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Wave Equation®

Samir Karaal

Abstract

A family of implicit-in-time mixed finite element schemes is presented for the numerical approxi-
mation of the acoustic wave equation. The mixed space discretization is based on the displacement
form of the wave equation and the time-stepping method employs a three-level one-parameter
scheme. A rigorous stability analysis is presented based on energy estimation and sharp stability
results are obtained. A convergence analysis is carried out and optimal a priori L>°(L?) error
estimates for both displacement and pressure are derived.
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1 Introduction

The acoustic wave equation is used to model the effects of wave propagation in heterogeneous media.
Solving this equation efficiently is of fundamental importance in many real-life problems. In geophysics,
it helps for instance in the interpretation of the seismograph field data and to predict damage patterns
due to earthquakes. Using finite element methods for its approximation is attractive because of the
ability to handle complex discretizations and design adaptive grid refinement strategies based on error
indicators.

Previous attempts on wave simulation by finite elements have used continuous Galerkin methods
[ 2 5L 8, 18, 22], mixed finite element methods [6l [7, @, 13|, 201 21} 26], and discontinuous Galerkin
methods [10, 14, 24, 25]. In a mixed finite element formulation both displacements and stresses are
approximated simultaneously. This approach provides higher-order approximations to the stresses.
This property is important in many problems, in particular in modeling boundary controlability of
the wave equation [II]. One of the main difficulties of the mixed finite element techniques is the
requirement of compatibility of the approximating spaces for convergence and stability.

Given a bounded convex polygonal domain 2 in R™, m = 2, 3, with boundary 02 = I'p U 'y,
and unit outward normal v, the general form of the wave equation is

puy +V-7 = f in Q x (0,7), (1.1)
Vu = 0 onI'p x (0,T), (1.2)

u-v = 0 onI'y x (0,7, (1.3)

u(-,0) = u° in Q, (1.4)
ui(-,0) = 2° in €, (1.5)
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where u is the displacement, p is the density, and 7T is the stress tensor given by the generalized Hooke’s
law 7 = ANV - u)T + pu(Vu + (Vu)T). Here A > 0 and p are the Lamé coefficients characterizing the
material. The function f represents a general source term and u® and v° are initial conditions on
displacements and velocities. We assume that f, u° and v° are smooth enough so that there is a
unique solution u € C2((0,7T) x Q) to (LI)-(LH), see [17].

The limiting case of (LI with x = 0 is referred to as the acoustic wave equation, which is

pug + V- AV -w)l) = . (1.6)

It is assumed that p and A are bounded below and above by the positive constants pg, p1, Ag, and
A1, respectively. This vector equation is equivalent to the scalar wave equation after making the
substitution p = AV - u. The mixed method is established by using this relationship, leading to the
coupled system

pPU — Vp = f in  x (O,T), (17)
Alp = Veou in Qx (0,7),

with the appropriate boundary and initial conditions.

A priori error estimates for solving (L)-(LS8)) were obtained in [6l [7, O] 13]. In [9], Geveci derived
L>-in-time, L?-in-space error bounds for the continuous-in-time mixed finite element approximations
of velocity and stress. In [0, 7], a priori error estimates were obtained for the mixed finite element
approximation of displacement which requires less regularity than was needed in [9]. Stability for a
family of discrete-in-time schemes was also demontratred. In [I3], an alternative mixed finite element
displacement formulation was proposed reducing requirement on the regularity on the displacement
variable. For the explicit discrete-in-time problem, stability results were established and error esti-
mates were obtained. The effectiveness of the method analyzed in [13] was demonstrated in [12] by
providing simulations using both lowest-order and next-to-lowest-order Raviart-Thomas elements on
rectangles [23].

The purpose of this paper is to analyze an implicit time-stepping method combined with the mixed
finite element discretization proposed in [I3]. We prove the stability of the proposed method by using
energy estimation, and show in particular that it conserves certain energy. We also invertigate the
convergence of the method and prove optimal a priori L>(L?) error estimates for both displacement
and pressure. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In sections 2 and 3, we introduce notations
and describe the weak formulation of the problem. The fully discrete mixed finite element method is
presented in section 4. Stability results are established in section 4 and optimal a priori error estimates
are obtained in section 5. Conclusions are given in the last section.

2 Notation

We shall use the following inner products and norms in this paper. The L2-inner product over 2 is
defined by

(u,v):/ude,
Q

inducing the L*-norm over Q, |[v[12q) = (v,v)/2. The inner product over the boundary 9 is

denoted by
(u,v) = / uv dQ
o0



foru,ve H %+€(Q) with € > 0. We introduce the time-space norm:

1
T 2
lollorzzn = lollzas = ( / r\v\ré(ﬂ)dt)

The time-space norm ||-|| e (z2) is similarly defined. In addition to the L? spaces, we use the standard
Sobolev space for mixed methods:

H(Q,div) = {v:v € (L*(Q))™,V -v € L*(Q)},

with associated norm
ol gty = Illz2(@) + 1V 91l c2(0,

where

1

m 2

[v[lz20) = <Z||Ui||%2(ﬂ)> :
i—1

For the time discretization, we adopt the following notation. Let N be a positive integer, At =
T/N, and t" = nAt. For any function v of time, let v" denote v(t™). We shall use this notation for
functions defined for all times as well as those defined only at discrete times. Set

1
,UnJr% — 5 (anrl +Un) s
_ 1
dntr = —
v Al
1

gt,vn _ E (,Un—l—l _ ,Un—l) ,

(UnJrl o Un) ’

5ttvn — (Un-‘,-l — 0"+ Un—l) ’

A2
0™ = G (1 - 20)0" 4 ™t

where 0 < 6 < 1. We also define the discrete {*°-norm for time-discrete functions by

[0llise, 0,7;22(02)) = l[vllieo (12) = ngisXNanHL2(Q)-

3 Weak Formulation

The finite element approximation of the wave problem is based on its weak formulation which is
derived in the usual manner. Integrating by parts and using the data on the boundary of 2, we obtain
the weak formulation [13]: For any ¢ > 0, find (u(t),p(t)) € V x W such that

(u(0),v) = (u’v) YweV, (3.1)

(us(0),v) = (%) YweV, (3.2)

A p(0),w) = (V-ul,w) VYweWw, (3.3)

(puu(t),v) + (p(t),V-v) = (f(t)v) WweV, >0, (34)
A\ p@t), w) — (V-u(t),w) = 0 YweW, t>0, (3.5)

where V and W are given by

V={veHQ,dv) : v -v|p, =0},



W = H%+€(Q) for any € > 0.

The present formulation requires less regularity on the displacement than standard approaches. For
instance in [6] [7] it is necessary that Vp € H(€,div) so that V -u € H%(Q). Here, it is only required
that V -u € H%, and it can be verified that the solution u of problem (LLI))-(L5) with p = AV - u is a
solution to (3.4)-(3.50), see [13].

Differentiate (3.5]) with respect to time to obtain
A ppw) — (V-u,w) =0 Vw e W. (3.6)

We next assume f = 0 and choose v = u; and w = p in (B4]) and (B0, respectively, so that

(Putt,ut) + (pa v : 'U:t) - 07
(A 'pep) = (V-up,p) = 0.

By adding the two equations, we find that

(puse, ur) + (A 'y, p) = 0, (3.9)
o 1d 2 1d >
1 1
2 |pz — a3 —0.
2dt pmt‘ L2(9) * 2dt H *P L2(9)

Thus, in the absence of forcing, the (continuous) energy

2

. | :
L2(Q) 2

1
2 ‘ 12(Q)

2

i

p%ut‘ (3.10)

is conserved for all time. It will be shown that a similar form of energy is conserved by the numerical
solution of the wave problem.

4 Finite Element Approximation

For the finite element approximation, we let {€,}r>0 be a quasi-uniform family of finite element
partitions of §2, where h is the maximum element diameter. Let V), x W}, be any of the usual mixed
finite element approximating subspaces of V' x W, that is, the Raviart-Thomas-Nedelec spaces [19, 23],
Brezzi-Douglas-Marini spaces [4], or Brezzi-Douglas-Fortin-Marini spaces [3]. For each of these mixed
spaces there is a projection I, : H(2, div) — V' such that for any z € H(Q,div)

(V- -Ipz,w) = (V-2z,w) Ywe W, (4.1)
We have the property that, if z € H(Q,div) N H¥(Q), then
Inz = zllo < CH|l2]l;, 1<3j<k, (4.2)

where k is associated with the degree of polynomial and || - ||s is the standard Sobolev norm on
(H*(2))™. Here and in what follows, C' is a generic positive constant which is independent of h and

At.
For ¢ € W, we denote by Pj,¢ the L2-projection of ¢ onto W), defined by requiring that

(Prop,w) = (¢,w) Yw € W, (4.3)



If € W N H*(Q), then we also have
1Pno = ¢lls <CH~llgl;, 0<s<h, 0<j<k (4.4)

The semidiscrete mixed finite element approximation to (u(t),p(t)) is to seek (U(t), P(t)) € Vi, x W,
satisfying

U(0),v) = (u’v) YweV,, (4.5)

U:0),v) = (Mu°v) Yo cVy, (4.6)

(P(0),w) = (p(0),w) Yw € Wy, (4.7)

(pUyu(t),v) + (P(t),V-v) = (f(t),v) YweVy, t>0, (4.8)
ATIP(@),w) — (V-U(t),w) = 0 Yw € Wy, t>0. (4.9)

Existence and uniqueness of a solution (U(t), P(t)) to the variational problem (45])-(@3]) is shown in
[13].

The fully discrete mixed finite element @-scheme is then defined by finding a sequence of pairs
(U™, P") € Vi, x Wy, 0 <n < N, such that

U w) = (ILu'wv) YweV,, (4.10)

(PP w) = (", w) Ywe Wy, (4.11)
(pétU%,v)—i—éﬂAt(étP%,V-v)—i—%(PO,V-v) - (%f%rem?atf%,v)

+ (pllp%v) Vv € Vy, (4.12)

(p0 U™ v) + (P9 Vv .v) = (f"%v) WweV,, (4.13)
AP ) — (VU2 ) = 0 Yw e Wy, (4.14)

Equation (£I2]) is derived from the following expansion:

1
ul =u® + A’ + A2 [euit + (5 — 9> u?t] + O(A).

The present #-scheme is explicit in time if # = 0 and implicit otherwise. The existence and uniqueness
of a solution to the resulting linear system for a nonzero value of 8 follows from the unisolvancy of the
mixed formulation of the following elliptic problem:

1 .
V()\V(JS)—FW/)@ =0 mn Q,

o = 0 on 0f2.

The explicit case has been considered in [I3]. As expected from an explicit scheme, the method is
conditionally stable. As a stability constraint, it requires to choose

At = O(h).

In the next sections, stability and convergence properties of the proposed #-scheme are analyzed.



5 Stability Analysis

We derive sharp stability bounds based on the energy technique and show that the proposed scheme
conserves certain energy. We consider (4.I3]) and ([dI4]) for the homogeneous case

(U™ v) + (P9 V.-v) = 0 Yo eV, (5.1)
AP ) — (VU2 ) = 0 Yw e W, (5.2)

We will make use of the inverse assumption, which states that there exists a constant Cj independent
of h, such that

IV - Bllz2(0) < Coh™ |9l 20 (5.3)
for all ¢ € Wj,. The following stability result holds.

Theorem 1. The fully discrete scheme ([EIQ)-(EI4) is stable if

1 CEA
2 oM
At <Z —0> 00 <1, (5.4)
and conserves the discrete energy
11 = 1 =
B2 = 2 |lp2a U3 + A (a ~ Z) A28, P22 + ||A 2 P2 (5.5)

The scheme is unconditionally stable if > 1/4.

Proof. If we subtract (5.2)) from itself, with n + 1/2 replaced by n — 1/2, we find that

ALt — Pt ) — (V- (U — U w) = 0. (5.6)

n;

As (5.1)) holds for all v € V, and (5.6)) holds for all w € W, we choose v = ;U™ and w = I;T: so that
(pO U™, O U™) + (P9, V - 9,U™) = 0,
(At pr, P%y — (V. 9U", P9 = 0.
By adding (5.7) and (5.8]) we obtain
(p0 U™, 0,U™) + (A1, P, P™Y) = 0. (5.9)
Note that
P = A9y P" + P"

1\ = 1
= AP (9 - Z) uP" + 5 (P"+% + P"—%> . (5.10)

Hence, (59]) can be rewritten as
_ _ 1 _ _ 1 _
(p0 U™, 0,U™) + At? (0 - Z) (AT10y P, 0, P™) + 3 (A*l(P’”% + pra), 6tP”> =0.  (5.11)

Using that
_ U™ — JU" 3
a n p—

ul At ’

B annJr% + @U”*%

ou” 5 ;




we deduce that

(pOuU",0,U") = ﬁ (pgtUnJr% - PétUnié,étUnjL% + 5tU"7%)
1 a A - -
- E |:<patU”+%,atUn+%) - (patUn_%,atUn_%)} )
and similarly
(18P 8" = o [t h ol - g h e ).

We also have

(AP PR, B P = !

At
— Ait [(A—lpn—l—%,Pnﬁ-%) _ (A—lpn—%,Pn—%)} .

ai (B E) =0

1 1
where EZ+2 is the quantity defined by (B.5]). This relation indicates that EZ+2 is conserved for all

1

(A_1Pn+% + A_lP"_%,P""'% _ Pn_i)

Hence, (5.17)) is equivalent to

1
time, which guarantees the stability of the scheme if and only if EZ+2 defines a positive energy. A
sufficient condition is that

\ (o) [-tar

for all n > 0. Clearly, the scheme is unconditionally stable when 6 > 1/4. Now, using Cauchy-Schwarz

_ 2
P2 Ut >0

inequality and the inverse assumption (5.3)), we obtain

<)\_15tP"+%,w> = <V-(§tU”+%,w)

< ||v-awrs|| o el
CO A rrn+=
< S lawrs]] L, lliee
By setting w = @P’H'%, we see that
[x-3a,pm3 < o] | [aprs
L2(9) h L2(9) L2(9)
1
3
< CO)‘ll ‘ %5tUn+2 ‘ ‘)\—Eatpn-f— \
h[)g L2(Q) L2(Q)
or )
2
H)\—%étanr% L*(Q) = CO)\; ‘ LA L2(Q)
hpg @
Hence, a sufficient condition for stability is given by
1p20, U 2|2 + At2 (0 — —) Con H 29UE|2 > 0,
which completes the proof. U

The case with § = 1/4 is interesting because the form of the discrete energy in this case is similar to
that of the continuous problem. In addition, one can verify that the time truncation error is minimized
over the set of all > 1/4 when 6 = 1/4.



6 Convergence Analysis

In this section, we prove optimal convergence of the fully discrete finite element solution in the L>°(L?)
norm. Some of the techniques used in the proofs can be found in previous works [I5, [16]. In order to
estimate the errors in the finite element approximation, we define the auxiliary functions
X" =U"-1pw", n"=u"—-Iu",  "=P"'=Ppp",  (=p"—Pu",
where II;, and Py, are defined in Section 4. From (3.4)-(3.5) and (AI3)-(@.14), and the properties of
the projections Il and Py, we arrive at
(pOux™,v) + (™9, V -v) = (pdun™,v) + (" v) YweVy, n>1, (6.1)
A2 ) — (VX" 2 w) = (A2 w) Yw € Wy, n >0, (6.2)

where r" = p(ugg — Oyu™). Another equation has to be derived for the initial errors x! and ¢!
Consider (3:4]) at n = 0 and n = 1, respectivey, and subtract the resulting equations so that

_ 1 _ _
(p&tuft,v) + (@pé,v -v) = <8tf%,v) . (6.3)
A use of Taylor’s formula with integral remainder yields

3
2 0°u

=1 o At g1 A
ou? =v° + —upy + —— ; (At —t) T

2 2At
Using (6.3]) and (6.4]), we readily obtain

(t) dt. (6.4)

_ _ _ _ 1
(pOut ) + 082 (Bp2,V -v) = 0AE (Df3,0) - 0AL <p(9tuft,v>
At
(", v) + - (puiy, )
1 At 5 [ Pu
Subtracting (6.5]) from (AI2]) and taking into account (LII]) and (B.4) to arrive that
_ - At =
(P@X%,v) NG (Bﬁ,v -v) +5 (€Y v) = (patn%m) + (p(p° — %), v)

1 1 At 63
+ AL (patuft,v> — E/ (At — t)? (pa—t’;,v> dt.
0

Note that ¢ = 0 and x° = 0. We now state and prove our convergence result.

Theorem 2. Ifu € L®(H(Q;div)), 2% € LYLA(Q)), 2% € L®(L3()), and p € L®(L3(Q)), then

(6.6)

> ot3 ) ot
for {U™, P"} defined by (&I0)-(I4]) there exists a constant C independent of h and At such that if
1 MCE 1
AP (= -0 0 <~ :
(4 ) poh? ) (6.7)

then the following a priori error estimate holds:

o),

o

oo(LQ l°°(L2)

53u (6'8)

+ ||p||L°°(L2)> ;
Loo(L2)

where r is associated with the degree of the finite element polynomial.



Proof. We first rearrange (6.1]) in the form

_ 1 = 1 1 n—21 a aan n
(pOux",v) + At? (9 - Z) (0u€",V -v) + B <§n+2 +£"2,V 'U) = (pOun",v) + (r",v). (6.9)
Summing over time levels and multiplying through by At yields

(0B — plixhv) + A2 (e . i) (m+: — 887 -v)
(6.10)

n

+ % > (5”5 +€73,V -v> = (pém’”% - pétn%,v> + (At erv) :

i=1

Upon defining

n—1
¢0 =0, ¢n _ At25i+5
i=0
we verify that
nil AL AES
o= T (et

Taking into account (6.6]) and that 9;& 2 = 2 2 (6.10) becomes

(pIx" 3 ,v) + A2 (a - %) <5t§"+%,v -v) + <¢"+%, v -v> - <p5m"+%,v) +(R"v), (6.11)

where
R" = Atiri T p(T® — %) + O A, — /At(At _i2p 2ty
— "2t o’
Since aggb’”% = £"+%, (62]) reads
<)\_1(§tgb"+%,w) — (V-x"Jr%,w) = ()\_1§"+%,w) . (6.12)

Choosing v = X”+% and w = QS"JF% in (©I1) and (6I2), respectively, and adding the resulting
equations, we arrive at

(D" 3, X" H)+ AL (9 - 1) (32,7 x3) + (A9, 92
4 (6.13)
= 1 1 1 1 1
= (pOm 8 + (R X ) + (AT g ).
Again, choose w = 5t§"+% in ([6.2]) so that
<5t£n+%,v‘xn+%> _ (A—1£n+%,(§t£n+%) _ (A—1<n+%,(§t£n+%> .
Substitution into (6.13)) yields
(PTx" X"+ AL (9 - i) (A—léts"*%,é”*%) + (A‘15t¢"+%,¢"+%)
1 ~ ~
:AtQ (9 o Z) <>\71Cn+%,at£n+%) + (patnnJr%’XnJr%) (6.14)

+ (R",x"+%) + <)f1§"+%,¢"+%
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The terms on the right-hand side of ([6:I4]) are bounded using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as
()\flgnqL%,étgnJr%) < H)\fécnﬂL%

A28,

s |

12(Q)
<p5m"+%axn+%> = Hp L L2(©) ‘ X L2(9)
(RN,X’H%) < (1B 2(q) HXH% 12(2)
1 1 o ) 1
<A‘1C"+a7¢"+5> = Hxicn+§ 12(2) wanﬁ 12(2)
We now distinguish the cases where 6 > % and 0 < %. In the first case, we sum on (6.14]) over time

levels and multiply through by 2At. This results in

ooy~ |72

n+1‘

PQX

L2(Q) ‘ PX ‘ L2(Q) * H __¢n+1‘
rar (9 - _> (HAgnH‘ @) e ;(m>
< 2A#2 (9 - i) ; H)\—%Czﬂr% o <H)\—%£i+1‘ n H)\_%gi
faary” 4], (\ oo

i=0

+ 2At2‘ A"3 TS

pre L2(Q) ‘ ‘

()

L2(Q)> (6.15)

L2(Q)

i+ Il

A2t

)

Since ‘ ‘)ﬁéfi

1 2,01
pIx' Tz

and ‘

, th
P g e

12(Q) + At (9 B _> H)\"énﬂ‘
e (S5 )
P2X‘ o (22) (Z HP@’?H% 2@ + Z “Ri“LQ(Q)>
=0 =0
ot o] (S, )
Applying the algebraic inequality: ab < gaz + ib2 to the right-hand side of (6.16]) shows that
‘ ;(Q) + H)\_%WHHH( Q) A (6 B _> H)\——§n+1‘

a1

+3]

‘zoo(p) L2(Q) ~ ‘

¢n+1 ‘

L2(Q) ‘

L*(Q)

% n+1‘

L2(2)

2
1 = [
‘ L2>+8<9_Z> <At;H)\ 3t Lm))
N-L oo N—1 A 2
pQXHl o (L2) +0At2 <ZZ:£ Hpath—§ L2(Q) + ZZ:% HRZHLQ(Q)>

N-1 2
H "¢Hl ) +4<At;H>\—agl+a LQ@)) .

(6.17)
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If we take the supremum over n on the left-hand side and use the fact that NAt = T, we conclude
that

o,

[°°(L2) — H _EC ‘lOO(L2
- o 9 N1 2 (6.18)
v (S, ) + 08 (3 1)

For the case 0 < i, we can follow the analysis presented in [15] [16] to derive error estimates similar

o (6I8) under condition (6.7)).

To complete the proof, we need to bound each term on the right-hand side of (6I8]). The first
term can be bounded using the approximation properties. Similarly, we have

2
Py +

N-1 L 83
At +3 < C | ¥|ju||pes + At? ‘ .
@'Z:; HP’? L2(9) < [l poo (1 () o3 Ll(o,T;L?(Q)))
For the last term on the right-hand side of (6.18]), we have
ALY IRz < ClIRI s (r2)
N-1
< CAt Z ]| z2() + Cllp(Txv° = v%)[|12(q)
i=1
Sl = 1 At 5 O3u
COAtL o} C At —t)*—=(t) dt
rooae | vogg [T as-orggea

To estimate ||ri||L2(Q), we make use of the identity

_ 1 At 5 0%
Opu” = uy, + w/_ (At —|s])? g (t" + s)ds. (6.19)
From the Taylor’s expansions of ;™' and u.~! about ul};
At ou
u;};l = uy; + Atuyy, +/ (At — |s]) = ) (" + ) ds,
0
and
0 84
ul ™t =l — Atull, + /At(At —Is|)) = 57 (t" + s)ds,
we obtain
b " At 34,“ "
uy =upy + 0 _At(At — ]s])ﬁ(t + s)ds. (6.20)
Subtracting (6.19) from ([6.20]) yields
n;0 Onu” 1 Al A 384 n d /] 4 n ds.
# _ = — At t - t
i~ = s [ (s a0 2w v syas—o [ o~ an Tt 1)
Hence,
- 0 = At o'u 2 1 0|
Irilagay = llp (w — B 12 < cM/ Y g ds < CA||pb ,
L2() tt L AL Ol 12(9) oA Loo(L2)
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and therefore

n

L 0*u 1 0*u
ALY IrY |2 < CAtQ‘ p? At < CTA||%p :
; ) O | ooy Rz | P
Similarly, we have
112 At 93 2 At u 83
H pOu = HAt / p—?(t) dt < CAP / 222 — dt < CAt*||p ,
12(0) o Ot 12(9) 0 O |2 | s
3u 2 At 3 3
H At—t)2a3()dt gCAt?’/ p%a’; it < Ot || pr 28 .
2At 6 LQ(Q) 0 875 LQ( ) at L°°(L2)
Finally, using the approximation property (£2]) and combining all the bounds, we arrive at
N-1
AL IR 20 < C(RF + A),
i=0
which completes the proof of the desired estimate. O

Remarks. It is worthwhile to mention that the time discretization method is fourth-order accurate
when 6 = 1/12. To preserve the temporal accuracy of the finite element scheme one has to modify
([EI2) carefully to obtain an appropriate initial value U'. The analysis presented in [I5] can be used
to derive optimal a priori error estimates in this case.

7 Conclusions

We proposed and analyzed a family of fully discrete mixed finite element schemes for solving the
acoustic wave equation. We derived stability conditions for conditionally implicit stable schemes
covering the explicit case treated by Jenkins, Riviere and Wheeler [13]. The error estimates established
provided optimal convergence rates for the use of mixed finite elements methods in solving the acoustic
wave equation.
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