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Abstract

We investigate a two-scale system featuring an upscaled parabolic dispersion-reaction equa-
tion intimately linked to a family of elliptic cell problems. The system is strongly coupled
through a dispersion tensor, which depends on the solutions to the cell problems, and via the
cell problems themselves, where the solution of the parabolic problem interacts nonlinearly with
the drift term. This particular mathematical structure is motivated by a rigorously derived
upscaled reaction-diffusion-convection model that describes the evolution of a population of in-
teracting particles pushed by a large drift through an array of periodically placed obstacles (i.e.,
through a regular porous medium).

We prove the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to our system by means of an iter-
ative scheme, where particular care is needed to ensure the uniform positivity of the dispersion
tensor. Additionally, we use finite element-based approximations for the same iteration scheme
to perform multiple simulation studies. Finally, we highlight how the choice of micro-geometry
(building the regular porous medium) and of the nonlinear drift coupling affects the macroscopic
dispersion of particles.

Key words: Two-scale system; Nonlinear dispersion; Weak solutions; Iterative scheme; Simulation.
MSC2020: 35G55; 35A01; 35M30; 47J25; 65M60.

1 Introduction

The transport of substances through porous media typically involves a combination of drift, dif-
fusion, and adsorption processes, all of which take place at the scale of the heterogenous porous
structure. The interplay between these physical processes and the geometry of the underlying het-
erogeneous structure is intricate. Only in rare circumstances can one obtain useful insight into
the quantitative understanding of the effective dispersion mechanisms (responsible for an even-
tual macroscopic migration of substances), the overall storage capacity of a given heterogeneous
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medium, or the resulting turbulent diffusion and anomalous forms of dissipation; see e.g. [36] for a
discussion of simple turbulent flows conveying microstructure information. However, understanding
these phenomena is crucial for a number of modern technological applications, including the design
of drug delivery systems, remediation of groundwater contamination, design of efficient hydrogen
storage systems, and creation of polymer-based morphologies to facilitate current transport for
organic solar cells; we refer the reader to [20, 28, 14] for examples of such applications.

In this work, we are primarily interested in understanding what effects are observable at a
macroscopic level, i.e. in terms of the effective indicators, within the interplay between fast drift
and diffusion. In other words, we are revisiting the Taylor-Aris notion of dispersion now taking
place within a specific type of heterogeneous medium1. As a first step, we are neither looking at
processes related to sorption/adsorption mechanisms nor to surface chemical reactions, even though
we are aware that such interface processes take place in real materials and can have an effect on
the macroscopic response. We are, of course, not the first ones to look at Taylor-Aris dispersion
for spatially structured domains. The majority of the previous approaches aimed to justify that
the macroscopic transport mechanisms can be effectively modeled via a constant dispersion tensor
which encodes both the geometric properties of the underlying microstructure (like porosity and
connectivity) and the diffusivity of the solute. Such effective models for transport in porous media
are usually derived via some type of scale analysis; this can be the reference elementary volume
(REV) approach often utilized in the engineering community [12, 13, 53], or the more rigorous
route of mathematical homogenization [4, 6, 8]. In these works, the resulting limit problem is
structurally identical to a diffusion problem and the constant symmetric effective dispersion can be
directly calculated via cell problems. However, in some situations, this perspective is too simplistic
as the physical reality is more complicated. For instance, earlier investigations have shown that
the resulting dispersion tensor may not be symmetric [11] and that it can depend (linearly or
nonlinearly) on the solute concentration [49]. Such effects cannot be captured in the aforementioned
averaging approaches.

To this end, we are considering a dispersion-reaction equation governing the effective solute
transport and production in a porous medium where the dispersion depends nonlinearly on the
solute concentration,

∂tu+ div(−D∗(W )∇u) = f in (0, T )× Ω, (1a)

over some macroscopic domain Ω ⊂ R2 representing a porous medium. While Equation (1a) is
macroscopic, the dispersion tensor D∗(W ) depends on microscopic solutions W = (w1, w2) of cell
problems over the fluid part of the porous microstructure Y via

divy (−D∇ywi +Gi(u)Bwi) = divy (Dei) in Y, (i = 1, 2). (1b)

Here, D denotes the solute diffusivity, B is the velocity field representing the movement of the
solvent, and Gi(u) represents the drift coupling. Via the product Gi(u)Bwi, the macroscopic
function u nonlinearly interacts with the cell problem solution W . Without this specific interaction
in the cell problems, i.e., taking the case Gi(u) ≡ const., the dispersion tensor assumes the standard
form of linear dispersion, see [6]. Moreover, the case Gi(u) ≡ 0 corresponds to pure diffusion [2].

1G. I. Taylor tells in his 1954 paper [51] that shear flow smears out the concentration distribution, enhancing
the rate at which it spreads in the direction of the flow. R. Aris confirms that the effect takes place at large Peclet
numbers(see [9]).
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The structure of the micro-macro model is motivated as the homogenization limit of a nonlinear
drift problem of the type

∂tu
ε + div(−Dε∇uε +

1

ε
BεP (uε)) = f ε (2)

defined in a periodic porous media Ωε ⊂ R2 saturated with an incompressible fluid where 0 < ε≪ 1
is a small scale parameter representative of this periodic porous geometry. The unknown function
uε represents the concentration profile of a population of interacting particles dissolved in the
fluid. These particles are transported through the porous medium by (i) diffusion governed by the
diffusivity Dε, which is positive definite and ε-periodic, and (ii) nonlinear advection of the form
1
εB

εP (uε). Here, Bε : Ωε → R2 denotes the velocity profile of the fluid and is assumed to be known
and ε-periodic. The particular scaling with ε−1 is the reason why such problems are called fast
drift problems (cf.[6, 5, 26]), while the function P (r) models the potentially nonlinear interactions
of the particles with the moving fluid. In particular, the case P (r) = r corresponds to standard
linear advection and P (r) := r(1− r) is the result of a hydrodynamic limit of a totally asymmetric
simple exclusion process (TASEP) for interacting particles traversing a porous medium; for details
concerning the derivation of this specific nonlinearity, we refer the reader to [19, 45, 18, 46]. At the
internal boundary of the porous media, we assume the following Robin-type boundary condition:

(−Dε∇uε +
1

ε
BεP (uε)) · nε = 0. (3)

The upscaling of the aforementioned problem can be carried out by using the technique of two-
scale convergence with drift, we refer to [48] for more details regarding this limiting process. In
the above-mentioned scenario where the nonlinearity takes the form P (r) := r(1 − r), we have
Gi(r) = 1 − 2r in Equation (1b) It is worth noting that here Gi(r) = P ′(r) emerges as a direct
consequence of the homogenization process as outlined in [48]. Since nonlinear interactions in the
diffusion/dispersion part appear quite often in upscaled models, e.g., [35, 5, 26, 16], we study the
case where the Gi(u) are general nonlinear functions while maintaining a simplified structure for
the nonlinear dispersion term.

It is worth noting that our scientific questions are very much in the spirit of [24], where the
authors ask: what is the macroscopic response of

∂tu
ε + div(−η∇uε + uεV ε) = f ε, (4)

where η > 0 and V ε is some large random field? In other words, what precisely is the term ⟨uV ⟩
in the corresponding upscaled equation

∂t⟨u⟩+ div(−η∇⟨u⟩+ ⟨uV ⟩) = ⟨f⟩, (5)

where ⟨·⟩ denotes some suitable average, and how can this be computed numerically. Comparing
(4) and (5) with (2) and (1a), we see that the vector field V ε is in our setting what the TASEP
requires, and hence, the meaning of ⟨uV ⟩ is for us precisely −D∗(W )∇u.

System (1) is an example of a two-scale system, where we refer to the dispersion equation (1a) as
the macroscopic equation and the cell problems (1b) as the microscopic equations. Such systems are
also referred to as distributed-microstructure models, terminology introduced by R. E. Showalter
in [50]. The presence of nonlinear coupling in the dispersion tensor has been previously studied.
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For instance, in [21], the authors looked at the nonlinear effect of colloids deposition on diffusion in
porous media and established local-in-time existence (see also [37, 42]). In the same context, in [52]
a similar model was analyzed via homogenization techniques. Additionally, a related homogenized
model for reactive flows in porous media was derived in [5] in which the authors derived the upscaled
model as a two-scale system with nonlinear dispersion. We remark that the upscaled model for
the large convection problem in [8] has some similarities to our model but differs structurally from
the dispersion tensor discussed in our work, primarily due to two reasons. First, the scaling of
the microscopic problem in [8] introduces an ε scaling in front of the diffusion coefficient, unlike
the scaling used in our Equation (2). Second, the nonlinear term P (r) in Equation (2) plays a
critical role in shaping the cell problem during homogenization, leading to a different macroscopic
dispersion tensor.

The simulation of such scale separated problems often comes with unique computational chal-
lenges. For instance, the nonlinear drift coupling in the cell problems requires solving Equation (1b)
many times. Well-established numerical techniques capable of handling such multiscale features
are reported in [3, 25, 1, 17]. Some of the closer works that explore the simulation of two-scale
systems similar to ours are [30, 43, 42]. In [30], the authors address a two-scale coupled problem
where the coupling is via the reaction rate of macroscopic equation. On the other hand, authors in
[43] study and simulate a two-scale system for a phase-field model for precipitation and dissolution
in porous media via an iterative scheme and, in [42], clogging of a porous medium via aggregation
of colloidal particles was explored.

This paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we present the mathematical model of interest,
the geometric setup, as well as the assumptions on coefficients and data needed for the mathematical
analysis. This is followed by Section 3 where the main result, namely the existence of solutions
(Theorem 2), is proven via an iteration scheme. In Section 4, we use this iteration scheme to
numerically simulate different scenarios, showcasing that the proposed two-scale model is able to
capture interesting effects at both the microscopic and macroscopic scale. The results reported in
this section are only preliminary, as the numerical analysis and further numerical exploration of
our system are postponed for follow-up work. Finally in Section 5, we conclude our work with a
short summary of the findings and with a discussion of possible future investigations.

2 Setting of the problem

Let T > 0 represent the time horizon. We denote by Ω ⊂ R2 a non-empty open bounded domain
with C2+α boundary, ∂Ω, for some 0 < α < 1, and by Y0 ⊂ (0, 1)2 a compact set with positive
measure and Lipschitz boundary such that the microscopic domain Y := (0, 1)2\Y0 is connected.
We let t ∈ (0, T ) represent the time variable, x ∈ Ω the macroscopic space variable, y ∈ Y
the microscopic space variable, ΓN = ∂Y0, and ny the outward unit normal vector across the
interface ∂Y . With the sets Ω and Y at hand, we can build a two-scale geometry. For a schematic
representation of such a geometry, see Figure 1. We take ei, i = 1, 2, to denote the standard unit
basis vectors in R2.

We study the following nonlinear two-scale system:
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x

Ω

ΓN

Y

Figure 1: Typical two-scale geometry: schematic representation of the macroscopic domain Ω and
of the microscopic domain Y with internal boundary ΓN .

Problem P (Ω)

Find the unknown functions u and W := (w1, w2) satisfying

∂tu+ div(−D∗(W )∇u) = f in (0, T )× Ω, (6a)

u = 0 on (0, T )× ∂Ω, (6b)

u(0) = g in Ω, (6c)

divy (−D∇ywi +Gi(u)Bwi) = divy(Dei) in Y, (6d)

(−D∇ywi +BGi(u)wi) · ny = (Dei) · ny on ΓN , (6e)

wi is Y –periodic. (6f)

Relating back to our discussion in Section 1, the structure of Problem P (Ω) is motivated from the
upscaled model of the microscopic problem (2) with P (uε) = uε(1 − uε) (cf. also [48, 19]). Here
u represents the particle concentration on macroscopic porous domain Ω, while W , the solution
to cell problems, relays the microscopic information, including the shape of the domain, drift, and
diffusion, to the macroscopic scale via the dispersion tensor, D∗(W ), given by

D∗(W ) :=
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(y)

(
I +

[
∂w1
∂y1

∂w2
∂y1

∂w1
∂y2

∂w2
∂y2

])
dy (7)

where I is the 2 × 2 identity matrix and |Y | is the Lebesgue measure of the set Y . The periodic
boundary condition (6f) and the Neumann influx boundary condition (6e) are common in effective
models derived by homogenization (see [32]).

We assume the reaction rate f : (0, T ) × Ω −→ R, the initial condition g : Ω −→ R, the
microscopic diffusion matrix D : Y → R2×2, the microscopic velocity field B : Y → R2, and the
nonlinear functions G1, G2 : R → R are given and satisfy additional assumptions discussed later.
Note that, to calculate the macroscopic equation and dispersion tensor, we need to, at each point,
(t, x) ∈ (0, T )× Ω, solve the microscopic problem in Y .

Assumptions. From now on C denotes a positive real number, possibly changing its value from
line to line. We consider the following restrictions on data and model parameters:
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(A1) The microscopic diffusion matrix satisfies D ∈ (H1
#(Y ) ∩ L∞(Y ))2×2 and there exists θ > 0

such that
θ|η|2 ≤ Dη · η for all η ∈ R2 and almost all y ∈ Y ;

(A2) G1, G2 : R→ R are locally Lipschitz functions, i.e., Lipschitz on compact sets;

(A3) The microscopic drift velocity B ∈ (H1
#(Y ) ∩ L∞(Y ))2 satisfies{

divyB = 0 in Y,

B · ny = 0 on ΓN ;

(A4) The reaction rate satisfies f ∈ Cα,α
2 ((0, T ) × Ω) and the initial condition g ∈ C2+α(Ω), for

some 0 < α < 1.

Assumptions (A1)-(A4) may seem technical but can be satisfied by many physically relevant func-
tions. For example, Assumption (A3) can be satisfied by taking B to be the solution to an incom-
pressible Stokes problem with no penetration into the obstacle and periodic boundary conditions
across ∂Y \ ΓN . This is also the approach we have taken in our simulations, see Section 4.

To discuss the concept of weak solution to Problem P (Ω), we introduce the following functional
spaces:

H1
#(Y ) := {v ∈ H1(Y ) : v is Y − periodic},
U := {v ∈ L2((0, T );H1

0 (Ω)) : ∂tv ∈ L2((0, T );H−1(Ω))},

and W :=

{
v ∈ H1

#(Y ) :

∫
Y
v(y) dy = 0

}
,

where H1
#(Y ) is equipped with the standard H1(Y ) norm. We denote by ⟨·, ·⟩ the duality pairing

between H−1(Ω) and H1
0 (Ω). Finally, we define the weak solution of Problem P (Ω) in the following

sense:

Definition 2.1. We say that (u,W ) is a weak solution to Problem P (Ω) if u ∈ U with u(0, ·) = g
and, for almost every (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×Ω, wi ∈ W and the following integral equations are satisfied:

⟨∂tu, ϕ⟩+

∫
Ω
D∗(W )∇u · ∇ϕ dx =

∫
Ω
fϕdx, (8a)∫

Y

(
D∇ywi −Gi(u(t, x))Bwi

)
· ∇yψ dy =

∫
Y

divy(Dei)ψ dy −
∫
ΓN

Dei · nyψ dσ, (8b)

for all (ϕ, ψ) ∈ H1(Ω)×H1
#(Y ) and i ∈ {1, 2}.

We remark that in Problem P (Ω) we can also have nonhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary condi-

tions u = h on ∂Ω for some given h ∈ H
1
2 (∂Ω). This regularity allows us to extend h to h̃ ∈ H1(Ω)

and transform the original problem into

∂tũ+ div(−D∗(W )∇xũ) = f̃(W ) in (0, T )× Ω,

ũ = 0 on (0, T )× ∂Ω,

6



ũ(0) = g̃ in Ω,

divy

(
−D∇ywi +Gi(ũ+ h̃)Bwi

)
= divy(Dei) in Y,(

−D∇ywi +BGi(ũ+ h̃)wi

)
· ny = (Dei) · ny on ΓN ,

wi is Y –periodic,

where ũ := u− h̃, f̃(W ) := f − div(D∗(W )∇h̃) and g̃ := g − h̃.

3 Weak solvability of Problem P (Ω)

In this section, we prove the existence of solutions to Problem P (Ω) in the sense of Definition 2.1.
There are two main difficulties in the analysis of the involved equations: (i) the nonlinear coupling
in the drift, and (ii) the positivity of the dispersion tensor.

The main strategy of our proof follows four distinct steps:

Step 1: We construct a two-scale iterative scheme based on Problem P (Ω). This scheme is con-
structed by decoupling P (Ω) into a family of linear problems, which we refer to as P k(Ω),
k ∈ N. The notion of weak solutions (uk,W k) to Problem P k(Ω) is given in Definition 3.1.

Step 2: We construct an auxiliary problem similar to (6d)–(6f) and show it is well-posed in Lemma 1.
This helps us to understand the coupling between Gi(u

k) and W k. We then show in Lemma
3 that the dispersion tensor is bounded and positive definite, uniformly with respect to the
index k.

Step 3: With Lemma 1 and Lemma 3, we show that for each k the problems P k(Ω) are well-posed,
their solutions satisfy k-independent energy estimates, and are also uniformly bounded; see
both Theorem 1 and Lemma 4.

Step 4: Finally, we prove our main result (Theorem 2) – the solution to the iterative scheme
converges in a suitable sense to a solution to Problem P (Ω).

3.1 Iterative scheme

We begin by introducing the iterative scheme and its corresponding weak formulation. We set
u0 = g, and, for any k ∈ N ∪ {0}, we denote as uk+1, wk

1 , and wk
2 the solutions to the following

decoupled system:

Diffusion-drift problem

divy

(
−D∇yw

k
i +Gi(u

k)Bwk
i

)
= divy(Dei) in Y, (9a)(

−D∇yw
k
i +BGi(u

k)wk
i

)
· ny = (Dei) · ny on ΓN , (9b)

wk
i is Y –periodic, i ∈{1, 2} (9c)
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Reaction-dispersion problem

∂tu
k+1 + div(−D∗(W k)∇xu

k+1) = f in (0, T )× Ω, (9d)

uk+1(0) = g in Ω, (9e)

uk+1 = 0 on (0, T )× ∂Ω, (9f)

where the dispersion tensor D∗(W k) is given by

Effective dispersion tensor

D∗(W k) :=
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(y)

(
I +

[
∂wk

1
∂y1

∂wk
2

∂y1
∂wk

1
∂y2

∂wk
2

∂y2

])
dy. (9g)

We refer to the iterative scheme (9a)–(9f) together with (9g), as Problem P k(Ω). We define
the concept of weak solutions to Problem P k(Ω) in a similar manner as for the Problem P (Ω) (see
Definition 2.1).

Definition 3.1. Given uk ∈ U , we say that (uk+1,W k) is a weak solution to Problem P k(Ω) if
uk+1 ∈ U with uk+1(0, ·) = g and, for almost every (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × Ω, wk

i ∈ W and the following
integral equations are satisfied:

⟨∂tuk+1, ϕ⟩+

∫
Ω
D∗(W k)∇uk+1 · ∇ϕ dx =

∫
Ω
fϕdx (10a)∫

Y

(
D∇yw

k
i −Gi(u

k(t, x))Bwk
i

)
· ∇yψ dy =

∫
Y

divy(Dei)ψ dy −
∫
ΓN

Dei · nyψ dσ, (10b)

for all (ϕ, ψ) ∈ H1(Ω)×H1
#(Y ) and i ∈ {1, 2}.

3.2 Existence results for the Problem P k(Ω)

In this section, we study the well-posedness of the iterative scheme (9a)–(9g). To analyze the
scheme, we first focus on the elliptic equation (9a)–(9c) by constructing an auxiliary problem similar
to (6d)–(6f). We show this auxiliary problem is well-posed, prove energy estimates, and establish
the regularity of weak solutions. Then with the help of Lemma 3, which establishes the uniform
positive definite property and boundedness of D∗(W k), we show our iterative scheme Problem
P k(Ω) is well-posed. Note that if Gi(uk), is a constant, then the positivity of the dispersion tensor
follows via standard arguments, and further if Gi(uk) = 0 then we can show that the dispersion
tensor is symmetric. The main difficulty of showing D∗(W k) is positive definite is that the functions
wk
i depend nonlinearly on uk. This nonlinear dependence complicates the analysis, as it introduces

intricate interactions that must be carefully addressed to establish the positive definiteness of the
tensor

Lemma 1. Let p ∈ R. Consider the following auxiliary problem: FindW (p, ·) = (w1(p, ·), w2(p, ·)) ∈
W2 satisfying

divy (−D∇ywi + pBwi) = divy(Dei) in Y, (11a)

(−D∇ywi + pBwi) · ny = (Dei) · ny on ΓN , (11b)
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wi is Y –periodic, (11c)

where i ∈ {1, 2}. Assume (A1)–(A3) holds, then

(i) there exists a unique weak solution wi(p, ·) ∈ W to the Problem (11a)–(11c),

(ii) there exists a constant C > 0 independent of p such that

∥∇ywi(p, ·)∥L2(Y ) ≤ C, (12)

(iii) there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all p1, p2 ∈ R,∫
Y
|∇y(wi(p1, y)− wi(p2, y))|2 dy ≤ C|p1 − p2|2. (13)

Proof. (i) We begin by stating the weak form of (11a)–(11c):∫
Y

(
D∇ywi − pBwi

)
· ∇yψ dy =

∫
Y

divy(Dei)ψ dy −
∫
ΓN

Dei · nyψ dσ (14)

for all ψ ∈ H1
#(Y ) and i ∈ {1, 2}. From (A1), we have∫

Y
divy(D(y)ei) dy =

∫
ΓN

(D(y)ei) · ny dσ. (15)

Using identity (15) together with standard arguments involving the classical Fredholm alternative,
we have the existence and uniqueness of w1(p, ·) and w2(p, ·) in the sense of (14) (for details we
refer the reader [4, Section 4]).

(ii) First, using integration by parts, we have the following equation:∫
Y
pBwi · ∇ywi dy =

p

2

∫
Y
B∇y(w2

i ) dy

= −p
2

∫
Y
w2
i divyB dy +

p

2

∫
∂Y \ΓN

B · nyw2
i dσ

+
p

2

∫
ΓN

B · nyw2
i dσ. (16)

By (A3), we have that
∫
Y w

2
i divyB dy = 0 and

∫
ΓN

B ·nyw2
i dσ = 0. Additionally, by the periodicity

of wi and B, we have
∫
∂Y \ΓN

B · nyw2
i dσ = 0, and so we obtain∫

Y
pBwi · ∇ywi dy = 0. (17)

Now, taking the test function ψ = wi in the weak formulation (14) and making use of (17), we
obtain ∫

Y
D∇ywi · ∇ywi dy =

∫
Y

divy(Dei)wi dy −
∫
ΓN

(Dei) · nywi dσ. (18)

Making use of (A1) and integration by parts, we see that

θ

∫
Y
|∇ywi|2 dy ≤

∫
Y
|(Dei)∇ywi| dy. (19)

9



Young’s inequality applied to the right-hand side of (19) together with (A1), yields (12).
(iii) Let

wi := wi(p1, y)− wi(p2, y) and p := p1 − p2
and consider the weak formulations (14) with p = p1, p2. We take the test function ψ = wi in both
weak forms and subtract the equations to arrive at∫

Y

(
D(y)∇ywi −B(y)(p1wi(p1, y)− p2wi(p2, y)))

)
· ∇ywi dy = 0. (20)

Adding and subtracting the term
∫
Y B(y)p2wi(p1, y) dy to (20) and making use of assumption (A1),

we obtain

θ

∫
Y
|∇ywi|2 dy ≤

∫
Y
B(y)

(
pwi(p1, y) + p2wi

)
· ∇ywi dy. (21)

Since w1 and w2 are periodic, wi is periodic as well. Therefore, we may follow similar arguments
which lead to (17) to obtain ∫

Y
B(y)p2wi · ∇ywi dy = 0. (22)

Returning to (21), using Young’s inequality, we have

θ

∫
Y
|∇ywi|2 dy ≤

∫
Y
B(y)pwi(p1, y) · ∇ywi dy ≤ Cp

∫
Y
|wi(p1, y)||∇ywi|

≤ 1

2θ
|p|2∥wi(p1)∥2L2(Y ) +

θ

2

∫
Y
|∇ywi|2 dy. (23)

Then, with (12), we arrive at ∫
Y
|∇ywi|2 dy ≤ C|p|2. (24)

To study the weak solvability of (9d)–(9f), we first show that the dispersion tensor (9g) is
both uniformly positive definite and uniformly bounded. To this end, for any p ∈ R, we define
D(p) ∈ R2×2 by

[D(p)]i,j :=
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(y) (ej +∇ywj(p, y)) · ei dy, (25)

where i, j ∈ {1, 2} and wj(p, y) is the weak solution to (11a)–(11c). We begin by showing that the
matrix D(p) is Lipschitz continuous with respect to p.

Lemma 2. Assume (A1)–(A3) hold. There exists a constant C > 0, independent of p and q, such
that

|[D(p)]i,j − [D(q)]i,j | ≤ C|p− q|.

Proof. From definition (25), assumption (A1), and Lemma 1 (iii), we have

|[D(p)]i,j − [D(q)]i,j | ≤ C
∫
Y
|D(y)| |∇y(wi(p, y)− wi(q, y))| dy

10



≤ C
(∫

Y
|∇y(wi(p, y)− wi(q, y))|2 dy

) 1
2

≤ C|p− q|. (26)

We now show that the dispersion tensor is both uniformly bounded and uniformly positive
definite.

Lemma 3. Assume (A1)–(A3) hold and let M > 0. For p = (p1, p2) ∈ [−M,M ]2, let Wp :=
(w1(p1, ·), w2(p2, ·)) be the corresponding solutions of the auxiliary problem (11a)–(11c). Then the
macroscopic dispersion tensor D∗(Wp) satisfies the following properties:

(i) There exists θM > 0 independent of p such that

θM |η|2 ≤ D∗(Wp)η · η for all η ∈ R2; (27)

(ii) There exist a constant C > 0 independent of p such that

|[D∗(Wp)]i,j | ≤ C, (i, j ∈ {1, 2}). (28)

Proof. (i) From the definition of D(·) (25) and the definition of D∗(·) (7), we have

[D∗(Wp)]i,j = [D(pi)]i,j , (29)

and hence,

[D∗(Wp)]i,j =
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(y) (ej +∇ywj(pi, y)) · ei dy. (30)

We consider the weak formulation for the Problem (11a)–(11c) (i.e., Equation (14)) for index j,
where we choose the test function ψ = wi and divide by |Y |:

1

|Y |

∫
Y

(
D∇ywj − pjBwj

)
· ∇ywi dy =

1

|Y |

∫
Y

divy(Dej)wi dy − 1

|Y |

∫
ΓN

(Dej) · nywi dσ. (31)

Using integration by parts on
∫
Y divy(Dej)wi dy and noting the periodicity of D(·) and wi(·), we

arrive at
1

|Y |

∫
Y

(
D∇ywj − pjBwj +Dej

)
· ∇ywi dy = 0. (32)

Adding (32) to (30), we see that

[D∗(Wp)]i,j = [A(p)]i,j + [J(p)]i,j , (33)

where

[A(p)]i,j :=
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(ej +∇ywj) · (ei +∇ywi) dy, (34)

and [J(p)]i,j := − 1

|Y |

∫
Y
pjBwj · ∇ywi dy. (35)
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Using (A3) and integration by parts on
∫
Y pjBwj · ∇ywi dy, we obtain

−[J(p)]i,j = − pj
|Y |

∫
Y
∇y(Bwj)wi dy +

pj
|Y |

∫
∂Y
B · nywiwj dσ

= − 1

|Y |

∫
Y
pjBwi · ∇ywj dy

= [J(p)]j,i. (36)

Combining (34) and (36) shows that A(p) and J(p) are the symmetric and skew-symmetric parts
of D∗(Wp). Since J(p) is a 2× 2 skew-symmetric matrix, we have

J(p)η · η = 0 for all η ∈ R2. (37)

So, to prove (27) it is enough to establish that A(p) is in fact positive definite for all p ∈ [−M,M ]2.
For that by the standard arguments we first show that for a fixed p, A(p) is positive definite. Since
A(p) is symmetric, using the structure (34) we have for all η = (η1, η2) ∈ R2,

A(p)η · η = η21
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(e1 +∇yw1) · (e1 +∇yw1) dy

+ 2η1η2
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(e1 +∇yw1) · (e2 +∇yw2) dy

+ η22
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(e2 +∇yw2) · (e2 +∇yw2) dy.

Distributing η1 and η2 inside the integrals, we get

A(p)η · η =
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(

[
η1
0

]
+ η1∇yw1) · (

[
η1
0

]
+ η1∇yw1) dy

+ 2
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(

[
η1
0

]
+ η1∇yw1) · (

[
0
η2

]
+ η2∇yw2) dy

+
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(

[
0
η2

]
+ η2∇yw2) · (

[
0
η2

]
+ η2∇yw2) dy. (38)

Rearranging the right side of the identity (38) and using (A1) yields

A(p)η · η =
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D(

[
η1
η2

]
+

2∑
i=1

ηi∇ywi) · (
[
η1
η2

]
+

2∑
i=1

ηi∇ywi) dy

≥ θ 1

|Y |

∫
Y
|η +

2∑
i=1

ηi∇ywi)|2 dy

≥ 0. (39)

If A(p)η · η = 0 for some η ∈ R2, then we have

|η +
2∑

i=1

ηi∇ywi)|2 = 0 for almost every y ∈ Y.
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Consequently, this yields
2∑

i=1

ηiwi = C − η · y, (40)

for some constant C. Since the wi are periodic, identity (40) is only possible for η = 0. Hence,
A(p)η · η = 0 only for η = 0. Therefore, combining this with (37), we get

D∗(Wp)η · η > 0. (41)

for all p ∈ [−M,M ]2 and all η ̸= 0. Define the function F : [−M,M ]2 × ∂B(0, 1)→ R as

F (p, ξ) := D∗(Wp)ξ · ξ for all ξ ∈ ∂B(0, 1).

We have from Lemma 2 that the function pi 7→ D(pi) is continuous. Using the definition (29), we
see that the function p 7→ D∗(Wp) is also continuous. Therefore, F is continuous and F (p, ξ) > 0
over the compact set ([−M,M ]2 × ∂B(0, 1)). Hence, there exist a θM > 0 such that

F (p, ξ) > θM

for all (p, ξ) ∈ ([−M,M ]2 × ∂B(0, 1)). So, for any η ̸= 0 we have

D∗(Wp)
η

|η|
· η
|η|

> θM ,

i.e., D∗(Wp)η · η > θM |η|2.

(ii) The inequality (28) follows directly from (A1), (ii) of Lemma 1, and the identity

[D∗(Wp)]i,j =
1

|Y |

∫
Y
D (ej +∇ywj) · ei dy

together with the Cauchy–Schwartz inequality.

Theorem 1 (Well-posedness of P k(Ω)). Assume (A1)–(A4) hold and let u0 = g. Then, there exist
a sequence (uk,W k)k∈N∪{0} ⊂ U × L∞((0, T )× Ω;W2) such that, for each k, (uk+1,W k) uniquely
solves the iterative scheme given by (9a)–(9g) in the sense of Definition 3.1. Moreover, we have

∥uk∥L∞((0,T )×Ω) ≤ ∥g∥L∞(Ω) + T∥f∥L∞((0,T )×Ω) (42)

for all k ∈ N.

Proof. We prove the existence of solutions via induction. By construction, we have u0 = g and
the linear elliptic problems (9a)–(9c) have unique solutions w0

i (p, ·) ∈ W, where p = Gi(u
0(t, x))

for almost all (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × Ω via Lemma 1 (i). Owing to Lemma 1 (ii), we have that
∥∇ywi(p, ·)∥L2(Ω) ≤ C uniformly in p. This implies ∥wi(p, ·)∥W ≤ C via the Poincaré–Wirtinger
inequality and, as a consequence, it also holds that W 0 = (w0

1, w
0
2) ∈ L∞((0, T )× Ω;W2).

Let
m := ∥g∥L∞(Ω) + T∥f∥L∞((0,T )×Ω)

and set
M := max

r∈[−m,m]
max
i∈{1,2}

|Gi(r)|.
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M is well-defined as the functions Gi are continuous. Since u0 = g, we also have |Gi(u
0)| ≤ M .

Using Lemma 3, we see that the dispersion tensor D∗(W 0) satisfies

D∗(W 0)η · η ≥ θM |η|2

for all η ∈ R2 almost everywhere in (0, T ) × Ω, where the constant θM > 0 depends only on the
choice of M .

The Problem (9d)–(9f) is a standard linear parabolic problem. Benefiting of Assumptions (A1)–
(A4) and of the uniform positivity of D∗(W 0), the existence of a unique weak solution u1 ∈ U to
the Problem (9d)–(9f) with k = 0 can be shown via standard Galerkin approximation arguments
(see, e.g., [22, Chapter 7, Theorem 3]). The estimate

∥u1∥L∞((0,T )×Ω) ≤ ∥g∥L∞(Ω) + T∥f∥L∞((0,T )×Ω), (43)

follows by an application of Duhamel’s principle [44, Chapter 5], for details see [21, Lemma 10].
The solvability of the Problem (9a)–(9f) for any k ∈ N follows by induction. Indeed, assume

uk ∈ U satisfies uk(0, ·) = g and
∥uk∥L∞((0,T )×Ω) ≤ m, (44)

it implies
Gi(u

k(t, x)) ∈ [−M,M ], i = 1, 2. (45)

Then the existence of W k ∈ L∞((0, T )×Ω;W2) solving (9a)–(9c) follows by Lemma 1 in the same
way as for W 0. Relying on Lemma (3) and (45), we obtain that D∗(W k) is bounded and that for
all η ∈ R2 it satisfies

D∗(W k)η · η ≥ θM |η|2

almost everywhere in (0, T )×Ω, where θM > 0 does not depend on k. Following the same arguments
as before, we get the existence and uniqueness of uk+1 ∈ U . The estimate

∥uk+1∥L∞((0,T )×Ω) ≤ ∥g∥L∞(Ω) + T∥f∥L∞((0,T )×Ω),

follows similarly to (43).

3.3 Convergence of the iterative scheme

Now, we show that the sequence (uk,W k)k∈N∪{0} satisfies uniform energy estimates. These esti-
mates are crucial in establishing the convergence of our scheme. We also present a proposition that
will help us pass to the limit in the weak formulation.

Lemma 4. Assume (A1)–(A4) hold and let uk ∈ U be weak solution to the iterative scheme (9a)–
(9f). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of k such that

∥uk∥L∞((0,T );L2(Ω)) ≤ C, (46a)

∥∇uk∥L2((0,T );L2(Ω)) ≤ C, (46b)

∥∂tuk∥L2((0,T );H−1(Ω)) ≤ C. (46c)
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Proof. Using (i) of Lemma 3 and (42), there exist θM > 0 independent of k, depending on M such
that

D∗(W k)η · η ≥ θM |η|2

for all η ∈ R2. Estimates (46a)–(46c) then follow from the arguments made in [22, Chapter 7,
Theorem 2].

Lemma 5. Assume (A1)–(A4) hold and let uk ∈ U be weak solution to the iterative scheme (9a)–
(9f). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of k and 0 < γ < 1 such that

|uk|2+γ ≤ C, (47)

where | · |2+γ is the Hölder norm (see [29, Chapter 4] for the detailed definition of the norm).

Proof. Using the main theorem from [39] (see also [38]) and (46b), we get that there exist a p > 2,
such that

∥∇uk∥L2((0,T );Lp(Ω)) ≤ C, (48)

where the constant C > 0 independent of k. Since Ω ⊂ R2 and p > 2, from Morrey’s inequality
(see [15, Theorem 9.12]) and (48), we obtain

|uk|γ ≤ C, (49)

where C is independent of k and | · |γ is the Hölder norm with coefficient γ := 1− 2
p . Using Lemma

2, and (A2), we obtain

|[D∗(W k)(t, x1)−D∗(W k)(t, x2)]i,j | ≤ C|uk(t, x1)− uk(t, x2)|, (50)

for i, j ∈ {1, 2}. From the aforementioned estimates, we get

|[D∗(W k)(t, x)]i,j |γ ≤ C, (51)

where C independent of k. Now, using the Schauder regularity theorem [29, Theorem 5.14] (see
also [33]) together with (A4) and (51) for (10a), we obtain (47).

Note that from Lemma 5 we have the following inequality

∥∇uk∥L∞((0,T )×Ω) ≤ C, (52)

where C > 0 independent of k.

Proposition 1. Let ξk, ψk, ξ, ψ ∈ L2(Ω) for all k ∈ N. Assume

ξk → ξ strongly in L2(Ω), (53)

ψk ⇀ ψ weakly in L2(Ω) (54)

and there exist a C > 0 independent of k, such that

∥ξk∥L∞(Ω) ≤ C, (55)

then for any ϕ ∈ L2(Ω), we have

lim
k→∞

∫
Ω
ξkψkϕ dx→

∫
Ω
ξψϕdx. (56)
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Proof. Using (53) and (54), we get

ξkψk ⇀ ξψ weakly in L1(Ω).

Hence for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω), we have

lim
k→∞

∫
Ω
ξkψkϕ dx→

∫
Ω
ξψϕdx. (57)

Now, from (54) and (55), there exist a constant C > 0 independent of k, such that

∥ξkψk∥L2(Ω) ≤ C. (58)

So, by the weak compactness theorem, we get ξkψk weakly converges to some h ∈ L2(Ω) in L2(Ω).
Now, combining with (57), we get h = ξψ for a.e. x ∈ Ω, which give us the required result (56).

Lemma 6. Assume (A1)–(A4) hold. Let uk ∈ U be the weak solution to the iterative scheme
(9a)–(9f), then uk is a Cauchy sequence in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

Proof. Let k ∈ N, we have

⟨∂tuk+1, ϕ⟩+

∫
Ω
D∗(W k)∇uk+1 · ∇ϕ dx =

∫
Ω
fϕdx (59)

⟨∂tuk, ϕ⟩+

∫
Ω
D∗(W k−1)∇uk · ∇ϕ dx =

∫
Ω
fϕdx, (60)

for all ϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω). Now, subtracting (60) from (59) and choosing ϕ = (uk+1 − uk), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
∥uk+1 − uk∥2L2(Ω) +

∫
Ω

(D∗(W k)∇uk+1 −D∗(W k−1)∇uk · ∇(uk+1 − uk) dx = 0. (61)

Adding and subtracting
∫
ΩD

∗(W k)∇uk · ∇(uk+1 − uk) dx, we get

1

2

d

dt
∥uk+1 − uk∥2L2(Ω) + θ∥∇uk+1 −∇uk∥2L2(Ω) ≤

∫
Ω

(D∗(W k−1)−D∗(W k))∇uk · ∇(uk+1 − uk) dx.

(62)

Recalling that the functions Gi are locally Lipschitz (Assumption (A2)), i.e.,

|Gi(u
k)−Gi(u

k−1)| ≤ C|uk − uk−1|, (63)

where C > 0 is independent of k since |uk|, |uk−1| ≤ m. Using (63), we get

|D∗(W k−1)−D∗(W k)| ≤ C|uk − uk−1|. (64)

Using the aforementioned estimates and (52), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
∥uk+1 − uk∥2L2(Ω) + θ∥∇uk+1 −∇uk∥2L2(Ω) ≤ C

∫
Ω
|uk − uk−1||∇(uk+1 − uk)| dx, (65)
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where C > 0 independent of k. Using Young’s inequality and uk+1(0, ·) = uk(0, ·), we get after
integrating over time twice for any t ∈ (0, T ):

∥uk+1 − uk∥2L2(0,t;Ω) + θt∥∇(uk+1 − uk)∥2L2((0,t;Ω) ≤ Ct∥u
k − uk−1∥2L2(0,t;Ω). (66)

Choosing t∗ = min{2/C, T} yields

∥uk+1 − uk∥L2(0,t∗;L2(Ω)) ≤
1

2
∥uk − uk−1∥L2(0,t∗;L2(Ω)). (67)

Thus, we conclude uk is Cauchy in L2(0, t∗;L2(Ω)). By discretizing (0, T ) in small intervals 0 < t∗ <
2t∗ < · · · < T , in a similar argument that leads to (67), we get uk is Cauchy in L2(t∗, 2t∗;L2(Ω)).
Since we have uk ∈ C((0, T ) × Ω), and using continuity argument we extend the result (67) in
(0, T ) × Ω, i.e., we get uk is Cauchy in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) (for details see [34, Remark in Section 2]
and [7, Section 7] ).

Theorem 2 (Solvability of P (Ω)). Assume (A1)–(A4) hold. Then, there exists a u ∈ U and a
W ∈ L∞((0, T )× Ω;W2) such that,

uk → u strongly in L2((0, T )× Ω), (68a)

D∗(W k)→ D∗(W ) strongly in L2((0, T )× Ω), (68b)

∇uk ⇀ ∇u weakly in L2((0, T )× Ω), (68c)

∂tu
k ⇀ ∂tu weakly in L2((0, T );H−1(Ω)). (68d)

Moreover, (u,W ) is a weak solution to the nonlinear parabolic-elliptic system (6a)–(6f) in the sense
of Definition 2.1 and u ∈ L∞((0, T )× Ω).

Proof. From Lemma 6, we get (68a) for some u ∈ L2((0, T ) × Ω). Using the weak compactness
property (see [22, Appendix D, Theorem 3]) with the energy estimates (46b) and (46c), we get
both (68c) and (68d) along a subsequence. Since uk is Cauchy, these convergences hold for the
full sequences. From (68a), it also follows that uk → u pointwise almost everywhere in (0, T )× Ω.
Hence, we obtain u ∈ L∞((0, T ) × Ω) and, more precisely, |u| ≤ m. Via Lemma 1, we get the
existence of the weak solution wi(pi, ·) ∈ W for (6d)–(6f) where pi = Gi(u(t, x)), i ∈ {1, 2}, for
almost all (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×Ω. This then extends to a function W = (w1, w1) ∈ L∞((0, T )×Ω;W2)
via Lemma 1 (ii).

Recalling (63), we can use the estimates (26) along with (68a) to show

lim
k→∞

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
|[D∗(W k)−D∗(W )]i,j |2 dx = lim

k→∞

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
|[D(Gi(u

k)))−D(Gi(u))]i,j |2 dx

≤ C lim
k→∞

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
|Gi(u

k)−Gi(u)|2 dx

≤ C lim
k→∞

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
|uk − u|2 dx

= 0. (69)

Using (68c) and (68b) together with Proposition 1, for any ϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω) we have

lim
k→∞

∫
Ω
D∗(W k)∇uk+1 · ∇ϕ dx =

∫
Ω
D∗(W )∇u · ∇ϕ dx. (70)
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Combining (68d) and (70) and then passing k → ∞ in (10a), we see that u satisfies (8a). Hence,
we have that (u,W ) solves Problem P (Ω) in the sense of Definition 2.1.

Lemma 7 (Uniqueness). Assume (A1)–(A4) hold. Then the weak solution in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.1 is unique.

Proof. From (47) and (52) , we have∇uk → ∇u strongly in L2((0, T )×Ω) and∇u ∈ L∞((0, T )× Ω).
Then, uniqueness follows via standard arguments. Indeed, if u1, u2 solve Problem P (Ω), then by
using the Lipschitz continuity of D∗(W ) (see Lemma (3)) and standard energy estimates for u1−u2,
we can conclude that u1 = u2 for almost everywhere in (0, T )× Ω.

4 Numerical simulation

In this section, we demonstrate that the iteration scheme (9) can be used as a numerical method to
approximate the solution of Problem P (Ω). Additionally, we use this numerical method to illustrate
the impact of different microscopic geometries and to investigate how the effective dispersion tensor,
D∗, governs the macroscopic behavior of the system. To accomplish this, we make use of finite
element method solvers in FEniCS [31, 27] with Lagrange polynomials of degree one as the basis
elements for both the elliptic and parabolic problems. We begin by discretizing the macroscopic and
microscopic domains. By first fixing an initial iteration u0, we can then solve the linear elliptic cell
problems given by (9a)–(9c) in the microscopic domain for each point in the macroscopic domain.
Please note that this step can be perfectly parallelized as each cell problem is independent. By
calculating D∗(W k) given by (9g), we can then solve the linear parabolic problem (9d)–(9f), where
we make use of an implicit Euler discretization to handle the time dependence. Then, using
this numerical solution, we repeat these calculations for the next iteration. More concisely, given
the numerical solution uk, we calculate uk+1 by solving the linear system (9). We continue this
iteration method until a desired error tolerance between successive iterations (measured in the
L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) norm) is reached. We outline this approach in Algorithm 1.

To proceed with our investigation, we define two specific geometries (henceforth named Geom-
etry 1 and 2) which have different and interesting effects on the effective dispersion tensor. For
Geometry 1, we choose Y = (0, 1)2 \B0.25((0.5, 0.5)) where Br((y1, y2)) denotes the closed disk with
radius r and center (y1, y2) (for a visualization, see the top row of Figure 2). For Geometry 2, we let
Y = (0, 1)2 \ (R1∪R2) with rectangles R1 := [0.1, 0.9]× [0.1, 0.2] and R2 := [0.1, 0.9]× [0.8, 0.9](for
a visualization, see the bottom row of Figure 2).

When choosing model ingredients, one difficulty is ensuring that the microscopic drift, B(y),
is both interesting, physically relevant, and satisfies the assumptions (A3) for each geometry. To
accomplish this, we take the velocity field as the solution to the following Stokes problem:

Stokes problem for the drift velocity

−µ∆B +∇p = F (y) in Y, (71a)

divB = 0 in Y, (71b)

B = 0 on ΓN , (71c)

y 7→ B(y) is Y -periodic, (71d)
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where Y is either Geometry 1 or Geometry 2. To ensure stability while solving (71), we use the
Taylor-Hood elements in FEniCS, where second-order polynomials are used as basis functions for
the velocity field and first-order polynomials are used for the pressure. We refer the reader, for
instance, to [10] for more information on the use of stable finite elements for the computation of
Stokes flow.

For all simulations to follow, we choose µ = 0.01 and

F : Y → R2 given by F (y) = (10 sin(2πy1) sin(2πy2), 10 sin(2πy1) cos(2πy2))

for y = (y1, y2) ∈ Y . The velocity vector B(y) = (B1(y), B2(y)) corresponding to Geometry 1 and
Geometry 2 is shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2: Top: solution to the Stokes problem, B1(y) (left) and B2(y) (right), in Geometry 1.
Bottom: solution to the Stokes problem, B1(y) (left) and B2(y) (right), in Geometry 2.

4.1 Dispersion tensor

We now study the behavior of the effective dispersion tensor with respect to the nonlinear drift
interactions in both geometries. To begin with, we divide the interval [−10, 10] into 101 equidistant
nodes denoted pi. We then solve the auxiliary cell problem given by (11a)-(11c) for each pi. To
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Algorithm 1 Procedure to compute the weak solution to (9a)–(9f).

1: Discretize the space micro domain Y and macro domain Ω
2: Discretize the time domain [0, T ] with step size ∆t
3: Solve the Stokes problem (71a)-(71d) to get B(y)
4: Set initial iteration guess u0

5: Choose data f,D,Gi, g
6: Set tolerance value ϵ
7: Set the maximum number of iterations, Maxiter.

8: Initialize iteration and time. i.e. iter = 0, t = 0
9: while iter < Maxiter do

10: Set uold = g
11: Set u = [uold]
12: for each time discrete node on time domain do
13: for each node on macroscopic grid do
14: Solve for (w1, w2) using (G1(uold), G2(uold))
15: end for
16: Compute D∗ from (w1, w2)
17: Solve for unew using D∗

18: append u with unew
19: uold ← unew
20: end for
21: if ∥u− u0∥ < ϵ then
22: Stop

23: end if
24: u0 ← u
25: end while

enforce the fact that the cell solution has zero average, we similarly use the Lagrange multiplier
method as in [23]. With the solutions to the cell problems, we compute the entries of the effective
dispersion tensor using Equation (7). These results are then interpolated and the components
of D∗ are plotted as a function of p ∈ [−10, 10] in Figures 3 and 4. The parameter p scales the
microscopic drift velocity (see System (11)), playing this way the role of a local (microscopic) Peclet-
type number for a given velocity field B. Variations in p weaken or strengthen the macroscopic
drift effect in a rather non-intuitive way. Our numerical studies seem to indicate that geometry 1 is
likely to lead to stronger dispersion effects at least for the given velocity field. We show in Figure
3 how such effects influence the entries of the dispersion tensor. This type of observation is very
similar to the discussion presented in Section 5 of [4].

Case 1: Fast diffusion We first consider the case where the microscopic diffusion is comparable
in magnitude to the velocity field B(y). To this end, we choose the diffusion matrix

D(y) =

(
2 + sin(πy1) sin(πy2) 0

0 2 + sin(πy1)

)
, y = (y1, y2) ∈ Y,

which satisfies 1 ≤ detD(y) ≤ 9 everywhere in Y . Looking at Figure 3, we notice that the main
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Figure 3: Comparison of the components of D∗(W ) for the fast diffusion case with both Geometry
1 (solid red line) and Geometry 2 (dashed green line). Here, we plot the components D∗

11 (top left),
D∗

12 (top right), D∗
21 (bottom left), and D∗

22 (bottom right) as functions of the parameter p which
represents a type of local (microscopic) Peclet number.

diagonal entries D∗
11 and D∗

22 are symmetric with respect to the vertical axis while the off-diagonal
entries D∗

12 and D∗
21 are symmetric about the origin. However, we note that the off-diagonal entries

are close to 0 and have therefore only a small impact on the macroscopic dispersion. This is a
consequence of both geometries being symmetric: in non-symmetric setups, e.g., angled rectangles
or ellipses, the off-diagonal entries would play a bigger role. The particular case p = 0 corresponds
to “no drift” and, in both geometries, it is the value with the slowest dispersion.

We can also see that while D∗
11 and D∗

22 are similar (both quantitatively and qualitatively) in
the first geometry, they differ quite a bit in the second geometry. Focusing on Geometry 2, the
dispersion in the y1 direction appears to be much faster than in the y2 direction as can be seen by
D∗

11 being almost twice as large as D∗
22. This is to be expected since the geometric setup with the

two rectangles impedes vertical flows much more than lateral flows. More interestingly, D∗
11 is close

to constant in p while, on the other hand, D∗
22 is much more dynamic with changes of up to 50%

relative to the lowest value for p = 0. This shows that the drift interaction can play a large role in
facilitating vertical flows for Geometry 2.
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Figure 4: Comparison of the components of D∗(W ) for the slow diffusion case with both Geometry
1 (solid red line) and Geometry 2 (dashed green line). Here, we plot the components D∗

11 (top left),
D∗

12 (top right), D∗
21 (bottom left), and D∗

22 (bottom right) as functions of the parameter p.

Case 2: Slow diffusion Now, we consider the slow diffusion case where the microscopic diffusion
is small relative to the velocity field. We compute the components of the effective dispersion tensor
and compare the results in both geometries in Figure 4. For this case, we choose the diffusion
tensor to be

D(y) :=

(
0.05 + 1

50 sin(πy1) sin(πy2) 0
0 0.05 + 1

50 sin(πy1)

)
, y = (y1, y2) ∈ Y,

which satisfies 0.009 ≤ detD(y) ≤ 0.0049 everywhere in Y . Comparing Figure 4 with Figure 3,
we can observe very similar trends qualitatively although the values are, of course, much lower due
to the slow diffusion. At first glance, it appears that there are cusps forming at the critical point
p = 0 in D∗

11 for Geometry 1 and D∗
22 for both geometries. However, a closer look shows that the

transition is in fact smooth, see Figure 5. These observed “cusps” do however point to the fact that
the slow diffusion case is much more volatile with respect to small changes close to the zero drift
case p = 0 when compared to the fast diffusion case. Also, the relative changes in the dispersion
values are higher than in the case of fast diffusion, e.g., in Geometry 2 the value D∗

22 experiences
changes of more than 100% relative to the lowest value for p = 0.
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Figure 5: Comparison of two components of D∗(W ), D∗
11 (left) and D∗

22 (right), in the neighbour-
hood of p = 0 for the slow diffusion case.

4.2 Macroscopic solution

The goal of this section is to illustrate how the behavior of the dispersion tensor presented above
affects the solution to the macroscopic equation. In this section, we fix Ω = (0, 1)× (0, 2) and the
initial profile of concentration

g(x1, x2) =

{
exp (−10((x1 − 0.5)2 + (x2 − 0.5)2)), if (x1, x2) ∈ B0.25((0.5, 0.5)),

0, otherwise.
(72)

We also fix a constant source term f : Ω→ R given by

f(x1, x2) =

{
1000, if (x1, x2) ∈ B0.25((0.5, 0.5)),

0, otherwise.
(73)

The iteration scheme requires an initial guess u0 for which we choose u0(t, x) = g. For the mi-
croscopic ingredients, we take the same diffusion matrix as in the fast diffusion case above for all
simulations. The velocity field, B(y), is treated in the same manner as before.

As explained previously, we iterate the FEniCS solvers until the maximum number of iterations
is achieved or the error ek := ||uk+1 − uk||L2(0,T,L2(Ω)) < tol, where tol is a small tolerance value
prescribed a priori and k ∈ N is the iteration index. For all simulations, we choose tol = 10−7

and use 50 space nodes in both directions in the macroscopic domain Ω. Additionally, we take
G1(u) = G2(u) = G(u) for these simulations.

Effect of the microscopic geometries In Figure 6, heat maps of the concentration profile u at
time T = 2 with G(u) = 1−2u using both microscopic geometries are displayed. Comparing the first
and second plots in Figure 6, similar dispersive behavior of the concentration profiles is exhibited
in both geometries. However, the concentration profile corresponding to Geometry 1 disperses
faster than that corresponding to Geometry 2. This is expected as, due to the long horizontal
rectangular obstacles in Geometry 2, the flow is hindered in the vertical direction. The third plot in
Figure 6 shows the difference between both solutions corresponding to the two different microscopic
geometries. Looking at this difference, we observe that the concentration in the neighborhood of
the point (0.5, 0.5) is higher for Geometry 2 than for Geometry 1. To quantify this observed
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behavior, we calculate the total amount of the mass M(t) of concentration u over time on the
upper subdomain, (0, 1)× (1, 2), using the following formula:

M(t) :=

∫ 2

1

∫ 1

0
u(t, x1, x2) dx1 dx2. (74)

We then plot the indicator M(t) over time t for both choices of geometry in the left plot of Figure
8.

Figure 6: Macro-solution with G(u) = 1 − 2u corresponding to microscopic Geometry 1 (left),
Geometry 2 (middle), and the difference between these two solutions (right) at T = 2.

Effect of the nonlinear drift We now investigate how the nonlinear drift interactions affect
the macroscopic dispersion. Here, all parameters are kept the same as in the previous numerical
experiment, with the exception of the new nonlinearity G̃(u) = 1/(0.0001 + |1 − 2u|) which we
compare with the previous G(u) = 1−2u. The particular form of G̃ is chosen to simulate the effect
of high particle concentration impeding the flow. This can be seen by looking at Figure 3, where
low values of |G(u)| or G̃(u) correspond to slightly slower dispersion than high values.

The macroscopic solution for both nonlinearities corresponding to Geometry 2 at T = 2 is
plotted in Figure 7. Similar to before, the concentration diffuses slower with the nonlinearity,
G̃(u), than with G(u). Comparing the first and second plots in Figure 7, we observe that the
solution profile is more concentrated around the source in the case of G̃(u) (middle) than G(u)
(left). These effects can easily be seen in the right-most plot in Figure 7 where we calculate the
difference between the concentration profiles. Similar observations can be made in the case of
Geometry 1, however, with these choices of ingredients, the difference is less drastic, and so, we
omit these plots. As before, we examine the evolution of the mass in the upper subdomain, M(t),
and plot this in Figure 8 on the right.
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Figure 7: Macro-solution corresponding to Geometry 2 with G(u) = 1 − 2u (left), G̃(u) =
1/(0.0001 + |1− 2u|) (middle), and the difference between these two solutions (right) at T = 2.

Figure 8: Comparison of mass M(t) for Geometry 1 (solid red line) and Geometry 2 (dashed green
line) with G(u) = 1− 2u (left) and G̃(u) = 1/(0.0001 + |1− 2u|) (right).

5 Conclusion and outlook

Understanding the effect microscopic fast drifts have on the structure of the macroscopic dispersion
is generally a difficult task, even in the case of simple microstructures underlying a regular porous
medium. We have shown in this paper that solutions to our model (Problem P (Ω)) not only exist
but can also capture subtle two-scale effects of potential interest for applications. We will explore
in follow-up works the numerical analysis of our setting as well as more numerical simulations of
relevant practical case studies.

By constructing a convergent iterative scheme to Problem P (Ω), we have shown the existence of
weak solutions, as well as the well-posedness of linear iterative approximations to the original two-
scale system. We have implemented the constructed iterative scheme using finite element methods
and numerically illustrated some potential effects the microscopic geometry and the drift coupling
have on the macroscopic dispersion tensor. Such a posteriori effects can be seen either by examining
the different profiles of the macroscopic solutions or by following the time and space distribution
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of values in the entries of the effective dispersion tensor. We strongly believe that the working
methodology proposed here can be used to approach a larger class of two-scale problems, covering
among others the settings discussed, for instance, in [35, 5, 26, 47].

While the iteration scheme is a useful analytical tool, it is computationally expensive as the
microscopic problem is solved for every time and space node in each iteration. However, given
suitable assumptions about the choice of nonlinearity G, the dispersion tensor can be precomputed
by solving the auxiliary problem (11a)–(11c) over a range of values for the parameter p in a similar
way to the computations in Section 4.1. Additionally, this precomputing can be parallelized, as the
microscopic cell problems are independent and save considerable computation time. In light of this,
we plan to study how this parallelization and precomputing technique affects the numerical results
in terms of both the computation time and the order of accuracy. Of course, this requires us to
additionally study the fully discrete error analysis of the Galerkin approximation (cf. e.g. [30, 41])
to determine the order of convergence in space and time. Some early results in this direction can
be found in [40].

Within the frame of this manuscript, we considered that the macroscopic problem is defined in
a two-dimensional space since our motivation originated from a hydrodynamic limit performed for
an interacting particles system (TASEP) posed in two dimensions. So, it is natural to take Ω ⊂ R2.
However, without much additional difficulty, we can extend our problem and the corresponding
results to dimension 3 and higher. The only notable change is that, if Problem P (Ω) is posed in
Ω × Y ⊂ Rn × Rd, then there will be d systems of nonlinear elliptic cell problems associated with
the dispersion tensor. Additionally, the mathematical analysis work is not restricted to Dirichlet
boundary conditions. Other choices of boundary conditions (e.g. homogeneous Neumann) are
allowed as well. Furthermore, the macroscopic equation does not need to be scalar. A system of
macroscopic equations coupled correctly with a family of elliptic cell problems can be handled as
well in a similar fashion.
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