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QUANTIZED TENSOR FEM FOR MULTISCALE PROBLEMS:
DIFFUSION PROBLEMS IN TWO AND THREE DIMENSIONS. *

V. KAZEEV t, I. OSELEDETS ¥, M. RAKHUBA § AND CH. SCHWAB §

Abstract. Homogenization in terms of multiscale limits transforms a multiscale problem with
n + 1 asymptotically separated microscales posed on a physical domain D C R? into a one-scale
problem posed on a product domain of dimension (n+ 1)d by introducing n so-called “fast variables”.
This procedure allows to convert n + 1 scales in d physical dimensions into a single-scale structure
in (n + 1)d dimensions. We prove here that both the original, physical multiscale problem and the
corresponding high-dimensional, one-scale limiting problem can be efficiently treated numerically
with the recently developed quantized tensor-train finite-element method (QTT-FEM).

The method is based on restricting computation to sequences of nested subspaces of low
dimensions (which are called tensor ranks) within a vast but generic “virtual” (background)
discretization space. In the course of computation, these subspaces are computed iteratively and
data-adaptively at runtime, bypassing any “offline precomputation”. For the purpose of theoretical
analysis, such low-dimensional subspaces are constructed analytically so as to bound the tensor
ranks vs. error tolerance 7 > 0.

We consider a model linear elliptic multiscale problem in several physical dimensions and show,
theoretically and experimentally, that both (i) the solution of the associated high-dimensional one-
scale problem and (ii) the corresponding approximation to the solution of the multiscale problem
admit efficient approximation by the QT T-FEM. These problems can therefore be numerically solved
in a scale-robust fashion by standard (low-order) PDE discretizations combined with state-of-the-
art general-purpose solvers for tensor-structured linear systems. We prove scale-robust exponential
convergence, i.e., that QT T-FEM achieves accuracy 7 with the number of effective degrees of freedom
scaling polynomially in log 7.

1. Introduction. The efficient numerical solution of mathematical models of
physical processes with multiple scales has undergone a rapid development during
recent years. Several classes of computational approaches have been put forward
which try, usually through selective and sparing access of the microscopic structure
of the problem, to correctly numerically approximate the “effective”, macroscopic or
“homogenized” features of the solution. In the context of Finite Element
discretizations, these methodologies are referred to as multiscale FEM (MsFEM). In
a broader context, such computational approaches for the numerical approximation
of multiscale differential equation models (ordinary or partial) have been referred to
as hierarchic multiscale methods (HMM). We refer to [I9, [I] and the references
therein for a comprehensive discussion.

In these approaches, the solution of the correct macroscopic, or “upscaled”
mathematical model is numerically approximated by selective, localized access to the
microscopic information. This can be achieved by the mentioned methods in
(essentially optimal) numerical complexity that is independent of the microscopic
length scale of the problem. Additionally, postprocessing techniques allow for localized
numerical recovery of the microscopic structure of the physical solution, at extra
computational costs.

An alternative computational approach aims at the simultaneous numerical
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approximation of the macroscopic, homogenized solution and at the numerical
approximation of the microscopic structure of the physical solution, throughout the
physical domain, at computational work which is independent of the physical length
scale of data. This is feasible, in general, under additional assumptions on the
microstructure, such as (locally) periodicity or ergodicity. Under such assumptions,
it is known that for linear, second order elliptic PDEs the physical solution and the
interaction of all scales can be described by certain two- and (n + 1)-scale limits
[35) Bl 2]. These limits take the form of solutions of high-dimensional, elliptic
boundary value problems, which are independent of the scale parameters and posed
on a Cartesian product of the physical domain D and of the n “unit-cells” Y;
i = 1,..,n that describe the structure of the fast scales of the multiscale
solution. As a result, (n + 1)-scale limits trade scale-resolving requirements for
high-dimensionality [{2]. Loosely speaking, scale-resolution is traded for the
“curse of dimensionality”: once efficient numerical approximations for such
high-dimensional (n + 1)-scale limiting problems are available, robust,
scale-independent discretizations of multiscale models can be derived. This idea, put
forward in [42], has been developed in the context of sparse tensor FEM
multiscale diffusion problems in [I8] and, subsequently, for elasticity and
electromagnetics [I7, [46, [47, [48]. In particular, algebraic convergence rates
independent of the scale parameter with weak or no dependence on the number of n
of fast variables were established. The implementation of these sparse tensor FEM
discretizations of the high-dimensional limits requires, however, explicit derivation of
the PDEs which describe the (n + 1)-scale limits. This may, in particular for
nonlinear multiscale problems, not be feasible, even though the existence of
(n + 1)-scale limits is mathematically assured.

1.1. Contributions. We analyze the novel, tensor-structured numerical
approximation of the solution of a linear second-order elliptic PDE whose diffusion
tensor depends on n + 1 separated scales, i.e., in the classical setting of (n + 1)-scale
homogenization. Specifically, following earlier work [28 25, 22] we consider the
quantized tensor-train finite-element method (QTT-FEM), combining adaptive
low-rank tensor approximation with quantization [37, 24] to efficiently represent the
multiscale structure of data.

In the present paper, we first prove that the QTT-FEM allows for exponentially
convergent numerical approximations to the scale-interaction functions involved in the
(n + 1)-scale limits and, as a consequence, to the homogenized solutions. Specifically,
we construct “by hand” certain approximations that, with respect to the discretization
parameter, are sufficiently accurate and have sufficiently low tensor ranks.

The idea of approximating the multiscale problem by reapproximating the
homogenized problem (derived by (n + 1)-scale convergence [2], [12]), proposed for
elliptic multiscale problems in [42], was exploited in the context of sparse grid
approximations [I8] [I7, 16]. However, our present perspective extends further, as the
motivation for considering approximations based on homogenization. In practice,
the QTT-FEM can completely bypass the homogenization procedure and operate
entirely on the physical domain, adaptively accessing the fine-scale information of
the PDE. Naturally, the numerical approximations found by this approach are better
adapted to the data and are more efficient than any particular approximations we
construct “by hand” through the re-approximation of the corresponding homogenized
problem. In Section [§] we report numerical results obtained by such a practical
computational multiscale QTT-FEM algorithm, built upon the TT Toolbox [39].

1.2. Structure of the present paper. In Section [2] we describe the n-scale
homogenization problem, and present in particular the QTT discretization of this
problem in the physical domain in Section [2.1] The emphasis in Section 2 is to
present the n-scale problem and its quantized, tensor-formatted discretization
entirely in the physical domain. Section [3] presents the asymptotic analysis of the
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n-scale solution by the so-called unfolding method: the asymptotic limit of the
physical problem is described by a high-dimensional one-scale problem. To this end,
we recapitulate results from [35, Bl [2] on reiterated homogenization for linear,
elliptic multiscale problems, which are required in the ensuing numerical analysis of
the QTT-FE approach.

Section [] will develop novel approximation rate results for the solution of the
(n+1)-scale limit which are, subsequently, used to obtain quantized tensor-rank bounds
for the physical, (n + 1)-scale solution.

Section [5] then will present numerical experiments which model multiscale prob-
lems where the QT T-ranks of the numerical solutions are explicitly estimated numer-
ically.

Finally, Section [6] and the Appendix contain a discussion of the results and a few
proofs postponed due to their technicality.

2. Model elliptic multiscale problem. We consider a bounded “physical”
domain D C R (with which, for notational convenience, we associate the macroscale
g9 = 1) and a moderate number n € N of microscales 1, . .. , €, which we assume to be
positive functions of a scale parameter € such that lim._,ge; =0 for alli € {1,...,n}.
We additionally assume asymptotic scale separation:

611_%5”1/51- =0 (2.1)

forie{1,...,n—1}

Further, we assume that there exist n wnit cells Yi,...,Y, such that D is
partitioned into a union of translations of ;Y7 and each Y;_y with ¢ € {2,...,n} is
partitioned into a union of translations of €;Y;. Specifically, we deal with the case of
Yi,...,Y, = (0,1)% in the present paper, while more sophisticated constructions
may be used to model, e.g., perforated media. For notational convenience, we set
Yo={0}and Y; =Y; x --- x Y] for each i € {1,...,n}.

To formulate a multiscale diffusion problem on D, we consider a matrix function
A defined on D x Y, which therefore depends on a macroscale (“slow”) variable and
on n microscale (“fast”) variables. We will consider multiscale diffusion coefficients A®
induced by functions satisfying the following assumption.

ASSUMPTION 2.1. A € L*™(D; Cu(Yn; REXY)) is essentially bounded and
uniformly positive definite with constants T' and v: v < £TA(z,yn) € < T for every
unit vector € € R, a.e. x € D and all y, € Y,,.

Here and throughout, by Cx(Y;,) we denote the space of functions that are con-
tinuous on Y, and Y;-periodic with respect to the ith variable for each i € {1,...,n}.

For every ¢ > 0, a function A satisfying Assumption [2.I] induces a multiscale
coefficient A € L*>°(D) as follows:

x x
Ae(m):A(x,—,...,—) forall ze€D. (2.2)
€1 En
With such a coefficient, we consider the following model variational problem on V =
HY(D):

find u® € V such that / (V)T A Vuf = / fv forall veV, (2.3)
D D

where f € L?(D) is a forcing term. Assumption and the Lax—Milgram theorem
guarantee that this problem has a unique solution, which satisfies the stability bound

. _ f(v _ f(v _

Wy <yt s PO copmt gy HOL ooy
veV\{0} |U|H1(D) veVN\{0} ||UHL2(D)

where C' is the classical Poincaré constant for D.
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Although the forcing term f is assumed to be independent of the scale parameter
¢ for simplicity, we hasten to add that all results that follow admit a straightforward
generalization to the case when f exhibits a microscale structure analogous to the one

expressed by (2.2)).

2.1. Low-rank tensor multilevel discretization. In this section, we give an
explicit construction of the low-rank tensor multilevel discretization of the
problem for the case when D =Y; = --- =Y, = (0,1)¢. We start with defining
the underlying virtual grid and the associated finite-element spaces.

2.1.1. Virtual grids and low order finite-element spaces. Let L € Ny be
arbitrary. We define index sets ZF = {1,...,2F}, and J% = {1,...,2F — 1}, select
the meshwidth at mesh level L as by, = 2% and consider a set of equispaced points
on (0,1):

ty =jhy with je{0}uZ". (2.4)

The corresponding continuous piecewise-linear functions gojL , j € {0} UZL are given
by the condition gajL(th,) = §;; for all j,j' € {0} UZL. These functions form a
basis in the finite-clement space UL = span{er: j € {0} UZ"}, whose subspace
Ul = Span{gaf: j € JL} allows to explicitly impose the boundary conditions of the
problem . Similarly, the corresponding space of piecewise-constant functions is
UL = span{pF: i € I} with ¢l with i € T given by the condition ¢ Siir
for all 4,4 € Z.

To obtain coefficients of finite-element approximations with respect to these bases,
we will use the analysis operators ®L: H1(0,1) — CT" ~ C?" and &L: L2(0,1) —
CZ" ~ C2" defined as follows: for all v € H'(0,1), w € L2(0,1) and i € TF, we set

ez

tL

i

(®Mv); = v(tl) and (Prw); = QL/ w. (2.5)

"

Tensorizing the univariate basis functions defined above, we obtain d-variate basis
functions that span the corresponding finite-element spaces:

d d
VE=QU'cV and VI=@QU" CL*(D). (2.6)
k=1 k=1

Classical approximation bounds (see, e.g., [I1]) give

inf |lv— ULHHl(D) < Cc otk H’U||H1+t(D) forall ve H1+t(D), (2.7)
vlevek
where t > 0 is a fractional order of Sobolev smoothness and C' > 0 is a coefficient
that depends on t but not on L.
Since the solution u* of may exhibit algebraic singularities at the boundary of
D due to a combination of the domain’s geometry, boundary conditions and diffusion
coefficient, u® € H***(D) may hold only for ¢ significantly less than one. To efficiently
approximate such solutions in low-rank form, we will follow [21], 23] B1] in using the
multilevel QTT format for the low-rank separation of the indices associated with
different levels and, for example, not different physical variables. This consists in
applying the isomorphism
L L d
QR R ~ ®{® (C2} (2.8)
£=1 “k=1

d
k=1 (=1 1

so that the 29X degrees of freedom in V¥ in ([2.6) are represented by d-indices corre-
sponding to the L levels of discretization, each taking 2¢ values that enumerate the
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elements of the corresponding factor marked by curly brackets in (2.8). To refer to
this isomorphism explicitly, we define IT” with L € N as the permutation matrix of
order 290 satisfying

L _
(H )1'1,1 seees b, yeenees S UL, L seees Bd L 81,1 yeeey 81, Lyeneees s 8d,1 sy 8d L 1 (2'9)

for all ix, € {1,2} with k € {1,...,d} and £ € {1,...,L}.
The elements of V¥ and V¥ can be parametrized by their coefficients extracted
using the analysis operators

d d d
vl = Qot: QR HY0,1) » C*" and ¥ =mF QI L2(D) — €.
k=1 k=1 k=1

(2.10)
Note that the restriction of ¥ to V¥ is not surjective. This lack of surjectivity stems
from that we choose to use nested finite-element spaces V% with L € N given by
but represent every function from V' with L € N by 2¢% values instead of (2% — 1),
the extra values, in agreement with the boundary conditions of the problem ,
being zero.

2.1.2. Discrete multiscale problem and low-rank tensor
parametrization. For every L € N, we consider the following discretization of the

problem ([2.3)):

find % € V¥ such that / (Vo) TAs vt = / for forall ofevl.
D D

(2.11)
As for the original problem, Assumption [2.I] and the Lax—Milgram theorem guarantee
that the above discretization has a unique solution. By the Céa’s lemma, the discrete
solution is quasi optimal: |[u® — u=L|| g1 (py < Cy T 27 |uf|| gr+e(p), where C is
the constant appearing in the approximation bound .
For a tensor u € C™* "L with L € N dimensions and mode sizes ni,...,ny, €
N, a representation

71 TL—-1
uil,...,iL - Z e Z U1(17i1aa1) : UQ(O&l,iQ,OéQ)
ag ap—1
- Upoi(ap—g,ip—1,ar-1) - Up(ap-1,i1,1) (2.12)
in terms of arrays Uy € Cre-1*™x" with ¢ € {1,...,L}, where we use rg = 1 =

ry, for convenience, is referred to as a tensor train (TT) decomposition [40] B8] or,
alternatively, as a matriz-product state (MPS) representation [45] [44] [41]. The arrays
U, with £ € {1,..., L} are called cores, and the parameters r1,...,7r_1, governing the
number of entries of the cores, are called ranks. In the present paper, we use the TT-
MPS representation as a multilevel tensor decomposition [43], by which we mean that
the indices of a tensor represented as in (2.12]) represent the scales (not the physical
dimensions) of the data. In the context of the TT-MPS decomposition, this has been
known in the literature as the quantized tensor train decomposition |37, 26], 24] 27].

3. Reiterated homogenization and high-dimensional one-scale limit.
For analysis, instead of the original multiscale problem , we consider a one-scale
high-dimensional limit problem posed in in this section. The limit problem is
obtained from the original multiscale problem by homogenization, analyzed for
n =1, i.e., for a single microscale in [10, @, 20, B3], B5} 4], and for n > 1 fast scales by
iteration in [2]. For a general discussion, we refer to [14].

3.1. One-scale high-dimensional limit problem. To formulate reiterated
homogenization, we consider the following assumption, of which Assumption isa
particular case with i = n and A4, = A.



AsSUMPTION 3.1 (on a coefficient A; with i € {0,...,n} microscales, with posi-
tive constants v and I'). A; € L (D; Cx(Y;; ngxnﬁl )) is essentially bounded and uni-
formly positive definite with constants T' and v: v < £TA;(x,y;) € < T for every unit
vector € € R, a.e. x € D and all y; € Y;.

For each step 7 € {1,...,n} of homogenization, we define

Vi=L*(D x Yie1, Hy(Yi)/x) = L*(D) © L* (Y1) ® -+ @ L*(Yie1) ® Hy(Yi) /.,
Wi = L®(D x Y;_1, Hy(Y:)/r),

(3.1)
and consider the Cartesian-product space

V,=VxVix---xV (3.2)

endowed with the inner product (-, )y, given by

(W, P)vi = > (0%%0,00)r2py + Y > (05795,057¢5) 2 oxyyy  (3:3)

lal=1 =1 |ay]=1

for all ¥ = (Yo, ¥1,...,%;), 0 = (o, P1,...,¢i) € V;. We denote the norm induced
by (-,-)v; with |||v;. Here and throughout, the symbol 9% with oo € Ng denotes the
differentiation of functions with respect to the first d scalar variables indicated by the
multi-index «, whereas 9% with i € {1,...,n} and o € N¢ denotes the differentiation
of functions with respect to the scalar variables id + 1,..., (i + 1)d according to the
multi-index «. Further, we define a bilinear form B;: V; x V; —» R:

8. ) = [

i T i
(vwo +3 vjwj) A (Vqso +y ngbj) (3.4)
DxY; j=1 j=1
for all ¥ = (Yo, ¥1,...,0:),d = (do, 1, ..,0;) € V;, where A; is a matrix function
satisfying Assumption [3.I] with ¢ microscales and with positive constants v and T.
Then the bilinear form B; is continuous and coercive: the inequalities

71913, <Bi(#,¢) and Bi(3,¢) < T [4]lv:]¢llv; (3.5)

hold for all ¥, ¢ € V;. Then, since f € L?(D), the problem of finding w € V; such
that

Bi<u,¢>:/Df¢o for all = (60, b1s-.., 6:) € Vi (3.6)

has a unique solution u = (ug,us,...,u;) (by the Lax-Milgram theorem). For nota-
tional convenience, we introduce

vi=)Y Vu; with i=1,...,n. (3.7)
j=0

We remark that the bilinear forms B;, i = 1,...,n, in satisfy property with
constants uniform with respect to the scale parameter .

The problem with ¢ = n microscales, representing the result of n iterations
of homogenization applied to the original multiscale problem (2.3), approximates the
multiscale problem in the following sense.

THEOREM 3.2 (Theorem 2.11 and equation (2.9) in [2]). The solution u® of the
problem converges weakly to ug in H} (D), and Vu® (n+1)-scale converges to v,.
Using the following result, the physical solution ¢, including the oscillations induced
by the multiscale structure of the diffusion coefficient , can be approximated in
terms of the solution of the one-scale high-dimensional limit problem.
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THEOREM 3.3 (Theorem 2.14 in [2]). Assume that the solution (u,us, ... ,u,) of
problem is sufficiently smooth, say u € C*(D) and u; € Cl(D,C#(Y;)) for all
i€{l,...,n}. Then, ase — 0,

gq

= T T
“(z) = uilz,—,...,—) in HY(D).
u(x) uo(z)+;€,u (I, paERREE ) in (D)

3.2. Convergence in physical variables for multiple scales. Unfolding
and averaging operators. For problems with n + 1 > 2 scales, an error estimate
in the form appears not to be available. We still base the rank bounds for
the QTT discretization on the structure of the one-scale limiting problem. To this
end, generalizing [13, Definitions 2.1 and 2.16] to the case of multiple microscales, we
introduce unfolding and averaging operators.

DEFINITION 3.4. For all i € {1,...,n}, the operators TF: L*(D X Y11 x -+ X
Yn) = L2(DxY;x - xY,) andUs: LA(DXY; X -+ xY,) = L?*(D x Yiy1 X -+ X Yy,)
of unfolding and averaging with respect to the ith microscale are defined by

(T ) (T, Yi, Yit1s - Yn) = ¢(€¢[ } +€iyi7yi+17~--ayi)

x
&i

for a.e. (x,y;,...,yn) EDXY;x---xY, and all p € L>(D x Y41 X --- x Yy,), where

¢ is extended by zero outside its domain, and

_ T €T
(uiads)(l'vyiqua“'ayn) = \Yz| 1/ @<€i [;} +éiz, {;}ayi+1a"'7yn> dz
Y: 2 7

for a.e. (2,Yix1,--,Yn) € DX Yiy1 x -+ x Y, and all ® € L*(D x Yy,).

For every i € {1,...,n}, the n-microscale unfolding and averaging operators are
defined as TS =Tfo---o0T°: L*(D) — L3 (D xY,,) and U =US o---oUS: L*(D x
Y,) — L*(D).

In the case of one microscale, certain basic properties of the unfolding and aver-
aging operators are analyzed in [I3]. In particular, by [I3 Proposition 2.17], the op-
erator US: L?(D x Yy x --- x Yy,) — L*(D X Yi41 X --- X Y,,) is continuous and has
norm |Y;|~%/2 for all i € {1,...,n}. This implies

I45(@ = @) 22y < 1€ = Pl| 12 (v, (3.8)

for all &, € L2(D x Yy,).
As in [13], one can show that the solution u® of the multiscale problem (2.3)) under
the scale-separation condition ([2.1) satisfies

TEVu® — v, strongly in L*(D xY,) as ¢ —0. (3.9)

Using the folding operator U¢, we can state an analog of (3.10) for several
microscales, showing that the scale-interaction functions ui, ..., u, in (3.9) describe

to leading order the oscillations of the functions u® with € > 0 as they approach the
weak limit u°.

LEMMA 3.5. Under the scale-separation condition , for the multiscale prob-
lem we have Vus — Uv,, — 0 strongly in L?(D) as ¢ — 0, the averaging opera-
tors being applied componentwise.

For a proof, we refer to [I3, Theorem 6.1] for the case n = 1 of a single microscale
and [I3, Remark 7.5] regarding the case of n > 1 microscales.

REMARK 3.6. When the unfolded solution (ug,u1,...,u,) consists of infinitely
differentiable functions of all variables, this result can be inferred from the corrector
result in Theorem [3.3.



THEOREM 3.7. [I8] Assume A € Co’l(D,Ci’l(Yh . .70;;71(1/”) ...)) so that in
particular A is Lipschitz with respect to each variable, and is symmetric. Then the
homogenized coefficient Ag is Lipschitz in D.

Assume moreover that the physical domain D has a smooth boundary and that
f € L3(D). Then the solution (ug,ui,...,u,) of the limit problem satisfies
Ug € H2(D)

3.3. Convergence in physical variables for two scales. We estimate the
error between the solution u® of the physical problem in terms of the FE
approximations of the limit problem . We base this on an explicit error
estimate between u® and the correctors for the two scale case (n = 1).

PROPOSITION 3.8. Assume that A € C>(D, C;O(Yl))‘si;,fll and that the homoge-

nized solution ug belongs to H?(D). Then
‘ u® — (uo(a:) +euy (m, f)) H < Ce>. (3.10)
e/ /llHY (D)

The constant C' is independent of € but depends on ug and u;.

3.4. Recurrence for scale-interaction functions. Let ¢ € {1,...,n} and
assume that A; is a matrix function satisfying Assumption [3.I] with ¢ microscales and
positive constants v and I'. Then the limit problem , posed on D X Y;, is well
posed and has a unique solution.

Assume that ¢ € R? is a unit vector. For a.e. (z,y;_1) € D x Y;_1, define a
bilinear form b;i(z,yi—1,-,-) : Hu(Yi)/r X H;E(Yi)/]]@ — R and a linear form
fi(z,yi-1,&-): Hi(Yi)/r — R as follows:

b, Y11, &) — /Y (V)T Ay(z, i1, ) Ve,
: (3.11)

fi(z,yi-1,&, 0) = */Y. ETA (7, yi—1,- )V

for all ¥, ¢ € H;#()/i)/]g. Then the following holds for a.e. (z,y;—1) € D x Y;_;.
First, the assumption regarding A; results in the continuity and ellipticity of

bi(‘rayiflfv'): for all 1/%‘25 € H#(K)/R? bi(xayi717w7¢) < F‘lel(Y,) ¢|H1(Y,) and
bi(x,yi—1,0,0) > ’YH¢||§{1 Vi) /a" Second, by the same argument, the linear form
LV

fi(x,yi—1,&,-) is continuous:
Ifi(@,9i-1,&, 0)| < F||¢|‘H#(yi)/R for all ¢ € Hy(Yi)/r.

By the Lax-Milgram theorem, the problem of finding we(x, y;—1,-) € H#(Y})/R such
that

bi(xayifhwﬁ(x)yifh'>7¢) :fi(x7yi71a§7¢) for all ¢e H;&(E)/R (312)

admits a unique solution, which satisfies ||wg(z, yi—1, - )||H;¢(Yi) e < ~~IT.

Let &1,...,&; be the columns of the identity matrix I of order d. Being valid
for a.e. (z,y;_1) € D x Y;_; and every unit vector ¢ € R?, the above argument
defines w; € W whose components w;; € W; with k € {1,...,d} are given by
Wik (T, Yi—1,Yi) = We, (2, Yi-1,y;) for ace. (z,y;-1,¥:) € D x Y;_1 x Y; and for each
k € {1,...,d}. Note that w; is also an element of V4. Furthermore, it is the only
element of V, such that

/ (I + Fows) A Vig =0 (3.13)
DXY;
for all ¢ € V;. Here, ¥; denotes the differential operator returning the Jacobi matrix

with respect to the last variable (varying in Y;), as a function of all variables (taking
values in D x Y;).



Since A; € L>(D; Cy(Yy; REXDY), one can define
Ai—1 € L®(D; Cx(Yi—1; REXD)) by setting

Sym

Aii(z,yi-1) = /Y (I+ fiwi(z,yi-1,-)) Ai(z, i1, ) (I+5iwi($,yi—1r))T

= /;/ (I+ jiwi(xvyi—h : ))Ai(xvyi—l, )

(3.14)
fora.e. x € D and for all y;_1 € Y;_;. By [10, Theorem 3.9], the matrix function 4;_1,
which is called an upscaled coefficient, satisfies Assumption with ¢ microscales
and with the identical positive constants v and I'. The corresponding problem ,
involving i variables, is therefore well posed and has a unique solution (ug, ..., u;—1) €
Vi1
Since u;_; € V;_1, we have V;_ju;_; € L?>(D x Y;_1)% On the other hand, we
have noted that w; € Wid, so we can define u; € V; by setting

wil@,yio1,-) = (Wi, yio1,-)) " Vier w1 (z,gio1) in HL(Y;)/r (3.15)

for a.e. € D and y;—1 € Y;—;. Indeed, this entails that u;(xz,y;—1,-) has the
gradient

Viui(z,Yio1,+) = Fwi (v, y;) Vicr wi—1(z,9:-1)  in L*(Y;) (3.16)

for a.e. z € D and y;_ € Y;_1, so that the bound [[ug]|}, < llwill?q lui—1]]3, | holds

with an equivalence constant determined by the choice of a norm for Wid‘ This implies
that (uo,...,u;—1,u;) € V; and, as one verifies using and , also that this
tuple solves the problem with ¢ + 1 variables.

Applying the above argument iteratively, we obtain the “effective” macroscopic
diffusion coefficient Ag € L>(D; RE%%):

sym

Ao:/Y1~-~/Yn(l+jlw1)--~(I+jnwn)A, (3.17)

which satisfies Assumption [3.1] with zero microscales and with the identical constants
~v and T'. The “effective” problem for the homogenized limit uy reads: find ug € Vp
such that for every ¢ € Vy

/ (V6)T Ao Vg = / /0. (3.18)
D D

Then the solution (ug,...,u,) € V,, of the limit problem (3.6)) with n + 1 variables
can be solved using the recursion ([3.15)), so that the scale-interaction functions u; and
the sums of their gradients given by (3.7) satisfy

U; = ’LU;I—’Ui_l and v; = (I + jiwi)Tvi_l = (I + fi’wi)T cee (I + lel)TVuo (319)

in V; and L?(D x Y;)? respectively.

3.5. Approximate recurrence for scale-interaction functions. In order to
obtain low-rank tensor-structured approximations of (ug,u1,...,u,) € V,, we use
the following approximation scheme with a discretization parameter L € N. For
every i = 1,...,n, we approximate w; and $w; by wF and JF in Wid and L>(D x
Y 1, L3(Y;))%*? respectively. Assuming that ug and Vug are approximated by u{
and v in V and L?(D)? respectively, we follow to define the corresponding
approximations u* and vF to u; and v; with i € {1,...,n}: in V; and L?*(D x Y;)¢
respectively, we set

ub = (wF) ol and of = (T+JH) 0k = (T+JH) T (T+TH) k. (3.20)
9



The associated errors can be represented by telescoping sums: for example,

v; — viL = (I—|— ]iwi)T e (I—|— jlwl)T(vo — UOL)

N | R e R N (R

m=j+1 m=1

forevery i € {1,...,n}, where sums and products over empty ranges are to be omitted.
Assuming that the errors w; — wiL, Fiw; — JiL and vy — Ué are bounded, respectively,
in Wi, L>(D x Y;_1,L?(Y;))¥*? and L?(D)? uniformly with respect to L € N and
1 € {1,...,n}, we obtain, with a positive equivalence constant independent of the
discretization parameter L € N, the bounds

i
|vi —UiLHLz(DXyi)d S llvo = v p2pye + Y I Fiws = Jf o (pxyiyz2(viyyaxa (3.21)
j=1
and
i—1

Vi S llvo = v§llz2(pye + Y _NFiw; = Jf oo (Dxvioy, L2 viyyaxa + lwi —wlllw,
j=1

[ —uf

(3.22)
for i € {1,...,n}. In Section we construct particular approximations wk, J¥
ul and vl with i € {1,...,n} and L € N in the finite-element spaces specified in
Section [4.1.2]

4. Approximability under the assumption of analyticity. In the present
section, we investigate regularity and approximability of wug,ui,...,u,. With the
aim of establishing convergence rates and (quantized) tensor rank bounds which are
independent of the scales, we impose additional assumptions on the data D, A and
f. Specifically, we consider a tensor-product physical domain and analytic data.

The first set of additional assumptions consists in the following.

ASSUMPTION 4.1. For every € and i € {0,1,...,n}, we have g; = 27 with
Ai € N depending on e (we set \g = 0 for notational convenience). For the physical
domain and the unit cells, we have D =Y, = --- =Y, = (0,1)%. The diffusion

coefficient A is analytic and one-periodic with respect to each of the last nd scalar
variables on D xX'Y,. The right-hand side f is analytic on D X Y,.

Assumption [f:T]allows to prove that the solution of the one-scale high-dimensional
limiting problem can be approximated by finite-element functions of tensor ranks
that are logarithmic in accuracy. This implies that the solution of the one-scale
high-dimensional limiting problem admits an infinite sequence of approximations that
converge exponentially with respect to the number of parameters used to represent
them.

4.1. Low-order finite-element approximation. In this section, we extend
the construction of finite-element spaces given in Section[2.1.1]to address the boundary
conditions of the high-dimensional problem and establish main approximation
results. As stated in Assumption @, We consider the case D =Y, = --- =Y, =
(0,1)4.

4.1.1. Low-order approximation on an interval. For L € N, in order to
accommodate the periodic boundary conditions of the high-dimensional problem (3.6]),
we consider the following subspace of U%:

U# = span{apij: J € IL},

where %L%j = <ij for every j € J* and gpi% =ob + thLL.
10



We will use the analysis operators introduced in to extract the coeflicients of
finite-element approximations in UZ, UY and U# To construct such approximations,
we will use the following projection operators, 72 : H(0,1) — UL and 7% L2(0,1) —
UL. The first we define as the operator of continuous, piecewise-linear Lagrange
interpolation at the nodes given in (2.4), in the basis of <ij with j € {0} UZ”. The
second operator we define as the operator of piecewise-constant L? approximation
associated with the basis functions ¢F with i € ZL, which are defined in Section
Note that (7Xv)" = 7L’ for every v € H'(0,1). Finally, both the projection operators
can be expressed in terms of the analysis operators defined in : for all u €
H}0,1), v € H%E(O, 1) and w € L?(0,1), we have

by = Z (Phu); gojL, aly = Z (®hv); goij and 7fw = Z (Drw); k.
jETIL JETL i€l
(4.1)
In the following proposition, we summarize classical bounds for the projection
operators 7% and 7 for L € N.
PROPOSITION 4.2. For allv € C[0,1]NC?(0,1), w € C[0,1]NC*(0,1) and L € N,
the projections wtv and wlw satisfy the error bounds

[0 = 70|l oo 0,1y < 2727 0" |01y (0 = 7"0) [0,y < 275 10" |01 5
lw — & wl| oo 0,1y < 275 ||| L (0,1)
and the stability bounds
||7TLU||Loo(0,1) < lvllz<o,1) |\(7TLU)/||L°°(0,1) < o'l 0.1) 5
||7_TLU)||L°°(O,1) < lwllze<(o,1) -

4.1.2. Low-order approximation on D x Y;. From the univariate bases de-
fined above, we obtain by tensorization d-variate bases which span the corresponding
finite-element spaces:

d d
VE=QU" cH'(D), Vi=QU"=VEnH}(D),
] k=1 k=1 . (4_2)
Vi=QQUi=VEnHLY) and VE=)U" c L(D) = L*(Y)
k=1 k=1

with L € N.
Using the spaces of d-variate finite-element functions specified above, define

VL — (VL)®(i+1) , VE=VE VP and VA=V Vi (4.3)

K2

foralli € {0,...,n} and L € N.
Further, for all 7 € {0,...,n} and L € N, to construct approximations by finite-
element functions from V,f;, we will use the operators IT/: L*(D x Y;) — V;* and

7 LD x Y1) ® (HY(0,1))%" = VE, given by

i

d d
Imh = ®7T('L and IIF =1T" | ® ®77L. (4.4)
j k=1

The following accuracy bounds for IT* and IT} with i € {1,...,n} and L € N
can be derived from Proposition

LEMMA 4.3. Let i € {0,...,n} and ||| denote [|-|[~(pxy,). Assume that
v e CHD xY;) and w € C3(D xY;). Then the following error bounds hold for all

11




LeNandke{l,...,d}:

7 d
lo - Trolle <2737 S 105nw]oc

j'=0k'=1
i—1 d d
lw = T wle <2750 105wl + 27257 Y (|07 w]|oo
7'=0k'=1 k=1
i—1 d d
103k (w = ITFw)loo <2753 7 10 Oiwlloo + 275 D 05 O]l oo -
7'=0k'=1 k'=1

We give a proof of Lemma [£.3] in the Appendix.
_ Foralli e {0,...,n} and L € N, the projections produced by the operators
¥ and IIF, defined by (@#.4), can be parametrized by the coefficients

2

extracted using the analysis operators ¥f: L*(D x Y;) — c2" and
Wl I2(D x Y 4) @ (H'(0,1))%" - €2 given by
i d d
ot =QQEF R P") and vl =L o (ITFR)I). (4.5)
j=0 k=1 k=1

Note that while the restrictions of ¥ and ¥F to V#Z- and VI are bijective, that of ¥F

to Vil is only injective. The lack of bijectivity stems from the fact that we use nested
finite-element spaces 7 and represent every function from V. by 2(i+1)dL
values associated with a uniform tensor-product grid. We take into account this lack
of bijectivity in the design of our numerical method.

4.2. High-order approximation.

4.2.1. High-order approximation on an interval. By fa with a € Ng, we
denote the Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind orthogonal on (0, 1):

To(z) = cos{narccos(2z — 1)} forall z€(0,1) and a€ Ny, (4.6)

so that the orthogonality property holds with respect to the weight function w given
by

wz)=1/y/z(1—=z) forall ze(0,1). (4.7)
Specifically, we have

1
(To, Tor) L2 (0,1) = / wTo Ty = daa ||TQH%5(0A’1) for all «a,a’ € Ny, (4.8)
0

~ ~ m
where HT0||2L3)(071) = and ||Ta|\%i(0,1) =3 for all @ € N.

Further, we consider the complex exponentials fa with o € Z defined as follows:
fa(x) = exp(2wiax) forall z € (0,1) and «a€Z. (4.9)

These are also orthogonal on (0, 1):
A~ A~ 1/\ A~
<Ta7To¢’>L2(O,1) = / T;i Ta’ = 6aa’ for all 0470/ er. (410)
0

We will use the following notation for the spaces of univariate algebraic and
trigonometric polynomials of degree at most p € Ny:

P, =span{T,}2_, and Py, = span{fa}iz_p , (4.11)
12



where the span is meant with respect to the field C.
We will use polynomial approximations obtained by the following orthogonal
projections onto P, and B, with p € Ny:

1~
p:*To<To, bz + ZT ez L5(0,1) = Py,
a=1
=To (To, ) 2(0) + Z Ta, 12000y L2(0,1) = Py
+a=1

4.2.2. High-order approximation on D xY;. For every ¢ € {1,...,n},
denoting by id the identity transformation of C’, let us define the following
tensor-product operators:

I, = (® ) (®®7T#p) soagia(D X Y)) (®g§ ) ® (éégﬁv#p)

k=1 j=1 k=1 j=1 k=1

for all p € Nyg. Here, w denotes the weight function in . The following lemma
verifies that, when applied to analytic functions, these operators yield approximations
that converge exponentially with respect to p € Np.

LEMMA 4.4. Assume that i € {1,...,n} and w € V; is analytic and one-periodic
with respect to each of the last id scalar variables on D x Y;. Let ¢g > 0. Then there
exist positive constants C' and c such that, for any € € (0,¢y) and for p = [cloge 1],
the following bounds hold for all k € {1,...,d} and j € {1,...,i}:

||’U) - Hi,PwHL“’(DX)/i) < 067 ||8k(w — Hi,p w)||L°°(D><Yi) < CepQ’ (4 12)
[0jk(w — 11 pw)|| L (Dxy;) < Cep.

The result is classical; for completeness, we provide a proof of Lemma [£.4] in the
Appendix.

LEMMA 4.5.  Let the assumptions of Lemma hold and ||| denote
-z (Dxy;)- Then there exist positive constants C' and c such that, for any L € N
and for p = [cL], the following bounds hold for every k € {1,...,d}:

0i1(w — ITFIT; )| oo < Cp* 275 and  ||0w — I FOiIT; p w]jeo < Cp* 27

We give a proof of Lemma [£.5] in the Appendix.

4.3. Low-rank tensor approximation. In this section, for i € {1,...,n} and
L € N, we consider

= (TE M wa)i_y € VE and TP = (ITF0u 1T, wi ) gy € (VE)P
(4.13)
with a suitable p;, € N as approximations to w; and ¥;w;, where w; is the solution
of . Then the approximation scheme ([3.20) produces u; € V& and v; € (ViL)d.

Section relates the error of the approximation scheme , bounded
by 7, to the error of wZL and JiL as approximations to w; and Fw; for all
ie{l,...,n}and L € N.

In Section the error bounds proved in Section are followed by a
quantized tensor-rank analysis, which is based on auxiliary definitions and rank
bounds which are also provided in Section [1.3.2]

The analysis is based on the following assumption regarding the approximation
vk e VL to vy.

ASSUMPTION 4.6. For all L € N, the subspace S* = Span{lffoLv(’ik}zzl satisfies
the following with some rank ry, € N: for every £ € {1,...,L—1}, there exist subspaces
SKEL c R?" and ﬂzL c R2Z'"TY of dimensions at most r1, such that 8¥ C SB,ZL ® ./ﬂeL.
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The purpose of Sections and is to bound the tensor ranks of the coef-
ficients of ul, ..., ul and U*vL in terms of both L € N and 7, € N. Finally, in Sec-
tion [£:3.6] we restrict the setting to the case of d = 2 physical dimensions and invoke
a result from [21], [23]. We remark that corresponding results in space dimension d =
3 are also available in [3I]. This gives simultaneous bounds on 71, and on the errors
luo — uf || L2(py and [lvg — v§ || p2(pye for every L € N, which lead to an analogous re-

sult for UL yevk.

4.3.1. Accuracy of the approximation scheme. Under Assumption [4.]
differentiating the equation expressing the cell problem in the strong form
iteratively for i = n,..., 1, one verifies that the solutions w; € V¢ with i € {1,...,n}
satisfy the assumption of Lemma . This gives that, with a positive constant c,
for any L € Ny and for

pL = [cL], (4.14)

the approximations w’ and J& defined by (4.13)) satisfy the error bounds

%

||wl — ’LULHWZ < L?27L and ||}iwi — Jf||Loc(DX)/i71’L2(Yfi))d><d < L?o~ L

The equivalence holds with a positive constant that is independent of L € Ny and
i € {1,...,n}. Then the bounds (3.21)—(3.22) for the approximation scheme ({3.20))
show that the resulting approximations ul € V; and v} € L?(D x Y;)? satisfy the
bounds

lots = wFllvi o = V2| o geyine S o = 08 llgaoye + L2272 (4.15)

with a positive equivalence constant independent of L € N and i € {1,...,n}.

4.3.2. Auxiliary subspaces and results. For all L € Ny and p € Ny, we will
use the following notation for the sets of tensors obtained by evaluating d-variate
algebraic and trigonometric polynomials of maximum degree at most p on a uniform
tensor-product grid with 2” nodes in each variable:

d d
dL L,d = dL
Ppt = I @)U, Y ad B = 1@, O 16)
k=1 k=1

Let us extend (4.11)) and (4.16]) by introducing, for all p € Ny, L € N and A € Z,

d
Pypr = Span{fa@)‘ . )}Z:_p and &Lp%\ =1t ®@L Pupr C c2 . (4.17)
k=1

We will use several results, stated below, to analyze the low-rank structure of the
approximations uX € V; and vF € L2(D x Y;)? with i € {1,...,n} and L € N, defined
by (3.20) and (4.13), as elements of the respective spaces QF with i € {1,...,n} and
L €N, given by (4.19).

PROPOSITION 4.7. For allp € No, L € N and ¢ € {1,...,L — 1}, we have
PpL’d C ’Pﬁ’d ® PPL_M.

The embedding stated in Proposition [£.7] means the following: for every u €
’P;}’d C (CQdL, there exist v/ € ’Pﬁ’d c €2 and u” € PPL_Z’d c €2 such that
u = u ®u” in the sense of the Kronecker product of vectors (tensors). The proof
follows trivially from the binomial formula applied to the standard basis of monomials.

An immediate consequence of Proposition [£.7]is that the tensor of the values of
any d-variate polynomial of maximum degree at most p € N at any tensor-product
uniform grid with 2 entries in each dimension can be represented in the multilevel
TT-MPS format with the transposition with ranks not exceeding (p+ 1)?. This
was originally shown, in the case of d = 1, in [I5] Corollary 13]. The language of
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space factorization, which we adopt for Assumption Proposition [£.7] and for the
whole section, is different from that of [36, 37, (24, [15]; we use it here to mostly avoid
lengthy expressions with numerous indices associated with nodes of tensor-product
grids.

The additional notation (4.17) allows to state the following analog of
Proposition [£.7] for trigonometric polynomials, which is an immediate consequence of
the separability of the exponential function.

PROPOSITION 4.8. Forallp € Ng, L € Nand ¢ € {1,...,L — 1}, we have
Fer' CRey @B L0
4.3.3. Approximation of the one-scale high-dimensional limit problem.
Apart from realizing arbitrary accuracy, the approximations given by and
are also structured in the sense that

L L Ld g
Vi w;t € Ppy ® #pL (4.18)

for all L 6 No and i € {1,. n} Then, for all L € Ny and i € {1,...,n},
relations and (3.20) Wlth result in ¥Ful € @F and ¥Fol € (QF),

where

%

L L.d 2(
a {8 ©P z+1)pL} ® QPi(ii1 gy, € C
j=1

i+1)dL

(4.19)

Here, the operation “®” between two spaces denotes taking the span of the set of
pointwise products of all pairs of elements from the respective spaces.

THEOREM 4.9. Let Assumptions and hold and (ug,u1,...,u,) € Vg,
be the solution of (3.6). Consider vy € V* with L € N satisfying Assumption
and such that [|vo — vl L2(pye < Co L7 27%L for all L € N with a € (0,1] and with
positive constants Cy and vy. Then the approzimations uF € V' with L € N and
i€ {1,...,n} given by and satisfy the following with positive constants
C and ¢ and ¥ = max{2,v0}.

For all L€ N and i € {1,...,n}, the bound |lu; — uk||y < C‘Iﬁ 27L holds and
the coefficient tensor WEuF admzts a decomposition of the form (2 with (n+ 1)L
levels and ranks bounded from above by Ry = éL(nt1dy

Proof. Consider ¢ € {1,...,n} and L € N. The claimed accuracy bound follows

from (4.15).

To bound the first L ranks, we consider ¢ € {1,...,L} and factorize Q" so that

the first factor is a subspace of C2".  Then this subspace corresponds to
the ¢ coarsest levels of the macroscale, and its dimension majorates the
corresponding rank of WFul € QL. TFirst, we obtain from Proposition that

K2

L,d 0,d d(L—£) . . 0,d odt .
P(i+1)pL C P(H_l)m ® C , where the dimension of P(H_l)m c C is

(i + Dpr + 1) On the other hand, by Assumption we have
St ¢ EﬁeL ® (Czd(L%), where the dimension of 3} C €2 does not exceed rr. This

. ~ a(r-o) i L ~ Ld
results in QF C £} @ C? ® Qi1 By, 2+1 J)p , where £} = £} OPii1yp, - We

note then that dnnif’ZL < dim SBZL dlmP(Hl)p <((i4+Vpr +1)%rp <éL%rp =Ry
for a suitable positive constant ¢ independent of L, due to the linear

dependence (4.14)) of py, on L.

To bound the other ranks, we now consider j € {1,...,i} and £ € {0,..., L} and
factorize @1 so that the last factor is a subspace of Q21T g subspace
corresponds to the L — £ finest levels of the jth microscale and all levels of all finer
microscales. The dimension of this subspace majorates the corresponding rank of
vEul e ql.
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l,d

. . . L,d , L—t,d
Applying Proposition E we obtain P#(iﬂfj)m C P#(Hlfj)m ® &(i+17j)pL’7€,

where the dimension of both the factors is (2(i + 1 — j)pz, + 1)¢. Then we have

j—1
L L £,d 7L
Qi = {S © P(1+1 PL} ® ® (z+1 m)pr ® ,P#(iJrlfj)pL ® ‘/%j,é
m=1
with ./iLjL’Z = &i;ﬁi{j)pL,ff ® ®in=j+1 &L(’iil—m)m' For the last factor, we find that

4,d .
dim ’/M’] 4 < dim PLerl —Jj)pr,—¢ H d1m73 z+1 m)pL = H (2(Z +1-— m)pL + 1)d
m=j+1 m=j
§ 6L(i+1)d — RIL .

As above, the latter inequality holds with a suitable positive constant ¢ independent
of L due to the linear dependence (4.14) of p;, on L. O

4.3.4. Approximation of the multiscale problem. In this section, we
analyze the low-rank structure and accuracy of U¢v’: as an approximation to U v,,.
As in Section we develop our analysis here under Assumptions
and Additionally, we make the following technical assumption, which simplifies
the analysis of tensor structure in the present section.

ASSUMPTION 4.10. For everyi € {1,...,n}, we have L > \; — X\;_1.

We start with defining finite-element subspaces in which we will consider averaged
approximations. To this end, we set

=3 20

and, for every L € N and 7 € {1,...,n}, consider the matrices

Mz'L_l = I®d()‘i7)\i—1) ® (1 T) Qd(L=Xit+Xi-1)

5 and ML, =119 ME. (4.20)

The action of the matrix ML, on the coefficient tensor of a piecewise-constant
function subordinate to a uniform partition with 2¢(Z+Ai-1) elements of linear size
2-(L+Xi-1) consists in averaging the function over the 29 cells of scale g; = 27,
The matrix Mf_ 1, on the other hand, represents the same averaging operation on
subtensors corresponding to single cells of scale ;1 = 27 *-1. The order of the
factors in reflects the use of transposition for the coefficient tensors,
see (4.5)).

Using the matrices introduced in , we iteratively define the following spaces:

s§=stoPli,,, cC*a

9d(A;+1)

st = (ML sE) 0Py, CC (4.21)

for all i € {1,...,n} and L € N. Eventually, we are interested the subspaces with
index i = mn, which are relevant due to the following result. It is a corollary of auxiliary
technical Lemmas [6.1] and [6.2] which we present in the Appendix.

LEMMA 4.11. For all L € N and v € V.F such that UL v € QL, we have Usv €
Vit and B3R UEw € SE.

Iterating 1) under Assumption we arrive at
L _ Lp Ld
i’ = ( ®M (n+1 j)m) ® P#PL

L j+1—A5,d L,d
= (M 80 (®P#(n+1 J)pL) Py > (4.22)
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where the second equality holds due to that M L Pi’(‘i e = P;jt;ﬁf j’)dpL for any
j €{1,...,n} by Proposition

THEOREM 4.12. Let Assumptions and hold and (ug, w1, ..., u,) €
V,. be the solution of . Consider vg = Vug, v, = Vug + Viuy + -+ + Vau,
and v € VL with L € N satisfying Assumption and such that ||vg — UOL||L2(D)d <
Co L0 27L for all L € N with o € (0, 1] and with positive constants Cy and vy. Then
the approzimations UsvE € (V’\”+L)d~with L € N defined by and satisfy
the following with positive constants C and ¢ and ¥ = max{2,v}.

For all L € N sufficiently large (to satisfy Assumption , the error bound
U v — USvE|| L2y < C LY 27°L holds and the coefficient tensor Wy~ Uk
admits a decomposition of the form with Ay, + L levels and with ranks bounded
from above by Ry, = ¢L(+Vdyp

Proof. The claimed accuracy bound follows from combined with .

The claimed rank bounds follows from the fact that ¥ ™“usvl € SL by

Lemma combined with (4.22]), Assumption 4.6/ and Propositions (4.7)) and (4.8]).

First, let us comnsider ¢ € {1,...,A; — 1}. From Assumption and

Proposition we obtain 8 ¢ 2} ® 2™ and P(Lifl)“ C Pé’il)m ®C2"" Y,
where the dimensions of the first factors are bounded form above by 7, and

9d(A1—£)

((i + 1)pr, + 1) respectively. This implies the inclusion MFSE c F:QL ®C
with a subspace SZ’ZL C €2" of dimension at most r((i + 1)pz 4+ 1)¢ and hence,
by [@22), also 8¢ ¢ ZF © 2™ The first Ay — 1 ranks of ) tF Yok
therefore do not exceed rr, ((i + 1)pr + 1)%.

To obtain a bound for all the remaining ranks at once, let us set A\,11 = A\, + L
for notational convenience and consider ¢ € {A,..., Ap41 — 1} with & € {1,...,n}.
Inasmuch as the corresponding factors indexed by j € {k,...,n} in and
with i = n are completely analogous, the second part of the proof of Theorem [4.9]

applies herein upon replacing L with Aj;1 —A; in superscript in the jth term for every
jed{k,...,n}. 0O

4.3.5. The case of a separable scalar diffusion coefficient. Improved
bounds can be obtained under additional scale-separability assumptions on the
diffusion coefficient A®. For example, let us consider the case when the function A is
of separable form

A=(ap®a1 ® - ®a,) K,

where K; is a symmetric positive-definite matrix with spectrum in [y,T] for some
positive constants v and I', ap € L>®(D), a; € Cx(Y;) for every i € {1,...,n} and I
is the identity matrix of order d. Let us also assume that ag(z) > 1 for a.e. © € D
and a;(y) > 1 for a.e. y € Y; and every ¢ € {1,...,n}.

Let us consider the following modification of Assumption

ASSUMPTION 4.13 (on a coefficient A; with ¢ € {0,...,n} microscales, with
positive constants v and T'). The coefficient A; is of the form A; = (a9 ® a1 ®
e ®ai—1 ®ay) Ky, where K; is a symmetric positive-definite matriz with spectrum in
[v,T].

Note that under the conditions imposed on A in this section, Assumption
holds for i = n with K,, = K.

For every i € {1,...,n}, under Assumption the problem becomes

bi(z, Y1, -, Yi-1,%,9) = ao(x)ai(y1) - "aifl(yifl)/ a; (V)TK; Vé,
Yi (4.23)

fi(x,y1,- . 0i-1,€,8) = —ao(z)ar (y1) - "%-1(%‘-1)/ a; &KV

for all ¢, ¢ € H#(Yi)/R and for a.e. (z,y1,...,9i—1) € D X Y;_1. As a result, the
solution of (3.12) is independent of # € D and y; 1 € Y; 1, so that w; € (H}, (Y3)/r)4.
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Then the upscaled coefficient A;_1, given by (3.14), satisfies Assumption with

7 — 1 microscales and

KH:/ ai (I+}wi)Ki(I+jwi)T:/ ai (T + Fw)K; >0,
Y; Y

i i

where the integrand is a function of a single microscale variable taking values in Y;.

Iterating this argument, one finds that Assumption holds for every
i €{0,...,n — 1} with the same constants as for ¢« = n and that the scale-interaction
functions and their gradients, given by , are separable. Consequently, the
factors in the right-hand sides of equalities , depending on variables
corresponding to only a single scale each, can be approximated independently. This
allows to consider, instead of the spaces @f and SZL with ¢ € {1,...,n}, specified
in (4.19) and , spaces of separable tensors, and to thereby avoid the
dependence on n of the exponent in the rank bounds for ¥rul, ... wEul and
@3"+L UvE in Theorems and

n

4.3.6. The case of two dimensions: approximation of functions with
corner singularities. In the remainder of this section, we consider the case of d = 2.
We will use spaces of functions defined on a polygonal domain that are analytic on
the closure of the domain except a number of points where algebraic singularities of
certain order may occur.

With any set © of a finite number of distinct points in R?, we associate the weight
function ye given by

Xxo(x) = H |z —6|2 forall zeR?, (4.24)
0cO
where || - || denotes the Euclidean norm on R2.

To quantify the analytic regularity of solutions to the high-dimensional one-scale
problem, we use weighted Sobolev spaces and associated countably normed classes
as introduced in [30} 29, 6 [5] [7] and denoted here by Hg;g(ﬂ) and C§ 4(12) with
e {1,2}, me€{0,1,...,4} and B € [0,1), where £2 C R? is a polygonal domain and

O is a set of S € N distinct points in (2.
Specifically, we will use the following weighted Sobolev spaces:

Hgg(ﬁ) ={u: 2 -R: xgﬂa‘ 9w e L*(2) if 0<|af <m}
for all /> 0 and
HEA Q) = {ue HUQ) ST 0% e 12(Q) it 0<|a] <m)

for all m > ¢ > 1, where the differentiation is understood in the weak sense. By
setting
m—L4 aa m, ¢
|u|§IgL.,£(Q) = > g 0 ulFayy forall we HZS(R2), (4.25)
' |a]=m

we introduce \~\Hm,e(m, a seminorm on Hgé(()) Also, by setting
o,8 ’

m,0
HU”iIgly,g(Q) = Z\u%g‘g(m for u € H@_ﬂ(!)), m > 0,
P :

m

N4

”u”?{glé(g) = ”u”%f*l(ﬂ) + Zluﬁ{éfﬁ(()) for u € Hg,ﬁ(g)v m 2 14 Z 1a
, it )

2
HZ5(82)

DEFINITION 4.14 (analyticity of a function with point algebraic singularities, with
positive constants M and p). Let 3 € [0,1), 2 C R? be a polygonal domain, © be a
18
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finite set of distinct points in 2 and ¢ € {1,2}. Then u € Cé”@((]) if u € Hgfﬁ(ﬁ)
and there exist positive constants M and p such that, for all o € N3 with || > € —1,

sug Xg+‘a|7£+1(x) lao‘u(x” < Mplelal! .
e

The following result is a consequence of [B, Theorems 3.4-3.5| for the iterated-
homogenization scheme of

PROPOSITION 4.15. Assume that © is the set of vertices of the unit square D =
(0,1)2. Let Assumptions and hold. Then the solution ug of the homogenized
problem satisfies ug € Cg 4(D) with some 3 € [0,1).

Note that this statement remains valid for an arbitrary curvilinear polygon with
an analytic boundary [5]. However, even in the setting of Assumption the
exponent 3 depends on the transformation diagonalizing the diffusion coefficient at
the vertices of D and can be estimated in terms of the spectral bounds v and T.

We will now combine the weighted-analyticity statement of Proposition with
rank bounds for the QTT-FE approximation of functions from Cg 4(D) in [21, 23].

THEOREM 4.16. Assume that 8 € [0,1) and O is the set of the vertices of D. Let
up € VN C’é’B(D), Then the following holds with positive constants C' and c.

For every L € N, there exist ul € VI and vt € (VI satisfying Assumption@
with ry, = [eL?] and such that ||uo — uf || g1 (py , [[Vuo — v§| 2(pye < CL22-(=AL,

Proof. The statement regarding uf with L € N follows immediately from
either [21, Theorem 5.3.7] or [23] Theorem 5.16]. In particular, for all L € N and
¢ € {0,1,...,L}, there exist subspaces if’f c R?" and /ﬁf C RQd(L_a, both of
dimension at most 77, = [cL?], where c is a positive constant independent of L, such
that Wlul € FféL ® /#ALZL

To obtain the statement regarding vl with L € N, we consider
e = {@P6) @ id @ (1926 gy € VE for all k € {L,....d)
and L € N Bounds analogous to those of Proposition [42] yield
[Vuf — v§lle2pye S 27F|uff|gr(py with an equivalence constant independent of
L € N. Then the triangle inequality gives the error bound claimed for v{. Further,
the action of the operators 7' and 0, up to scaling, consists in adding to and
subtracting from the coefficient tensor its single-position shift along the respective
dimension, which preserves the piecewise-polynomial structure used to establish
rank bounds in [2I, Lemma 4.6.1 and Corollary 4.6.2] and in [23] Lemma 5.13 and
Corollary 5.14|. Inspecting those proofs, one concludes that the rank analysis given
there applies verbatim to vOLJC with & € {l,...,d} and L € N: for every
¢e€{0,1,...,L}, we have @({’vék € S;PZL ® ./#ALl{’, where the subspaces QZL and J#ALZL are
identical to those constructed in the same proofs for WFul. This shows that uf and
v§ satisfy Assumption 4.6 with r;, = [¢L?]. O

The following is a corollary of Theorems [£.9] [£.12] and [£.16] and Proposition [£.15]

COROLLARY 4.17. Assume that D = (0,1). Let Assumptions and
hold and (up,u1,...,u,) € V, be the solution of and v, = Vug + Viui +
-+« + Vyu,. Then the approzimations uF € VF with L € N and i € {1,...,n} and
Ul € (VALY ywith [ € N, defined by and ([£13), satisfy the following with
B €10,1) and with positive constants C' and ¢.

For all L € N sufficiently large (to satisfy Assumption , the error bound
S ollus = v + Uev, — UL || L2 pye < C L327O=AL Tholds and each of the
coefficient tensors Wrul with i € {0,...,n} and U3 UvE admit decompositions

n

of the form (2.12) with ranks bounded from above by Ry = ¢L>"+?),

5. Numerical results. We implement two approaches for the approximate nu-
merical solution of the multiscale problem .

The first approach consists in immediately solving the discretization of
the multiscale problem , seeking the solution in the form of the multilevel TT-
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MPS decomposition . The implementation is based on the recent result [8] on
the preconditioning of elliptic second-order operators, which allows to avoid the ill-
conditioning and numerical instability associated with the use of fine discretizations
(large L) and with using the multilinear decomposition instead of storing all the
entries of the coefficient tensor independently. We modified the BPX preconditioner
developed in [§], following the original derivations, so as to accommodate the Dirichlet
boundary conditions of , imposed on the whole of the boundary.

The second approach consists in solving the high-dimensional one-scale limit
problem in a form analogous to and computing uf and UvE that
approximate u° and Vu¢ in the respective L? norms.

We emphasize that the first approach bypasses the limit problem and aims
at solving directly discretizations of the multiscale problem . The second
approach, on the contrary, explicitly involves the limit problem as an auxiliary
computational problem. Neither approach requires the computation of effective (or
“homogenized”, “upscaled”) coefficients. We cover the second approach only in some
of the experiments, for reference and comparison. We did not incorporate the BPX
preconditioner developed in [§] in the second approach, so it can be used only for
relatively coarse virtual grids (up to L = 15 when d = 1). The source code
developed for our numerical experiments is publicly availableﬂ

5.1. Two scale problem, n = 1, d = 1. We start with an instance of the
problem (2.2))—(2.3) with two scales, D =Y = (0,1), d =1 and

d N ) i ey
d:z(A (x) dx)_l in D, u(0) =u®(1) =0, (5.1)
where
Az, y) = g(1 +z)(1+cos?(2my)) forall €D and yev, (5.2)

3

see [I8, Section 6.1], where this problem was solved with a sparse-grid FEM approach.
The two-scale limiting equation has the exact (homogenized) solution ug given by

_ 3 Z1_log(1+x)
wla) = 57 (o= E D) (53)

for all x € D and y € Y and the scale interaction term w; is given by

ui(z,y) = %ﬁ (1 - W) (;ﬂ tan~! (tail/?y> —y+o(y) + C) (5.4)

for all x € D and y € Y, where ¢ is chosen to the ensure continuity of u;:

0, yel0,1/4]
oly) =93, ye(1/4,3/4] (5.5)
1, ye(3/4,1].

We consider two approaches to approximate solution of the problem 1)
with : QTT-FEM discretization of the multiscale problem 7 with (5.2))
and the QTT-FEM discretization of the corresponding high-dimensional limit prob-
lem (3.6)). For the first one we introduce nested grids with 2¢ — 1 interior points and
the corresponding FE discretization using piecewise-linear hat functions. For every /¢
the Galerkin solution is parametrized by a 2¢-component vector u®*, including zero
coefficient of the basis function at corresponding to node 1.

The multidimensional limiting one-scale problem is discretized using tensor
product basis functions with 2¢ basis functions both for the physical variable z and

Thttps://bitbucket.org/rakhuba/msqtt2d_numexp
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Figure 5.1: Error d;, defined in , w.r.t. the number of virtual grid levels for QTT-
FEM for (a) the instance of the multiscale problem (with different values
of the scale parameter ¢) and (b) the one-scale limit problem corresponding to
the problem f with . Reference lines represent first-order convergence
w.r.t. the meshwidth hy = 27%.

. . . . . . (i+1)€
for fast variables y;. This discretization produces coefficient tensors uf € R2

with ¢ € {0,1,...,n}.
The goal is to find QTT approximations uZ’ft and uqutt with i =0,...,n of us?’

of the multiscale problem and uf with i = 0,...,n of the one-scale limit problem

respectively. We denote the |-[z1(py error corresponding to ufl’é as follows: §§xact =

el 5‘
Uqgtt = U lg1(py
extrapolated solution

Since the exact solution u® is not available, we use instead the

e __ e, L e,L—1
Uext = 2tht — Ugtt (5.6)

with L = 50. In numerical experiments we therefore measure the following error:
el e ~ |0l _ e
|uqtt Uext ’Hl(D) ~ uqtt u ’Hl (D)*

As for the one-scale limit problem corresponding to the problem ([2.2)—(2.3|) with
(5.2), we have its exact solution (ug,u;) available through (5.3) and (5.4).

So errors can be exactly computed as & = |||lug — uf,{u;i — ut}|||, where
[[|uo, {ui}||| = HVUOHLz(D) + 2 Vil L2 (Dx va x-xY7) -
el

To find QTT approximations ug;; and uj . withi € {0,1,...,n}, we take the two
approaches described in the beginning of Section [5} Figures and illustrate
convergence with respect to the virtual grid level [ for each of them. In the both cases
as anticipated we observe first order convergence.

Next we investigate the QTT rank dependence of uZ’ft of the QTT-FE solution of
the multiscale problem f with . To this end, we first approximate u®*
by calculating uZ’ft with 107'2 tolerance of QTT arithmetic and amen_solve, which
is utilized to solve arising linear systems. Then we calculate the error &,

b0 = ut — (5.7)

ugxt |H1(D) .
Finally, we calculate a sequence of truncated representations round(u®*,tol) for

different tolerance values tol. We introduce notation uZ’ft [7¢] = round(u®*, 7). The
goal is to find the largest 7, so that the following inequality holds:

i
U’Ztt [Te] — uexe HI(D) (5.8)

el €
u _uext‘Hl(D)SQ
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Figure 5.2: H'(D) error between the FE solution of two-scale limiting problem and
FE solution u3, L = 50 of the physical problem against scale parameter «.

where ugj;[7] is the FE interpolant:

qtt Tf E uqtt T@ J 4,0]
JEIL

Figure presents the dependence of the rank of round(u®*,7,) against the H'!
error dy:

5o = (5.9)

Vi
ufm [Te] — ugyt

H(D)

Next we investigate the QT'T rank dependence of the QTT FEM solution ufim_q“

of the high-dimensional, one-scale limiting problem: uflm = ub + Uuf. We set ¢ =
2~*= thus obtaining solution given by coefficient tensor ullrn of length 2”557 which is
approximated in QTT format by ufim_qtt.

For the both cases we observe polylogarithmic scaling of the effective QTT-rank
of both uf;; and ufim_q~tt with respect to the error in | - |g1(py or with respect to the

truncation parameter 9:
= O(log" 6™ 1). (5.10)

In Figures and we fit the parameter k. Figure illustrates that & barely
depends on .

5.2. (n+1)-scale problem. In this section, we consider the problem (2.2)—(2.3)
with n + 1 scales, D =Y = (0,1) and

2

Az, Y1,y yn) = (3> (1+x) H(l + c032(27ryi)) (5.11)

for all z € D and y1,...,yn € Y. We discretize the problem using QTT-FEM
with number of virtual grid levels L = 50. We fix the finest scale parameter to be
en = 2720 =~ 107 and then select the remaining scale parameters as follows

p=220"Fe o k=1,...n—1.

In Figure the effective rank values (obtained for the fixed truncation threshold
1078) against the number of scales are presented. In this plot, we observe superlinear
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Figure 5.3: Multiscale multiscale problem f with the coefficient given
by (5.2). (a) QTT-FEM for the multiscale problem: effective rank r vs. |-| g1 (p)-error
for different . (b) QTT-FEM for the corresponding one-scale limit problem: effective
rank r vs. rounding parameter 6 for £ = 10 and ¢. = 17.
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Figure 5.4: QTT-FEM for the multiscale problem (2.2)—(2.3)) with the coefficient given
by (5.11): effective rank r vs. number n + 1 of scales.

growth of the effective rank in the given range of the number of scales. In absolute
values, the effective rank increased approximately from 2.2 for n = 1 to 3.8 for n = 9,
which only leads to a moderate increase of the total amount of work to solve the
problem.

5.3. Two scale problem in two physical dimensions. In this section, we
consider the problem (2.2)—(2.3)) with two scales, D =Y = (0,1)? and A = al, where
1 is the identity matrix of order two and

a(z,y) = (1 + cos®(2my1)) (1 + cos?(2my2)) (5.12)

forall z € D and y = (y1,y2) € Y.

Similarly to the one-dimensional case, we introduce nested tensor-product grids
with (2¢ — 1)2 interior points (see Sections and . On this grid we introduce
FE basis functions that are tensor product of one-dimensional piecewise-linear hat
functions.  Then for every ¢ the Galerkin solution is parametrized by the
220_component vector u. The error and ranks are measured as described in

Section In Figure we plot the error w.r.t. the extrapolated solution (|5.6)
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Figure 5.5: (a) Error d;, defined in (5.7), w.r.t. the number of virtual grid levels
for QTT-FEM for different €. (b) Dependence of effective rank w.r.t. the seminorm
| - |1 (py of the error for different e.

against virtual grid level £. As anticipated we observe first-order convergence with
respect to the meshwidth h, = 27¢.

Figure m presents effective numerical rank of round(u®*, ;) with 7, being the
smallest positive value satisfying . We fit the effective numerical rank versus §,
defined in using 7 = O(|logd|*). As for the case with one physical dimension,
the fitted values of x hardly depend on the scale parameter .

6. Conclusions and Generalizations. The present analysis and numerical
experiments is focused on the model linear elliptic multiscale problem . Here, the
physical length scales are assumed to be asymptotically separated, and the dependence
of the diffusion coefficient A¢ on the fast variables y1, ..., y, is assumed to be periodic.
Similar structure and results hold for other types of PDEs (e.g. [46] [48] and the
references there). The corresponding development of QTT-FE approaches for these
problem classes is a natural extension of the present analysis.

The assumptions allow to consider, instead of the original d-dimensional
multiscale problem, a one-scale limit problem which is high-dimensional. Analogous
high-dimensional one-scale limit problems are obtained for perforated materials, and
for so-called reticulated structures, as well as so-called lattice-materials; we refer to
the survey [I3] and to the references there. Additionally, we point out that
high-dimensional one-scale limit problems with the same, tensorized structure as
those considered here arise also for certain non-periodic multiscale problems, which
fall into the class of the so-called homogenization structures, as proposed by
Nguetseng in [34]. We also emphasize that analogous results are available for
nonlinear problems with multiple scales; we refer to [I7] and the references there for
further details. The results of the present paper indicate that the resulting
(nonlinear) one-scale high-dimensional limit problems can also be solved efficiently
by QTT-FE discretization, combined with a nonlinear solver.

We obtained the QTT rank bounds of the solution of the high-dimensional, one-
scale limit problem under strong (analyticity) assumptions on the data which implied,
as we showed, the corresponding analyticity of the solutions u;(x,y1,...,¥;); this, in
turn, allowed us to prove bounds on the TT-rank of the solution that are logarithmic
in accuracy. This naturally leads to the question whether analogous results can be
expected in the case that we do not have analyticity. Consider, for example, the case
where the unit cells ¥; = (0,1)¢ have ‘holes’, i.e. Y; = (0,1)%\O;, where O; CC Y;
is polyhedral, e.g. a cube centered at the point (1/2,...,1/2) with edge length 1/2.
The corresponding generalization of unfolding homogenization is given in [12], In this
case, the gradient v,,, given by , exhibits singularities on 0O; with respect to the
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7th microscopic variable, for each i = 1,...,n, so that analyticity of v; with respect to
yi € Y;\O; can not be expected anymore. Regularity results for the parametric unit-
cell problems in countably normed spaces are available (for n = 1 microscale and d = 2
space dimensions) in [32]. When combined with the QTT-FE approximations from
[23] (in space dimension d = 2), also in this case, QTT-FE approximation rate and
rank bounds completely analogous to the results in the present note can be obtained.
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Appendix.

Proof of Lemma 4.3l

Proof. Let id denote the identity transformation with respect to a scalar variable
ranging in (0,1). For all L € N and k € {1,...,d}, the errors bounded by the claim
can be represented by telescoping sums as follows:

d k' —1
v—IFv = Zﬂf1®{<®wL> ®(id—7rL)®id®(d_k/)}v

k'=1 k=1

k-1
+ Z Z b, @ {( X wL) ® (id—71) ® id®<d’“'>} ®id® @ id®

j'=1k'=1 k=1

d k' —1
~Hfw=Y I, ® { < X TI'L) ® (id—71) ® id®(d_k/)}w

k'=1 k=1

k' —1
+ Z Z ke {( (% 7"rL> ® (id—75) ® id®<d—’“'>} ®id®07 @ id® ),

7’'=1k'=1 k=1

d k'—1
Oi(w — ITFw) = > IF, ® { ( X nL> ® O (id — ) ® id®<dk’>} w

k'=1 k=1

k' —1
+ Z Z ik e {( (% 7rL> ® (id—7") @ id®(d’”} ©id®( = @ id® g0

j'=1k'=1 k=1

Applying Proposition to these representations, we obtain the claimed bounds. O

Proof of Lemma [4.4]
Proof. The exponentials and shifted Chebyshev polynomials defined by (4.9)
and form orthogonal bases in the spaces L?(0,1) and L2 (0, 1) respectively, where
w is the Chebyshev weight function given by (4.7] . It follows from the assumption
that w € Lw®d ®id (D xY;), so that w can be represented by the following absolutely
convergent series:

W=D D D Capiens (® )@ (®®Tm) i Lisagia(Dx i),

aeNg prezd Biezd k=1 j=1 k=1
(6.1)
where, due to ) and ( - the coefficients satisfy

i d
oo (@) (®RT)w),, ) 62

j=1 k=1 w®d@id

for all « € N& and fi,...,3; € Z* with kg = 1, ktq = 2(—1)® for each a € N and
Ko = Kay * " Koy, fOr every a € N¢.

The entire function x: C — C given by %(¢) = (1 — cos 27()/2 for all ¢ € C bi-
jectively maps each of the intervals (0,1/2) and (1/2,1) onto (0,1). Then, introduc-
ing & =x®@id: ClitDd 5 Cli+Dd e can substitute F in to express the co-
efficients of w as follows:

Carrrs =270 Y Covau b (6.3)
ce{x1}d
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for all & € N and By, ..., 3; € Z%, where c ©®a = (0101, . ..,0404) for any o € {£1}4
and o € N¢ and

i d
oo "_Ha<(®TB"> (@? ) >L2(D><Y7-,) (6.4)

for all By, B, ..., 0 € Z2.

For every ¢ > 0, the function % bijectively maps 85 = {{ —in: £ € (0,1),n €
(0,6)} € C onto & = {(1 — a, cos2mE)/2 — i (b, sin27w€)/2: £ € (0,1),n € (0,6)},
where a,, = cosh 27n and b,, = sinh 27t for every n > 0. Note that & U ((1 —as)/2,1]

is the image of the standard open Bernstein ellipse with parameter p = ¢?™ (with
foci +1 and semi-axes as and bs) under the affine mapping C 5 z — (1 — 2)/2 €
C. Since the function w is analytic on D x Y; by assumption, it admits extension
by analytic continuation to an open neighborhood of D x Y;. Specifically, for some
3i0,0i1, - - -, 035 > 0, it has an extension to G;, where

d i d
gl:{xg&-o}x{x ><86ij}7
k=1 j=1k=1

that is holomorphic on G; and continuous on G;. We identify the original function w
with this (unique) extension and set M; = sup,_ ¢, |w(z)|. For the domain

% d
Di:xxs&:jv

7=0k=1

we have G; = £(D;) and SUP¢ep, |[(woZ)(¢)| = M;. Furthermore, woZ is holomorphic

on D;, continuous on D; = %(D;) and one-periodic with respect to each of its (i +1)d
variables. Using these properties and applying the Cauchy—-Goursat theorem for the
domain D;, we obtain

CBo,fr,e s = Ka // (@é A*jk) (wo E)

X _o[—i6ij,1—i8s;

and hence

i
[Cao,1,:] < Miria exp (=D 2m0505] ) (6.5)

for all By, B1, ..., B3 € N&. Then (6.3) gives

|Ca,51,...,ﬂi < MiFLa eXp(—ZQW6ij|ﬁj|) (66)
=0

for all @ € Ng and fy,...,3; € Z%.

Now we set 0, = min{d;o, d;1,...,0;} and verify the claimed bounds for ¢ =
(276,) 7, p = [clog e~!] and a suitable positive constant C. Let Zo = {0,1,...,p—1},
Jo = {0,+1,.. .,i( — 1)} and 7; = Ny \IO, Ji =7\ Jy. Using the product index
sets T, =T, x - M and J,, = Ty X -+ X Ty, with g € {0,1}9, we can recast
the expansion (6.1)) in Lw®'i®|d (D xY;) as follows

(i+1)d d i d
w= ) > Y Caprp (@Tak)é@ (®®ngk). (6.7)
m=0 /J.,l/1,...,l/7~,6{0,1}d: a€Z, k=1 j=1 k=1
Il +3i_y lvjl=m PL€Tn
Bi €T,
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In the right-hand side of (6.7)), the term of the outer sum corresponding to m = 0 is
II; , w, and the remainder can be bounded using (6.6):

i+1)d

(
lw = ITi pwll L (pxyi) < > > leas.sl

m=1 v, v€{0,1}?:  a€Zy
Ul +30i, v l=m P1E€Tn
Bi€Ty,

M; 9d—1 oid (i+1)d

m i+ 1)d
S T N4 €
(1 — )G+ — (

m ) < CQG, (68)
where A\ = =2 € (0,1) and Cp = M; (i+1)d 20471 (1 4¢y)(HDd=1 /(1 \)(t+Dd >
0. This gives the first of the bounds with any constant C' > Cy, selected
independently of .

__ For derivatives of the shifted Chebyshev polynomials and exponentials, we have
[ T% | Lo (0,1) = 202 for all a € Ng and || T}~ (0,1) = 27|] for all § € Z. Note that
there exist positive constants v; and 2 such that Z?;:T BN <y (1=N)"1r Z,Z’O:r N8
and 327 BEA° < (1 —A)TH? Y00 A for any r € Ny. Using this, we obtain, as
in , the following inequalities:

22 Coep?
oz 10w = iy w)le pxvy <

forall k € {1,...,d} and j € {1,...,i}. This proves the last two of the bounds (4.12))
with a suitable positive constant C', which can be chosen independently of € € (0, ¢p).
0

27y, Coep

[0k (w — IL; p w)|| Lo (Dx i) < -

6.1. Proof of Lemma [4.5]
Proof. Let L € N. Using the triangle inequality, we bound the errors as follows:
10ik (w — ITF Iy w)|oo < (103 (id — I p) wllo + 1|0ir (id — 1T ) i p wlloc

- _ e (6.9)
[0irw — I} Oy 11 pw | oo < |0in(id = I1; ) wlloo + || (id — II}) D3t IT; pp w]| oo

for every k € {1,...,d}. By Lemma there exist positive constants Cy and ¢ such
that, for p = [¢L], we have

10k (id — ;) w]loo < Cop®27", (|01 (id — ip) wlle < Cop2™".  (6.10)

Certain derivatives of II; , w can be bounded in terms of first-order derivatives
of II; , w using the Bernstein’s inequality for trigonometric polynomials. Applying it
together with the bounds (6.10) and Lemma we obtain

d
10ir,(id — TTF) T p wloe < 275 1|0k Ot T p wll oo

k=1
i—1 d d
+ 275 S 0w 0T pwlloo + 275 D 10530k p wl| oo
§'=1k'=1 k=1
d i—1 d
<275 omp Ok M pwlloe + 275 Y Y 2mp 10 I p w]
k=1 j/=1k'=1

d d
+275 N " (2ap)? 0T wlloo <275 27p {0 wlloo + Cop®27 "}
k'=1 k'=1

+275) " 2ap)? {l|ojpwllee + Cop®27 "} < Cip* 27" (6.11)
j'=1
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for every k € {1,...,d} with a positive constant C; independent of L. The same
approach leads to the bound

d i d
1(d—TT}) Dige Ti py wl oo < 275 Y |0k Oue I pwll oo +27" > > 1100k Ou I pw] oo
k=1 Jj'=1k'=1
d 7 d
<278 " 2mp |0k Wi pwlloe + 275> > 21 |05k I pw]| o
k=1 j'=1k'=1

d i d
<275y 2mp {[lowlloo + Cop® 27"} +275 > " 2mp {100 wllo + Cop 2}

k'=1 j'=1k'=1
<Cop?27F (6.12)

for every k € {1,...,d} with a positive constant Cy independent of L.

Combining inequalities (6.11) and (6.12) with (6.10) and (6.9), we obtain the

claimed error bounds with C = Cy 4+ max{C4,Cs}. O

6.2. Auxiliary results for Lemma [4.11

Lemma [.11] is based on the following auxiliary Lemmas [6.1] and [6.2] We formu-
late these lemmas in terms of intermediate, starred finite element spaces with corre-
sponding analysis operators and low-rank subspaces, which reflect the iterative aver-
aging of all the n microscales, as defined in Definition [3.4]

First, similarly to as in , using the functions Ay, ..., A, of € from Assump-
tion we define the space

V="Mt Q) VE (6.13)
j=i+1

for every i € {0,1,...,n}, so that V.5 = V2 and V& = VL Further, as in (&.5),

we define an analysis operator ¥%: L2(D x Y;) — 2TV B Setting
n
gh =it (X)) vt (6.14)
j=i+1
for every i € {0,1,...,n}. Then ¥% and &L are identical to WX and ¥)»*% respec-

tively.

Note that the starred finite-element spaces are introduced in S0 as to en-
sure that averaging an element of each of these spaces (except the last) produces an
element from the next space. Indeed, the following embedding property follows from
Definition and equality .

LEMMA 6.1. For all L€ N and i € {1,...,n}, we have U VX | Cc VL.

In order to analyze how the structure of functions from VnL with coefficients from

QL is transformed under averaging, we define, for every i € {0,1,...,n},
L _ oL 2d(>\i+L)+(n—i)dL
Qi=¢8"® ® #(n+1 Mre © cC ’ (6.15)
j=t1+1

In particular, the so defined subspaces @%, and QL coincide with Q% and S%, given
by and respectively. These intermediate subspaces satisfy the following
relation.

LEMMA 6.2. For all L € N, i€ {1,...,n} and v € VX | such that UL | v €
QL |, we have UL Usv € QL.

Proof. Let us consider a function v € WF such that ¥% | v =k ® p ® v with

L
KES L1, ME 7D#(n+1 yprr Y < ® #(n+1 J)pL
j=i1+1
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and show that UL Ufv € QL. Due to the linearity and tensor-product structure of
SE |, defined by (6.15)), this is sufficient to verify the claim.
Applying Definition [3.4] and Lemma [6.1] to v, we obtain

(LU v) — Ue) j—1+.7'i—% Jit1— 3 Jn—3
xi A V) (=128 4, igrsin = MV 55 oATL) oL oL
= F"’j Hji Viig,..gn (616)

for all j € 7% and ji, jiz1,. .., Jn € TX?, where & = MiLn is the coefficient tensor
of the component of v with respect to the first variable averaged over scale &;:

~ _ o—d(L+Xi—1—X;
Rj=2 ( i—1—Ai) E K1) 2bthim1—Xi g jr

Jregltrici—Aid
for every j € J*?. With this notation, relation (6.16]) implies
iU 0= (MIK)@pov.

Since, according to ([@21), (M) ® p € SF, the claimed inclusion ¥k Usv € QL
follows immediately from (6.15)). O
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