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Abstract

A Streamline Upwind Petrov-Galerkin (SUPG) finite elemergtihod for transient convection{tlision-reaction
equation in time-dependent domains is proposed. In péatica convection dominated transient scalar problem
is considered. The time-dependent domain is handled byrltiteaay Lagrangian-Eulerian (ALE) approach, whereas
the SUPG finite element method is used for the spatial diget&in. Further, the first order backward Euler and the
second order Crank-Nicolson methods are used for the teahgiscretization. It is shown that the stability of the
semidiscrete (continuous in time) conservative ALE-SUBGation is independent of the mesh velocity, whereas the
stability of the fully discrete problem is unconditionaByable for implicit Euler method and is only conditionally
stable for Crank-Nicolson time discretization. Numeriedults are presented to show the influence of the SUPG
stabilization parameter in a time-dependent domain. Eurthe proposed numerical scheme is applied to a bound-
ary/layer problem in a time-dependent domain.

Keywords: Transient convection-ffusion-reaction, boundary and interior layers equatione tilependent domains,
Streamline upwind Petrov-Galerkin (SUPG), finite elemeathnds, arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian approach

1. Introduction

This paper deals with the numerical approximation of a imrigonvection-dfusion equation in time-dependent
domains. It is well known that the standard Galerkin appihc@ansists spurious oscillations in the numerical solu-
tion of a convection dominated equation. Therefore, dtadull methods have been used for convection dominated
problems to suppress the oscillations, and to enhanceahéitst of the numerical solution. However, the influence
of the convection term depends on the choice of the apprdethwe use to handle the domain movement. In the
Eulerian approach, a fixed mesh is used for solving the egusin time dependent domains, and the moving bound-
arieginterfaces are captured using interface captuytiagking methods such as Level-set [1], Volume of Fluid [2],
Immersed boundafront-tracking method [3, 4], etc.

Alternatively, the arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian (ALE)@oachl[5, 6] has also been used when the application
demands higher accuracy gadsharp moving boundarigsterfaces, for instance, in fluid-structure interactign a
plications. The ALE approach introduces a convective medbcity term into the model equation, and it alters the
overall convective field of the problem| [7]. However, the meglocity need not be identical or even close to the
convective velocity in many practical applications. THere, the model problem can still be convection dominated,
and can have bounddimgterior layers even after reformulating the model equetimto an ALE form. It is of our
interest in this paper.

Streamline Upwind Petrov-Galerkin (SUPG) is one of the papstabilization method for convection dominated
problems|[8,9, 10, 11] in fixed domains. Other popular stzdiion methods such as Galerkin least-squares [12], edge
stabilization [[13], continuous interior penalty [14], El@rojection stabilization [15], orthogonal sub-grid lecL6]
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have also been proposed in the literature for fixed doma@es[XkF] for an overview. A comparison of the SUPG
method with other stabilization methods for a problem indixtomain can be found in_[18]. An adaptive SUPG
method for a transient problem in fixed domain has been aedlyz[19]. In [20], a comparative study offtBrent
SUPG stabilization parameters has been done. Howeveke tuett of the authors knowledge, the SUPG has not been
studied for equations in time dependent domains. Nevertkehn analysis of the orthogonal sub-grid scale method
with the ALE approach for the solution of the transient carign-diffusion equation in a time-dependent domain has
been presented in [21]. Recently, a higher order discoatia@alerkin (dG) method in time for convectiorffdsion
equation in deformable domains, with ALE framework to harttile domain movement has been proposed.in [22, 23].

In this work, we analyze the SUPG finite element method for mveotion dominated transient convection-
diffusion equation in a time-dependent domain. We first obtarctinservative ALE formulation for the transient
equation, and then apply the SUPG discretization in spaesandlyze two dferent, (i) the first order backward Euler
and, (ii) the second order Crank-Nicolson time discreitiret for the inconsistent SUPG form.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, the trahsienvection-difusion equation in a time-dependent
domain and its ALE formulation are given. The spatial dizegion using the SUPG finite element method is also
presented in this section. Further, the stability of theidesorete problem (continuous in time) is derived in set8o
Section 4 is devoted to the stability estimates of the fuibckete problem obtained with backward Euler and Crank-
Nicolson time discretization. Stability estimates for t@nservative ALE SUPG form is derived in this section.
Finally, the numerical studies are presented in Section 5.

2. Model problem and its ALE formulation
Let T be a given time, ande [0, T]. We consider a linear time-dependent convectidfiidion-reaction equation

ou

— —€eAu+b-Vu+cu = f in (0, T] x &,
u =0 on [Q T] x 9%,
u0,x) = up(x) in Qo,

whereQ, c R, d = 1, 2,3 is a time-dependent deformjmgoving domain with the time dependent boundasy.
Here,u(t, X) is an unknown scalar functiom,is a constant diusion codicient,b(t, X) is a given convective velocity,
c(t, x) is a reaction functionf(x) is a source term angh(X) is a given initial data. We assume thatis bounded for
eacht € [0, T] with Lipschitz boundary, and there exists a consjastich that

0<,u§(c—%V-b)(x), ¥ X € . (2)

Furthermore, we assume that the given data affecgntly smooth. We now derive the arbitrary Lagrangianeffiah
form of the considered model problef (1). L@tbe a reference domain, and define a family of bijective ALE
mappings

A Q-5 Q, AN =x(Yt), teOT).

The reference domai@ can simply be the initial domaif)g or the previous time-step domain when the deformation
of the domain is large. Next, for a functiore CO() on the Eulerian frame, we define their corresponding famcti
¥ € C%(Q) on the ALE frame as

V:OxO0.T) >R, Ui=vodA,  with  UY.t) = v(A(Y).1).

Further, the time derivative on the ALE frame is defined as

ov| ov _ov a1

E’v - x (0,T) > R, E'Y(x, D=0 Y= AW,
We now apply the chain rule to the time derivativevaf A; on the ALE frame to get

ov| oV OX _ov 0A(Y) _ov

E'Y—E(X,t)+E|Y'VXV—E+ ot 'VXV—E'I'W'VXV,
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wherew is the domain velocity. Using this relation in the model geob (1), we get

ou
E'Y_EAU+(b—W)-VU+cu=f. 3)
The conservative ALE form of equation is given
o(ud
(3tA‘) +Jda [-eAu+ (b—w) - Vu+(c-V-w)u] = Ja f (4)
Y

The main diference betweer](1) andl (4) is the additional domain veldnityhe ALE form that account for the
deformation of the domain, see for explanatian [7].

2.1. Variational form of the conservative ALE equation
To derive the variational form, let us define the functionmlee for the equatiofil(4) with the ALE mapping:

V={ve HJ(Q), v:Qx(0.T] >R, v=0oA™, Ve HjQ)}.

Now, multiplying the equatiori{4) with a test functigre V, integrate ovef), and after applying integration by parts
to the higher order derivative term, the variational fornthef equation{4) reads:

For givenb, w, ¢, up and f, find u € V such that for alt € (0, T]
%(u, V) + (eVu, VV) + ((b —w) - Vu, V) + ((cu—V - w), v) = (f, v), veV (5)

Here, ¢, -) denotes thé.2—inner product in;. The stability analysis for the standard Galerkin finitenedat dis-
cretization [(b) can be seen inl [€, |7, 24]. Here, we will therefconcentrate on the SUPG discretization of the
conservative ALE form({5).

2.2. SUPG discretization of the ALE equation

It is well-known that the standard Galerkin finite elemerstctétization of convection-flusion equation induces
spurious oscillations in the numerical solution in coni@tdominated cases. Note that the convective term in the
ALE form ®) is (b — w), and the instabilities and spurious oscillations are xpeeted when the mesh velocity
is same as the convective velocity (pure Lagrangian formgwéver, this is not the case in the ALE form, and in
practice, the mesh velocity need not be in the same direa8dhe convective velocity. Therefore, to circumvent the
instabilities and to suppress the spurious oscillatiosahilization method has to be used in practical applioation
particular, for problems with boundary and interior layeBme of the simple and most popular stabilization method
for convection dominated problems in fixed domains is the Suiethod, and is considered here.

Let 71t be the collection of simplices obtained by triangulating ttme-dependent domai®. We denote the
diameter of the celK € 7 by hx; and the global mesh size in the triangulated donggipby h; := maxhg; : K €
Tht}. Supposé&/y, c V is a conforming finite element (finite dimensional) spacet dwei= {¢i(X)}, i = 1,2, ..., N, be
the finite element basis functionsgf. The discrete finite element spa¢égis then defined by

N
u®pi(x); u e R} C H3 ().
=1

Vh = {uh DUp(t,X) =

We next define the discrete ALE mappir(Y) and the discrete mesh velocity, in space. We use the piecewise
linear Lagrangian finite element space

LMD = {w e HY(Q) : ylk € Py(K) for all K € On}

where R is a set of polynomials of degree less than or equal to onk .olsing this linear space, we define the
semidiscrete ALE mapping in space for each[0, T) by

Ant : Op — Ony. (6)
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Further, the discrete (continuous in time) mesh velogigft, Y) € .z:l(fz)d in the ALE frame for eacht € [0, T) is
defined by

M
Wh(t,Y) = D wi®ui(Y);  wi) € R
i=1

Here, w;i(t) denotes the mesh velocity of thit€ node of simplices at timeandy;(Y), i = 1,2,..., M, are the basis
functions of £1(Q). We then define the semidiscrete mesh velocity in the Earidrame as

Wh(t, X) = W o AL H(X).

Using the above finite element spaces and applying the imstens SUPG finite element discretization to the ALE
form (B), the semi-discrete form in space [af (5) reads:

for givenun(0) = Uno, b, Wi, ¢, T, andQy, find ux(t, X) € Vi, such that for alt € (0, T]

d
d—t(Uh, Vh) + asupc(Uh, Vh) —f V - (WhUp) Vi dx

Qny

)
=f fvi, dx+ Z (st f (b —wp) - Vv dK
Qny KeThs K
where
asupc(U, V) = €(Vu, Vv) + (b - Vu,v) + (cu, v)
+ Z Sk(—€eAu + (b —wp) - Vu + cu, (b — W) - VV)k (8)

K E'Tm

Here, (, -) denotes thé.?—inner product in,; andd is a local stabilization parameter. Furthafo € Vy is defined
as thel.2-projection of the initial valuel, onto V.

Lemma 1. Coercivity of & upg(-,-): Let the discrete form of the assumptiq@B be satisfied. Further, assume that
the SUPG parameters satisfy

2
Ho K
Kk < . 0Kk S o, 9)
2|dliZ ., 2ec2,
where G, is a constant used in inverse inequality. Then, the SUP@dali form satisfies
1 2
asupa(Un, Un) > §|||Uh||| ,
where the mesh dependent norm is defined as
lull? = [ eluf + > oxli(b = wh) - VUl + pllul3].
KeTht
Proof. Using the assumptiofl(2) ifl(8), we get
asupelUn, Un) > elunl? + pllunlld + > Sli(o — wh) - Vunlig
KeTh
+ D Ok(~€AUn + Clh, (b — W) - V) (10)

KeThy



Considering the last term in the above inequality, we have

2 Sk(=€AUn + cuh, (b — Wh) - Vur)
KE'Tm

1
<> [eZ(sKuAuhné,K + Ok CUnllG  + S0k (D = Wh) - V| |§,K]
KeThy

1
< 5 [elunff  + pllunliF i + OB = wn) - VunllFy |
1
< Sllunll? (11)

Here, the inverse inequality
-1
[[Aunllok = Cinvhg lUnlLk, ¥ Un € Vh.

has been used in thefflisive term. Note that the inverse inequality and the seceadmption orsi in (9) can be
omitted when piecewise linear finite elements are used.dtki@ estimatd (11) i _(10), the coercivity is proved.]

3. Stability of the semidiscrete (continuousin time) ALE-SUPG problem in space

3.1. Stability of the semidiscrete (continuous in time)sawnative ALE-SUPG form
In the case of conservative fori (4), we can not take- uy, for the stability of semi discrete scheme, since two
functions can have fierent time evolution. We can expragsas a linear combination of test functions with time
dependent unknown cfiients as
Un(x,t) = Z ui (i (% 1)
ieN
Since the functions in reference domain doesn’t dependisrem t

6Uh

ot

du
X, t) = (X t)—==(t).
000 = 2 x 0G0
The finite element semi discrete approximation of the equatads as,

EfvUhl//h(3|)(+fvEVUh-Vl//h(J|X+ b-VUhl//th+fCth//th
O Q Q O

dt
+ Z Ok (—€eAun + (b — wp) - Vup + Cuh, (b — Wh) - Vi) — f V- (Wh Up) ¥p dX
KeTh X
= [ fundx+ Y bt (o - ) Tunke
& KeTh

Takingyn = ¢i and multiplying the equation i (t) we get,

Ui(t)dgt , Unti dX+f

[0

€Vun - V(ui(thyi) dX + f b- Vup ui(t)y; dX + f CUh Ui (t)y; dX
O oX

+ Z 5K( — €Aup + (b — W) - Vup + CUy, (b — wp) - Vui(t)l//i) — f V - (Wh Up) Ui(t)y; dX

KeTh O

=f f ui(t)y; dX + Z Sk (T, (b — wh) - V(ui(®)yi))k
[oX

K ETh



The first term can be written as,
d d du(t
Ui(t)d_t fQ Unyi dX = d_tfg;l UhUi(t)‘/’idX—fQ‘ Uh‘/’i% dX

_d e A iui(t)
= 5 Lt UnU; (tyid X Lt Un S dX

Y

Summing over to get

d 2 3Uh
SR, - fg w

+ c||uh||fz(g1)dx+ Z 6K( — eAup + (b — wp) - Vup + Ch, (b — wp) - Vuh)
KE'Th

= f undX+ ok (f, (b —wp) - Vup)k,
fg‘ h Z k(F, ( h) - VUn)k

KeTh
auh 1(d 2 2
— | undx= = {=]unll —f uv - wpdx
fgm ot |y 2\dt™ 0 Jo, "

is used. Next, applying the Cauchy-Schwartz and Youngslial@ces to the right hand side terms to get

dX+ €|[VunlZor + | b-VupupdX= | V- (W up) uy dX
v La(€x) o o

where the relations

f 1 1
I(f, un)| = (—,ylfzuh) < S + Zpllunlla
/11/2 u 07" g 0

and

1
2 2
< E 5K||f||o+Z E Sk l(b = wh) - Vun)llg k-
KE‘Tm KE‘Tm

D, k(f, (b —wh) - Vum)

KeTht

Hence, we obtain

1 1/2 2 2 1 2
I3 + Sl 2unlig +2 37 oxllflig + 5 D dlitb —wi) - Vun)iic
KeThyt KeThy

TIN

d 2 2
gilUnllo + llUnlll” <

N

1

< SNFIB+2 Y skllflla + Sliunll?
2

KE'Th

=

Finally, integrating the above equation overT), we get the stability estimate for conservative ALE-SURGesne
2 1 T 2 2 2 T 2 T 2
llunlly + > [llunllI*dt < [lun(O)lig + = Ifllg dt+ 2 Z oklIflly dt,
0 H Jo 0 KeTne

which is independent of mesh velocity field.

4. Fully discrete scheme

In this section, we present the stability estimates for § fdiscrete conservative ALE-SUPG form. In partic-
ular, the first order implicit backward Euler and the secorikomodified Crank-Nicolson time discretizations are
analyzed.



4.1. Discrete ALE-SUPG with Implicit Euler method

Let0 =1t < t! < ... < tN = T be a decomposition of the considered time interval[dnto N equal time
intervals. Let us denote the uniform time stepAty= 7" = t" - t"1, 1 < n < N. Further, letuy be the approximation
of u(t", X) in Vi c H3(Qu), whereQy is the deforming domain at tinte= t". We first discretize the ALE mapping in
time using a linear interpolation. We denote the discret& Ahapping byA i, and define it for every e [t", t™]
by

_h n+l _

T—t T
Anat(Y) = —ﬂh,tml(Y) + Ann(Y),

where An(Y) is the time continuous ALE mapping defined [ (6) Since thdeAnapping is discretized in time
using a linear interpolation, we obtain the discrete meéboity

ﬂh,t”*l (Y) - ﬂh’tn (Y)
At
as a piecewise constant function in time. Further, we defiaertesh velocity on the Eulerian frame as

WRJr 1 (Y) —

WRJrl n+1 o ‘ﬂh AI(X)

Now, applying the backward Euler time discretization to $kenidiscrete problend](5), the fully discrete form[af (5)
reads:

For givenun(0) = uno, b, wi*, ¢, ™1 andQo, find ui** € Vj in the time interval ", t"™*) such that for all, €

((u'”1 V)@, — (U, Vh)an) + a3 (Ut Vi) — f Vwrrturhy v, dx
mn+1

(12)
:f fM v, dx+ 5Kff”*1 (b —wpth) - Vv dK,
thml

KeT 1
where

alpc(Un. Vi) = €(Vn, VW), .0 + (B VUn, Vi), .1 + (Clihn, Vi)o, or

+ Z Sk (—€AUn + (b — W) - YUy + cuh, (b — W) - V)i
KE{Th\tml

Lemma 2. (Gronwall lemma) Left, fy, An, Bn, Cn be given sequences of non-negative numbers foBrsuch that
the following inequality holds

An+AtZ B, <AtZy.A. +AtZC. + fo.

i=0

n n
An + At Z Bi < exp[AtZ O'i)’i]
i=0 i=0

whereg; = ﬁ andyjAt < 1foralli =0,...,n.

We then have

n
At Z Ci+fo
i=0

Lemma 3. (Stability estimates for the Conservative ALE-SUPG forth wiplicit Euler method) Let the discrete
version of (2) and the assumptiof8]) on 6k hold true. Further, assume thag < ﬁ‘, the solution of the conservative
problem satisfies

12
flup ™l

At &
n+1,2
Cona) T Z:)|||Uh ||||_z(Q1n+l/2)
n=

n+1/212 n+1/22
< “uh“LZ(Q Z “f " ”LZ(Q n+1/2 ) + 2At Z 6K Z ”f ’ ||L2(Qtn+1/2)

KeTh n=0
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Proof. Here we assume a piecewise constant in time mesh velocitlydied adopt a mid point time integration rule,
satisfying the GCL. We will have,

Ly ax- = f W dX + f un¥ - [(b — W)™ dX
At At Qpen Q4172

Qmml

+ f eVuﬂ”Wh dX + f Cu,’,]ﬂlph dX
thn+1/2 Q4172

+ Z 6K — AU + ((b — wi) (™) - VUl + el (b — wi) (™) - Vzph)
KeTh

:f fY2 g dX + Z 5Kf f™L2 (b — wp)(t™Y) - Vo, dK
Q4172

KeT Qp ez
Takingyn = uﬂ*l and applying integration by parts to the convective termgete
un+1un+1 dX - unun+l dX + At n+1/2 n+1 n+l At V. n+1 ZdX
h Un hUn as ype(ln > WhlUy™]
Qmml Qpn Q th+1/2

< At fQ U2 dX o+ Y At f ™12 (b — wp) - VUMt dK
i +1/2

KeTh Qp inv1/2

Using the coercivity of the bilinear form and the Cauchy Satminequality, we get

At

1 1 1,2

I 1z, ) + |||uh+ o)™ Zf v - wrluR2dX
mn+1/2

< f upurtt dX + f AtF™Y2 g0+t gx
Qpn Qh_1n+1/2

+ Z 6Kf AtF™2 (b — wp) - Vurtt dK

KeTh Qpnv1/2

At
1 1/22
< IR 20y + IURIE 2y + —||f"+ 2

n+1/2
+ ALY sl I (01)"
KeTh

|—2(Q n+1/2)

where the relation

tn+1

n+1 n+12
IR g,y ~ 10 sy = [

is used. Hence, we have

1 12 1/2
R o) + |||uh+ o) < Rz + 288 D7 Sl E™ Y200 3+
KeTh

U2V - wh dX = At f U2V - wi dX

O Qp inv1/2

2At ” fn+1/2||

||uh LZ(Q n+1/2)

Finally, summing over all time steps, we get the estimate. O

4.2. Discrete ALE-SUPG with Crank-Nicolson method
We next consider the modified Crank-Nicolson method whidyaeisically Runge-Kutta method of order 2. For an
equation

d”(t) — f(u@t),t), t>0 and YO0)= up

8



with the Crank-Nicolson, we have

U™l = Atf (w,t’”%)

Lemma 4. (Stability estimates for the conservative ALE-SUPG forth Wirank-Nicolson method) Let the discrete
version of(2) and the assumptiof®) on 6k hold true. Further, assume théag < % then

N+l n+1
U1, g+ Zmu U000

N+1
+1/2
[(1+Atﬂ2)l|uh||Lz(Qo) +AIZ( +At) 12, ]exp{AtZ . At(ﬂ” +ﬂg)]

Proof. Applying the time discretization to the conservative SURE equation, we get

un+l un un+l + un
f U, dx- f Upvh dX+ At ag’ulé,ze( h] - Atf V. (Wﬂ*”z (u]] Vi dX
Qpne1 Qpen 2 Qpnv1/2 2

=Atf ™2y, dx+
Qinv1/2

Testing the above equation with = uﬂ*l +uy, and using the relations

(5KfAtfn+l/2 (b —wp) - Vv, dK,
K

KeT nv1/2

1 1 1
(Un, Un + Vi) = Enuhu2 + Sllun + Vil - Envhu2

and

tn+1
IR 0y = IRy [ [ 7 whl? axat
t

the first term can be written as,

f urr it + u) dx - f ul(uit + u) dx
Qh\tml

Qh n

n+1

n+1j2 np2
||Uh L@ + 5 " + U ) — “uh“Lz(le) ”“h”Lz(Qm)

n+1 np2 n+112
- —||U + UpllT, ) + EHUh I, ()

_ n+12 np2 n+1
= |luy ||L2(Q‘M)—||uh||L2(Qtn)+Atf V - wpupttup dx

Q1n+1/2

Applying integration by parts to the mesh velocity term,rgavith the coercivity of the bilinear form and using the



Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the right hand side terms, &te g

n+12 n+l ny2 n+1
Uy @) + 5 |||(U + ULy 0pr12) +Atf V - whuttuf dx

Q inv1/2

At

n 2 n+1 n 2

< MURlE, 00 + 5 L V- whlut + U dx
th+1/2

At 1/2,2 1/22
# I g + A > sl

Ke?’hvtn»fl/z
< Atf V- W (—|u"*l +ulf? - uﬂ*luh) dx
Q4172

At
ni2 n+1/22 n+1/2(2
+ ||uh|||_2(Qtn) + _/1 IIf |||_2(Qtn+1/2) + At § okt Ik
KE(Tmml/Z

At

<— V-wh(|uﬂ|2 + |uﬂ+1|2) dx
2 Jo

mn+1/2

At
+||u2||fz(gm)+7||f“+1/2||52(gw)+At DT sl

KeT ne1/2
Using the ALE map and its Jacobian, we obtain

“un+1 n+1

2
||L2(Qn+1)+ |||U + UplllL(00.1.2)

t n+1y2 n+1/2
<5 IV - WhllLo@y,,0) 199, 4o @) U I @p00) + ;Ilf I, (@pe1r2)

At
122 2
FAt D SR+ S IV Wl ) 1951, o) IURIE o)
KeTy in+1/2
Denoting

n

1 1
n _
Bi=35 IV - Whlleo@, )92, llle@g,), B2 = > IV - WhilLo @y, )9, 15 Io(@00)»

the inequality becomes
lJu +l”|-2(9 ) T g |||(un+l uh)l"'—z(ﬂmu/z) < Atﬂrlprl”uwlnfz(ﬂ‘nu) +(1+ Atﬂg)”uﬂnfz(ﬂt”)

At 1/2)2 1/2)2
I g + AU D Sl

KETanrl/Z

Summing over the indem = 0, 1, 2, ...N, and using the assumption én, we have

N+1 n+1
U1 iy g an(u + UDIE 0011

N
N+1, ,N+112 2 (0] 012
< ABY N2, 00y + AL D (BY + BDIURIE, 0 + (L + ABDIRIE, )
n=1

1/2 1/22
#||f“+/||L2(QW) AL sl TR

KeT ne1/2

N+1 N+l(

< ALY (BT + BRI o + (L + MBI ) + AL D
n=1

10

n+1/2
)uf 2,



Finally, using the Grownwall's lemma, we get

N
At
U100 + zE]mW“MMMmM@
n=0

N+1

+1/2
< [ @+ MBI ) + AIZ( + At)||f” ||L2(Q ]exp{AtZ . At(ﬂ” +ﬁ2)

with a restriction omt as,

= (IV - Whllu@y,, I,y ey, + 1V - Whllo@y, ) 137 o @)

<
Bi+PB3

5. Numerical results

Numerical results for the proposed conservative ALE-SUR@efielement are presented in this section. Two
examples, i} transient scalar equation with= 0.01,b = 0 andc = 0 in (I), and {i) transient scalar equation
e =108 b = (1,0)" andc = 0 in (), are considered. The standard Galerkin solutiontaedS8UPG solution are
compared. In computations, the SUPG parameter is chosen as

Sohit :
_— if < hkllb — WL,
5K:{”b_wmw € < Pl ~ il

else,

wheredy a numerical parameter arfg; is the time-dependent local cell size. Computations aréopeed for
different values o8,. Further, the overshoots and undershoots are plotted.oflputations are performed using an
unstructured triangular mesh. Further, the piecewisatiamd piecewise quadratic finite elements are used for the
spatial discretization in the first and second examplepgaa/ely. Even though the second derivative in the SUPG
formulation becomes zero for the linear finite elements,itifisence will be negligible for a very small ftlisive
codficiente. Note that the SUPG method is needed only for problems withllsghffusion codicient.

5.1. Example 1

We consider the time-dependent equatidn (1) with 0.01,b = 0 andc = 0. Further, the initial value is chosen
as,Up = 1600Y1(1 - Y1) Yo(1 - Y2) andQq := (0, 1)? is the initial (reference) domain. Moreover, the deformaif
the time-dependent domaif; is defined by

) [ x1 = Y1(2 - cog20nt))
X(Y,t) = A(Y) : { x; - Yi(z - coq20rt))

whereY € Q. Then, the mesh velocity becomes

_dY  (20rx8in(20nt) 207 x;sin(20rt)
T dt |\ 2- coq20nt) * 2 - coq20nt)

In computations, we use the piecewise linear in time intilatpon for the domain movement, i.e., for everye
[t", t™1] definexy(Y,t) by
n+l _

X0 = TR +

.
= K).

Hence, the mesh velocity is obtained as
X H(Y) = X(Y)
At '
11

Wh(Y, 1) =



(a)
[ #*At=0.01 ] I ]
At=0.005 1 L 1
®-At=0.0025 ] [ 4
A t=0.00125 ] [ \|
HAt=0.0001 || i N
~ A t= 0.00001 i ~ [ q
El 1 2
1 20/ #%At=0.01 ]
] At=0.005
- @®At=0.0025 ]
f At=0.00125
b — oA 1= 0.00001 R
0 0.5 .1 1.5 2 0 0.5 1 15 2
time time
Figure 1:L2 norm of the solution obtained with the standard Galerkinsoh for different time-steps. Implicit Euler (a), and Crank-Nicolsbh (
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Figure 2:L.2-norm of the solution obtained with the SUPG discretizafimndifferentso. Implicit Euler (a), and Crank-Nicolson (b).

The computational mesh consists 8192 triangles and 422®eegf freedom (DOF). Even though the convective
term is zero in the considered example, a convection type tetl be introduced by the mesh velocity due to the

conservative ALE formulation.

TheL2-norm of the solution obtained with the standard Galerkirdifierent time-steps are presented in Figure 1.
The numerical solution obtained with the Euler method isentiffusive, and it decreases monotonically as it can be
clearly seen from the stability estimates lemina (3). Howetree difusive dfect is not observed when a smaller
time-step is used, see Figurke 1 (a). Though the solutionireatavith a large time-step is oscillatory in the case
of Crank-Nicolson time discretization, the solution is @ast difusive as in the Euler's method. Nevertheless, the

influence of time-steps on the solution is less when the GNinklson method is used.
Next, L>~norm of the solution obtained with the SUPG discretizationdifferents, are presented in Figufe 2.

Sinceb = 0, the only term in convection is the mesh velocity. Therefthie SUPG parameter is calculated using

oohk t .
: if e < hedwlls,
Ok =9 W]l
0 else.

Further, the time-stept = 0.01 is used. Since the solution obtained with the Euler meihadready too diusive,
the smearingféect in the SUPG solution is not visible explicitly. Howevitre d@fects ofsg can be seen clearly in the
solution obtained with the Crank-Nicolson method, see FEu(b). Further, the amplitude of the oscillation in the

12



L2-norm of the solution reduced wheég increased.

5.2. Example 2
We next consider an example that exemplifies a fluid-stredhieraction problem. Let

0F ={(Y.Y) eR% Y7+ Y2 <1} and QF :={(x1, %)} C R,

be the reference and the time-dependent circular discectigply. Here, the time-dependent coordinatesx,) are
defined by

_ L) =Y
X(X.9 = AY) { %> = Yo + 0.5 Sin(2t/5).

We then define a time-dependent two-dimensional channel
Q= {(-3,9)x (-3, &P

that excludes a periodically oscillating (up and down) wiac discQP. Further, we defin€y := {9} x (-3, 3) as the
out flow boundary anflp := dQ; \ I'y as the Dirichlet boundary. We now solve the transient seajaation[(lL) with

10

0
|| T SR

-9.878407 12.88129

Figure 3: Standard Galerkin solution for the Example R-atl0. The overshoots and undershoots are above 100%.
€ =108 b = (1,0)" andc = 0. Further, we impose the homogeneous Neumann conditidly oand

1 onoQns,

Uo(. Xe) = 0 onlp.
Note that there will be a boundary layer on the inlet side efdhcillating circular disc, and two interior layers behind
the disc. Since the solid disc oscillates periodically, flsition of the boundary and the interior layers also change
in time.

The computations are performed until the dimensionless Tin= 10 with the time stept = 0.01. Further, the
linear elastic-solid update technique is used to handlentagh movement that occurs due to the oscillations of the
solid disc. At each time step, we first compute the displacgmithe disc. We then solve the linear elastic equation
in Qi to compute the inner points’ displacement by considerirgdisplacement ofiQtSn+1 as the Dirichlet value.
This elastic update technique avoids the remeshing dunmgmtire simulation. The considered triangulated domain
for this example consists 9416 triangular cells and 1955F.DX3 expected the solution obtained with the standard
Galerkin discretization consists spurious oscillationd mstabilities, see Figuke 3.

We next perform an array of computations wittifeient values of,. Since the solution for this example,e
[0, 1], the values of the numerical solution below 0 and abovesicalied undershoots and overshoots, respectively.
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Figure 4: The observed undershoots in the SUPG solution afriple 2 for diferent values oy. Implicit Euler (a), and Crank-Nicolson (b).
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Figure 5: The observed overshoots in the SUPG solution ofripia 2 for diferent values ofy. Implicit Euler (a), and Crank-Nicolson (b).

The observed undershoots and the overshoots fi@rdnt values of, are plotted in Figurgl4 ard 5, respectively. The
oscillations in the overshoots obtained with the Crankeldion time discretization usingy = 10 and 50 are more,
and therefore, a curve fitting is used to plot the overshods. observed in the previous example, the undershoots
and overshoots are less in the Euler's method (note thatctlmg of figures are dierent). For both the Euler and
Crank-Nicolson methods, the choicesgf= 10 suppresses the undershoots and overshoots more or éagsthidless,

the oscillations can further be suppressed by varying€a&ing)o. However, the smearingtect will be more when

a large value ofp is used. Moreover, the plots of the undershoots and ovetshwovide only an indication for
the choice ob, to suppress the spurious oscillations in the numericakisoluHere, the smearingtect ofd in the
numerical solution is not visible in Figuté 4 dnd 5. Therefao analyze the smearinffect, the obtained ALE-SUPG
solution over the ling = 0 for different values af, at timet = 10 are plotted in Figulld 6. Based on these observations,
we chooséy = 10 as an optimal value. Next, the surface plot of the SUPGisolat diferent instances are plotted

in Figure[T and Figuriel 8. Even though, the SUPG approximatippressed the spurious oscillations in the numerical
solution almost, there are very small undershoots and bwets (approximately 10%) for the chosé&n= 10. We
could reduce these undershoots and overshoots by incgesiarther, however, it will smear the solution. This is

a well known behavior of the SUPG method in stationary dosaltevertheless, the oscillations in the solution are
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Figure 8: The sequence of solutions obtained for the Exapléh SUPG discretization withp = 0.1 for Crank-Nicolson method at fiiérent
instancet = 0.05,4,7, 10.

6. Summary

In this work, a stabilized numerical scheme for a transieales equation in a time-dependent domain is proposed.
In particular, a conservative ALE-SUPG finite element mdtisanalyzed for a convection dominated transient equa-
tion in a moving domain. The stability estimates of conséwveaALE-SUPG finite element method with the backward
Euler and Crank-Nicolson temporal discretizations arévddr The SUPG finite element solution coincides with the
standard Galerkin solution for a small value of the stahilon parameter when the convection term is zero or not
dominant. The main purpose of the proposed numerical sclieetoe@approximate the solution of a convection dom-
inant equation in a time-dependent domain where the stdr@alerkin method fails or induce spurious oscillations.
The robustness of proposed conservative ALE-SUPG is detnaded with appropriate examples.

References

[1] J. A. Sethian, Level Set Methods, Cambridge Universitgs3, 1996.

[2] C. W. Hirt, A. A. Amsden, J. L. Cook, An arbitrary Lagramgi Eulerian computing method for all flow speeds, J. CompuysP14 (3)
(1974) 227-253.

[3] C.S. Peskin, The immersed boundary method, Acta Nuragg602) 1-36.

[4] G. Tryggvason, B. Bunner, A. Esmaeeli, D. Juric, N. AlviRdni, W. Tauber, J. Han, S. Nas, Y.-J. Jan, A front-trackingthrad for the
computations of multiphase flow, J. Comput. Phys. 169 (2012008-759.

[5] J. Donéa, Arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian finite elernemethods, in: T. Belytschko, T. R. J. Hughes (Eds.), Contjmrtal methods for
transient analysis, Elsevier scientific publishing co.,sé&ndam, 1983, pp. 473-516.

[6] D. Boffi, L. Gastaldi, Stability and geometric conservation lawsAtE formulations, Comp. Meth. in App. Mech. and Engg 19332p
4717-4739.

16



[7] F. Nobile, Numerical approximation of fluid-structunetéraction problems with application to haemodynamic®) Ptesis Ecole Polytech-
nique Fédérale de Lausanne (2001).
[8] A.N.Brooks, T.J. R. Hughes, Streamline upwiRdtrov-Galerkin formulations for convection dominateavBawvith particular emphasis on
the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, Comput. distAppl. Mech. Eng. 32 (1982) 199-259.
[9] E. Burman, Consistent SUPG-method for transient trartsproblems: Stability and convergence, Comput. Methadappl. Mech. and
Engrg. 199 (2010) 1114-1123.
[10] V. John, J. Novo, Error analysis of the SUPG finite eletriéscretization of evolutionary convectionfilision-reaction equations, SIAM J.
Numer. Anal. 49 (3) (2011) 1149-1176.
[11] S. Ganesan, An operator-splitting Galey8SPG finite element method for population balance equati®tsbility and convergence,
ESAIM: M2AN 46 (2012) 1447-1465.
[12] T.J. R. Hughes, L. P. Franca, G. M. Hulbert, A new finiteneént formulation for computational fluid dynamics: Vilet Galerkirleast—
squares method for advectiveffdsion equations, Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Eng. 73 (1983)-189.
[13] E. Burman, P. Hansbo, Edge stabilization for Galerkppraximations of convection-fiusion-reaction problems, Comput. Methods Appl.
Mech. Eng. 193 (2004) 1437-1453.
[14] E. Burman, M. Fernandez, P. Hansbo, Continuous intgrémalty finite element method for Oseen’s equations, SIAMumer. Anal. 44
(2006) 1248-1274.
[15] S. Ganesan, L. Tobiska, Stabilization by local pragcfor convection-dtusion and incompressible flow problems, J. Sci. Comput. 3 (3
(2010) 326-342.
[16] R. Codina, Stabilization of incompressibility and gention through orthogonal sub-scales in finite elemenhoust, Comput. Methods
Appl. Mech. Eng. 190 (2000) 1579-1599.
[17] H.-G. Roos, M. Stynes, L. Tobiska, Numerical MethodsSingularly Perturbed Dierential Equations, Springer-Verlag, 2008.
[18] R. Codina, Comparison of some finite element methodsdédving the dffusion—convection—reaction equation, Comput. Methodsl.App
Mech. Eng. 156 (1998) 185-210.
[19] J. de Frutos, B. Garcia-Archilla, V. John, J. Novo, Araptive SUPG method for evolutionary convectiorfiuiion equations, Comput.
Methods Appl. Mech. Eng. 273 (2014) 219-237.
[20] V. John, E. Schmeyer, Finite element methods for tinepethdent convection4iision-reaction equations with smalifidision, Comput.
Methods Appl. Mech. Eng. 198 (2008) 475494.
[21] S. Badia, R. Codina, Analysis of a stabilized finite edégrnapproximation of the transient convectiorfiidiion equation using an ALE
framework, SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 44 (5) (2006) 2159-2197.
[22] A. Bonito, I. Kyza, R. Nochetto, Time-discrete higheder ALE formulations: A priori error analysis, Numer. Ma@5 (2013) 225-257.
[23] A. Bonito, I. Kyza, R. Nochetto, Time-discrete higheder ALE formulations: Stability, SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 51023) 577-604.
[24] J. A. Mackenzie, W. R. Mekwi, An unconditionally stabéecond—order accurate ALE-FEM scheme for two—dimensiocoaVection—
diffusion problems, IMA J Numer Anal. 32 (3) (2012) 888-905.

17



	1 Introduction
	2 Model problem and its ALE formulation
	2.1 Variational form of the conservative ALE equation
	2.2 SUPG discretization of the ALE equation

	3 Stability of the semidiscrete (continuous in time) ALE-SUPG problem in space
	3.1 Stability of the semidiscrete (continuous in time) conservative ALE-SUPG form

	4 Fully discrete scheme
	4.1 Discrete ALE-SUPG with Implicit Euler method
	4.2 Discrete ALE-SUPG with Crank-Nicolson method

	5 Numerical results
	5.1 Example 1
	5.2 Example 2

	6 Summary

