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Abstract

It is well known that domain-decomposition-based multiscale mixed meth-
ods rely on interface spaces, defined on the skeleton of the decomposition, to
connect the solution among the non-overlapping subdomains. Usual spaces,
such as polynomial-based ones, cannot properly represent high-contrast chan-
nelized features such as fractures (high permeability) and barriers (low per-
meability) for flows in heterogeneous porous media. We propose here new
interface spaces, which are based on physics, to deal with permeability fields
in the simultaneous presence of fractures and barriers, accommodated re-
spectively, by the pressure and flux spaces. Existing multiscale methods
based on mixed formulations can take advantage of the proposed interface
spaces, however, in order to present and test our results, we use the newly
developed Multiscale Robin Coupled Method (MRCM) [Guiraldello, et al.,
J. Comput. Phys., 355 (2018) pp. 1-21], which generalizes most well-known
multiscale mixed methods, and allows for the independent choice of the pres-
sure and flux interface spaces. An adaptive version of the MRCM [Rocha,
et al., J. Comput. Phys., 409 (2020), 109316] is considered that automati-
cally selects the physics-based pressure space for fractured structures and the
physics-based flux space for regions with barriers, resulting in a procedure
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with unprecedented accuracy. The features of the proposed approach are
investigated through several numerical simulations of single-phase and two-
phase flows, in different heterogeneous porous media. The adaptive MRCM
combined with the interface spaces based on physics provides promising re-
sults for challenging problems with the simultaneous presence of fractures
and barriers.

Keywords: Multiscale Robin coupled method, multiscale mixed methods,
interface spaces, two-phase flows, high-contrast porous media

1. Introduction

Simulations of petroleum reservoirs deal with highly heterogeneous per-
meability fields with multiple scales and high contrast. A representation
of the solution that captures the heterogeneity requires several billion cells,
making the numerical simulations extremely expensive [1]. The so-called
multiscale methods have been introduced to exploit the multiscale structure
of the problem and provide efficient approximations at a reduced computa-
tional cost [2]. The multiscale literature is vast and contemplates numerical
implementations using techniques such as the finite volume method [3, 4],
the primal finite element method [5, 6, 7], and several mixed finite element
methods [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13].

The multiscale approaches solve the problem on a coarse decomposition
of the domain, incorporating the fine-grid information through local basis
functions. The accuracy of the multiscale methods is related to the calcula-
tion of the basis functions. If the heterogeneities are not well represented by
the basis, inaccurate solutions are obtained. Spaces that are polynomial on
the interfaces of the domain decomposition work well for smooth or Gaussian
permeability fields, but their performance for high contrast, channelized ones
is not satisfactory [14, 15, 16, 17]. To remedy this, informed spaces obtained
from sets of snapshots by algebraic dimensionality reduction were considered
in [7, 15, 17]. Another approach is to define the interface space through
eigensolutions of local partial-differential problems [18]. These approaches
can also be coupled to a-posteriori error estimators [14, 19, 20].

Other authors have looked for approaches more directly based on the ge-
ometry of the heterogeneities. In [21, 22, 23], for example, the authors con-
sider polynomial bases but adapt the grid to the geological properties, while
in [24, 16, 25] local enrichment functions were added on high-permeability
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regions. These geometrical strategies are well suited for permeability fields
containing either channels or barriers, but not both. In this contribution,
we propose a strategy to deal with the simultaneous presence of channels
and barriers, since such situation is not unfrequent in reservoir simulation
[26]. For this purpose, we take advantage of the Multiscale Robin Coupled
Method (MRCM, [27]), which allows for the independent choice of the pres-
sure and flux interface spaces. In fact, the pressure space is designed so as
to accommodate channels and the flux space to accommodate barriers, and
the adaptive version of the MRCM [28] is used to automatically select the
appropriate parameters at each location.

Our intention is to use high-definition volumetric grids that capture the
large scale features of the fracture network, especially when they are rela-
tively large as happens in fractured karst reservoirs [29, 30, 31, 32]. Typically,
fractures are handled with separate discrete models that represent the frac-
tures as lower-dimensional objects so as to incorporate sub-grid resolution
[33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38]. A popular approach is the Discrete Fracture Model
(DFM) which uses unstructured grids to place fractures at the interface be-
tween matrix cells [39, 40, 41]. Other approaches are the Embedded DFM
[42, 43], the multi-continuum model [44, 45] and the hierarchical fracture
models [46, 47, 48].

Since it is possible to combine discrete models with multiscale methods
[49, 50, 51, 52], the final goal of the improved MRCM proposed here is to allow
a unified treatment of fractured karst reservoirs in which the modeling of the
fractures is shared, depending on the fracture’s size, between the volumetric
grid and the discrete models. For this reason, we consider here permeability
fields containing multiple narrow and relatively straight features (channels,
barriers) that mimic the largest structures of a fractured porous medium,
and refer to them as “fractured-like” fields. The accuracy and efficiency of
the proposed method are investigated through several numerical simulations
of fractured-like reservoirs both in single-phase and two-phase (oil-water)
situations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the model
problem and numerical approximation. The MRCM is briefly recalled in
Section 3 followed by Section 4, where the strategies for building the physics-
based interface spaces are presented along with some numerical experiments.
In section 5 we explain our proposed combination of the physics-based spaces
with the adaptive MRCM. Numerical experiments for single and two-phase
flows are presented in Section 6. Finally, the paper is concluded in Section
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7.

2. Model problem

We consider a high-contrast heterogeneous oil reservoir through which an
immiscible and incompressible single-phase or multiphase flow takes place.
The heterogeneity of the medium is represented by a space-dependent per-
meability coefficient in the elliptic Darcy model. This coefficient exhibits
variations of many orders of magnitude over short distances. For simplicity,
the capillary pressure and gravity effects are not considered.

2.1. Single-phase model

The unknowns considered in the single-phase model are the Darcy velocity
upx, tq and the fluid pressure ppx, tq. The governing equations are the Darcy’s
law with a statement of conservation of mass, given by

u “ ´Kpxq∇p in Ω
∇ ¨ u “ q in Ω

p “ g on BΩp

u ¨ n “ z on BΩu

(1)

where Ω Ă R2 is the computational domain; Kpxq is the symmetric, uni-
formly positive definite absolute permeability tensor; q “ qpx, tq is a source
term; g “ gpx, tq is the pressure condition specified at the boundary BΩp and
z “ zpx, tq is the normal velocity condition (n is the outward unit normal)
specified at the boundary BΩu.

2.2. Two-phase model

In the context of two-phase flows of water and oil (denoted by w and
o, respectively), we consider that the reservoir contains injection wells, from
which water is injected to displace the trapped oil towards production wells.
The oil and water saturations are the new unknowns. These saturations are
related considering a fully saturated medium (the sum of both oil and water
saturation is equal to one). Therefore the model considers only the water
saturation spx, tq in the transport problem. Here the elliptic problem (1) is
written as

u “ ´λpsqKpxq∇p in Ω
∇ ¨ u “ q in Ω

p “ g on BΩp

u ¨ n “ z on BΩu

(2)
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and coupled with the hyperbolic conservation law for the transport of water
saturation [53, 54], which is given by

Bs

Bt
`∇ ¨ pfpsquq “ 0 in Ω

spx, t “ 0q “ s0pxq in Ω
spx, tq “ s̄px, tq in BΩ´

(3)

where s0 is the initial condition for the saturation and s̄ is the saturation
at the inlet boundaries BΩ´ “ tx P BΩ, u ¨ n ă 0u. The total mobility
λpsq “ λwpsq ` λopsq and the fractional flow of water fpsq are respectively
given by

λpsq “
krwpsq

µw

`
kropsq

µo

and fpsq “
λwpsq

λpsq
, (4)

where krjpsq and µj, j P tw, ou, are respectively the relative permeability
function and viscosity of phase j. For simplicity, the porosity is considered
constant both in space and time and consequently, it can be easily scaled out
by changing the time variable.

2.3. Numerical approximation

For computing single phase flows we solve directly the elliptic problem (1)
by the Multiscale Robin Coupled Method (MRCM). To simulate two-phase
flows we solve the system (2)-(3) using an operator splitting procedure, in
which we solve (2) to compute ppx, tq and upx, tq and (3) for spx, tq, sequen-
tially [55]. We use the MRCM to solve the elliptic problem (2), and the
upwind method [56] for the transport of saturation (3), in which a CFL-type
condition is enforced. The splitting procedure considers larger time steps
for the elliptic problem compared to those used for the hyperbolic equation
([55]) improving the computational efficiency.

We consider the relation ∆tp “ C∆ts, where ∆ts is the time step for
the saturation equation (for simplicity assumed constant but in practice we
allow for variable ∆ts), ∆tp is the time step for the elliptic problem and C
is a positive integer. The elliptic problem is solved at times tn “ n∆tp, for
n “ 0, 1, . . . , where we compute pnpxq and unpxq using the water saturation
snpxq at time t “ tn. The saturation equation is solved at intermediate times
tn,k “ tn ` k∆ts, for k “ 1, 2, . . . , C, such that tn ă tn,k ď tn`1. For each
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saturation time step t “ tn,k we set the velocity un,k to the following linear
extrapolated value

un,k
px, tq “

$

&

%

u0pxq, if 0 ď t ď t1,
t´ tn´1

∆tp
unpxq ´

t´ tn
∆tp

un´1pxq, if tn ă t ď tn`1,
(5)

where unpxq is the velocity obtained from Equation (2) at time t “ tn,
approximating upx, tnq (see [55]).

3. The multiscale Robin coupled method

In this paper, we use the MRCM to approximate the Equation (1) for
single-phase flows and the Equation (2) for two-phase flows. For simplicity,
we drop the time dependency and obtain the following elliptic problem

u “ ´κpxq∇p in Ω
∇ ¨ u “ q in Ω

p “ g on BΩp

u ¨ n “ z on BΩu

(6)

where κ “ Kpxq for single-phase and κ “ λpspxqqKpxq for two-phase flows.
The MRCM considers a decomposition of the domain Ω into non-overlapping

subdomains Ωi, i “ 1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N . Continuity of the normal fluxes and pres-
sure are weakly imposed on a coarse scale H, which is significantly larger
than the fine-scale of the discretization h. Here H is the characteristic size
of the subdomains. The weak continuities are enforced to the multiscale so-
lution puh, phq at the skeleton Γ of the decomposition (union of all interfaces
Γij “ Ωi X Ωj) by the following compatibility conditions

ż

Γ

pu`h ´ u´h q ¨ ň ψ dΓ “ 0 and

ż

Γ

pp`h ´ p
´
h q φ dΓ “ 0 (7)

for all pφ, ψq P UH ˆ PH , which are the interface spaces defined over the
edges Eh of the skeleton Γ. Here ň is a fixed normal vector to the skeleton Γ,
pointing outwards from the sudomain with the smallest index. The solution
on each side of the interface Γ is represented by the ` and ´ superscripts.
The solution inside each subdomain pui

h, p
i
hq is related to the normal flux
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and pressure unknowns at the interfaces pUH , PHq P UH ˆ PH by the Robin
boundary conditions on the local problems

´
αpxqH

κipxq
ui
h ¨ ň

i
` pih “ ´

αpxqH

κipxq
UH ň ¨ ňi

` PH , x P Γi,j, (8)

where the ňi is the normal vector to Γ pointing outwards of Ωi. The param-
eter for the Robin boundary condition in Equation (8) is given by

βipxq “
αpxqH

κipxq
, (9)

where αpxq is a dimensionless algorithmic function that takes different values
according to the permeability field (in the context of the adaptive MRCM).
We remark that by changing α we recover the Multiscale Mortar Mixed Finite
Element Method (MMMFEM, [10]) when αÑ 0 and the Multiscale Hybrid-
Mixed Finite Element Method (MHM, [11]) when α Ñ `8. The solution
given by the Multiscale Mixed Method (MuMM, [12]) can also be recovered
under the right choice of parameters. The interested reader is referred to [27]
for more details.

The differential formulation of the MRCM consists in finding local solu-
tions pui

h, p
i
hq into each subdomain Ωi, and global interface unknowns pUH , PHq

satisfying the local problems

ui
h “ ´κpxq ∇pih in Ωi

∇ ¨ ui
h “ q in Ωi

pih “ g on BΩi X BΩp

ui
h ¨ ň

i “ z on BΩi X BΩu

´βiu
i
h ¨ ň

i ` pih “ ´βiUHň ¨ ň
i ` PH on BΩi X Γ

(10)

and the compatibility conditions

N
ÿ

i“1

ż

BΩiXΓ

pui
h ¨ ň

i
q ψ dΓ “ 0

N
ÿ

i“1

ż

BΩiXΓ

βipu
i
h ¨ ň

i
´ UH ň ¨ ňi

q φ pň ¨ ňi
q dΓ “ 0

(11)

for all pφ, ψq P UH ˆ PH .

7



The interface spaces UH and PH are defined over the skeleton Γ as sub-
spaces of

FhpEhq “ tf : Eh Ñ R; f |e P P0 , @ e P Ehu , (12)

where Eh is the set of all edges of the skeleton Γ [27]. These spaces are local
and independently built on each interface Γi,j and spanned by the multi-
scale basis functions tφ1, φ2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , φNU

u and tψ1, ψ2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ψNP
u, where NU and

NP are the respective dimensions of the interface spaces (see [27] for more
details). The multiscale basis functions are obtained by solving the local
problems in Equations (10), that can be computed in parallel. These basis
functions are further used to compute the global solution as a linear combi-
nation, whose coefficients are obtained by the solution of the global interface
system generated by Equations (11).

In the previous works, the authors consider the interface spaces UH and
PH as low-dimensional polynomial spaces [27] or informed spaces [17] for the
MRCM. In the next section, we propose alternative physics-based interface
spaces to improve the accuracy of the multiscale solution of the elliptic prob-
lem. These interface spaces are built to capture variations of the permeability
field, especially those characterized by fractures and barriers.

4. Physics-based interface spaces

Low-dimensional polynomial spaces are not robust to represent variations
of high-contrast permeability fields containing channelized structures as frac-
tures and barriers. Even informed spaces with a low number of degrees of
freedom are not enough. To better represent the variations of fractured-
like permeability fields we present two physics-based interface spaces. The
idea is to build the multiscale basis functions based on the pressure and flux
solutions at each channelized structure (fracture/barrier). We present one
space for pressure and another for flux. The new pressure space is suited for
high permeability channels, whereas the new flux space for barriers or low
permeability barriers, that cross the interface between subdomains.

The support of the new basis functions are the interfaces that contain
channelized structures. In the remaining interfaces the spaces can be freely
chosen (any low-dimensional polynomial or informed spaces). We denote
pUH,k,PH,kq the choice of the interface spaces made up of the elementwise
constant fine grid representation of polynomials over the interface elements,
where k is the degree of the polynomial. To introduce the concept we con-
sider, for simplicity, the linear spaces pUH,1,PH,1q for both pressure and flux.
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This choice of interface spaces is used further in the numerical section. The
basis of these spaces contain NP “ 2 and NU “ 2 functions on each interface
between two subdomains. If the permeability field contains fractures passing
through the interface we propose to replace the space PH,1 by the physics-
based pressure space. On the other hand, if the permeability filed contains
barriers crossing the interface we replace the space UH,1 by the physics-based
flux space. In the following subsections, we describe how the physics-based
interface spaces are built for capturing the high-contrast structures.

4.1. A physics-based interface space for the pressure

We define a simplified problem test to show the behavior of the solution
to define the interface spaces. In Figure 1 we consider a high-contrast perme-
ability field containing a vertical fracture Figure 1(a). We show the pressure
Figure 1(b) and flux Figure 1(c) fine grid solutions. The flow is established
by imposing a flux boundary condition from left to right and no-flow at
top and bottom. This geometry induces a one-dimensional pressure solution
which is plotted along a horizontal line in Figure 1(d). Notice, the pressure
is essentially constant over the fracture region. Any domain decomposition
with more than one subdomain in the y-direction contains horizontal inter-
faces through which the fracture passes. Let Γfrac be the set of all interfaces
that contain at least one fine cell in which the absolute permeability is larger
than a cutoff value ζmax. We intend to replace the pressure linear space
PH,1 “ spantψ1, ψ2u at the interfaces Γi,j Ă Γfrac by a physics-based pressure
space, denoted by P˚H .

(a) Permeability (b) Pressure (c) Flux (d) Pressure profile

Figure 1: Vertical fracture problem. (a) Permeability field (log-scaled) containing
a vertical fracture. (b) Pressure field. (c) Flux. The colors in the flux plot refer
to the log-scale flux magnitude. (d) Pressure along a horizontal line.

The new pressure space mimics the behavior of the pressure across the
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fractures. Let Γi,j Ă Γfrac be an interface with support in ra, ds through
which a fracture passes in rb, cs Ă ra, ds, as sketched in Figure 2. The basis
functions are defined as:

ψ˚1 pxq “

$

&

%

b´ x

b´ a
if x P pa, bq

0 otherwise
(13)

ψ˚2 pxq “

$

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

%

x´ a

b´ a
if x P pa, bq

1 if x P pb, cq
d´ x

d´ c
if x P pc, dq

(14)

ψ˚3 pxq “

# x´ c

d´ c
if x P pc, dq

0 otherwise
(15)

The new interface pressure space is then defined as P˚H “ spantψ˚1 , ψ
˚
2 , ψ

˚
3u

at Γi,j Ă Γfrac. Since the definition of the basis depends only on the fine-
grid discretization of the permeability at the interface, any fracture crossing
the interface can be represented. Therefore, these basis functions are not
restricted to fractures orthogonal to the interface. If the interface contains
more than one fracture we need to define a new basis function with similar
behavior to the ψ˚2 for each fracture. The total number of basis functions
per interface is thus 2 ` Nfrac, where Nfrac is the number of fractures at the
interface.

Figure 2: Physics-based basis functions for pressure at the interfaces that contain
fractures. Note that the set of functions is able to capture the pressure profile
across the fracture.

In Figure 3, we show the pressure solution at the horizontal line y “ 0.49
delivered by the MMMFEM (by setting the α parameter of the MRCM to
the value 10´6) in a domain decomposition with 2ˆ2 coarse cells. We denote
by MMMFEM-PBS the multiscale method combined with the physics-based
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spaces and by MMMFEM-POL the multiscale method combined with poly-
nomial spaces (linear in this paper). We note that for both single (Figure
3(a) and Figure 3(c)) and multiple (Figure 3(b) and Figure 3(d)) fractures
the correct pressure solution is only captured by the MMMFEM combined
with physics-based interface spaces.

(a) Permeability (b) Pressure (c) Permeability (d) Pressure

Figure 3: High-contrast permeability field (log-scaled) with one (a) and two
fractures (c). Pressure solutions for one (b) and two fractures (d) computed by
the fine-grid solver and the multiscale ones MMMFEM-POL and MMMFEM-PBS.
We note that for both one and two fractures the correct pressure solution is only
captured by the MMMFEM-PBS.

4.2. A physics-based interface space for the flux

Now we focus on fields containing barriers. Once again we define a sim-
plified problem to motivate the interface spaces. In Figure 4(a) we consider
a high-contrast permeability field containing a horizontal barrier. We show
the fine grid solutions for pressure Figure 4(b) and for flux Figure 4(c). Here
the flow is established by imposing a pressure gradient from left to right and
no-flow at top and bottom. The x-component of the flux along a vertical
line is illustrated in Figure 4(d), showing the discontinuities at the locations
of transitions to barrier regions. Any domain decomposition with more than
one subdomain in x-direction contains vertical interfaces through which the
barrier passes. Let Γbarrier be the set of all the interfaces that contain at least
one fine cell in which the absolute permeability is lower than a cutoff value
ζmin. We introduce the new flux spaces U˚H according to the behavior of the
flux solution by replacing the flux linear spaces UH,1 “ spantφ1, φ2u at the
interfaces Γi,j Ă Γbarrier.

Let Γi,j Ă Γbarrier be an interface with support in ra, ds through which
a barrier passes in rb, cs Ă ra, ds, as sketched in Figure 5. We define the
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(a) Permeability (b) Pressure (c) Flux (d) Flux profile

Figure 4: Horizontal barrier problem. (a) Permeability field (log-scaled) contain-
ing a horizontal barrier. (b) Pressure field. (c) Flux. The colors in the flux plot
refer to the log-scale flux magnitude. Additionally, the x-component solution of
the flux along a vertical line is illustrated in (d), where we note that the flux is
discontinuous at the transitions to barrier regions.

following basis functions:

φ˚1pxq “

"

1 if x P pa, bq
0 otherwise

(16)

φ˚2pxq “

"

1 if x P pb, cq
0 otherwise

(17)

φ˚3pxq “

"

1 if x P pc, dq
0 otherwise

(18)

The new interface space is defined as U˚H “ spantφ˚1 , φ
˚
2 , φ

˚
3u at Γbarrier

i,j . These
basis functions are not restricted to barriers orthogonal to the interface, sim-
ilar to the pressure basis. If the interface contains more than one barrier we
need to define a new basis function with behavior similar to that of the φ˚2 for
each barrier, plus a constant function for each region between two barriers.
The total number of basis functions per interface is thus 1` 2Nbarrier, where
Nbarrier is the number of barriers.

In Figure 6 we show the x-component of the flux along x “ 0.5 provided
by the MHM (by setting the α parameter of the MRCM to the value 106) in
a domain decomposition with 2ˆ2 coarse cells. We compare the approxima-
tions provided by the MHM-POL (MHM combined with the linear spaces)
and MHM-PBS (MHM combined with the physics-based spaces) with the
fine-grid solution. We note that for both single (Figure 6(a) and Figure 6(c))
and multiple (Figure 6(b) and Figure 6(d)) barriers the correct x-component
of the flux is only captured by MHM-PBS.
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Figure 5: Physics-based basis functions for flux at the interfaces that contain
barriers.

(a) Permeability (b) Flux (c) Permeability (d) Flux

Figure 6: High-contrast permeability field (log-scaled) with one (a) and two
barriers (c). Fine-grid reference, MHM-POL and MHM-PBS solutions for the
x-component of the flux considering one (c) and two barriers (d). Notice that
for both one and two barriers the correct x-flux solution is only captured by the
MHM-PBS.
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4.3. Experiments with the physics-based interface spaces

The examples in Figure 3 and Figure 6 illustrate that the usual linear
interface spaces fail to approximate the solution in the presence of fractures
and barriers even for simple problems. The proposed physics-based spaces
have been able to represent the behavior of the solution in those problems.
In this subsection, we show that the physics-based spaces work well also in
slightly more complex permeability fields. Initially, we consider a permeabil-
ity field with fractures and use the physics-based pressure space combined
with the MMMFEM. Then we consider a permeability field with barriers and
use the physics-based flux space combined with the MHM.

4.3.1. The MMMFEM for permeability fields with fractures

The first study considers a permeability field containing fractures. In
this case, the physics-based pressure space is applied to the interfaces that
contain cells in which the absolute permeability is larger than a cutoff value
ζmax. We combine the new interface space with the MMMFEM. We consider
the permeability in the fracture, Kmax varying from 10 to 108 whereas the
background is homogeneous with K “ 1, see Figure 7 (a). The cutoff value
set to capture the fractures is ζmax “ 1 in all cases. The domain considered
is Ω “ r0, 1s ˆ r0, 1s containing 160ˆ 160 cells. In Figure 7 (b) we show the
relative L2pΩq errors for pressure as function of the permeability contrast.
Three domain decompositions are considered: 4ˆ4, 8ˆ8 and 16ˆ16 coarse
cells, each one containing, respectively 40 ˆ 40, 20 ˆ 20 and 10 ˆ 10 fine
cells. The boundary conditions in the simulations of this subsection are no-
flow at the top and bottom boundaries along with an imposed flux on the
left and right boundaries. No source terms are considered. We compare
the multiscale solution considering the usual linear polynomial (MMMFEM-
POL) and the physics-based (MMMFEM-PBS) pressure interface spaces.
We note that for permeability contrasts larger than 100 the improvement
with the physics-based spaces is significant for all the domain decompositions
considered. Domain decompositions with more subdomains present smaller
errors. Figure 8 shows the pressure approximations for the decomposition
of 8 ˆ 8 coarse cells in the highest permeability contrast Kmax{Kmin “ 108.
It is clear that the imprecisions of the MMMFEM solution with the linear
interface spaces are corrected with the use of the physics-based ones.
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(a) Permeability (b) Pressure errors

Figure 7: High-contrast permeability field with fractures (a). We consider the
permeability in the fracture, Kmax varying from 10 to 108 whereas the background
is homogeneous with K “ 1. Relative L2pΩq pressure errors as function of the con-
trast are shown for the MMMFEM-POL and MMMFEM-PBS (b). Three domain
decompositions are considered: with 4ˆ 4, 8ˆ 8 and 16ˆ 16 coarse cells. We note
a significant improvement for the MMMFEM-PBS in all the meshes, especially for
high-contrast.

Figure 8: Pressure approximations considering the contrast of Kmax{Kmin “ 108.
Left to right: fine mesh, MMMFEM-POL, and MMMFEM-PBS solutions. The
domain decomposition considered contains 8ˆ 8 coarse cells and is illustrated by
the lines in the plot. We note that the MMMFEM-PBS solution is more accurate
than the MMMFEM-POL.
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4.3.2. The MHM for permeability fields with barriers

In the next experiment, the same problem of the previous subsection is
considered, except that the fractures are replaced by barriers of low perme-
ability. The physics-based flux space is used at interfaces that contain cells
in which the absolute permeability is lower than a cutoff value ζmin. We
combine the flux space with the MHM to approximate the solution. Similar
to the previous example, we compare different permeability contrasts. Here,
we consider the permeability in the barrier, Kmin varying from 10´8 to 10´1

whereas the background is homogeneous with K “ 1, see Figure 9 (a). The
cutoff value set to capture the barriers is ζmin “ 1 in all cases. The relative
L2pΩq errors for flux as function of the contrast are displayed in Figure 9
(b). Similar to the previous case, the solution is more accurate by using
the physics-based space instead of the linear space. The flux errors provided
by the linear spaces increase quickly with the contrast whereas the errors
from the physics-based spaces are controlled. The results are consistent for
the three domain decompositions, where the smaller errors are provided by
the decompositions with more subdomains. In Figure 10 we show the flux
approximations for the decomposition of 8 ˆ 8 coarse cells in the highest
permeability contrast Kmax{Kmin “ 108. We note that the MHM-POL so-
lution is inaccurate and the MHM-PBS approximation captures the correct
behavior of the reference solution.

5. Adaptive MRCM with the physics-based interface spaces

We can conclude from the numerical studies reported above that the
physics-based pressure (respectively, flux) space is fundamental to produce
an accurate pressure (resp., flux) solution in presence of fractures (resp., bar-
riers). Therefore if fractures and barriers appear in a single interface one can
achieve a better approximation of pressure and flux using both pressure and
flux physics-based interface spaces. To attain this goal one feature neces-
sary for the multiscale method used is the ability to include the interface
spaces independently. For this purpose, we combine the physics-based inter-
face spaces with the MRCM, whose formulation enables to include the spaces
separately. In the MRCM framework, we consider the adaptive version (de-
noting by aMRCM) that consists of setting the function αpxq depending on
the variation of the permeability field at the interfaces. In a previous work
[28], we found that the best choice is to set a small value αsmall (pressure is
favored) for regions where the permeability is larger than a cutoff value and
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(a) Permeability (b) Flux errors

Figure 9: High-contrast permeability field with barriers (a). We consider the per-
meability in the barrier, Kmin varying from 10´8 to 10´1 whereas the background
is homogeneous with K “ 1. Relative L2pΩq flux errors as function of the contrast
are shown for the MHM-POL and MHM-PBS (b). Three domain decompositions
are considered: with 4ˆ 4, 8ˆ 8 and 16ˆ 16 coarse cells. We note that for high-
contrast the only accurate approximations are produced by the MHM-PBS (in all
the meshes).

Figure 10: Flux approximations considering the contrast of Kmax{Kmin “ 108.
Left to right: fine mesh, MHM-POL, and MHM-PBS solutions. The colors in
the flux plot refer to the log-scale flux magnitude. The domain decomposition
considered contains 8ˆ8 coarse cells and is illustrated by the lines in the plot. We
note that the MHM-PBS approximation is closely related to the reference solution
and the MHM-POL is inaccurate.
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a large value αlarge (flux is favored) for the remaining areas. In this sense,
the aMRCM controls the relative importance of each interface space at each
location.

To solve the Equations (1) or (2) by the MRCM we need to set the inter-
face parameters (i.e., the interface spaces and the adaptive function αpxq).
In Algorithm 1 we detail the preprocessing operations to set the interface
spaces and the adaptive coefficient αpxq from the permeability field. At each
interface Γk, k “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,M (where M is the total number of interfaces, hor-
izontal or vertical), and at each interface cell el P Γk, l “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,mk (where
mk is the number of fine cells in Γk), it is defined whether el corresponds to
a fracture, a barrier, or to background, and then αpxlq (at the cell’s center)
is set accordingly. Then, we use the proposed physics-based interface spaces
taking into account the observations presented in the previous section. We
set the interface pressure (resp., flux) spaces P˚H,1 (respectively, U˚H,1) that
consider the physics-based space for the interfaces containing fractures (resp.,
barriers) and linear spaces for the remaining interfaces. Finally we are able
to combine the aMRCM with the physics-based spaces pU˚H,1,P˚H,1q. We re-
fer to this combination as aMRCM-PBS and consider for comparisons, the
aMRCM-POL, which represents the aMRCM combined with linear polyno-
mial spaces independently on the permeability field.

In the next section, we explore the proposed aMRCM-PBS in challenging
high-contrast fractured-like porous media through numerical experiments.

6. Numerical experiments

We present representative numerical experiments to investigate the accu-
racy of the introduced physics-based interface spaces for the approximation
of flows in high-contrast fractured-like porous media. We start with the in-
vestigation of the physics-based interface spaces combined with the aMRCM
for the elliptic problem. Then we study the influence of the physics-based
interface spaces in the approximation of two-phase problems.

In all simulations the fine grid solution is used as the reference solution
for evaluating the multiscale approximations. We consider the aMRCM (by
setting αsmall “ 10´2 and αlarge “ 102), MMMFEM (by setting α “ 10´6)
and MHM (by setting α “ 106). To recover a continuous flux at the fine-
scale we consider a velocity post-processing (downscaling) [57]. We choose
the Stitch method, which has been indicated as the procedure that provides
the best compromise between computational cost and precision. The patch
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Algorithm 1 Setting interface parameters for solving Equations (1) or (2)
by the aMRCM-PBS

1: Given Kpxq, ζmin, ζmax, αsmall and αlarge

2: for k “ 1 to M do
3: for l “ 1 to mk do
4: Evaluate the permeability in both sides (K´pxlq and K`pxlq) of the

interface cell el P Γk

5: if (maxtK´pxlq, K
`pxlqu ą ζmax) then

6: αpxlq “ αsmall

7: Add Γk to Γfrac

8: else
9: αpxlq “ αlarge

10: end if
11: if (mintK´pxlq, K

`pxlqu ă ζmin) then
12: Add Γk to Γbarrier

13: end if
14: end for
15: if (Γk Ă Γfrac) then
16: Compute the physics-based functions for pressure from Equations

(13)-(15)
17: Set P˚H,1 “ P˚H at Γk

18: else
19: Compute the linear polynomials functions for pressure
20: Set P˚H,1 “ PH,1 at Γk

21: end if
22: if (Γk Ă Γbarrier) then
23: Compute the physics-based functions for flux from Equations (16)-

(18)
24: Set U˚H,1 “ U˚H at Γk

25: else
26: Compute the linear polynomials functions for flux
27: Set U˚H,1 “ UH,1 at Γk

28: end if
29: end for
30: Given pU˚H,1,P˚H,1q and αpxq, solve Equations (1) or (2) to obtain ppxq

and upxq by the aMRCM-PBS
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thicknesses of the oversampling regions for the Stitch method is fixed in two
elements (that represents 10% of the size of most subdomains considered in
the examples).

6.1. Single-phase flows in permeability fields with fractures and barriers

We consider a permeability field containing both fractures and barriers,
see Figure 11. We fix the homogeneous background permeability with K “ 1
and consider the permeability in the barriers, Kmin varying from 10´4 to 0.5
whereas the permeability in the fractures, Kmax varying from 10 to 104. The
cutoff values considered are ζmax “ ζmin “ 1.

Figure 11: Permeability field containing both fractures (red) and barriers (blue).
The contrast considered vary from 10 to 108.

The relative L2pΩq error norms for pressure and flux as function of the
contrast are shown in Figure 12 for three domain decompositions: with 4ˆ4,
8 ˆ 8 and 16 ˆ 16 coarse cells. We observe that the pressure and flux er-
rors related to the linear interface spaces increase quickly with the contrast.
However, the errors provided by the physics-based spaces are moderate even
for very large permeability contrasts. The results are consistent for all the
domain decomposition tested, where the smaller errors are attained by the de-
compositions with more subdomains. In Figure 13 we compare the solutions
provided by the aMRCM, MMMFEM and MHM considering the domain
decomposition of 8 ˆ 8 subdomains having 20 ˆ 20 fine cells into each one.
The first observation is that the MMMFEM and MHM approximations are
not accurate for the permeability field with fractures and barriers even using
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the physics-based interface spaces. On the other hand, the aMRCM-PBS
solutions are expressively more accurate than the ones obtained with the
aMRCM-POL. The pressure and flux approximations for the permeability
contrast of 108 are shown in Figure 14 and Figure 15, respectively. The plots
confirm that the aMRCM combined with the physics-based interface spaces
produces the most accurate solutions. We observe that all methods fail when
using the linear interface spaces. We can conclude that the physics-based in-
terface spaces are indispensable for a reasonable approximation of pressure,
flux and further applications in two-phase flows.

Figure 12: Relative L2pΩq pressure (left) and flux (right) errors as function of
the contrast are shown for the aMRCM-POL and aMRCM-PBS. Three domain
decompositions are considered: with 4ˆ 4, 8ˆ 8 and 16ˆ 16 coarse cells. We note
that the aMRCM-PBS is more accurate than the aMRCM-POL in all the contrast
and meshes considered.

Finally, we present in Figure 16 the behavior of the errors for pressure
and flux as a function of α (varying from 10´6 to 106) for the permeability
contrast of 108 and maintaining the domain decomposition of 8 ˆ 8 coarse
cells. We compare the MRCM errors with linear and physics-based interface
spaces. Two choices for the aMRCM are presented: setting αsmall “ 10´2 and
αlarge “ 102 or αsmall “ 10´6 and αlarge “ 106. The errors for the adaptive
version of the MRCM are illustrated as horizontal lines. We note a strong
dependence on the parameter α, where the minimum errors are attained at
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Figure 13: Relative L2pΩq pressure (left) and flux (right) errors as function of
the contrast are shown for the aMRCM, MMMFEM and MHM considering both
the linear and physics-based spaces. Three domain decompositions are considered:
with 4ˆ 4, 8ˆ 8 and 16ˆ 16 coarse cells. We note that the aMRCM-PBS is more
accurate than the aMRCM-POL in all the contrast and meshes considered.

intermediate values (for choosing α constant), similarly to the previous works
[27, 17, 28]. But the approximations by choosing any constant value of α,
even for the MRCM-PBS are inaccurate. We remark that the MMMFEM and
MHM are also included in this observation. One can conclude that, besides
the physics-based interface spaces, the aMRCM is necessary to obtain more
accurate solutions. We note that the choice of αsmall “ 10´2 and αlarge “ 102

or αsmall “ 10´6 and αlarge “ 106 does not affect significantly the error.
These results indicate that the linear interface spaces are not robust for

capturing the effects of features as fractures and barriers. Even the physics-
based spaces are not enough for complex fields if not combined with an ap-
propriate multiscale method. In order to study how these results are reflected
in the corresponding saturation fields, in the next subsection we present nu-
merical results for two-phase flows.

6.2. Two-phase flow and transport problems

Now we focus on a study of the MRCM performance for two-phase flows
using the physics-based interface spaces for high-contrast fractured-like per-
meability fields. We introduce the saturation comparisons with a detailed
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Figure 14: Pressure approximations considering the contrast of Kmax{Kmin “

108. First line, left to right: permeability field, fine mesh, aMRCM-POL, and
aMRCM-PBS solutions. Second line, left to right: MMMFEM-POL, MMMFEM-
PBS, MHM-POL, and MHM-PBS solutions. The domain decomposition consid-
ered contains 8ˆ 8 coarse cells and is illustrated by the lines in the plot. We note
that the aMRCM-PBS approximation is the most closely related to the reference
solution followed by the aMRCM-POL.
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Figure 15: Flux approximations considering the contrast of Kmax{Kmin “ 108.
First line, left to right: permeability field, fine mesh, aMRCM-POL, and aMRCM-
PBS solutions. Second line, left to right: MMMFEM-POL, MMMFEM-PBS,
MHM-POL, and MHM-PBS solutions. The colors refer to the log-scale flux mag-
nitude. The domain decomposition considered contains 8 ˆ 8 coarse cells and is
illustrated by the lines in the plot. The only accurate procedure is the aMRCM-
PBS.
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Figure 16: Relative L2pΩq errors as a function of α for pressure (left) and flux
(right) considering the permeability field plotted in Figure 11 with contrast of 108

and the domain decomposition that contains 8ˆ 8 coarse cells. The physics-based
and linear spaces are compared. We include the errors for two choices in the
aMRCM: setting αsmall “ 10´2 and αlarge “ 102 or αsmall “ 10´6 and αlarge “ 106

(illustrated as horizontal lines). The improvement with the combination of the
aMRCM and the physics-based spaces is expressive.

analysis of fingering instabilities to show the impact of the design of the ba-
sis functions on the transport of the water saturation. Firstly we present
numerical results for the permeability field with fractures and barriers of the
previous section. Then we consider a high-contrast permeability field with
channels and isolated inclusions that has frequently appeared in the literature
[58].

In all simulations the reservoir is initially filled with oil (s0 “ 0) and
water is injected at a constant rate. The relative permeabilities are given by
kro “ p1´ sq

2 and krw “ s2, such that the fractional flow is written as

fpsq “
Ms2

Ms2 ` p1´ sq2
, (19)

where M “ µo{µw is set as M “ 10.
In the operator splitting approach, we take the number of transport steps

between the elliptic updates at most C “ 20. The time units employed are in
pore volumes injected (PVI) that refers to the fraction of the total accessible
pore volume injected into the domain [1]

TPVI “ ´V
´1
p

ż t

0

ż

BΩin

upx, τq ¨ n dl dτ, (20)
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where Vp is the total pore-volume of the reservoir, t is the time taken for
injection and BΩin the inflow well boundaries with the outward unit normal
n.

6.2.1. High-contrast permeability field with fractures and barriers

The objective of this study is to investigate the aMRCM, MMMFEM and
MHM saturation solutions considering the physics-based interface spaces for
the high-contrast permeability field with fractures and barriers. We consider
the permeability field of the previous experiment, illustrated in Figure 11.
We fix the highest permeability contrast Kmax{Kmin “ 108 and the domain
decomposition having 8ˆ8 subdomains, each one discretized by 20ˆ20 cells.

The first example considers the same slab geometry of the previous exper-
iments, by imposing the flux on the left and right boundaries and no source
terms. Figure 17 shows the permeability field (log-scaled) along with the
saturation profiles at TPVI “ 0.06 (before breakthrough time) approximated
by the multiscale methods with the linear and the physics-based interface
spaces. The procedure that produces a saturation solution closer to the
reference one is the aMRCM-PBS. The use of the physics-based spaces en-
ables more accurate solutions for the aMRCM and the MMMFEM. However,
the last one is still inaccurate. The MHM solutions are unacceptable either
for linear or physics-based spaces. The corresponding relative L1pΩq errors
throughout the simulation are presented in Figure 18. We note an expressive
improvement provided by the physics-based interface spaces combined with
the aMRCM. This combination enables the error to drop by one order of
magnitude.

Now we maintain the slab geometry but using global boundary condi-
tions of no-flow at top and bottom boundaries along with imposed pressure
on the left and right boundaries. In Figure 19 we present the saturation
profiles at TPVI “ 0.0001 (before breakthrough time) approximated by the
multiscale methods with the linear and the physics-based interface spaces.
Similar results to the previous example are obtained. The corresponding
relative errors throughout the simulation are presented in Figure 20, where
it is clear the improved accuracy provided by combining the physics-based
spaces with the aMRCM. Again, the MHM solutions are not acceptable with
both interface spaces. The MMMFEM approximations improve significantly
with the physics-based spaces, however, these solutions are comparable to
the aMRCM-POL approximations.

Lastly, we test the multiscale methods in a quarter of a five-spot model,
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Figure 17: Comparison of multiscale methods for the slab geometry with flux
boundary conditions on the left and right. Saturation profiles at TPV I “ 0.06
for the permeability field with fractures and barriers are shown. First line, left
to right: high-contrast permeability field (log-scaled); reference fine grid solution;
aMRCM-POL saturation profile; aMRCM-PBS saturation profile. Second line, left
to right: MMMFEM-POL saturation profile; MMMFEM-PBS saturation profile;
MHM-POL saturation profile; MHM-PBS saturation profile. The aMRCM-PBS
provides the most accurate approximation.
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Figure 18: Relative L1pΩq saturation errors as a function of time for the slab
geometry with flux boundary conditions considering the field with fractures and
barriers. We compare the aMRCM, MMMFEM and MHM with both physics-
based and linear spaces. We note that the errors associated with the aMRCM-PBS
are much smaller than all the others.

where we inject the water at the bottom-left cell and the sink is located at the
top-right cell. The saturation profiles at TPVI “ 0.09 (before breakthrough
time) are shown in Figure 21. The most accurate solutions are produced
by the aMRCM considering both types of interface spaces. The MMMFEM
and MHM approximations present expressive fingering instabilities that are
not present in the fine grid solution. In Figure 22, the relative errors con-
firm that the aMRCM produces more accurate solutions. It is noticeable
the poor quality solutions provided by the MMMFEM and MHM (even with
the physics-based spaces), that are less accurate than the aMRCM-POL ap-
proximation. The solutions produced by the aMRCM-PBS are much more
accurate than all the other approximations.

The high-contrast permeability fields are challenging for multiscale meth-
ods. We show that the methods fail in a field with both fractures and barriers.
In all the models previously tested, the aMRCM-PBS is the only scheme that
provides satisfactory approximations.
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Figure 19: Comparison of multiscale methods for the slab geometry with pressure
boundary conditions on the left and right. Saturation profiles at TPV I “ 0.0001
for the permeability field with fractures and barriers are shown. First line, left
to right: high-contrast permeability field (log-scaled); reference fine grid solution;
aMRCM-POL saturation profile; aMRCM-PBS saturation profile. Second line, left
to right: MMMFEM-POL saturation profile; MMMFEM-PBS saturation profile;
MHM-POL saturation profile; MHM-PBS saturation profile. The aMRCM-PBS
is clearly the most accurate procedure.
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Figure 20: Relative L1pΩq saturation errors as a function of time for the slab
geometry with pressure boundary conditions considering the field with fractures
and barriers. We compare the aMRCM, MMMFEM and MHM with both physics-
based and linear spaces. Similarly to the previous example, the errors associated
with the aMRCM-PBS are much smaller than all the others.

6.2.2. High-contrast permeability field with channels and isolated inclusions

In this subsection, we consider a high-contrast permeability field with
channels and isolated inclusions that has frequently appeared in the literature
[7, 13, 15, 14, 19, 20, 58]. We consider a domain Ω containing 100ˆ 100 fine
grid cells divided into 5 ˆ 5 subdomains. The boundary conditions are no-
flow at the top and bottom boundaries along with an imposed flux on the
left and right boundaries. No source terms are considered. The permeability
contrast considered is Kmax{Kmin “ 106 and the cutoff values are set as
ζmax “ ζmin “ 1.

Figure 23 shows the permeability field (log-scaled) containing high-permeable
channels and isolated inclusions and the saturation profiles at TPVI “ 0.07
(before breakthrough). In this example, only the pressure physics-based
spaces are used to handle the high-permeable structures, since there are
no barriers. The more accurate solutions are provided by the aMRCM-PBS
and the MMMFEM-PBS. For these two methods, the figure shows that the
imprecisions that happen by using the linear spaces have completely disap-
peared with the physics-based spaces. The MHM solutions are inaccurate.
We remark that the MHM provides the same solution with the linear and
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Figure 21: Comparison of multiscale methods for the quarter of a five-spot ge-
ometry. Saturation profiles at TPV I “ 0.09 for the permeability field with frac-
tures and barriers are shown. First line, left to right: high-contrast permeability
field (log-scaled); reference fine grid solution; aMRCM-POL saturation profile;
aMRCM-PBS saturation profile. Second line, left to right: MMMFEM-POL sat-
uration profile; MMMFEM-PBS saturation profile; MHM-POL saturation profile;
MHM-PBS saturation profile. The aMRCM is the only procedure that captures
the details of the fingers.
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Figure 22: Relative L1pΩq saturation errors as a function of time for the quarter
of a five-spot geometry on the field with fractures and barriers. We compare
the aMRCM, MMMFEM and MHM with both physics-based and linear spaces.
The errors associated with the aMRCM-PBS are the smallest, followed by the
aMRCM-POL.

the physics-based interface spaces, because this method considers only the
flux space, which is always maintained as linear for this permeability field.
The relative errors are shown in Figure 24 and reflect these observations
throughout the whole simulation.

As a final validation, we consider the performance of the methods in
dealing with the same high-contrast permeability field replacing the type
of channelized structures to barriers, as in [58]. Figure 25 shows the per-
meability field (log-scaled) containing the low-permeable channels and the
saturation profiles at TPVI “ 0.33 (before breakthrough). In this case, only
the flux physics-based spaces are used, since there are only low-permeable
structures. We note a considerable improvement in the aMRCM and MHM
approximations replacing the linear interface spaces by the physics-based
ones. The MMMFEM solutions present just some modest errors if compared
to the aMRCM-POL and MHM-POL approximations. We remark that the
MMMFEM solutions are the same with the linear and the physics-based in-
terface spaces because, this method considers only the pressure space, which
is always maintained as linear for this permeability field. The relative errors
throughout the whole simulation are shown in Figure 26. We confirm that
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Figure 23: Comparison of multiscale methods. Saturation profiles at TPV I “ 0.07
for the permeability field with channels and isolated inclusions. First line, left
to right: high-contrast permeability field (log-scaled); reference fine grid solution;
aMRCM-POL saturation profile; aMRCM-PBS saturation profile. Second line, left
to right: MMMFEM-POL saturation profile; MMMFEM-PBS saturation profile;
MHM-POL saturation profile; MHM-PBS saturation profile. The more accurate
approximations are attained by the aMRCM-PBS and MMMFEM-PBS.
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Figure 24: Relative L1pΩq saturation errors as a function of time on the field
with channels and isolated inclusions. We compare the aMRCM, MMMFEM and
MHM with both physics-based and linear spaces. The errors associated with the
aMRCM-PBS and MMMFEM-PBS are the smallest.

the aMRCM-POL and MHM-POL are not accurate, the MMMFEM provides
intermediate results and the aMRCM-PBS and MHM-PBS produce the most
accurate approximations.

The numerical studies demonstrate the improvement obtained by using
physics-based interface spaces. High-contrast fields were chosen that allowed
us to assess the ability of the methods to handle problems in the presence
of both high and low-permeable structures. The results provide strong ev-
idence that the adaptive MRCM combined with the physics-based spaces
leads to improved transport approximations in high-contrast fractured-like
porous media.

7. Conclusions

Two physics-based interface spaces (one for pressure and other for flux)
have been proposed for better capturing the high-contrast effects of channel-
ized structures. A careful investigation has been performed for the numerical
solution of single and two-phase flows by combining the new spaces with mul-
tiscale mixed methods.

We show that the introduced physics-based pressure space can offer much
better accuracy in comparison with the usual polynomial spaces in the pres-
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Figure 25: Comparison of multiscale methods. Saturation profiles at TPV I “

0.33 for the permeability field with barriers are shown. First line, left to right:
high-contrast permeability field (log-scaled); reference fine grid solution; aMRCM-
POL saturation profile; aMRCM-PBS saturation profile. Second line, left to right:
MMMFEM-POL saturation profile; MMMFEM-PBS saturation profile; MHM-
POL saturation profile; MHM-PBS saturation profile. A considerable improvement
is noticed in the aMRCM and MHM approximations replacing the linear spaces
by the physics-based.
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Figure 26: Relative L1pΩq saturation errors as a function of time on the field
with barriers. We compare the aMRCM, MMMFEM and MHM with both physics-
based and linear spaces. The aMRCM-PBS and MMMFEM-PBS produce the
smallest errors.

ence of high-permeable structures. On the other hand, the proposed physics-
based flux space can provide more accurate solutions in comparison with
the polynomial spaces in the presence of low-permeable structures. Two
well known multiscale procedures have been applied to confirm these results:
the Multiscale Mortar Mixed Finite Element Method (combined with the
pressure space) and the Multiscale Hybrid-Mixed Finite Element Method
(using the flux space). Aiming at using simultaneously both interface spaces
we combine them with the MRCM, which allows for including the interface
spaces independently. With this combination, we achieve the best accuracy
in the approximation of challenging high-contrast flows in comparison with
the other multiscale methods tested.

The MRCM formulation can take advantage of parallel computations with
a computational cost comparable to existing procedures and providing a su-
perior accuracy of the solutions in challenging high-contrast fields than the
other multiscale methods that we have considered. The development of in-
terface spaces based on physics for 3D reservoir flow problems is outside
the scope of the work presented here. However, this is a topic that is cur-
rently being considered by the authors. Future work may include the use of
the MRCM in more complex flow models, including the implicit solution of
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multiphase flow and transport problems.
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