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Abstract. We propose a unified four-dimensional (4D) spatiotemporal formulation for time-
dependent convection-diffusion problems that preserves underlying physical structures. By treating
time as an additional space-like coordinate, the evolution problem is reformulated as a stationary
convection-diffusion equation on a 4D space-time domain. Using exterior calculus, we extend this
framework to the full family of convection-diffusion problems posed on H(grad), H(curl), and
H(div). The resulting formulation is based on a 4D Hodge-Laplacian operator with a spatiotem-
poral diffusion tensor and convection field, augmented by a small temporal perturbation to ensure
nondegeneracy. This formulation naturally incorporates fundamental physical constraints, including
divergence-free and curl-free conditions. We further introduce an exponentially-fitted 4D spatiotem-
poral flux operator that symmetrizes the convection-diffusion operator and enables a well-posed
variational formulation. Finally, we prove that the temporally-perturbed formulation converges to
the original time-dependent convection-diffusion model as the perturbation parameter tends to zero.
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1. Introduction. Time-dependent convection-diffusion problems describe the
transport of physical quantities such as heat, mass, and momentum in diverse ap-
plications, from porous-media flow and thermal diffusion to atmospheric, oceanic,
and plasma dynamics. In many applications, the transport is convection-dominated,
meaning that the advective effects greatly exceed diffusive dissipation. In such set-
tings, solutions often develop sharp interior or boundary layers aligned with the con-
vection field, which must be carefully resolved. However, from a numerical perspec-
tive, resolving these features is challenging: standard discretizations may violate the
discrete maximum principle [11, 13, 32], resulting in spurious oscillations [16, 23],
while stabilized methods designed to suppress such oscillations (e.g., [4, 7, 10, 26])
often introduce excessive numerical dissipation, leading to artificial smearing and loss
of physical resolution. We refer to [6, 25] for further discussion of discrete maxi-
mum principles and artificial diffusion. Therefore, balancing stability, accuracy, and
the preservation of essential physical properties in convection-dominated transport
remains a central challenge in numerical simulation.

A classical difficulty in the numerical treatment of time-dependent convection-
diffusion problems arises from the separate treatment of spatial and temporal dis-
cretizations, often via time-stepping or operator-splitting methods. These approaches
intertwine stability conditions across time and space and can accumulate numerical
dissipation as the solution evolves. An alternative [5] is to regard time as an additional
spatial coordinate and reformulate the problem on the (n+1)-dimensional space-time
domain Ω = Ωx × Ωt. In this spatiotemporal setting, the original evolution equation
becomes a stationary convection-diffusion problem on a higher-dimensional domain,
with the temporal dependence incorporated through a spatiotemporal diffusion tensor
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and convection field. Although this reformulation increases the dimensionality of the
computational domain, it removes the need for time-stepping and places spatial and
temporal variations on equal footing. This is particularly advantageous in convection-
dominated regimes: stability and accuracy can be enforced at the global space-time
level while still controlling numerical dissipation, rather than amplifying it through
successive temporal updates. Moreover, the formulation can integrate naturally with
adaptive refinement strategies and existing solver libraries for stationary problems,
providing an efficient computational framework that accurately resolves sharp trans-
port layers.

In this work, we develop a unified spatiotemporal formulation with physics-
preserving structure for time-dependent convection-diffusion problems using the lan-
guage of differential forms and exterior calculus. Our goal is to extend the spa-
tiotemporal approach in [5] to the full family of time-dependent convection-diffusion
problems. While the space-time formulation in [5] provides a spatiotemporal repre-
sentation for the H(grad) problem, a direct extension to the H(curl) and H(div)
settings is not available within classical vector calculus, due to the absence of natural
4D analogues of the curl operator and vector field structures. Although several works
[20, 21, 36] have employed differential forms to study H(curl) and H(div) convection-
diffusion problems, these approaches either treat space and time separately or remain
restricted to 3D steady-state settings. To overcome this difficulty, we formulate all
operators within a 4D exterior-calculus framework by introducing a spatiotemporal
diffusion tensor and convection field, augmented by a small artificial temporal pertur-
bation proposed in [5] to ensure the nondegeneracy of the diffusion tensor. We further
define unified boundary conditions suitable for the spatiotemporal setting that incor-
porate both Dirichlet and Neumann types. Remarkably, the unified 4D spatiotemporal
governing equation naturally embeds physics-preserving structures, including Gauss’s
law for magnetism (divergence-free condition) and a curl-free condition.

In addition, we introduce an exponentially-fitted spatiotemporal flux operator, in-
spired by semiconductor simulations [8, 9, 30], and demonstrate its applicability to our
unified framework. This operator symmetrizes fluxes in convection-diffusion problems,
transferring the structural properties of a Hodge Laplacian to the convection-diffusion
setting and providing the key analytical foundation for developing future physics-
preserving 4D discretizations in convection-dominated regimes (see, e.g., [2, 29, 36]
for related 2D and 3D approaches). Building on the flux operator, we formulate the
variational problem for the unified formulation and establish its well-posedness. Fi-
nally, we show that the temporally-perturbed spatiotemporal formulation converges
to the original convection-diffusion model as the perturbation parameter tends to zero,
ensuring consistency with the standard formulation.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the
time-dependent convection-diffusion problems, reintroduce the spatiotemporal formu-
lation for the H(grad) case as in [5], and define the spatiotemporal exterior calculus
framework, which serves as the foundation for the unified equation. Building on this
groundwork, Section 3 presents the unified spatiotemporal convection-diffusion equa-
tion, specifies its structure at each differential-form level, and discusses the associated
boundary conditions. In Section 4, we develop the exponentially-fitted flux operator
in the spatiotemporal setting, formulate the corresponding variational problem, and
establish well-posedness of the unified formulation. Section 5 provides a convergence
analysis of the temporally-perturbed formulation, showing that it approaches the orig-
inal convection-diffusion model as the perturbation parameter tends to zero. Finally,
Section 6 summarizes the main findings and outlines directions for future research.
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2. Preliminaries. In this section, we introduce the time-dependent convection-
diffusion problems in the H(grad), H(curl), H(div), and purely temporal settings.
We then review the spatiotemporal formulation for the H(grad) case as in [5], and
use it as motivation to develop the spatiotemporal exterior calculus framework.

2.1. Convection-diffusion problems. In an open, bounded spatial domain
Ωx ⊂ R3 and over the time interval Ωt = (t0, T ), we establish the classical time-
dependent H(grad) convection-diffusion equation, which models heat conduction,
mass transport, and contaminant dispersion in fluids (see e.g. [15, 22, 38]):

∂u

∂t
−∇ · (α∇u+ βu) = f in Ωx × Ωt,(2.1a)

u = 0 on ∂Ωx,(2.1b)

u(x, t0) = ut0(x) in Ωx.(2.1c)

Here, u denotes the transported quantity with initial condition ut0(x), α = α(x, t) > 0
is the diffusion coefficient, β = β(x, t) is the convection (advection) field, and f =
f(x, t) represents a source or forcing term. The operator ∇ = ⟨∂x, ∂y, ∂z⟩ acts only
on spatial variables, where x = ⟨x, y, z⟩.

Similarly, problem (2.2) represents a time-dependentH(curl) convection-diffusion
equation involving curl operators. Such formulations arise in models of electromag-
netic induction [27], Maxwell’s equations in conducting media [34], and magnetohy-
drodynamics (MHD) [14, 19]:

∂u

∂t
+∇× (α∇× u+ β × u) = f in Ωx × Ωt,(2.2a)

n× u = 0 on ∂Ωx,(2.2b)

u(x, t0) = ut0(x) in Ωx,(2.2c)

where u denotes the vector-valued field (e.g., magnetic or electric field) with initial
condition ut0(x), f = f(x, t) is a vector-valued source or forcing term, and n denotes
the unit outward normal vector on ∂Ωx. Next, problem (2.3) represents the time-
dependent H(div) convection-diffusion equation, which naturally arises from the 2-
form convection-diffusion equation [20, 36]:

∂u

∂t
−∇(α∇ · u+ β · u) = f in Ωx × Ωt,(2.3a)

u · n = 0 on ∂Ωx,(2.3b)

u(x, t0) = ut0(x) in Ωx.(2.3c)

Finally, problem (2.4) corresponds to a purely temporal differential equation param-
eterized by the spatial coordinate,

∂u

∂t
= f in Ωx × Ωt,(2.4a)

u(x, t0) = ut0(x) in Ωx,(2.4b)

where each spatial point evolves independently in time under the source term f(x, t).
Our objective is to unify the transient convection-diffusion problems (2.1)–(2.4)

within a single stationary mathematical framework. Although each problem is ex-
pressed in a distinct functional setting, H(grad), H(curl), H(div), and L2-temporal,
they share common physical principles of transport and diffusion. This approach
not only highlights their structural similarities but also facilitates the development of
unified space-time analytical and numerical techniques.
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2.2. Spatiotemporal approach for H(grad). Following the space-time for-
mulation presented in [5], we define the space-time domain as Ω := Ωx × Ωt, and
introduce the combined variable y = (x, t). The boundary of the domain is decom-
posed as ∂Ω = Γx ∪ Γt0 ∪ ΓT , where

Γx := ∂Ωx × Ωt, Γt0 := Ωx × {t = t0}, ΓT := Ωx × {t = T}.

We also set ΓD := Γx ∪Γt0 to denote Dirichlet-type boundary conditions, where data
are prescribed on the spatial boundary and at the initial time.

Under this setting, the original H(grad) time-dependent problem (2.1) can be
reformulated as a stationary problem on the spatiotemporal domain Ω ⊂ R3+1. We
seek a solution u(y) : Ω → R such that

−∇y · (D∇yu+ bu) = f in Ω,(2.5a)

u = g on ΓD,(2.5b)

D∇yu · nT = 0 on ΓT .(2.5c)

Here, ∇y = ⟨∂x, ∂y, ∂z, ∂t⟩ denotes the gradient operator with respect to the spa-
tiotemporal variable y = (x, t). The boundary data g is determined by the conditions
(2.1b) and (2.1c), and nT = ⟨0, 1⟩ ∈ R3+1 is the outward unit normal vector on ΓT .

The spatiotemporal diffusion tensor and convection vector are given by

D =

[
αI3 0
0T 0

]
, b =

[
β
−1

]
,

where I3 denotes the 3 × 3 identity matrix. Since D is degenerate in the temporal
direction, we introduce a small artificial second-order time derivative term −ε ∂2u/∂t2
into the H(grad) equation (2.1a), modifying D to a nonsingular form (following [5]):

D =

[
αI3 0
0T ε

]
.

This modification leads to a convection-dominated regime in the spatiotemporal prob-
lem (2.5), characterized by ε≪ 1. Moreover, depending on the magnitudes of α and
ε, the spatiotemporal problem incorporates an anisotropic diffusion tensor.

The Neumann-type boundary condition (2.5c) evaluates to

(2.6) D∇yu · nT = εut(x, T ) = 0,

which enforces vanishing terminal velocity in time, induced by the artificial temporal
perturbation. Additionally, the flux can be defined as

(2.7) J(u) := D∇yu+ bu,

so the main equation (2.5a) can be written compactly as

−∇y · J(u) = f.

The spatiotemporal reformulation offers several advantages, particularly from a
numerical standpoint. It enables the use of well-established tools and techniques for
stationary problems, including adaptive methods and high-performance linear solvers.
Most notably, when α is very small, standard separate space-time discretizations often
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fail to capture shocks [24, 28]: they may introduce spurious oscillations due to the
lack of a discrete maximum principle, or they may oversmooth the solution due to
excessive numerical dissipation. This oversmoothing typically becomes more severe
over time, as each time-stepping iteration introduces accumulated numerical dissipa-
tion. In contrast, stable numerical methods for convection-dominated regimes based
on the stationary formulation have proven effective in resolving boundary layers while
preserving the discrete maximum principle [12, 37]. This property is particularly
valuable for time-dependent transport simulations (convection-dominated), where ac-
curate shock resolution with minimal numerical dissipation is essential.

However, extending the spatiotemporal approach to the H(curl) and H(div)
convection-diffusion problems presents significant challenges. For the H(curl) prob-
lem (2.2), the spatiotemporal formulation requires a 4D curl, which is not standard in
classical vector calculus. For the H(div) problem (2.3), a straightforward extension of
the spatial vector field to a 4D field of the form ⟨u, 0⟩ fails to reproduce the equation
(2.3a), since

∇y(∇y · ⟨u, 0⟩+ b · ⟨u, 0⟩) = ∇y(∇ · u+ β · u) =
[
∇(∇ · u+ β · u)
(∇ · u+ β · u)t

]
.

To develop a more general and flexible mathematical framework for convection-
diffusion problems, we adopt the language of differential forms and exterior calculus,
which naturally accommodates 4D formulations interpreted as three spatial dimen-
sions plus one temporal dimension. This enables a unified treatment of the time-
dependent H(grad), H(curl), and H(div) problems within a single spatiotemporal
equation. A further distinctive feature of this 4D formulation is that it also incorpo-
rates the purely temporal problem (2.4).

2.3. Spatiotemporal exterior calculus. We introduce differential forms and
Hodge star operators suitable for the convection-diffusion problems (2.1)–(2.4) in a 4D
space-time setting (i.e., 3D space + 1D time), employing the exterior calculus frame-
work (e.g., [33]). Let Λk denote the space of differential k-forms on the space-time
domain Ω. Each element of Λk can be expressed locally as a linear combination of the
basis forms ωk using the standard wedge product, denoted by ∧. These combinations
are listed in Table 1.

Hodge star operators. We next recall the Hodge star operator, which es-
tablishes a correspondence between differential k-forms and (4 − k)-forms in space-
time and provides the metric structure necessary for defining inner products and
adjoint operators. In the 4D setting, we work under a Euclidean metric with signa-
ture (+,+,+,+) using coordinates (x, y, z, t). The standard Hodge star operator ∗
and its scaled variant ∗α are summarized in Table 1.

Remark 2.1. In the scaled Hodge star operator ∗α, a consistent scaling rule is
applied as follows: if the basis form ωk does not involve the temporal component dt,
the wedge product in ∗αωk is multiplied by the spatial diffusion coefficient α; if it
includes dt, it is instead scaled by the temporal coefficient ε. This directional scaling
reflects the anisotropy of space-time diffusion, in which the spatial and temporal
dimensions contribute differently. Additionally, the action of the scaled double Hodge
star reduces to a scalar multiplication:

(−1)k(4−k) ∗ ∗α ωk =

{
αωk, if ωk does not involve dt,

εωk, if ωk includes dt.
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Table 1
Basis k-forms and corresponding standard and scaled Hodge star operators in 4D.

k ωk ∗ωk ∗αωk

0 1 dx ∧ dy ∧ dz ∧ dt αdx ∧ dy ∧ dz ∧ dt
1 dx dy ∧ dz ∧ dt αdy ∧ dz ∧ dt

dy dz ∧ dx ∧ dt αdz ∧ dx ∧ dt
dz dx ∧ dy ∧ dt αdx ∧ dy ∧ dt
dt −dx ∧ dy ∧ dz −εdx ∧ dy ∧ dz

2 dy ∧ dz dx ∧ dt α dx ∧ dt
dz ∧ dx dy ∧ dt αdy ∧ dt
dx ∧ dy dz ∧ dt αdz ∧ dt
dx ∧ dt dy ∧ dz ε dy ∧ dz
dy ∧ dt dz ∧ dx ε dz ∧ dx
dz ∧ dt dx ∧ dy ε dx ∧ dy

3 dx ∧ dy ∧ dz dt α dt
dy ∧ dz ∧ dt −dx −ε dx
dz ∧ dx ∧ dt −dy −ε dy
dx ∧ dy ∧ dt −dz −ε dz

4 dx ∧ dy ∧ dz ∧ dt 1 ε

Spaces of differential forms. We denote by L2Λk(Ω) the space of square-
integrable differential k-forms, whose coefficients in local coordinates belong to L2(Ω).
The corresponding Sobolev space of square-integrable k-forms whose exterior deriva-
tives are also square-integrable is defined as

HΛk(Ω) := {vk ∈ L2Λk(Ω) : dkvk ∈ L2Λk+1(Ω)},

where dk : Λk → Λk+1 denotes the exterior derivative. Similarly, we introduce the
adjoint space

H∗Λk(Ω) := {vk ∈ L2Λk(Ω) : δk−1vk ∈ L2Λk−1(Ω)},

where δk−1 : Λk → Λk−1 denotes the codifferential operator, defined as the L2-
adjoint of dk−1 with respect to the inner product induced by the Hodge star operator,
δk−1 = (−1)∗ (d4−k) ∗. The weighted codifferentials are then defined using the scaled
Hodge star,

(2.8) δk−1
1α := (−1) ∗ (d4−k) ∗α and δk−1

α1 := (−1) ∗α (d4−k) ∗ .

Representation of the solution and source forms. We next define how
the physical unknowns and source terms from problems (2.1)–(2.4) are represented as
differential forms in the 4D setting. A differential k-form solution uk and source fk
on the domain Ω with coordinates (x, y, z, t) are defined as follows:

• k = 0 (0-form): Here, u0 := u(x, y, z, t) and f0 := f(x, y, z, t), represent scalar
fields.

• k = 1 (1-form): Let u = ⟨u1(x, y, z, t), u2(x, y, z, t), u3(x, y, z, t)⟩ and f =
⟨f1(x, y, z, t), f2(x, y, z, t), f3(x, y, z, t)⟩ denote the spatial solution and source
vector fields, respectively. The corresponding 1-form representations are

u1 := u1 dx+ u2 dy + u3 dz + 0 · dt,
f1 := f1 dx+ f2 dy + f3 dz + 0 · dt.



UNIFIED SPATIOTEMPORAL CONVECTION-DIFFUSION 7

• k = 2 (2-form): With the same spatial vector fields u and f , the corresponding
2-form representations are

u2 := u1 dy ∧ dz + u2 dz ∧ dx+ u3 dx ∧ dy

+ 0 · dx ∧ dt+ 0 · dy ∧ dt+ 0 · dz ∧ dt,

f2 := f1 dy ∧ dz + f2 dz ∧ dx+ f3 dx ∧ dy

+ 0 · dx ∧ dt+ 0 · dy ∧ dt+ 0 · dz ∧ dt.

• k = 3 (3-form): For scalar functions u and f , the 3-form representations are

u3 := udx ∧ dy ∧ dz + 0 · dy ∧ dz ∧ dt+ 0 · dz ∧ dx ∧ dt+ 0 · dx ∧ dy ∧ dt,

f3 := f dx ∧ dy ∧ dz + 0 · dy ∧ dz ∧ dt+ 0 · dz ∧ dx ∧ dt+ 0 · dx ∧ dy ∧ dt.

• k = 4 (4-form): Here, u4 := 0 ·dx∧dy∧dz∧dt and f4 := 0 ·dx∧dy∧dz∧dt,
are the vanishing top-degree forms in this construction.

Remark 2.2. A consistent rule governs the construction of these differential forms:
for any basis wedge product that does not involve the time differential dt, the corre-
sponding coefficient is taken from the scalar fields u and f , or from the components of
the spatial vector fields u = ⟨u1, u2, u3⟩ and f = ⟨f1, f2, f3⟩. In contrast, if the wedge
product includes dt, the associated coefficient is set to zero.

Weighted Hodge Laplacian. Finally, the weighted Hodge Laplacian is a
second-order differential operator acting on differential forms. It extends the clas-
sical Laplacian to the framework of exterior calculus and is defined using the exterior
derivative dk together with the weighted codifferentials δk1α and δkα1:

(2.9) ∆α,k = δk1αdk + dk−1δ
k−1
α1 .

This Hodge Laplacian primarily represents diffusion. Our formulation of convection-
diffusion problems begins by introducing appropriate modifications to this operator.

3. A unified spatiotemporal formulation. Next, using the differential-forms
framework introduced above, we present the unified spatiotemporal formulation for
the time-dependent convection-diffusion problems (2.1)–(2.4). To incorporate con-
vection effects, we introduce the spatiotemporal convection 1-form by extending the
spatial convection field β = ⟨β1, β2, β3⟩ into the 4D setting, together with the spatial
diffusion coefficient α and the artificial perturbation parameter ε:

(3.1) b1 = α−1β1 dx+ α−1β2 dy + α−1β3 dz − ε−1 dt.

Then, we define the spatiotemporal convection-diffusion flux operator by

(3.2) Jkuk = dkuk + b1 ∧ uk,

which maps a k-form to a (k + 1)-form. This operator naturally combines diffusion,
represented by dk, and convection, represented by the wedge product with b1, into
a single differential formulation. The unified spatiotemporal formulation is obtained
by modifying the Hodge Laplacian (2.9) with the convection-diffusion flux operator
(3.2). This reformulation yields a unified spatiotemporal equation with a distinctive
structure that preserves key physical properties.

For each k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, the unified spatiotemporal equation is

(3.3)
(
δk1αJk + dk−1δ

k−1
α1

)
uk = fk.
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This formulation extends the Hodge-Laplacian structure (2.9) by incorporating the
convection contribution δk1α(b1 ∧ uk). Expanding (3.3), we obtain

δk1αdkuk + δk1α(b1 ∧ uk) + dk−1δ
k−1
α1 uk = fk.

We examine each term explicitly for fixed k in the following subsections.

0-form (H(grad)) problem. Let u0 = u represent the scalar solution and let
f0 = f denote the source term. Then, the unified equation (3.3) becomes

−εutt −∇ · (α∇u)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ01αd0u0

+ ut −∇ · (βu)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ01α(b1∧u0)

+ 0︸︷︷︸
d−1δ

−1
α1 u0

= f︸︷︷︸
f0

,

which simplifies to the equation:

(3.4) − εutt + ut −∇ · (α∇u+ βu) = f,

where, again, ε > 0 is a small artificial parameter, introduced to eliminate the degen-
eracy in the spatiotemporal diffusion tensor (see also [5] and Subsection 2.2). This
result shows that, with the 0-form solution and source, the unified equation (3.3)
recovers the spatiotemporal H(grad) convection-diffusion equation (2.5a).

1-form (H(curl)) problem. Here, u = ⟨u1, u2, u3⟩ is the spatial vector solution,
and f = ⟨f1, f2, f3⟩ is the source term. The associated 1-form solution is defined as

u1 = u1 dx+ u2 dy + u3 dz + 0 · dt,

and the corresponding 1-form source term is

f1 = f1 dx+ f2 dy + f3 dz + 0 · dt.

Table 2 summarizes the contributions of each basis form in the unified equation (3.3).

Table 2
Component-wise representation of the unified equation for 1-forms.

Basis u1 δ11αd1u1 δ11α(b1 ∧ u1) d0δ0α1u1 f1

dx u1 −ε∂ttu1 + [∇× (α∇× u)]1 ∂tu1 + [∇× (β × u)]1 −∂x(ε∇ · u) f1
dy u2 −ε∂ttu2 + [∇× (α∇× u)]2 ∂tu2 + [∇× (β × u)]2 −∂y(ε∇ · u) f2
dz u3 −ε∂ttu3 + [∇× (α∇× u)]3 ∂tu3 + [∇× (β × u)]3 −∂z(ε∇ · u) f3
dt 0 ε(∂x∂tu1 + ∂y∂tu2 + ∂z∂tu3) −(∂xu1 + ∂yu2 + ∂zu3) −∂t(ε∇ · u) 0

By collecting the spatial terms (dx, dy, dz), the unified equation (3.3) yields the
corresponding vector-valued form,

−εutt +∇× (α∇× u)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ11αd1u1

+ ut +∇× (β × u)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ11α(b1∧u1)

+ (−∇(ε∇ · u))︸ ︷︷ ︸
d0δ0α1u1

= f︸︷︷︸
f1

.

The dt-component additionally gives

ε(∇ · ut)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ11αd1u1

+ (−∇ · u)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ11α(b1∧u1)

+ (−(ε∇ · u)t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
d0δ0α1u1

= 0︸︷︷︸
f1

.
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Assuming sufficient regularity so that (∇ · ut) = (∇ · u)t, we obtain the following
vector-valued system:

(3.5)

{
−εutt + ut +∇× (α∇× u+ β × u)−∇(ε∇ · u) = f ,

∇ · u = 0.

The second equation in the system (3.5) enforces the divergence-free condition on
the vector field u, consistent with Gauss’s law for magnetism. When substituted
into the first equation, it yields an H(curl) convection-diffusion equation with an
artificial temporal perturbation, as described in the 0-form case. Consequently, the
unified spatiotemporal equation (3.3), together with the 1-form solution and source,
embodies a physics-preserving spatiotemporal formulation of the H(curl) problem.

2-form (H(div)) problem. Again, let u = ⟨u1, u2, u3⟩ and f = ⟨f1, f2, f3⟩. We
define the associated 2-form solution and source term as

u2 = u1 dy ∧ dz + u2 dz ∧ dx+ u3 dx ∧ dy

+ 0 · dx ∧ dt+ 0 · dy ∧ dt+ 0 · dz ∧ dt,

f2 = f1 dy ∧ dz + f2 dz ∧ dx+ f3 dx ∧ dy

+ 0 · dx ∧ dt+ 0 · dy ∧ dt+ 0 · dz ∧ dt,

and summarize the contributions of each basis form in the unified equation (3.3) in
Table 3.

Table 3
Component-wise representation of the unified equation for 2-forms.

Basis u2 δ21αd2u2 δ21α(b1 ∧ u2) d1δ1α1u2 f2

dy ∧ dz u1 −ε∂ttu1 − ∂x(α∇ · u) ∂tu1 − ∂x(β · u) ∂y(ε∇× u)3 − ∂z(ε∇× u)2 f1
dz ∧ dx u2 −ε∂ttu2 − ∂y(α∇ · u) ∂tu2 − ∂y(β · u) ∂z(ε∇× u)1 − ∂x(ε∇× u)3 f2
dx ∧ dy u3 −ε∂ttu3 − ∂z(α∇ · u) ∂tu3 − ∂z(β · u) ∂x(ε∇× u)2 − ∂y(ε∇× u)1 f3
dx ∧ dt 0 ε(∂y∂tu3 − ∂z∂tu2) −(∂yu3 − ∂zu2) −∂t(ε∇× u)1 0
dy ∧ dt 0 ε(∂z∂tu1 − ∂x∂tu3) −(∂zu1 − ∂xu3) −∂t(ε∇× u)2 0
dz ∧ dt 0 ε(∂x∂tu2 − ∂y∂tu1) −(∂xu2 − ∂yu1) −∂t(ε∇× u)3 0

From the spatial components dy ∧ dz, dz ∧ dx, and dx∧ dy, the unified equation
(3.3) becomes

−εutt −∇(α∇ · u)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ21αd2u2

+ ut −∇(β · u)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ21α(b1∧u2)

+ ∇× (ε∇× u)︸ ︷︷ ︸
d1δ1α1u2

= f︸︷︷︸
f2

.

From the temporal-spatial components dx ∧ dt, dy ∧ dt, and dz ∧ dt, we have

ε∇× ut︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ21αd2u2

+ (−∇× u)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ21α(b1∧u2)

+ (−(ε∇× u)t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
d1δ1α1u2

= 0︸︷︷︸
f2

.

Again, assuming sufficient regularity to commute time and space derivatives, the
resulting vector-valued system reads

(3.6)

{
−εutt + ut −∇(α∇ · u+ β · u) +∇× (ε∇× u) = f ,

∇× u = 0.
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Similar to the 1-form case, the second equation in the system (3.6) enforces a curl-free
condition on the vector field u, which naturally arises inH(div) elliptic problems. Sub-
stituting this constraint into the first equation yields an H(div) convection-diffusion
equation with an artificial temporal perturbation.

3-form (L2-temporal) problem. Let u = u(x, y, z, t) be a scalar solution and
f = f(x, y, z, t) be the source term. The associated 3-form and source term are

u3 = udx ∧ dy ∧ dz + 0 · dy ∧ dz ∧ dt+ 0 · dz ∧ dx ∧ dt+ 0 · dx ∧ dy ∧ dt,

f3 = f dx ∧ dy ∧ dz + 0 · dy ∧ dz ∧ dt+ 0 · dz ∧ dx ∧ dt+ 0 · dx ∧ dy ∧ dt.

Table 4 summarizes the contributions of each basis form in the unified equation (3.3).

Table 4
Component-wise representation of the unified equation for 3-forms.

Basis u3 δ31αd3u3 δ31α(b1 ∧ u3) d2δ2α1u3 f3

dx ∧ dy ∧ dz u −ε∂ttu ∂tu −ε(∂xxu+ ∂yyu+ ∂zzu) f
dy ∧ dz ∧ dt 0 ε∂x∂tu −∂xu −∂t(ε∂xu) 0
dz ∧ dx ∧ dt 0 ε∂y∂tu −∂yu −∂t(ε∂yu) 0
dx ∧ dy ∧ dt 0 ε∂z∂tu −∂zu −∂t(ε∂zu) 0

From the spatial component dx ∧ dy ∧ dz, the unified equation (3.3) becomes

−εutt︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ31αd3u3

+ ut︸︷︷︸
δ31α(b1∧u3)

+ (−∇ · (ε∇u))︸ ︷︷ ︸
d2δ2α1u3

= f︸︷︷︸
f3

.

The remaining temporal-spatial components (dy ∧ dz ∧ dt, etc.) yield

∇(εut)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ31αd3u3

+ (−∇u)︸ ︷︷ ︸
δ31α(b1∧u3)

+ (−(ε∇u)t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
d2δ2α1u3

= 0︸︷︷︸
f3

.

Once again, assuming sufficient temporal-spatial regularity, the resulting scalar-valued
system reads

(3.7)

{
−εutt + ut −∇ · (ε∇u) = f,

∇u = 0.

The second equation in the system (3.7) enforces a gradient-free condition on the scalar
solution u, meaning that u must be spatially constant. Substituting this constraint
into the first equation yields an artificially perturbed first-order evolution equation.
Interestingly, the unified spatiotemporal equation (3.3) also admits a spatiotemporal
formulation of the L2-temporal problem ((2.4) in the case ε = 0), which is a distinctive
feature of the 3-form setting in four dimensions.

4-form case. Following the consistent construction rule described in Remark 2.2,
the associated 4-form solution and source term are defined as

u4 = 0 · dx ∧ dy ∧ dz ∧ dt,

f4 = 0 · dx ∧ dy ∧ dz ∧ dt.

The unified equation (3.3) in this case becomes

0︸︷︷︸
δ41αd4u4

+ 0︸︷︷︸
δ41α(b1∧u4)

+ (−∂x(α · 0)− ∂y(α · 0)− ∂z(α · 0)− ∂t(ε · 0))︸ ︷︷ ︸
d3δ3α1u4

= 0︸︷︷︸
f4

.
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The first two terms vanish trivially since both the exterior derivative of u4 and its
wedge product with b1 are zero. The third term, d3δ

3
α1u4 (the exact component of

the Hodge Laplacian), also vanishes due to the zero-valued definition of u4. Finally,
the right-hand side is zero by construction, as f4 is identically zero. Hence, the unified
equation (3.3) holds in the 4-form case.

Remark 3.1. In summary, the spatiotemporal formulation of all time-dependent
convection-diffusion problems (2.1)–(2.4) can be expressed through the single unified
equation (3.3) within the framework of spatiotemporal exterior calculus. This unified
formulation inherently preserves the underlying physics according to the differential-
form setting. Moreover, while retaining the advantages of stationary problems, this
structure enables unified analysis, supports the development of unified numerical
methods, and ensures that physical constraints are preserved within the equation
itself, without requiring additional conditions.

3.1. Boundary conditions. We now introduce spatiotemporal boundary con-
ditions in exterior calculus notation. These conditions are constructed to be consistent
with the original boundary and initial conditions in (2.1)–(2.4). Let n = ⟨n1, n2, n3⟩
denote the unit outward normal vector on the spatial boundary Γx = ∂Ωx × Ωt. We
define the associated spatiotemporal normal 1-forms:

nx := n1 dx+ n2 dy + n3 dz + 0 · dt on Γx,

nt0 := 0 · dx+ 0 · dy + 0 · dz + (−1) · dt on Γt0 ,

nT := 0 · dx+ 0 · dy + 0 · dz + 1 · dt on ΓT ,

where Γt0 = Ωx × {t = t0} and ΓT = Ωx × {t = T}. We also define the interior
product with respect to nT by{

ιnT
(w dxi1 ∧ dxi2 ∧ · · · ∧ dxik ∧ dt) = w dxi1 ∧ dxi2 ∧ · · · ∧ dxik ,

ιnT
(dxi1 ∧ dxi2 ∧ · · · ∧ dxik) = 0,

where w is a function, and xij are spatial coordinates (see [33] for more details).
Using these operators, the spatiotemporal boundary conditions for the unified physics-
preserving equation (3.3) are defined on ∂Ω = Γx ∪ Γt0 ∪ ΓT as follows:

Spatial boundary condition (x-BC): nx ∧ uk = 0 on Γx,(3.8)

Temporal boundary condition (t0-BC): nt0 ∧ uk = nt0 ∧ uk,t0 on Γt0 ,(3.9)

Artificial boundary condition (ε-BC): ιnT
(∗ ∗α dkuk) = 0 on ΓT ,(3.10)

where uk,t0 denotes the initial k-form associated with the initial conditions in (2.1)–
(2.4). In the following, we examine these boundary conditions for fixed k.

0-form problem. Let u0 = u(x, t) and u0,t0 = ut0(x) as in (2.1c). The spatial
boundary condition (3.8) is computed as

nx ∧ u0 = n1udx+ n2udy + n3udz + 0 · dt = 0,

which implies u = 0 on Γx. The temporal boundary condition (3.9) reduces to

nt0 ∧ u0 = −udt = −ut0 dt = nt0 ∧ u0,t0 ,

which yields u(x, t0) = ut0(x) on Γt0 . From Table 1 and Remark 2.1,

∗ ∗α d0u0 = (−α∂xu) dx+ (−α∂yu) dy + (−α∂zu) dz + (−ε∂tu) dt,
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and applying ιnT
gives

ιnT
(∗ ∗α d0u0) = −ε∂tu = 0.

In summary, the boundary conditions (3.8)–(3.10) for the 0-form case are
x-BC: u = 0 on Γx,

t0-BC: u(x, t0) = ut0(x) on Γt0 ,

ε-BC: εut(x, T ) = 0 on ΓT .

Thus, the spatial (x-BC) and temporal (t0-BC) boundary conditions are consistent
with those of the H(grad) convection-diffusion problem (2.1b)–(2.1c), while the ar-
tificial boundary condition (ε-BC) corresponds to a terminal velocity induced by the
artificial temporal perturbation (2.6), and which is trivially satisfied when ε = 0.

1-form problem. Let u1 = u1 dx + u2 dy + u3 dz with initial 1-form u1,t0 =
ut0(x) · dx prescribed in (2.2c). The spatial boundary condition (3.8) is

nx ∧ u1 = (n2u3 − n3u2) dy ∧ dz + (n3u1 − n1u3) dz ∧ dx

+ (n1u2 − n2u1) dx ∧ dy + 0 · dx ∧ dt+ 0 · dy ∧ dt+ 0 · dz ∧ dt = 0,

which corresponds to the tangential condition n × u = 0 on Γx. The temporal
boundary condition (3.9) is

nt0 ∧ u1 = u1 dx ∧ dt+ u2 dy ∧ dt+ u3 dz ∧ dt = nt0 ∧ u1,t0 ,

so that u(x, t0) = ut0(x) on Γt0 . For the artificial boundary condition (3.10),

∗ ∗α d1u1 = α(∂yu3 − ∂zu2) dy ∧ dz + α(∂zu1 − ∂xu3) dz ∧ dx

+ α(∂xu2 − ∂yu1) dx ∧ dy + (−ε∂tu1) dx ∧ dt

+ (−ε∂tu2) dy ∧ dt+ (−ε∂tu3) dz ∧ dt,

and applying ιnT
yields

ιnT
(∗ ∗α d1u1) = (−ε∂tu1) dx+ (−ε∂tu2) dy + (−ε∂tu3) dz = 0.

In summary, the boundary conditions (3.8)–(3.10) in the 1-form case are
x-BC: n× u = 0 on Γx,

t0-BC: u(x, t0) = ut0(x) on Γt0 ,

ε-BC: εut(x, T ) = 0 on ΓT .

As in the H(grad) case, the spatial (x-BC) and temporal (t0-BC) conditions cor-
respond to the given data in the H(curl) problem (2.2b)–(2.2c), while the artificial
condition (ε-BC) gives a terminal velocity associated with the temporal perturbation.

2-form problem. Let u2 = u1 dy ∧ dz + u2 dz ∧ dx + u3 dx ∧ dy with initial
2-form u2,t0 defined analogously. The spatial boundary condition (3.8) becomes

nx ∧ u2 = (n1u1 + n2u2 + n3u3) dx ∧ dy ∧ dz = 0,
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which corresponds to the normal condition u · n = 0 on Γx. The temporal boundary
condition (3.9) is

nt0 ∧ u2 = (−u1) dy ∧ dz ∧ dt+ (−u2) dz ∧ dx ∧ dt+ (−u3) dx ∧ dy ∧ dt,

so that u(x, t0) = ut0(x) on Γt0 . For the artificial boundary condition (3.10),

∗ ∗α d2u2 = (−α(∂xu1 + ∂yu2 + ∂zu3)) dx ∧ dy ∧ dz

+ (−ε∂tu1) dy ∧ dz ∧ dt+ (−ε∂tu2) dz ∧ dx ∧ dt

+ (−ε∂tu3) dx ∧ dy ∧ dt,

and applying ιnT
yields

ιnT
(∗ ∗α d2u2) = (−ε∂tu1) dy ∧ dz + (−ε∂tu2) dz ∧ dx+ (−ε∂tu3) dx ∧ dy = 0.

In summary, the boundary conditions (3.8)–(3.10) for the 2-form case are
x-BC: u · n = 0 on Γx,

t-BC: u(x, t0) = ut0(x) on Γt0 ,

ε-BC: εut(x, T ) = 0 on ΓT .

As in the previous cases, the spatial and temporal conditions match the H(div) data
(2.3b)–(2.3c), and the artificial condition specifies the terminal velocity.

3-form problem. Let u3 = udx ∧ dy ∧ dz with initial 3-form u3,t0 = ut0 dx ∧
dy ∧ dz as in (2.4b). The spatial boundary condition (3.8) becomes

nx ∧ u3 = 0 · dx ∧ dy ∧ dz ∧ dt = 0,

and yields no meaningful spatial boundary condition. This occurs because the 3-
form problem involves only the temporal derivative and thus does not need a spatial
boundary condition. The temporal boundary condition (3.9) is

nt0 ∧ u3 = (−u) dx ∧ dy ∧ dz ∧ dt = nt0 ∧ u3,t0 ,

so that u(x, t0) = ut0(x) on Γt0 . For the artificial boundary condition (3.10),

∗ ∗α d3u3 = (ε∂tu) dx ∧ dy ∧ dz ∧ dt,

and applying ιnT
gives

ιnT
(∗ ∗α d3u3) = (ε∂tu) dy ∧ dy ∧ dz = 0.

In summary, the boundary conditions (3.8)–(3.10) for the 3-form case are
x-BC: not applicable,

t-BC: u(x, t0) = ut0(x) on Γt0 ,

ε-BC: εut(x, T ) = 0 on ΓT .

The temporal condition is consistent with the one in the L2-temporal problem (2.4b),
and the artificial condition specifies the terminal velocity for the temporal perturba-
tion, which vanishes as ε goes to 0.
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4. Variational formulation and well-posedness. In this section, we establish
the well-posedness of the unified problem within a variational setting. To this end,
we first introduce an exponentially-fitted spatiotemporal flux operator tailored to the
unified convection-diffusion framework, and then derive a variational formulation for
the unified equation (3.3) together with the boundary conditions (3.8)–(3.10).

4.1. Exponentially-fitted spatiotemporal flux operator. Exponentially-
fitted flux operators are designed to symmetrize fluxes in convection-diffusion prob-
lems. As a motivating example (see [5, 29] for more details), let ψ(x, y, z, t) be a
potential function satisfying ∇yψ = D−1b. Then, the H(grad) convection-diffusion
flux J(u) defined in (2.7) can be expressed as

J(u) = D∇yu+ bu = De−ψ∇y(e
ψu).

In stationary convection-diffusion problems, H(curl)- and H(div)-type fluxes can
also be expressed in similar exponential forms [36]. Such symmetrized flux operators
enable the application of the well-established analytical framework for purely diffusive
problems (e.g., the Poisson equation) to convection-diffusion problems. This facilitates
proofs of well-posedness and provides a foundation for designing stabilized numerical
methods for convection-dominated regimes (e.g., [2, 36]).

Our objective here is to generalize this exponentially-fitted flux operator to the
spatiotemporal setting and to use it to reformulate the unified equation (3.3). We
assume there exists a spatiotemporal potential function ψ0 = ψ0(x, y, z, t) as a 0-form
satisfying

d0ψ0 = b1,

where b1 is the spatiotemporal convection 1-form introduced in (3.1).

Remark 4.1. The assumption d0ψ0 = b1 may not hold in full generality. Indeed,
a potential ψ0 can exist only when the convection field β is curl-free, because the
de Rham complex requires every exact 1-form to be closed (d1d0ψ0 = 0). Moreover,
since the spacetime convection 1-form b1 = α−1β · dx − ε−1dt contains both spa-
tial and temporal components, closedness additionally requires α and β to be time-
independent so that no mixed space-time terms (such as dx ∧ dt) appear in d1b1.
Many practical applications (including fluid and drift-diffusion models) feature irro-
tational convection fields. From a numerical viewpoint, local (spatial and temporal)
approximations of the convection field used in discretizations naturally yield locally
exact 1-forms. The exponentially-fitted flux operator therefore remains well-defined
even when the physical convection field varies in time. For the sake of simplicity in
this section, we retain the assumptions that ∇× β = 0 and ∂α/∂t = ∂β/∂t = 0, so
that the potential ψ0 is globally well-defined.

With this definition, the spatiotemporal convection-diffusion flux operator is expressed
in exponential form as follows.

Lemma 4.2. For any k-form ωk and potential function ψ0, the spatiotemporal
flux operator satisfies

(4.1) Jkωk = e−ψ0dk(e
ψ0ωk).

Proof. We invoke the graded product rule for the exterior derivative:

dm+k(ηm ∧ ωk) = dmηm ∧ ωk + (−1)mηm ∧ dkωk,
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valid for anym-form ηm and k-form ωk. Specializing to the casem = 0 with η0 = eψ0 ,

e−ψ0dk(e
ψ0ωk) = e−ψ0

(
d0e

ψ0 ∧ ωk + eψ0dkωk
)

= e−ψ0
(
eψ0b1 ∧ ωk + eψ0dkωk

)
= b1 ∧ ωk + dkωk,

where we used the chain rule d0e
ψ0 = eψ0d0ψ0 = eψ0b1. This establishes (4.1).

Using the result of Lemma 4.2, the unified spatiotemporal equation (3.3) becomes

δk1αJkuk + dk−1δ
k−1
α1 uk = δk1αe

−ψ0dke
ψ0uk + dk−1δ

k−1
α1 uk = fk.

This equation shows that the unified spatiotemporal formulation modifies the Hodge-
Laplacian structure through the exponential weight eψ0 :

δk1αdk (in Hodge Laplacian) ⇒ (δk1αe
−ψ0)(dke

ψ0) (in convection-diffusion).

Remark 4.3. Reformulating the unified equation in terms of the exponentially-
fitted flux operator has several advantages. Namely, we demonstrate in Subsection 4.3
that this approach enables a rigorous well-posedness analysis. Moreover, it provides
a natural framework for transferring structural properties and numerical methods
developed for the Hodge Laplacian to convection-diffusion problems (see [2, 36] for
examples).

4.2. Variational formulation. We now derive the variational formulation of
the unified spatiotemporal convection-diffusion problem. Recall that the governing
equation (3.3) is given by (

δk1αJk + dk−1δ
k−1
α1

)
uk = fk,

subject to the boundary conditions (3.8)–(3.10):
nx ∧ uk = 0 on Γx,

nt0 ∧ uk = nt0 ∧ uk,t0 on Γt0 ,

ιnT
(∗ ∗α dkuk) = 0 on ΓT .

Due to the Dirichlet-type conditions imposed on Γx and Γt0 , we define

HΛkD(Ω) :=
{
vk ∈ HΛk(Ω) : nx ∧ vk = 0 on Γx, nt0 ∧ vk = 0 on Γt0

}
.

For simplicity, we assume uk,t0 = 0 and introduce the L2 inner products

(uk,vk)Ω :=

∫
Ω

uk ∧ ∗vk and ⟨uk,vk⟩ΓT
:=

∫
ΓT

tr (uk ∧ ∗vk) .

We then define the bilinear form associated with (3.3) by

B(uk,vk) = (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1))(∗ ∗α Jkuk,dkvk)Ω + ⟨uk,vk⟩ΓT
,

for all uk,vk ∈ HΛkD(Ω). We note that the sign factor (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1)), when
combined with the double Hodge star operator ∗ ∗α, reduces to a scalar coefficient
(either α or ε) depending on whether the underlying form contains the temporal
component dt (see Remark 2.1 for details). The variational formulation is now given
in the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.4. The unified equation (3.3) with boundary conditions (3.8)–(3.10) is
equivalent to the variational problem: find uk ∈ HΛkD(Ω) such that

(4.2) B(uk,vk) = (fk,vk)Ω, ∀vk ∈ HΛkD(Ω).

Proof. Let vk ∈ HΛkD(Ω) be arbitrary. Testing (3.3) against vk and integrating
over Ω, we obtain

(δk1αJkuk,vk)Ω + (dk−1δ
k−1
α1 uk,vk)Ω = (fk,vk)Ω .

For the first term, we use the relation

δk1α = (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1))(−1) ∗
(
d4−(k+1)

)
∗ ∗ ∗α = (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1))δk ∗ ∗α

in four dimensions and apply Green’s formula for differential forms [31]:

(δk1αJkuk,vk)Ω = (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1))(δk(∗ ∗α Jkuk),vk)Ω

= (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1))[(∗ ∗α Jkuk,dkvk)Ω − ⟨ιnT
(∗ ∗α Jkuk),vk⟩ΓT

].

The Dirichlet-type boundary conditions prescribed in (3.8)–(3.9) eliminate the spatial
and initial boundary terms via the wedge-contraction adjoint relation:

⟨ιnx(∗ ∗α Jkuk),vk⟩Γx = ⟨∗ ∗α Jkuk,nx ∧ vk⟩Γx = 0,

⟨ιnt0
(∗ ∗α Jkuk),vk⟩Γt0

= ⟨∗ ∗α Jkuk,nt0 ∧ vk⟩Γt0
= 0.

Hence, only the terminal boundary term remains. Using (3.10), we obtain

⟨ιnT
(∗ ∗α Jkuk),vk⟩ΓT

= ⟨ιnT
(∗ ∗α (dkuk + b1 ∧ uk)),vk⟩ΓT

= ⟨ιnT
(∗ ∗α (b1 ∧ uk)),vk⟩ΓT

= (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1))+1⟨uk,vk⟩ΓT
,

where we have used the fact that, upon computing each k-form case,

ιnT
(∗ ∗α (b1 ∧ uk)) = (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1))+1uk.

Collecting the above results, we obtain

(δk1αJkuk,vk)Ω = (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1))(∗ ∗α Jkuk,dkvk)Ω + ⟨uk,vk⟩ΓT
.

For the second term, the physics-preserving structure of (3.3) implies

δk−1
α1 uk = 0,

which corresponds to the divergence-, curl-, or gradient-free conditions depending on
k. Hence, this term vanishes, completing the proof.

Remark 4.5. The variational problem (4.2) exhibits a familiar form from standard
convection-diffusion formulations, naturally induced by the physics-preserving struc-
ture. However, the artificial temporal perturbation introduces an additional boundary
condition (3.10) on ΓT , producing an extra boundary contribution, ⟨uk,vk⟩ΓT

, in the
bilinear form B(uk,vk). This boundary term does not pose any analytical difficulty,
though, since by choosing vk = eψ0uk ̸= 0, it contributes a strictly positive quantity
(see Subsection 4.3 for details).
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4.3. Well-posedness. To start, we define the solution space norm,

∥vk∥2HΛk
D(Ω) := ∥dkvk∥2L2Λk+1(Ω) + ∥vk∥2L2Λk(Ω) + ∥vk∥2L2Λk(ΓT ),

where

∥vk∥2L2Λk(Ω) := (vk,vk)Ω, ∥vk∥2L2Λk(ΓT ) := ⟨vk,vk⟩ΓT
.

We first establish a norm equivalence between ∥vk∥HΛk
D(Ω) and the exponentially-

weighted norm, ∥eψ0vk∥HΛk
D(Ω).

Lemma 4.6. For any vk ∈ HΛkD(Ω), there exist positive constants γ∗ and γ∗,
depending only on the artificial parameter ε, the spatial diffusion coefficient α, and
the convection field β, such that

γ∗∥eψ0vk∥HΛk
D(Ω) ≤ ∥vk∥HΛk

D(Ω) ≤ γ∗∥eψ0vk∥HΛk
D(Ω).

Proof. Starting with the upper bound, note that ∥vk∥HΛk
D(Ω) consists of an exte-

rior derivative term, an L2 mass term, and a boundary term. Considering the exterior
derivative term, we apply the graded product rule and the triangle inequality:

∥dkvk∥L2Λk+1(Ω) ≤ ∥d0e−ψ0 ∧ eψ0vk∥L2Λk+1(Ω) + ∥e−ψ0 ∧ dk(e
ψ0vk)∥L2Λk+1(Ω).

For the first term, using d0e
−ψ0 = e−ψ0b1,

∥d0e−ψ0 ∧ eψ0vk∥L2Λk+1(Ω) = ∥e−ψ0b1 ∧ eψ0vk∥L2Λk+1(Ω)

≤ Cb1
Cψ0

∥eψ0vk∥L2Λk(Ω)

≤ Cb1
Cψ0

∥eψ0vk∥HΛk
D(Ω).

Here, Cb1
= ∥b1∥L2Λ1(Ω), and Cψ0

= ∥e−ψ0∥L∞Λ0(Ω), where L
∞Λk(Ω) denotes the

space of essentially bounded k-forms. The second term is straightforwardly bounded
using the boundedness of e−ψ0 :

∥e−ψ0 ∧ dk(e
ψ0vk)∥L2Λk+1(Ω) ≤ Cψ0

∥dk(eψ0vk)∥L2Λk+1(Ω)

≤ Cψ0∥eψ0vk∥HΛk
D(Ω).

Combining the bounds on the two terms,

∥dkvk∥L2Λk+1(Ω) ≤ (Cb1
+ 1)Cψ0

∥eψ0vk∥HΛk
D(Ω).

Similarly, for the L2 mass and boundary terms, the boundedness of e−ψ0 directly
yields

∥vk∥L2Λk(Ω) ≤ Cψ0
∥eψ0vk∥L2Λk(Ω) ≤ Cψ0

∥eψ0vk∥HΛk
D(Ω),

∥vk∥L2Λk(ΓT ) ≤ Cψ0
∥eψ0vk∥L2Λk(ΓT ) ≤ Cψ0

∥eψ0vk∥HΛk
D(Ω).

Collecting the three terms establishes the upper bound with γ∗ := (Cb1
+ 3)Cψ0

.
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The lower bound follows similarly by applying the product rule and using the
boundedness of eψ0 :

∥dk(eψ0vk)∥L2Λk+1(Ω) ≤ ∥d0eψ0 ∧ vk∥L2Λk+1(Ω) + ∥eψ0 ∧ dkvk∥L2Λk+1(Ω)

≤ ∥eψ0b1 ∧ vk∥L2Λk+1(Ω) + C†
ψ0
∥dkvk∥L2Λk+1(Ω)

≤ Cb1C
†
ψ0
∥vk∥L2Λk(Ω) + C†

ψ0
∥dkvk∥L2Λk+1(Ω)

≤ (Cb1 + 1)C†
ψ0
∥vk∥HΛk

D(Ω),

where C†
ψ0

= ∥eψ0∥L∞Λ0(Ω). Moreover,

∥eψ0vk∥L2Λk(Ω) ≤ C†
ψ0
∥vk∥HΛk

D(Ω), ∥eψ0vk∥L2Λk(ΓT ) ≤ C†
ψ0
∥vk∥HΛk

D(Ω).

This completes the proof of the lower bound, with γ∗ :=
[
(Cb1 + 3)C†

ψ0

]−1

.

Next, using this norm equivalence, we establish an inf-sup condition and continu-
ity of the bilinear form.

Lemma 4.7 (Inf-sup condition). There exists a constant cε,α,β > 0, depending
only on the artificial parameter ε, the spatial diffusion coefficient α, and the convection
field β, such that

(4.3) inf
uk∈HΛk

D(Ω)
sup

vk∈HΛk
D(Ω)

B(uk,vk)
∥uk∥HΛk

D(Ω)∥vk∥HΛk
D(Ω)

≥ cε,α,β.

Proof. We begin by utilizing the result from Lemma 4.4 and the definition of the
exponentially-fitted flux (4.1) to rewrite the bilinear form as

B(uk,vk) = (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1))(∗ ∗α Jkuk,dkvk)Ω + ⟨uk,vk⟩ΓT

= (−1)(k+1)(4−(k+1))(∗ ∗α e−ψ0dk(e
ψ0uk),dkvk)Ω + ⟨uk,vk⟩ΓT

.

Choosing the test function vk = eψ0uk ̸= 0 and using the property of the scaled
double Hodge star operator in Remark 2.1, we obtain

B(uk, eψ0uk) ≥
min(ε, α)

C†
ψ0

(
∥dk(eψ0uk)∥2L2Λk+1(Ω) + ∥eψ0uk∥2L2Λk(ΓT )

)
.

Using the definition of the solution space norm, the Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality [3],
and the norm equivalence in Lemma 4.6, we obtain the estimate

B(uk, eψ0uk) ≥ C∥eψ0uk∥2HΛk
D(Ω) ≥ (C/γ∗)∥uk∥HΛk

D(Ω)∥eψ0uk∥HΛk
D(Ω).

This implies the stated inf-sup condition (4.3) with cε,α,β = C/γ∗.

Lemma 4.8 (Continuity). There exists a constant Cε,α,β > 0, depending only on
ε, α, and β, such that

(4.4) |B(uk,vk)| ≤ Cε,α,β∥uk∥HΛk
D(Ω)∥vk∥HΛk

D(Ω).

Proof. The continuity condition can be shown using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity. Indeed, for all uk,vk ∈ HΛkD(Ω), we have

|B(uk,vk)| ≤ Cα(|(dkuk,dkvk)Ω|+ |(b1 ∧ uk,dkvk)Ω|+ |⟨uk,vk⟩ΓT
|)

≤ Cε,α,β∥uk∥HΛk
D(Ω)∥vk∥HΛk

D(Ω),

where Cα = max(α, 1) and Cε,α,β = Cα(max(Cb1
, 1)).
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The established inf-sup condition together with the continuity of the bilinear form
B(·, ·) implies the well-posedness of the variational problem (4.2) via the Banach-
Nečas-Babuška theorem.

Theorem 4.9 (Well-posedness). Assume that fk ∈ L2Λk(Ω). Suppose that the
bilinear form B(·, ·) is continuous (4.4) and satisfies an inf-sup condition (4.3) on
HΛkD(Ω). Then, there exists a unique solution uk ∈ HΛkD(Ω) to problem (4.2), and
that solution satisfies

∥uk∥HΛk
D(Ω) ≤ C∥fk∥L2Λk(Ω),

where the constant C > 0 is independent of fk.

Proof. Since fk ∈ L2Λk(Ω), the linear functional vk 7→ (fk,vk)Ω is bounded on
HΛkD(Ω). The result follows directly from the Banach-Nečas-Babuška theorem (see
e.g., [17]).

5. Convergence analysis. Let uεk be the solution of the spatiotemporal prob-
lem (3.3), which includes an artificial temporal perturbation ε > 0, and let u0

k be the
solution of the original convection-diffusion problems (2.1)–(2.4). The goal of this sec-
tion is to establish the convergence of the perturbed solution uεk to the limit solution
u0
k as ε→ 0. We drop the subscript k in this section for the sake of simplicity.

We denote the spatial Sobolev space associated with form degree k as Vx (e.g.,
Vx = H1

0 (Ωx) for k = 0, and Vx = H0(curl; Ωx) for k = 1), so that

∥ · ∥L2(Ωx) ≤ ∥ · ∥Vx =
(
∥ · ∥2L2(Ωx)

+ | · |2Vx

)1/2

,

where | · |Vx denotes the corresponding seminorm (e.g., the H1 or H(curl) seminorm).
The operator L represents the spatial differential operator containing both diffusion
and convection terms, for instance, L(·) = ∇·(α∇(·)+β(·)) when k = 0. For a Banach
space V and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we denote by Lp([t0, T ];V ) the Bochner space of strongly
measurable functions [1, 18]. That is, if v ∈ Lp([t0, T ];V ), then v(t) ∈ V for almost
every t ∈ [t0, T ], and ∥v(t)∥V is Lp-integrable in time.

Theorem 5.1. Let e = uε − u0 be the error function. Assume the regularity
u0,uε ∈ L∞([t0, T ];Vx), u

0
t ,u

ε
t ∈ L∞([t0, T ];Vx), and u0

tt,u
ε
tt ∈ L2([t0, T ];L

2(Ωx)).
Then, for sufficiently small ε, the following energy estimate holds for all t ∈ [t0, T ]:

1

2
∥e(t)∥2L2(Ωx)

+ c0

∫ t

t0

∥e(s)∥2Vx
ds

≤ ε

2
e2Cℓ(t−t0)

∫ t

t0

∥u0
tt(s)∥2L2(Ωx)

ds+ ε∥et(t)∥L2(Ωx)∥e(t)∥Vx .

Here, Cℓ = ∥β∥L∞(Ωx)/(2α0) > 0, and c0 = α0/2− ε((Cℓ)
2 + 1/2).

Proof. Subtracting the equations satisfied by uε and u0 yields the error equation

−εett + et − Le = εu0
tt.

We test this equation with e and integrate over the spatial domain Ωx. The first term
is written as

−ε(ett(t), e(t))Ωx = −ε d
dt

(et(t), e(t))Ωx + ε∥et(t)∥2L2(Ωx)
.
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By the same argument,

(et(t), e(t))Ωx =
1

2

d

dt
∥e(t)∥2L2(Ωx)

.

For the spatial convection-diffusion operator, integration by parts with homogeneous
Dirichlet-type boundary conditions (e.g., (2.1b), (2.2b), and (2.3b)) gives

−(Le(t), e(t))Ωx ≥ α0

2
∥e(t)∥2Vx

− Cℓ∥e(t)∥2L2(Ωx)
,

where α ≥ α0 > 0 is the ellipticity constant of the diffusion coefficient, and Cℓ =
∥β∥L∞(Ωx)/(2α0) > 0. By combining the above results and applying the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
∥e(t)∥2L2(Ωx)

− ε
d

dt
(et(t), e(t))Ωx +

α0

2
∥e(t)∥2Vx

+ ε∥et(t)∥2L2(Ωx)

≤ Cℓ∥e(t)∥2L2(Ωx)
+ ε∥u0

tt(t)∥L2(Ωx)∥e(t)∥Vx

− 2εCℓ(et(t), e(t))Ωx + 2εCℓ∥et(t)∥L2(Ωx)∥e(t)∥Vx .

We introduce the modified energy functional,

Φ(t) =
1

2
∥e(t)∥2L2(Ωx)

− ε(et(t), e(t))Ωx ,

which allows the above inequality to be rewritten as

d

dt
Φ(t) + c0∥e(t)∥2Vx

≤ 2CℓΦ(t) +
ε

2
∥u0

tt(t)∥2L2(Ωx)
,

where

c0 =
α0

2
− ε

(
(Cℓ)

2 +
1

2

)
> 0,

for sufficiently small ε. Applying Grönwall’s inequality and noting that Φ(t0) = 0
(since e(x, t0) = 0 in Ωx), we obtain

Φ(t) + c0

∫ t

t0

∥e(s)∥2Vx
ds ≤ ε

2
e2Cℓ(t−t0)

∫ t

t0

∥u0
tt(s)∥2L2(Ωx)

ds.

Finally, substituting the definition of Φ(t) and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
for the mixed term, we conclude that for all t ∈ [t0, T ],

1

2
∥e(t)∥2L2(Ωx)

+ c0

∫ t

t0

∥e(s)∥2Vx
ds

≤ ε

2
e2Cℓ(t−t0)

∫ t

t0

∥u0
tt(s)∥2L2(Ωx)

ds+ ε∥et(t)∥L2(Ωx)∥e(t)∥Vx .

Therefore, Theorem 5.1 shows that e(t) → 0 in L2(Ωx) for all t ∈ [t0, T ], and
that e → 0 in L2([t0, T ];Vx), since c0 → α0/2, ensuring that uε → u0 as ε→ 0.

6. Conclusions. In this work, we developed a unified 4D spatiotemporal for-
mulation for time-dependent convection-diffusion problems using differential forms
and exterior calculus. Extending the space-time framework of [5], we generalized the
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formulation beyond the H(grad) setting to encompass the full family of problems
posed in H(grad), H(curl), H(div), and the purely temporal L2 framework. This
required the introduction of appropriate spatiotemporal diffusion tensors, convection
forms, and unified boundary conditions, together with a small artificial temporal per-
turbation ensuring the nondegeneracy of the diffusion operator. Importantly, the
resulting 4D governing equation naturally embeds physics-preserving structures, such
as divergence-free and curl-free conditions, without imposing them externally. We also
introduced an exponentially-fitted spatiotemporal flux operator that symmetrizes the
convection-diffusion flux and mirrors structural features of a Hodge Laplacian. This
operator supports a unified variational formulation and facilitates the analysis of
well-posedness across all form degrees. Finally, we established that the perturbed
spatiotemporal formulation converges to the original convection-diffusion problems as
the temporal perturbation parameter tends to zero, thereby ensuring consistency.

Future work will investigate variants of the unified spatiotemporal formulation
that incorporate Lie convection operators, develop 4D monotone discretizations for
convection-dominated regimes, and extend robust solver strategies, such as those in
[35], to the spatiotemporal setting.
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[34] S. Vujević, A new look to the Maxwell’s equations and wave equations in conducting media, in

2024 International Conference on Software, Telecommunications and Computer Networks
(SoftCOM), IEEE, 2024, pp. 1–7.

[35] J. Wang and S. Wu, A robust solver for convection-diffusion and its local Fourier analysis,
SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 47 (2025), pp. A838–A865.

[36] S. Wu and J. Xu, Simplex-averaged finite element methods for H(grad), H(curl), and H(div)
convection-diffusion problems, SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 58 (2020), pp. 884–
906.

[37] J. Xu and L. T. Zikatanov, A monotone finite element scheme for convection-diffusion equa-
tions, Mathematics of Computation, 68 (1999), pp. 1429–1446.

[38] C. Zheng and G. D. Bennett, Applied Contaminant Transport Modeling, Wiley, 1995.


	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Convection-diffusion problems
	Spatiotemporal approach for H(grad)
	Spatiotemporal exterior calculus

	A unified spatiotemporal formulation
	Boundary conditions

	Variational formulation and well-posedness
	Exponentially-fitted spatiotemporal flux operator
	Variational formulation
	Well-posedness

	Convergence analysis
	Conclusions
	References

