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ABSTRACT

In this work we develop a novel domain splitting strategy for the solution of partial differential
equations. Focusing on a uniform discretization of the d-dimensional advection-diffusion equation,
our proposal is a two-level algorithm that merges the solutions obtained from the discretization of the
equation over highly anisotropic submeshes to compute an initial approximation of the fine solution.
The algorithm then iteratively refines the initial guess by leveraging the structure of the residual.
Performing costly calculations on anisotropic submeshes enable us to reduce the dimensionality of
the problem by one, and the merging process, which involves the computation of solutions over
disjoint domains, allows for parallel implementation.

Keywords partial differential equations · advection-diffusion equation · Richardson extrapolation · domain splitting ·
parallel in time integration

1 Introduction

Supercomputer nowadays are high-performance computers with thousands and even millions of cores, that are de-
signed to handle extremely large and complex computing tasks. This makes parallelization, or the ability to divide a
task into smaller parts that can be run simultaneously on different cores, an important factor in maximizing the perfor-
mance of a supercomputer. To effectively exploit this feature, an algorithm must be designed accordingly. In the case
of high-dimensional partial differential equations, there are several standard approaches. These include Deep Learn-
ing techniques [6, 7, 11], Monte Carlo methods [20, 19], Sparse grids [1], and other methods consists in exploiting
properties of the domain, symmetries, regularity, see e.g. [12].
The Sparse Grids (SG) method starts with a uniform mesh with Nd grid points and then removes certain points ac-

cording to a specific rule, yielding a sparse mesh with O
(

N logd−1 N
)

grid points. While this approach allows for
low memory requirements, it also leads to an increased approximation error compared to using an uniform mesh.
Specifically, when a second-order accurate scheme is used, the resulting approximation error in the L2 norm is
O
(

N−2 log(N)d−1
)

, which is larger than the error of O
(

N−2
)

achieved with the uniform mesh.
Our goal is to develop an approach that utilizes a coarser mesh than a uniform one, but avoids the increase in error
that is characteristic of SG. Therefore, we aim to develop an algorithm that allows for efficient and parallel computa-
tion while maintaining a high level of accuracy and potentially low memory requirements. To achieve this goal, we
introduce the Anisotropic Submeshes Domain Splitting Method (ASDSM), a novel two-level domain splitting method
for the parallel solution of d-dimensional PDEs. ASDSM involves dividing a fine uniform mesh into multiple strongly
anisotropic submeshes. The solutions obtained from each submesh are then merged together forming an approximate
solution of the discretized PDE on the uniform mesh. The process is repeated by exploiting the structure of the resid-
ual to improve the accuracy of the solution. This approach allows us to effectively reduce the dimensionality of the
problem by a factor of one, allowing for the efficient solution of larger and more complex problems. Additionally, as
discussed in Section 3.3 a smart memory handling strategy can further reduce the memory requirements compared to
using the original uniform mesh.

In this preliminary research, we focus on the well-known advection-diffusion equation, which is a fundamental mathe-
matical model used in a variety of fields including fluid dynamics, heat transfer, and contaminant transport [3, 16, 13].

http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.01163v1
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Consider the following d-dimensional advection-diffusion equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions (BCs)
{

−
∑d

i=1 αi
∂u
∂x2

i

(x) + βi
∂u
∂xi

(x) = s(x), x ∈ Ω ⊂ R
d,

u(x) = g(x), x ∈ ∂Ω,
(1)

and its time-dependent counterpart
{

∂u
∂t
(x, t)−

∑d

i=1 αi
∂u
∂x2

i

(x) + βi
∂u
∂xi

(x) = s(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0, 1] ⊂ R
d+1,

u(x) = g(x, t), (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω× [0, 1),
(2)

where s is the source term, g the BCs, α > 0 the diffusion coefficient, β the velocity field and Ω the space domain.

In the following sections, we will provide a detailed description of ASDSM. In details, in Section 2 we introduce the
basic tools needed to explain ASDSM. We provide the detailed construction of the involved meshes and projectors, and
briefly sum up the discretization process of the PDE. In Section 3, we provide a step-by-step explanation with figures
to illustrate the ASDSM Algorithm. We also provide some remarks on how to implement the algorithm efficiently. In
Section 4, we present numerical results demonstrating the effectiveness of our method in terms of residual reduction
per iteration. Finally, in Section 5, we draw conclusions and outline potential areas for future work. We discuss the
implications of our method and how it can be applied to other problems in the field.

2 Introduction to the ASDSM Algorithm

For the sake of simplicity, in this section we will consider the two-dimensional case of the PDE in (1) on the square
domain Ω = [0, 1]× [0, 1].

Before providing the ASDSM Algorithm, we first introduce the necessary meshes and fix the notation. We then
discretize the PDE using the finite differences method, and introduce the projectors that will be used to project the
unknown onto different meshes. These tools form the foundation upon which the ASDSM Algorithm is built, and will
be essential for understanding the details of the method.

2.1 Meshes

Let N
(x)
c , N

(x)
f , N

(y)
c , N

(y)
f ∈ N such that

N
(x)
f + 1 = nx(N

(x)
c + 1),

N
(y)
f + 1 = ny(N

(y)
c + 1),

(3)

for some nx, ny ∈ N. Then consider the step lengths

hx = 1

N
(x)
f

+1
, hy = 1

N
(y)
f

+1
,

Hx = 1

N
(x)
c +1

= nxhx, Hy = 1

N
(y)
c +1

= nyhy ,
(4)

and the following uniform meshes

Ωhx,hy = {(xi, yj)
∣

∣ xi = ihx, yj = jhy, i = 1, ..., N
(x)
f , j = 1, ..., N

(y)
f };

Ωhx,Hy = {(xi, yj)
∣

∣ xi = ihx, yj = jHy, i = 1, ..., N
(x)
f , j = 1, ..., N (y)

c };

ΩHx,hy = {(xi, yj)
∣

∣ xi = iHx, yj = jhy, i = 1, ..., N (x)
c , j = 1, ..., N

(y)
f };

ΩHx,Hy = {(xi, yj)
∣

∣ xi = iHx, yj = jHy, i = 1, ..., N (x)
c , j = 1, ..., N (y)

c };

Ω
hx,hy

i,j =

{

(xk, yl)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

xk = iHx + khx, k = 1, ..., nx − 1, i = 0, ..., N
(x)
c

yl = jHy + lhy, l = 1, ..., ny − 1, j = 0, ..., N
(y)
c

}

.

(5)

We will refer to the meshes in equation (5) respectively as the fine mesh, the anisotropic meshes dense along the x and
y axis, the coarse mesh and the “holes”. Moreover, the union between Ωhx,Hy ∪ ΩHx,hy is called skeleton or coarse

structure. Furthermore, we denote by Ω
hx,hy

holes the union of all holes, i.e. Ω
hx,hy

holes := ∪
N(x)

c ,N(y)
c

i,j=0 Ω
hx,hy

i,j .

The following proposition, which is a consequence of the condition in equation (3), shows the relations between the
meshes in (5).

2
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Figure 1: Graphical representation of the meshes.

Proposition 2.1. Consider the meshes in equation (5), then the following relations hold

a) Ωhx,Hy ⊂ Ωhx,hy , ΩHx,hy ⊂ Ωhx,hy ;

b) ΩHx,Hy ⊂ Ωhx,hy , ΩHx,Hy ⊂ ΩHx,hy , ΩHx,Hy ⊂ Ωhx,Hy ;

c) Ω
hx,hy

i,j ∩ Ω
hx,hy

k,l = ∅ if (i, j) 6= (k, l);

d) Ω
hx,hy

holes = Ωhx,hy \
(

Ωhx,Hy ∪ΩHx,hy
)

.

In Proposition 2.1, item (a) show that the two anisotropic meshes are sub-meshes of the fine one, and item (b) shows
that the coarse mesh is a sub-mesh of the fine mesh and the anisotropic meshes. Moreover, from item (a) it follows

that the mesh Ωhx,Hy ∪ ΩHx,hy is a non-uniform sub-mesh of the fine one from which, by adding Ω
hx,hy

holes , we obtain
the fine mesh.
Indeed, equivalently to item (d), we have

Ωhx,hy =





N(x)
c ,N(y)

c
⋃

i,j=0

Ω
hx,hy

i,j



 ∪ Ωhx,Hy ∪ΩHx,hy .

Let N
(x)
c = N

(y)
c = 2, N

(x)
f = N

(y)
f = 8. Then Figure 1 shows a graphical representation of the meshes in equation

(5).

2.2 Projectors

The ASDSM Algorithm aims to compute the discrete fine solution by solving equations over coarser meshes. In order
to do this, we need to introduce the projectors that will allow us to transfer a discrete function from one mesh to
another. These projectors will be essential for accurately transferring information between the different meshes used
in our method.

We begin by introducing the set of all discrete functions defined over the fine mesh Ωhx,hy , in equation (5), as

V hx,hy = {v | v ∈ R
#Ωhx,hy

}. Consider v ∈ V hx,hy to be an ordered vector

v = [v1,1, v2,1, ..., vN(x)
f

,1
, v1,2, ..., vN(x)

f
,2
, ..., v

N
(x)
f

,N
(y)
f

]T,

with vi,j being the value of the discrete function v at the grid point (xi, yj) ∈ Ωhx,hy . We also define the sets

V hx,Hy , V Hx,hy , V Hx,Hy , V
hx,hy

i,j with similarly ordered elements.

Remark 2.2. Clearly, for every position m of v ∈ V hx,hy there exist unique indexes i ∈ {1, ..., N
(x)
f } and j ∈

{1, ..., N
(y)
f } such that vm = vi,j with (i − 1)Ny

f + j = m.

3
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Definition 2.3. Let us define the following projectors.

1) P
fc
ff : V hx,hy → V hx,Hy , as the projector that maps vectors v ∈ V hx,hy into vector w ∈ V hx,Hy , w =

P
fc
ff v, by only keeping the components vi,j with (xi, yj) ∈ Ωhx,Hy ; Formally, from Remark 2.2,

(

P
fc
ff

)

m,n
=

{

1 if Ωhx,hy ∋ (xi(m), yj(m)) = (xi(n), yj(n)) ∈ Ωhx,Hy ,

0 otherwise.

2) P
cf
ff : V hx,hy → V Hx,hy , as the projector that maps vectors v ∈ V hx,hy into vector w ∈ V Hx,hy , w =

P
cf
ff v, by only keeping the components vi,j with (xi, yj) ∈ ΩHx,hy ;

3) P cc
ff : V hx,hy → V Hx,Hy , as the projector that maps vectors v ∈ V hx,hy into vector w ∈ V Hx,Hy , w =

P cc
ffv, by only keeping the components vi,j with (xi, yj) ∈ ΩHx,Hy ;

4) P holes
ff : V hx,hy → V

hx,hy

holes , as the projector that maps vectors v ∈ V hx,hy into vector w ∈ V
hx,hy

holes , w =

P holes
ff v, by only keeping the components vi,j with (xi, yj) ∈ Ω

hx,hy

holes ;

Since the transpose of a projector switches domain with codomain, we note that:

1)
(

P
fc
ff

)T

= P
ff
fc ;

2)
(

P
cf
ff

)T

= P
ff
cf ;

3)
(

P cc
ff

)T

= P ff
cc ;

4)
(

P holes
ff

)T

= P
ff
holes.

This allows us to retrieve the properties listed in Proposition 2.4.

Proposition 2.4. Let I be the identity matrix of the opportune size. Then the projectors defined above have the
following properties:

1) P
fc
ff

(

P
fc
ff

)T

= P
fc
ffP

ff
fc = I;

2) P
cf
ff

(

P
cf
ff

)T

= P
cf
ffP

ff
cf = I;

3) P cc
ff

(

P cc
ff

)T

= P cc
ffP

ff
cc = I;

4) P holes
ff

(

P holes
ff

)T

= P holes
ff P

ff
holes = I;

5) Every projector has norm-1 and infinity norm equal to 1.

2.3 Discretization

The discretization of the PDE over the uniform meshes in (5) is done through the second order accurate centered finite
differences method, and yields the following linear systems.

Affuff = bff , uff ∈ R
N

(x)
f

N
(x)
f ;

Afcufc = bfc, ufc ∈ R
N

(x)
f

N(x)
c ;

Acfucf = bcf , ucf ∈ R
N(x)

c N
(x)
f ;

Accucc = bcc, ucc ∈ R
N(x)

c N(x)
c ;

A(ij)u(ij) = b(ij), u(ij) ∈ R
(nx−1)(ny−1), i = 1, ..., nx − 1, j = 1, ..., ny − 1.

(6)

4
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In details,

Aff = α

(

I
N

(y)
f

⊗

(

1

h2
x

L
N

(x)
f

)

+

(

1

h2
y

L
N

(y)
f

)

⊗ I
N

(x)
f

)

+

+ β

(

I
N

(y)
f

⊗

(

1

2hx

D
N

(x)
f

)

+

(

1

2hy

D
N

(y)
f

)

⊗ I
N

(x)
f

)

,

bff =[s1,1, s2,1, ..., sN(x)
f

,1
, s1,2, ..., sN(x)

f
,N

(y)
f

]T,

where ⊗ is the tensor product, si,j = s(xi, yj), (xi, yj) ∈ Ωhx,hy and

DN =













0 1
−1 0 1

. . .
. . .

. . .

−1 0 1
−1 0













N×N

, LN =













2 −1
−1 2 −1

. . .
. . .

. . .

−1 2 −1
−1 2













N×N

.

The other matrices and known vectors in equation (6) are defined similarly.

Remark 2.5. Since Ω
hx,hy

i,j ⊂ Ωhx,hy , then the coefficient matrix A(ij) is a main diagonal sub-block of matrix Aff if

the same discretization scheme is applied.

3 The 2D ASDSM Algorithm

In this section, we present the ASDSM Algorithm and provide a detailed step-by-step explanation with figures. We
consider the two-dimensional advection-diffusion equation, given in equation (1), with α = 1, β = 0, i.e., the Poisson
problem, and g(x, y) and s(x, y) computed from the exact solution u(x, y) = sin(xπ) sin(2yπ). For the sake of

clarity, we discretize the equation using a very coarse mesh with N
(x)
f = N

(y)
f = 24 and N

(x)
c = N

(y)
c = 4.

It is important to note that the inputs of the following algorithms are only the variables that change with each itera-
tion. To improve readability, we do not include other inputs that are constant while iterating through the algorithm.
Additionally, sometimes the step k can be divided into two disjoint parts that can be executed concurrently, namely
substeps k.1) and k.2).

3.1 Computation of the initial guess

The core of our proposal is a peculiar way to compute an initial guess. This approach, outlined in Algorithm 1, consists
in computing the solutions ufc, ucf , ucc of the anisotropic and coarse linear systems in equation (6), merging together
the three solutions, thus forming the approximated coarse structure or skeleton of the fine solution uff , and finally
filling in the empty regions.

Algorithm 1 Initial Guess Builder

function INITIALGUESS(bff , bfc, bcf , bcc)

1.1) ufc = (Afc)
−1bfc ⊲ Solve the equation on Ωhx,Hy

1.2) ucf = (Acf )
−1bcf ⊲ Solve the equation on ΩHx,hy

if *bcc is in input* then
1.3) ucc = (Acc)

−1bcc ⊲ Solve the equation on ΩHx,hy

else
2.1) ufc =

ufc

‖ufc‖
⊲ Normalize the vector

2.2) ucf =
ucf

‖ucf‖

end if
3) ũff = Skeleton (ufc, ucf , ucc) ⊲ Builds the skeleton of the initial guess

4) ũff = Filler (ũff , bff ) ⊲ Fills the holes Ω
hx,hy

i,j

return ũff

end function

In details, in step 1), the solutions ufc, ucf , ucc can be efficiently computed through ad-hoc solvers. For example,
circulant preconditioners, incomplete LU preconditioners, and multigrid methods have already been shown to be valid

5
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(a) ufc, ucf , ucc in red, blue and green, respectively, over
the meshes in Figure 1.

(b) Skeleton of the surface over the mesh Ωhx,Hy ∪
ΩHx,hy after the correction.

Figure 2: Coarse structure before (a) and after (b) the merging process.

preconditioners/solvers for structured anisotropic [10, 18, 8] and isotropic [9, 2, 5] linear systems.
Note that, when computing the initial guess, the known term bcc is in input, hence the ”if” condition is satisfied. The
case where ucc is not provided, leading to skip step 1.3) and normalize the two solution in step 2), will be treated later.
After the computation of ufc, ucf , ucc, respectively shown in red, blue, and green in Figure 2a, in step 3) we merge
them into a unique unknown ũff through the Skeleton Builder Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Skeleton Builder

function SKELETON(ufc, ucf , ucc)

1.1) ũ
(1)
cc = P cc

fcufc

1.2) ũ
(2)
cc = P cc

cfucf ⊲ Project the anisotropic solutions over the coarse mesh

if *ucc is in input* then ⊲ Richardson Extrapolation (RE) can be used

2) ûcc =RE
(

ũ
(1)
cc , ũ

(2)
cc , ucc

)

⊲ Extrapolated coarse solution

else
3) ûcc = ũ

(1)
cc | ûcc = ũ

(2)
cc ⊲ Choose the coarse solution

end if
4.1) e

(1)
cc = ûcc − ũ

(1)
cc

4.2) e
(2)
cc = ûcc − ũ

(2)
cc ⊲ Compute the error with respect to ûcc

5.1) ũfc = ufc+Spline(e
(1)
cc ,Ωhx,Hy )

5.2) ũcf = ucf+Spline(e
(2)
cc ,ΩHx,hy ) ⊲ Correct the two solutions

6) ũff = P
ff
fc ũfc + P

ff
cf ũcf − P ff

cc P cc
cf ũcf

return ũff

end function

In Figure 2a we note that, due to the different meshes involved, the three solution do not perfectly overlap at the
cross-points. Therefore, Algorithm 2 exploits Richardson extrapolation to compute accurate cross-points, then adjusts
ufc and ucf , and merges them together.

In details, in step 1) we project the two anisotropic solutions ufc, ucf over the coarse isotropic mesh ΩHx,Hy through
the projectors P cc

fc , P
cc
cf . Then, since ucc is in input, in step 3) we use Richardson extrapolation [14] to generate a more

accurate solution ûcc over ΩHx,Hy .

Remark 3.1. In order to further increase the accuracy of ûcc, if the smoothness requirements are met, one can compute
more solutions, cheaper than ufc, ucf , e.g, over the anisotropic meshes Ωkhx,Hy or ΩHx,khy , for some k ∈ N. The
more information, the higher the accuracy of the extrapolated solution.

Now that the accurate cross-points have been computed, we have to adjust the two anisotropic solutions ufc, ucf into
ũfc, ũcf such that P cc

fcũfc = P cc
cf ũcf = ûcc, i.e., their projection onto the coarse isotropic mesh coincides with the

extrapolated cross-points ûcc. To do so, in step 4) we compute the distance between P cc
fcufc, P

cc
cfucf and ûcc. Then, in

6
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(a) Initial guess obtained after the filling process of the
skeleton. (b) Reshaped residual of the initial guess.

Figure 3: Initial guess (a) and respective residual (b).

step 5), we interpolate the distance with zero BCs to meshes Ωhx,Hy ,ΩHx,hy and add it to ufc, ucf , respectively. By
using high order spline interpolation this process yields smooth unknowns ũfc, ũcf with the aforementioned property.

At this point in step 6) we project the corrected anisotropic unknowns to the fine mesh Ωhx,hy , we sum them together
and finally we remove the grid points which are counted twice. The newly defined unknown ũff is called the skeleton
or coarse structure of our initial guess.

As shown in Figure 2b, the skeleton surface is zero over the so-called empty regions or holes Ω
hx,hy

i,j (in white) and

it is smooth over the coarse structure Ωhx,Hy ∪ ΩHx,hy (in black). This property allows for the efficient filling of the
holes, as outlined in the sketch of the Filler Algorithm in 3.

Algorithm 3 Filler

function FILLER(ũff , Aff , bff )

1) c = −P holes
ff Aff ũff ⊲ Use ũff as BCs

2) v =
(

P holes
ff AffP

ff
holes

)−1 (

P holes
ff bff + c

)

3) ũff = ũff + P
ff
holesv

return ũff

end function

The filling process consists in using the skeleton ũff as BCs for new disjoint discrete PDEs, solve them in parallel and
finally update the fine unknowns.
In details, due to the zero filling of the holes, the product Aff ũff in step 1) projects the information on the boundaries

(the skeleton) inside the holes. Then, projector P holes
ff removes the skeleton from c by only keeping the empty regions,

which now include the information regarding the boundaries. Hence, vector c contains the BCs for the linear system
defined over the holes.
In step 2) we project matrix Aff and the known term bff over the fine mesh without the skeleton. The solution of the
newly obtained linear system is the chaining of the solutions inside each one of the holes.

Note that matrix P holes
ff AffP

ff
holes has a block structure. According to Remark 2.5, since the same discretization

scheme is used, each block of P holes
ff AffP

ff
holes corresponds to A(ij) for some i, j. Therefore, the inversion of the

projected matrix can be easily parallelized.
Finally, in step 3) we update the skeleton with the new information. As shown in Figure 3a, this process yields a
continuous unknown (unless the time variable is involved).

Before giving the ASDSM algorithm, we summarize three properties of the Initial Guess Algorithm 1.

Proposition 3.2. Let uff = (Aff )
−1

bff be the numerical solution to the fine linear system in equation (6) and

let u(0) be the initial guess computed through Algorithm 1, with r being the residual vector reshaped into a discrete
surface. Then

1) the unknown u(0) coincides with uff if and only if the skeleton of u(0) coincides with the skeleton of uff ;

7
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2) r is zero over the holes and non-zero over its skeleton, unless u(0) = uff ;

3) The skeleton of r may be non-smooth near the coarse mesh points ΩHx,Hy , i.e., the cross-points of the two
anisotropic meshes.

Proof. Statement 1) If u(0) coincides with uff , clearly the two skeletons coincide. Conversely, if the two skeletons
coincide then the output of Algorithm 2 is

ũff =
(

I − P
ff
holesP

holes
ff

)

uff , (7)

i.e., ũff = 0 over the holes Ω
hx,hy

holes and ũff = uff over the skeleton Ωhx,Hy ∪ ΩHx,hy . Then ũff passes through
Algorithm 3 yielding

u(0) = ũff + P
ff
holes

(

P holes
ff AffP

ff
holes

)−1
(

P holes
ff bff − P holes

ff Aff ũff

)

,

and from equation (7)

u(0) = ũff + P
ff
holes

(

P holes
ff AffP

ff
holes

)−1 (

P holes
ff AffP

ff
holesP

holes
ff uff

)

= ũff + P
ff
holesP

holes
ff uff ,

which is equal to uff and proves statement 1).

Statement 2) This is a consequence of Remark 2.5. Indeed, consider P holes
ff r, i.e., the projection of the residual over

Ω
hx,hy

holes . Then, we have

P holes
ff r = P holes

ff

(

bff −Affu
(0)

)

= P holes
ff

(

bff −Aff

(

ũff + P
ff
holesv

))

= P holes
ff

(

bff −Aff

(

ũff + P
ff
holes

(

P holes
ff AffP

ff
holes

)−1
(

P holes
ff bff + c

)

))

= P holes
ff bff − P holes

ff Aff ũff − P holes
ff AffP

ff
holes

(

P holes
ff AffP

ff
holes

)−1
(

P holes
ff bff + c

)

= P holes
ff bff − P holes

ff Aff ũff − P holes
ff bff − c

which is zero since c = −P holes
ff Aff ũff . Hence, the residual over the holes is zero. Moreover, in the case where

u(0) 6= uff , the residual is non-zero and by the previous result it must be non-zero only over its skeleton.

Statement 3) It follows by the fact that the coarse points (xi, yj) ∈ Ωhx,hy ∩ ΩHx,Hy are the cross points between 4

subdomainsΩ
hx,hy

i,j for some i, j, where 4 solution are computed through the wrong BCs, since u(0) 6= uff . Therefore,

if (xi, yj) is a cross-point between the two anisotropic meshes, there may be a significant difference between ri,j
(calculated from elements of the skeleton only) and ri±1,j or ri,j±1 (calculated from elements of two domains).

Remark 3.3. In the proof of Proposition 3.2, there is no explicit connection established between the structure of
the residual and the discretization method used for the anisotropic linear systems. As a result, using an alternative
discretization scheme would still yield a residual with the same sparse structure.

3.2 Iterative approach

The ASDSM Algorithm, summarized in Algorithm 4, consists in iterating the Initial Guess Algorithm 1 by exploiting
the structure of the residual.

After the computation of the initial guess, we compute the residual and iteratively apply corrections using Algorithm 1
to provide an initial guess of the error.
In details, we compute the residual in step 3) and observe that, as shown in Proposition 3.2 and depicted in Figure
3b, it is concentrated on the skeleton of the solution. Therefore, in step 4) we project the residual into the anisotropic

meshes Ωhx,Hy and ΩHx,hy using the projectors P
fc
ff and P

cf
ff , shown in Figures 4a and 4a, respectively. In step 5)

we compute an approximate solution ẽff of the error equation Aff eff = rff through the Inital Guess Algorithm 1.

8
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Algorithm 4 ASDSM Algorithm

function ASDSM
1) u(0) = InitialGuess (bff , bfc, bcf , bcc) ⊲ Compute the initial guess
2) k = 0
while ‖bff −Affu

(k)‖ <tol | *residual stagnates* do

3) rff = bff −Affu
(k) ⊲ Compute the residual on Ωhx,hy

4.1) rfc = P
fc
ff rff ⊲ Project the residual into Ωhx,Hy

4.2) rcf = P
cf
ff rff ⊲ Project the residual into ΩHx,hy

5) ẽff = InitialGuess (0 · bff , rfc, rcf ) ⊲ Approximate the error

6) ŝ = arg min
s∈R+

‖bff −Aff

(

u(k) + sẽff
)

‖

7) u(k+1) = u(k) + ŝẽff ⊲ Apply the scaled correction
8) k = k + 1

end while
return u(k)

end function

(a) rfc: residual rff projected over the mesh Ωhx,Hy . (b) rcf : residual rff projected over the mesh ΩHx,hy .

Figure 4: Residual projected over the two anisotropic meshes.

However, we face two challenges in this process: the residual is not smooth enough to allow for the use of Richardson
extrapolation, and the different scalings of the two anisotropic error equations Afcefc = rfc and Acfecf = rcf may
lead to large differences in the norms of the solutions efc and ecf . Indeed, we observe that, as reported in Proposition
3.2 and depicted in Figures 4a and 4b, the residual surfaces show irregularities which lie close to the coarse mesh
points of ΩHx,Hy (green), i.e., the cross points of the two anisotropic meshes. Moreover, looking at the z-axis in
Figures 5a,5b we observe a slight difference in scale, which could get larger when increasing the mesh points.
Therefore, to address these issues, in step 3) of Algorithm 2, we randomly choose between P cc

fcufc and P cc
cfucf as ûcc,

since ûcc cannot be extrapolated, while, in step 2) of Algorithm 1, we normalize the two solutions before constructing
the skeleton. The normalization ensures that the two coarse solutions, which are both sub-samples of a finer solution,
have approximately the same norm.
In the final step 6) of the main algorithm, we compute an optimal scaling of the update ẽff such that it minimizes
the residual. This step is needed to correctly scale the solution after the normalization and it is crucial to ensure a
non-increasing residual.

Remark 3.4. The scaling applied in step 7) of the ASDSM Algorithm 4 ensures that the algorithm cannot diverge, but
it does not prevent stagnation. Moreover, since the error is computed though Algorithm 1, we infer that Proposition
3.2 holds true also for u(k), ∀k ≥ 0.

3.3 Efficient implementation

In order to efficiently implement ASDSM, the following remarks should be considered.

• The sparsity of the residual can be leveraged to decrease the computational cost by restricting the computa-
tions to the non-zero elements only;

9
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(a) efc: error computed over the mesh Ωhx,Hy . (b) ecf : error computed over the mesh ΩHx,hy .

Figure 5: Solutions of the two anisotropic error equations.

• The computation of ŝ, which requires to solve an over-determined linear system with one unknown and

O
(

N
(x)
c N

(x)
f +N

(y)
c N

(y)
f

)

equations, can be made more efficient by considering a random subset of equa-

tions, rather than all of them;

• When computing the initial guess of the error, the filling process consists in solving many homogeneous
PDEs concurrently. In some cases the solution of a homogeneous PDE can be found analytically, and this
would essentially allow to eliminate the cost of the filling process;

• The inversion of the block matrix in Step 2) of Algorithm 3 can be done through matrix free approaches [15];

• As a consequence of Proposition 3.2, smart memory management can be used to reduce the storage require-

ments for the iterative unknown u(k) by only storing the skeleton and elements close to it, rather than all

N
(x)
f N

(y)
f components. This can bring the storage requirements down to O

(

N
(x)
c N

(y)
f +N

(y)
c N

(x)
f

)

.

3.4 Extension to different discretizations and PDEs

In case of higher order PDEs or higher accuracy order of the discretization schemes, the discretization process would
yield banded coefficient matrices with bandwidth larger than 3, and a consequent increase in BCs. This can create

difficulties in properly filling the holes Ω
hx,hy

holes , as the linear system obtained from the discretization of the PDE over
each hole may require more than one BC. One potential solution is to use different discretization methods near the
edges of the domain. For example, through the Taylor expansion we obtain the following 3-rd order accurate finite
difference discretizations of the second order derivative

u′′(xi) =
−ui−2 + 16ui−1 − 30ui + 16ui+1 − ui+2

12h2
+O(h3);

u′′(xi) =
10ui−1 − 15ui − 4ui+1 + 14ui+2 − 6ui+3 + ui+4

12h2
+O(h3);

u′′(xi) =
ui−4 − 6ui−3 + 14ui−2 − 4ui−1 − 15ui + 10ui+1

12h2
+O(h3).

Therefore, we could define the linear systems in the holes through the above equalities such that only one BC is
required. Then, to ensure that Remark 2.5 holds true, we build the fine coefficient matrix Aff such that its sub-blocks
coincide with the linear systems in the holes. Since Remark 2.5 is essential to the proof of Proposition 3.2, it is then
theoretically possible to extend ASDSM towards higher order PDEs or higher order accuracy discretization schemes.

3.5 Extension to the 3D case

In the 3D case, we aim to solve PDE (1) over a fine 3D uniform mesh. By extending the notation introduced in
Section 2.1, we denote such mesh by Ωhx,hy,hz , with hx, hy, hz being the grid widths in each dimension. An optimal
way to extend ASDSM would be to discretize the PDE over four different meshes: three strongly anisotropic meshes
ΩHx,hy,hz ,Ωhx,Hy,hz ,Ωhx,hy,Hz and one coarse isotropic mesh ΩHx,Hy,Hz . However, as illustrated in Figure 6a, the
problem lies in the nested meshes. In this case, the cubic empty regions only have of 8 grid points as BC, i.e., the

10
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(a) Meshes Ωhx,Hy,Hz in red, ΩHx,hy,Hz in blue,
ΩHx,Hy,hz in cyan.

(b) Meshes ΩHx,hy,hz in red, Ωhx,Hy,hz in blue,
Ωhx,hy,Hz in cyan.

Figure 6: Different choice of the anisotropic meshes.

corners of the cube, and there is no solution provided in the faces. Therefore, the obtained skeleton cannot be used as
BC for new disjoint subproblems.
One potential solution is to consider the denser anisotropic meshes, such as ΩHx,hy,hz ,Ωhx,Hy,hz ,Ωhx,hy,Hz . In
Figure 6b, it can be observed that the use of denser meshes results in well-defined BCs for the disjoint subproblems
within the holes. However, it is important to note that this approach also leads to a significant increase in computational
cost due to the increased density of the meshes.

In the numerical results section, when addressing the 3D case, we will implement ASDSM by iterating over the
meshes ΩHx,hy,hz ,Ωhx,Hy,hz ,Ωhx,hy,Hz with ΩHx,Hy,Hz as the coarse intersection mesh. Note that, unlike the 2D
case, the mesh ΩHx,Hy,Hz does not contain all the intersection points among the previous meshes. For example,
Ωhx,Hy,Hz = Ωhx,hy,Hz∩Ωhx,Hy,hz . Therefore, in order to ensure a well-defined merging process, we also extrapolate
the other intersection points.

4 Numerical results

This section presents numerical results evaluating the performance of ASDSM. The implementation is in Matlab
2020b and the tests are run on a machine with AMD Ryzen 5950X processor and 64GB of RAM.

The algorithms used in this section are available in [17]. In the following examples, we set N
(x)
c = N

(y)
c = N

(z)
c = Nc

and N
(x)
f = N

(y)
f = N

(z)
f = Nf . Moreover, each example will tests ASDSM for solving (1) or (2) under two

scenarios: one where the solution is smooth, and the second with an oscillatory solution. As a results, we use the

notation r
(1)
k , r

(2)
k to represent the residual at the k-th iteration of ASDSM for solving the PDE under the first and

second scenarios, respectively. Note that, when k = 0, r
(j)
0 , j = 1, 2 represents the residual of the initial guess

computed through Algorithm 1.

Example 1: Here we test ASDSM for solving the two-dimensional steady state advection-diffusion equation (1) with
the following settings:

1) α1 = α2 = β1 = β2 = 1 and functions s, g computed from the exact solution u(x, y) = sin(xπ + yπ);

2) α1 = 1 + x2, α2 = 2 + xy, β1 = 2 − x, β2 = 1 + y and functions s, g computed from the exact solution
u(x, y) = sin(4xπ + 4yπ).

We note that settings 1) and 2) differ from the choice of coefficients αi, βi, which in 1) are constants and equal, and
in 2) they are taken as positive functions. Additionally, the solution in setting 2) is more oscillatory than in setting 1),
making the problem harder to solve, especially in the case of extremely anisotropic meshes, as more points are needed
to better approximate the solution.

Figures 7a and 7b, respectively, show the residuals r
(1)
k , r

(2)
k at the iteration k = 0, ..., 20 for the two settings described

above. The dotted, dashed and circled lines represent Nc = 5, 10, 20 respectively, while the red, green, blue and
magenta lines represent Nf = 400, 800, 1600, 3200. In each case, the size of the linear system being solved is
Nf × Nf , therefore, different type of lines with the same color represent the residual of ASDSM while solving the
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(a) Setting 1) (b) Setting 2)

Figure 7: Residuals r
(1)
k , r

(2)
k at each iteration of ASDSM applied to equation (1) for the two settings. The dotted,

dashed and circled lines represent Nc = 5, 10, 20 respectively, while the red, green, blue and magenta lines represent
Nf = 400, 800, 1600, 3200.

same linear system. This is because Nc is only needed in ASDSM to define the size of the anisotropic linear systems.
Hence, larger Nc leads to a more computationally expensive iteration of ASDSM.

In Figures 7a, where setting 1) is considered, it can be observed that the Richardson extrapolation inside the initial

guess algorithm leads to a strong initial boost, resulting in a very small r
(1)
0 for every combination of Nc, Nf . Then,

the first iteration of ASDSM further strongly reduce the residual by approximately one order of magnitude. However,
after the first iteration, the reduction factor decreases and seems to converge to 1 as k increases, leading to stagnation.
One possible cause for this is the low accuracy of the anisotropic linear system. As ASDSM gets closer to the solution,
the initial guess of the error becomes less and less accurate. Indeed, we note that by fixing Nf and increasing Nc, i.e.,
reducing the anisotropy and increasing accuracy at the same time, the stagnation point lowers. Another cause may be
related to the smoothness of the residual (see Example 2 for further details).
Furthermore, when fixing Nc and increasing Nf , which increases the anisotropy, the stagnation point still appears to
decrease. This suggests that increasing the size of main linear system, and consequently the accuracy of its solution,
improves the performance of ASDSM.

When considering setting 2), in Figure 7b we note a similar behavior of r
(2)
k with respect to r

(1)
k . The main difference

lies in the starting point at k = 0. In this case, of an oscillatory solution, the extrapolated cross-points are less accurate
than in the previous case. Therefore, the initial guess algorithm yields a less accurate solution. Another loss of
accuracy may come from the use of variable coefficients αi, βi, i = 1, 2 in place of constant ones used in setting 1).

Indeed, when Nc = 5 the residual r
(1)
0 is almost 4 orders of magnitude smaller than r

(2)
0 , and 3 orders of magnitude

when Nc = 10, 20.

Example 2: In this example we show an important drawback of ASDSM, which consists in making the residual highly
irregular at the coarse points. Consider the following two toy problems:

1) 2-dimensional space steady state advection diffusion equation (1) with αi = βi = 1, i = 1, 2 and s, g
computed from the exact solution u(x, y) = sin(xπ + yπ);

2) 1-dimensional space time-dependent advection diffusion equation (2) with α1 = β1 = 1 and s, g computed
from the exact solution u(x, t) = sin(xπ + tπ).

In Figure 8 we show the reshaped residual obtained after iterating ASDSM 20 times, i.e., when ASDSM stagnates. In
both cases, strong irregularities can be observed at the coarse points. In the time-dependent case, less severe irregu-
larities are also observed along the mesh dense in time ΩHx,ht . This results in highly irregular projected residuals in
steps 4.1) and 4.2) of the ASDSM Algorithm 4, leading to inaccurate solutions in steps 1.1) and 1.2) of Algorithm 1
which in turn causes the stagnation.
Additional tests, not presented in this paper, have shown that an artificial smoothing of the residual reduces the stag-
nation point.
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(a) Steady state PDE 1) (b) Time-dependent PDE 2)

Figure 8: Reshaped absolute residual after 20 iterations of ASDSM

(a) Setting 1) (b) Setting 2)

Figure 9: Residuals r
(1)
k , r

(2)
k at each iteration of ASDSM applied to equation (2) for the two settings. The dotted,

dashed and circled lines represent Nc = 5, 10, 20 respectively, while the red, green, blue and magenta lines represent
Nf = 400, 800, 1600, 3200.

Example 3: Here we test ASDSM for solving the one-dimensional space time-dependent advection-diffusion equation
(2) with the following settings:

1) α1 = β1 = 1 and functions s, g computed from the exact solution u(x, t) = sin(xπ + tπ);

2) α1 = 1 + x2, β1 = 2− x and functions s, g computed from the exact solution u(x, t) = sin(4xπ + 4tπ).

Note that the two settings, which involve a smooth and an oscillatory solution, are the same as in Example 1, but with
the variable t replacing y.

With the same notation as in Example 1, Figures 9a and 9b show the absolute residuals

∣

∣

∣r
(1)
k

∣

∣

∣ ,
∣

∣

∣r
(2)
k

∣

∣

∣ at the k-th

iteration, respectively. A comparison between Figures 9 and 7 shows that, in general, the same observations made
in Example 1 apply to this time-dependent case as well. However, the main difference is in the trend of the
residual, which in Figure 9 is shown to be less smooth than in Figure 7. The reason for such behavior lies in step
3) of the Skeleton builder Algorithm 2, where the cross-points of the error surface cannot be extrapolated, and a
random solution is taken as “the most accurate”. In this case, the solution eHx,ht

computed over the dense in time

mesh ΩHx,ht is more accurate than ehx,Ht
computed over the dense in space mesh Ωhx,Ht . Therefore, when the

randomly chosen cross-points are the ones of error eHx,ht
, the residual strongly reduces. However, this large reduction

in residual only seems to happen a couple of times before stagnation occurs for the same reasons reported in Example 1.
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(a) Setting 1) (b) Setting 2)

Figure 10: Residuals r
(1)
k , r

(2)
k at each iteration of ASDSM applied to equation (1) for the two settings. The

dotted, dashed lines represent Nc = 5, 10 respectively, while the red, green, blue and magenta lines represent
Nf = 70, 150, 300.

Example 4: Here we test ASDSM for solving three-dimensional steady state advection-diffusion equation (1) with the
following settings:

1) αi = βi = 1, i = 1, 2, 3 and functions s, g are computed from the exact solution u(x, y, z) = sin(xπ+ yπ+
zπ);

2) α1 = 1 + x2, α2 = 2 + xy, α3 = 3− xyz, β1 = 2 − x, β2 = 1 + y, β3 = 2 − x+ yz and functions s, g
are computed from the exact solution u(x, t) = sin(4xπ + 4yπ + 4zπ).

The smooth and oscillatory solutions of settings 1) and 2) are extensions of the settings in Exercise 1, with the addition

of the time variable t. In Figures 10a,10b we respectively show the residuals r
(1)
k , r

(2)
k at the k-th iteration of ASDSM

applied to PDE (1) with settings 1) and 2). To reduce the computational time of the tests, the results for Nc = 20,
previously reported as the circled line, are not provided and the study is restricted to Nf ∈ {70, 150, 300}, represented
by colors red, green and blue, respectively.
From Figure 10 we can observe that even though the 3-dimensional case is more complex from an algorithmic point
of view, and also involves more cross-points, the behavior of the residual is similar to that of Example 1. Therefore,
the same observations apply and it is expected that similar results will be obtained for higher values of Nc, Nf .

5 Conclusions

The ASDSM Algorithm opens a new window on methods based on structured sparse residuals. These preliminary
results show that, by decomposing the problem into disjoint sub-problems and merging the solutions, we are able
to effectively reduce the dimensionality of the problem by 1 and improve computational efficiency. While further
research is needed to address issues such as convergence and optimal choice of coarse points, the ASDSM algorithm
has the potential to be a valuable tool for tackling large linear systems as solver or by providing a good initial guess
for other iterative solvers, e.g., Domain Decomposition methods. It may also be used to provide a fast solution for
shooting methods, which do not always require a high accuracy.

In future work, we will explore alternatives to overcome the limitations of the current algorithm, as well as examine
its potential application to non-linear problems and unstructured meshes.
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