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Abstract

We present and analyze a strongly conservative hybridizable discontinuous Galerkin finite element
method for the coupled incompressible Navier—Stokes and Darcy problem with Beavers—Joseph—Saffman
interface condition. An a priori error analysis shows that the velocity error does not depend on the
pressure, and that velocity and pressure converge with optimal rates. These results are confirmed by
numerical examples.

1 Introduction

We consider the solution of the coupled incompressible Navier—Stokes and Darcy problem with Beavers—
Joseph—Saffman interface condition. The Navier—Stokes equations describe the motion of a freely flowing
incompressible fluid in one sub-region of the domain. These equations are coupled by the Beavers—Joseph—
Saffman interface condition to the Darcy equations that describe the flow of a fluid in porous media, the
second sub-region of our domain. For the analysis and applications of these equations we refer to [20].

A conforming finite element method for the coupled Navier-Stokes/Darcy problem was proposed and
analyzed by Badea et al. [2], where they consider a Taylor—-Hood discretization of the Navier—Stokes equa~
tions and use quadratic Lagrangian elements for the primal formulation of the Darcy equation. Girault
and Riviere [24] consider a primal form of the Darcy equations coupled to the velocity-pressure formula-
tion of the Navier—-Stokes equations. They propose a discontinuous Galerkin (DG) method based on an
upwind Lesaint—Raviart DG discretization of the convective terms in the Navier—Stokes equations and non-
symmetric, symmetric, and incomplete interior penalty Galerkin methods for the diffusion terms in the
Navier—Stokes equations and for the primal form of the Darcy equation. Later, using the dual-mixed formu-
lation of the Darcy equation, a conforming mixed finite element method was proposed by Discacciati and
Oyarzia [19]. They use Bernardi-Raugel and Raviart-Thomas elements for the velocities, piecewise con-
stants for the pressures, and continuous piecewise linear elements for the Lagrange-multiplier used to couple
the Navier—Stokes and Darcy equations. Extensions of this work include a conforming mixed finite element
method for the dual mixed formulations of both the Navier—Stokes (with non-linear viscosity) and Darcy
equations [5], and a conforming mixed finite element method for the Navier—Stokes/Darcy—Forchheimer
problem [6]. We further mention that a DG discretization of the Navier—Stokes and dual-mixed formulation
of the Darcy equation was proposed (but not analyzed) in [25] while analysis and finite element formulations
of the transient Navier—-Stokes/Darcy problem is addressed, for example, in [7, 8, 11, 12, 13].

In this paper, we are particularly interested in strongly conservative discretizations as they can be shown
to be pressure-robust [33, 34], i.e., the velocity error can be shown to be independent of the best approx-
imation error of pressure scaled by the inverse of the viscosity. One approach to obtain a pressure-robust
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discretization is by using divergence-conforming velocity spaces [29]. Divergence-conforming DG methods
have been introduced for the Stokes and Navier—Stokes equations in [16, 40]. However, DG methods are
known to be expensive. As a remedy, hybridizable discontinuous Galerkin (HDG) methods were introduced
in [17] to improve the computational efficiency of traditional DG methods through hybridization. Recently,
divergence-conforming HDG methods have been introduced for the Stokes and Navier—Stokes equations,
e.g., [14, 22, 32, 35].

For the Stokes—Darcy problem a strongly conservative DG discretization was proposed by Girault, Kan-
schat and Riviere [26, 30] using divergence-conforming velocity spaces. A strongly conservative HDG method,
using similar spaces, was later proposed by Fu and Lehrenfeld [23] for the same problem. We, however, are
not aware of divergence-conforming DG or HDG methods for the coupled Navier—Stokes/Darcy problem.

In [10], we presented a strongly conservative discretization of the velocity-pressure formulation of the
Stokes equations coupled to the dual-mixed formulation of the Darcy equations. In this paper we extend
this approach to the coupled Navier-Stokes/Darcy problem. The problem is formulated in section 2 while
existence and uniqueness of a solution to this problem is discussed in section 3. The HDG method is proposed
in section 4 where we also discuss well-posedness of this discretization. We present an a priori error analysis
of the method in section 5 where we prove optimal (pressure-robust) rates of convergence in the energy
norm. Numerical examples in section 6 serve to verify our theoretical results and conclusions are drawn in
section 7.

2 The coupled Navier—Stokes and Darcy problem

We consider the coupled Navier—Stokes and Darcy problem on a bounded two (dim = 2) or three (dim = 3)
dimensional domain Q C R¥™ which is decomposed into two disjoint domains Q° and Q%. Fluid flow in the
free fluid region Q° is modeled by the Navier-Stokes equations while in the porous region Q¢ fluid flow is
modeled by the Darcy equations. This coupled system of equations is given by

V-(u®u)+V-o=f°* in Q7 (1la)
pktu 4 Vp =0 in Q¢ (1b)
—V-u=xlf? in Q, (1c)

where u is the fluid velocity, p denotes the kinematic pressure in ©Q° and the piezometric head in Q¢,
o = pl — 2ue(u) is the diffusive part of the fluid momentum flux in Q% e(u) = (Vu + (Vu)T) /2 is the
strain rate tensor, p > 0 is the constant kinematic viscosity, f* a body force, f¢ is a source/sink term, and
is a positive definite symmetric matrix corresponding to the permeability of Q¢. We will assume that there
exist positive constants Kmpin and Kmax such that

Vz € RY™, mmin\z|2 < (k(z)z) 2 < Hmax\Z\Q, x e Q.

The boundary of the domain 2, 02, is assumed to be a polyhedral Lipschitz boundary. The boundaries
of OV are denoted by 997, where j = s,d. The interface TV := 9Q° N 9N? is assumed to be Lipschitz
polyhedral. We furthermore define the exterior boundaries TV := 9Q/\I'! for j = s,d. On I/, we denote by
n the outward unit normal to €’ while on I'!, n denotes the unit normal vector pointing outward from .
On I'! we further define the orthonormal tangential vectors 7% for 1 < k < dim —1.

Let x? be the characteristic function that has the value 1 in Q¢ and 0 in Q° and let x* = 1 — xy%. We
define v/ = x7u and p’ = x’p for j = s,d. The Navier-Stokes and Darcy equations are coupled at the
interface by assuming continuity of the normal component of the velocity, the Beavers—Joseph—Saffman law
[3, 37], and a balance of forces. These assumptions result in the following transmission conditions on I'/:

uon=u’n on I'!, (2a)
i all i . . I
—2p (e(u)n) - 7* = w’-rt ) 1<i<dim-1 on I', (2b)
V Ri
(on) -n = p? on I, (2¢)



where r; = 7 - (k7') and « > 0 is an experimentally determined dimensionless constant. To complete the
problem description, we impose the following exterior boundary conditions:

u=0onT* and w-n=0onI% (3)

Finally, for well-posedness of the problem, we require de fédx =0 and fQ pdx = 0.

3 Existence and uniqueness of solutions to a mixed weak formulation

Let

X={u= @' ul)e X xx: v -n=u?-nonl'}, (4)
where X*¥ = {v e [Hl(QS)]dim cv=0o0nT%}, X4 := {ve H(div;Q%) : v-n=0onT?, and endow X
with the product norm |ull, = (|us|%Qé + HudHiiv;Qd)l/Q for all u = (u®,u?) € X, where HudHfiiv;Qd =

HudHéd + ||V - udHéd. Since the ||| 4;.0a-norm is only applied to functions on Q4. we will drop the subscript
Q% and write ||| 4,-

The following mixed weak formulation for egs. (1) to (3) was proposed in [25, Section 3.3]: Find (u,p) €
X x Q, with Q := LZ(2), such that:

a(u;u,v) 4 b(v, p) + b(u, q) = () + %(q) V(v,q) € X x Q, (5)

where (2(v) == [, f*-vdu, 1(q) = Jou f%qdz, and where the forms a : X x X x X - Randb: X xQ - R
are defined as:

a(w;u,v) = t(w; u®,v*) + a®(u®, v®) + a®(u?, v?) + ol (u®,u®), b(v,q) == —/ qV -vdz,
Q
with
a®(u,v) == / 2ue(u) @ e(v) de, a(u,v) == / kv de,
s Qd

dim —1

I . ap .Ti ’U‘Ti S w:u,v) = w-Vu)-vdx.
a(“’v)'_/rrzx/ﬁ(u (v i) ds, H(w; u,v) /s( Vu) - vd

i=1

Well-posedness for the coupled Navier—Stokes and Darcy problem was shown in [19] for the case that
the source/sink term f? in eq. (1c) is zero. With minor modifications of these proofs, well-posedness can
be shown also for the case f¢ # 0. In particular, it can be shown that if the data f* € [LQ(QS)]dIm and
[ € L?(99) satisfy the smallness condition

O 1l + 2005 [ 7le < 12Coe min (CueCg 203,0055C52) (6)

then there exists a unique solution (u,p) € X x Q to eq. (5). Moreover, this solution satisfies
lullx < Cac" (17 Cp 15 llqe + 2850 1 £l ga) (7a)
Ipllg < 2C¢(CacCu) ™" (Cp Il 2 llgs + CrCrtre 1 f ) - (7b)

We remark that C'y and C,. are the constants related to, respectively, the boundedness and coercivity of
a(+;-,-), which are given by:
I —1/2 -1 ~—2 —1
Cy = max (2 + Caca“mix{ + 201110265031',2051',47 Kmin) »

Cae = min(C2, (1 — §), k)

’ TVmax

All other constants are independent of Kuyin, Fmax, @, and p. Here C%, and C!, are related to, respectively,
the coercivity constant of a® and the continuity constant of a!. Furthermore, Cjy is the inf-sup constant
of b(-,-), Cp is the Poincaré constant, C, is a constant related to the dimension of the problem and the
Sobolev embedding constant from H!(Q*) into L*(QF), § is a constant that lies in (0,1), and Cs; 2 and Cy; 4
are constants relating, respectively, the L?- and L*-norms on the interface to the H'-norm on Q°.



4 The hybridizable discontinuous Galerkin method

4.1 The discretization

To define the discretization we first introduce the triangulations 77 of Q;, with j = s,d. We assume these
triangulations consist of shape-regular simplices K and that the two triangulations 77, j = s, d, coincide on
the interface I'/. We further denote by 7 := T°U T the triangulation of Q and we define h := maxgcr hi,
where hg is the diameter of K.

On the cells K we define the discontinuous finite element spaces

X, = {vn € [ : vy € [Po(K)M™ VK €T},

X3 = {vy € [L2Q)™: vy € [P(K)T™, VK e T, j=s.d,
Qn:={an € L§(Q) : qn € Po1(K), VK €T},

Q%::{thQh: QhEPk—l(K)aVKETJ}a j:87d7

where P;(K) denotes the space of polynomials of degree [ on any cell K.

By F7 and I% we denote the set and union of facets F' on the subdomain ﬁj, j =s,d. By F and I'y
we denote the set and union of all facets in € while F! denotes the set of all facets on I'/. Then, denoting
by P,.(F') the space of polynomials of degree m on any facet F', we define the following facet finite element
spaces:

X = {on € (PO 2 vy € [P(F)Y™ ¥ F e F*, 5y =0 on T*},
0 =1{q e L*(T)): @l e P(F)VFeF}, j=sd
Grouping the cell and facet unknowns in the following compact notation:
vy, = (vp,0h) € X = Xp X X, vy = (vi,vp) € X5 = Xp X Xp,
a4, = (an, @) € Q) = Q) x @}, j = s.d, a4 = (an: G T) € Qp = Qn < Q5 x Q5
we propose the following HDG discretization for egs. (1) to (3): Find (up,ps,) € Xn X @), such that for all
(Vh,qn) € X1 x Qy

ap (up; wh, vn) + by (vn, Py) + bn(un, gy) = € (o) + £%(qn), (8)
where
an(w; w,v) ==ty (w; u, v) + a3 (u, v) + a’(u,v) + o’ (@, ), (9a)
2
Z/Qus v)dz + Z/ B'uu—u ) (v—10)ds (9b)
KeTs KeTs
—2/ 2ue(u)n - (v —0 ds—Z/ 2ue(v)n - (u—1u)ds,
KeTs 7oK KeTs /oK
th(w;u,v) : Z/u@w Vvdx+Z/ n(u+u) (v—0)ds (9¢)
KeTs KeTs
—{—Z/ 2|w n|(u—a)- (U—U)ds+/(w n)u - vds,
KeTs
and where

qur#% q°) + ;" (0,4°) + Vil (v, q%) + ;" (2,4,
b] Z /pV vdr + Z pjv-njds, bé’j(ﬁj,f)) =— | po-nlds,
I

KeTi KeTi



for j = s,d. In the above definitions, 8 > 0 is a penalty parameter and n/ is the outward unit normal vector
on the boundary of any element K € 77. On the interface I/, n® = —n¢. If it is clear to which set K
belongs, we drop the superscript j.

The HDG discretization eq. (8) is the Navier—Stokes/Darcy extension of the discretization recently pro-
posed for the coupled Stokes/Darcy problem in [10] (where the matrix x corresponding to the permeability
was replaced by a positive constant). This discretization is strongly conservative, a property inherited by
the HDG discretization of the Navier—Stokes/Darcy discretization. Indeed, the velocity solution uy, € Xj, to
eq. (8) satisfies:

—V-uh:XdHQfd Vre K, VK €T, (11a)
[up -n] =0 Ve € F, VF € F, (11b)
up M= 1p - n Va € F, VF € F!, (11c)

where Ilg is the L2-projection operator into @, [] is the usual jump operator, and n is the unit normal
vector on F. See [10, Section 3.3] for a proof of eq. (11). In the following analysis it will be useful to
introduce the following subspaces:

Z5 = {vn € X5 bj(vn,q) + by (0n, @) = 0 Vg € Q)

Zp:={v,€Xy: Z (b, (vn, @),) + by (B, @) = 0 Vg, € Q)
j=s,d

The velocity solution to eq. (8), wy, restricted to €° is such that u; € Zj. Generally, local momentum
conservation of the Navier-Stokes equations needs to be sacrificed to obtain a stable discretization [15].
However, since uj, is exactly divergence-free and H (div)-conforming in 2%, this sacrifice is unnecessary and
the discretization of the Navier—Stokes equations in eq. (8) is locally momentum conserving (unlike, for
example, the DG method of [24]). Note further that any v, € Z}, satisfies eq. (11) with f¢ = 0.

4.2 Notation and extension of known results

Before addressing the well-posedness of the HDG method eq. (8), we briefly introduce notation and extend
a few properties of the discretization previously shown for the coupled Stokes/Darcy problem in [10]. On a
domain D we will use standard definitions and notation of the Sobolev spaces sz (D) with corresponding

norms [|-[|,, ; p (see, for example, [1, 4]). If p = 2 we set H*(D) = Wk(D) and write [l p instead of |||l 4 p-
If k = 0, we note that W7 (D) coincides with LP(D). For p # 2, we denote the norm on LP(D) by I1l,.0.0-
If p = 2, we denote the norm on L?(D) by [|-|| p.

Let us now introduce the following spaces:

X::{u:(us,ud)eszXd: ut-n=u-nonT!},
Q:={¢=(¢".¢"): ¢ €Q =H"(Q), ¢ € Q" := H*(Q), /qux:0},

where X* := {v e [H2(Qs)]dim : v=0o0nT*%} and X := {v € [Hl(Qd)]dlm : v-n=0onT%. We wil
denote the trace space of X by X and we introduce the trace operator vy : X — X which restricts functions
in X to I'§. Likewise, the trace space of @ is denoted by @’ and Vgi @’ — (Y restricts functions in Q7
to I‘%, j = s,d. If it is clear from the context on which function spaces the trace operator acts, we drop
the subscript notation from . Using similar notation as in section 4.1, we next define X := X x X and
Q = Q x Q° x Q%. With these definitions we then introduce the extended function spaces:

X(h)=Xp+X, QMh):=Qn+@Q, X(h):=Xp+X, Qh):=Q,+Q.

Furthermore, we will need X*(h) := X + X*.



Lemma 1 (Consistency). Let (u,p) € X x Q solve the Navier-Stokes/Darcy problem egs. (1) to (3). Let
u = (u,7(u), p=(u,7(p*),7(p")), then

an(u; w, vp) + by (vn, P) + br(u, @) = 5 (v) + (4(qn)  Y(vn,q),) € Xp % Q.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of [10, Lemma 1] and that

th(u; u,vp) = Z/V-(u@u)-vhdm Yo, € Xy,
KeTs /K

which follows by integration by parts, smoothness of u, and single-valuedness of vp,. O O

For the analysis of eq. (8) we require the following two norms defined on X (h):

2 2 2 12
wllly = = Ml + ol g+ 191,
2 2 2 2 2 412
lollZ = = loll2 + D Aklols g = vl + Mol g + 1215
KeTs

where

— —112
ollls,s = > (IVollx +hxllv —vl5k)

KeTs
2 2 2
|||’U|||v’ys = |||'U| v,8 + Z h‘%(|v|27K7
KeTs
2 2 — 2 _ _ 2
ol g =lvlze + D hpllo-nllE+ > bl =2) |3 xnp -
FeFd\FI KeTd

where we remark that [v-n] =v-n on I'%

Remark 1. The norms |||-|||, and |||-|||,, are different from the norms used in [10]; instead of only ||v||qa in
[lvlll, we use [[|v]l|, 4 for the functions in the Darcy part of the domain.

The norms |||-|||, and [|-|||,, are equivalent on X}, i.e., there exists a constant c. such that ||v|||, <
lvlll, < cell|vlll, for all v € Xy, see [41, eq. (5.5)]. On X}, we will also require the following results from
[24, Theorem 4.4 and Proposition 4.5]:

lonllqs < cpllvnll s < cpllvnlll,s  Yon € X4, (13)
For r > 2: HU}SLHT‘,O,FI < csipllonlly pas < csipllvnlll, s  Von € X3, (14)
where [[vplly s = [[(vn, {or})Ill, s and where ¢, and ¢y, are positive constants independent of h. On

Q(h), we define
2 2 2 in2 . 2 2 .
llally = lla’ll;,, + lla’llya  where @l =laléy + D> hw 1@ llox » 5= s,d.
KeTi

For the linear forms on the right hand side of eq. (8) we note, using eq. (13), that

12 (on)| < 1 F%llgs Nlonllgs < cp 1% llgs lvnlllys < cp 1% llgs vl Vop € X, (15a)
e an) < 1/ e lanllga < 1F%lga Nanlllya < 117 Noa llanll, Vqy, € Q. (15b)

The following properties of the different bilinear forms in eq. (8) hold (see [10, Lemma 3]): for all
u,v € X(h):

‘Gi(u,’l])‘ < MCZC‘HU’H‘U/,SH‘UH‘v’,s’ (163‘)

la(u, v)| < prgdy ullgallvllge (16b)
_ —1/2 _

la! (a,9)| < aprpi)? 1@ lps 18 (16¢)



where ¢, > 0 is a constant independent of h and (2)" = z — (2 - n)n. Furthermore, by [10, Lemma 2], there
exists a constant c;, > 0, independent of h, and a constant 5y > 0 such that for 5 > 3y and for all v;, € X:

2
aj, (v, vn) 2 picgellvnlly o (17a)

Additionally, for all v, € X},

_ _ _ —+ 12
a(vn,vn) > phmillvnllae, ol (@, 0n) > aprgl2 1060 - (17b)

To prove properties of the bilinear form by, we use the Brezzi-Douglas—Marini (BDM) interpolation
operator Ily : [Hl(Q)]dlm — X, N H(div; Q). For all v € [HkH(K)]dlm this interpolation operator satisfies
[27, Lemma 7]:

/ an(V-u—V - -Ilyu)dx =0 Yap, € Pr—1(K), (18a)
K
/ gn(n-u—mn-Iyu)ds =0 Van € Py(F), F is a face on 0K, (18b)
F

as well as the interpolation estimates:

||u - HVU”mK = Ch - HquK? m = 07 1727 max(l,m) < ! < k + 1? (19&)
IV - (u =Ty u)| ¢ < el IV - ull g 0<I<k (19b)

We will also require the L?-projection into the facet velocity space, Il : [H 1(93)]d1m — Xj,. The following
two lemmas prove properties of the bilinear form b;. We start in lemma 2 by proving an inf-sup condition.
An inf-sup condition for by, was recently proven in [10, Theorem 1]. However, this proof is modified here due
to the use of different norms (see remark 1).

Lemma 2. There exists a positive constant cyp, independent of h, such that for all q;, € Qy,,

b
ewllgnll, < sup 2el@mdn), (20)
P vpeXy ’thmv
v, #0

Proof. Let us write by,(vn, qp,) = b% (vn, qn) + b2 (vn, (G5, G)), where

by, (vn, qn) Z Z / vV - v dz,

j=s,d KeTJ
b (vn, (T3, 1)) Z > / Gy, - dS—/ a,op, - 1’ dS)
j=s,d Ke&Ti !

To prove eq. (20) we apply [28, Theorem 3.1] which, in this context, states that if there exist constants
cp1 > 0 and ¢z > 0, independent of h, such that for all g, € Q, and (g5, q%) € Q5 x Q,

bl Uh, 4h
anllanllg < sup oL@ (212)
v, €Ker(b?) H|vhH|v
’l}h¢0
bz (vha ((j}sba qg))
(Cb? > . hKthHaK) < sw W’ (21b)
j=s,d KeTi v;;f#oh v

where Ker(b?) := {v, € Xy, : b2 (v, (G5,7%)) = 0V(g5,ql) € QF x QF}, then there exists a constant cy
independent of h such that eq. (20) holds for all g, € Q). As such, we now separately prove egs. (21a)
and (21b).



We start with eq. (21a). Let g, € Q. Then, since g5 € L3(€2) there exists a v € [ﬁ&(Q)]dim such that
=V v =gp and cygvlly o < llanllg (e-g, [18, Theorem 6.5]). By properties of Iy and Ily, it was shown in
the proof of [10, Lemma 5] that

I@@ve, Ty o)l < Cllvllgs s 1Tvo) e < ol gs - (22)

llo.s

(The proof in [10, Lemma 5] assumes that IIy, is the restriction of the Scott-Zhang interpolant to the mesh
skeleton, but it holds also for the L2-projection used here.) Next, by definition,

r 2 2 - 2 - = 2
Iy, Do)l g = IMvellg, + Y- hp [Mve-nllE+ D b [(Tve = Dv) o3
FeF\FT KeTd

=11+ 1+ Is.

Let us consider each term separately. For I1, by a triangle inequality and egs. (19a) and (19b), I; < C ||vHiQd.
Since Hyv € H(div; %) and v = 0 on I'? we find that I, = 0. Finally, for I3, we have

_ = 2 — 2 2
Is= " h'll@yv —Tyo) - nllggaer <C Y hgthlvllf g = Clollf ga,
KeTd KeTd

where the inequality follows from the proof of [36, Lemma 9]. Collecting the bounds for I; to I3 proves
[I(Xyv, Ly v)|ll, 4 < Cllv[l; ga- Combining this result with eq. (22), we find

Iy, Ty ), < Cllollq -

At this point, we remark that (IIyv, I[Iyv) € Ker(b%). To see this, we note that

b2 (Tyo, iy o), (a4, 40)) = /
TIyurs

—/ Qi(v—v)'nst—i—/ (v —v)-ntds =0,
! I

¢ (Ilyv — Myv) - n®ds + / Zl(Tyv — Myv) - n?ds
rfurd

where the first equality is because IIyv - n/ is continuous on element boundaries and (ﬁ; is single-valued, and
the second equality is by properties of Il and IIy, and v - n? = 0 on I'V. We therefore find,

— [qanV-vpde _ — [V - Tlyvde llanll? ¢
sup S > 2 > 5 2> 2 igpllq
wneKer(h?) [lvnlll, [|(Thyv, TIyv) [vll1.0
'uh;éO

where we used cyql|v]l; o < [lgnllq for the last inequality.

With eq. (21a) proven, we proceed with eq. (21b). Let (jfl € Q{L Define
Ri(0K) := {q : g € L*(0K), q|r € Py(F) YF € F(K)} where F(K) is the set of facets of the simplex K.
Let w) € [Py(K)]™™ for all K € 7% such that w] := Lg), j = s,d, with L : Rg(IK) — [Py(K)]"™ the
Brezzi-Douglas-Marini (BDM) local lifting operator (for example, [21, Proposition 2.10]). Define wy, :=
X*wi + x%wd € [Pu(K)]|"™ for all K € T. It was shown in the proof of [10, Lemma 6] that

2 s\ (12 - s (2 —1 ) -52
o 02, = S (IFEa)IE +hid 1LGi13x) <€ 32 hid 13 (23)
KeTs KeTs
Next, note that

d 2 dn2 - d 2 - d 2 .
w2 g = Il + > At llwh -l + Y b llwf - nllpgnrs = Ji + T2 + Js.
FeFd\FI KeTd



From [10, Eq. (44)], and similar to eq. (23),
2 2 12
B < Y (ILals + IVEal) <€ Y by lailox
KeTd KeTd
Since Lgl - n = ¢} on 0K for all K € T4,

_ d 2 —1 0 -d2
Jo<C Z hig LG5 - ok = C Z hi 1@k -
KeTd KeTd

Finally, for J3 we find

_ d 2 _ _dn2 _ _dn2
J3 = Z hKl 1Ly, - nllgrrrr = Z hKl lanlloxar: < Z hKl @k llok -
KeTd KeTd KeTd

Collecting the bounds for J; to J3, we find |H(wg,0)H|37d < OY gerahi Hq_zH;K. Combining this with
eq. (23),
2 —1 =712
lleonsOIZ < ¢S (X0 ki Il ) -
j=s,d KeTJ

Using that wfl -n = ‘72’ Jj = s,d, eq. (21b) now follows using identical steps as the proof of [10, Lemma
6]. O O

The next lemma proves boundedness of by,.

Lemma 3. There exists a positive constant cpe, such that for all (v,q) € X (h) x Q(h),

[bn (v, @) < cuell[vlll, [l alll,-

Proof. Note that
bi(v, q) = bi(v,q°) + bl (5,3°) + b (v, ¢¥) + b (3, %) .

Il 12

Let us consider I; and Iy separately. For I;, we have

]I1|:‘— Z /KqV‘vdx—i- Z Aqu(v—v)-nsds‘

KeTs KeTs
2 _ 2 \1/2 2 a2\ 1/2
S( Z Vol + Z hKl v — UHaK) (HQHQs + Z hi HquaK)
KeT* KeTs KeT*
<[llvlll,lqlll,-

Next, consider Is. We have

|Ig]:‘— Z /va-vdx+ Z /qu[[v-nﬂds—}— Z /F(jd(vd—v)ndds)

KeTd FeFa\FI FeF!
2 — 2 _ _ 2 1/2

(X IVuli+ X At ndln+ > AR I - 0) i)

KeTd FeFd\FI FeFl

2 _dn2 _di2 1/2
< (lalda+ 3 hclld®lae + 3 ucllalie)
KeTd KeTd
<V2|lvll,llgll,
The result follows by combining the bounds for |I;| and |I3]. O O



The form t; eq. (9¢) is new compared to [10]. We have the following properties of this term.

Lemma 4. Let wi,wy € X*(h) such that V - wj = 0 on each K € T* and w; € H(div;Q*), for j = 1,2.
Then for any u,v € X (h), there exists a constant c,, > 0 such that:

[t (w5 w, v) — th(wa; u, )| < cwllwr —wally p gs el ]l .

Proof. After integrating t,(w;; w,v) by parts and using that

/Fl(wj-n)ﬁ-@ds: Z

/ (wj-n)u-vds, j=1,2,
oK

KeTs
which holds since w; - n is continuous, % and v are single-valued on element boundaries, and © = v = 0 on
I'*, the remainder of the proof is identical to that of the proof of [9, Proposition 3.4]. O O

Next, we remark that for w € X*(h) N H(div; Q°) such that V-w =0 on each K € 7%, and v € X (h)
that

th(w;v,v) = 3 Z / lw - n|jv— 5| ds + é/ (w - n)|v|? ds. (24)
Kers 0K !

Combining some of the above results, we have the following two lemmas.

Lemma 5. Let w € X*(h) N H(div; Q%) such that V-w =0 on each K € T°. Furthermore, let u,v € X (h)
and up, vy € Xy, Then
|an(w; w, v)| < cacpill[wl,[llv]ll,

with cqe = 2¢2 max(cy, M—1‘|w||17h795 oy Koy QU

Proof. Note that by eq. (16) and lemma 4 with wy = 0,

Jan (w3, 0)| < [th(ws ,0)] + [a (e, 0)] + |a(u,0)| + o/ (@, 7)|

<cullw lo,sl[0llly,s + mcaellwlly sllvll

_ —1/2 _
+ ik ullgallvllgr + aprpd 1@ g (180

-1 —1/2
min? CHFmin )

1,h,Q8 [l

<L2max(cpllwly 08 + HCqes i
2 2 2 \1/2 2 2 L2 (1/2
< (lellty s +lllge + @ llee) " (ol s +lvlige + 115)
The results follows by definition of [||-|||,, and using that the norm equivalency constant ¢, > 1. 0O O

Remark 2. Lemma 5 holds also for w € X}, with ||ull|,, replaced by |||ull|, and/or v € X}, with [|v]|,,
replaced by ||v|||, due to the equivalence of the norms ||-|||, and ||-|||,, on Xp.

Using a similar approach as in [19, Lemma 2], we show the coercivity of ay.

Lemma 6. Let w € X*(h) N H(div; Q%) such that V-w =0 on each K € T%, and||w - n||pr < pe 6(ch, +
cgiA)_1 with 0 < § < 1. Then, for 8 > fy,

an(w;vp, v1) > Cacpl|vnllll Yvn € Zp, (25)

where Cae = min ((1 — 5)0257 Kjl;léx’ O[Hr:l;{?) > 0.

Proof. Let vy, € Z}. From eq. (24) we note that

b (w3 0, 01) z—;/ lw - | [T ds > —/ w7l |@h—vz|2ds—/ [ - ] o2 2 ds, (26)
Ind i I
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where the second inequality is due to |v5|* < 2|7, — vj|? 4 2[v5|%. Let us consider each term on the right
hand side of eq. (26) separately. For the first term we find, using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

_ - 2
/Flw -] [on = v3* ds <Jw - nllpr 155 — o3 l30pr -

By a scaling identity, for 1 € Ry(0K), we have that there exists a positive constant c,, independent of h
such that ||ull, 0 ox < cpght=D/4 || 1]l 55~ We therefore find:

_ —d — 2 2
/F1|w -l [on = o} P ds < yllw - nllps ROTD2 o — o} |Bs < cllw - nllpr loall? s (27)

where the second inequality is true for d = 2,3. For the second term on the right hand side of eq. (26), using
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and eq. (14) with r = 4, we obtain:

2 2
/F Jwnl o 2ds <[l nlle, o5 e < allw - nl, ol (28)

Combining egs. (26) to (28), we find t;(w;vp,vp) > —(c2, + ¢ 4)||w - n|r, |th|||12)s Using this inequality
together with eq. (17),

2 — 2 — 2 2
an(w;vn, o) Zpcillvnllls o + pmalvnllge + cnsgd 10410 = (g + i D)llw - nllp, lloalll
2 — 2 — _t 2
> (ucse = (chg + ) lw - nllr,) Nonll? o + il lon 6 + il 105171

_ _ _+ 12
2(1 - 5):“’Cge|||vh|||12),s + M“méx““h”?)d + Oé,u//{/m;!f HvltlHFI )

where the last step is by the assumption on||w - n||;. The result follows by definition of |||v|||, noting that
lloall, g = llol[6a for vy € Z. O 0

Let us define the following space:

. ) —1(, -1 —1 pd
Bj, = {vn € Zj, ¢ ||valll, s < cae (0 cp 17 Mlgs +2¢peyy [1fNlqa) }
where ¢ = 22 max (cu 0/ (cai2(c2y + % 1)) + Chor Kb Vi),
Similar to [6], let us also define the fixed point operator ¥y, : B} — Bj by ¥, (wj) := uj for all w; € B}
where uj is the restriction of u;, to Q° and wy, is the solution to the linear problem: Given w; € X; that

satisfies all the conditions in lemma 6, f* € [LQ(QS)]dim, and f¢ € L2(Q%), find (up,pp) € X1, x Q), such
that

an(wn; h, V1) + b (Vn, P) + b (wn, @) = () + 4an),  Y(vn,qy) € Xp x Q.

Then (up,py) € X1, X Q), is the solution to the Navier—Stokes/Darcy problem eq. (8) if and only if ¥, (uj) =

Using Brouwer’s and Banach’s fixed point theorems, well-posedness of the Navier—Stokes/Darcy problem
eq. (8) now follows using Lemmas 1 to 6 by showing that ¥}, has a unique fixed point. See [19] for details.
In particular, the following result holds:

Theorem 1. Let f* € [LQ(QS)]dim and f¢ € L?(Q%) satisfy assumption
— d — —
&p £l + 2ueyey! [1f g < pPcacchedegn(cpg + c2ia) ™ (29)
Then there exists a solution (up,py) € X X Qy to eq. (8) that satisfies
— — — d
Ml < (e 10l + 2t 10aa) (30a)
1 - —1 | pd
Rillp = fbblae1 o 1/ llos fbb1 Qd) -
Ipalll, < 2¢rey cae (cp 1 llqs + pepey, 1f%lqa) (30b)
This solution is unique if the data also satisfy

ep 1 s + 2ucpcyy |1/ qa < p¥cae min (caccy,'s chedegy(chy + i) ™). (31)

11



5 Error analysis

Besides the BDM interpolation operator IIy : [Hl(Q)]dim — Xj, N H(div; Q) satisfying egs. (18) and (19),
and the L2-projection IIy : [Hl(Qs)]dim — X, used previously in section 4.2, let Il and ﬁé? be the L2-
projection operators onto, respectively, @y, and Qi, 7 = s,d. The interpolation and approximation errors
are defined as:

6111 =u—lyu, e]Io =pP—- HQp7 équ, = ’)/(’LL) - ﬁvuv é{),j = '7(]9) - ﬁJQpa (32)
el =y, — Iy, ez =py — lgp, e =ay, —Tyu, éﬁj =P, — ﬁé?p.

Note that u — u;, = el — el and likewise for the other unknowns. Similar to the notation used in previous
T r ar r

3 3 A— T ST T — ‘s =Y s — A =T =T y —
sections, we write e;, = (e7,,€,), €, = (€, €,), €, ; = (e}, €, ), e = (€, €},5, €, ), for j = s,d, r =1Ih,

and we remark that e’ . is the restriction of e’ to Q°. From [10, Lemma 8] we have that for p/ € H'(Q7),

u,s

0<1<k, j=s,d, that
lleplll, < Ch[Ipll;q - (33)

The following lemma, which is a modification of [10, Lemma 7], determines the interpolation estimate for
the velocity field.

Lemma 7. Suppose that u € [HZ(Q)]dim for2<I1<k-+1. Then
llenlly < Ch ™ Hlullq- (34)

Proof. Tt was shown in the proof of [10, Lemma 7] that

1/

2 —t 12 2 1—
(llewllly s + el < Ch= ull, s -

To complete the proof, we observe by definition, using eq. (19), and the proof of [36, Lemma 9], that
2 2 — _ 2 _ 9
\Hei\Hv,d = Heiniv + Z hxl H(ei - ei) “nllgrarr < ch*=? HUHlQ
KeTd

O O

To obtain the error equation, note that because Ilgp and I:Iég, j = s,d are the L?-projection operators

onto, respectively @ and Q%, V-uplg € Poo1(K) for all K € T, vy - n|p € Py(F) for all F € F/ and
O -1l |p € Py(F) for all F € FI,
bu(vn, ) =0 Vop, € X (35)

Furthermore, by properties eq. (18) of the BDM interpolation operator and the L2-projection Ily, it follows
that

br(er,an) =0 Va;, € Q. (36)

Let us denote by aﬁ the linear part of ap, i.e.,
L s d I —
ah(u7v) T ah(“’?v) ta (u7 U) ta (’U,,U).

Subtracting the consistency equations (see lemma 1) from eq. (8), using egs. (32), (35) and (36) and rear-
ranging, we obtain the following error equation:

th(us el vy) + af (el v),) =af (el, v),) — by (vn, €)) — bu(el, qy)

I (37)
+ tn(us e, vp) + th(u; up, vp) — th(up; wp, vy).

The error estimates for the HDG method for the Navier—Stokes equations in [31] are now extended here
to the coupled Navier—Stokes and Darcy problem along the same lines as [19].

12



Theorem 2 (Energy estimate velocity and pressure error). Let (u,p) € [H k“(Q)]dlm x H¥(Q) be the
solution to the Navier-Stokes/Darcy problem egs. (1) to (3) and let w = (u,y(u)) and p = (p,7(p*), v(p%)).
Let (up,pp,) € X1, x Q) be the solution to the discrete Navier—Stokes/Darcy problem eq. (8). Let Cy,, Cp, Cy,
Chy, Cae, Che, Csia, and Cs; 4 be the constants in eq. (6) and let cy, Cp, Cf, Cbb; Caes Coes Csiy2, Csig, ONd Cpg
be the constants in eq. (31). Let ¢, = max(Cy, cy), & = max(Cp, ¢p), ¢ = max(Cy,cs), Epp = min(Chp, cp),
Cae = Min(Cae, Cae), ¢35, = min(Cs,, c3.), Csir = max(%CsingiA, csi,g(c?,q + c§i74)), and let 0 < d < 1. If

&p 1F7 e + 208 " 11 £ qu < 310%Cae min (Cacly', E5008,,0) (38)
then
k
[lw —wnlll, < crhllully o (39a)
k
[lp = pulll, < c2h (Hp”kﬂ +pllullyrq) (39b)

where c1,co > 0 are constants independent of p and h.

Proof. We first prove eq. (39a). Take (vy,,q,) = (el —ez) in eq. (37). By coercivity of aj, lemma 6, we find

Caettll|€l? < an(u;el,el) =ak(el, el) + t(u; el el) + th(u; un, €) — ty(un; un, el)
=ap(u; e, el) + [ty (u;up, €))) — th(up; up, el)] = 1 + L.

We bound each term separately, starting with I;. Since eq. (38) holds, it follows by eq. (7a) that

L S Gt (@ 1 s + 265 1 lgu) < Brmin (G0t G085} ) < o0

|

Therefore, ¢, in lemma 5 is bounded by

S -1 -1/2 2 ~s o~ -1 -1/2
|u||17h795 + Coer Bpins @R in ) < 2¢; max(cy €, 0¢

—1
min’ ®Fmin

— 9,2 -1 S
Cae = 2¢; max(cyp | ir T Cocr K ) < ¢y,

so that, by lemma 5, I; < érulllel|ll.lle]ll,. To bound I, we use lemma 4 and eq. (13):

[t (s wn, €) — th(uns un, €q)| < co llu —unlly g 00 llunll, slleblls < co (llewllly,s + lewll, o) Nunll, el

Combining the bounds for 11 and I,
Ri2 — = h I I h 2
cactillleyllly < erplllexll,llewlll + colllewlll, slliwnll, sllexll, + collwnll, el (40)

By eq. (30a) and eq. (38),

- 1, —1s (= S 1y pd
collunll,,s < Collunll, < Goeu™"ew (&Il llgs + 227y 11/ ]lq0) )
< Lé,pumin <éaea;1,ageaégii) < Yoo
Combining egs. (40) and (41),
. A2 N h2 « = h I ~ I h
sCactilllenllly < (cae — 5Cac)rllenllly < erullenlll,lleullly + scaenlllenl,  lleull,,
resulting in
h = 1y T I e I
llenll, < 2¢rezc lllewllly + llelly,s < (1 +2epe) el (42)
Applying a triangle inequality to |||u — u]||, and using eq. (42) results in
P NP
llee = wnlll, <201+ épéee ) lllewlll, (43)

so that eq. (39a) follows by using eq. (34).
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We proceed with proving eq. (39b). Set g;, = 0 in eq. (37). Then, by lemmas 4 and 5,

bu(vn, e)) =ay (el vy) — af, (el vy,) — t(us ell, vy)

+ th(u; €L, vp) + th(u; up, vi) — th(up; un, vp)
=ap,(u; el vp) — an(u; el vy) + tn(w; un, vi) — ty(up; up, vp)

<erp (llewlly + Newlly) vnll, + co llu —

1,h,Q H|Uh|||v|HUh|”v-
By egs. (13) and (41),
hy = I h ~
b (v, ey) <épp(llegllly + llewll,) Nvnll, + 3Caek llu = unlly j o llvalll,

=~ h ~ h
<erp(llewlly + Menlll,) onll, + 3éaek (el + el o) llvall,
< (&5 + 5¢ae) 1 (el + llesllly) llvnll,-

By the inf-sup condition in lemma 2,

br(vp, el)

h —1 ~ ~ -1 1 h

llepll, < ey sup ———F> < (€5 + 5éae) ey 1 (el + llesl,) - (44)
onex, llonlll,
vy

Applying the triangle inequality to [[[p — py ||, and combining eq. (44) with eq. (42) we find

2 = palll, < llleplll, + (267 + Cae) et (1+Epcac) plllegll, (45)
so that eq. (39b) follows using egs. (33) and (34). O O

Remark 3. The velocity error bound eq. (39a) is independent of the pressure and independent of the inverse
of the wviscosity; the discretization is pressure-robust. However, note that ¢¢lyt = O(Kmax/Kmin) for small
Kmin and large Kmax. Therefore, for small kmin and large Kmax, by eq. (43), the constant in the velocity
approximation error eq. (39a) increases linearly with Kmax/Kmin- The dependence of the pressure error on
Kmax/Kmin 1S small for small enough u, see eq. (45).

6 Numerical examples

We now present numerical examples in which solutions to the Navier-Stokes/Darcy problem egs. (1) and (2)
are approximated by solutions to the HDG discretization eq. (8). The HDG method is implemented using
the finite element software Netgen/NGSolve [38, 39].

6.1 Example 1: Manufactured Solution

We consider here a manufactured solution on the domain © = [0,1] x [~1,1] such that ©° = [0,1] x [0, 1]
and O = [0,1] x [~1,0]. We consider two values for , namely, k = 1 (x1)I with k1 = o?(7z; + 1)%/4 and
k = ko(x)l with ko = k1 (21) exp(—15sin?(10x2)). We furthermore consider the manufactured solution

o g cos(mryza) + 1
—mxg cos(mrixs) + 221 |’
. Buryws
* = u(l —7)cos(mrix sin(3rx d— T2 cos(mxixa).
p® = pu(l — ) cos(rziz2) + sin(5maa) /1, p (7, 1 1)% + pcos(mr172)
This manufactured solution is used to set u? = —ku~1Vp?, the source terms, f* and f¢, and inhomogeneous

boundary conditions. In our simulations we set o = 1 and consider ¢ = 10~! and p = 1073, In our discrete
function spaces we consider k = 1 (corresponding to the lowest order polynomial approximation in which the
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cell pressure is approximated by piecewise constants and all other unknowns by piecewise linear polynomial
approximations), and higher-order accurate approximations with k = 2, and £ = 3. We choose the penalty
parameter in eq. (9b) as 3 = 8k2.

Define ||’U”]25 = (X gers v %K + ||v|]?2d) Using k1 we observe in fig. 1 that the velocity in the||-|| ;-norm
and pressure both converge at rate k, as expected from theorem 2. When k& = 2 and k = 3 the errors in the
velocity are significantly larger using ko compared to k1. This is again as expected from theorem 2 since
for ko we have Kmax/Kmin ~ 5.6 - 107 which is significantly larger than fmax/fmin = 1.7 - 101 when using x4
(see also remark 3). Interestingly, the velocity and pressure errors when & = 1 do not seem to depend on
Kmax/Kmin. Note furthermore that when reducing the viscosity by a factor of 100 from p = 107 to u = 1073,
the error in the pressure increases approximately by a factor of 100, but the error in the velocity is unaffected
by changing viscosity. This is also as expected from theorem 2, i.e., our discretization is pressure-robust.

In remark 3 we pointed out that for small enough viscosity an increase in Kmax/fmin only has a small
effect on the pressure error. In the right column of plots in fig. 1 we indeed observe that the effect of
Kmax/Kmin is negligible for = 1073, but less so for u = 10! in the pre-asymptotic regime.

Finally, in fig. 2 we plot the velocity error in the L?-norm. We observe optimal k + 1 rates of convergence
when k=2 and k=3. Fork=1, u= 1073, and small Kmax/Kmin Tatio, we observe a rate of convergence
between 1.6 and 1.9. The velocity error magnitude in the L?-norm is independent of the viscosity, but clearly
increases with increasing Kmax/Kmin ratio.

6.2 Example 2: Coupled surface/subsurface flow with randomly generated permeabil-
ity field

We consider now a Navier—Stokes/Darcy problem similar to a problem proposed in [24, Section 8.2]. We

consider the domain Q = [0, 1] x [0, 1] such that Q° = [0, 1] x [0.6, 1] and Q' = [0,1] x [0,0.6] and impose the

following boundary conditions:

u = (sin((7w/8)(10x2 — 6))(1 — x1/5),0) on I'%,
u-n=0 on {x el z;=00rz; =1},
p=2-—x on {z el?: 2y =0}.

We take o = 1, f* = 0, f¢ = 0, consider the solution for ;= 1 and px = 1072, and set the permeability on
each element of the mesh in Q¢ to a constant such that x~'x = 10~ with  a random number in the interval
[2,6] (see fig. 3). We furthermore set k = 2, 3 = 8k%, and compute our solution on a mesh consisting of
92,672 triangles (corresponding to a total of 2,143,476 degrees-of-freedom).

In fig. 4 we plot the magnitude and streamlines of the velocity and pressure fields computed using p = 1
and = 0.01. We observe, for both values of viscosity, that away from the interface I'! the fluid flows
freely in Q. Fluid in Q° close to the interface percolates through into the subsurface region Q. The flow
patterns observed in fig. 4 are similar to those observed in [24, Section 8.3]. Let us finally remark that for
pw=10"2 k€ [107%,107*4]. Like the DG method proposed in [24], our HDG method is able to handle highly
discontinuous permeability.

7 Conclusions

We have introduced and analyzed a strongly conservative HDG method for the Navier—Stokes equations
coupled to the Darcy equations by the Beavers—Joseph—Saffman interface condition. The discretization
results in a velocity field that is globally divergence-conforming and pointwise divergence-free in the Navier—
Stokes region. This allows for a locally momentum conserving discretization of the Navier—Stokes equation.
(If the divergence-free constraint is satisfied only weakly, local momentum conservation needs to be sacrificed
for the discretization to be stable [15].) A further property of the discretization is that the mass equation
in the Darcy region is satisfied pointwise if the source/sink term lies in the discrete pressure space.
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Figure 1: The velocity error in the||-|| z- and the pressure error in the L?-norm for the test case of section 6.1.
Here the blue lines correspond to ;1 = 10~! and the green dashed lines correspond to p = 1073, The square
symbols correspond to k = k11 with a small Kyax/Kmin ratio (SR) while the x symbols correspond to k = ksl
with a large Kmax/Fmin ratio (LR).
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Figure 2: The velocity error in the L?-norm for the test case of section 6.1. Here the blue lines correspond
to s = 107! and the green dashed lines correspond to p = 1073, The square symbols correspond to x = k11
with a small Kpax/Kmin ratio (SR) while the x symbols correspond to k = ksl with a large Kmax/fmin ratio

(LR).
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Figure 3: The random permeability when p = 0.01 for the test case described in section 6.2.

Optimal rates of convergence were proven for the velocity and pressure. Additionally, the velocity error

is independent of the pressure and viscosity, i.e., the coupled discretization is pressure-robust.
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