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Abstract

In this paper, we develop the constraint energy minimizing generalized multiscale finite element
method (CEM-GMsFEM) for convection-diffusion equations with inhomogeneous Dirichlet, Neumann
and Robin boundary conditions, along with high-contrast coefficients. For time independent problems,
boundary correctors Dm and Nm for Dirichlet, Neumann, and Robin conditions are designed. For
time dependent problems, a scheme to update the boundary correctors is formulated. Error analysis
in both cases is given to show the first-order convergence in energy norm with respect to the coarse
mesh size H and second-order convergence in L2−norm, as verified by numerical examples, with which
different finite difference schemes are compared for temporal discretization. Nonlinear problems are
also demonstrated in combination with Strang splitting.

Keywords

constraint energy minimization, multiscale finite element methods, inhomogeneous boundary value
problem, convection-diffusion equation

1 Introduction
Convection diffusion equation is involved in many physical applications of partial differential equa-

tions. Computational difficulty may arise in two-fold: (1) coefficients in high contrast and multiple scales
and (2) demanding discretization for a high Péclet number. A lot of multiscale effort has contributed
to the problems such as multiscale finite element method [1], variational multiscale method [2, 3, 4, 5],
multiscale discontinuous Galerkin method [6, 7], multiscale stablization [8, 9]. In particular, the Gener-
alized Multiscale Finite Element Method (GMsFEM) aims to create multiscale basis to apply Galerkin
approximation and it has been applied to an array of partial differential equations [10, 11, 12, 13, 14,
15, 16]. Similar to the finite element method, it consists of two stages: first the offline stage where basis
functions are generated and used to span the approximation solution manifold; and second the online
stage where the actual approximation is found in the generated space. However, due to the complexity
of the problem, it is necessary to further reduce the computational cost of the offline stage.

A spectral decomposition method, Constraint Energy Minimization Generalized Multiscale Finite
Element Method (CEM-GMsFEM), is then applied to the scheme to generate a sufficiently large solution
manifold by using a few basis functions [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24]. Each basis function is formed
by the eigenfunction in a local spectral problem and captures some information about the medium
and velocity, and thereby dependent on the Péclet number. One main important property of such
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eigenfunction is exponential decay. The span of such basis therefore can capture the cell decaying part of
the solution while the non-decaying part is left to be dealt with in the online stage. However, it is only
common to see the above results conducted in a homogeneous setting whilst, in practice, inhomogeneous
boundary conditions are necessary. We propose a numerical scheme to apply CEM-GMsFEM to solve
the convection-diffusion equation with inhomogeneous boundary conditions. There are two versions
of CEM-GMsFEM: constrained and relaxed. The relaxed-CEM-GMsFEM is used to develop the error
analysis, which takes advantage of the elliptic projection of the solution as a bridge between our multiscale
space and the continuous space. An account of relaxed-CEM-GMsFEM applied to some inhomogeneous
Boundary Value Problems was given already in [25]. Our goal is to extend this idea to the convection-
diffusion equation. We will study three main cases, Dirichlet, Neumann, and Robin conditions. We also
give a theoretical account of the convergence analysis and prove the scheme has first-order convergence
in energy norm and second-order in L2−norm, as verified by numerical examples.

For non-time independent problems, some work of applying CEM-GMsFEM has been done for
parabolic equations [23] on homogeneous conditions. Our goal is to extend our method to the convection-
diffusion equation with inhomogeneous boundary conditions. Since we assume the medium and velocity
are independent of time, we can reuse the multiscale space in the time-independent case. For time-
invariant boundary conditions, the corrector can be pre-computed once. However, for time-variant bound-
ary conditions, the time derivative of the corrector and the boundary conditions need to be taken into
account. Therefore, we give a new formulation to update the corrector at each time step in a relaxed
CEM-GMsFEM fashion. The error of such approximation is also proved to be exponentially decaying
in space. In addition, there are two versions of Backward Euler schemes to compute the next steps of
the solution: the diffusion approach (D-approach) and the convection-diffusion approach (CD-approach).
The former is less expensive but can be shown to bear a lower accuracy. We compare them via convec-
tion diffusion IBVPs and verify that our proposal gives a more accurate result at a higher computational
expense.

Moreover, we introduce a nonlinearity into the IBVPs, which greatly increases the difficulty. A
classical approach is to apply the Strang splitting method which considers convection, diffusion, and
the nonlinearity terms in separate intermediate steps. This method utilizes the symmetric property
of the algorithm to split operators in intermediate timesteps. This has been applied to a variety of
problems including parabolic equations [26], diffusion-reaction equations [27, 28] and diffusion-reaction-
advection equations with a homogeneous boundary conditions [29]. However, it was numerically tested
that the inhomogeneous boundary conditions would drag the overall accuracy of the algorithm [30, 29,
31]. To resolve this, some classical approaches can be found in [31, 32]. More recent approaches involve
designing a time-dependent boundary corrector in the intermediate steps [33, 34, 35, 36], which is aligned
with our previous sections. In particular, in the classical Strang splitting method applied to convection
diffusion equations, the convection and diffusion operators are split and considered separately with their
corresponding nonlinear terms [37]. Now with our scheme, we can consider them in the same step. We
tested our choice of boundary corrector, the same as the previous part, to attain both spatial and temporal
convergence.

The paper is organized as follows: we first give the problem setting and some preliminaries in section
2. The convergence analysis of its application to the time-independent convection diffusion equation
is given in section 3, along with numerical results on the Dirichlet, Neumann, and Robin conditions.
In section 4, both time-variant and time-invariant IBVPs are presented with analysis and numerical
results, along with the comparison of different finite difference schemes for temporal discretization. A
demonstration of applying this to nonlinear problems with Strang splitting is presented in this section as
well.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Problem setting
We consider the following convection diffusion initial boundary value problem:

∂tu+ β(x) · ∇u = ∇ · (A(x)∇u) + f, in Ω× (0, T ],

u = g(x, t), on ΓD × (0, T ],

b(x)u+ ν · (A(x)∇u− β(x)u) = q(x, t), on ΓN × (0, T ],

u(·, 0) = uinit, in Ω,

where Ω ⊂ Rd is the computational domain, β ∈ L∞(Ω)2, and 0 < T < ∞. The medium A ∈
L∞(Ω;Rd×d) and the velocity β are heterogeneous coefficients with multiple scales and potentially high
contrast. A is a positive definite matrix. There exist κ0 and κ1 such that 0 < κ0 ≤ λmin(A(x)) ≤
λmax(A(x)) ≤ κ1 and κ1/κ0 can be large. We denote ν the outward unit normal vectors to ∂Ω and
ΓD and ΓN two nonempty disjoint part of ∂Ω. We assume the velocity flows inward on the Neumann
boundary ΓN and β is incompressible, i.e., ∇ · β = 0. i.e., β · ν ≤ 0 on ΓN . Denote β0 ≥ 1 and β1
as the infimum and supremum of |β| respectively. The function b(x) ≥ 0 a.e. x ∈ ∂Ω and there exists
a positive constant b0 > 0 and a subset Γ ⊂ ΓN with positive measure such that b(x) ≥ b0 for a.e.
x ∈ Γ. The Dirichlet boundary value term g ∈ H1/2(ΓD × [0, T ]) and the Neumann boundary value term
q ∈ L2(ΓN × [0, T ]).

From now on, we denote

a(w, v) =

∫
Ω

A∇w · ∇v +
∫
ΓN

(b− β · ν)wv dσ,

A(w, v) =

∫
Ω

A∇w · ∇v +
∫
ΓN

(b− β · ν)wv dσ +

∫
Ω

(β · ∇w)v.

So the variational form of the problem is: for t ∈ (0, T ], find u0(·, t) ∈ V := {v ∈ H1(Ω): v =
0 on ΓD} such that at t,

(∂tu0, v) +A(u0, v) = (f, v)−A(g̃, v) + (q, v)ΓN
for v ∈ V

(u0(·, 0), v) = (uinit − g̃(·, 0), v) for v ∈ V

where g̃ ∈ H1(Ω× [0, T ]) with g̃ = g on ΓD. The solution u to equation (6) is then u = u0 + g̃. Denote

the energy norms on V

∥v∥a(ω) =

(∫
ω

A∇v · ∇v +
∫
ΓN∩∂ω

(b− β · ν)v2 dσ
)1/2

and ∥v∥a = ∥v∥a(Ω).

Also, notice that under the assumptions on β and b, for v ∈ V ,

A(v, v) =

∫
Ω

A∇v · ∇v +
∫
Ω

(β · ∇v)v +
∫
ΓN

(b− β · ν)v2 dσ

=

∫
Ω

A∇v · ∇v +
∫
ΓN

(
b− 1

2
β · ν

)
v2 dσ ≥ 0.

So, the following quasi-norms are also well defined on V :

∥v∥2A(ω) =

∫
ω

A∇v · ∇v +
∫
∂ω∩ΓN

(b− 1

2
β · ν)v2 dσ,

for ω ⊂ Ω and ∥v∥A = ∥v∥A(Ω). It is also easy to show that ∥ · ∥A and ∥ · ∥a are equivalent on V .
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2.2 Constraint energy minimizing generalized multiscale finite element method
2.2.1 Auxiliary basis functions

We first introduce T H to be a conforming partition of Ω into rectangular elements. The resulting
elements are called the coarse grids. Let H be the meshsize of the coarse grid and N be the number of
elements. For each Ki ∈ T H with 1 ≤ i ≤ N , we define an oversampled domain Km

i [25] by

Km
i := int


 ⋃

K∈T H ,cl(K)∩cl(Km−1
i ) ̸=∅

cl(K)

 ∪ cl(Km−1
i )


where int(S) and cl(S) are the interior and the closure of a set S. We also set K0

i := Ki for the
consistency of notations. Let Nν be the number of vertices contained in an element. We can construct
a set of Lagrange bases {η1i , . . . , η

Nν
i } of the element Ki ∈ T H . On each Ki, we solve a local spectral

Figure 1: Domain Ki and oversampled domain K+
i

problem: find λji ≥ 0, ϕji ∈ H1(Ki) such that for all v ∈ H1(Ki),

A(Ki)(ϕ
j
i , v) = λjisi(ϕ

j
i , v), (1)

where
si(w, v) = CH−2

∫
Ki

κ1|β|2wv :=

∫
Ki

κ̃wv

and C is a constant that depends on the choice of basis {ηi} and for the local auxiliary space on a
structured mesh such that |∇ηi|2 ≤ CH−2. We take C = 24 since we will use the Lagrange polynomials
as the basis. For simplicity, we will omit the constant C in the analysis. Arrange the eigenvalues {λji}∞j=0

in an ascending order. Define the local auxiliary space V aux
i := span{ϕ1i , . . . , ϕ

li
i } for some li. Let

s(w, v) =
∑N

i=1 si(w, v) on V × V . Denote ∥w∥s(ω) =
√∫

ω
κ̃w2 dx and ∥w∥s =

√
s(w,w).

Now, define the orthogonal projection πi : L2(Ki) → V aux
i by

πi(v) :=

li∑
j=0

s(ϕji , v)

s(ϕji , ϕ
j
i )
ϕji .

Let V aux :=
⊕N

i=1 V
aux
i . Then s(·, ·) and ∥·∥s are an inner product and a norm on V aux respectively.

Also π :=
∑N

i=1 πi maps L2(Ω) to V aux. Now, we can derive the following lemma [38]:

Lemma 2.1. For v ∈ H1(Ki),

∥v − πi(v)∥2s(Ki)
≤

∥v∥2a(Ki)

λli+1
i

, (2)

∥πi(v)∥2s(Ki)
= ∥v∥2s(Ki)

− ∥v − πi(v)∥2s(Ki)
≤ ∥v∥2s(Ki)

. (3)
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2.2.2 Multiscale basis functions

Although lemma 2.1 has shown that the elliptic projection can approximate any vector v close
enough given sufficient number of eigenfunctions used, this function in V aux may not be continuous in Ω.
For this, We now construct the multiscale local basis functions using the auxiliary space V aux. Define

ψj
i = argmin

{
∥ψ∥2A + ∥πψ − ϕji∥

2
s : ψ ∈ V

}
,

ψj,m
i = argmin

{
∥ψ∥2A + ∥πψ − ϕji∥

2
s : ψ ∈ V m

i

}
.

where
V m
i :=

{
v ∈ H1(Km

i ) : v = 0 on ΓD ∩ ∂Km
i or Ω ∩ ∂Km

i

}
.

With these definitions, we can obtain

A(ψj
i , v) + s(πψj

i , πv) = s(ϕji , πv), ∀v ∈ V, (4)

A(ψj,m
i , v) + s(πψj,m

i , πv) = s(ϕji , πv), ∀v ∈ V m
i . (5)

Denote V glo
ms = span{ψj

i : 0 ≤ j ≤ li, 1 ≤ i ≤ N} and V m
ms := span{ψj,m

i : 0 ≤ j ≤ li, 1 ≤ i ≤ N}.

It is worth-mentioning that the bilinear form A is not symmetric, and therefore is not an inner
product on V . However, the following lemma still holds, without stating the proof here for simplicity
[38].

Lemma 2.2. Let v ∈ V glo
ms . Then A(v, v′) = 0 for any v′ ∈ V with πv′ = 0. If there exists v ∈ V such

that A(v, v′) = 0 for any v′ ∈ V glo
ms , then πv = 0.

3 Time-independent convection diffusion boundary value prob-
lems
As the multiscale space V m

ms is independent of t, the method is applicable to time independent
problems. To illustrate the idea, consider Find u ∈ H1(Ω) such that

−∇ · (A∇u) + β · ∇u = f, in Ω,

u = g, on ΓD,

bu+ ν · (A∇u− βu) = q, on ΓN ,

(6)

where f ∈ L2(Ω) is the source term independent of u.

3.1 Derivation of the Method
The methods are the following steps:

1. Find Dm
i g̃ ∈ V m

i and Nm
i q ∈ V m

i such that for all v ∈ V m
i ,

A(Dm
i g̃, v) + s(πDm

i g̃, πv) = A(Ki)(g̃, v),

A(Nm
i q, v) + s(πNm

i q, πv) =

∫
∂Ki∩ΓN

qv dσ.

Further denote Dmg̃ =
∑N

i=1 Dm
i g̃ and Nmq =

∑N
i=1 Nm

i q.

2. Construct the multiscale function space V m
ms according to equation (5).

3. Solve wm ∈ V m
ms such that for all v ∈ V m

ms,

A(wm, v) = (f, v)−A(g̃, v) +

∫
ΓN

qv dσ +A(Dmg̃, v)−A(Nmq, v). (7)

4. Construct the numerical solution ums to approximate the actual solution u of equation (6) by

ums
0 = wm −Dmg̃ +Nmq and ums ≈ ums

0 + g̃.
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3.2 Analysis
We will use the following notation: for w, v ∈ V and ω ⊂ Ω,

B(ω)(w, v) = A(ω)(w, v) + s(ω)(πw, πv)

and ∥v∥B(ω) :=
√
B(ω)(v, v). Before we give an account of the analysis, we will summarize all the quasi-

norms in the following lemma,

Lemma 3.1. For any v ∈ V ,
∥v∥L2 ≤ Hc#∥v∥B,

A(w, v) ≤ C∥w∥A∥v∥B,
B(w, v) ≲ C∥w∥B∥v∥B,

where Λ = mini λ
li+1
i , c# := β−1

0 κ
−1/2
1

√
1 + Λ−1, C :=

√
2(1 + Λ−1/2)max

{
1, H√

Cκ0κ1

}
and ≲ is "not

greater than up to a positive constant".

Proof. First,

∥v∥L2 ≤ Hβ−1
0 κ

−1/2
1 ∥v∥s ≤ Hβ−1

0 κ
−1/2
1 (1 + Λ−1)1/2∥v∥B.

On the other hand,

A(w, v) =

∫
A∇w · ∇v +

∫
β · ∇wv +

∫
∂Ω

(b− 1

2
β · ν)wv dσ

≤ ∥w∥a∥v∥a +H

√∫
A∇w · ∇w

√∫
κ̃v2

≤ ∥w∥a∥v∥a +H∥w∥a(∥πv∥s + ∥v − πv∥s)
≤ ∥w∥a∥v∥a +H∥w∥a(∥πv∥s + Λ1/2∥v∥a)
≤ C∥w∥A∥v∥B.

Finally,

B(w, v) = A(w, v) + s(πw, πv)

≤ C∥w∥A∥v∥B + ∥πw∥s∥πv∥s
≲ C∥w∥B∥v∥B.

With the above lemmas, we can now start our error analysis.

3.2.1 Global Approximations

We will approximate the error using the global approximation wglo of the real solution via V glo
ms .

Define Dglog̃ =
∑N

i=1 D
glo
i g̃ and N gloq =

∑N
i=1 N

glo
i q where Dglo

i g̃ ∈ V glo
ms satisfies that for all v ∈ V ,

B(Dglo
i g̃, v) = A(g̃, v), (8)

and N glo
i q ∈ V glo

ms satisfies that for all v ∈ V ,

B(N glo
i q, v) =

∫
∂Ki∩ΓN

qv dσ. (9)

Also define wglo ∈ V glo
ms such that,

A(wglo, v)−A(Dglog̃, v) +A(N gloq, v) = A(u0, v) for v ∈ V glo
ms ; (10)

We first show the convergence of the elliptic projection defined using V glo
ms .
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Theorem 3.2. Let Dglo
i g̃, N glo

i q and wglo defined by equations (8), (9) and (10). Let u be the actual
solution of the problem (6). Let ũ0 = wglo −Dglog̃ +N gloq and ũ = ũ0 + g̃. Then

∥ũ− u∥A ≤ Λ−1/2κ
−1/2
1 H

(
∥|β|−1f∥L2(Ω) + ∥∇u0∥L2(Ω)

)
. (11)

Proof. Let e = u− ũ. By the definition of ũ, we have A(u− ũ, v) = A(u0− ũ0, v) = 0 for v ∈ V glo
ms , giving

πe = π(u− ũ) = 0 by equations (8) and (9). This leads to

A(Dglog̃, e) = A(g̃, e) and A(N gloq, e) =

∫
ΓN

qedσ.

Since w̃ ∈ V glo
ms , then A(w̃, v) = 0 for πv = 0.

∥e∥2A = A(e, e) = −A(w̃, e) +A(Dglog̃, e)−A(N gloq, e) +A(u0, e)

= A(Dglog̃, e)−A(N gloq, e) +

{∫
Ω

fe−A(g̃, e)−
∫
Ω

β · ∇u0e +

∫
ΓN

qv dσ

}
=

∫
Ω

fe−
∫
Ω

β · ∇u0e

≤ ∥κ̃−1/2f∥L2(Ω)∥e∥s + κ
−1/2
1 H∥∇u0∥L2(Ω)∥e∥s

≤ Λ−1/2
(
∥κ̃−1/2f∥L2(Ω) + κ

−1/2
1 H∥∇u0∥L2(Ω)

)
∥e∥A.

Hence, we obtain

∥u− ũ∥A ≤ Λ−1/2κ
−1/2
1 H

(
∥|β|−1f∥L2(Ω) + ∥∇u0∥L2(Ω)

)
.

3.2.2 Abstract Problem

Following the approach in [25], we summarise the analysis of CEM-GMsFEM by considering the
following abstract problem:

Abstract Problem 1. Let Ki ∈ T H and ti ∈ V ′ such that ⟨ti, v⟩ = 0 for any v ∈ V with supp(v) ⊂
Ω\Ki. Define Pi : V

′ → V such that for all v ∈ V ,

B(Piti, v) = ⟨ti, v⟩ (12)

and Pm
i : V ′ → V m

i with
B(Pm

i ti, v) = ⟨ti, v⟩ . (13)

We aim to estimate∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=1

Piti − Pm
i ti

∥∥∥∥∥
2

B

=

∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=1

Piti − Pm
i ti

∥∥∥∥∥
2

A

+

∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=1

Piti − Pm
i ti

∥∥∥∥∥
2

s

.

To solve this problem, we prepare ourselves with the following lemmas 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5. To prove
them, we need to define cutoff functions {χn,m

i }. Let V H be the Lagrange basis function space of T H .
For Ki ∈ T H , a cutoff function χn,m

i ∈ V H with n < m satisfies that:

χn,m
i (x) = 1 in Kn

i ;

χn,m
i (x) = 0 in Ω\Km

i ;

0 ≤ χn,m
i ≤ 1 in Km

i \Kn
i .
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Lemma 3.3. Let m ≥ 1. Then there exists 0 < θ < 1 such that

∥Piti∥2B(Ω\Km
i ) ≤ θm∥Piti∥2B

where θ = c∗
c∗+1 and

c∗(Λ, β0) = max
x∈[0,π/2]

((β−1
0 + κ

−1/2
0 κ

−1/2
1 H) cos(x) + sin(x))

(
Λ−1/2 cos(x) + sin(x)

)
.

Proof. Note that 1−χm−1,m
i ≡ 0 inKm−1

i and 1−χm−1,m
i ≡ 1 in Ω\Ki, implying that supp(1−χm−1,m

i ) ⊂
Ω\Km−1

i . Put v :=
(
1− χm−1,m

i

)
Piti in equation (12), namely

A(Piti, (1− χm−1,m
i )Piti) + s(πPiti, π(1− χm−1,m

i )Piti) = 0.

Then,

∥Piti∥2A(Ω\Km
i ) + ∥πPiti∥2s(Ω\Km

i )

=

∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

(
χm−1,m
i − 1

)
A∇Piti · ∇Piti dx+

∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

PitiA∇Piti · ∇χm−1,m
i dx

+

∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

H−2κ1|β|2π(Piti) · π
((
χm−1,m
i − 1

)
Piti

)
dx+

∫
ΓN\∂Km

i

(−b+ β · ν)Piti
2

+

∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

β · ∇Piti(χ
m−1,m
i − 1)Piti

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5.

Since χm−1,m
i − 1 ≤ 0 in Km

i \Km−1
i , then I1 ≤ 0. Also, since β · ν < b on ΓN , we have I4 ≤ 0.

For I2, by using the Cauchy Schwartz inequality,∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

PitiA∇Piti · ∇χm−1,m
i

≤
√∫

Km
i \Km−1

i

A∇Piti · ∇Piti

√∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

(Piti)
2
A∇χm−1,m

i · ∇χm−1,m
i dx

≤ β−1
0 ∥Piti∥a(Km

i \Km−1
i ) ∥Piti∥s(Km

i \Km−1
i ).

The last inequality is due to the assumptions on A and β,

β2
0

∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

Piti
2A∇χm−1,m

i · ∇χm−1,m
i ≤

∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

Piti
2|β|2CH−2κ1 = ∥Piti∥2s(Km

i \Km−1
i )

.

For I3, ∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

H−2κ1|β|2π(Piti) · π
((
χm−1,m
i − 1

)
Piti

)
dx

≤ ∥πPiti∥s(Km
i \Km−1

i )∥π((χ
m−1,m
i − 1)Piti)∥s(Km

i \Km−1
i )

≤ ∥πPiti∥s(Km
i \Km−1

i )∥(χ
m−1,m
i − 1)Piti∥s(Km

i \Km−1
i )

≤ ∥πPiti∥s(Km
i \Km−1

i )∥Piti∥s(Km
i \Km−1

i ).

For I5, ∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

β · ∇Piti(χ
m−1,m
i − 1)Piti

≤ κ
−1/2
0 κ

−1/2
1 H

√∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

A∇Piti · ∇Piti

√∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

|β|2H−2κ1|Piti|2

≤ κ
−1/2
0 κ

−1/2
1 H∥Piti∥a(Km

i \Km−1
i )∥Piti∥s(Km

i \Km−1
i ).
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By inequality (2),

∥Piti∥s(Km
i \Km−1

i ) ≤ ∥Piti − πPiti∥s(Km
i \Km−1

i ) + ∥πPiti∥s(Km
i \Km−1

i )

≤ Λ−1/2∥Piti∥a(Km
i \Km−1

i ) + ∥πPiti∥s(Km
i \Km−1

i ).

So, in summary,

∥Piti∥2B(Ω\Km
i ) ≤

(
(β−1

0 + κ
−1/2
0 κ

−1/2
1 H) ∥Piti∥a(Km

i \Km−1
i ) + ∥πPiti∥s(Km

i \Km−1
i )

)
∥Piti∥s(Km

i \Km−1
i )

≤ c∗(Λ, β0)∥Piti∥2B(Km
i \Km−1

i )
.

The last inequality comes from considering

cos(θ) =
∥Piti∥A(Km

i \Km−1
i )

∥Piti∥B(Km
i \Km−1

i )

and sin(θ) =
∥πPiti∥s(Km

i \Km−1
i )

∥Piti∥B(Km
i \Km−1

i )

for some θ ∈ (0, π/2]. Now,

∥Piti∥2B(Km−1
i )

= ∥Piti∥2B(Km
i \Km−1

i )
+ ∥Piti∥2B(Ω\Km

i )

≥
(
1 +

1

c∗

)
∥Piti∥2B(Ω\Km−1

i )
.

Then, iteratively we can obtain
∥Piti∥2B(Ω\Km

i ) ≤ θm∥Piti∥2B.

Lemma 3.4. With the notations in lemma 3.3, then

∥Piti − Pm
i ti∥2B ≤ C

2
c⋆θ

m−1∥Piti∥2B,

where

c⋆(Λ, β0) := max
x∈[0,π/2]

[
(1 + β−1

0 Λ−1/2) cos(x) + β−1
0 sin(x)

]2
+
[
Λ−1/2 cos(x) + sin(x)

]2
.

Proof. Let zi := Piti − Pm
i ti and decompose it as

zi =
{(

1− χm−1,m
i

)
Piti

}
+
{(
χm−1,m
i − 1

)
Pm
i ti + χm−1,m

i zi

}
=: z′i + z′′i .

By definition, z′′i ∈ V m
i , so by equations (12) and (13), B(zi, z′′i ) = 0. Then,

∥zi∥2B = B(zi, z′i) ≤ C∥zi∥B∥z′i∥B ≤ C
2∥z′i∥2B.

To compute ∥z′i∥B, we investigate ∥z′i∥A and ∥z′i∥s.

∥z′i∥2A = ∥
(
1− χm−1,m

i

)
Piti∥2A ≲ ∥

(
1− χm−1,m

i

)
Piti∥2a

≤
∫
Ω\Km−1

i

(1− χm−1,m
i )2A∇Piti · ∇Piti − 2

∫
Ω\Km−1

i

Piti(1− χm−1,m
i )A∇Piti · ∇χm−1,m

i

+

∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

Piti
2A∇χm−1,m

i · ∇χm−1,m
i +

∫
ΓN∩∂Km

i

(b− β · ν)Piti
2 dσ

≤ β−2
0 ∥Piti∥2s(Km

i \Km−1
i )

+ 2β−1
0 ∥Piti∥s(Ω\Km−1

i )∥Piti∥a(Ω\Km−1
i ) + ∥Piti∥2a(Ω\Km−1

i )

=
(
β−1
0 ∥Piti∥s(Km

i \Km−1
i ) + ∥Piti∥a(Ω\Km−1

i )

)2
=
(
β−1
0 ∥Piti∥s(Km

i \Km−1
i ) + ∥Piti∥A(Ω\Km−1

i )

)2
.
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Again, by inequality (2),

∥z′i∥A ≤ β−1
0 ∥Piti∥s(Km

i \Km−1
i ) + ∥Piti∥A(Ω\Km−1

i )

=
(
β−1
0 Λ−1/2 + 1

)
∥Piti∥A(Ω\Km−1

i ) + β−1
0 ∥πPiti∥s(Ω\Km−1

i ).

Also,

∥πz′i∥2s =
∥∥∥π ((1− χm−1,m

i

)
Piti

)∥∥∥
s
≤
∥∥∥(1− χm−1,m

i

)
Piti

∥∥∥
s

≤ ∥Piti∥s(Ω\Km−1
i ) ≤ Λ−1/2∥Piti∥A(Ω\Km−1

i ) + ∥πPiti∥s(Ω\Km−1
i ).

Therefore, we can obtain

∥zi∥2A + ∥πzi∥2s ≤ C
2∥z′i∥2B

≤ C
2
{[(

β−1
0 Λ−1/2 + 1

)
∥Piti∥A(Ω\Km−1

i ) + β−1
0 ∥πPiti∥s(Ω\Km−1

i )

]2
+ (Λ−1/2∥Piti∥A(Ω\Km−1

i ) + ∥πPiti∥s(Ω\Km−1
i ))

2
}

≤ C
2
c⋆∥Piti∥2B(Ω\Km−1

i )
.

Thus by lemma 3.3,

∥Piti − Pm
i ti∥2B ≤ C

2
c⋆θ

m−1∥Piti∥2B.

Assumption 1. There exists a constant Col > 0 such that for all Ki ∈ T H and m > 0,

#{K ∈ T H : K ⊂ Km
i } ≤ Colm

d.

Lemma 3.5. With the notations in lemmas 3.3 and 3.4, then∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=1

Piti − Pm
i ti

∥∥∥∥∥
2

B

≤ C
4
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1

N∑
i=1

⟨ti,Piti⟩ .

Proof. Let zi := Piti − Pm
i ti and z :=

∑N
i=1 zi. Decompose z as

z =
{(

1− χm,m+1
i

)
z
}
+
{
χm,m+1
i z

}
=: z′ + z′′.

Notice that supp(z′) ⊂ Ω\Km
i and thus supp(πz′) ⊂ Ω\Km

i . Also, supp(Pm
i ti) ⊂ cl(Km

i ) and thus
supp(πPm

i ti) ⊂ cl(Km
i ). Then, by equations (12) and (13),

B(Pm
i ti, z

′) = 0 and B(Piti, z
′) = 0,

granting us
B(zi, z′) = 0.

Now, similar to the proof of lemma 3.4,

B(zi, z) = B(zi, z′′) ≤ C∥zi∥B∥z′′i ∥B

≤ C

{(
(1 + β−1

0 Λ−1/2)∥z∥A(Km+1
i ) + β−1

0 ∥πz∥s(Km+1
i )

)2
+
(
Λ−1/2∥z∥A(Km+1

i ) + ∥πz∥s(Km+1
i )

)2}1/2

∥zi∥B

≤ Cc⋆∥z∥B(Km+1
i )∥zi∥B.



CEM-GMsFEM for Convection Diffusion with Inhomogeneous Boundary Conditions 11

Also, by the definition of Col,
N∑
i=1

∥z∥2A(Km+1
i )

+ ∥πz∥2
s(Km+1

i )
≤ Col(m+ 1)d∥z∥2B,

and recall by equation (12),
∥Piti∥2A + ∥πPiti∥2s = ⟨ti,Piti⟩ .

Hence, by the Cauchy–Schwartz inequality and lemma 3.4,

∥z∥2B = ∥z∥2A + ∥πz∥2s =

N∑
i=1

B(zi, z) ≤
N∑
i=1

Cc⋆∥z∥B(Km+1
i )∥zi∥B

≤ Cc⋆

[
N∑
i=1

∥z∥2B(Km+1
i )

]1/2 [ N∑
i=1

∥zi∥2B

]1/2

≤ Cc⋆

[
Col(m+ 1)d∥z∥2B(Km+1

i )

]1/2 [ N∑
i=1

∥zi∥2B

]1/2

≤ Cc⋆
[
Col(m+ 1)d∥z∥2B

]1/2 [
C

2
c⋆θ

m−1
N∑
i=1

⟨ti,Piti⟩

]1/2

≤ C
4
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1

N∑
i=1

⟨ti,Piti⟩ .

3.2.3 Error Estimates for Boundary Correctors

We now directly apply these results to estimate Dglog̃ −Dmg̃ and N gloq −Nmq.

Corollary 3.5.1. With the notations in lemmas 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5,

∥Dglog̃ −Dmg̃∥2B ≤ C
5
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1∥g̃∥2A; (14)

∥N gloq −Nmq∥2B ≤ C
4
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1C2

tr∥q∥2L2(ΓN ), (15)

where

Ctr := sup
v∈V,v ̸=0

∥v∥L2(ΓN )

∥v∥A
.

Proof. With lemma 3.5, it suffices to estimate
N∑
i=1

A(Ki)(g̃,D
glo
i g̃) and

N∑
i=1

∫
ΓN∩∂Ki

qN glo
i q dσ.

Put v = Dglo
i g̃ in equation (8) and since Dglo

i g̃ ∈ V glo
ms ,

∥Dglo
i g̃∥2B = A(Ki)(g̃,D

glo
i g̃) ≤ C∥g̃∥A(Ki)∥D

glo
i g̃∥B ≤ C

2∥g̃∥2A(Ki)
.

Now, by lemma 3.5,

∥Dglog̃ −Dmg̃∥2B ≤ C
4
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1

N∑
i=1

A(Ki)(g̃,D
glo
i g̃)

≤ C
5
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1

N∑
i=1

∥g̃∥2A(Ki)

≤ C
5
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1∥g̃∥2A.
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Similarly we start from the equation (9),

∥N glo
i q∥2A ≤ ∥N glo

i q∥2A + ∥πN glo
i q∥2s =

∫
∂Ki∩ΓN

qN glo
i q dσ

≤ ∥q∥L2(∂Ki∩ΓN )∥N glo
i q∥L2(∂Ki∩ΓN )

≤ Ctr∥q∥L2(∂Ki∩ΓN )∥N glo
i q∥A,

which yields ∥N glo
i q∥A ≤ Ctr∥q∥L2(∂Ki∩ΓN ). Then,

N∑
i=1

∫
∂Ki∩ΓN

qN glo
i q dσ ≤

N∑
i=1

∥q∥L2(∂Ki∩ΓN )

∥∥∥N glo
i q

∥∥∥
L2(ΓN )

≤
N∑
i=1

Ctr∥q∥L2(∂Ki∩ΓN )

∥∥∥N glo
i q

∥∥∥
A
≤

N∑
i=1

C2
tr∥q∥2L2(∂Ki∩ΓN )

= C2
tr∥q∥2L2(ΓN ).

To further analyse function spaces V glo
ms and V m

ms, we define operators Rglo :=
∑N

i=1 R
glo
i : L2(Ω) →

V glo
ms and Rm : =

∑N
i=1 Rm

i : L2(Ω) → V m
ms where

A(Rglo
i φ, v) + s(πRglo

i φ, πv) = s(πiφ, πv), for v ∈ V ; (16)

A(Rm
i φ, v) + s(πRm

i φ, πv) = s(πiφ, πv), for v ∈ V m
i . (17)

We also remark another lemma [38].

Lemma 3.6. There exists a positive constant Cinv such that for any v ∈ L2(Ω), there exists v̂ ∈ V with
πv̂ = πv such that ∥v̂∥A ≤ Cinv∥πv∥s.

3.2.4 Error Estimate for the Multiscale Solution

We now state the main result.

Theorem 3.7. Let Dmg̃,Nmq and wm be the numerical solutions as defined before, wglo defined in
equation (10), and Λ, θ, c⋆, c#, Ctr and Cinv be the constants defined in theorem 3.2, lemma 3.3, lemma
3.4, lemma 3.5, corollary 3.5.1 and lemma 3.6 respectively. Then

∥wm −Dmg̃ +Nmq + g̃ − u∥A

≤ C
{
Λ−1/2κ

−1/2
1 H

(
∥|β|−1f∥L2(Ω) + ∥∇u0∥L2(Ω)

)}
+ C

2√
Colc

3/2
⋆ (m+ 1)d/2θ(m−1)/2

{
C

2
max(C2

inv, 1)∥wglo∥B +C∥g̃∥A + Ctr∥q∥L2(ΓN )

}
.

Moreover, if we have Cinvθ
(m−1)/2(m+ 1)d/2 = O(H2), then

∥wm −Dmg̃ +Nmq + g̃ − u∥A = O(H).

Proof. By definition of Rglo
i , Rglo is surjective. Then there exists φ∗ ∈ L2(Ω) such that wglo = Rgloφ∗.

Let wm
∗ = Rmφ∗. To estimate Rglo

i φ∗ −Rm
i φ∗, we use the similar argument in corollary 3.5.1.

∥Rglo
i φ∗ −Rm

i φ∗∥2B ≤ C
4
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1

N∑
i=1

s(πiφ∗, πRglo
i φ∗)

≤ C
4
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1

N∑
i=1

∥πiφ∗∥s∥πRgloφ∗∥s ≤ C
4
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1

N∑
i=1

∥πiφ∗∥2s

= C
4
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1∥πφ∗∥2s.
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Then, by lemma 3.6, there exists φ̂∗ ∈ V such that

πφ̂∗ = πφ∗ and ∥φ̂∗∥A ≤ Cinv∥πφ∗∥s.

Putting v = φ̂∗ in equation (16),

∥πφ∗∥2s = B(wglo, φ̂∗) ≤ C∥wglo∥B∥φ̂∥B ≤ Cmax(Cinv, 1)∥wglo∥B∥πφ∗∥s.

So,
∥Rglo

i φ∗ −Rm
i φ∗∥2B ≤ C

6
Colc

3
⋆(m+ 1)dθm−1 max(C2

inv, 1)∥wglo∥2B.

Now, let ums
0 := wm −Dmg̃ +Nmq and uglo0 := wglo −Dglog̃ +N gloq. Then,

∥u− ums∥2A = ∥u0 − ums
0 ∥2A = A(u0 − ums

0 , u0 − v)

≤ C∥u0 − ums
0 ∥A∥u0 − v∥B.

Putting v = wm
∗ −Dmg̃ +Nmq,

∥u0 − v∥B ≤ ∥u0 − ũ0∥B + ∥ũ0 − v∥B
≤ ∥u0 − ũ0∥A + ∥wglo − wm

∗ ∥B + ∥Dglog̃ −Dmg̃∥B + ∥N gloq −Nmq∥B.

Altogether,

∥u− ums∥A ≤ C∥u0 − v∥B
≤ C

{
∥u0 − ũ0∥A + ∥wglo − wm

∗ ∥B + ∥Dglog̃ −Dmg̃∥B + ∥N gloq −Nmq∥B
}

≤ C
{
Λ−1/2κ

−1/2
1 H

(
∥|β|−1f∥L2(Ω) + ∥∇u0∥L2(Ω)

)}
+ C

2√
Colc

3/2
⋆ (m+ 1)d/2θ

m−1
2

{
max(Cinv, 1)∥wglo∥B +C∥g̃∥A + Ctr∥q∥L2(ΓN )

}
.

Now, first recall that we have ∥u0 − ũ0∥A = O(1). Note that C = O(1). By the equations (14) and (15),
we have ∥Dglog̃ −Dmg̃∥A = O(1) and ∥N gloq −Nmq∥A = O(1). Assume (m+ 1)d/2θ

m−1
2 Cinv = O(H2).

It suffices to estimate ∥wglo∥A and ∥πwglo∥s. By equation (10),

∥wglo∥2A = A(u0, w
glo) +A(Dglog̃, wglo)−A(N gloq, wglo)

giving us
∥wglo∥A ≤ ∥u0∥A + ∥Dglog̃∥A + ∥N gloq∥A = O(1).

On the other hand,

∥πwglo∥s ≤ ∥πu0∥s + ∥πDglog̃∥s + ∥πN gloq∥s ≤ O(H−1) +O(1).

Therefore, we can obtain ∥ums − u∥A = O(H).

3.3 Numerical Experiments
In this section, we will demonstrate the method via several numerical examples in a high-contrast

setting and verify the significance of the inflow condition. For simplicity, we take point-wise isotropic
coefficients, A(x) = κ(x)I, the domain Ω = [0, 1] × [0, 1]. We will calculate the reference solutions on a
200× 200 mesh with the bilinear Lagrange finite element method. The medium κ is presented in Figure
2a and the source term in Figure 2b. The experiments are each tested for coarse mesh H = 1

10 ,
1
20 and

1
40 with the fixed number lm of eigenfunctions to generate the auxiliary space V aux. By our experiments,
we tested lm = 3 to be sufficient to verify our results.
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: 2a Medium κ 2b The source term f

κ1/κ0 101 102 103 104 105 106

E3
a 9.10E-04 7.17E-04 3.64E-04 1.37E-04 7.16E-05 6.10E-05

E3
L 5.53E-06 5.64E-06 5.66E-06 5.66E-06 5.84E-06 1.08E-05

D3
a 2.29E-06 1.06E-06 9.14E-07 8.99E-07 8.97E-07 8.97E-07

D3
L 4.24E-06 3.76E-06 3.77E-06 3.78E-06 3.78E-06 3.78E-06

Table 1: Example 1: Dirichlet Boundary Condition with varying contrast levels κ1/κ0 and fixed lm = 3,
Nov = 4, H = 1/40

3.3.1 Example 1

We first look at the Dirichlet condition, via considering the following problem:{
−∇ · (κ(x1, x2)∇u) + β(x1, x2) · ∇u = f for (x1, x2) ∈ Ω

u(x1, x2) = g̃(x1, x2) = x21 + ex1x2 for (x1, x2) ∈ {0, 1} × [0, 1]
(18)

where
β(x1, x2) = [cos(18πx2) sin(18πx1),− cos(18πx1) sin(18πx2)]

T
.

To simplify notations, we denote the relative errors for the Dirichlet corrector

Dm
a :=

∥Dmg̃ −Dglog̃∥A
∥Dglog̃∥A

and Dm
L :=

∥Dmg̃ −Dglog̃∥L2(Ω)

∥Dglog̃∥L2

;

For the Neumann condition corrector,

Nm
a :=

∥Nmq −N gloq∥A
∥N gloq∥A

and Nm
L :=

∥Nmq −N gloq∥L2(Ω)

∥N gloq∥L2

;

to measure errors and Λ′ = maxi λ
lm
i . As for the error estimate,

Em
a :=

∥ums − u∥A
∥u∥A

and Em
L :=

∥ums − u∥L2

∥u∥L2

.

As can be seen in Table 1, the error of the Dirichlet corrector decays exponentially as we increase
the number of oversampling layers. From Table 2, the number of eigenfunctions does improve the results
for both the overall multiscale solutions and the boundary correctors. Most importantly, from Table 3,
we can see a second-order convergence when increasing the oversampling layers and decreasing the coarse
mesh. This also echoes the idea that the convergence of ums depends on the oversampling layers Nov.
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lm 1 2 3 4 5
E3

a 8.75E-03 2.88E-03 1.54E-03 1.78E-03 9.11E-04
E3

L 2.82E-04 3.03E-05 1.11E-05 1.38E-05 5.00E-06
D3

a 2.15E-04 5.67E-05 2.41E-05 2.79E-05 1.55E-05
D3

L 1.33E-03 3.51E-04 9.47E-05 1.18E-04 6.38E-05

Table 2: Example 1: Dirichlet Boundary Condition with varying numbers lm of eigenfunctions and fixed
κ1/κ0 = 103, Nov = 3, H = 1/40

1/10 1/20 1/40
Λ 2.273418 2.328070 3.185349
E3

a 3.63E-03 1.25E-03 1;54E-03
E4

a 3.63E-03 1.16E-03(32.0%) 3.64E-04
E5

a 3.63E-03 1.16E-03 3.60E-04(31.0%)
E3

L 1.49E-04 3.10E-05 1.10E-05
E4

L 1.49E-04 3.10E-05(20.8%) 6.00E-06
E5

L 1.49E-04 3.10E-05 6.00E-06(19.4%)

Table 3: Example 1 with κ1/κ0 = 104, lm = 3

3.3.2 Example 2

Another demonstration comes from the Neumann and Robin conditions. In this problem, we first
consider the same velocity field β:

−∇ · (κ(x1, x2)∇u) + β(x1, x2) · ∇u = f for (x1, x2) ∈ Ω

u(x1, x2) = g̃(x1, x2) = x21 + ex1x2 for (x1, x2) ∈ {0, 1} × [0, 1]

bu+ ν · (A∇u− βu) = −1 for x1 = 0 and x2 ∈ [0, 1]

bu+ ν · (A∇u− βu) = 1 for x1 = 1 and x2 ∈ [0, 1]

bu+ ν · (A∇u− βu) = 1 for x1 = (0.5, 1] and x2 = 0

bu+ ν · (A∇u− βu) = 0 for x1 = [0, 0.5] and x2 = 0

(19)

where b(x1, x2) = κ(x1, x2) is the Robin coefficient.
For the following results, the numbers in brackets show the relative error for varying numbers of

oversampling layers.

(a) ΓN (b) βin (c) βout

Figure 3: (3a) Example 2 (3b) Example 3 (3c) Example 4

From Table 4, we also can observe the second-order convergence with respect to H. Moreover, we
compare the effect of the inflow conditions using the following two examples.
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1/10 1/20 1/40
Λ 2.273414 2.328069 3.185349
E3

a 6.22E-03 3.53E-03 6.08E-03
E4

a 6.21E-03 3.13E-03(50.3%) 1.64E-03
E5

a 6.21E-03 3.13E-03 1.62E-03(51.8%)
E3

L 5.52E-04 1.60E-04 1.28E-04
E4

L 5.52E-04 1.60E-04(29.0%) 6.20E-05
E5

L 5.52E-04 1.60E-04 6.20E-05(9.92%)

Table 4: Example 2 with κ1/κ0 = 104, lm = 3

3.3.3 Example 3

In this model, we consider the inflow condition on ΓN .

βin(x1, x2) = β + cflow

[
1

2
− x1, x1

]T
.

Notice that βin ·ν ≤ 0 on ΓN as shown in Figure 3b. The constant cflow is proportional to the magnitude
of the velocity on the boundary ΓN ,

H 1/10 1/20 1/40
N2

a 1.15E-03 1.02E-03 1.63E-03
N3

a 8.15E-05 5.62E-05 1.33E-04
N4

a 7.35E-06 4.79E-06(41.6%) 1.21E-05
N5

a 6.18E-07 4.29E-07 1.09E-06
N6

a 6.57E-08 1.75E-07 1.26E-07(2.63%)
N2

L 9.08E-04 7.69E-04 8.97E-04
N3

L 5.71E-05 3.30E-05 7.55E-05
N4

L 4.95E-06 2.85E-06(0.31%) 7.63E-06
N5

L 4.62E-07 2.77E-07 6.37E-07
N6

L 4.25E-08 1.08E-07 6.83E-08(3.40%)

Table 5: Example 3: Nmq error with lm = 3 and κ1/κ0 = 103 and cflow = 2

H 1/10 1/20 1/40
E2

a 1.90E-01 3.73E-01 5.59E-01
E3

a 1.13E-02 2.29E-02 1.88E-01
E4

a 8.77E-03 5.06E-03(2.67%) 7.85E-03
E5

a 8.76E-03 5.01E-03 1.66E-03
E6

a 8.76E-03 5.02E-03 1.60E-03(31.6%)
E2

L 1.60E-01 3.68E-01 6.73E-01
E3

L 1.04E-03 3.48E-03 1.23E-01
E4

L 8.87E-04 3.75E-04(0.23%) 2.55E-04
E5

L 8.88E-04 3.76E-04 6.83E-05
E6

L 8.88E-04 3.76E-04 6.84E-05(18.2%)

Table 6: Example 3: solution error with lm = 3 and κ1/κ0 = 103 and cflow = 2

As can be seen in Tables 5 and 6, similar observations of the results are shown, resembling our
theoretical analysis and the numerical results in the examples.
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3.3.4 Example 4

We consider the same setting as Example 3, but with the following velocity field βout = −βin with
cflow > 0. Note that ∇ · βout = 0 on Ω but βout · ν > 0 on x1 = 0 and x1 = 1, shown in Figure 3c.

H 1/10 1/20 1/40
Λ 0.53025 0.97397 3.25683
E3

a 1.30E-02 3.45E-02 1.48E-01
E4

a 4.96E-03 3.65E-03(28.1%) 1.15E-02
E5

a 4.87E-03 2.57E-03 1.27E-03(34.8%)
E3

L 6.34E-04 4.27E-03 7.46E-02
E4

L 2.28E-04 1.01E-04(15.9%) 5.20E-04
E5

L 2.29E-04 8.60E-05 1.37E-05(13.6%)

Table 7: Example 4 with lm = 3, cflow = 3 and κ1/κ0 = 103

Figure 4: Comparison of inflow and outflow case in L2 norm: lm = 3 and κ1/κ0 = 103

In Table 7, second-order convergence in H is still observed when given a large enough number
of oversampling layers and a fixed cflow = 3. However, as we increase the velocity field cflow = 4, we
see that the problem is more demanding. Without a larger number of oversampling layers, reducing the
coarse mesh H alone may not be enough to improve the approximation. However, when given a sufficient
number of layers, the job can still be done. The comparison is more apparent in Figure 4 and Figure 5,
where the outflow case converges much slower in both ∥ · ∥L2 and ∥ · ∥A compared to the inflow case.
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Figure 5: Comparison of inflow and outflow case in A norm: lm = 3 and κ1/κ0 = 103

4 Time Dependent Convection-Diffusion Initial Boundary Value
Problems

4.1 Derivation of the Method
We present the convection diffusion initial boundary value problem as follows:

∂tu(x, t)−∇ · (A(x)∇u(x, t)) + β(x) · ∇u(x, t) = f(x, t) on Ω× (0, T ]

u(x, t) = g(x, t) on ΓD × (0, T ]

b(x)u(x, t) + ν · (A(x)∇u(x.t)− β(x)u(x, t)) = q(x, t) on ΓN × (0, T ]

u(x, 0) = uinit(x) on Ω.

(20)

Notice f is still independent of the solution u. The variational formulation becomes: find u0(·, t) ∈ V
such that for v ∈ V ,

(∂tu0, v) +A(u0, v) = (f, v) + (q, v)ΓN
−A(g̃, v)− (g̃t, v) (21)

(u0(·, 0), v) = (uinit(x)− g̃(·, 0), v) (22)

and the actual solution would be u(·, t) = u0(·, t) + g̃(·, t). We will use the same auxiliary spaces V aux

and multiscale space V m
ms as in the previous section, and thereby the same set of correctors Dmg̃ and

Nmq. In particular, for t ∈ (0, T ],

1. Find Dm
i g̃(·, t) ∈ V m

i such that v ∈ V m
i ,{

(Dm
i g̃t, v) + B(Dm

i g̃, v) = (g̃t, v)(Ki) +A(Ki)(g̃, v)

B(Dm
i g̃(·, 0), v) = A(Ki)(g̃(·, 0), v).

(23)

Denote Dmg̃ =
∑N

i=1 Dm
i g̃.

2. Find Nm
i q(·, t) ∈ V m

i such that v ∈ V m
i ,{

(Nm
i qt, v) + B(Nm

i q, v) =
∫
ΓN∩∂Ki

qv dσ

B(Nm
i q(·, 0), v) =

∫
ΓN∩∂Ki

q(·, 0)v dσ.
(24)

Denote Nmq =
∑N

i=1 Nm
i q.
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3. find wm(·, t) ∈ V m
ms such that for v ∈V m

ms

(wm
t , v) +A(wm, v) = (f, v) + (q, v)ΓN

−A(g̃, v)− (g̃t, v)

+ (Dmg̃t, v) +A(Dmg̃, v)− (Nmqt, v)−A(Nmq, v),
(25)

(wm(·, 0), v) = (uinit − g̃(·, 0) +Dmg̃(·, 0)−Nmq(·, 0), v) . (26)

Then the multiscale approximation becomes

ums = ums
0 + g̃ = wm −Dmg̃ +Nmq + g̃. (27)

4.2 Analysis

To test the performance of the oversampling layers, we define Dglog̃ =
∑N

i=1 D
glo
i g̃ and N gloq =∑N

i=1 N
glo
i q where Dglo

i g̃,N glo
i q ∈ V glo

ms satisfies that for all v ∈ V ,{
(Dglo

i g̃t, v) + B(Dglo
i g̃, v) = (g̃t, v)(Ki) +A(Ki)(g̃, v)

B(Dglo
i g̃(·, 0), v) = A(Ki)(g̃(·, 0), v),

(28)

, and {
(N glo

i qt, v) + B(N glo
i q, v) =

∫
ΓN∩∂Ki

qv dσ

B(N glo
i q(·, 0), v) =

∫
ΓN∩∂Ki

q(·, 0)v dσ.
(29)

We will give an overview of the analysis. Define for v ∈ V , ∥v∥2E = ∥v(·, T )∥2L2 +
∫ T

0
∥v∥2B. Note

that since ∥ · ∥A is a quasi-norm, so are ∥ · ∥B and ∥ · ∥E . Suppose ũ(·, t) is the elliptic projection of the
solution u, i.e.

A(u− ũ, v) = 0 for v ∈ V glo
ms .

Akin to the previous treatment, our strategy is to decompose u− v into two parts:

u− ums = (u− ũ) + (ũ− ums).

The error of the former term is computable while that of the latter term can be bounded by a specific
choice v ∈ V m

ms. In particular, for any v ∈ V m
ms,∫ T

0

[((u− ums)t, u− ums) +A(u− ums, u− ums)]

=

∫ T

0

[((u− ums)t, u− v) +A(u− ums, u− v)]

≤ (u− ums, u− v)|T0 −
∫ T

0

((u− v)t, u− ums) +

∫ T

0

A(u− ums, u− v)

≤ ∥(u− ums)(·, T )∥L2∥(u− v)(·, T )∥L2 + ∥(u− ums)(·, 0)∥L2∥(u− v)(·, 0)∥L2

+

√∫ T

0

∥(u− v)t∥2L2

√∫ T

0

∥u− ums∥2L2 +
3

4

∫ T

0

∥u− ums∥2A +
1

3
C

2
∫ T

0

∥u− v∥2B.

Hence, by the repeated use of Young’s inequality and the Cauchy Schwartz inequality,

∥(u− ums)(·, T )∥2L2 +

∫ T

0

∥u− ums∥2A ≤ 4∥(u− ums)(·, 0)∥2L2 + 2∥(u− v)(·, 0)∥2L2 + 4C
2∥u− v∥2E

+ 4

√∫ T

0

∥(u− v)t∥2L2

√∫ T

0

∥u− ums∥2L2

=: (i) + (ii) + (iii) + (iv).

(30)
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Note that (i) has been investigated in the time-independent case. Now, define wglo ∈ V glo
ms such

that for any v ∈ V ,
A(wglo, v) = A(ũ−Dglog̃ +N gloq, v). (31)

Then, with the same set of Rglo :=
∑N

i=1 R
glo
i and Rm :=

∑N
i=1 Rm

i operators in the last section,
there is φ(·, t) ∈ L2(Ω) such that

(Rglo
i φt, v) + B(Rglo

i φ, v) = s(πiφ, πv) for v ∈ V,

(Rm
i φt, v) + B(Rm

i φ, v) = s(πiφ, πv) for v ∈ V m
ms.

with initial conditions B(Rglo
i φ(·, 0), v) = s(πiφ(·, 0), πv) for v ∈ V and B(Rm

i φ(·, 0), v) = s(πiφ(·, 0), πv)
for v ∈ V m

ms. Then, by the surjectivity of Rglo, we can find φ∗(·, t) ∈ L2(Ω) such that

Rgloφ∗ = wglo and define wm
∗ := Rmφ∗.

By putting v = wm
∗ −Dmg̃ +Nmq, we can further decompose

u− v = (u− ũ) + (wglo − wm
∗ ) + (Dglog̃ −Dmg̃) + (N gloq −Nmq).

The error analysis of these terms will suffice that of the remaining terms (ii), (iii), and (iv) in
equation (30). u− ũ is first dealt with and the rest in another abstract problem.

4.2.1 Elliptic Projection

We first give an error bound for the elliptic projection.

Lemma 4.1. Let ũ0 ∈ V glo
ms be the elliptic projection of u0 onto V glo

ms , i.e.

A(ũ0, v) = A(u0, v) for v ∈ V glo
ms .

Let ũ = ũ0 + g̃. Then,
∥u− ũ∥A ≤ Λ−1/2∥κ̃−1/2(f − ut)∥L2 . (32)

Proof. By the definition of ũ, since A(ũ − u, v) = 0 for v ∈ V glo
ms , π(ũ − u) = 0. Then A(ũ0, ũ − u) = 0.

This grants us

∥ũ− u∥2A = ∥ũ0 − u0∥2A
= A(u0, ũ− u)

= (f, ũ− u) + ((u0)t, ũ− u)

= (f − ut, ũ− u)

≤ Λ−1/2∥κ̃−1/2(f − ut)∥∥ũ− u∥A.

We also can obtain the L2-norm of the global estimate ũ.

Lemma 4.2. With the notations in lemma 4.1, we have

∥u− ũ∥L2 ≤ CHc#Λ
−1/2∥κ̃−1/2(f − ut)∥L2 .

Proof. Let z ∈ V and z̃ ∈ V glo
ms such that

A(z, v) = (u− ũ, v) for v ∈ V

A(z̃, v) = (u− ũ, v) for v ∈ V glo
ms .
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Note that A(z − z̃, v) = 0 for v ∈ V glo
ms . This grants us A(z̃, z − z̃) = 0 and A(z̃, u− ũ) = 0. Then,

∥z − z̃∥2A = A(z − z̃, z − z̃)

= A(z, z − z̃)

= (u− ũ, z − z̃)

≤ ∥u− ũ∥L2∥z − z̃∥L2

≤ Hc#∥u− ũ∥L2∥z − z̃∥A.

So,
∥z − z̃∥A ≤ Hc#∥u− ũ∥L2 .

Now,

∥u− ũ∥2L2 = A(z, u− ũ) = A(z − z̃, u− ũ) ≤ C∥z − z̃∥A∥u− ũ∥A.

Combining the results, the lemma is proved.

Remark 1. Following the similar lines of arguments, we can obtain

∥(u− ũ)t∥L2 ≤ CHc#Λ
−1/2∥κ̃−1/2(ft − utt)∥L2 . (33)

Also note that κ̃−1/2 = O(H). So the L2-error is also second order with respect to H.

4.2.2 Abstract Problem

We now move on to the analysis of the corrector. The main idea is that the error propagation has
an exponential decay with respect to the oversampling layers, similar to the time-independent case.

Abstract Problem 2. Let Ki ∈ T H and ti(·, t), t0i ∈ V ′ such that ⟨ti, v⟩ = 0 and
〈
t0i , v

〉
= 0 for any

v ∈ V with supp(v) ⊂ Ω\Ki. Define Pi(·, t) : V ′ → V such that for all v(·, t) ∈ V ,{
(Pitit, v) + B(Piti, v) = ⟨ti, v⟩
B(Piti(·, 0), v) =

〈
t0i , v

〉
,

(34)

and Pm
i : V ′ → V m

i with {
(Pm

i tit, v) + B(Pm
i ti, v) = ⟨ti, v⟩

B(Pm
i ti(·, 0), v) =

〈
t0i , v

〉
.

(35)

We aim to estimate∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=1

Piti − Pm
i ti

∥∥∥∥∥
2

E

=

∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=1

(Piti − Pm
i ti)(·, T )

∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2

+

∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=1

Piti − Pm
i ti

∥∥∥∥∥
2

B

dt.

One should note that the initial condition here is exactly the abstract problem in the previous
section. The results are carried over here. In addition, we will further define two norms for our analysis,

∥ti∥ = max
v∈V

⟨ti, v⟩
∥v∥B

and ∥t0i ∥ = max
v∈V

〈
t0i , v

〉
∥v∥B

.

Lemma 4.3. Let c# := β−1
0 κ

−1/2
1

√
1 + Λ−1. Then

∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2 ≤ H2c2#∥t0i ∥2, (36)

and

∥Piti∥2E ≤ H2c2#∥t0i ∥2 +
∫ T

0

∥ti∥2. (37)
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Proof.

∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2 ≤ H2c2#∥Piti(·, 0)∥2B
= H2c2#

〈
t0i ,Piti(·, 0)

〉
≤ H2c2#∥t0i ∥∥Piti(·, 0)∥B
≤ H2c2#∥t0i ∥2.

Hence,
∥Piti(·, 0)∥L2 ≤ Hc#∥t0i ∥. (38)

Also, putting v = Piti,

(Pitit,Piti) + B(Piti,Piti) = ⟨ti,Piti⟩∫ T

0

1

2

∂

∂t
∥Pitit∥2L2 + ∥Piti∥2B dt =

∫ T

0

⟨ti,Piti⟩

1

2
∥Piti(·, T )∥2L2 +

∫ T

0

∥Piti∥2B ≤ 1

2
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2 +

1

2

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2 +
1

2

∫ T

0

∥Piti∥2B.

Hence, by using equation (38),

∥Piti∥2E ≤ H2c2#∥t0i ∥2 +
∫ T

0

∥ti∥2. (39)

Lemma 4.4. With the same notations in lemma 3.3,

∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km
i ) ≤ θm

(
(m+ 1)H2c2#∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
)
. (40)

Proof. Following the similar approach in the proof of lemma 3.3, putting v = (1− χm−1,m
i )Piti into the

equation (34) and then integrating over t ∈ [0, T ], we can obtain∫ T

0

(Pitit,Piti)(Ω\Km
i ) + ∥Piti∥2B(Ω\Km

i )

=

∫ T

0

(Pitit, (χ
m−1,m
i − 1)Piti)(Km

i \Km−1
i ) +

∫ T

0

B(Km
i \Km−1

i )(Piti, (χ
m−1,m
i − 1)Piti)

≤
∫
Km

i \Km−1
i

(χm−1,m
i − 1)

∫ T

0

1

2

∂

∂t
∥Piti∥2L2(Km

i \Km−1
i )

+

∫ T

0

c∗∥Piti∥2B(Km
i \Km−1

i )

≤ 1

2
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2(Km

i \Km−1
i )

+

∫ T

0

c∗∥Piti∥2B(Km
i \Km−1

i )
.

Then,

∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km−1
i )

− 1

2
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2(Ω\Km−1

i )

≥
(
1 +

1

c∗

)(
∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km

i ) −
1

2
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2(Ω\Km

i )

)
− 1

2c∗
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2(Km

i \Km−1
i )

≥ 1

θ

(
∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km

i ) −
1

2
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2(Ω\Km

i )

)
− 1

2c∗
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2(Km

i \Km−1
i )

.
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Along with lemma 3.3, this grants us

∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km
i ) ≤

1

2
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2(Ω\Km

i ) +
θ

2c∗
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2(Km

i \Km−1
i )

+ θ∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km−1
i )

≤ 1

2
θm∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2 +

θ

2c∗
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2(Ω\Km−1

i )
+ θ∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km−1

i )

≤ 1

2
θm
(
1 +

1

c∗

)
∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2 + θ∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km−1

i )

≤ 1

2
θm−1∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2 + θ∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km−1

i )

≤ θm
(
m∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2 + ∥Piti∥2E

)
≤ θm

(
mH2c2#∥Piti(·, 0)∥2B + ∥Piti∥2E

)
≤ θm

(
mH2c2#∥t0i ∥2 + ∥Piti∥2E

)
.

Note that combined with equation (39), we obtain

∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km
i ) ≤ θm

(
(m+ 1)H2c2#∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
)
.

In parallel, we can have

∥Pm
i ti∥2E2(Ω\Km

i ) ≤ θm

(
(m+ 1)H2c2#∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
)
. (41)

Lemma 4.5. With the same notations in lemma 3.4, we have

∥Piti − Pm
i ti∥2E ≤ 2θm−1(1 + 2C

2
c⋆)

[
H2c2#(m+ 2)∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
]
. (42)

Proof. Recall that zi = Piti − Pm
i ti and

zi =
[
(1− χm−1,m

i )Piti

]
+
[
(χm−1,m

i − 1)Pm
i ti + χm−1,m

i zi

]
=: z′i + z′′i .

With equations (41) and (40),

∥zi(·, T )∥2E(Ω\Km−1
i )

≤ θm−1

(
mH2c2#∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
)
.

and by lemmas 4.3 and 3.4,

∥zi(·, 0)∥2L2(Ω\Km−1
i )

≤ C
2
c⋆H

2c2#θ
m−1∥Piti(·, 0)∥2B

≤ C
2
c⋆H

2c2#θ
m−1∥t0i ∥2,

and by lemma 3.3,

∥Piti(·, 0)∥2L2(Ω\Km−1) ≤ C
2
c⋆H

2c2#θ
m−1∥t0i ∥2.
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Then,

∥zi∥2E − 1

2
∥zi(·, 0)∥2

≤
∫ T

0

((zi)t, z
′
i) +

∫ T

0

B(zi, z′i)

≤ (zi, z
′
i)|

T
0 −

∫ T

0

((z′i)t, zi) + C

∫ T

0

∥zi∥B(Ω\Km−1
i )∥z

′
i∥B(Ω\Km−1

i )

≤ ∥zi(·, T )∥L2(Ω\Km−1
i )∥z

′
i(·, T )∥L2(Ω\Km−1

i ) + ∥zi(·, 0)∥L2(Ω\Km−1
i )∥z

′
i(·, 0)∥L2(Ω\Km−1

i )

+

∫ T

0

B(Ω\Km−1
i )(Piti, (1− χm−1,m

i )zi) + C

∫ T

0

∥zi∥B(Ω\Km−1
i )∥z

′
i∥B(Ω\Km−1

i )

≤ θm−1

(
mH2c2#∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
)

+
(
θm−1H2c2#∥t0i ∥2

)
+ C∥Piti∥E(Ω\Km−1

i )

(∫ T

0

∥∥∥(1− χm−1,m
i )zi

∥∥∥2
B(Ω\Km−1

i )

)1/2

+ C
√
c⋆∥zi∥E(Ω\Km−1

i )

(∫ T

0

∥Piti∥2B(Ω\Km−1
i )

)1/2

≤ θm−1

(
(m+ 1)H2c2#∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
)

+ 2C
√
c⋆∥Piti∥E(Ω\Km−1

i )∥zi∥E(Ω\Km−1
i )

≤ θm−1

(
(m+ 1)H2c2#∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
)

+ 2C
2
c⋆∥Piti∥2E(Ω\Km−1

i )
+

1

2
∥zi∥2E .

Hence,

∥zi∥2E ≤ 2θm−1(1 + 2C
2
c⋆)

[
H2c2#(m+ 2)∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
]
.

Lemma 4.6. With the same notations in lemma 3.5, we have∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=1

Piti − Pm
i ti

∥∥∥∥∥
2

E

≤ θm−1C(2 + C
2
c⋆)

[
H2c2#(m+ 2)

N∑
i=1

∥t0i ∥2 +
∫ T

0

N∑
i=1

∥ti∥2
]
. (43)

Proof. With the same notation, z =
∑N

i zi. First, with lemma 4.5,∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=1

zi(·, T )

∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2

≤

(
N∑
i=1

∥zi(·, T )∥L2

)2

≤

 N∑
i=1

θ
m−1

2 (2 + C
2
c⋆)

1/2

[
H2c2#(m+ 2)∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
]1/22

≤ θm−1(2 + C
2
c⋆)

(
H2c2#(m+ 2)

N∑
i=1

∥t0i ∥2 +
∫ T

0

N∑
i=1

∥ti∥2
)
.
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Next, by the Cauchy Schwartz inequality,∫ T

0

∥z∥2B =

∫ T

0

∑
i,j

B(zi, zj) ≤ C

∫ T

0

∑
i,j

∥zi∥B∥zj∥B ≤ C

N∑
i=1

∫ T

0

∥zi∥2B

≤ θm−1C

N∑
i=1

(2 + C
2
c⋆)

[
H2c2#(m+ 2)∥t0i ∥2 +

∫ T

0

∥ti∥2
]

≤ θm−1C(2 + C
2
c⋆)

[
H2c2#(m+ 2)

N∑
i=1

∥t0i ∥2 +
∫ T

0

N∑
i=1

∥ti∥2
]
.

Now, together with all the terms, the proof is complete.

Theorem 4.7. Suppose Dmg̃, Nmq, wm, N gloq, Dglog̃ and wglo are constructed by equations (23), (24),
(25), (28), (29), and (31) respectively. Suppose C, θ, c#, c⋆ and Cinv are defined as in lemmas 3.1, 3.3,
3.4 and 3.6 respectively. Then,

∥Dglog̃ −Dmg̃∥2E ≤ θm−1C
2
(2 + C

2
c⋆)

[
H2c2#(m+ 2)∥g̃(·, 0)∥2L2 +

∫ T

0

(∥g̃∥2A + ∥g̃t∥2L2)

]
; (44)

∥N gloq −Nmq∥2E ≤ θm−1C2
tr(2 + C

2
c⋆)

[
H2c2#(m+ 2)∥q(·, 0)∥2L2(ΓN ) +

∫ T

0

∥q∥2L2(ΓN )

]
; (45)

and

∥wglo − wm
∗ ∥2E

≤ θm−1C(2 + C
2
c⋆)max

(
C2

inv, 1
){

H2c2#

[
(m+ 2)∥wglo(·, 0)∥2B +

∫ T

0

∥wglo
t ∥2L2

]
+ C

2
∫ T

0

∥wglo∥2B

}
.

(46)

Proof. For the Dirichlet condition,〈
ti,Dglog̃

〉
= A(Ki)(g̃,D

glog̃) + (g̃t,Dglog̃)(Ki)

≤
(
C∥g̃∥A(Ki) +Hc#∥g̃t∥L2(Ki)

)
∥Dglog̃∥B.

Hence,
N∑
i=1

∥ti∥2 ≤
N∑
i=1

(
C∥g̃∥A(Ki) +Hc#∥g̃t∥L2(Ki)

)2

=

C
√√√√ N∑

i=1

∥g̃∥2A(Ki)
+Hc#

√√√√ N∑
i=1

∥g̃t∥2L2(Ki)

2

= (C∥g̃∥A +Hc#∥g̃t∥L2)2.

Similarly,
N∑
i=1

∥t0i ∥2 ≤
N∑
i=1

C
2∥g̃(·, 0)∥2L2 .

Now for the Neumman corrector,
N∑
i=1

∫
ΓN∩∂Ki

qN glo
i q dσ ≤

N∑
i=1

∥q∥L2(ΓN∩∂Ki)∥N
glo
i q∥L2(ΓN )

≤
N∑
i=1

Ctr∥q∥L2(ΓN∩∂Ki)∥N
glo
i q∥A

≤ C2
tr∥q∥2L2(ΓN ).
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Finally, we deal with wglo−wm
∗ . Note that s(πiφ∗, πv) ≤ ∥πiφ∗∥s∥v∥B at any t > 0 for v ∈ V . To bound

∥ti∥, it suffices to bound ∥πiφ∗(·, t)∥s. Akin to the time-independent case, for each t > 0, there exists
φ̂∗(·, t) ∈ V such that πφ̂∗ = πφ∗ and ∥φ̂∗∥A ≤ Cinv∥πφ∗∥s. Then,

∥πφ∥2s = (wglo
t , φ̂∗) + B(wglo, φ̂∗)

≤ ∥wglo
t ∥L2∥φ̂∗∥L2 + C∥wglo∥B∥φ̂∗∥B

≤
(
Hc#∥wglo

t ∥L2 + C∥wglo∥B
)
∥φ̂∗∥B

≤ max (Cinv, 1)
(
Hc#∥wglo

t ∥L2 + C∥wglo∥B
)
∥πφ∗∥s.

Hence, by assembling all the terms, one can obtain the desired result.

Corollary 4.7.1. If g̃tt, qt and utt exist in L2(Ω, (0, T )), then

∥(Dglog̃ −Dmg̃)t∥2E ≤ θm−1C
2
(2 + C

2
c⋆)

[
H2c2#(m+ 2)∥g̃t(·, 0)∥2L2 +

∫ T

0

(∥g̃t∥2A + ∥g̃tt∥2L2)

]
;

∥(N gloq −Nmq)t∥2E ≤ θm−1C2
tr(2 + C

2
c⋆)

[
H2c2#(m+ 2)∥qt(·, 0)∥2L2(ΓN ) +

∫ T

0

∥qt∥2L2(ΓN )

]
;

and

∥(wglo − wm
∗ )t∥2E

≤ θm−1C(2 + C
2
c⋆)max

(
C2

inv, 1
){

H2c2#

[
(m+ 2)∥wglo

t (·, 0)∥2B +

∫ T

0

∥wglo
tt ∥2L2

]
+ C

2
∫ T

0

∥wglo
t ∥2B

}
.

Proof. Now, by taking derivatives with respect to time, we can have another t′i(·, t), (t0i )′ ∈ V ′ such that{
(Pititt, v) + B(Pitit, v) = ⟨t′i, v⟩
B(Pitit(·, 0), v) =

〈
(t0i )

′, v
〉
.

Then, following the same lines of arguments of the abstract problems obtains the desired results. The
existence of the time derivative of the corrector follows from the regularity of the boundary value functions.

Corollary 4.7.2. If furthermore Cinvθ
(m−1)/2(m+ 2)d/2 = O(H2), then

∥Dglog̃ −Dmg̃∥E ≤ O(H2 +
√
TH),

∥N gloq −Nmq∥E ≤ O(H2 +
√
TH),

∥wglo − wm
∗ ∥E ≤ O(H2 +

√
TH).

Proof. The cases for Dmg̃ and Nmq are clear. For wglo, by utilizing equations (28) and (29), with
the analysis in the time-independent case, it is easy to see

∫ T

0
∥wglo∥2B ≲

∫ T

0
∥u0∥2B +

∫ T

0
∥Dglog̃∥2B +∫ T

0
∥N gloq∥2B = O(T (H−2 + 1)). On the other hand,∫ T

0

∥Dglog̃t∥2L2 ≲ H2

∫ T

0

∥Dglog̃t∥2B

≲ H2

{
∥Dglog̃t(·, 0)∥2L2 +

∫ T

0

∥g̃t∥2A +H2

∫ T

0

∥g̃tt∥2L2

}
= O(H2 + TH2 + TH4).
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Similarly,
∫ T

0
∥N gloqt∥2L2 = O(H2 + TH2). Then,∫ T

0

∥wglo
t ∥2L2 ≲

∫ T

0

∥∂tu0∥2L2 +

∫ T

0

∥Dglog̃t∥2L2 +

∫ T

0

∥N gloqt∥2L2 = O(T +H2 + TH2).

Also, by the arguments in the time-independent case, ∥wglo(·, 0)∥B = O(H−1). Combining all the terms,
we have ∥wglo − wm

∗ ∥E = O(H2 +
√
TH).

4.2.3 Multiscale Solutions

We will first bound
∫ T

0
∥u− ums∥2L2 .

Lemma 4.8. Suppose ums is constructed by equation (27) and u is the actual solution of equation (21).
Then ∫ T

0

∥u− ums∥2L2 ≤ 4T∥(u− ums)(·, 0)∥2L2

+ 2H2c2#(1 + T 2)

∫ T

0

{
∥κ̃−1/2(f − ut)∥2L2 + ∥κ̃−1/2(ft − utt)∥2L2

}
.

Proof. Let u− ums = (u− ũ) + (ũ− ums) =: ϑ+ ρ. Note that

∥ϑ∥L2 ≤ HΛ−1/2Cc#∥κ̃−1/2(f − ut)∥L2 .

For ρ,

((ũ− ums)t, v) +A(ũ− ums, v) = (ũt, v) +A(u, v)− (f, v) = ((ũ− u)t, v).

Putting v = ρ,

(ρt, ρ) + ∥ρ∥2A = ((u− ũ)t, ρ)

∥ρ∥L2

∂

∂t
∥ρ∥L2 =

1

2

∂

∂t
∥ρ∥2L2 ≤ ∥(u− ũ)t∥L2∥ρ∥L2 .

Hence, for any t > 0,

∥ρ(·, t)∥L2 ≤ ∥ρ(·, 0)∥L2 +

∫ t

0

∥(u− ũ)t(·, s)∥L2 ds.

All in all, ∫ T

0

∥u− ums∥2L2 = 2

∫ T

0

∥ϑ(·, t)∥2L2 + ∥ρ(·, t)∥2L2

≤ 2H2Λ−1C
2
c2#

∫ T

0

∥κ̃−1/2(f − ut)∥2L2 + 2

∫ T

0

{
∥ρ(·, 0)∥L2 +

∫ t

0

∥(u− ũ)t(·, s)∥ ds
}2

dt

≤ 2H2Λ−1C
2
c2#

∫ T

0

∥κ̃−1/2(f − ut)∥2L2 + 4

∫ T

0

[
∥ρ(·, 0)∥2L2 +

∫ t

0

t∥(u− ũ)t(·, s)∥2 ds
]
dt

≤ 2H2Λ−1C
2
c2#

∫ T

0

∥κ̃−1/2(f − ut)∥2L2 + 4

∫ T

0

∥ρ(·, 0)∥2L2 + 4

∫ T

0

t(T − t)∥(u− ũ)t∥2 dt

≤ 2H2Λ−1C
2
c2#

∫ T

0

∥κ̃−1/2(f − ut)∥2L2 + 4

∫ T

0

∥ρ(·, 0)∥2L2 + T 2

∫ T

0

∥(u− ũ)t∥2 dt.

The desired results are then obtained by using equation (33).

Corollary 4.8.1. If furthermore Cinvθ
(m−1)/2(m+ 2)d/2 = O(H2), then∫ T

0

∥u− ums∥2L2 ≤ O((T + T 3)H4) and ∥(u− ums)(·, T )∥L2 = O(H2 +
√
TH2).



CEM-GMsFEM for Convection Diffusion with Inhomogeneous Boundary Conditions 28

We can now combine all the results to bound the terms in equation (30).

Theorem 4.9. If g̃tt, qt and utt ∈ L2(Ω, (0, T )) exist on (0, T ) and Cinvθ
(m−1)/2(m + 2)d/2 = O(H2),

then ∫ T

0

∥u− ums∥2A ≤ O(H4 + (T + T 2)H2)

Proof. Recall from equation (30), using the results from the time-independent problem, we take v =
wm

∗ −Dmg̃ +Nmq + g̃. Then,

1

4
(i) = ∥(u− ums)(·, 0)∥2L2 ≤ O(H4).

1

2
(ii) = ∥(u− v)(·, 0)∥2L2 ≤ H2c2#∥(u− v)(·, 0)∥2B

≤ H2c2#
{
∥(u− ũ)(·, 0)∥A + ∥(wglo − wm

∗ )(·, 0)∥B

+ ∥(Dglog̃ −Dmg̃)(·, 0)∥B + ∥(N gloq −Nmq)(·, 0)∥B
}2

≤ O(H4).

1

4C
2 (iii) = ∥u− v∥2E

≤
{
∥u− ũ∥E + ∥wglo − wm

∗ ∥E + ∥Dglog̃ −Dmg̃∥E + ∥N gloq −Nmq∥E
}2

≤
{
O(H2 +

√
TH2) +O(H2 +

√
TH) +O(H2 +

√
TH) +O(H2 +

√
TH)

}2

≤ O(H4 + TH2).

1

4
(iv) =

√∫ T

0

∥u− ums∥2L2

√∫ T

0

∥(u− v)t∥2L2

≤ O(
√
T + T 3H2)

{∫ T

0

[
∥(u− ũ)t∥L2 + ∥(wglo − wm

∗ )t∥L2 + ∥(Dglog̃ −Dmg̃)t∥L2

+∥(N gloq −Nmq)t∥L2

]2}1/2

≤ O(
√
T + T 3H2)O(H3 +

√
TH2)

= O((T + T 2)H4).

Altogether,

∥(u− ums)(·, T )∥2L2 +

∫ T

0

∥u− ums∥2A ≤ O(H4 + (T + T 2)H2).

4.3 Temporal Discretization
We apply the Backward Euler method to the scheme. Explicitly, we let τ be the time step and

Un
ms := ums(tn). Then, the variational formulation (25) becomes(

Un
ms − Un−1

ms

τ
, v

)
+A(Un

ms, v) = (f(tn), v) for v ∈ V m
ms,

U0
ms = u0ms.

(47)
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4.3.1 Backward Euler Schemes

We compare two versions of the Backward Euler Scheme for convection diffusion, using the Dirichlet
boundary condition as an illustration. The Neumann and Robin conditions follow similar treatments.
Let τ be the timestep.

1.
un+1 − un

τ
+ (β · ∇un+1) = ∇ · (A∇un+1) (48)

2.
un+1 − un

τ
+ (β · ∇un) = ∇ · (A∇un+1). (49)

Respectively, the application of the method becomes: given the multiscale solution un at step n,

1. Convection-Diffusion approach (CD-approach)

(a) Find Dm
i g̃

n+1 ∈ V m
ms such that for v ∈ V m

ms such that(
Dm

i g̃
n+1 −Dm

i g̃
n

τ
, v

)
+ B(Dm

i g̃
n+1, v) = A(Ki)(g̃

n+1, v) + (g̃n+1
t , v)(Ki).

Then, set Dmg̃n+1 =
∑N

i=1 Dm
i g̃

n+1.

(b) Find wn+1 ∈ V m
ms such that for v ∈ V m

ms,(
wn+1 − wn

τ
, v

)
+A(wn+1, v) = (fn+1, v)−A(g̃n+1, v)− (g̃n+1

t , v)

+A(Dmg̃n+1, v) + (Dmg̃n+1
t , v).

(c) Set un+1
ms = wn+1 −Dmg̃n+1 + g̃n+1.

2. Diffusion approach (D-approach)

(a) Find Dm
i g̃

n+1 ∈ V m
ms such that for v ∈ V m

ms such that(
Dm

i g̃
n+1 −Dm

i g̃
n

τ
, v

)
+ a(Dm

i g̃
n+1, v) + s(πDm

i g̃
n+1, πv) = a(Ki)(g̃

n+1, v) + (g̃n+1
t , v)(Ki).

Then, set Dmg̃n+1 =
∑N

i=1 Dm
i g̃

n+1.

(b) Find wn+1 ∈ V m
ms such that for v ∈ V m

ms,(
wn+1 − wn

τ
, v

)
+ a(wn+1, v) = (fn+1, v)− a(g̃n+1, v)− (g̃n+1

t , v)

− (β · ∇un, v) + a(Dmg̃n+1, v) + (Dmg̃n+1
t , v).

(c) Set un+1
ms = wn+1 −Dmg̃n+1 + g̃n+1.

4.4 Nonlinear Convection Diffusion IBVPs
In this subsection, we are interested in the convection diffusion with a nonlinearity term f(u):

∂tu+ β · ∇u = f(u) +∇ · (Au), in Ω× [0, T ],

u = g, on ΓD × [0, T ],

bu+ ν · (A∇u− βu) = q, on ΓN × [0, T ],

u(·, 0) = uinit, on Ω.

(50)
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The traditional approach is to perform operator splitting. It is to decompose the convection-
diffusion operator into two sub-problems, each targeting one operator [37]. However, with inhomogeneous
boundary conditions, some operators are not left-invariant [33]. Therefore, a correction term ηn needs
to be introduced. On the other hand, with the current scheme on convection diffusion equations, the
convection and diffusion operators can be considered at once. In other words, our ultimate goal is to
construct the solution at the next step via:

un+1 = (Sτ/2
f−ηn

◦ Sτ
CD+ηn

◦ Sτ/2
f−ηn

)(un)

where Sτ/2
f−ηn

maps to the solution considering the adjusted nonlinearity term f − ηn for a stepsize τ/2
and Sτ

CD+ηn
maps to the solution considering the convection diffusion equation with the source term ηn.

Also, this corrector term ηn is to be carefully selected and get cancelled out in the process; otherwise
can be accumulated over time and become a stiff term. The problem becomes even more apparent with
time-variant boundary conditions. In light of this, we will decompose the nonlinearity into two parts,
one dependent on the boundary and one independent. We will illustrate this idea using time-invariant
Dirichlet boundary conditions. The time-variant version extends naturally by following a similar fashion.
The proof of this well-known method can be found in [33, 34, 36]. To summarise: at each step n,

1. Define z ∈ L2(Ω) such that z|∂Ω = g(·, tn).

2. Find w( τ2 ) by {
∂tw = f(w + z)− f(z)

w(0) = un − z.

3. Find v(τ) by {
∂tv +Av = f(z)−Az − ∂tz

v(0) = w( τ2 ).

4. Find w( τ2 ) by {
∂tw = f(w + z)− f(z)

w(0) = v(τ).

5. Define z ∈ L2(Ω) such that z|∂Ω = g(·, tn+1).

6. Define un+1 = w( τ2 ) + z.

Above, the introduction of the corrector f(z) is independent of the solution in Step 3. Therefore,
f(z) − Az − ∂tz can be treated as a source term of a convection diffusion equation, which has been
discussed already. We note that for the first step, one has the flexibility to determine the interior value
of z. Aligned with our previous direction, we will use our choice of Dmg̃ − g̃ and Nmq for z, catering to
the corresponding boundary conditions.

4.5 Numerical Results
We demonstrate the numerical experiments for time-invariant and time-variant boundary condi-

tions. Ω, κ, and β are taken as in section 3. For simplicity, we assume the source term vanishes f = 0.
We compare the CD-approach and D-approach. Experiments will be run on the coarse mesh H = 1

10 ,
1
20

and 1
40 with the number of eigenfunctions lm = 3 and a fixed timestep τ = 1

10 . Reference solutions are
generated on a 200 × 200 mesh with 1000 timesteps with the bilinear Lagrange finite element method.
Without further mentioning, the error terms are recorded at the final time T = 1.
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4.5.1 Time-invariant Boundary Conditions

We first consider time-invariant boundary conditions:
ut −∇ · (A∇u) + β · ∇u = 0 in [0, 1]2 × (0, 1]

u(x, t) = x21 + ex1x2 for (∂[0, 1]2)× (0, 1]

u(x, 0) = x21 + ex1x2 on [0, 1]2.

(51)

Since the boundary condition is independent of time, Dmg̃t and g̃t vanish in the numerical method.
The error analysis followed directly from the time-independent problem in section 3.

Nov H Λ ∥ · ∥L2 ∥ · ∥A Time (s)

CD-approach
3 1/10 2.273414 4.54E-03 5.90E-02 1119.079
4 1/20 2.328069 5.65E-04(12.5%) 1.99E-02(33.8%) 1156.276
5 1/40 3.185349 1.17E-04(20.7%) 9.80E-03(49.3%) 1134.435

D-approach
3 1/10 2.273423 4.53E-03 5.90E-02 1181.700
4 1/20 2.328069 6.31E-04(13.9%) 2.06E-02(35.0%) 1209.790
5 1/40 3.185349 1.68E-04(26.6%) 1.12E-02(54.6%) 1140.202

Table 8: Time-invariant Boundary. Comparison of the CD- and D-approaches with varying H and Nov

and fixed lm = 3, cflow = 0, κ1/κ0 = 104

Nov H Λ ∥ · ∥L2 ∥ · ∥A Time (s)

CD-
approach

3 1/10 0.5430 1.89E-03 3.71E-02 1119.07
4 1/20 0.6613 3.71E-04(19.6%) 1.18E-02(31.8%) 1156.27
5 1/40 1.9085 3.74E-05(10.1%) 3.65E-03(30.9%) 1134.43

D-
approach

3 1/10 0.5430 2.03E-02 6.80E-02 1181.70
4 1/20 0.6613 2.50E-02 7.06E-02 1209.79
5 1/40 1.9085 2.48E-02 6.93E-02 1140.20

Table 9: Time-invariant Boundary. Comparison of the CD- and D-approaches with varying H and Nov

and fixed lm = 3, cflow = 4 and κ1/κ0 = 104

From Table 8, both second-order convergence in L2-norm and at least first-order convergence in
the energy norm can be observed for both D- and CD-approaches. Similar running times are recorded
for both cases. However, since the convection term is dependent on the velocity field, the CD-approach
outperforms D-approach in Table 9. Not only does it perform relatively poorly, the D-approach also fails
to achieve the convergence in ∥ · ∥A with respect to H.

4.5.2 Time-variant Dirichlet Boundary Conditions

Consider the following:
ut −∇ · (κ∇u) + β · ∇u = 0 in [0, 1]2 × [0, 1]

u(x, t) = (x21 + ex1x2)e−t for (∂[0, 1]2)× [0, 1]

u(x, 0) = x21 + ex1x2 on [0, 1]2.

(52)

As can be seen in Table 10, the D-approach is more efficient than the CD-approach, at the cost of a
higher sensitivity to the Péclet number. CD-approach is more accurate at the cost of longer computational
time. Even though both present spatial convergence but the CD-approach is more robust. The time-
variant case also verifies our theoretical error estimates by showing second-order (or higher) convergence
in L2-norm and first-order convergence in the energy norm with respect to H. As in Table 11, the increase
in the number of oversampling layers does allow decay in the corrector error, and therefore verifies our
theoretical convergence in H as shown in Table 12. The solution profiles can be found in Figure 6.
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Nov H Λ ∥ · ∥L2 ∥ · ∥A Time (s)

CD-approach
7 1/10 2.27341 1.24E+00 9.45E-01 5031.579
8 1/20 2.32806 6.27E-01(50.6%) 4.00E-01(42.3%) 5109.764
9 1/40 3.18534 1.70E-01(27.1%) 9.80E-03(40.8%) 6793.296

D-approach
7 1/10 2.2782 7.61E+00 6.91E+00 2193.394
8 1/20 2.33011 2.98E+00(39.2%) 1.11E+00(16.0%) 2234.225
9 1/40 3.19735 3.88E-01(13.0%) 1.80E+00(-) 2522.632

Table 10: Time-variant Dirichlet Boundary Condition: Relative Errors for ums with different number of
oversampling layers Nov and coarse mesh H, fixed τ = 0.1, lm = 3, κ1/κ0 = 104

(a) Reference Solution (b) CD-approach (c) D-approach

Figure 6: Solution Profiles at T = 1 for time-variant Dirichlet IBVP, with fixed H = 1
40 , lm = 3,

κ1/κ0 = 104 and Nov = 9. τ = 1
1000 for the reference solution and τ = 1

10 for the numerical solutions.

4.5.3 Nonlinear Example

We demonstrate combining CEM-GMsFEM with Strang Splitting to solve the following nonlinear
convection-diffusion problem with a time-invariant Dirichlet boundary condition:

∂tu−∇ · (A(x)∇u) + β(x) · ∇u = u− u3 on [0, 1]2 × (0, 1]

u = x21 + ex1x2 on (∂[0, 1]2)× (0, 1]

u(·, 0) = x21 + ex1x2 on [0, 1]2
(53)

with β = βin and cflow = 1
4 .

The reference solutions are generated on a 200 × 200 mesh with 1000 steps using the bilinear
Lagrange finite element method and Backward Euler for the time discretization. Running tests on a
combinations of stepsize τ ∈ { 1

10 ,
1
20 ,

1
40}, mesh size H ∈ { 1

10 ,
1
20 ,

1
40} and oversampling layers Nov ∈

{7, 8, 9}.
As shown in Table 13, the first order convergence in energy norm with respect to space and time

are guaranteed. However, to achieve second order convergence in L2−norm, higher oversampling layer
is needed. The results could potentially be improved via adapting other temporal discretization scheme
such as exponential integration [26].

5 Conclusions
In this paper, we propose an application of CEM-GMsFEM to solve convection diffusion equations

under various types of inhomogeneous boundary conditions along with high-contrast coefficients. The
method begins with constructing an auxiliary space and builds a multiscale space upon it. Boundary
correctors are built upon this multiscale space by solving local oversampled cell problems. For both
time independent and dependent problems, we provide convergence anaylsis and show second order
convergence in L2 and first order convergence in energy norm with respect to the coarse mesh, given
sufficient oversampling, as agreed with numerical results. We also compare different time discretization
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Nov 2 3 4 5 6
∥ · ∥A 3.87E-04 1.64E-05 6.14E-06 6.13E-06 6.12E-06
∥ · ∥L2 1.45E-03 4.37E-04 4.52E-04 4.52E-04 4.52E-04

Table 11: Time-variant Dirichlet Boundary Condition: Relative Errors for Dmg̃ with different number of
oversampling layers Nov and fixed H = 1/40, τ = 0.1, lm = 3, κ1/κ0 = 104

H ∥ · ∥L2 ∥ · ∥A
1/10 5.66E-03 5.48E-05
1/20 1.97E-03(34.8%) 2.47E-05(45.1%)
1/40 4.73E-04(24.0%) 6.39E-06(25.9%)

Table 12: Time-variant Dirichlet Boundary Condition: Errors for Dmg̃ with different coarse mesh H and
fixed τ = 1/10, κ1/κ0 = 104, lm = 3, Nov = 7

strategies using the Backward Euler scheme. For nonlinear problems, we apply this modified method
with Strang Splitting and demonstrate using a Dirichlet initial boundary value problem.
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