa us,e) + bsk(Tpa "Yp,e)

Us.cllrz(o,) + [.ellize,) <€ sup
H ° H () H g (%) TpEXps.t.mpnp,=00nTyy, HTp”Xp
_C U (_(A(Up,e + app.l), o, — €(0pe Tp)o, — (V- 0pe, V- 7)o, )o,
TpeXpst.rpnpy=00nTly, ||TP||Xp
b};L(Tpv 0.) + @‘rpa Tp)%)
17 lsc,
< O A(ope + app )iz (,) + €llopeliz(e,) + €IV - opelliz(e,) + 197 lL2@,)); (4.26)

where the term b},(7p, 0c) vanishes due to the restriction 7,n, = 0 on I'y,. Also, applying the inf-sup

condition (4.9) and using (4.25)), we obtain

b (1,0

H06|| 1/2 <C sup M
H (Ffp)

TpEXps.t. V-1p=0 HTp”Xp

(A(op,e + appl), Tp)Qp + €(Op,e, Tp)ﬂp + bk (Tps Yp.e) — (§Tp’ Tp)ﬂp

=C sup
TpEXps.t. Vorp=0 HTPHX;:
< C(lA(ope + app D)z, + ellopeliz,) + 1Vpellizy) + 197, lLz@,))- (4.27)

Bounds (4.26) and (4.27) imply that [[usllr2(,) 1Vp.elli2(,), and |0c/lg1/>(r, ) are bounded indepen-
dently of e. In addition, (4.22)) gives

ap(Upe, Vp) + (V- -1y, V- Vp)Qp + bp(Vps Pp,e) + (Vp - 1y, )\€>Ffp +ar(uyfe vy)

+ ass(Ufe, 0 vy, 0) + by (Vi pre) + (Vi -np, Ae)r,, =0, (4.28)
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so applying the inf-sup condition (4.8)), we obtain

IPrellz, + Ippelliz,) + I Aellmer,,)
<C sup by(vypre) +bp(Vp, Ppe) +br(vy, vp, 05 Ac)
(Vi vp0)EV XV x Ay (v, v, 0)|lvx v, %A,
=C sup —ap(Upe,vp) = €(V -1y, V- vp) —ag(uye, vy) — apss(uye, 0c; vy, 0)
(V£ vp,0)EV XV X A (v, vps 0)lvyxv, %A,
< C(llup,ellre(a,) + el V- upellizie,) + usellmio,) + use = Oclags)- (4.29)

Therefore we have that [|py.ellL2(,): [[Pp.ellLz(o,) and H>‘6||H1/2(Ffp) are also bounded independently of e.
Since V - X, = Vg, by taking vy = V- o in (4.22)), we have

IV opelizg,) < elluselliz,) + 19v.lL2@,) (4.30)
which implies that |V - o |12(q,) is bounded independently of €. Since |AY2(ap + app.eD)llL2,)

IPp.ellLz(o,) and ||V - 0p.ellL2(q,) are all bounded independently of €, the same holds for o, [lm(div,0,)-
Finally, since V - V,, = W,,, by taking w, = V - u, in (4.22)), we have

IV - apelliz,) < Cllopelize,) + (so+ llppelizie,) + 19w, llL2@,)); (4.31)

80 ||V up.ell12(q,), and therefore [[u, [|v, is bounded independently of e. Thus we conclude that all the
variables are bounded independently of e.

Since Q and S are reflexive Banach spaces, as ¢ — 0 we can extract weakly convergent subsequences
{Pen o and {re, 102 such that p, - p in Q, r.,, — r in S. Taking the limit in (4.22), we obtain
that (p,r) is a solution to (4.16]). O

Lemma 4.7. For N, M and Ej defined in (4.12)) and ({4.13), it holds that Rg(N + M) = Ej;, that is,
gwen [ € Ej, there exists v € D such that (N + M)v = f.

Proof. Given any gr, € X 5 and gu, € W), 5, according to Lemma there exist (p,r) € Q x S such
that
G+ Ap+Br=F in Qhy,

-Bp=0 in Sj,
where F = (0,0,0,Gr,,Guw,)" € Ql2,07 implying the range condition. O

We are now ready to establish existence for the auxiliary initial value problem (4.14]), assuming
compatible initial data.

Theorem 4.2. For each compatible initial data (Po,To) € D and each (gr,,Guw,) € WH(0,T;X7 ,) x
W0, T; W1 ,), there exists a solution to with (op(0), pp(0)) = (6,0, Pp,0) and (ug, pyr, op, Us, Yp,
W, pp, A, 0) € L®(0,T;Vy) x L0, T;Wy) x Wheo(0,T;L23(Q,)) N L*®(0,T;X,) x L>(0,T;V,) X
L0, T;Q,) x L=(0,T; V,) x Who(0, T W,) x L=(0, T; Ap) x L0, T; As).

Proof. Using Lemma and Lemma we apply Theorem with E, N/ and M defined in (4.12)
to obtain existence of a solution to (4.14) with o, € W1°°(0,T;L%(Q,)) and p, € Wh(0,T; W,).
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From the equations (4.14]) and the inf-sup conditions in Lemma we can further deduce that uy €
L>(0,T5Vy), py € L*(0,T;Wy), op € L=(0,T;Xp), us € L*(0,T;Vy), vp € L*(0,T;Qp), up €
L*>(0,T;Vy), A€ L>*(0,T;A,), and 8 € L*°(0,T; Ay). O

We will employ Theorem to obtain existence of a solution to our problem (3.6)). To that end, we
first construct compatible initial data (po,ro).

Lemma 4.8. Assume that the initial data p,o € W, N H, where
1 1 N D
H:= {w, € H'(Qp) : KVw, e H'(Q)), KVw, -n, =0 on T;*, w,=0 on TI,"}. (4.32)
Then, there exist po := (uy,600,Up0,0p0,Pp0) € Q and ro := (pf,0,Us,0,¥p,0, Ao) € S such that
Apo +B'rg =Fy in Q,
Po 0 0 Q5 (4.33)
—Bpy = G(0) in S,

where Fo = (££(0),0,0,9r,, Gu,)" € Qb, with suitable gr, € Xl and gu, € W) o

Proof. Our approach is to solve a sequence of well-defined subproblems, using the previously obtained
solutions as data to guarantee that we obtain a solution of the coupled problem (4.33]). We proceed as
follows.

1. Define u, := —u 'KVp,o € H (), with p,o € W, N H, cf. ([@32). It follows that
,uK_lupp =—Vppo, V-u,0= —p v (KVppo) in €, upo-n,=0 on FéV”.

Next, define A\g = ppo
respectively, we obtain

r;, € A,. Testing the first two equations above with v, € V,, and w, € W,

ap(up o, Vp) + bp(Vp, Ppo) + (Vp - 0y, )\())Ffp =0, Vv,eV,, (434
—by(up0, wp) = _N_I(V (KVpp0), wp)ﬂpv Vwy € Wy,
2. Define (uyg,pr0) € V§ x Wy such that
f(uf 07Vf) +07(vy,p50)
- Z NQBJSFUPO trg Ve triivg, — (Viomg Aoy, + (£7(0),ve)a,,  VvpeVy, o (4.35)
—bf(uf,o,wf) (¢5(0), wy), Vuws € Wy.

This is a well-posed problem, since it corresponds to the weak solution of the Stokes system with mixed
boundary conditions on I't,. Note that Ao and u, o are data for this problem.

3. Define (6,0, 7,0, Pp,0, %0) € Xp X Vi x Q, x A, such that

(Ao'p,Oa Tp)ﬂp + bs(7p, 7717,0) + bsk(Tpa pp,O) A o) = —(Aozppyol, Tp)va V1 € X,

n—1
b (0.0, @ Z posgsy/ K apo -ty ¢ty — (@ np, Aoy, Ve As, (4.36)
— .
_bs<0'p,07Vs) = (fp(o)yvs)va Vvs € Vg,
—bsk(o'p,Ov Xp) =0, VXP € QP‘
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This is a well-posed problem corresponding to the weak solution of the mixed elasticity system with
mixed boundary conditions on I'y,. Note that p, o, u,o and A\g are data for this problem. Here 7,0,
Ppo, and g are auxiliary variables that are not part of the constructed initial data. However, they can
be used to recover the variables 7, p,, and 1 that satisfy the non-differentiated equation .

4. Define 0y € A as
0p=uso—u,p on I'ypp, (4.37)
where uy and u,o are data obtained in the previous steps. Note that (4.37)) implies that the BJS

terms in (4.35)) and (4.36]) can be rewritten with u, -ty ; replaced by (ufo — 6o) - t7; and that (3.4h))
holds for the initial data.

5. Define (0,0, Us0,7p,0) € X, X Vg x Qp such that
(ATp0, Tp)a, + bs(Tp, Us0) + bk (Tp, Yp0) = U1 (T, 00), VT, € X,
—bs(6p,0,Vs) =0, Vvs € Vg, (4.38)

_bsk(ap,()v Xp) = 07 VXp S @p-
This is a well-posed problem, since it corresponds to the weak solution of the mixed elasticity system

with Dirichlet data 6y on I'y,. We note that &, is an auxiliary variable not used in the initial data.

Combining (4.34])—(4.38)), we obtain (uy, 6o, up,0,0p.0,Pp0) € Q and (pf,0, Us,0, ¥p,0, Ao) € S satisfy-
ing (4.33]) with

(§Tp’Tp)Qp = _(A(&p,o)va)Qpa @wpawp)flp = —by(up0, wp).

The above equations imply

197, lL2(2,) + 19w, L2,y < CllITpollLai,) + IV - wpollLz,)),

hence (gr,, Gu,) € X p2 X W’ ,, completing the proof. O

p,2
We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.3. For each compatible initial data (po,ro) € D constructed in Lemma and each
fr € WHL(0,T5V)), £, € WHH(0, T3 VY),  qp € WHH0,T5 W), g € WHH0,T5 W),
there exists a unique solution of (3.4)) (wy,pr, op, We, Yp, Up, Pp, A, 0) € L(0,T5Vy) x L>(0,T; Wy) x

WLee(0, T51L2(Q,)) NL2(0,T;X,) x L®(0,T; V) x L=°(0,T;Q,) x L>®(0,T;V,) x WL(0,T; W,) x
L>(0,T5Ap) x L*(0,T; Ag) with (65(0), pp(0)) = (67,0, Pp.0)-

Proof. For each fixed time ¢ € [0, 7], Lemma implies that there exists a solution to the resolvent
system (4.16) with F = F(¢) and G = G(¢t) defined in (3.7). In other words, there exist (p(¢),r(t)) such

that
(E1+A)p(t) +B'T(t) =F(t) in Qj,

—-Bp(t) =G(t) in S
(

We look for a solution to (3.7) in the form p(t) = p(¢t) + p(t), r(t) = r(t) +r(t). Subtracting (4.39)

from ({3.7)) leads to the reduced evolution problem

dEDP(t) + AD(t) + B'T(t) = E1p(t) = E1D(t) In QY
—Bp(t) =0 in S’270,

(4.39)

\_/

(4.40)
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with initial condition p(0) = pg — p(0) and T(0) = ro — r(0). Subtracting (4.39) at ¢t = 0 from (4.33))
gives

AB(0) + B'F(0) = £&D(0) + Fo —F(0) in Qb
—Bp(0) =0 in S,

We emphasize that in the above, f‘g—F(O) = (0,0,0,Gr,, Guw, —qp(0))* € Qp . Therefore, M < g(((()])) ) €
E}, ie., (p(0),7(0)) € D. Thus, the reduced evolution problem is in the form of (4.14)). According
to Theorem it has a solution, which establishes the existence of a solution to with the stated
regularity satisfying (o,(0),pp(0)) = (67,0, Pp,0)-

We next show that the solution is unique. Since the problem is linear, it is sufficient to prove that
the problem with zero data has only the zero solution. Taking F = G = 0 in and testing it with
the solution (p,r) yields

1
50 (142, 4+ apy D220, ) + sollppl,) ) + ap (s wy) + a1y, g) + ass (g, 6317, 8) = 0,

Integrating in time from 0 to ¢ € (0,7] and using that the initial data is zero, as well as the coercivity
of a, and ay and monotonicity of agss, cf. , we conclude that o, =0, p, =0, u, =0, and uy = 0.
Then the inf-sup conditions f imply that uy =0, v, =0,0 =0, pyf =0, and A = 0, using
arguments similar to 7. Therefore the solution of is unique. O

Corollary 4.1. The solution of (3.6)) satisfies uy(0) =uyg, pr(0) =pso, up(0) = upp, A(0) = A, and
0(0) = 6.

Proof. Since uy € L*°(0,7;Vy), we can define uy(0) := lim; ,o+ us(t). Let @y := uy(0) — uyp, with
a similar definition and notation for the rest of the variables. Taking t — 07 in all equations without
time derivatives in and using that the initial data (pg, () satisfies the same equations at t = 0, cf.
, and that o, = 0 and p, = 0, we obtain

(2uD(uy),D(vf))a, — (Vv Ppa, + (v ng, Ny,

n—1

+ Z <uOéBJs\ / Kj_l(ﬁf — 5) . tf,j, A4 tf,j>I‘fp =0, (4.41&)
j=1
(V- 4y, wr)a, =0, (4.41b)
(NKilﬁpv Vp)a, + (vp - np7X>Ffp =0, (4.41c)
<ﬁf ' Ilf + g ' nP + ﬁp ' np7 £>Ffp = 07 (441(1)
n—1
(¢ -1y, N1, — Y (popss/K; ' (Tr — 0) - tg;, ¢ ts;)r,, = 0. (4.41e)
j=1

Taking (vy,wy,vp, &, @) = (ﬁfj)f,ﬁp,x, 6) and combining the equations results in
s o) + 1] F 2, + [TF — 817, <0,

which implies Wy = 0, W, = 0 and 6 - t;; = 0. Then (4.41d) implies that (6 - ny, &)r,, = 0 for all
e Hl/z(Ffp). We note that n, may be discontinuous on I'f,, resulting in 8 - n, € L?(I'y,). However,
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since H'/?(T'4,) is dense in L2(T's,,), we obtain 8 - n, = 0, thus éf 0. Using the inf-sup condition (4.8),
together with (4.41a)) and (4.41c)), we conclude that p; = 0 and A = 0. O

Remark 4.2. As we noted in Remark the time differentiated equation (3.4c)) can be used to recover
the non-differentiated equation (3.5)). In particular, recalling the initial data construction (4.36)), let

t

t t
Ve [0,T), mplt) = mpo + /0 us(s)ds,  py(t) = ppo + /0 o) s, w(t) = 3o + /0 8(s) ds.

Then (3.5)) follows from integrating (3.4c) from 0 to t € (0,T] and using the first equation in (4.36)).

5 Semi-discrete formulation

In this section we introduce the semi-discrete continuous-in-time approximation of @D We assume
for simplicity that €y and €2, are polygonal domains. Let 7;3; and 7;3; be shape-regular |26] affine finite
element partitions of {2y and €2, respectively, which may be non-matching along the interface I'¢,. Here
hy and hy, are the maximum element diameters in Q¢ and €, respectively. Let (V,, Wgp) C (Vy, Wy)
be any stable Stokes finite element pair, such as Taylor-Hood or the MINT elements [17], and let
(Vpn, Wpr) € (Vp, W)) be any stable Darcy mixed finite element pair, such as the Raviart-Thomas
(RT) or the Brezzi-Douglas-Marini (BDM) elements [17]. Let (X,4, Von, Qpn) C (X,, Vs, @p) by any
stable finite element triple for mixed elasticity with weak stress symmetry, such as the spaces developed
in [9,10,16]. We note that these spaces satisfy

V- Vph = th’ V- Xph = V. (51)

For the Lagrange multipliers, we choose non-conforming approximations:

Aph = Vph mpry,,  Agn :=Xppnp|r,, with norms [|€][s,, == [€ll2r,,),  1@llas, = @z,
(5.2)

The semi-discrete continuous-in-time problem is: Given fr : [0,7] — V}, £, : [0,T] — VI, g5 :
0,T] = W, gp : [0, T] = Wi, and (0pn,0, Ppn,0) € Xph X Wpn, ind (Wsn, Prns Ophy Wshis Yphs Uphs Pphs Abs

0:) : [0,T] —> th X Wiy x Xph X Vg x Qpr X Vi x Wy X Ay x Ay, such that (Uph(()),pph(())) =
(Oph0sPpho) and, for a.e. t € (0,7T) and for all vy, € Vi, wp € Wen, Ton € Xpn, Ven € Vg,
Xph € Qpns Vpr € Vpn, wpn € Wyp, §n € App, and @ € Agp,

2uD(upn), D(vin))a, — (V- Vi, prn)a, + (Vin -0y, An)ry,

n—1
+ ) (nosss \/E(ufh = On) b5, vin -ty = (£, vim)a;, (5.3a)

7=1
(Vupn,wen)o, = (g5, wrn)a;, (5.3b)
(0cA(opn + appr]), Tpn)o, + (V- Tons Wsh)a, + (Tphs YVpr)e, — (Tprp, On)r;, = 0, (5.3¢)
(V- opn, vsn)o, = — (£, Vsn)a,, (5.3d)
(ophs Xph)e, =0, (5.3¢)
(WK apn, i), — (V- Voo o), + (Vph - 1p, An)r,, = 0, (5.3f)
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(500ePphs Wph), + (O A(opn + apprl), wpnl)a, + (V- Upn, wpn)a, = (@, Wpn)oy,, (5.3g)

<Ufh ‘ny+ 60y -n, +uy - np)§h>l“fp =0, (5.3h)
n—1

(@n - 1p, An)ry, — > (pomss\ /K (upn — 64) -ty 5, dn - tp 500, + (0pnnp, én)r,, = 0. (5.31)
j=1

Remark 5.1. We note that, since H'/?(Ts,) is dense in L*(T'y,), the continuous variational equations

(3:41) and (B3.41) hold for test functions in L*(T's,), assuming that the solution is smooth enough. In
particular, they hold for &, € Ay, and ¢y, € Ay, respectively.

The formulation (5.3) can be equivalently written as

af(Wrn, Ven) + ap(Upn, Vpr) + asss(Upn, On; Vin, @) + 00 (ph, @) + bp(Vpn, Ppn)
+br(Vin, D) + bs(Tphs Wsn) + bk (Tpn, Yph) + 00 (Vhs Vo, @i An) + ab(Oeppn, wph)

(5.4)
+ae(ato'pha 8tpph; Tph, wph) - bﬁ(Tphv oh) - bp(upfn wph) = (ff7 th)Qf + (Qpa wph)Qp7

by (g, win) = bs(Tpn, Vsn) — bsk(Tphs Xph) — br(Wsns Won, On; §) = (qr, win)a, + (£, Vsn)a, -
We group the spaces and test functions as in the continuous case:
Qn ==V X Agpy X Vi X Xpn X Wpp,  Spi= Wy X Vg X Qp X A,

Pr = (Usn, Ons Upn, Ophs Ppn) € Qns T 2= (Dfhs Ushy Yphs An) € Sh,

dn = (Vi Phs Vphs Tph, Wpn) € Qn, Sk = (Wik, Vshy Xph, §n) € Shs
where the spaces Qp and Sy, are endowed with the norms, respectively,

lanllQ, = IVinllv, +lénllas, + venllv, + I7pnllx, + [lwpnllw,,
Isnlls, = lwsnllw, + IVanllv, + [Ixpnlla, + I8nlla,.-

Hence, we can write in an operator notation as a degenerate evolution problem in a mixed form:

d&rpn(t) + App(t) +B'rp(t) = F(t) in Qj,

] (5.5)
—Bpy(t) = G(t) in Sj.

Next, we state the discrete inf-sup conditions.
Lemma 5.1. There exist positive constants By 1, B2, and B8y, 3 independent of hy and hy, such that

bs(Ton, Vsn) + bek (T,
Ba(Ivarliv, + Ixpnllay) < sup o Ty Vo) + DTy Xpn)
Tph €Xph 5.t Tppnp=0 on Iy, HTthXp

I

vVsh S VSh? Xph € Qph7 (56)
Bra(lwenllw, + llwpnllw, + [1§nlla,n)

< sup by (Vin, win) + bp(Vphs wph) + 00 (Vin, Vph, 03 €r)
B (Vin,Vpr)EV i X Vpn ||(thavph)”foVp

Y
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Vwen € Wep, wpn € Wpn, & € Apn, (5.7)

bp Toh ¢
Busllnlla,, < sp  nlmn @)

Vopn € Agp. (5.8)
TthXph S.t.v~7'ph:0 ||Tph”Xp

Proof. Inequality (5.6 can be shown using the argument in [3| Theorem 4.1]. Inequality (5.7) is proved
in |1, Theorem 5.2]. Inequality (5.8) can be derived as in [1, Lemma 5.1]. O

We next discuss the construction of compatible discrete initial data (pp,o,rs,0) based on a modification
of the step-by-step procedure for the continuous initial data.

1. Let P,fs : Ay = Ay, be the L:-projection operator, satisfying, for all ¢ € L*(I'y,),

(@ —PMo,dpir, =0 Ve € Ag. (5.9)

Define
010 = P 6. (5.10)

2. Define (ufp,0,prn0) € Vyn X Wy and (Wph0, Pph,0, Ah0) € Vpn X Wy X Ay, by solving a coupled
Stokes-Darcy problem: for all vy, € Viyy, win € Wen, vipr € Vi, wpn, € Wpp, §n € App,

n—1
ap(ano,vyn) +br(Vin,prno) + > (passy /K (Wrno = 0n0) - g, Ven - trg)rg, + (Vi np, Anodry,
j=1

n—1
= ag(ugo,vyn) +bf (Vi pro) + Y (nosss\/K;  (wro = 00) - 55, vin - by, + (Vin g, do)r,
j=1

= (££(0), vsn)a,,
= by(usno,wrn) = =bs(uro, wpn) = (g7(0), wyn),
ap(Uph,0, Vph) + bp(Vphs Ppho) + (Vph - p, An0)T, = p(Wp.0, Vo) + 0p(Vpn, Ppo) + (Vpr - 11p, Ao)r;, = 0,
— bp(Uph,0, wWph) = —bp(Wp,0, wpn) = =~ (V - (KVpy0), wpn)e,,
— (Upn,0 - np +Upno-np+Oho 0y, Ep)r,, = —(Upo -0y +upo -0y + 601y, &p)r,, = 0. (5.11)

This is a well-posed problem due to the inf-sup condition (/5.8]), using the theory of saddle point problems
[17], see [30L}40].

3. Define (Uph70,’l’]ph70, pph,07'¢h,0) S Xph X Vgp X Qph X Agp, such that, for all Tph € pru Vsh € Vap,
Xph € Qphy & € Ash,

(Ao ph,0, Tpr)Q, + 0s(Tpn, Mph,0) + bsk(Tpn, Pph,0) — 05 (Tpn, Yho) + (Aappnol, Tpw)a,
= (Ao'p,Ov Tph)Qp + bs (Tph7 T’p,O) + bsk(Tphv Pp, 0) (Tph7 /l;bO) (Aapp,OL Tph)Qp = 0;
- bs(o'ph,()a Vsh) = _bs(a'p,Oa Vsh) = (fp(O), Vsh)Qp7

— bk (O7ph,0, Xph) = —bsk(Tp.0, Xpn) = 0,

n—1
W (0pn0, n) — Y _{poms /K (Wpno = Ono) - trj dn - trs)ry, + (@ 1p Anodry,
7j=1
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n—1

=W (0p0, 1) — Y _(nomss\/K; (o — 60) - trj, dn - tyi)r,, + (@n -1y Ao)r,, =0.  (5.12)

7j=1
It can be shown that the above problem is well-posed using the finite element theory for elasticity with
weak stress symmetry [9,|10] and the inf-sup condition ([5.8) for the Lagrange multiplier 1)y o.
4. Define (6ph,0, Wsh,0, Yph,0) € Xph X Vg, X Qpp, such that, for all 7, € Xpn, Ve € Vi, Xph € Qpps

(A 1,0, Tpn)e, + bs(Tphs Wen0) + sk (Tphs Yph,0) = V0 (Tpn, On0),
- bs(aph,m Vsh) =0,
- bsk(&ph,ﬂv Xph) = 0. (5.13)

This is a well posed discrete mixed elasticity problem [9,|10].

We then define pro = (Wsn,0, 0h,0, Uph,0, Oph,0,Pp,0) and Trho = (Prh,05 Wsh,0, Vph,05 Ah0)- This con-
struction guarantees that the discrete initial data is compatible in the sense of Lemma

Appo+Brpo=Fy in Qj,

5.14
—Bpro =G(0) in S}, ( )

where Fy = (ff(()),O,O,g,_p,gwp)t € Qj, with suitable g, € X}, and g,,, € W}, 5. Furthermore, it
provides compatible initial data for the non-differentiated elastlclty varlables (Mph,05 Pph,0s ¥ho) in the
sense of the first equation in (4.36)).

The well-posedness of the problem (5.5)) follows from similar arguments to the proof of Theorem

Theorem 5.1. For each f; € Wl’l(O,T;V}), £, € Wh(0,T;V)), ¢ € Wl’l(O,T;W}), and g, €
Wl’l(O,T;W;)), and initial data (Pp,o,Tho) satisfying (5.14), there exists a unique solution of (5.3))
(Wt Dy Ophs Wshy Yphs Uphs Pphs Ay On) € L°(0,T5 Vgy) x L(0,T; Wpp,) x W20, T;L2(€,)) N L
(0, T3 X)) X L(0, T: V) x L0, T Qpp) x L¥(0, T3 V) x WE(0, T3 W) x L0, T Apy) x L(0, T
Agn) with (usn(0),p5a(0), 0p1(0), upn(0), 2pr(0), An(0),04(0)) = (Wsh0,PfR.05 Tph,0s Uph 05 Pph,05 Ah,0s
010)-

Proof. With the discrete inf-sup conditions f and the discrete initial data construction de-
scribed in —, the proof is similar to the proofs of Theorem and Corollary with two
differences due to non-conforming choices of the Lagrange multiplier spaces equipped with L2-norms.
The first is in the continuity of the bilinear forms b} (1pn, @p), cf. (4.1)), and br(v s, Vpn, @n; &n), cf.
(4.10). In partlcular using the discrete trace-inverse inequality for piecewise polynomial functions,

lellz2r,,) < Chp7m1n||g0|| £2(Q,)s Where hp min is the minimum element diameter in 7'p we have

—1 2
V2 (Tph, dn) < Chp,minHTph||L2(Qp)Hd)h”L2(Ffp)

and
br (v ihs Vphs @n:€n) < C[Venllmr o)) + h;ir{iiHVthL?(Qp) + lénllew,,)I€nllLzw,,)-

Therefore these bilinear forms are continuous for any given mesh. Second, the operators Ly and Ry
from Lemma are now defined as Ly : Ay, — Aph, (LxAn,&n) == (Mn,&n)ry, and Re @ Agp —
A, (RgOn,dn) == (On, dn)r,,- sp- The fact that Ly and Rg are continuous and coercive follows imme-
diately from the1r definitions, since (Ly &, &) = [€]13 ,, and (Re &n, dn) = H¢h||A We note that the
proof of Corollary [4.1] works in the discrete case due to the ch01ce of the discrete initial data as the
elliptic projection of the continuous initial data, cf. (| and . O
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Remark 5.2. As in the continuous case, we can recover the non-differentiated elasticity variables with

t t t
Vte[0,T], mpn(t) = nph,o+/ wp(s)ds, ppu(t) = Pph,o+/ Yor(s) ds, Pu(t) = ¢h,o+/ On(s)ds.
0 0 0

Then (3.5) holds discretely, which follows from integrating the third equation in (5.3) from 0 tot € (0,7
and using the discrete version of the first equation in (4.36)).

6 Stability analysis

In this section we establish a stability bound for the solution of semi-discrete continuous-in-time for-
mulation . We emphasize that the stability constant is independent of sg and apiy, indicating
robustness of the method in the limits of small storativity and almost incompressible media, which are
known to cause locking in numerical methods for the Biot system [53]. Furthermore, since we do not
utilize Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain long-time stability for our method.

Theorem 6.1. Assuming sufficient reqularity of the data, for the solution to the semi-discrete problem
(5.3), there exists a constant C' independent of hy, hy, so and amin such that

lagnllLeso,:v ) + 1ugnllLzorvy) + 10n = OnlLes(07as5s) + [0rh — Onlr2(0,7:ap5)
+lpsnllieoomsw ) + IPenllizomw,) + 1A opmllve o riz@,)) + IV - opnllieoriz@,)
+ 1420 (o + apprD Iz 022, + IV - opnllizore,) + 1shllizorv.)
+ Ivprllizo,m0,) + 1prllveso,me2,)) + WpnllLzorv,) + |1PprllLeeo,7w,) + 1PprllLz0,75w,)

+ Vs0ll0pprllrzo,rw,) + Al o,:0,,) + IAllL20,m:8,,) + 10kllL20,7:4,0)
< C(”ffHHl(O,T;L2(Qf)) + ol 0,120, + gl o2,y + lapllaorL20,))
+lIppollis @, + 1V - (KVPpo)llizo,) ). (6.1)

Proof. By taking (Vn, W nh, Tph, Vish, Xphs Vphs Wphs §hy @n) = (Wpn, D iy Tphy Ushy Yphs Uphs Pphs A, O) in
(5.3) and adding up all the equations, we get

af(rn, ugn) + agss(Wpn, On; Upn, On) + (0t ph, OPpn; Ophs Ppn) + ap(Wph, Upn) + ab(9eppn, Pph)
= (£, upn)a, + (ar,prn)a; + (£, usn)o, + (9, Ppr) oy, - (6.2)

Using the algebraic identity |, VO = %8,5Hv||ig( ), and employing the coercivity properties of ay and
)

ap, and the semi-positive definiteness of agys, cf. (4.5), we obtain

_ 1
QMCIQ(Hufh”%/f + MaBJSkmzlu/(2|ufh - 0h|ZBJS + §at||A1/2(a-ph + apphI)H]??(Qp)

_ 1
+ ks [ [ E2 (0, + 5808t\|pth%vp < (fr,upn)o, + (a5, prn)o, + (5, usn)o, + (ap, Ppr)o, -
Integrating from 0 to any ¢ € (0,7 and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, we get

t
/O (2uCk gy, + ponsskmtlug, — O, + mhmhelulZe ) ds
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1 1 1 1
+ §\|A1/2(Uph + apphI)(t)HIQLz(Qp) - §||A1/2(0ph + OépphI)(O)II]QLQ(Qp) + §so|!pph(t)ll%vp - isol\pph(O)H%vp
t
€
< 2/0 (lagnllia,) + lpsnliyv, + Tusnlie,) + ooy, ) ds

1 ¢ 2 2 2 2
— /0 (8712200, + 22,y + 10l + 9ol ) ds. (6.3)

From the discrete inf-sup conditions (5.6)—(5.8)) and (5.3al), (5.3c)), and (5.3f), we have

Ipgallw, + lIPprllw, + [ ArllA,,

b b b 0; A
<C sup f(vfh’pfh) + P(Vph’pph) + F("fhanh, ;s AR)
(VsnVpn)EV X Vi, (v ghs vpr) vy xv,

=C sup —ag(upp, vin) — asss(ugn, On; vin, 0) + (ff,th)Qf — ap(Uph, Vpn)

(th,vph)GthXVph ”thHVf + vahHVp

< C(llugnllv, + [usn = Onlagss + [1frllL2p) + [[uprlleao,)), (6.4)

bs(Tpn, Ush) + bsk (T,
||u3hHVs 4 H")’thQp < C sup s( ph sh) sk( phv’th)
Tph€Xpp 8.t. Tppnp=0 on 'y, HTthXp

=C sup —(AB(aph + apprI), Tpn) + Ui (Tph, On)

Tph€Xph s.t. Tprnp=0 on Ty, HTthXp

< Ol AY20y(opn + appnD) 2@, (6.5)

[ 0
Oula, <C  sup  nlemO)
TphEXph S.t.v-TphZO ||Tph||Xp

=C sup (Aat(aph + apphI)v Tph) + bSk(Tph7 ’th) + b (Tpha ush)

Tph €Xpp 8.5, Vo1, =0 ”TthXP
< C(|A204(opn + appr])IL2(@,) + [Yorll,)- (6.6)

Combining (6.3]) with 7, and choosing € small enough, results in
t
/0 <||uth%/f g = Ol + [0snllRy, + 1wsnlRr, + 1Yonlld, + 1wpnlTe,) + o0,

+IMllR,, + HOhllish>ds + A2 (opn + apprD) (1) 172, + sollpen (D],
t
< C(/o (IAY20(apn + OépphI)H]QL%Qp) + HffH%ﬂ(Qf) + HQin%Qf) + prH%ﬂ(Qp) + ”%Hi%ﬂp))ds

1A+ anp)O) B+ sl Ol ) (67)
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To get a bound for HA1/28,5(0'ph + apphI)Hig(o’t;Lg(Qp)), we differentiate in time (5.3a]), (5.3d)), (5.3¢€),

" and (5'31: , take (th7 Wifhs Tphs Vshy Xphs Vphs Wph, ho ¢h) = (ufha 8tpfh7 8ta'piw Ush, VYphs Uph, 8tpph7
Ot A, 0r) in (5.3)), and add all equations, to obtain

*ataf(ufhaufh) + 8taBJS(ufh79ha s, On) + || AY20 (o, + apphI)HILZ )+ atap(uphauph)

+ 50||8tpthWp (atffv ufh)Qf (Qf7 8tpfh)ﬂf + (atfp) ush)ﬂp + (QPa atpph)ﬂp~ (68)

We next integrate in time from 0 to an arbitrary ¢ € (0,7] and use integration by parts in time
for the last two terms:

t t ‘ t
/O(Qf,(‘?tpfh)afds+/0 (Qp>8tpph)9pd3:(Qfapfh)Qf’O_/O(atQﬁpfh)Qf ds

t t
—/ (Otp, Pph) @, ds.
0 0

+ (@p, Pp),

Making use of the continuity of ay, a, and agss, cf. (4.1)), the coercivity of ay and a,, the semi-positive
definiteness of agjs, cf. (4.5)), and the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, we get

1 _ 1
HCH @Iy, + SnossskihlZl (g — O0) (Ol + 5kl upn ()22,

/0 (1420, + appn) |22, + 0llOppnly, ) ds

€ t
< 2(/0 (lagnllfeia,) + lpsnliv, + Tasnli3, + llppnlly,) ds + gm0y, + ”pph(t)H%Vp>
+i( t(Haf I3 + 10gy |17 + [0, I3 + 10eaplE2(q,) ds + llar ()|
2¢ \ f, L0y tdflIL2(Qy) tiplliLz(o,) tdpllL2(,) EEAUALTRI(7)
2 1 2 1 2
+ qu(t)lle(gp>) + pllugn(0) [ o, + 2uaBJskmm |(ush = 01)(0)ag,s + 5 lIPsn(0)iw,

1 1 1 1
+ kbl (0) a0, + 5 1P Oy, + 51072, + 518(0) B, (6.9)

We note that the first four terms on the right hand side are controlled in (6.7)), while the terms |[pyx(t)[|w,

and |ppr(t)||w, are controlled in the inf-sup bound (6.4). Thus, combining (6.4), (6.7) and (6.9), and
taking e small enough, we obtain

t
/0 (lagnlly, + g = B2, + ol + 142000 + oppD) B, + lusnl, + lvnll3,

+ lupnllZa o,y + Ppnlv, + s0l0pnllRy, + IAIR,, + Hoh\lis,)ds + IR, + [ — )12,

+ o @) Ry, + 1A% (0 + appnD) () [F2(0,) + 1an (01120, + Ppn(DIRy, + M@,
! 2 2 2 2 2
< C(/O (HffHL?(Qf) + ||fp||L2(Qp) + ||Qf||L2(Qf) + HQPHLZ(Qp))dS + ||ff(t)||L2(Qf)
t
+ /O 10722y + 10685 22 ) + 10051y + 1902200, ) ds + llas Oy + lan®liEace
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(O, + 1(agn — 02)(0)Zasy + Ipn OBy, + 420, (0)]2200, + 10 (0)122(q + 25 (O,

+larO)Raa + 1901, ) (6.10)

We remark that in the above bound we have obtained control on ||p,n(t)|lr2(n,) independent of sg. To
bound the initial data terms above, we recall that (uz(0),psr(0), 0pn(0), uprn(0), ppr(0), An(0), 04(0)) =
(Wth,0, Pfh,0s Oph,0> Uph,0; Pph,0> Ah,05 On0) and the construction of the discrete initial data f@ .
Combining the two systems and using the steady-state version of the arguments presented in f@
we obtain

laga(0)llv, + Ipsa(0)llw, + A" 20p(0) 2, + Ipn (0L, + [1Ppr(0) Iw, + (W — 1) (0)asss
< C(IV - (KVppo)llize,) + IE:(0)llLz@p) + las (02 + 1E:(0)lL2(q,)- (6.11)

We complete the argument by deriving bounds for |V - upn|lr2(q,) and [V - opullpe(q,)- Due to (5.1),
we can choose wy, = V - 1y, in (5.3g)), obtaining

IV - wpnlfagq,) = —(A0(apn + appl), V - wpn)a, — (500ppns V - Wpn)e, + (@p, V - wpn)e,
< (a2 AY20u (o + appn) |12, + 50l10pnllz(,) + sl IV - Wpnllrzo,),
therefore
t t
/0 IV - I, ds < C/o ([A204(erph, + appr)I2(q,) + s0l0ppnllTaa,) + laplia,))ds. (6.12)

Similarly, the choice of vy, =V - op, in (p.3d)) gives
t t
IV- ol < ln, and [ IV omlianyds < [ Gk (613)

Combining (6.10)—(6.13)), we conclude (6.1]), where we also use

”Al/Qo'ph(t)H]LQ(Qp) < C(||AY* (o + apprl) () l|12(0,) + 1Ppr () ll2@,))-

7 Error analysis

In this section we derive an a priori error estimate for the semi-discrete formulation (5.3)). We assume
that the finite element spaces contain polynomials of degrees sy p and s, ¢ for V¢, and Wy, sy, and sp,
for Vi, and Wy, sq,,, Su,, and s, for Xpp, Vg, and Qpp, s and sy for Ay, and Apyy,. Next, we define
interpolation operators into the finite elements spaces that will be used in the error analysis.

We recall that Pé\s : Ay — Ay, is the L2-projection operator, cf. (5.9)), and define P}/LX” : Ay — Ay as

L . A .

the L?-projection operator, satisfying, for any & € L*(I'y,), (£ — P, *€, )Ty, = 0 V&, € Ayp. Since the
discrete Lagrange multiplier spaces are chosen as Ay, = X5 np|r p a0d App =V - n,|r 10 Tespectively,
we have

A
(¢ — P, Tonmp)r,, =0, V1, € Xy, (€= PPE,vpn mp)r,, =0, Vv, € Vi (T.1)
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These operators have approximation properties [26],

N S A S
o — Pi?é¢||L2(Ffp) < Chp9+1||¢||Hse+1(Ffp)a 1€ = P, "¢z, < Chp/\+1H£||HS/\+1(Ffp)' (7.2)

Similarly, we introduce P,:Nf Wi —= Wgep, PP 2 W, = Wy, P 0 Vg — Vg, and P :Qp = Qpn
as L2-projection operators, satisfying

W,
(wp — P, "wp,wpn)a, =0, Ywpn € Wen,  (wp — Py Pwp, wpn)e, =0, Vwpn € Wpp, (73)

(Vs - P}YSVSaVsh)QP =0, Vveg € Vg, (Xp - P]?poa Xph)ﬂp =0, vXph € @pha

with approximation properties [26],

Sp,+1 Sp,+1
wa - P waL2 Q) < Ch i waHHspr(Qf)v pr P prL2 (Qp) < Chy i ”prHsppH(Qp)a
Sy 1
Ivs = B Vsl < Ch§“5+1llvs||HSus+1(Qp), o = P Xpllizge,) < Chy ™ 1o llgeve+1(, -
(7.4)

Next, we consider a Stokes-like projection operator I,Yf : Vi — Vi, defined by solving the problem:
find I,vaf and py, € Wy, such that

VvV ~
ag(ly "vy,vin) = bp(Vin, Dyn) = ag(vy,ven),  VYvpn € Vi,

v, (7.5)
b (I "V, wrn) = bp(Vy wyn), Vwin € W
The operator I,Yf satisfies the approximation property [31]:
Ivy = I villen o, < CRG vyl (7.6)
f o VIHY Q) = f f HSuerl(Qf)' :

Let I,Yp be the mixed finite element interpolant onto V,y,, which satisfies for all v, € V,, N H!(€2,),

(V . I}vap, wph)Qp = (V " Vp, wph)Qp, vah S th, (7 7)
<I}Yp"p "Ny, Vpp - Dp)1T,, = (Vp - D, Vph D)1y VVph € Vpn, .
and Su,+1
[vp — I "Vp HL2 Q) < Chy ™ | VpHHSup“(Qp)? (7.8)

sup—l—l

|V (vp— Ih "Vp) HL2(QP) < Chy |V VpHHSUP+1(Qp)'

For X5, we consider the weakly symmetric elliptic projection introduced in [8] and extended in [38] to
the case of Neumann boundary condition: given o, € X,NH(Q,), find (G pn, Tph, Ppr) € Xpn X Vsn X Qpp,
such that

(G phs Toh) + (Tphs V- Tpn) + (Bphs Tpn) = (0, Tpn), V1 € Xy,

(V o'phavsh) (v : Upavsh)a Vv € Vn, (7 9)
(O phs Xph) = (Ops Xph)s Vxph € Qpn, '
(o phnvaphnp>Ffp <0'pnpv7'phnp>1“fp= VTpn € Xp}{p’
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where Xgh = {7pn € Xpp : Tppnp = 0 on I'pp}, and X;;:p is the complement of Xgh in Xpp,, which spans

the degrees of freedoms on I'y,. We define I}}fz’ O p := Opp, Which satisfies

X Sop,+1
op — Ihpa'pHJLQ(Qp) <hy” ”a'pHHSap“(Qp)a (7.10)
X S, +1 .
IV - (op = I,"op) 20, < Chy" IV O'pHHsap“(Qp)-

We now establish the main result of this section.

Theorem 7.1. Assuming sufficient reqularity of the solution to the continuous problem (3.4)), for the
solution of the semi-discrete problem (5.3|), there exists a constant C independent of h, sg, and amin
such that

luy —upnllLeorvy) + Iy —upmllLerv,) +1(ay —0) — (wpn — On)|Le(0.7:085)
+ \(uf —-0) - (ufh - eh)‘m(o,T;aBJs) + ”Pf —PthLOO(o,T;Wf) + pr —PthL2(0,T;W,-)
+ A2 (0 — o) =122, + IV - (05 — opn) L= 11200, + IV - (05 — opn) lL20.112(0,))
+ | AY20, (o + appl) — (opn + appn))llr20m20,)) + s — Wanllrzo vy + 179 — Yorllrz0m:0,)
+ [[ap = wpnllLeeo,mr2(0,)) + 10p — Wpnllzo,mv,) + 1Pp — PprllLeso,miw,) + 1Pp — PprllLzo,mw,)

+ /3010t (pp — Ppr)llr20,m:w,)) + 1A — )‘h”L‘x’(O,T;APh) + A — >‘h||L2(O,T;Aph) + 110 = Onllr20,1;4.,)

Su spp+1 Son,+1
< C V eXp(T) (hf ! ||uf”H1(0,T;Hsuf+l(Qf)) + hfpf ||prH1(0’T;H‘SPf +1(Qf)) + hp ! ”GPHHI(O,T;HSUPJrl(Qp))

Sopn,+1 S~ +1
+ ™ IV - Opll e o rimeer 1, T Ry sl Lo, riprsns 1 (y)) + 1l 0, 7m0 102,
Su,+1 Sp. +1
+hp? (HupHHl(QT;HSUpH(Qp)) +[IV - uPHL2(07T;H5up+1(Qp))> + hppp HpPHH1(07T;H5PP+1(Qp))
1 1 Sy, 1
+ 0 I g o,y )) + 00 10l o rpse 1 () R ||Pp(0)HHS~/p+1(Qp)>~ (7.11)

Proof. We introduce the error terms as the differences of the solutions to (3.4) and (5.3]) and decompose
them into approximation and discretization errors using the interpolation operators:
— _ v v N | h
€u; = Uy — Upp = (Uf — Ih fo) + (Ih fuf — Ufh) = ey, + €y

\W \%W h
ep =05 —Psn = 0r — By 'pp) + (B "o —ppn) =, ey

‘ v v I h
Cu, = Up — Uy = (up — I "up) + (I, Pup — uyy) = €u, T €u,>

W W I h
€pp = Pp — Pph = (pp — b, "pp) + (B, "pp — Pph) = o T Cpp>

X X I h

€o, = 0p — Opp = (0p — [;70p) + (I}, 0p — opn) = €5, + €g,
o _ \4 \4 T h

u, 1= Us — Uy, = (Us — P "ug) + (P °us — ug) 1= ey, + ey,

Exp ==Y~ Yph = (Vp — P;LQP‘YP) + (P;LQP'YP —Yph) = e’IYp T e,];p,
co:=0— 0, = (60— P*0)+ (P20 —0),) := el + b,
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A= A=A = (A= PMN) + (PMA =\ = eh £ el (7.12)
We also define the approximation errors for non-differentiated variables:
€f7p=np—P;Ys77p, ef,p:pp—P;l@ppp, e{pZQ/J_P}?Sd"

We form the error equations by subtracting the semi-discrete equations (5.3)) from the continuous

equations (3.4):

af(euy, Vin) + b (Vin, ep,) +br(vin, 0,0;ex) + agss(eu,, €5 Vin, 0) = 0, (7.13a)
—by(eus, wsn) =0, (7.13b)
ae(0reo,, Otp,s Tphs 0) + bs(Tph, €u,) + bsi(Tphs €4,) — Uh (Tpn, €0) = 0, (7.13¢)
—bs(es,, Vsn) = 0, (7.13d)
— bsx(ea,, Xpn) = 0, (7.13¢)
ap(ew,, Vpn) + bp(Vpn, €p,) +br(0, vpy, 05ex) = 0, (7.13f)
ap(Orep,, Wpn) + ae(Oreq,, Otep,; 0, wpn) — bp(eu,, wpn) = 0, (7.13g)
— br(euy €u, €05 n) = 0, (7.13h)
br(0,0, ¢n; ex) + aps(eu;, €93 0, @p) + b (eq,, Pn) = 0. (7.13i)

: _ h _ b _ b _ b _ oh _ oh A N
Setting vyp = ey, Wrh = €5, Tph = €g,, Vsh = €y, Xph = €5, Vph = €y, Wph = €5 ,&p = €3, P = eg,

and summing the equations, we obtain

af(elllf7 eﬁf) + af(e?lf’ eﬁf) + aBJS(eIIJf7 eé’ eﬁf’ 6]07') + (IBJS(Gﬁf, 6}5’ eﬁf’ ) + ae(ated 78tepp; 0'p7 ezp)

1

+ ae(Opel ,8tepp; oy pp) + ap(ey, up) +ap(e ﬁp, up) —|—ap(8tep  €pp )—l—ap(atep , pp)
+bh (el ep) +bpled, ) +breh ep,) +bs(eh eh) +baclely el ) +br(el, e egied)  (7.14)
— bl eh) —bylel eh ) —by(el, el ) —bs<e£,p,eﬁs> —blel eh) —bo(eh, el ehiel) = 0.
Due to and the properties of the projection operators , , , and , we have
W (g, ep) =0, (eh, ~mp.el)r, =0, ab(diey, e )0, =0, byley,,e;) =0, bl en,) =0,
byled ep,) =0, bylen,.ep,) =0, (g, np,ed)r, =0,

bs(e{,p,eﬁs) =0, bsk(eI el ) =0, bﬁ(e{, ,eg) 0.

Op’ "p

With the use of the algebraic identity [qv 0w = %@Hv”ig( s)» the error equation (7.14) becomes

1
h h h h h h
af(euf’ ) + aBJS( €u;, €g; € ufa ) + a ||A1/2( + Qp € p )H]L2 Qp) + CLp( p? up) + Qsoat”eppu%vp
h h h h
= _af(efxlweuf) - aBJS( ifveeveufaee) (8156 , O ep ) crpvepp) - ap(efxpveup)
h h
—by(el €u; Il)f) — bsk(eap,e,yp) - bp(euf,O,eg;eﬁ) + bp(eflf,O,eé; e). (7.15)
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We proceed by integrating ((7.15)) from 0 to ¢ € (0,77, applying the coercivity properties of ay and a,,
the semi-positive definiteness of apjs (4.5)), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the trace inequality (4.2)),

and Young’s inequality, to get
h |12 h h|2 1/2/ h h 2 h 112 h
lew, 12(0.6v ) T 1€u; = €6lL2(0,tas) T 14 / (eq, + ey, D(O)IL2(q,) + llew, IT20412(0,)) T S0llep, (t)H%Vp

hoj2 h h
< e(llew; I204:v,) T lew, — egli O,tiamss) T HAl/z(ea + 046 D)t 0,4:12(0,) T |AY2e apHL2 0,6L2(Q
( ) f ( ) ( (2p)) ( ()

c
h 12 h)12 h|12 I 112 I 112
Fllew, ITev,) T lEXTz,6a,,) + ||€9||L2(o,t;Ash)> + ;(”euf”m(o,t;vf) +lew, = €blizo,tass)
+ Hepf||L2 Otw,) T |AY20,(e] » T ae, I)”LQ(O,t,]LQ(Qp) + ||€'yp||L2 0,4:0,) T ||€up”L2(0,t,Vp)
I I h h h
e + €5 1E2uany ) + IAY2(eh, + ack DO)Zaqq,) + sollely 0) s, (7.16)

Here we also used that the extension of A from S to M can be chosen as the identity operator, therefore,
cf. |41], there exists ¢ > 0 such that
1/2

1 1 (max
bec(els el ) = =(eh | Ael o, = ~(AV2el A2l )o, < = HAI/2 bolz@pllel g, (7.17)
C C

On the other hand, from the discrete inf-sup condition (5.6|), and using (7.13a]) and (7.13f)), we have

lepllw; + llep, llw, + lleXla,

br(vin, epf) + bp(Viph, e;,}p) +br(V h, Vo, 0; €h)

<C sup
(Vin Vo) EV ph X Vi (Vs vpr) lv v,
. —ay(ey, vin) = apss(ey, ep; Vin, 0) — ag(ed,, Vin) — asss(ey,, ¢ Vin, 0)
= sup
(th,Vph)GthXVph vahHVf + vahHVp

—ap(el, Vo) = apeg,, Vpn) = b (Vin,€f) = br(vys, 0,0; )
IVinllv, + vpnllv,

< C(Heﬁf”Vf + ‘eﬁf - eg|aBJS + HeflfHVf + ‘e{lf - eé‘ams + HeﬁpHLQ(Qp) + HeﬂpHLQ(Qp)

I I
+ llep, llw; + llexlla,n), (7.18)
where we also used (5.1)), (7.1)) and (7.3]). Similarly, the inf-sup condition (5.7)) and (7.13c]) give
b(Th )+bk(Th h)
h h phs € S ph>
”euSHVs + He‘ypHQp S C Sup ’Y
Tph€Xpp 8.t Tprnp=0on I'yy HTthXp
h h . p h
_c - fae(ateap, Btepp,Tph, 0) + bn(Tpn, €g)
Tph€Xpp s.t. Tpprnp=0 on 'y, ||TthXp
—ae(ﬁtegp, 6te{,p; Tph, 0) — b5 (Tph, e,Iyp)
HTph”Xp
C(| A0yl + ael Dz, + 1420 (el + ae) Dz, + €l lg,). (7.19)
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where we also used (5.1)) and (7.3). Finally, using the inf-sup condition (5.8)) and ((7.13c|), we obtain

bfL (Tpha 63)

leglla,, < C sup
TthXphS.t.V'TphZO ||Tph”xp
o ae(ateﬁp, &gegp; Tph, 0) + bs(Tpn, eﬁs) + bk (Tpn, e,’;p)
= sup
Tph €Xph s.t. Veompp, =0 ||TthXp
ac(Oreq,, 0rey,s Tph, 0) + bac(Tpn, €]))
| 7pnllx,
< C(|AY?0u(el ) + aep Dz, + ek g, + I1A720u(el, + ae), D2, + ek, lg,); (7.20)
> €o, L2(p) ¥p 1| Qp t\Cq, L2(Q2p) ¥ 1Qp :

where we also used ( .

We next derive bounds for ||V-el! LlLz(q,) and [V el llL2(q,)- Due to (5.1)), we can choose wy, = V-eﬁp
in ([7.13g)), obtaining

h h h h
Hv : e}LllpHiQ(Qp) = _(Soatepp7 V- eup)Qp - (Aat(egp + 0462,,1)7 ' eup)ﬂp - (Aat(eclrp + ae;{)pl)v ' eup)Qp
< (sollOvep Ilw, + apim [ AV 20y (el + ael T)[l12(q,)
+ a3 ) AP 0(el, + aep, Dliao,))IIV - el L, (7.21)
Similarly, the choice of v, =V - eﬁp in (|7.13d)) gives
IV - ek (D)2, =0 and [|V-eb 2041200, = 0- (7.22)
Combining (7.16) with ([7.18))—(7.22)) and choosing € small enough, results in
h h h h
||€uf‘|52(o,t;vf) + lew, — 69‘%2(o,t;aBJs) + HeprIQﬁ(o,t;wf) + || A2 (el » T ae )(t)Hi?(Qp)
+ V- eo'p||L2(0tL2( y V- e L( )H%ﬂ(gp) + Heﬁs”i?(o,t;vs) + ||€zp||iZ(o,t;Qp) + ||€ﬁpHiz(o,t;vp)
+ ||€ ||L2(otwp) + 50||€pp( )||Wp + H€§||]2_42(0,t;/\ph) + ||€ZHi2(o,t;A5h)
1/2( b
< C(]|A / (ea' + 046 HL2 04L2(2,) T HAl/Qat( €o, T ae )HL2 (0.6L2(2,) T SOHateppHL2(0th)
I 2 I 112 I 2 1/24 (1 I \)2
+ llew, IL20v ;) T 1€, = €8li2(0,amms) T €0, 1L2 06w ) + 14 Poi(el, + aep DlIt200120,))
12 I 2 12 12
+ lley, 12 0,60, T+ lew, lE20,6v,) T lexlltaopa,,) T l1€allt20,6a,)
FIAY2(h + aeh (O)|2x,) + sollel (0)]22(q ) (7.23)
where we also used
IAY2eR 2o,y < CUAY (el + aeh Dllzouizi,) + ek Irzosw,))- (7.24)
In order to bound ||A1/28t(ef;p + O[epI)HLQ(O’t;]L2(Qp)) and 50”8teszL2(0,t;W ), we differentiate in time

3.4al), (3.4d)), (3.4¢)), (3.4f), and (3.4i) in the continuous equations and 15.351}, (5.3d), (5-3€), (5.3f), and

5.3i) in the semi-discrete equations, subtract the two systems, take (v ¢n, Weh, Tph, Vishs Xphs Vphs Wph Ehs
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on) = (e uf,(?te ateap, w. .Yp, up 8te ,0qel ey, and add all the equations together to obtain, in a

way similar to ,
1 o h 1 h h. h _h 1/2
§8taf(€ufa€uf) + QataBJS(equeO;equeG) + HA / 8t( a' + ae )HIL2 ()
1 hoh h
+ 7ata’p(eup’ eup) + Sﬂ”atepp H%Vp

= —af(ateuf7 hf) - aBJS(atequateBa ufae ) - ae(ategpaatef;p;8t€f;p,3t€;}; ) — ap(ate )

up’ “Up

—by(e uf,ate ) — Sk((‘?tea s €y, Ly —br(e uf,O ep; Ored) + br(e uf,O eb; Opelh). (7.25)

‘ t
h I
0_/ bsk(eapjate,yp)ds,
0

¢ ¢ ¢
I h _ I h I h
/0 (euf -nf,ate/\>pfpds = <euf -nf,e/\>pfp‘0 —/0 <8teuf -nf,e>\>pfpds7

Using integration by parts in time, we obtain

t
/ bac(@rels el Vs = by(eh el )
0

t . t
I h I h I h

/0 (eg - mp, ey )r;,ds = (eg - my, ex)1;, . /0 (Oreq - mp, eX)r;, ds.

We integrate 17.251 over (0,t) and apply the coercivity properties of ay and a,, the semi-positive defi-

niteness of agys (4.5)), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the trace inequality (4.2)), and Young’s inequality,

to obtain

lets, BIR, + [(els, — e8)(Dags + 1A20:(el, + el DTz 1120,
+ Heﬁp (75)||i2(9,,) + 50||at€;}fp||52(o,t;wp)
< €<Heﬁf“i2(0,t;vf) + ‘eﬁf - 63‘52(0,7:;%5) + HAl/Qat(egp + aezpD”%%o,t;L?(Qp))
+ HAI/Q(GZ + 0“3 )||L2 (0,51L2(2p)) + HAI/Q(GZP + aezpl)(t)Hi%Qp) + Heﬁpni?(o,t;vp)
+ Nk, 1220wy + e, (1, + IEA@IR ., + b0, + NeblPaosn.m)
— (Hat€{1f||i2(o,t;vf) + |3t(€{1f - 6{0)|i2(0,t;am) + Hatejl)inQ(O,t;Wf)
+ (| A0 (el » 1 aepp)||L2 (0,4L2(2,)) T ”8t6—lyp‘|i2(o,t;<@p) + He"lyp(t)||(2@p
+10eed, T2 4v,) + 10N T2 (0 4,0 + 10e€b]T2(0 a0 + llew, DR, + Heé(t)fos)
el (0%, + I(eh, — B O + 14Y2el (0)]Za(gy , + el (0) 122y, + RO,
+[lew, (0%, + lle3, (0)II, + lleg ()., (7.26)
where we also used bg (el 8te ) < C||AY?eh [T )||8te.lyp||@p, cf. (7.17), and

14" 2eq, (B)llLz,) < CUIAY(e5, +aep D(B)llLa@,) + llep, (B)Iw,):
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In addition, the choice of vy, =V - 8tegp in the time differentiated version of (7.13)) gives
h
HV : 8teap (t)HLQ(QP) =0 and ||V ate ||L2 (0,:L2(Qp)) = 0. (727)
Thus, combining ([7.26]) with (7.18)), (7.23)) and (7.27)), and taking € small enough, we obtain
h h h h h h h
et 12200y + el O, + [els, = ehlZe(amms) + (€L, — €O 2s + Nl 1220w ) + el B,
+ IV - eg, 120120, + IV - €6, Olli2(q,) + 1V - Oteg, IE20 1200,y + IV - Otes, ()lI2q,)
+ AV ey, + aep I)(t)H + | AY20y (e, + aey DI + Jlet, I
Op Pp L2(Qp) t\ "oy Pp~/1IL2(0,5:L2(2p)) us [IL2(0,; V)
b2 h o2 h 2
+lleh, T2 0 40, + 166, IE20.0v,) + 1€t T2, + llep, 1T20 0w,y + lep, Ry,
+ solldrep, IT20.6w,) T+ 1eAIE20.6a,) + 1A Ia,0 + leBlIE2s:a.)
I I
< C(||A1/2(€ap + OéeppI)Hv(o,t;m(Qp)) + ||€uf\|i2(o,t;vf) + ||at€uf\|i2(o,t;vf) + ||€uf(t)||%ff
I 112 I Iy2 I I T2
+ ‘euf - eH‘LQ(O,t;aBJS) + |8t<euf - 60)‘L2(0,t;ams) + ’(euf - 60)(75)’&315 + HeprL2(0,t;Wf)
I I I I I
+ ||at€priQ(O,t;Wf) + ||6pf (t)H%Vf + ”Al/Qat(eap + aeppI)HIz_,Q(O,t;ILQ(Qp)) + He'ypHiQ(O,t;Qp)
T2 I 2 I 2 I 2 I
T 101h, 1220,y + ety (OB, + ety 220y, + 101t 2oy, + ek, (Ollv,
I I I I I I
+ HeAHiQ(O,t;APh) + Hate)\Hi?(O,t;A 2 T llex®lla,, + ||€e”i2(o,t;A5h) + ||3t€oHi2(o,t;A5h) + lleg®)]la.,
h 2 h h 2 h 2 h 2
+ llew, (0%, + I(ew, — €5)(0) |25 + 1413 eo‘ + ey, D(0)[f2(q,) + sollep, (0)lIT2(,))

+[|AY2el (0)][22(q,) + llew, (0F2q,) + 1EXO0)IR,, + lled, O3, + lled, (), + lea(0)A.,)-
(7.28)

We remark that in the above bound we have obtained control on ||e;’p (t)|lw, independent of sq.

We next establish a bound on the initial data terms above. We recall that (u(0),ps(0),0,(0), u,(0),
Pp(0),A(0),0(0)) = (ur0,P£0,0p,0,Up0,Pp0, A0, 00), cf.  Corollary and (ugp(0),pn(0), opn(0),

,1,(0), ppr(0), Ar(0), 04(0)) = (Wfn,0, Pfr,05 Tph,0s Uph,05 Pph,0> An,0> On0), cf. Theorem [5.1} We first note
that, since 0,9 = P,?S 6o,

el(0) = 0. (7.29)
Next, similarly to (6.11]), we obtain
et (O3, + (el — B (O, + 426l Oy + el ()2 + el )1, + Ieb(OI

< C(lle, O)lv, + led, (0) = e§(0) 3,55 + llep, (0)llw; + lleg, (0)x, + llep, (0)g,

+lled, 0y, + llef, 0w, + [1eA(0) 1, + lleg(0)]a,,)- (7.30)
Combining (7.28)-(7.30), using Gronwall’s inequality for || A/ 2(eﬁ + ae

)HLz (0,52 Q , the triangle
inequality, and the approximation properties ([7.2)), (7.4), (7.6]), and ., we obtam - H

33



8 Numerical results

In this section we present the results from a series of numerical tests illustrating the performance of the
proposed method. We employ the backward Euler method for the time discretization. Let At = T/N
be the time step, t, = nAt, n = 0,--- ,N. Let d;u"™ := (u™ — u""1)/At, where u™ := u(t,). The
fully discrete method reads: given (p,r?) = (pxn(0),r4(0)) satisfying (5.14)), find (p?,r}) € Qp x Sp,
n=1,---, N, such that for all (qu,sn) € Qp X Sy,

di & (py)(an) + A(py)(an) + B’ (vy)(an) = Flax),

(8.1)
—B (p},)(sn) = G(sp).

Our implementation is on triangular grids, and it is based on the FreeFem++ finite element package [36].
We use a monolithic scheme, in conjunction with the direct solver UMFPACK [27]. We note that iterative
solvers suitable for saddle point problems [29] could also be utilized. It is shown in [19] that block-
diagonal preconditioners based on split schemes involving individual physics solves can be very effective.
Another alternative is non-overlapping domain decomposition methods, see [37] for a recent work on a
fully mixed five-field formulation of the Biot system of poroelasticity. For spatial discretization we use
the MINI elements Pl{ — P for the Stokes spaces (V 5, W), where Pl{ stands for the space of continuous
piecewise linear polynomials enhanced elementwise by cubic bubbles, the lowest order Raviart-Thomas
elements RTy — Py for the Darcy spaces (Vpp, Wpp,), and the BDM; — Py — Py elements [16] for the
elasticity spaces (Xpn, Ven, Qpr). According to , for the Lagrange multiplier spaces we choose
piecewise constants for A, and discontinuous piecewise linears for Ag,. We note that the choice of the
BDM; — Py — Py spaces for elasticity fits in the framework of the multipoint stress mixed finite element
method [3], where the stress and rotation variables can be locally eliminated, resulting in a very efficient
positive definite cell-centered scheme for the displacement.

We present two examples. Example 1 is used to corroborate the rates of convergence. In Example 2
we present simulations of the coupling of surface and subsurface hydrological systems, focusing on the
qualitative behavior of the solution.

8.1 Example 1: convergence test

For the convergence study we consider a test case with domain Q = (0,1) x (—1,1) and a known
analytical solution. We associate the upper half with the Stokes flow, while the lower half represents
the flow in the poroelastic structure governed by the Biot system. The physical parameters are K = I,
w=1,a=1 a5 =15 =1, A\, =1, and p, = 1. The solution in the Stokes region is

—3x + cos(y)

uy = mcos(rt)
d ( y+1

> y D= e’ sin(rx) cos(%y) + 27 cos(t).

The Biot solution is chosen accordingly to satisfy the interface conditions at y = O:

Ty
T cos(m) 005(7) .. Ty ) —3x + cos(y)
u, =7e | 1 Ty | Pp=e€ sin(mx) 005(7), 1p = sin(nt) .
3 sin(mx) sin(?) y+1

The right hand side functions fy, g, f,, and ¢, are computed using the above solution. The model
problem is complemented with Dirichlet boundary conditions and initial data obtained from the true
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solution. The total simulation time for this test case is T = 0.01 and the time step is At = 1073. The
time step is sufficiently small, so that the time discretization error does not affect the spatial convergence
rates.

In Table [I} we report errors on a sequence of refined meshes, which are matching along the interface.
We use the notation || - [[jo(yy and || - [|;2(y) to denote the time-discrete space-time errors. For all
errors we report the | - [|;2) norms with the exception of the error es,, for which we have a bound
only in [* in time. We observe at least O(h) convergence for all norms, which is consistent with
the theoretical results stated in Theorem The observed O(h?) convergence for |leq, || w2(q,)),
lex, li2(@,)lls and [leall;2(a,,) corresponds to the second order of approximation in the spaces Xpn, Qpp,
and Agp,, respectively, and indicates that the convergence rates for these variables are not affected by the
lower rate for the rest of the variables. Next, noting that the analysis in Theorem is not restricted to
the case of matching grids, we provide the convergence results obtained with non-matching grids along
the interface. The results in Table [2| are obtained by setting the ratio between the characteristic mesh

5
sizes to be hgiokes = =hBiot- The results in Table |3| are with hgjot = ghsmkos. The convergence rates in
both tables agree with the statement of Theorem
n | [lewsllizv,) | rate | [lep;llizow,) | rate | |leo, llie@2(q,)) | rate

8 7.731e-03 | 0.0 2.601e-03 | 0.0 7.454e-02 0.0
16 3.860e-03 1.0 | 8.319e-04 1.6 2.572e-02 1.5
32 1.929¢-03 1.0 2.759e-04 1.6 8.775e-03 1.6
64 9.640e-04 1.0 | 9.419e-05 1.6 2.784e-03 1.7
128 | 4.819e-04 1.0 | 3.270e-05 1.5 8.224e-04 1.8

n | lleve,lie@e@,) | rate | llewllizov,) | rate | lles, iz, | rate | llew, li@e(q,) | rate
8 1.032e-01 0.0 7.141e-02 | 0.0 | 1.926e-01 | 0.0 1.046e-01 0.0
16 5.169e-02 1.0 | 3.550e-02 1.0 | 5.171e-02 1.9 5.224e-02 1.0
32 2.586e-02 1.0 1.773e-02 1.0 1.372e-02 1.9 2.612e-02 1.0
64 1.293e-02 1.0 | 8.862e-03 1.0 | 3.633e-03 | 1.9 1.306e-02 1.0
128 6.465e-03 1.0 | 4.431e-03 1.0 | 9.497e-04 | 1.9 6.532e-03 1.0
n | |leva,llizaze,)) | rate | llep, lizaw,) | rate | [lealliza,,) | rate | [leglliza,,) | rate
8 1.223e-01 0.0 1.033e-01 0.0 | 1.140e-01 | 0.0 | 3.232e-02 | 0.0
16 5.457e-02 1.2 5.172e-02 1.0 | 5.675e-02 | 1.0 | 6.446e-03 | 2.3
32 2.693e-02 1.0 2.587e-02 1.0 | 2.835e-02 1.0 1.238e-03 24
64 1.442e-02 0.9 1.294e-02 1.0 1.417e-02 1.0 2.328e-04 2.4
128 9.001e-03 0.7 | 6.468e-03 1.0 | 7.085e-03 | 1.0 | 4.442e¢-05 | 2.4

Table 1: EXAMPLE 1, Mesh sizes, errors and rates of convergences in matching grids.
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leuy llizev,) | rate | llep, lizow,) | rate | [leo, liee(a,)) | rate
8 1.171e-02 0.0 8.326e-03 0.0 8.800e-02 0.0
16 5.725e-03 1.0 2.616e-03 1.7 3.220e-02 1.5
32 2.835e-03 1.0 9.239e-04 1.5 1.084e-02 1.6
64 1.411e-03 1.0 3.256e-04 1.5 3.262e-03 1.7
128 | 7.037e-04 1.0 1.152e-04 1.5 9.161e-04 1.8
n | llevo,lie@e@,) | rate | lleullizov,) | Tate | lles, iz, | rate | llew, lie@e(q,)) | rate
8 1.032e-01 0.0 | 7.632e-02 | 0.0 | 2.255e-01 | 0.0 1.049e-01 0.0
16 5.170e-02 1.0 | 3.810e-02 1.0 | 6.617e-02 | 1.8 5.226e-02 1.0
32 2.587e-02 1.0 1.905e-02 1.0 | 1.955e-02 | 1.8 2.613e-02 1.0
64 1.293e-02 1.0 | 9.524e-03 1.0 | 5.773e-03 | 1.8 1.306e-02 1.0
128 6.467e-03 1.0 | 4.762¢-03 | 1.0 | 1.638e-03 | 1.8 6.532e-03 1.0
n | lleva,llizaze,) | rate | llep, lizgw,) | rate | [lealliza,,) | rate | lleglliza,,) | rate
8 1.323e-01 0.0 1.033e-01 0.0 | 1.141e-01 | 0.0 | 3.272e-02 | 0.0
16 5.742e-02 1.2 5.172e-02 1.0 | 5.675e-02 | 1.0 | 6.733e-03 | 2.3
32 2.738e-02 1.1 2.587e-02 1.0 | 2.835e-02 | 1.0 | 1.314e-03 | 2.4
64 1.448e-02 0.9 1.294e-02 1.0 | 1.417e-02 | 1.0 | 2.502e-04 | 2.4
128 9.007e-03 0.7 | 6.468e-03 1.0 | 7.085e-03 | 1.0 | 4.820e-05 | 2.4

Table 2: EXAMPLE 1, Mesh sizes, errors and rates of convergences with non-matching grids, using finer
mesh in the Stokes region.

leus llizv,y | rate | llep;llizow,) | rate | |leo, llie@2(q,)) | rate
8 7.203e-03 0.0 5.066e-03 0.0 1.661e-01 0.0
16 3.561e-03 1.0 1.404e-03 1.9 6.387e-02 1.4
32 1.768e-03 1.0 4.843e-04 1.5 2.298e-02 1.5
64 8.807e-04 1.0 1.697e-04 1.5 7.441e-03 1.6
128 | 4.396e-04 1.0 5.977e-05 1.5 2.178e-03 1.8
n | llevo, i@z, | rate | lleullizov,) | rate | lley, iz, | rate | llew, lie@e(q,) | rate
8 1.644e-01 0.0 1.230e-01 0.0 | 4.521e-01 | 0.0 1.698e-01 0.0
16 8.264e-02 1.0 | 6.100e-02 1.0 | 1.504e-01 1.6 8.374e-02 1.0
32 4.137e-02 1.0 3.048e-02 1.0 | 4.373e-02 1.8 4.180e-02 1.0
64 2.069e-02 1.0 1.524e-02 1.0 1.293e-02 1.8 2.090e-02 1.0
128 1.035e-02 1.0 7.619e-03 1.0 | 3.798e-03 | 1.8 1.045e-02 1.0
n | leva,llizaze,)) | rate | llep, lizaw,) | rate | [lealliza,,) | rate | [leglliza,,) | rate
8 2.430e-01 0.0 1.649e-01 0.0 | 1.849e-01 | 0.0 | 9.021e-02 | 0.0
16 1.004e-01 1.3 8.270e-02 1.0 | 9.101e-02 1.0 1.977e-02 2.2
32 4.474e-02 1.2 4.138e-02 1.0 | 4.538e-02 1.0 3.990e-03 2.3
64 2.203e-02 1.0 2.070e-02 1.0 | 2.268e-02 | 1.0 | 7.683e-04 | 2.4
128 1.215e-02 0.9 1.035e-02 1.0 1.134e-02 1.0 1.461e-04 2.4

Table 3: EXAMPLE 1, Mesh sizes, errors and rates of convergences with non-matching grids, using finer

mesh in the Biot region.
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8.2 Example 2: coupling of surface and subsurface hydrological systems

In this example, we illustrate the behavior of the method for a problem motivated by the coupling of
surface and subsurface hydrological systems and test its robustness with respect to physical parameters.
On the domain Q = (0,2) x (=1, 1), we associate the upper half with surface flow, such as lake or river,
modeled by the Stokes equations while the lower half represents subsurface flow in a poroelastic aquifer,
governed by the Biot system. In each subdomain, we construct 64 x 64 rectangular grid, which is then
sub-divided into triangles, resulting in 8192 finite elements in each region. The appropriate interface
conditions are enforced along the interface y = 0. We consider three cases with different values of K,
50, Ap and pip, as described in Table [4] while we set the rest of the physical parameters to be p = 1,

K S0 Ap | Hp
Case 1 I 1 1 1
Case2 [ 1074 xI [ 107* [ 10° | 1
Case3 | 107* xI | 10=* | 10% | 10°

Table 4: Set of parameters for the sensitivity analysis

a =1, and agys = 1. In the discussion we will also refer to the Young’s modulus £ and the Poisson’s
ratio v, which are related to the Lamé coefficients via

Ap (3)‘p + ZMP)MP

v = )
2(Ap + pp) Ap + Hyp
The body forces and external source are zero, as well as the initial conditions. The flow is driven by a
parabolic fluid velocity on the left boundary of fluid region. The boundary conditions are as follows:

ur = (—40y(y — 1) O)t on Ff’left, ur = 0 on Ff,top U Ff,righta
pp=0 and opn,=0 on I',pottom,
u,-n,=0 and us=0 on Ipier ULy rights

The simulation is run for a total time T = 3 with a time step At = 0.06.

For each case, we present the plots of computed velocities, first and second columns of stresses (top
plots), first column components of poroelastic stress (middle plots), displacement and Darcy pressure
(bottom plots) at final time 7" = 3.

Case 1 focuses on the qualitative behavior of the solution. The computed solution at the final time
T = 3 is shown in Figure[I] On the top left, the arrows represent the velocity vectors uy and u, + 0;n),
in the two regions, while the color shows the vertical components of these vectors. The other two
plots on the top show the computed stress. The arrows in both plots represent the second columns of
the negative stresses —(O'f712,0'f’22)t and —(a'p,m,ap,gg)t. The colors show —of 12 and —0o 12 in the
middle plot and —o 922 and —0o 22 in the right plot. Since the Stokes stress is much larger than the
poroelastic stress, the arrows in the fluid region are scaled by a factor 1/5 for visualization purpose and
the color scale is more suitable for the Stokes region. The poroelastic stresses are presented separately
in the middle row with their own color range. The bottom plots show the displacement vector and its
magnitude on the left and the poroelastic pressure on the right.

From the velocity plot we observe that the fluid is driven into the poroelastic medium due to zero
pressure at the bottom, which simulates gravity. The mass conservation uy-n¢+ (9;n,+u,) -n, =0 on
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the interface with n, = (0,1)" indicates continuity of second components of these two velocity vectors,
which is observed from the color plot of the velocity. In addition, the conservation of momentum
oy +opn, = 0 implies that —o 19 = —0},12 and —0 729 = —0, 22 on the interface. These conditions
are verified from the two stress color plots on the top row. We observe large fluid stress near the top
boundary, which is due to the no slip condition there, as well as large fluid stress along the interface,
which is due to the slip with friction interface condition. A singularity in the left lower corner appears
due to the mismatch in inflow boundary conditions between the fluid and poroelastic regions. The
bottom plots show that the infiltration of fluid from the Stokes region into the poroelastic region causes
deformation of the medium and larger Darcy pressure. Furthermore, comparing the right middle and
bottom plots, we note the match along the interface between —op 22 and py,, which is consistent with
the balance of force and momentum conservation conditions —(oyny) -ny = p, and eny + opn, = 0,
respectively.
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Figure 1: Example 2, Case 1, K =1, sg = 1, A\, = 1, u, = 1. Computed solution at final time 7" = 3.
Top left: velocities uy and u, + 0yn, (arrows), uso and u,2 + 9;1p2 (color). Top middle and right:
stresses — (0712, 0722)" and —(op,12,0p22)" (arrows); top middle: —of 12 and —op 12 (color); top right:
—0 92 and —op 90 (color). Middle: poroelastic stress —(op 12, 0p22)" (arrows); middle left: —o, 12

(color); middle right: —o, 22 (color). Bottom left: displacement 7, (arrows), |n,| (color). Bottom right:
Darcy pressure pp.

In Case 2 we test the model for a problem that exhibits both locking regimes for poroelasticity:
1) small permeability and storativity and 2) almost incompressible material [53]. In particular, we
take K = 107* x I and so = 10~%. Furthermore, the choice Ap = 106, pp = 1 results in Poisson’s
ratio v = 0.4999995. The computed solution does not exhibit locking or oscillations. The behavior is
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Figure 2: Example 2, Case 2, K = 1074 x I, s = 1074, A\, = 105, y, = 1. Computed solution at
final time T" = 3. Top left: velocities uy and u, + 9ym, (arrows), uys and u,2 + iy 2 (color). Top
middle and right: stresses —(of,12,0f22)" and —(op 12, 0p22)" (arrows); top middle: —of12 and —o7, 12
(color); top right: —of.92 and —a, 22 (color). Middle: poroelastic stress —(o7p 12, 0p.22)" (arrows); middle

left: —op 12 (color); middle right: —o7, 22 (color). Bottom left: displacement 7, (arrows), || (color).
Bottom right: Darcy pressure p,.

qualitatively similar to Case 1, with larger fluid and poroelastic stresses and a Darcy pressure gradient.

In Case 3, the Lamé coefficient p,, is increased from 1 to 10, resulting in a much stiffer poroelastic
medium, which is typical in subsurface flow applications. The solution is again free of locking effects or
oscillations, but it differs significantly from Case 2, including three orders of magnitude larger stresses
and Darcy pressure, as well as smaller displacement and Darcy velocity.

9 Conclusions

In this paper we developed and analyzed a new mixed elasticity formulation for the Stokes—Biot problem,
as well as its mixed finite element approximation. We consider a five-field Biot formulation based on
a weakly symmetric stress—displacement—rotation elasticity formulation and a mixed velocity—pressure
Darcy formulation. The classical velocity—pressure formulation is used for the Stokes system. Suitable
Lagrange multipliers are introduced to enforce weakly the balance of force, slip with friction, and con-
tinuity of normal flux on the interface. The advantages of the resulting mixed finite element method,
compared to previous works, include local momentum conservation, accurate stress with continuous
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Figure 3: Example 2, Case 3, K = 1074 x I, s = 1074, Ap = 106, pp = 10%. Computed solution
at final time 7' = 3. Top left: velocities uy and u, + 0m, (arrows), uso and u,2 + dmp2 (color).
Top middle and right: stresses —(o7f,12,022)" and —(op12,0p22)" (arrows); top middle: —o 12 and
—0op12 (color); top right: —o 792 and —o7p 22 (color). Middle: poroelastic stress — (07,12, 0p,22)" (arrows);

middle left: —o7p 12 (color); middle right: —op 22 (color). Bottom left: displacement n, (arrows), |n,|
(color). Bottom right: Darcy pressure p,.

normal component, and robustness with respect to the physical parameters. In particular, the numer-
ical results indicate locking-free and oscillation-free behavior in the regimes of small storativity and
permeability, as well as for almost incompressible media.
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