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Abstract

This paper addresses the construction and analysis of a class of do-
main decomposition methods for the iterative solution of the quasi-static
Biot problem in three-field formulation. The considered discrete model
arises from time discretization by the implicit Euler method and space
discretization by a family of strongly mass-conserving methods exploiting
HY_conforming approximations of the solid displacement and fluid flux
fields. For the resulting saddle-point problem, we construct monolithic
overlapping domain decomposition (DD) methods whose analysis relies
on a transformation into an equivalent symmetric positive definite system
and on stable decompositions of the involved finite element spaces under
proper problem-dependent norms. Numerical results on two-dimensional
test problems are in accordance with the provided theoretical uniform
convergence estimates for the two-level multiplicative Schwarz method.
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1 Introduction

Mathematical models describing the interaction of fluid flow with the mechan-
ical deformation of porous media go back to the pioneering works by Karl von
Terzaghi and Maurice Anthony Biot in the first half of the last century [Ter25,
Biod41, Ter43, Bio55]. Important application areas include, but are not limited
to, petroleum and reservoir engineering, CO2 sequestration and the mechanics
of biological tissues. Partial saturation, the incorporation of two- or multi-phase
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flow, thermal processes, and/or large deformations, and/or the consideration of
multiple fluid networks lead to even more complex, sometimes highly nonlin-
ear mathematical models that require physically correct (structure-preserving)
discretization and robust iterative solution methods.

The well-posedness of the basic Biot model of consolidation on the con-
tinuous and discrete levels has been established in the works of Zenisek and
Showalter using semi-group theory and Galerkin discretization methods [268421,
Ze84b, Sho00]. The simplest linear model uses a two-field formulation of Biot’s
equations for the solid displacement w and pore pressure p. Popular time dis-
cretizations of the quasi-static differential algebraic system are the backward
Euler or high-order strongly stable time integration methods, see, e.g., [ABK15].
A stability and convergence analysis of inf-sup stable finite element approxima-
tions of this two-field model has first been presented in [ML92, ML94] in the
setting of implicit Euler time stepping. Discretizations based on three-field-
formulation have originally been proposed in [PW07a, PW07b] where standard
continuous Galerkin approximations of the displacement variable w are cou-
pled to a mixed finite-element method for the pore pressure p based on intro-
ducing the flux variable v to the system, which obeys the Darcy law. This
approach has also been extended to discontinuous Galerkin approximations of
u in [PWO08] and other nonconforming approximations, e.g., using modified
rotated bilinear elements [Yil3], or Crouzeix-Raviart elements in [HRGZ17].
Lately, the conservation of mass was identified essential for parameter robust-
ness. In [HK18, KR18], families of strongly mass conserving discretizations
based on the H%V-conforming discontinuous Galerkin discretization of w have
been suggested and proven stable independently of model and discretization
parameters (Lamé parameters, permeability and Biot-Willis parameter, stor-
age coefficient, time step and mesh size), see, e.g. [HK18, HKLP19], for time-
dependent error estimates, see [KR18]. More recently, mass-conservation was
achieved by finite elements based on enrichment in [GRH'19, LY23] and by
mixed virtual finite elements in [WCWZ22].

A discretization of a four-field formulation of Biot’s model has been proposed
in [Yil4]. The method uses the (effective) stress tensor o, the displacement wu,
the fluid flux v, and the pore pressure p as unknowns and couples two standard
mixed finite element methods, one for the mechanics and one for the flow sub-
problem, the former of which is based on the Hellinger-Reissner formulation.
Optimal a priori error estimates were shown for both semidiscrete and fully dis-
crete problems when the flux unknown is approximated in the Raviart-Thomas
space and the stress tensor in the Arnold-Winther space. The error analysis
of this coupled mixed method has been complemented in [Leel6] by estimates
in L°-norm in time and L?-norm in space that are robust with respect to the
Lamé parameters and do not require strict positivity of the constrained storage
coefficient c;.

When it comes to the solution of the algebraic problems arising from dis-
cretization of Biot’s problem, preconditioning techniques have been developed
for various formulations and discretizations, in particular, in the framework of
norm- or field-of-values-equivalent operator preconditioners, see, e.g. [BBDP16,



AGH™19] for two-field, [ORB16, HRGZ17, LMW17, HK18, LPMR19, HKLP19,
HKK*22, KLL*23] for three-field, and [Leel6, BLMW17, BKMRB21] for four-
field formulations. Here, [HKLP19, LPMR19, KLL23] focus on multiple net-
work extensions of Biot’s model and [HKK*22] on a generalization to Biot-
Brinkman equations. The key task in the development of such methods is the
stability analysis of the underlying saddle-point problems, which can be per-
formed in the framework presented in [HKLP23].

By a decomposition into physical subsystems, the coupled static problem
can be solved implicitly, using a loose or explicit coupling, or an iterative cou-
pling. The latter, often provides an attractive alternative in terms of achieving
high accuracy at reasonable computational cost. The most popular procedures
in this category are the undrained split, the fixed-stress split, the drained split
and the fixed-strain split iterative methods, which also generate preconditioners
for Krylov methods such as the GMRES method. As shown in [KTJ11], in
contrast to the drained split and the fixed-strain split methods, the undrained
split and fixed-stress split methods are unconditionally stable. The first con-
vergence analysis of the latter methods has been presented in [MW13] for the
quasi-static Biot system. More recent works on fixed-stress type split meth-
ods have focused on the parameter-robustness of the scheme and the optimiza-
tion of the stabilization/acceleration parameter [SBK119, HKLW20], extensions
to heterogeneous poroelastic media [AKW23], and generalizations to nonlinear
poroelasticity models [KKLR23]. For a parameter-robust convergence analysis
of splitting methods that extends also to multiple network poroelastic theory
(MPET) equations, see [HKLW20, HKLP20].

However, no matter whether using classical block diagonal or block triangu-
lar preconditioners or splitting methods, the efficient solution of the subsystems
for the individual physical fields remains an important issue. Domain decom-
position and/or (algebraic) multigrid methods provide a feasible approach to
solve the arising H' and HYV subproblems although their parameter-robust
performance, e.g, for nearly incompressible materials and/or low hydraulic con-
ductivities can be quite challenging. In any case, this approach requires to
combine at least two (nearly) optimal solvers for subproblems, such as elasticity
and Darcy flow, in order to obtain an overall (nearly) optimal method.

A monolithic multigrid approach for a reduced-quadrature discretization
has recently been developed in [AHH'23] where an additive Vanka relaxation
method, based on overlapping vertex-patches, and an inexact Braess-Sarazin
relaxation method is considered. The methods rely on optimized relaxation fac-
tors depending on the Poisson ratio. Their numerical tests confirm robustness
of the method in the permeability coefficient and for moderately incompressible
materials. In comparison, our method is robust with respect to the Poisson
ratio.

In this work we design a monolithic two-level Schwarz method based on
overlapping vertex-patches for the quasi-static Biot problem in three-field for-
mulation similar to [AHH'23]. However, instead of a reduced-quadrature dis-
cretization we apply the preconditioner to a family of strongly mass-conserving
mixed finite element methods using an H%V-conforming discontinuous Galerkin



ansatz for the displacement field, as proposed in [HK18, KR18]. This allows us
to prove convergence of the method by transforming the saddle-point problem
into an equivalent singularly perturbed symmetric positive definite problem,
cf. [Sch99, LWXZ07]. In particular, we obtain a robust method with standard
choices of the relaxation parameters under the assumption of two-sided bounds
on the permeability tensor.

The remainder of the article is organized as follows: we introduce Biot’s
consolidation model and its conservative discretization in Section 2. The mono-
lithic two-level algorithm is presented in Section 3 and analyzed in Section 4.
In Section 5 we provide numerical evidence of our theoretical findings.

2 Model and discretization

Biot’s consolidation model in three-field formulation couples the displacement
field u of the solid component, the seepage velocity v of the fluid, and the fluid
pressure p in a fully saturated porous medium at constant temperature. It is
posed on a computational domain 2 x (0,T) consisting of a spatial domain
2 Cc R d € {1,2,3}, where in this work we focus on the case d = 2, and a time
interval (0,T), T € R. In strong form, Biot’s quasi-static model of consolidation
reads

—div (2pe(u) + Adiv(u)I) +aVp=Ff in2x(0,7),
v +KVp=0 in 2 x(0,7),
—adivou —divv—¢Op=g¢g in 2 x(0,7),

with initial conditions u(0) = wuo, and p(0) = po at time ¢ = 0. The set of
equations describes the momentum balance, Darcy’s law, and the mass balance,
respectively. Here, the physical parameters A > 0 and p > 0 denote the Lamé
coefficients of linear elasticity, a > 0 denotes the Biot-Willis constant, K is the
symmetric and positive definite permeability coefficient of the porous medium,
and ¢s > 0 is the specific storage coefficient. Further, the strain tensor is defined
by e(u) := (Vu + Vu®)/2. For an introduction to the system of equations, as
well as a discussion of the physical parameters we refer the reader to [DC93,
Cou04].

We apply a semi-discretization in time by the backward Euler method with
time step size 7 > 0, resulting in a semi-discrete static problem of the form

—2udive(u) — AVdivu + aVp =Ff in {2,
v +KVp=0 in (2, (1)
—2divu —divv— Zp =g in{,

in every time step where g := g — 2 div uoa — Zpoia With ueq and pola taken
from the previous time moment and all other quantities referring to the new
time moment. We point out that the specific time discretization is irrelevant
for this article, since all implicit methods will result in the necessity of solving
systems of similar kind. Furthermore, we note that u/7 has the unit of speed



and hence it is meaningful to add the quantities (divu)/7, divw, and p/7 in the
last equation.

Following [HKLP19], by proper scaling and substitution of variables, we can
transform (1) into a symmetric problem. First, from (1) we have

—dive(u) - 3 Vdivu +Vp=g.f 0,
%K‘lv—i—%Vp: 0 in (2,
—divu — Zdive — &p = Ig in £

(0% « «@

Next, by substituting

. T e s 1 T . Cs
v=—v, p=5p [f=5Ff ¢=—-9—divuca — —poid, (2)
o 21 21 @ o
- 2 N A 2uc
Kl= K A==, &="L0 (3)
2ur 2u a?
we obtain the rescaled system
—dive(u) + AV (div u) +Vp=f in,
K '9+Vp=0 inQ, (4)
—divu — divo —¢ép=g in {2

Since this is the normalized system we build our analysis on, we will omit the
tilde symbol from here on, but we will keep the hat to clarify the scaling of the
parameters.

Throughout this paper, we assume that the scaled permeability tensor K is
bounded such that

Bin [0]15, < (K7 '0.0) | < B [0l Vo€ [L2Q)2 (5)

for two positive constants Ruin and Ray. Here, |||, = [lp2(e) and (-, ) =
()2 (2) denote the L?-norm and L2-inner product on {2, respectively. Note
that condition (5) follows, e.g., from the pointwise condition

Rmin < )\min(K_l) < /\max(K_l) < RmaX7 a. e. in Q,

where Apin(K 1) and Apax (K1) denote (pointwise) the smallest and largest
eigenvalues of K —1 respectively. As a matter of fact, the constants in the
analysis below depend on Rmax and Rmin, so that it neither intends to cover
high contrast coefficients nor the case of strong anisotropy. In the simplest case,
we consider a permeability tensor of the form K = &I with a scalar i, constant
over {2 and constant over the time interval (0, 7).

This system is closed by proper boundary conditions. As usual, essential
boundary conditions enter the definitions of the function spaces, here U C
[H(2)]? and V C HYV(£2) for displacement and seepage velocity, respectively.
We will choose a particular combination of boundary conditions in the presen-
tation and analysis of the two-level algorithm in Sections 3 and 4, although



one might also want to consider other combinations for which certain argu-
ments/basic estimates have to be adapted/exchanged accordingly. The general
assumptions that are required to conduct an analysis similar to the one pre-
sented in this paper are as follows.

Assumption 2.1. The boundary conditions on the spaces U and V are such
that:

1. The seepage velocity v is uniquely determined.

2. Korn’s inequality holds for w in the continuous setting as well as for wp
in the discrete setting. For sufficient conditions in the continuous case
we refer to [DV02] and the literature cited there. For the discrete case,
see [Bre04].

3. The pressure space @ is chosen such that the operator div: V. — @Q is
surjective. The boundary conditions on U are compatible such that also
div: U — Q 1is surjective.

To give one example, which applies to the setting of the analysis presented
in Section 4, Korn’s inequality

1
—IVullf, < lle(ully, < [[Vully (6)

holds for all w € [H}(£2)]%.

In line with this, on the whole boundary we assume a homogeneous Dirichlet
(no slip) boundary condition for w and a Neumann boundary condition for p,
which translates to an essential condition for v - n. Accordingly, we choose

U=[Hy(QP,  V=H"(), Q=Lj),

where

H§Y(2)={ve HY(N) :v-n=0on 00},
in the sense of traces of H4V and
Li(92) = {q € L*(0): / gdr = O}.
I7)

The weak formulation of (4) is then: find (u,v,p) € U x V x @, such that

e(u, ) + Ad(u, ¢) — b(p. @) =(f.¢), Ve € U,
_b(qvu) - b(q,’l}) - és (pa q)Q = (ga q)Q Vq € Qa
with bilinear forms
e(“? ¢) = (e(u), €(¢))(2 ) d(uv ¢) = (divu, div d))ﬂ )
b(p. W) = (p.divep) . kv,) = (Kv,9) .



2.1 Discretization

The model problem (7) is discretized by a family of mixed strongly mass-
conserving methods as proposed in [HK18, KR18, HKLP19], where the displace-
ment and seepage velocity fields are approximated in suitable H%4V-conforming
spaces Uy, and V}, and the pressure space @) consists of piecewise polynomial
functions discontinuous at element interfaces such that the conditions

div Uh = Qh; div Vh = Qh (8)

are satisfied. The combined finite element space for the mixed method is then
defined by X, := U, x V}, x Qp,. Since the space Uy, is not H'-conforming, a
discrete interior penalty discontinuous Galerkin bilinear form e (-, -) is used to
approximate e(-,-) as detailed below.

Let T, be a family of shape regular triangulations of the computational do-
main {2 into mesh cells T with diameter hp = diam(T") where h := maxrpeT;, hr
denotes the mesh size. Let I't be the set of all interior faces (edges in two di-
mensions) of 7, and I's be the set of all faces on the boundary 942. For every
F € I't there are two neighboring cells 7., 7_ € T such that F' = 07y N 97_.
Let n be the unit outward normal vector pointing from 7, to 7_. Then on
every face F' € Iy and for any ¢ € [L?(£2)]? and T € [L?(£2)]**?, we define
jump [] and average { } by

[pl =+ -9,  {rn} =5 (7'++‘D)n
where ¢+ = ¢|r. and 74 = 7|7, . Further on the broken Sobolev space
[HY (2, Th)* = {¢ € [L*(2)]° | ¢lr € [H' (D))}
we introduce the discrete norm

= (Z IVolZ+ 3 T+ S %|¢||2B>

TeTh Felr Belp

On U, x Uy, we define the discrete bilinear form

en(un, @) = > (e(un T+ Z ([ur], [2]) r

TeT, FGFI

=Y {e(unnd. [eD)p — D (lun], fe(@)nd); (9)
Felr Felr

+ Z (un, @ Z (e(un)n, )5 — Z (un,e(P)n)p -
BGFB Bels Bels

Here, the penalty parameter n > 0 is chosen large enough to ensure coercivity
of en(+, ), i.e., there is a positive constant ¢ such that

en(¢, ) > cllplli, Vo € Un. (10)



In addition we have continuity of e (-, -) in the norm [|-||; ,, i.e.,

en(un, @) < cllunlly, |Pll,  Yun, @ € Up. (11)

We note that since U, C HIY({2) the jumps in face terms in (9) are zero in
normal direction and hence can equivalently be defined using tangential com-
ponents only.

The mass-conserving mixed method based on the finite element space X
can then be represented as

up, o] o]
Al | on |, |9 =Fnl| | ¥ ; (12)
DPh q q

where the discrete bilinear form Ay (-,-) : Xp, x X}, — R is defined by

up, ¢ X
Anl [ on |, | ¢ | | =en(un, @) + Ad(upn, @) + k(vn, )
Ph q (13)

- b(phu ¢ + "/J) - b(qu up + 'Uh) - és (phu Q)Q

and the right hand side is given by

¢
Fh P = (f7¢)(2+(gh7Q)Qa
q

with g, chosen as the L2-projection IT"g. System (12) is consistent and uni-
formly well-posed, which has been proven in [KR18, HK18] and follows essen-
tially by the special choice of H4V-conforming discretization spaces, coercivity
(10), continuity (11) and the discrete inf-sup conditions, see, e.g. [BBF13, HL02,
SST03, Bre74])

N
inf sup VP Da

9€Qn peu, |19l 5 lall

and

N

inf sup V¥ Do o
4€Qn ey, 1Y)l e lall

where

g = (115, + v apll,) ™



3 Two-level algorithm

In this section, we define a monolithic two-level algorithm for the mixed prob-
lem (12). The method differs from partitioned solvers which rely on and exploit
the block structure of the system.

Let {£2;}7_, be an overlapping covering of the domain {2 into subdomains £2;
such that the following two standard assumptions are met, see [TW10, AFW97,
FKO1].

Assumption 3.1 (Finite covering). The partition {{2; }jzl can be colored using
at most N€ colors, in such a way that subregions with the same color are disjoint.

Assumption 3.2 (Sufficient overlap). There is a constant 6 > 0 that measures
the size of overlaps between the subdomains §2;, for j =1,...,J, such that

Clh, S 5 S CQH
with constants ¢y > 0 and ¢y > 0.

In our experiments, we focus on the vertex patch smoother, where the sub-
domains {2; can consist of all mesh cells sharing the vertex j, i.e., the vertex
patch associated with vertex j. In the special case of a uniform partition of the
domain into rectangles this would be a union of 4 mesh cells for interior vertices.

With the subdomains {2; we associate subspaces X; C Xj,. To this end, we
define

Uj=Un NHS (), V= Vi NHGY (), Qj = QuN L3(12)),
continued by zero on 2\ £2;, and set
Xj=U; x Vj x Qj.

Moreover, for H > h let Ty be a triangulation of the coarse domain 2y = 2
such that the associated subspace X := Xy C X};. Then, X plays the role of
a global coarse space and we can decompose X} into an overlapping sum by

J
Xh - XO + Z Xj.
j=1
For j = 1,...,J we introduce local bilinear forms A;(-,-): X; x X; — R as
restrictions of Ay (-, -) to X; and define projections P;: X, — X; by
Un ?; Up ?; ?;
APl on |, (W5 | | =An| | vn | | % V(g | X5 (14)
Ph qj Pn qj qj

Additionally, on the coarse space Xg = X, we introduce a coarse bilinear form
Ao(', ) : Xox Xog— R as .Ao(', ) = .AH(', ) and define Py: X5, — Xo by

Uup bu Uup bu bu
Ao | Po | vn |, | ¥u =Apl (v |, | ¥H V| ¥ | € Xo. (15)
Ph qH Ph qH qH



Note, that the bilinear form eg(:,-) is not inherited from ey(:,-) although
Xy C Xp, because it differs in the face and boundary terms. Thus, Py is
not a projection, since consequently Ag(-,-) differs from Ay(,-).

The bilinear form Ap(-,-) : Xp x X — R given in (13) defines an operator
A=Ay : Xj, — X via the relation

(Azp,yn) x; xx, = An(@nyn)  Yen, yn € X,

where X, denotes the dual space of X}, and (-, -) X/ x x, the corresponding duality
pairing. With this notation we define the two-level additive Schwarz precondi-
tioner Poq : X; — X}, by

J
Pag =w Y PATY, (16)
j=0

where w is a relaxation factor depending on the overlap that is also used for
tuning the method. Further, the multiplicative two-level Schwarz preconditioner
Py is defined by

Pow = —En) A, BEpu=T—-Py)---(I=P)(I-Py). (17)

Note, that in practice only local problems are solved and the global inverse A~!
is actually never computed in the application of the preconditioners.

4 Two-level convergence analysis

We begin this section by stating the main results:

Theorem 4.1. Assume that H < ch for some positive constant ¢ and that
the bounds (5) on K hold. Then, the additive Schwarz method (16) defines a
uniform preconditioner for the system (12). Consequently, the GMRES method
converges uniformly, i.e., it achieves a prescribed accuracy within a number of
iterations that is bounded independently of the mesh size h and any other model
parameters than K, when applied to solve a linear system with PggA.

Theorem 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 the stationary iterative
method based on the multiplicative Schwarz preconditioner (17) converges uni-
formly, i.e., with a residual contraction factor strictly less than 1, independent
of the mesh size h and any other model parameters than K.

Remark 4.3. The dependence of the presented two-level convergence estimates
on the parameter K is caused by the same dependence of the constant in the
stable decomposition of the divergence-free subspace V¥ of Vi, under the norm
induced by the bilinear form k(-,-), see (40) in the proof of Lemma 4.10. We
will use a very crude upper bound at this point, which is given by the global
contrast Ruax / Rumin for reasons of simplicity because this aspect is not the fo-
cus of the presented analysis. Improved bounds for Darcy have been developed
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based on weighted Poincaré inequalities under the assumption of certain quasi-
monotonicity properties of the coefficient function K~! in k(-,-), see [PS11,
SVZ12, PS13].

Due to the lack of an abstract convergence theory for subspace correction
methods for indefinite problems, we follow [Sch99] and transform the saddle
point problem into an equivalent, singularly perturbed symmetric positive defi-
nite (SPD) system, which is possible for any fixed storage coefficient é; > 0, as
detailed in Section 4.1.

The analysis of domain decomposition methods for this singularly perturbed
problem requires a stable decomposition derived in subsections 4.2 and 4.3.
Thus, the convergence with respect to the singularly perturbed problem fol-
lows by the theory for symmetric positive definite problems, which is proved in
Section 4.4. Finally, the proofs of Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 can be found in subsec-
tion 4.5. They rely on the fact that the estimates for the singularly perturbed
problem are uniform for é; — 0.

4.1 An equivalent, singularly perturbed problem

As shown in [HKLP19], strong mass conservation can be recovered from sys-
tem (12) by using H%-conforming discretizations for the displacement field
and seepage velocity in combination with piecewise polynomial approximations
of the pressure if the polynomial degrees match. To be more precise, the discrete
mass balance equation

—divuy — divo, — ¢spr = gn
is fulfilled point-wise if the condition (8) is met. This allows us to substitute
PR = —é;l (divuy, + div o, + gp)
and obtain the equivalent, singularly perturbed system
en(un, @) + Ad(un, ) + ¢ d(un +vn, @) = (f.0) — &5 ' (gn, dive) g
k(i) + & d(un + o) = =65 (gn,divep) g
for all (¢,7) € W, = U x Vj,. We rewrite this system as

(o) (2) = ((3)) w
() (8) = () (8) +2(()- () o

where the bilinear forms &(-,-) and Z(-,-) are defined on W), x W, by

&((::) ; (i)) = en(un, @) + k(vn, ¥),

@((“h> , (i)) = Md(up, @) + &, d(up, + vi, @ + )

with

Vh

11



and the right hand side is given by

%((i)) — (D)o — & (g div(d+ 1))

Remark 4.4. The form o (-,-) is symmetric and coercive with respect to the
weighted norm

[N

- ~ 2
o, = (a5 A+ K20 ) e vt + 00

for all wy, = (up,vp) € Wy, i.c.,

Up Up 2
((8)-(3)) e

Similar to Section 3 we choose local subspaces W; C W) associated with the
subdomains {2;, such that

as well as a global coarse space Wy = Ug x V. Hence, every w € W, admits
a decomposition of the form

J
w=Z'wj, w; € Wj. (20)
=0

For j =1,...,J we introduce the local bilinear forms .7;(-, ) : W; x W, — R
as restrictions of <7, (-, -) to W; and a coarse bilinear form <% (-, -) : WoxWo — R
as 2(-,-) = @y (-, ). Analogously to (14) and (15) we define the projections
Pji Wy, — Wj by

up\ (@5 _ up\ (@ o
w(m () (5) == () (3) (&) em
and the projection-like operator Py: W — Wy by
up, om\\ _ up o bu
(i) () =) () v (Z)em

Furthermore, the bilinear form @, (-,-) : W, x W, — R given in (19) defines
an operator A := Ay : W, — W,; via the relation

<Awh7yh>w}ixwh = (xTh,yn), Ve, yn € W

Thus, for the singularly perturbed problem the two-level additive Schwarz
preconditioner P.q : W, — W, is defined by

J
Pua=w) PA™, (21)
j=0

and the multiplicative two-level Schwarz preconditioner Py, is defined by

Pmu:(I_Emu)Aila Emu:(I_P])(I_Pl)(I_PO) (22)

12



4.2 Decomposition of the spaces according to ker(2)

Our goal is to prove that for any w € W), any decomposition of the form (20)
is stable under the global and local bilinear forms <7, (-, -) : Wj, x Wj, — R and
Aj(+,-) : W; x W, — R, respectively. As a preparatory, step we decompose the
space W, into the orthogonal sum

W, = ker(2) @ ker(2)*

of the kernel of the summed divergence operator

= (2) el o((2)-(2) -0 1§ )

and its &(-, -)-orthogonal complement

o {3 (9. (9) -0 +(2) )

cf. [AFW97, Hip97]. To this end, we introduce the discrete Helmholtz-decompo-
sitions

U,=Ula Ui, Vi=V2aVi,

of Uy, and V, into their divergence free subspaces Uy and V}' and their ey, (-, -)-
orthogonal and k(-, -)-orthogonal complements, respectively,

Uy ={u €Ul en(u, ) =0 Vo Uy},
Vii={veW|kvy)=0 vyeV},

cf. [KM15, AFW10]. Accordingly, we denote the Helmholtz-decompositions of
the local and coarse spaces U; and V; into their divergence-free subspaces and
their ey, (-, -)-orthogonal and k(-, -)-orthogonal complements by

U=UyeU;-, Vi=V)eV.
The following lemma characterizes W2 = ker(2) C Wj,.
Lemma 4.5. For \ > 0 there holds
WY :=ker(2)=U2 xV?, Wit :=ker(2)* = Ui+ x V.
Proof. Setting ¢ = wu and ¥ = v in

@((u),(i>)::Xd@h¢)+éjd@L+vqﬁ+¢0

v

shows that a necessary condition for (u,v)? € ker(2) is divu = 0, i.e., u € U.
Further, for any u € U}, choosing ¢ = u and 1 = —v shows that in this case
v € V)2 is necessary and sufficient to guarantee that (u,v)” € W. O

Note, that for all w) = (u),v))) € W) and ), = (¢, ) € W,,, there holds
§o78 ('11)2, 7Th) =ep (u%, ¢h) + k(vg, ’l[Jh) . (23)
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4.3 Stable decompositions

The main result of this section is Theorem 4.11. Before we can prove it, we
begin by recalling known facts from the literature and showing some auxiliary
results. We start with the existence and some standard properties of a partition
of unity for the overlapping covering {{2; }3’:1 in Proposition 4.6, see [TW10,
Lemma 3.4].

Proposition 4.6. Given Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2, there is a piecewise bilinear
partition of unity {Gj}'jjzl relative to the overlapping partition {(2;}
supp(6;) C 2;, such that for all x € 2 there holds

J .
=1 b€

D 0i(x) =1, with0<0;(x) <1, forallj=1,2,..,J. (24)

j=1
Moreover,
||vej||LOO(Q) <

where § is the constant from Assumption 3.2.

¢
57

In order to represent divergence free functions in the displacement space U},
we introduce the space

S(2,Tn) = {s € Hy(R2) | si7 € H*(T)},

which is equipped with the discrete norm

1 1 :
Il = (Z 192515+ 32 5 Ioasllz+ S Ewnsné) . (25)

TETh Felry Bel'p

Following [KS14], the bilinear form ep(-,-) on the divergence free subspace is
algebraically equivalent to the bilinear form of a C%-interior penalty formulation
of a corresponding biharmonic problem by assigning velocities up = curls,
where up, belongs to the discrete stream function space S(£2,7;). Combining
arguments from [KS14] and [BWO05], it is easy to see that in two space dimensions
there holds the elementary identity

leurlsll, ), = [Isllo» Vs € S(2,Tn), (26)

where curl = (02, —01).
Next, we recall a result showing that stream functions in S(§2,7;) have a
stable decomposition with respect to the norm (25).

Lemma 4.7. Every s € S(£2,7,) admits a decomposition s = Ej:o s; with
sj € S(2;,Th), so € S(20,Tw), such that

J H4
2 2 2
ool + D losll < e (14 5 ) sl (27)
=1

for some constant ¢ > 0.

14



Proof. Compare the proof of Lemma 4.2 in [BWO05]. O

The above results suffice to prove the stability of the decomposition of the
divergence free subspace of U, with respect to the elasticity energy norm.
Lemma 4.8. Every function u® € U admits a decomposition of the form

ul = E;‘]:O ug-) with ug-) € UJQ, which satisfies the bound

J 4
eH(ug,ug) + Zeh(u?,u?) <c (1 + %) eh(u07u0)
j=1

for some constant ¢ > 0.

Proof. For every u’ € U} there exists a unique stream function s € S(£2,75),
such that

u? = curls.

J
Now we decompose s = 7 s; and choose

0 _ .
u; = curlsy,

such that u? eU JQ and by linearity of the curl

J
075 0
u = ’I,Lj.

Jj=0

Continuity of ey, (-, -), the stability of the decomposition in (27), the identity (26),
and Korn’s inequality (10) yield

M

J

2 2

er(u,ud) + Y en(ud,ud) < e | llsollsnm+ Y lsills,
j=1

1

J

H4 HY
<o (1 55 ) Isti=e (14 5 ) Heurtslf,

4
<ec (1 + %) eh(uo,uo) .
O

In order to show that also U, ,f- has a stable decomposition with respect to
the norm induced by the elasticity bilinear form, we will adapt the construction
from [TW10, Chapter10].

For this purpose, we recall the definition of the spaces

HIY(2) :={ve HY(N):v-n=0on 0N},
HEN () = {v e H™™Y () :v-7 =0 on 00},

15



and decompose them into
H{ (@) = HI™ () & H™ (9), (28)
HE™(2) = HE*(2) @ H5™™(92), (29)

where HJ™V(2) and HS™(£2) denote the orthogonal complements of the
divergence-free and curl-free subspaces

HIY0(Q) := {v € H{™(R2) : dive = 0},
H"™0(92) = {v € Hg"\($2) : curlv = 0},

of H{¥(£2) and H§" () in the (-,-)pgaiv (o) and (-, ) greur (o) inner products,
respectively. Note that the decompositions (28) and (29) are both L2-orthogonal
as well.

Now, we introduce a new space U™ containing semicontinuous functions,

which can be characterized as the image of Uy under an orthogonal projection
O+: HWV(2) = HIY (), ie., Ut := ©L(Uy,), which is defined by

Oty :=u — curlw,
where w € HS™™ " (02) satisfies
(curlw, curlw),, = (u,curlv),, VYoe HS™ (1)
Further, we define the projection P": H{V(2) — U™ by
(div (P'"u —u) ,diveg) , =0, VepecU".
Then, for P" there holds
1P | s < effut || an s Vut €Uy

with a constant ¢ depending on (2. According to [CKS05, Proposition 4.6]
there is another constant ¢, independent of the mesh size, but depending on
shape-regularity of the mesh and the polynomial degree, such that

[Prut|, , <ellut],,. (30)

Moreover, from [TW10, Lemma 10.12] for convex (2, we have the approximation
property

|ut = Phut|, <chl|divut|,  Vu' €U (31)
For the L2-projection ITH: L?(£2)? — Uy onto the coarse space Uy there holds
|w— 117w, <cHlul,, . (32)

Additionally, we have H'-stability of IT", that is,
[T, ,, < cllully,, (33)

We are ready to prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.9. Every function u™ € Ui admits a decomposition of the form

ut = Zj:o qu with uj1 € Uj, which satisfies the bound

J 2
e (ug, up) +Zeh(u},u}) §c<1—|—];[—2> en(ut,ut) (34)
j=1
for some constant ¢ > 0.

Proof. We choose

uj = 1" (0; (u™ —ug)),

where I" is the canonical interpolation into Uy, and {6, }'jjzl the piecewise linear

partition of unity defined in (24). We point at the fact that u} € Uj is not

necessarily a function in U JJ-

Let @ = ut — u}. Noting that on each cell T € Ty, the function 0;a@ is

polynomial, such that there holds
11" (05a) |, , < cllbjal, ,. (35)

By continuity of the bilinear form ey (-, ), the bounds (33) and (30), and coer-
civity of ep(-,-), we get

e (ub,ug) < |7 Phat|},
c|Prutll, <clutll, < cnutut)  36)
and
lall}, < e ([}, + [T Phut];,) < cen(utiut).  67)
By (31), (32), and using h < H, we obtain

il < e = Pt + [P = P
ScthivuJ‘HQ—i—cHHuLHLh (38)

< cH |lut]],, -

Using the continuity of ey (-,-), (35), the properties of 0;, (38), (37), and the

17



coercivity of ep(-,-), as well as the finite covering Assumption 3.1, we get

J J
2 enuw) <) 1" 6 th<c2|\9unlh
=1 =1
J
2 2 2
Z( > (190517 oy 1115 + 10,75
=1 \T€Ts,
1 (39)
+3 G letalE s Y ||9ju||23>
FEFI Belp
1, _
< ez llals +clali,
H? Lot
Finally, combining (36) and (39) results in the desired estimate (34). O

The last preparatory step is to show the stability of the decomposition of
WP = szo WY with respect to o, (-, -).

Lemma 4.10. Every w° = (u%,v°) € W) admits a decomposition of the form

w’ = Zj:o wf with w) € W7, which satisfies the bound
] 1 0,0
Z.;z{] <cK<1+y>Mh(w,w),
j=

where cg = cRmax/Rmin for some constant ¢ > 0 independent of the model
parameters and of J.

Proof. By Lemma 4.8, every u’ € Uy has a decomposition u’ = Ej:o u?— with
u? S U]Q7 such that

J H4
H(ug,ug) —i—Zeh(u?,u? (1—1-?) (uo,u0)7
j=1

with ug = curls;, where s; € S(£2,75) is chosen as in the proof of Lemma 4.8.
Further, by a classical result in domain decomposition theory that goes back
to [DW94], every r € S(§2, 7)) has a decomposition r = Z;'I:o rj, such that

Znnnl <e(1+5) I,

18



where ||r|, = |Vr||,. By choosing v) = curlr;, we get for the second term
in (23)

J

J
Zk Ujs J SR ZchrlrJ”Q_RdeZHT]”l
Jj=0 §=0
s ~ H
¢ Rma ( > 1717 = ¢ Rmax <1 + ?> |curl 7|3, (40)
R

E 0o .0
Rmin (1+ 5>k(v ,’U)

where we have used (5). The assertion of the lemma follows then by choosing

w) = (uf,v)) = (curls;, curlr;) € W) for all j =0,...,.J. O

<c

We are ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.11 (Stable decomposition). Fvery w € W}, admits a decomposition
of the form w = Ej:o w; with w; € W, which satisfies the bound

J H4
> dj(wj,wy) < ek (1 + 5—4) G (w, w),

Jj=0

where cg = cmaX{RmaX/Rmin, Rmax} for some constant ¢ > 0 that is indepen-

dent of the model parameters in the discrete bilinear form <, (-,-) defined in (19)
and independent of the number of subdomains J as well as of the discretization
parameters h and T.

Proof. For w = 0 the result is trivial. So let w € Wy, w # 0, be arbitrary. For
the sake of simplicity, we indicate dependencies of constants by subscripts. To
start with, we decompose w in the form

we— (%) = u? 4 ut
T \w ) T ’UO ,UJ_ )
with (u%,v°%) € U x V? and (ut,vt) € U+ x V*. Since we need to control
the term d(u + v, u + v), we define ¢ = u' + v+ and decompose it into ¢ =

@° + ¢*, ¢° € VO, where ¢° and ¢ are orthogonal with respect to k(-,-).
Then, the decomposition of w that we will use in our proof reads as

w=(3) = () + (5e) < (6)
() (8) + () (8) vt

(41)
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We decompose each component of each summand in (41) according to

M~
u:o

Il

u:O
. M Ny
m.eo

Il
\.eo
M~
&

Il
e

<
Il

o
<

M~
s
I
g
F
]
S
I
e
F
(]
&
I
&
F

<
Il
=)
<
Il
=)
<
Il
o

where u]Q € U]Q, v? € Vjo, (}5]0 € Vjo, u} e Uy, v} € V; and (;5]1 € V; are specified
below. The superscript 1 of uj, v} and @] indicates that these terms are not
orthogonal to u , v and d)o with respect to the inner products eh( 9, k()
and k(-,-), respectrvely Now, we define w; := w) + w; + w; + w?, where

0

0 u; 0 1 0 0

) — cw?, w; = eWw.,

b= () ews = (g) e
1

2 u; 3 0

1= () e wi=(g) e

and herewith estimate

Mk

> —i—% (w wl) (42)

—l—.;zf(w w3 )—i—@/(w w?))

J
Z.Qf (wj,w;) <ec
7=0

For the decomposition in the orthogonal complement Wh , we will use the sta-
bility estimates

k(% @°) < k(¢ ¢) = k(u" +v-,ut +0v"), (43)
k(¢h, 0") < k(o ¢) =k(u" +v" ut +vt). (44)
Further, we note that
d(¢*, @) =d(¢p,¢) = d(u" + vt ut + o). (45)
Then, the stability of the L2-decomposition (40) and the estimate (43) yield
>_y(wjwy) = k(¢).¢7) < cpsich(¢,6")
j=0 j=0 (46)
< e (R(uhut) + k(v 00).
Moreover, by Lemma 4.9 and [TW10, AFW97], we have

i;zfj(w i(ea +k(u u)—l-/\d(u ul))

<cH;s (eh(ul,u )+ k(utut) + Xd(ul,ul)) )

(47)
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Again, by [TW10, AFW97], stability estimate (44), and equality (45), we obtain

J
> (whwl) = (k(B], b)) + & d(), b))
<cus (k(ph, o) +é.1d(oh, 0Y)) (48)

<ecms (k(ut,ut) + k(v vh) + e d(ut + vt ut + o).

Due to the special choice of the decomposition (41) the term k(ul, uL) appears
in (48), which we further estimate using the Poincaré and Korn inequalities

k(ul, uL) < ¢ RmaxCh (ul, uL) . (49)

Thus, by (42), Lemma 4.10 and collecting the estimates (46), (47), (48), and
(49), we obtain with wt = (ut,v+)T € W;t

J

>y (wy, w;)

=0
SChs K (eh (u®, u®) + k(v°,0?)
Fen(ut )kt )+ Mt ut) it ot )
ScH@KQ(%h(wO,wO) + %h(wL,wL))
:CH,é,k,n'dh(waw)

where the constant CHs.K.0 for a proper overlap ¢ depends only on {2 and the

bounds Ryin and Rpax. O

4.4 Results for the singularly perturbed problem

We now prove convergence of the Schwarz methods for the singularly per-
turbed problem by applying the theory for symmetric positive definite prob-
lems as in [TW10]. Therefore, we further establish a local stability estimate
in Lemma 4.12 and strengthened Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities in (51), which
together with the stable decomposition in Theorem 4.11 and Assumptions 3.1
and 3.2 on the covering of the domain prove the results of this section, i.e.,
Theorems 4.14 and 4.15.
Local stability, according to [TW10], means that the estimates

.;th(wj,wj) < Cl%(Wj,Wj) ij (S Wj

hold true for all 0 < j < J with a constant C; > 0. Since we have chosen exact
bilinear forms on the local spaces, i.e. @(-,-) = @ (-, -) restricted to W, local
stability is trivially fulfilled with C; =1 for all 1 < 5 < J. Thus, it remains to
consider the case j = 0.
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Lemma 4.12 (Local stability). For each wo € Wy it holds

H
o (wo, wo) < %«Q{o(wo,wo)-

Proof. On the coarse space, we have chosen a non-inherited form for the approx-
imation of the elasticity bilinear form, namely eg(-,-) instead of e, (-, -), which
differs in the face and boundary terms because of the different cell size H > h.
Due to the continuity of the coarse displacement functions ug = ug € Uy on
every coarse cell, the jump terms |[[ug]|| vanish for all faces F' that lie in the
interior of a coarse cell. Therefore, we have

H
en(ug, ug) < EQH('U/OJU/O)- (50)

Since all other terms of the coarse space operator (-, ) are chosen to be exact,
the statement of Lemma 4.12 follows by estimate (50). O

Remark 4.13. The convergence theory for multiplicative Schwarz methods in
[TW10] requires that 0 < C1 < 2. In a typical application scenario, the coarse
mesh size might be H = 2h resulting in a factor H/h = 2 which violates the above
condition. Hence, an additional relazation factor wy < 1 has to be introduced in
the definition of the coarse bilinear form, i.e., 2(-,-) = woy (-, "), that scales
(-, +) such that woH/h < 2. However, we would like to point out that this
scaling is not required in our experiments and we choose wg =1 in these cases.

By Assumption 3.2 and standard arguments, see [TW10], there hold the
strengthened Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities

=

|t (wi, w;)| < €1y (wi, w;)? Sy (w;, w;) (51)

for w; € Wi, w; € Wj, 1 < 4,57 < J, and constants 0 < ¢; < 1. Alongside
[TW10] we denote the spectral radius of £ = {¢;; } by p(E).

The maximal and minimal eigenvalues of P,qA are characterized by the
Rayleigh quotients

.;th(PadAw,w)
Amax(PagAd) = sup ——M——=
( d ) WET?/h JZ{h(’LU,’LU)

. G (PaaAw, w)
min(PagA) = inf —/ 2 7
Amin(Paa 4) wew, T (w, w)

We are now ready to state and prove the main results of this section, Theo-
rems 4.14 and 4.15.

Theorem 4.14. The two-level additive Schwarz preconditioner (21) for the
singularly perturbed system (18) satisfies

(p(€) +1),

==

HYN\\
)\min(PadA) 2 (Ck (1 + y)) ) )\max(PadA) S
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where the constant cg depends on the bounds Rmin and Rmax from (5), but
is independent of the mesh size h and the other model parameters ;\, and Cg.
In particular, we obtain a uniform preconditioner under the assumption that
H < ch for some constant c.

Proof. By Remark 4.4 we are able to apply the Schwarz convergence theory for
symmetric positive definite problems, cf. [TW10, Chapter 2], to the singularly
perturbed problem. In particular, the stable decomposition from Theorem 4.11,
the local stability estimate from Lemma 4.12, and the strengthened Cauchy-
Schwarz inequalities (51) constitute the assumptions of the abstract condition
number estimate in [TW10, Theorem 2.7]. Hence, we can apply this result
which concludes the proof. O

Theorem 4.15. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 4.14, the mul-
tiplicative Schwarz method (22) for the singularly perturbed problem converges
with a contraction number depending on the bounds Rmin and Rmax from equa-
tion (5), but independent of the mesh size h and the other model parameters ;\,
and Cs.

Proof. We invoke [TW10, Theorem 2.9], where again the stable decomposition
from Theorem 4.11, the local stability estimate from Lemma 4.12, and the
strengthened Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities (51) constitute the assumptions. For
the coarse grid space, we additionally refer to Remark 4.13. O

4.5 Proofs of the main results

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Theorem 4.14 guarantees the boundedness of the spec-
trum of P,qA with respect to the singularly perturbed problem, uniform with
respect to the perturbation parameter é; ! for any ¢ > 0. Thus, the equivalence
of the three-field formulation and the singularly perturbed problem yields the
convergence proof. O

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Theorem 4.15 guarantees the convergence of the multi-
plicative Schwarz method (22) with respect to the singularly perturbed problem
with a contraction number independent of the perturbation parameter é¢; !, and
as a consequence, uniform for any ¢s > 0. Thus, the equivalence of the three-
field formulation and the singularly perturbed problem yields the convergence
proof. O

5 Numerical experiments

For testing the numerical performance of the two-level Schwarz preconditioners
defined in Section 3, we follow the setting in [HKLP19, Section 6.1] and construct
a test case with solution in [H} (£2)]? x H§ () x L2(£2). For a more in depth in-
vestigation with different kinds of boundary conditions, as well as a comparison
to multilevel algorithms we refer the reader to [Meg23]. The implementation of
the solvers is based on the finite element library DEAL.II [ABF*22].
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Consider (7) with isotropic permeability K = &I and right hand side given
by

;o <9ooaw¢ — 93¢ — 020,

9000y ¢ + §¢ + (9185(;5) . g =900kA¢ — &,(900¢ — 1),

where ¢ is defined on the square 2 = (0,1) x (0,1) by
¢ =a%(z — 1%y - )%

Homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions are prescribed for the solid dis-
placement u as well as for the normal direction of the seepage velocity v on the
whole boundary 942, i.e.,

u=0 on df2, v-n=0 on Jdf.

Here, n denotes the unit outward normal vector. The solution is defined only
up to an additive constant for the pressure. Thus, we search for a mean-value
free solution in the pressure component satisfying

/ pdx = 0.
Q

Then, the unique solution to this system is given by

13} .
u= (_55})) , p=900¢ — 1, v = —9004Vp.

The mesh consists of an equidistant subdivision of 2 C R? into rectangu-
lar cells. The system is discretized with triplets RTy x RTy X Qr, k > 0, of
equal order Raviart-Thomas and discontinuous cell-wise polynomial finite ele-
ment functions, such that the matching condition

div RT), = Qy

is fulfilled. To solve the algebraic equations we use the Krylov subspace method
GMRES preconditioned by the multiplicative two-level Schwarz method (17),
which combines a multiplicative subdomain solver with a multiplicative appli-
cation of the coarse grid solver. As stopping criterion we use a reduction of the
unpreconditioned starting residual measured in the L?-norm by a factor 10%.
The subdomains (2; form vertex patches, which are unions of four cells for all
interior vertices with an overlap of size § = h. Patches consisting of two cells for
vertices at the boundary 9f2 and single cells for vertices in corners are excluded
from the set of patches, since we could not observe any beneficial effects of their
inclusion for calculations with homogeneous boundary conditions, cf. [Meg23,
Section 3.5]. To realize the homogeneous boundary conditions on the boundary
0f2; of the vertex patches, we build the patch matrices only out of interior de-
grees of freedom of each vertex patch (2;. The coarse space is always assembled
one level below the actual level, i.e., H = 2h leading to a constant factor % =2
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AN l1 o108 1 10¢ A 1 106 1 106
1|1 1 108 10¢ &1 |1 1 10 106
h h
/4[4 5 6 6 1/16 |5 7 7 7
1815 6 6 6 1/32 |5 8 8 8
1/16 |5 6 6 6 1/64 |5 8 8 8
1/32|14 6 6 6 1/128 |5 8 8 8

Table 1: Uniformity of iteration counts of GMRES for different parameter set-
tings when é; = 0, RT> X RT» x Q. Multiplicative two-level Schwarz (left
table), multiplicative multilevel Schwarz (right table).

The coarse and local problems are solved using a singular value decomposi-
tion in order to deal properly with the one-dimensional kernel of their operators
caused by the nonuniqueness of the pressure solution on each subdomain.

In Table 1 (left side) we observe uniform convergence of the method in a
set of sample calculations with RT» x RT5 x @2 finite elements, from which we
conclude that no additional relaxation of the coarse grid bilinear form is needed
albeit required by the theory. This observation gave reason to Remark 4.13.
Furthermore, throughout all calculations with polynomial degree £k = 2, we
found that the iteration counts remain constant for a mesh size below h = %
This holds true for all variations of the model parameters in the system, i.e., 5\,
#71, and é. A comparison calculation in Table 1 (right-hand side) also confirms
this for more refined meshes with the multilevel Schwarz analogue M, of the
two-level algorithm (17). For a definition of M,y let there be given a hierarchy
of nested meshes Tp, T --- C 7Tp, with corresponding finite element spaces
Xpy C -+ C Xy, for mesh sizes hg < ... < hy = h. Here, the symbol C means
that mesh 7y, , results by a refinement of 75,. Then, My, is defined by

JL Jl
Mg = (I -EMG) AT, BNG = (7)) - [ (T -P}) (1 - P),
j=1 j=1
where Jy denotes the number of subdomains on each level £ =0,..., L, and ]P’g

are the projection operators of each subdomain on each level. In the multilevel
setting we observe about two iterations more than in the two-level case, which
is due to the relaxed coarse scale solve. Nevertheless, the numbers show the
independence of the iteration counts with respect to the levels on a mesh with
h = % already.

Now, we turn our attention to an examination of the robustness of the
method with respect to the scaled model parameters in the system, i.e., 5\,
£7!, and é. In this test scenario we choose again polynomial degree k = 2 and
show the converged iteration counts for a fixed mesh with mesh size h = 3%
The robustness of the multiplicative two-level Schwarz method with respect to
varying the scaled parameters X and 27! is demonstrated in Table 2. Here we
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f—1
I

107 107* 1072 1 102 10* 106

1076 2 3 3 4 4 5 6
1074 2 3 3 4 4 5 6
102 2 3 3 4 4 5 6

5 1 2 3 4 4 4 5 6
102 2 3 4 5 6 6 6

104 2 2 3 5 6 6 6

108 2 2 3 4 6 6 6

Table 2: Robustness of iteration counts of GMRES with respect to X and A1
(for és = 0). Multiplicative two-level Schwarz. RT» x RTs X Qa, h = 31—2

& [0 1070 107* 1072 1 10° 10* 105 10
EE 4 4 4 4 6 2 1

Table 3: Robustness of iteration counts of GMRES with respect to & (for
A= &~1 = 1). Multiplicative two-level Schwarz. RTy x RTy x Qo, h = 3%

have set the scaled storage capacity coefficient ¢; = 0, which actually represents
the most difficult case of the saddle point problem for the solver. The iteration
counts of GMRES are at most six for the whole range of 1076 < X < 106, and
1076 < #~! < 108. For small #~! the iteration numbers are even smaller, which
indicates the dependence on Ruax that we have seen in the convergence proof
in Section 4. On the other hand, we do not observe an increase in iterations for
large #~!, which corresponds to small permeabilities. The situation that #~!
takes small values is also realistic and occurs if the product of p and 7 and the
unscaled permeability is large, cf. the scaling of the physical parameters in (3).
Moreover, the scaled parameter )\ is defined as the ratio of the Lamé coefficients
that might be small in certain cases or become large for incompressible materi-
als. For variations in ;\, the table shows nearly constant iterations for each fixed
#£~1; only for #=! = 102 there is a slight shift in the numbers when A > 102,

Variations in the scaled storage coefficient ¢; do not effect the performance
of the method for values ¢, < 102 as can be seen in Table 3. Only for very
large values of ¢, > 102 the iterations increase very slightly before they drop
to 1. This result is presented for A=r1=1 only but holds true for all
possible combinations of X and 2~ 1. Note that in realistic calculations the scaled
storage coefficient ¢; might take values even larger than one if the poroelastic
medium contains soft inclusions modeled by a storage capacity greater than
zero, together with small values of the Biot-Willis constant « and/or a large
Lamé coefficient p, cf. (3).

Last, we turn our attention to the lower order case for polynomial degrees
k = 0 and k = 1. In this situation, we observed some sort of stiffness of the
method compared to polynomial degrees £ > 2. In a sample calculation in the
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I%fl
h 10-¢ 107* 1072 1 102 10* 106
1/8 3 4 6 8 9 11 12
1/16 3 5 7 8 9 13 14
1/32 3 ) 7 8 8 11 15
1/64 3 ) 7 8 8 9 15
1/128 4 6 7 8 8 9 15

Table 4: Lowest order case RTy x RTy X Qq. Iteration counts of GMRES with

respect to 4~ '. Multiplicative two-level Schwarz. A = 100, &, = 0.

lowest-order case k = 0 in Table 4 with \ = 100, #~! =1, and é, = 0 we need
more mesh refinements for some parameter settings (down to h = 1—58) until the
iteration counts remain unchanged. And we notice a stronger influence of the
variation in the permeability on the iteration counts as they grow faster for larger
values of 4~ !. Nevertheless, the method shows good performance and reasonable
robustness also in the lowest-order case, i.e., employing the RTy x RTy X Qg

space triplet.

6 Conclusion

In this article, we proposed two-level Schwarz methods to solve H4V-conforming
discretizations of Biot’s quasi-static consolidation model. We rigorously proved
convergence of the monolithic algorithms by transforming the three-field for-
mulation into an equivalent singularly perturbed symmetric positive definite
system, for which a stable decomposition and local stability bounds form the
basis for applying the abstract Schwarz convergence theory for noninherited
forms. Finally, independence with respect to the perturbation parameter re-
sulted in the proof of convergence, robust with respect to the model parameters
under the assumption that the permeability tensor can be bounded in the sense
of (5). The numerical tests demonstrated the performance and robustness of
the multiplicative two-level Schwarz method for different polynomial degrees of
the mixed finite element spaces and confirmed the theoretical results, even for
nearly incompressible and low-permeable materials. Beyond the theoretical re-
sults, a multilevel Schwarz approach showed comparable performance at lower
cost.

The three-dimensional case as well as the investigation of high-frequency-
high-contrast problems are the subjects of future work.
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