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Abstract

An integro-differential equation, modeling dynamic fractional order viscoelasticity, with a Mittag-Leffler type convo-
lution kernel is considered. A discontinuous Galerkin method, based on piecewise constant polynomials is formulated
for temporal semidiscretization of the problem. Stability estimates of the discrete problem are proved, that are used
to prove optimal order a priori error estimates. The theory is illustrated by a numerical example.
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1. Introduction

Fractional order integral/differential operators have proved to be very suitable for modeling memory effects of
various materials, [4]]. In particular, for modeling viscoelastic materials, for more details and references see [13]]. The
basic equations of the viscoelastic dynamic problem, that is a hyperbolic type integro-differential equations, can be
written in the strong form,

pii(x,t) =V - oo(u; x, 1)

+ fﬁ(t -8V -oo(u; x,s)ds = f(x,1) in Qx(0,7),
0

u(x,1) =0 onI'p x(0,7), (1.1)
o(u; x,t) - n(x) = gx, 1) onI'y x(0,T),

u(x,0) = up(x) in Q,

i(x, 0) = vo(x) in Q,

(throughout this text we use ‘-’ to denote ‘(%’) where u is the displacement vector, p is the (constant) mass density, f

and g represent, respectively, the volume and surface loads, o7 is an elastic stress according to

oo(u) = 2ue(u) + ATr(e(w))I,
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and the stress is

o(u) = oo(u) - fo Bt — s)oo(u(s)) ds,

where A, i > 0 are elastic constants of Lamé type, € is the strain which is defined by e(u) = %(Vu +(Vu)T). Here, B is
the convolution kernel

B = —yd%(Ea(—(t/r)”)) =23 TE(- ) et oo, (12)

where 0 < y < 1, 7 > 0 is the relaxation time and E,(z) = 2, r(%kak) is the Mittag-Leffler function of order

a € (0, 1). The convolution kernel is weakly singular and 8 € L;(0, co) with foooﬁ(t) dt=vy.

Well-posedness of the model problem (I.I)) and more general form of such equations in fractional order viscoelas-
ticity have been studied in [[13]], by means of Galerkin approximation methods. Continuous Galerkin methods of order
one, both in time and space variables, have been applied to similar problems in [Sl], [11] and [12]]. Discontinuous
Galerkin and continuous Galerkin method, respectively, in time and space variables have been applied to a dynamic
model problem in linear viscoelasticity (with exponential kernels) in [10]. For more references on numerical and
analytical treatment of integro-differential equations, among the extensive literature, see e.g., [6], [9], [8], [15], [3],
and their references.

Here, we formulate the discontinuous Galerkin method dG(0), based on piecewise constant polynomials in the time
variable, for the temporal semidiscretization of the problem. We prove stability estimates for the discrete problem, that
are used to prove optimal order a priori error estimates for the displacement u# and velocity #. Then we illustrate the
theory by a numerical example. The present work extends previous works, e.g., [15] and [2] on quasi-static (pii =~ 0)
linear and fractional order viscoelasticity, to the dynamic fractional order case.

The convolution integral in the model problem generates a growing amount of data that has to be stored and used
in each time step. Lubich’s convolution quadrature [7]], that has been improved in [14]], has been commonly used for
this integration. See [2] and references therein for examples of application of this approach and a different approach,
the so-called “sparse quadrature”, that was introduced in [[L6], but only for the case of a kernel without singularity. See
[[1], where the same procedure has been extended to the case of the singular kernel. We note that, when the exponential
decaying kernel, in linear viscoelasticity, is represented as a Prony series, it results in a recurrence formula for history
updating, see [[15]. This means that, in this case we do not use convolution quadrature.

In general we do not have global regularity of solutions, see [13]], due to regularity of the kernel and mixed
boundary conditions, which calls for adaptive methods based on a posteriori error analysis. We plan to address these
issues (numerical adaptation methods together with sparse quadrature) and full discrete space-time discontinuous
Galerkin and continuous Galerkin methods in future work.

In the next section, we provide some definitions and the weak formulations of the model problem. In §3 we
formulate the discontinuous Galerkin method. Then in §4 we show an energy identity and stability estimates for the
discrete problem, that is used in §5 to prove optimal order a priori error estimates. Finally, in §6, we illustrate that
the dG(0) method capture the mechanical behavior of the model problem and we investigate the rate of convergence
O(k), by a numerical example.

2. Preliminaries

Welet Q c RY, d = 2,3, be a bounded polygonal domain with boundary I' = T'p, UI'y, where I'p and I'yy are disjoint
and meas(I'p) # 0. We introduce the function spaces H = Lr(Q)¢, Hr, = Ly(Ty)?, and V = {v € H'(Q)? : v[r, = O}.
We denote the norms in H and Hr,, by |-|| and |||, , respectively, and we equip V with the inner product a(-, -) and
norm ||V||%/ = a(v,v), where (with the usual summation convention)

a(v,w) = f(Zue,-j(v)eij(w) + A6:(e;jw)dx, v,weV, 2.1
Q

which is a coercive bilinear form on V.



Now, we can write the weak form of the equation of motion as: Find u(f) € YV such that u(0) = ug, #(0) = vo, and

!
p(i(7), v) + a(u(t), v)— f B(t = s)a(u(s),v)ds
0
=(f®,v) + @0, V)ry, YveV,1e(0,7),

2.2)

with ((1), V), = f (0)- vdS.
Defining the new variables u; = u and u, = it we write the velocity-displacement form of (2.2) as: Find
u1 (1), ux(t) € V such that u;(0) = ug, u(0) = vp, and

a(iy (), vy) — a(ua (1), v1) = 0,
plin(1),v2) + a(u; (1), v2) — fO Bt — )a(u(s),v2) ds (2.3)
= (f(@®),v2) +(g®,v2)ry, Yvi, v €V, 1€(0,T),

that is used for discontinuous Galerkin formulation.
We recall that the positive convolution kernel g8 is weakly singular, that is, 8 > 0 is singular at the origin, but
18Il 0,00y = ¥ < 1. For our analysis, we define the function

nw=1- fo B(s)ds, (2.4)
and it is easy to see that
n0) =1, limn@n=1-y<1, 7)=-p0. (2.5)

We set Au = =V - o(u) with D(A) = H*(Q)? N <V, and we note that with homogeneous boundary conditions in
(1), i.e. Tp =T or g = 0, we have a(u,v) = (Au,v) for u € D(A), v € V. It is known that A can be extended to a
self-adjoint, positive definite, unbounded operator on /. Then we may define A’, / € R by

Aly = Z (v, 0@,
=1

where {(A, g1}, are the eigenpairs of the operator A, see e.g., [17]. We also use the norms

Ivll; = 1AVl = V(A v),  1€R,

and denote |[v]| = |[Vllo = IVllg¢. See [13]] for more details and the regularity of the solution of the model problem (I.T).

3. The discontinuous Galerkin method

Here we formulate the discontinuous Galerkin method, dG(0), that is based on piecewise constant polynomials,
for temporal discretization of the model problem (L.T) with the weak form (2:3).

LetO0 =1y <t,... <ty =T be atemporal mesh, I, = (#,-1, #,) denote the time intervals and k, = ¢, — t,_; denote
the time steps. The discrete finite element space is

Wp ={w=(wi,wp) :wil;, =win € DA, n=1,...,N}.

We note that w € Wy, is piecewise constant in time and in general is not continuous at the time nodes t,,,n = 1,..., N,

: ; . — — wt = w — ot - _ ;
so we use the following notations: w, = w|;, = wr_ =wy,and [w], = wy —w, = Wy —wy for the jump terms.



Then, recalling (2.3)), the dG(0) method is to find U = (U;, U,) € ‘W such that

f (a(t, Vi) —a(Uy, V1)) dt + a(lUy 141, Vi, ) = 0,

n

f (0(U2, V) + a(U), V) - f Bt = $)a(U\(s), V2) ds) dt
I, 0
+ (U1, V5, 1)

= [(0v2)+ @ Vi)t 9V = (Vi v2) € Wh € 0.,

Iy

3.1)

Ul_,O = U, UZ_,O = .

Introducing an abstract operator A : V — V*, that is equivalent to A with homogeneous Neumann boundary con-
dition, and recalling the fact that, the functions in “Wp, are piecewise constant with respect to time, we get, with
Ui = uo, Uzp = vo,

AUl,n - knAUZ,n = AUl,n—l,

n—1

(kn - wnn)AUl,n +pU2,n = pUZ,n—l + Z wnjAUl,j + kn(f_;fz + gn)’
J=1

where obviously for n = 1 the sum on the right side is ignored and

tiAt
Wyj = fl B(t—s)dsdt, t; ANt=min(t;,1),

! 3.2)

tj-1
_ 1
n= 7 ldl, g = — ~td[,
i knfl:,f() 2 kﬂﬁg()

with g(r) € V* such that (g(¢), v) = (g(),v)r,, Yv € V, t € [0, T]. This is used for computer implementations.

Now, we define the function space ‘W that consists of functions that are piecewise smooth with respect to the
temporal mesh with values in D(A). We note that Wy c “W. Then we define the bilinear form B : W X W — R and
the linear form L : ‘W — R by

N
B((u1,42), (v1,v2)) = ) f {atin, vi) = atuz, )
n=1 Y1n
- plinv2) + a2 = [ Bl shatn (5112

N-1
+ Z {a([ul]n, Vi) + o[zl V;,n)}

n=1
+ a(”to’ VT,()) + ,0(”;,0, V;,Q),

N
L(v,v)) = ). fl ((f.v2) + (g.v2)ry ) dt + alug, vig) + p(vo, v ).
n=1 n

Then U = (U;, Uy) € ‘Whp, the solution of the discrete problem (3.)), satisfies
B(U, V) = L(V), YV = (Vi,Vy) € Wp,

_ _ _ 3.3)
U() = (U1,o, Uz,()) = (ug, vo)-
We note that the solution (i, u;) of (2.3) also satisfies
B((u1,u2), (vi,v2)) = L((v1,v2)), Y(vi,v2) € W, 3.4)

(1(0), u2(0)) = (uo, vo),



such that the Galerkin’s orthogonality holds for the error e = (e}, e2) = (Uy, Uz) — (u1, up), that is,

Ble,V)=0, YV =(,V)eWp. (3.5)

4. Stability

Here we prove a stability identity and stability estimates that are used in a priori error analysis. To this end, we
need to prove a stability identity for a slightly different problem, that is, U € ‘W, such that

BWU,V) = L(V), YV e Wp,

N N - 4.1
U() = (UI,O’ Uz,()) = (U9, vo),

where the linear form L : ‘W — R is defined by

N
IRESESY f alfi,vi) + (o, v2) dt + atug, vi o) + p(vo, Vi o).
n=1 Y1n

These terms are dictated by the error equation in (5.4) below. Note in particular that no traction data term (g, v2)r,,
is needed. Recalling 77 from (2.4)), we define

1 1 !
= [ nwydr=1- f f Bls)dsd, 42)
kn I, kn I, JO

with 79 = 1. We also denote the backward difference operator, for V,,

_ Vn - Vn—l

0, Vy
kn

(4.3)

Obviously we have

knan(wnvn) =WV, = W,.1 Vi
=WV, =WV + WiV, = W1 Vi 4.4)
= k,0,W,Vy, + ky W10, Vs,

that also implies

0,(VaVi) + ky (0, V40, V) = V0,V + V210, Vi + 0, V,1k10,V,,
= anVn(Vn + Vi1 + Vo = V1) 4.5)
=2V,0,V,.

We also define the standard L,-projection Py, : Ly(I,)* — IP’g(In) by

f (Peav—v)dt =0, Yve LI,

I’l

where ]P’g denotes all vector valued constant polynomials on 7,,. We use the obvious notation P; over the interval
(0,7),1.e, Pry = Py, Itis easy to see that

1
Piv="7= = f vde, Yve LI, (4.6)
n JI,



Theorem 1. Let U = (Uy, U,) be a solution of @.1). Then for any T > 0 and [ € {0, -1}, we have the equality

I lU Iy + Pl U NI

N
+Zk - n7]n||U1,n71||12+1+kn7]n”(9nU1,n”12+1}
n=1

N n-1

> f f Bt = ) ds dt{0,lW 1 17, + kallOu Wi 17, )
N-1

n=2 j=1

4.7
w0 > UL “7)

n=0

2 2
= lluolliy + plivoll;

T
+2 fo {(na(Pefi, A'UY) + (P fo, AlUS) dt

Tt
w2 | [ B el A0 - vi)dsa

where Wy, ; = Uy, — Uy j. All terms on the left side are non-negative.
Moreover, for some C = C(y, p), we have the stability estimate

T
U w1 + 120l < Clluollier + lIvolls + f fillier + 11 fall ). (4.8)
0

Proof. We organize our proof in five steps.
1. First, we find a representation of U, in terms of U; and f;. Setting V, = 0 in (@.I)), we have

Zf a(U1, Vi) - a(Us, V1)) dt+Za([U1]n,Vln)+a(U10, Vi)

=Zfa(f1,V1)dl+a(Mo,V1+,O),
n=1 I

that, considering the fact that U;, i = 1,2, are piecewise constant with respect to time, U; =0and recalling @[), we
have

—Zk a(Uzp, Vi) + Za([Ul]n 1 Vi) +a(Ur g, Vi)

n=1

= Z kna(Prp f1, Vi) dt + a(ug, Vi 1).

n=1

Now, for some n € {1, ..., N}, we take V;, # 0 and V; = 0 otherwise, and we have
_kna(UZ,n, Vi ,n) + a(Ul,n - Ul,n—l Vi ,n) = kna(Pk,n,fl Vi ,n)7

that implies
Uip—Uip-
Upp = % = Penfi = 04Uy = Penfi. (4.9)

2. Now, recalling function 7 from (2.4), we use the representation
t
a(Uy, V2) - f Bt = )a(Ui(s), V2(1)) ds
0

=na(Uy, V) + j(; Bt = $)a(U(1) = Ui(s), V(1)) dss,
6



and we set V = A'U, 1 € {0, -1} in (@&I), to obtain
N

>, f {01, AU = a(Us, AU + p(U, A'U) + n(D)a(U1, A'U2)
n=1

I’l

+ f Bt = $)a(U\(t) — Uy (s), A'Ux(1)) ds} dt
0

N-1 4.10)
+ 3 {aUil, A'UT,) + p(1U 1, A'US,)
n=1

+a(Uf, A'UT ) + p(U3,, A'U3 )
T
= f a(fi, A'UY) + (5, A'Up) dt + aug, A'UT ) + p(vo, A'U3 ).
0

Then, using (#.9) and U; = 0 we have
N N-1
Z f; {a(Uy, A'UY) - a(Us, A'UY)) dt + Z a([U1,, A'UT,) + a(Ut o, A'UT )
n=1 n n=1

N
= Zf _a(an Ul,n - Pk,nflsAlUl,n) dt
n=1 Iy

N-1
+ Z a(Uyps1 = Urps AUy ps1) + a(Uy 1, A'UL)
n=1

N
= - ana(w - Pk,nfl,AlUl,n)dt
n=1 n

N-1
+ Z a(Uyps1 = Uiy AlU1pst) + a(Uy 1, A'UL ),

n=1

that, recalling (.6), we have

N N-1
> f, a(U1, A'UY) - (U, AU} e+ ) a(lU ), A'UY,) + (U, AU )
n=1 n

n=1

N N

== > aUi, AU + ) aU 1, A'UL)
n=2 n=2
—a(Uy1,A'Uy 1) + a(Uy0,A'UL )

N N
+ Z a(Ul,n’ AlUl,n) - Z a(Ul,n—l’AlUl,n)

n=2 n=2

N
+a(U|,],AlU1,1)+Zfa(fl,AlUl,,,)dt
n=1 Y1

T
= a(U,A'Uy ) + f a(fi,A'Uy)dt
0

T
= a(ug, A'UT ) + f a(fi,A'UY) dt.
0



From this, U, = 0 and the definition of the L, projection Py, we can write (#.10) as

N
D f n(na(Uy, A'Uz) d1
n=1 YIn

N t
> f f B(t = $)a(U, (1) — Uy (5), A'Ux(1)) ds dt
n=1 Y1 0

N-1
4.11
+p ) (Ual, A'US,) + p(U3, A'USg) = plvo, A'US) D

n=1

T
- f (oo AlUs) di
0

T
= f (Pefa. AU dt.
0

Now, we need to study the three terms on the left side.
3. For the first term on the left side of (4.IT)), recalling (4.9) and 7, from @.2)), we have

N N
>, f (a0, A'Us ) dt = ) f nOa(U, A'Us) dt
n=1 Y1 n=1 Y1
N
= Z knnna(Al/zUl,n, anAl/z Ul,n)
n=1
N
- Zfn(t)a(Ul,naAlPk,nfl(t)) dr,
n=1 “1n

that, using (Z:4) and [@3), implies

N
D f, n(a(Uy (1), A'U (1)) dt
n=1 n

N
1
= 5 Dk {0,042 Ur AP UL + Kia(@,AU 0,401
n=1

f na(Uyp, AP fi) dt

N
1 N
= 5 Z knan {nna Al/zUl,m A1/2U1,n)}
n=1
1 N
- E Z kna(Al/zUl,n—l 5 Al/z Ul,n—l)anr]n
n=1
1 N
+ E Z kﬁnna(anAl/z Ul,m anAl/zUl,n)
n=1
N
- Z f na(Ul,mAlPk,nfl)dt,
n=1 1y



so we have

N
>, f n(0a(U (1), AU (1) dt
n=1 Y1
1 12 12 1 12 12
=§nNa(A Uiy, A U1,N)—5770d(A Ui, AU p)

N
1
-3 § kna(APU, oy, AU 1)
n=1

N T
1
+§§ k2n,a(0,A"U, . 0,A7*U ) — f na(Uy, A'Pfy) dt.
0

n=1
Consequently, we have

N

> fl n(a(U (0, AU () dt

n=1 n

1 1
= SallU1 NIy = 5ol
4.12)

N
1 ) ,
+ 5 ; kn{ - 8n77n||Ul,n—l”1+1 + knﬂn”anUl’n”[H}
T

- f na(Uy, A'Pfy) dt.

0

Here, we note that 9,7, < 0. Indeed, changing the variable ¢ = f,_ + ks, for t € I,,, n > 2, we have

1 1
m= [ n0di= [ skds,
kn 1, 0

that implies

1 1
Oty = — f (n(tnfl + sky) — n(ta— + Sknfl)) ds <0,
kn 0

since 7 is a decreasing function by @ And, for n = 1, we have

1 1 !
hm=—0 —ny) = —— dsdr < 0.
1M1 a (m — no) k%f,lj;ﬁ(s) sdt <

Now, we study the second term on the left side of @.IT), that is the convolution integral. Recalling (@.9) and
noting that Uy, — Uy ; = 0 for n = j, we have

N /
D f f Bt = $)a(U(1) = Uy (), A'Ux(t)) ds d
n=1 I, JO

N n 1AL

= Z Zf Bt —s)dsdta(Uy, = Uy j, A 0,Ur, = Pinf1))
n=1 j=1 Yl Vi
N n-1

=2, Zf fﬁ(r = s)dsdta(Uy, = Uy j, A @,Urn = Piafi))-
n=2 j=1 Vi VI

Then, recalling Wy, ; = U, — Uy ; and using
Uin=Uipr Wi =Uip) = Uipn-1-Urj) W= Wi
ky B k, - ky
9

8nU1,n =

= an‘/vl,n,jy



we have

f Bt = $)a(Uy(1) = Ui(s), A'Ua(0)) ds dt
0

D

n=2 j=1

2.

n=1

n—1

ffﬁ(r—@dsdra(wln,,A(a Wi = Punf).

Using also (4.5), this yields

Z f f Blt = $)a(Ur(0) = Ur(s), A'Us(0) ds dt

n=1 1N
ZEZ

n=2 j

N n-1
1
EZ""Z f f Bt = 5)ds dt a(@,A"* Wi, j, 8,AV> W1, 5)
= I, JI;

n=2

._

n—

ffﬁ(t—s)dsdta a(APWy, 1 AW, )

+

Nn—

f fﬁ(t_ s)deta(Wl n/aA Pknfl)

=1

Consequently, we have

N !
> f f Bt — $)a(Uy (1) — Uy (s), A'U>(1)) ds dt
n=1 Y1 VO

ffﬂ(t—s)dsdta ||W1,,1||l+1
2 j=
N n—1

sz ZJ;flﬁ(r—s)dsdt||¢9,,W1,,,,j||,2+l
=1 Yin Y4

- f f Bt = $)a(U;(t) - Uy (s), A'Prfi) ds dt,
0 0

5
2"

(4.13)

where the second term at the right side is non-negative, since the kernel 3 is a decreasing function. So we need to
show that the first term is also non-negative. To this end, denoting

P = nk;

we have
N n-1 N n—1
Z ffﬁ(f— s)ds dtd,||Wy . jlI7,, = anzkj ) Onll Wi jlI2,
L JI - =y

n=2 j=1
N-1
= Zk, DB W1 1)
j=1 n=j+1
N-1 N
- kj k ”W]n 1]||[+1 IIIBn],
j=1 n=j+1

10



where we changed the order of summation and used (4.4) for the last equality. Now it is necessary to show that both
terms at the right side are non-negative. For the first term we have

=

-1 N
k;

n

knan{ﬂn,j||W1,n,j”12+1}
1

J

1l
—_
I

J

N
2 2
ki D Bu A Wiy = Bat W11 )

n=j+1

[

~.

=

2 2
kBN Wi il = BilWijjlli )

~.

=

2
kiBn Wil > 0.

~
—_

For the second term, we should show that 9,8, ; < 0. Indeed, changing the variable ¢ = 1,_; + k,7, we have

1 1 :
Buj = f fﬁ(t - s)dsdt = — f f Bltn-y + Thy = s)d7 ds,
knk; J1, J1, ki Jr, Jo

1 1
0nfn,j = T f f B(ty-1 + tky — 5) — Bty + Thy—1 — 8))drds < 0,
i Ji; Jo

and consequently

since the kernel 3 is decreasing.
Finally, it remains to study the third part on the left side of (.TT). Recalling vy = U7, we have

N-1

p > (U2l A'US,) + p(U3 g, A'U3 ) = plvg, A'U3 )
n=1
N-1 N-1
=p D (U2 AU3,) = p Y knit @n Ui, AUz i),
n=0 n=0

that by (@.3)) implies
N-1
p > (Ul A'US,) + p(U3 g, A'USg) = p(vo, A'US,)
n=1
1 N-1
5 D {1 9(A" U AT U
n=0

+ler 1 (0 A P U 1, 0, P U i)

n+1

1 12 12 1 12 12 (4.14)
= EP(A Uy, A" Usy) - EP(A U, A" Usyp)

N-1
1
- AU, AU,
+2p;( (U2, AP Ua1,)
N-1
— 1 2 1 2 1 2
= 5Pl ~ Zplvol; + zp; IV

4. Hence, putting @#.12), @I13) and @-14) in (4T1), we conclude the energy identity (@.7).

11



5. Finally, we prove the stability estimate (@.8). Recalling the fact that all terms on the left side of the stability
identity (.7) are non-negative, we have

T
mmmWMH+pmamﬁsumﬁﬁ+pwm%+zf‘mmmm~¥w>+wuaﬂuyhh
0
4.15)

T t
+2 fo fo B(t = $)a(Pefi(0,A'(U\(1) - Uy(s))) ds dr,

Then, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the facts that 7 < 1, ||8l|z,0,.0) = ¥ and

T T
\fwmmsjﬂﬂﬁ
0 0

in a classical way, we conclude the stability estimate (@.8)), for some constant C = C(y, p). Now the proof is complete.
O

We note that, having more regularity of the solution, see [13], the energy identity (4.7) and the stability estimate
(4.8) also hold for / € R.

5. A priori error estimates

Here, we prove optimal order a priori error estimates for the displacement #; = u and the velocity u, = i.
We denote the standard piecewise constant interpolation of a function v with ¥, corresponding to the partition
0=19<ty,... <ty =T of the interval (0, T). We also recall the error estimates

flf/—vl dr < Ck,,f V] dt. (5.1
I, I

Theorem 2. Let (u1,uz) and (Uy, Uy) be the solutions of (3.4) and (B3), respectively. Then, with e = (e1,ez) =
(U1, Uz) = (u1,u2) and C = C(y, p), we have

N
wwmﬂmmchmfﬂmmﬂmwm, (52)
n=1 Iy
N
|mm502mfﬂmuwmwn (53)
n=1 In

Proof. We set
e= Uy, Uy) = (u,uz) = (U, Up) = (i, itp)) + ((ty, i) — (1, u2)) = 0 + w,
where it;,i = 1,2, is the standard piecewise constant interpolation of u;. We can estimate w by (5.1)), so we need to

find estimates for 6. Recalling Galerkin’s orthogonality (3.3)), we have

B(6,V) = -B(e,V) — Bw, V) = —-B(w, V)

N
= Z]I‘ { —a(d)l, V]) +a(ﬂ)2, Vl)
n=1 n

—mwwﬂwww@+£mw@mmmwmmwr

-1
- > alwiln Vi) + pwnla. V3,

- a(wto’ V;r,o) - p(wio, V{,,)’
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and, having the fact that w;,i = 1,2, vanish at the time nodes and V; are piecewise constant functions, we have
N /
B©,V) = Z f {atw, Vi) + (- Afw + f Bt = S)wi(s)ds}, Va)) dt. (5.4)
n=1 I 0

Therefore 6 satisfies (.I) with f| = w; and f5 = —A{w; + fot B(t — s)wi(s)ds}. Hence, applying the stability estimate
(@8] and recalling 6;¢ = 6;(0) = 0, we have

T
161 3111 + 102011 < C{||91,o||l+1 + 16201l +f llewallpe1 dt
0

+fT ||Aw]||,+Hftﬁ(t—s)Aw](s)dsHldt}
0 0

T T
< ¢f f llwallier dt + f lAw I
0 0

+ H ‘fotﬂ(t — $)Aw(s) ds”l di).

(5.5)

Now, we consider two choices [ = 0, —1.
To prove the first a priori error estimate @]), we set [ = 0. Then, recalling ¢ = 6 + w and w; y = 0, we have

T T t
el +lleall < € f [ f lAanl+ | f Bt = A (5) ds| di).
0 0 0

Now, using (5.1), we have

T N N
[ ostiar =Y [ <k, [ i
0 n=1 1y n=1 1y
T N N
f lAwllde =" f G - unlidr < C Yk, f i | dt,
0 n=1 Iy n=1 1y

T t T t
f Hfﬂ(t—s)Awl(s)dsttscf f,B(t—s)llAwl(s)lldsdt
0 0 0 0
T T
scf ,Bdtf | Awy|| dt
0 0
N
<Cyy), f A - wp)ldt
1,

n=1 n

N
<) [ il
n=1 1y

that, having ||Av|| < ||v||,, implies the first a priori error estimate (5.2)).
For the second error estimate we choose / = —1 in (3.3). Then, recalling e =  + w and w; y = 0, we have

llernll + lleznll-1

T T t
<cl [ Noalldr+ | MAwnl+|| [ pe-Awis)ds| | dr
0 0 0 -1
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Now, using (3.1)), we have

T N N
ol dt = f iy —wslldr <€ Yk, f il di,
T N N
[ 1aoiidr= ) [ 1A -wiadrs e Yk [ waiiiar
0 n=1 Y n=1 I

T t T t
f ”fﬁ(t—s)Aa)l(s)ds” dtscf f,B(t—s)llAa)l(s)ll_ldsdt
0 0 -1 o Jo
T T
scf ,Bdtf Awill-y di
0 0
N
<Cy), f A - wp)l- dr
n=1 Y1n

N
<cy b [ il ia
n=1 In

that, having ||Av||-; < |[v|l;, implies the second a priori error estimate (5.3). Now the proof is complete. O

6. Numerical example

In this section we illustrate that dG(0) method capture the behavior of the solution and also its rate of convergence
O(k), by solving an example for a two dimensional square shape structure. We use the finite element method based on
continuous piecewise linear polynomials for spatial discretization, and we use a uniform triangulation with mesh size
h. Here we compute w, j, f, and g, in (3:2) using a simple quadrature, the midpoint rule.

We consider the domain be the two dimensional unit square and the initial conditions: u(x,0) = Om, i(x,0) =
0 m/s, the boundary conditions: u = 0 at x = 0, g = (0, —1)Pa at x = 1 and zero on the rest of the boundary. The
volume load is assumed to be f = ON/m>. The model parameters are: y = 0.5, 7 = 1,a = 2/3 and p = 3000 kg/m°.
The oscillatory behavior of the the solution of the model problem is illustrated in Figure 1, for different time steps
k, =27,275.

We also verify numerically the temporal rate of convergence O(k) for |le; y||. Lacking of an explicit solution we
compare with a numerical solution with fine mesh sizes 4, k. Here we consider 2 = 0.089095, ki, = 27 The result
is displayed in Figure 2.

14
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Figure 1: Oscilatory behavior of point (1, 1) of the 2D unit square domain.
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Figure 2: Rate of convergence of temporal discretization.
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