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ABSTRACT The stepwise coupled-mode model is a classic approach for solv-
ing range-dependent sound propagation problems. Existing coupled-mode programs
have disadvantages such as high computational cost, weak adaptability to complex
ocean environments and numerical instability. In this paper, a new algorithm is de-
signed that uses an improved range normalization and global matrix approach to
address range dependence in ocean environments. Due to its high accuracy in solv-
ing differential equations, the spectral method has recently been applied to range-
independent normal modes and has achieved remarkable results. This algorithm
uses the Chebyshev—Tau spectral method to solve for the eigenmodes in the range-
independent segments. The main steps of the algorithm are parallelized, so OpenMP
multithreading technology is also applied for further acceleration. Based on this algo-
rithm, an efficient program is developed, and numerical simulations verify that this
algorithm is reliable, accurate and capable. Compared with the existing coupled-
mode programs, the newly developed program is more stable and efficient at com-
parable accuracies and can solve waveguides in more complex and realistic ocean

environments.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The numerical sound field of a range-dependent waveguide is a research hot spot in
computational ocean acoustics. At present, techniques for solving range-dependent acous-
tic propagation problems include coupled modes, adiabatic modes, rays"?, the parabolic
approximation® and direct solutions to the Helmholtz equation using finite difference® or
finite element methods®®. Each method or model has its own advantages and disadvan-
tages. Coupled-mode theory is a classic model to solve sound propagation problems in
range-dependent ocean environments. It is often used to provide benchmark solutions to
test the reliability of other numerical models because of its high accuracy.

The classic normal mode theory proposed by Pekeris” provides solutions suitable only for
range-independent acoustic waveguides and is powerless for range-dependent problems. The
theory of coupled modes was proposed by Pierce'® and Miller'! in 1954; they asserted that
energy is exchanged between normal modes in a horizontally changing waveguide. Subse-
quently, Rutherford and Hawker'? noted that Pierce and Miller’s use of vertical derivative
operators to replace normal derivative operators resulted in nonconservation of energy in
sloping terrains; consequently, they proposed a first-order modification to coupled-mode
theory to maintain first-order conservation of energy on slopes; Fawcett provided a full,

analytically exact evaluation of these same terms'®. In 1983, Evans'® proposed the idea of

using a stair-step geometry to discretize sloping terra, where each step was considered a



flat segment. In combination with boundary conditions, the propagator matrix between the
coupling coefficients of each segment can be obtained, and the coupling coefficients of the
segments can be obtained by considering radiation conditions. The acoustic field solution
of each segment contains both the forward scattering mode, which exponentially decays
with increasing range, and the backward scattering mode, which exponentially grows with
increasing range. When considering leaky modes, the traditional superposition method suf-
fers from numerical instability. In 1985, Mattheij'® proposed a decoupling matrix algorithm
to solve the two-point boundary value problem. Soon after, Evans'® applied this decou-
pling algorithm to stepwise coupled modes, successfully resolved the numerical instability
caused by leaky modes, and developed the numerical program COUPLE. The latest version,
COUPLEO7'", can accurately calculate the fully elliptic two-way solution of the Helmholtz
equation, which is considered to be an outstanding representative of coupled modes and has

been widely used for many years to provide accurate solutions for numerical experiments.

However, Luo et al.'®?! and Yang et al.?>?* reported that COUPLE exhibited numer-
ical instability due to unreasonable normalized range solutions. In solving for the range-
independent normal modes, COUPLE employs the Galerkin method, which forms a gener-

alized eigenvalue problem of symmetric matrices A and B'” in each segment:

Au = \Bu (1a)
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where ¢(z) are the basis/weight functions in the Galerkin method. Although the matrices A
and B are both formally symmetrical (symmetry means that such a generalized eigenvalue
problem is efficient to solve), the elements in matrices A and B must be individually obtained
through numerical quadrature, which requires many calculations. In addition, the Galerkin
method must construct basis functions that satisfy the boundary conditions in each segment,
which imposes considerable computational cost. Furthermore, COUPLE considers only two
layers of media, which is a limitation in many cases. For example, for the lower boundary of
the acoustic half-space, the bottom sediment of COUPLE needs to be set as an absorbing
layer, which precludes flexibility for complicated waveguides. The KRAKEN program based
on the finite difference method has good flexibility in solving for range-independent normal
modes, but it can calculate only one-way coupled modes, and the stability of the coupling

is often unsatisfactory**.

In recent years, many studies have begun to address acoustic propagation problems by ap-
plying more accurate spectral methods? !, In 1993, Dzieciuch®**** first used the Chebyshev—
Tau spectral method to solve for the normal modes of the water column. Evans®® in 2016
devised a Legendre—Galerkin spectral method to solve the problem of acoustic propagation
in a two-layer ocean environment that contained bottom sediment. In 2020, Tu et al.?>%¢
used the Chebyshev-Tau spectral method to more efficiently solve this problem. Numerical
experiments have shown that the NM-CT program based on the Chebyshev—Tau spectral
method® is faster than the rimLG program®! based on the Legendre-Galerkin spectral

method and more accurate than the classic finite difference method?*. Recently, Sabatini

et al.’® and Tu et al.?®*" used the Chebyshev collocation method and Legendre colloca-



tion method, respectively, to solve the problem of acoustic propagation in multilayer media.
Existing studies have shown that spectral methods can solve underwater acoustic propaga-
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tion problems with high accuracy. However, the current programs
methods can provide solutions for only range-independent acoustic waveguides. The present
article combines stepwise coupled modes with the Chebyshev—Tau spectral method to de-
velop a new algorithm that can efficiently provide solutions for range-dependent acoustical
waveguides. Compared with the existing program-based coupled modes, the capability and

computational efficiency of the algorithm proposed in this paper are greatly improved while

maintaining the same accuracy.

II. PHYSICAL MODEL
A. Range-independent normal modes

We consider a two-dimensional point source acoustic field in a cylindrical axisymmetric
environment, where the angular frequency of the acoustic source is w and the simple har-
monic point source is located at r = 0 with z = z;. Let the acoustic pressure be p = p(r, 2),
and omit the time factor exp(—iwt). The acoustic governing equation (Helmholtz equation)

can be written as':

() ooz G v =

where w = 2x f, f is the frequency of the sound source, and ¢(z) and p(z) are the sound

speed and density profiles, respectively.



Using the technique of the separation of variables”, the acoustic pressure can be decom-

posed into:
p(r, z) = ¥(2)R(r) (3)
where R(r) is related only to the range r and satisfies:

4 (1) 2083

where k,. is the horizontal wavenumber. By solving the above formula, we obtain:

R(r) = gV ()Mo (k) (5)

where H(()l) (+) is the Hankel function of the first type and ¢(z) in Eq. (3) satisfies the following

modal equation:

o (e

a4z \p(z) dz > +EP(2) = k(2), k= (1+ina)w/c(2) (6)

dz

where k is the complex wavenumber, « is the attenuation coefficient in dB/A (X is the
wavelength), and = (40w log;,e)~!. This is the essential equation to be solved in this paper.
When supplemented by boundary conditions, Eq. (6) has a set of solutions (kym, ¥m), m =
1,2,..., where v, is also called the eigenmode. The eigenmodes of Eq. (6) satisfy orthogonal

normalization:
/dez:émn, m,n=12... (7)
0 p(z)
where H is the ocean depth and ¢ is the Kronecker delta function. Finally, the fundamental
solution of the Helmholtz equation can be written as:

i

4p(2s)

p(r,2) = > U (2)m (2 HE () (8)
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To accurately obtain the sound pressure, it is necessary to synthesize an infinite number of
eigenmodes, which is impossible in actual calculations. It is usually more practical to take
M physically meaningful eigenmodes to synthesize the sound field. The specific value of
M can usually be estimated from the depth of the ocean H, the speed of sound ¢, and the

frequency of the sound source f.

0 > T
Layer 1 Cl(’f‘, Z),p1(7‘, Z),Oll(’f', Z)
o _— o
h/l = \-\Y__ N
Layer 2 ca(r, 2), pa(r, 2), a2(r, 2)
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the ocean environment with multilayer media.

For ocean environments containing multilayer sediments, p(z) and k(z) are usually dis-
continuous at the interfaces z = {hg}lé;ll. Considering an intermittent environment, the

ocean is divided into [ discontinuous layers, as shown by the red dotted line in Figure 1.



The environmental parameters are separately defined in the columns as:

/
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where hy = 0 and h; = H, respectively.
Boundary conditions should be imposed at the sea surface (z = 0) and seabed (2 = H),
and interface conditions should be imposed at the discontinuous interfaces (z = {hy},_}).

Taking the pressure release boundary condition as an example, the upper boundary condition

¥(0) =0 (10)

The bottom boundary is either perfectly free or rigid:

W(H) =0 (11a)

V'(H) =0 (11b)
In addition, the use of an acoustic half-space is common in underwater acoustic modeling':

Poo ’ _ _ 2 _ 1.2 _ ;
¢(H)+—pb(H)%¢(H) 0, Yoo =VkZ—FkL, ko= (1+ina)w/cs (12)



At the interfaces (z = {h,},_}), both acoustic pressure and normal particle velocity must be

continuous. Thus, two constraints on continuity are explicitly imposed by:

Y(hy) = P(hf) (13a)

Lo d(hy) 1 dy(hy))
phy) dz p(hf)  dz (13b)

where the superscripts — and + of h, indicate the limits from above and below, respec-

tively.

B. Improved global matrix of coupled modes

For range-dependent ocean environments, the classic technique is to divide the terrain
into many sufficiently narrow segments'®, e.g., to resemble stair steps, as shown by the white
dotted line in Figure 1. Segments are treated as independent of range; after the eigenmodes
and horizontal wavenumbers of each segment are obtained, the segment conditions of J
segments are used to couple the subfields of each segment to obtain the acoustic field of the
entire waveguide.

Referring to the form of Eq. (8), the acoustic field of the j-th segment can generally be

represented as:

Prz)~ > [adHY, (r) + b, H2), (r)] ¥),(2), j=1,2,--,J] (14)

m=1
where M is the total number of normal modes to synthesize the acoustic field, 1/ (z) is the
m-th eigenmode of the j-th segment, and {a/ }*_, and {b/ }*_, are the coupling coefficients,
which denote the amplitudes of the forward and backward propagating modes in the j-th

10



segment, respectively. H17 (r)and H2/ (r) are the ratios of the two types of Hankel functions

and are defined as follows:

. HY (ki y I
H1 (r) = 0 ( nm ) ~ =t L eikrm(r=rj—1) (15a)
r

B H((]l) (kﬁ,mrj_l)

(2) kj . -
i) = T el o st 7
HQ (kr,mrj) "

where kﬁm is the horizontal wavenumber of the m-th mode in the j-th segment. For special
cases, j = 1 and r;_; = ry. The definition of H17 (r) here is identical to that in COUPLE',

but the definition of H27 (r) is different. In COUPLE, H2/ (r) is defined as:

| H (ki S
H2),(r) = — (‘””T) S Y (16)
HO (k%m’l"j,l) r

8-21 22,23

This improved definition (15b) was proposed by Luo' and Yang“~~’. Leaky modes and
long-range flat ocean environments may cause the value of H2/ (r) defined in COUPLE to
overflow. This is specifically the case for leaky mode k7, = R + Zi, where R and Z denote
the real and imaginary parts of kf«"m, respectively, and where R > 0,Z > 0. In Eq. (16),
since r — r;_1 > 0, then Eq. (16) contains exp[Z(r — r;_1)]. When Z or r — r;_; is large,
using Eq. (16) may cause numerical overflow. In contrast, in Eq. (15b), the exponential
part contains exp|[Z(r — r;)], and because r — r; < 0, regardless of how large 7 is, the
value of H2J (r) is limited, and no numerical overflow occurs. In other words, in this
improved global matrix of coupled modes, the left boundary is used to normalize the forward
acoustic field, and the right boundary is used to normalize the backward acoustic field, which
ensures the numerical stability of the simulation. Therefore, a reasonable normalized range

solution eliminates the numerical overflow that may occur in previous two-way models and

is unconditionally stable.
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The method of coupling segments explicitly imposes two segment continuity conditions
on the sides of the segments. The first segment condition is that the acoustic pressure must
be continuous at the j-th side, and the second is that the radial velocity is continuous at

the j-th side:

P (ry,2) =p (), 2) (17a)
L opt (ry2) 1 0p (1, 2)
) o pe) o (I7b)

For the first segment condition, we have:

M M
Z aJHHlJH (r;) + b 27 (7“])] W (2) Z aj HU (r;) + b H2I (T])} Wl (2)
m=1 m=1

(18)
where H17(r;) = H2J, (r;) = 1. We apply the following operator to both sides of the above

equation:

")
/o O

Then, we use the orthogonal normalization relationship Eq. (7) of the eigenmodes in the

(7 + 1)-th segment. Accordingly, Eq. (18) is equivalent to:

M
@t BILH2IE (1)) Z [al H1, (7)) + ] épmy, n=1,.... M (19a)
m=1
J+1 J
0 Pj+1(Z)

The above formula can be easily written in the following matrix-vector form:

alt! H]+1bg+1 CJ (H]a]+bj) (20)
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To similarly address the segment condition (17h), we first write the derivative expression of

p with respect to r, which can be derived from Eq. (14):
1 9p/(r, 2) o :
- Z K [, () — B, 22, ()] 0, (2) (1)

Then, the second segment condition is equivalent to:

M M

1 . . . . . 1 . . . o
> R [l =0 H2 ()] 03T (2) = = D K, [l H, (ry) = bl] 5, (2) (22)
Pj+1 = Pj ’

Similarly, we apply the following operator to the above equation:
H .
| v
0

Next, we utilize the orthogonal normalization relationship Eq. (7) of the eigenmodes in the

(7 + 1)-th segment to obtain:

M
"t =BT = " o, HY, (1) = U, (7)) G, m=1,..., M (23a)
m=1
j j+1 J
kvj"n pi(2)

The above formula can be easily written in the following matrix-vector form:

2t — HJM bt = OF (H)al — bY) (24)
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Egs. (20) and (24) can be combined into the following form:

alt! R’ R} a’
= (25a)
b/t R, R} | | b/
R} = % (éﬂ‘ + 63') H (25b)
P
J — _
Rj = (CJ CJ) (25¢)
R} = % () (O - ¢ | (25d)
RI — % (1) (&4 &) (25¢)

Finally, the segment condition and radiation condition should be imposed at the acoustic

source r = 0 and r — co. The segment condition at the acoustic source r = 0 is:

. 1) (71
1 1 1 (1) 1 1 H (k )
a, = v, (2zs) H kr +0,, —, m=1,...,.M 26
T Gy P B P () ¥ bny 0 )
This condition can be written in a matrix-vector form:

a! —Db'=s (27a)

7-[(1) (kl )
D, = ORI S = 2/11 Zs k:imr 27b
7_[(2) ( ) 4p ( ) () H ( : 1) (27b)

For the radiation condition at »r — oo, b7 = 0 is sufficient.

Combining the continuity conditions at the boundaries of the J segments with the bound-
ary condition at the acoustic source and the radiation condition at infinity, the following

14



system of linear algebraic equations is obtained:

_ E -D O 1 al _ _s_
R! R, —E 0 b 0
R, Rl 0 -E a’ 0
= (28)

R/™2RJ? -E 0 b’ 2 0

R/ 2R/ 0 -E a’"! 0

R{™" R;' —-E | | b/} 0

RI7'R™ 0 a’ 0

where E denotes the identity matrix. This system of linear algebraic equations can be solved
to obtain the coupling coefficients ({aj}}]:l, {bj}le); then, Eq. (14) is used to synthesize
the acoustic pressure field.

Since r;_; = r; when j = 1 is defined above, in the first segment, H1/ (r) is normalized
to the right side. When exp[Z(r; — )] is large, calculating H1/ (r) may cause numerical
instability. To avoid this problem, the superposition principle is used to solve for the first

subfield. Substituting a® in Eq. (27) into Eq. (14) reveals:

1 ~ 1 - 1 1 H(l) ]{?1 9 d bl j() (k;,mr) 1 29
p(r,z) = 4p (25) mZ:l@/)m (25) Y (2)Hy ( T,mr) + mZ:1 mm?ﬁm(z) (29)

where Jy(-) is the Bessel function, the first term on the right side represents the range-
independent acoustic field, and the second term represents the scattered acoustic field caused
by range dependency'®.
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III. METHODOLOGY AND ALGORITHM

A. Chebyshev—Tau spectral method

The classic spectral method is the Galerkin-type spectral method, which is derived from
the Galerkin method of the weighted residual method. A special feature of the Galerkin-
type spectral method is that the basis/weight functions are selected as the same set of
orthogonal polynomials. Since the classic Galerkin-type spectral method requires the basis
function to satisfy the boundary conditions (generally a linear combination of orthogonal
polynomials of a certain kind), it is not easy to apply to differential equations with complex
boundary conditions. To resolve this problem, Lanczos proposed the Tau method in 1938%.
This method also uses the same set of orthogonal polynomials as the basis/weight func-
tions but does not require the basis function to satisfy the boundary conditions and imposes
boundary constraints on only the coefficients of the spectral expansion. In other words, the
spectral coefficients are forced to satisfy the boundary conditions in the spectral space. The
Chebyshev—Tau spectral method is a type of spectral method that uses Chebyshev polynomi-
als as the basis/weight functions. In our previous research?>*°, we concisely introduced the
Chebyshev—Tau spectral method and its application to normal modes of range-independent
two-layer media (water column and bottom sediment). We developed the related NM-CT
program, which is included in the open-source code and available in the Ocean Acoustics
Library (OALIB)*°. Similarly, for range-independent segments containing multiple layers of

media, the Chebyshev—Tau spectral method can still solve for the horizontal wavenumbers

and eigenmodes of the modal equation (Eq. (6)). In addition, for the acoustic half-space

16



boundary condition, an eigenvalue transformation technique, not just an absorbing layer
technique, is adopted.
When the Chebyshev—Tau spectral method is used to solve the modal equation, the modal

equation should be scaled to the domain of the Chebyshev polynomials {7;(z)}:

1 d ( 1 dy(z)

e (M) i) — e, e 1] )

Moreover, the modal function ¢ (z) must be transformed into the spectral space formed by

the Chebyshev orthogonal polynomials {Tj(x)}Y:

N
o) x Y diTi(w) (31)

i=0
where {1;}V, are the spectral coefficients of ¢(z) and N denotes the spectral truncated

order. Due to the good properties of Chebyshev polynomial/basis functions, the following

relations are easily derived?"*":

N
o 2 o ~ ~
S » > gy =21 =1<= ¥ ~Dy¥ (32a)
voj=it,
j+i=odd
()5 D bwint g Y dubn = (v9) ~ C¥ (32b)
m+n=t [m—n|=i
1 o0 Q/A} N "(ﬁ )
dr = —2 o~ -2 T —IyP 32
[ioa= 2 3 G ea 30 520

Eq. (32a) denotes the relationship between the spectral coefficients of a function and those
of its derivative function. Similarly, Eq. (32b) describes the relationship between the spec-
tral coefficients of a product of two functions and the spectral coefficients of one of the
functions. (32c) shows the relationship between the integral of a function and its spectral
coefficients. The right-hand side of Eq. (32) contains the matrix-vector representations of
the relationships.

17



Solving differential equations using the Chebyshev—Tau method starts with the variational

form of the differential equation, namely:

[ (L) gy ey T,
[ i as () +#ot) )| e —o .

re(=1,1), i=01,... N—2
By substituting Eq. (31) into Eq. (33) and considering Eq. (32), the modal equation can be

directly discretized into the following matrix-vector form:

4 - .
(|A—h|2CpDNCI/pDN + Ck2> ‘Il - k?‘:[’ (34)

where W is the column vector consisting of {&Z}Z]\LO For details regarding the discretization
process, please see Eq. (29) in reference®.

From a formal viewpoint, this is an ordinary matrix eigenvalue problem, and boundary
constraints must be added to the actual solution. For the ocean acoustic waveguide in
Egs. (9) through (13), the modal equation Eq. (6) must be established in [ layers. As shown
in Figure 1, in a range-independent segment, a single set of basis functions cannot span [
layers since the normal derivative of sound pressure is not continuously differentiable at the
interfaces {h¢},_}. Thus, we use the domain decomposition strategy’’ in Eq. (6) and split
the domain interval into [ subintervals. For every splitting event, the discontinuous point is

the endpoint of one subinterval:

2 he + he_y

_ hiog < z<h 35
he—heqze—i_hje—hzfl’ 1S zShe (35)

Ny
Vil(2) = o) = Y e Ti(we), w0 =
=0

where N, and {&gﬂ-}fi‘o are the spectral truncated order and modal spectral coefficients in
the (-th layer, respectively. Similar to Eq. (34), the modal equation in the ¢-th layer can be

18



directly discretized into the matrix-vector form:

4

Ag\i’[ — k?‘i’[, Ag — m
- —1

CpDn,C1/p, Dy, + Ckf (36)

where A, is a square matrix of order (N, 4+ 1) and \i’g is a column vector composed of
{?ﬁz,i}z]'vzzo-
Since the interface conditions are related to both the (¢ — 1)-th and ¢-th layers, Eq. (36)

of the [ layers should be simultaneously solved as follows:

A, 0 0 O ¥, 2
0 A, 0 O b, v,
= k2 (37)
0 0 0
0 0 0 A, ||, ¥,

The boundary conditions and interface conditions in Eqs. (10)—(13) must also be expanded
into the Chebyshev spectral space and expressed as row vectors. Let the N = 22:1(]\76 +1)-
order square matrix on the left side of Eq. (37) be L, and replace the last two rows of the first
(I — 1) subblocks in the L matrix with the two interface conditions between the upper and
lower layers; the last two rows of the last subblock are replaced with boundary conditions
at the sea surface and floor, and the right-hand side of Eq. (37) is replaced accordingly. By
rearranging the modified rows together by elementary row transformation, Eq. (37) can be

rewritten into the form of the following block matrix:

Ly Ly W s
=k’ (38)

Ly, Loy W- 0
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where Li; is a square matrix of order le:l(Né — 1), Lyy is a square matrix of order 2I,
T+ = [1@1,0, 7>/}1,1, T 71@1,1\/1—2, @/;2,0, 1/;2717 T ,@Z)Q,N2—27 T #ZA)Z,O, 12)571, T ﬂLl,Nl—ﬂT and U~ =
[@1,1\7171, 1/31,1\/1,1&2,1\7271, QEQ,NQ, LN, &z,Nl]T- Solving this mixed linear eigensystem can
yield the horizontal wavenumbers and spectral coefficients of the eigenmodes (&, Ut ‘il*)
According to Eq. (37), the subeigenmodes 1,(z) of the [ layers are synthesized separately
from the spectral coefficients {W,},_,, and then the complete modes t(z) are obtained by
splicing the submodes in the [ layers. Note that ¢(z) obtained at this time is a discrete
function value whose resolution depends on the physical spatial resolution of the Chebyshev
inverse transform. In addition, for details on the treatment of the boundary conditions in

Egs. (10), (11) and (13), please see Eq. (38) in reference®.

We emphasize that for the acoustic half-space boundary condition in Eq. (12), since
Yoo contains the eigenvalue k, to be determined, Eq. (38) is no longer a general matrix
eigenvalue problem and can be solved iteratively only by a root-finding algorithm. The
greatest shortcoming of root-finding algorithms is that they must make a reasonable initial
guess about the eigenvalue k, being sought®®. Since the prior estimate of k, is usually
not available, many of the existing numerical programs following similar principles fail to
converge to a specific root in some cases. To avoid the same problem when using the
Chebyshev-Tau spectral method to solve for waveguides with an acoustic half-space, we
consider an alternative approach: using k. o = m to transform the modal equation

20



and Eq. (12) as follows®:

p(z)d% (ﬁ%) F (k) — R kL) 0 =0 (392)

For the acoustic half-space boundary, modal normalization should add the integral of z €

[H, +o0:

TR L [T (TR )
/0 p(2) dz_'_/H o(z) —/0 o) Frop, - b mehz (40)

Eq. (39a) can naturally be discretized into the following form:
[U+#2 E|¥ =0, U=L-I2E ¥-= xi:l,\irg,---,mi:l]T (41)
Due to the addition of Eq. (39b) including k. ~,, Eq. (41) finally takes the following form:
[U+k.oV+E W T =0 (42)

U in Eq. (42) is not exactly identical to that in Eq. (41), as it has been modified by boundary
conditions and interface conditions; nevertheless, we maintain the parameter name. V is a
zero matrix of order N with only the last row corresponding to the boundary condition in
Eq. (39b), and W is simply the identity matrix that has been changed by modifying the
boundary conditions. This polynomial eigenvalue problem can be efficiently solved by the

QZ algorithm; it can be transformed into a general matrix eigenvalue problem using the
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following formula:

UV =k, VP, (43a)
i -V -U W i oo U
U= , V= , U= (43b)
E 0 0 E o

It is necessary to take the inverse transform of the eigenvectors \i’g to [he_1, he]. The vec-
tors {W,},_, are stacked into a single-column vector to form discrete ¥ (z); then, Eq. (40)
is used to normalize ¥. After computing k, o, those elements with arguments in the in-
terval (—m/2, /2] are selected, and the corresponding horizontal wavenumbers k., can be
obtained by k, = /k2 — k2. Finally, a set of eigenmodes (k,,1(z)) is obtained.

The new formulation Eq. (39) of the modal equation Eq. (6) circumvents root-finding
algorithms and does not require an initial guess for k, ., which is the most important
advantage of this approach. Compared with the absorbing layer technique in COUPLE and
the multilayer Legendre collocation method (MultiLC)*"*" this eigenvalue transformation
can obtain more accurate horizontal wavenumbers and eigenmodes, but the increase in
computational cost is also significant. As shown in Eq. (43), the sizes of the matrices are
doubled. Note that since the above algorithm can calculate waveguides in multilayer media,
users can of course add a layer of medium as an absorbing layer to simulate an acoustic
half-space, analogous to the COUPLE. We emphasize that the spectral coefficients of the
eigenmodes obtained from the J range-independent segments must be transformed using
the same resolution in the vertical direction. Otherwise, the numerical quadrature of ¢, in
Eq. (19b) and é,,, in Eq. (23b) cannot be calculated.
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B. Numerical algorithm

Summarizing the above derivation, we provide a complete description of the algorithm

below:

1. The environmental data are set up.

The data include the frequency f and depth z; of the sound source, total depth of
the ocean H, topography of the seabed, number of acoustic profiles, and specific
information of each group of acoustic profiles. In addition, the data should include
the spectral truncated order ({Ny}._,), horizontal and vertical resolutions, number
of coupled modes M, and type of bottom boundary condition. If the bottom is an
acoustic half-space, the speed c,, density p,, and attenuation a., in the half-space

should also be specified.

2. The ocean environment is segmented based on the seabed topography and sound speed

profiles.

Jensen?? established stair-step discretization criteria to accurately represent smoothly
varying bathymetry in numerical models. A strict segmentation criterion is Ar < \/4,
where A\ = min({cy(r, 2)},_,)/f. Thus, we suppose that the entire waveguide is divided

into J segments.

3. The Chebyshev—Tau spectral method is applied to form the mixed linear systems and
solve for the horizontal wavenumbers and eigenmodes {7, ¥J (2)})_, of the J flat

segments.
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The modal spectral coefficients W7 obtained for the J segments should be transformed
to a uniform vertical resolution. This process can be computed in parallel because the

range-independent segments are irrelevant.

4. The coupling submatrices {R] 37:_11, {R} 3]:_11, {R} 3-]:_11, and {R] ‘J]:_ll are calculated
according to Eqgs. (15), (19b), (23b) and (25). This step is also naturally conducted

in parallel.

5. D and s are calculated using the boundary conditions, the global matrix is con-
structed according to Eq. (28), and Eq. (28) is solved to obtain the coupling coef-
ficients ({a/}/_;, {b7}7_,) of J segments. The global matrix is a band matrix of order

(2J — 1) x M, and its bandwidth is (3M — 1). The inverse of a band matrix can be

efficiently obtained using mature numerical algorithms and libraries.

6. The sound field is synthesized.

The sound pressure field of each segment is calculated according to Eq. (14), and the
sound field of the first segment is corrected according to Eq. (29). The sound fields
of J segments are individually embedded into the entire waveguide to obtain the final

sound pressure field.

IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

To validate the accuracy and performance of the numerical algorithm in solving range-
dependent waveguide problems, the following tests and analyses are performed through six

numerical experiments. In this article, the program developed based on the above numer-
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ical algorithm is named SPEC. We take the widely used KRAKEN program based on the
finite difference method**, the COUPLE program based on the Galerkin method!”, and
the RAM/RAMGeo programs® based on the parabolic approximation as comparisons. The
above codes are implemented in the FORTRAN language. In addition, the sound fields
calculated by the commercial software COMSOL based on the finite element method are

also used for comparison.

To present the acoustic field results, the transmission loss (TL) of the acoustic pressure
is defined as TL = —201og;,(|p|/|po|) in units of decibels (dB), where py = exp(iko)/(4m) is
the acoustic pressure at a range of 1 m from the point source. In actual displays, TL fields

are often used to compare and analyze sound fields'.

A. Slope terrain

Sloping terrain is one of the most common and classic range dependencies in underwater
acoustic propagation. The specific configuration of this example is displayed in Figure 2(a).
We applied COUPLE, RAM and SPEC to calculate the sound fields of this example and set
the receiver at a depth of 36 m. The COUPLE and SPEC programs use 6 modes, and both
take the truncated order of 10 and 225 segments. The horizontal and vertical resolutions
used by RAM are 2 m and 0.2 m, respectively. Overall, Figure 3 shows that the sound fields
calculated by the three programs are highly consistent. The small window in Figure 3(d)
shows that SPEC is closer to COUPLE in a more detailed comparison, which may be because
RAM ignores the backscattered waves.
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FIG. 2. Schematic diagram of the upslope (a) and downslope (b) waveguides.

As a comparison, we study the downslope waveguide shown in Figure 2(b), with the same
configuration as the upslope example except for the terrain, and Figure 4 shows that the

agreement between COUPLE, RAM and SPEC is once again very good.
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FIG. 3. Sound fields of the upslope waveguide (f = 50 Hz, zs = 26 m) calculated by COUPLE (a),

RAM (b) and SPEC (c); TL curves at a depth of 36 m (d).

B. Seamount waveguide

The topography of a seamount represents a typical range-dependent ocean environment.
This example considers a seamount configuration, as shown in Figure 5. Instead of the gentle
slope of 1.9° in Example A, Example B involves a steep slope of 14°. Figure 6 illustrates
the sound fields calculated by COUPLE, RAM and SPEC and the TL curves at a depth of
200 m. The coupling of the COUPLE and SPEC programs includes 8 modes, the truncated
order of the basis functions of both programs is 16, and the number of segments of both
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FIG. 4. Sound fields of the downslope waveguide (f = 50 Hz, zs = 26 m) calculated by COUPLE

(a), RAM (b) and SPEC (c); TL curves at a depth of 36 m (d).

programs is 126. The horizontal and vertical resolutions used by RAM are 2 m and 0.2
m, respectively. Observation of the whole sound field shows that the results of the three
programs are very similar, with only slight differences before crossing the seamount, as also
indicated by the TL curve at a depth of 200 m. Good agreement of the three programs

indicates that SPEC offers excellent accuracy.
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FIG. 5. Schematic diagram of the seamount waveguide.

C. Warm-core eddy

Eddy currents are common hydrological phenomena in the ocean that alter the temper-
ature and salinity of seawater, thereby altering the ocean’s acoustic properties. Therefore,
the propagation of sound through an eddy is different from that through seawater without
an eddy. Here, we consider a warm-core eddy in Figure 7(a), which is a classic example for
range-dependent waveguides, as mentioned by Jensen et al.' and Porter?*. The sound speed
profiles of the warm-core eddy taken at the horizontal ranges are shown in Figure 7(b).

Figure 8 plots the sound fields through the warm-core eddy calculated using the four
numerical models. Since COUPLE is inconvenient for such a computationally expensive
example, Figure 8(a) shows the case where COUPLE uses only the range-independent sim-
ulation of the first sound speed profile. The number of discrete points used by KRAKEN
is automatically selected by the program, while the spectral truncated order used by SPEC
in the water column is 300. COUPLE, KRAKEN and SPEC all have a total of 63 modes
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FIG. 6. Sound fields of the seamount waveguide (f = 23 Hz, z; = 1.8 m) calculated by COUPLE

(a), RAM (b) and SPEC (c); TL curves at a depth of 200 m (d).

involved in the simulation. A cursory observation shows that the results of COUPLE and
the other three programs are quite different, which illustrates the effect of warm-core eddy
currents on sound propagation. If the contribution of the ‘continuous spectrum’ to the near
field of the RAM is ignored, the sound field calculated by the RAM in Figure 8 is very
similar to that of KRAKEN and SPEC. However, significant differences in the sound fields
are still visible in the areas of the three black boxes in Figure 8(b) to Figure 8(d). In these
regions, the results for SPEC and RAM are more consistent, possibly because the range

dependence in KRAKEN is handled by the theory of one-way coupled modes.
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FIG. 7. Schematic diagram of the warm-core eddy waveguide (a) and the sound speed profiles

taken at the horizontal ranges (b).

D. Multilayer parallel waveguide

To demonstrate the capability of the SPEC to simulate range-dependent waveguides in
multilayer media, two numerical experiments in Figure 9 are next considered. RAMGeo can
handle multiple sediment layers that parallel the bathymetry. Figure 9(a) shows the native
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FIG. 8. Sound fields of the warm-core eddy waveguide (f = 50 Hz, zg = 300 m) calculated by
COUPLE (a), KRAKEN (b), RAM (c) and SPEC (d); (a) shows the range-independent modes

using the first sound speed profile throughout.

example of RAMGeo. Since COUPLE cannot be used to calculate sound propagation in
multilayer media, the results of COMSOL are presented here for verification. COMSOL,
a commercial numerical simulation platform based on the finite element method, directly
solves the Helmholtz equation of underwater acoustic propagation without errors caused by
certain model assumptions. In Figure 10, great agreement between these three programs

is observed, except at certain peaks and troughs. Minor differences between the models
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FIG. 9. Schematic diagram of the multilayer parallel (a) and multilayer undulating (b) waveguides.
can be confidently related to the use of completely different numerical methods and model

assumptions.

E. Multilayer undulating waveguide

Figure 9(b) depicts an example of random terrain relief, and the bathymetric nonparallel
relief is a good test of the capabilities of the SPEC. Figure 11 illustrates the sound field and
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FIG. 10. Sound fields of the multilayer parallel waveguide (f = 25 Hz, zs = 50 m) calculated by

RAMGeo (a), COMSOL (b) and SPEC (c); TL curves at a depth of 50 m (d).

TL curves at different depths calculated by COMSOL and SPEC. The spectral truncated
order in each layer adopted by SPEC is 20, and 7 modes are involved in the coupling. The

similarities are striking despite small differences in the far field.

These numerical simulations strongly confirm the accuracy of the proposed algorithm and
its implementation in this article and fully demonstrate that SPEC can handle these three

types of seabed conditions with ease.
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by COMSOL (a) and SPEC (b); TL curves at depths of 20 m (c) and 50 m (d).

V. ANALYSIS AND PARALLELIZATION

A. Analysis

To better analyze the computational cost of the algorithm proposed in this paper, Ta-
ble I shows the run times of the above examples. The tests were run on the Tianhe—2
supercomputer*®, and a single node of Tianhe-2 was equipped with two Xeon E5 12-core
central processing units (CPUs) and 64 GB of shared memory. Each program was run ten
times, and the running times listed in the table are the average results. The compiler used
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was gfortran 7.5.0, and all programs used for comparison were also compiled with this com-
piler. For the same experiments, under identical configurations, SPEC had a much shorter
running time than COUPLE, which directly demonstrates the efficiency of the proposed

algorithm.

TABLE I. Comparison among the running times of the numerical experiments (unit: seconds).

Example SPEC COUPLE RAM/RAMGeo
Upslope 1.757 13.485 0.658
Downslope 2.130 13.359 0.687
Seamount 1.299 7.722 0.814
Warm-core eddy 108.683 / 12.157
Multilayer parallel 643.068 / 2.224
Multilayer undulating 4.958 / /

From a computational cost perspective, the bulk of the calculations performed by this
algorithm is divided into two parts: one part solves J matrix eigenvalue problems for the
horizontal wavenumbers and eigenmodes in the range-independent segments (see Eqs. (38)
and (43)), and the other part solves the global matrix of linear equations (see Eq. (28)). The
number of calculations in the first part is high because the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of
J square matrices of order N or 2N must be determined. The computational effort in the
second part is spent on solving a banded sparse linear system of order (2J — 1) x M, the size
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of which depends on the number of segments J and the number of modes to be coupled M.
In other words, the main computational load of the algorithm is concentrated in the third

and fifth steps. The test results in Table II also support this analysis.

TABLE II. Running times of the two parts in SPEC (unit: seconds).

Example Step 3 Step 5 Total
Upslope 1.183 0.504 1.757
Downslope 1.199 0.465 2.130
Seamount 0.745 0.291 1.299
Warm-core eddy 84.432 15.244 108.683
Multilayer parallel 410.120 181.023 643.068
Multilayer undulating 3.030 0.996 4.958

Similarly, the computational load of the COUPLE program is concentrated in these
two steps. In terms of solving for the coupling coefficients, COUPLE uses the propagator
matrix in Eq. (25) to recursively obtain the solution. This method requires solving (J — 1)
(2M x 2M)-order dense matrix linear equations, and there are many matrix transformation
and matrix multiplication operations; this is another aspect of COUPLE that makes it more
time-consuming than SPEC. In addition, due to the use of the normalization method in
Eq. (16), COUPLE must be segmented in a long-range range-independent region to prevent
numerical overflow (such as r=0-500 m and r=2000-2500 m in Figure 2). Since the normal
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modes of the range-independent region are exactly the same, such segmentation increases
the computational cost. In contrast, SPEC uses the normalization in Eq. (15b). It does not
overflow, so it does not need to be segmented for range-independent regions, which reduces

calculation requirements to a certain extent.

B. Parallelization

The third and fourth steps of the algorithm are naturally parallel. Therefore, we adopt
the idea of multithreaded parallel acceleration and use OpenMP to accelerate SPEC. Table
[T shows the effect of the multithreaded acceleration of SPEC. Generally, when 4-8 threads
are used, SPEC can achieve a speedup of 3-5. This considerable acceleration effect fur-
ther reflects the advantages of SPEC in the simulation of large-scale underwater acoustic
propagation problems, which is particularly salient because multicore processors have be-
come immensely popular, and it is not expensive to purchase hardware with 4-8 threads for
personal computers.

In addition to runtime/speedup, a more common metric that can be used to measure
parallel program performance is scalability. For parallel programs, scalability is well defined.
If the fixed efficiency can be maintained when the number of threads is increased without
increasing the size of the problem, then the program is strongly scalable. If the number of
threads is increased, meaning that the efficiency value can be maintained only by increasing
the problem size at the same rate, then the program is weakly scalable. For multithreaded
parallel programs that use shared memory, strong scalability is more of a concern because

the memory resources of the hardware are fixed, making it difficult to increase the resources
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TABLE III. Acceleration effect of SPEC using OpenMP multithreaded parallel computing tech-

nology (unit: seconds; the number in brackets is the speedup based on the running time of a single

thread).
Number of Threads

Example

1 2 4 8 16
Upslope 2.044 (1)  1.346 (1.52)  0.783 (2.61)  0.570 (3.59) 0.425 (4.81)
Downslope 2.413 (1)  1.498 (1.61)  0.930 (2.59)  0.615 (3.92) 0.461 (5.23)
Seamount 1.543 (1) 1.008 (1.53) 0.673 (2.29) 0.467 (3.30) 0.376 (4.10)
Warm-core eddy 122.112 (1) 65.819 (1.86) 35.166 (3.47) 21.504 (5.68) 21.373 (5.71)

Multilayer parallel  762.856 (1) 399.807 (1.92) 218.651 (3.52) 128.275 (5.99) 78.159 (9.84)

Multilayer undulating ~ 5.572 (1) 3.067 (1.82)  1.811 (3.08)  1.180 (4.72) 0.818 (6.82)

to accommodate larger problems. Without loss of generality, we take the last two numerical
experiments as examples to test and analyze the strong scalability of the SPEC program.
The results of running time, speedup and speedup efficiency for the last two experiments
for a fixed problem size are presented in Figure 12. The acceleration effect of SPEC is the
most significant when the number of threads is initially increased. As the number of threads
increases, although the running time is still decreasing, the efficiency gradually decreases.

According to Amdahl’s law**, ideally, the limit of the parallel speedup depends on the

proportion of the parallelizable part of the program to the total program computation. In
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FIG. 12. Runtime/speedup (a) and parallel efficiency (b) for the multilayer parallel waveguide;

runtime/speedup (c) and parallel efficiency (d) for the multilayer undulating waveguide.

the SPEC program, the calculation of the coupling coefficients cannot be fully parallelized,
which is why the multithread parallelism of SPEC has a ceiling. In addition, more threads

necessitate more overhead to create threads.

The abovementioned scalability tests are performed under the condition that the running
memory is compatible with the memory of Tianhe-2’s single node. Furthermore, configu-
rations with strong range dependencies that require a large number of segments undoubt-
edly result in very large systems of equations, which are almost impossible to process on
consumer-grade CPUs, as large-scale matrix manipulations can make memory a bottleneck.
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However, for workstations with more memory and better single-core node performance, the

conclusion of the above scalability test always holds true.

VI.

REMARKS AND SUMMARY

A. Remarks

In general, the main contributions and highlights of the devised SPEC program developed

based on the algorithm are as follows:

1. The improved global matrix coupled-mode algorithm is implemented as a robust pro-

cedure. The improved range normalization is unconditionally stable; thus, SPEC does

not experience the problem of numerical overflow.

. The global matrix formed during the calculation exhibits good sparsity and a banded

shape, so SPEC can efficiently solve for the coupling coefficients. In addition, due to
the existence of natural parallelism, SPEC can be easily run in parallel and achieve

excellent acceleration effects.

. SPEC can be used to assess acoustic propagation in multilayer arbitrarily undulat-

ing media, so it can flexibly simulate more complicated and realistic ocean acoustic

waveguides.

. The Chebyshev-Tau spectral method can accurately find the eigenmodes and eigen-

values for waveguides over a half-space bottom without using an iterative root-finding
algorithm. Therefore, SPEC does not exhibit the iterative divergence problem caused
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by poor initial guesses in root-finding algorithms. At present, mature normal mode

programs that have this advantage are virtually nonexistent.

In terms of computational accuracy, SPEC is mainly controlled by the spectral truncated
orders (IV;) and the number of horizontal segments (J). The former determines the accuracy
of modal information in the segments, and the latter determines the accuracy of coupling
coefficients. In terms of computational speed, the performance of SPEC varies with source
frequency and ocean environment. For high-frequency/deep-sea waveguides, the number of
modes M increases, and SPEC requires more spectral truncated orders (meaning larger-scale

matrix eigenvalue problems) to solve for local modes.

Note that compared with the KRAKEN program based on the finite difference method,
the SPEC program based on the Chebyshev—Tau spectral method has no absolute advantage
in solving for the local modes of high-frequency sound sources. KRAKEN is slow at low
frequencies because it has considerable overhead. It is faster than the Chebyshev method at
high frequencies because its matrices are sparse and easy to solve, whereas the Chebyshev
matrices are full rank and take longer at higher frequencies. Therefore, for specific simu-
lations, the two have a crossover point in this regard. High frequencies not only increase
the number of modes M but also increase the number of segments J, so it is necessary to
obtain the modal information for more segments. The growth of J and M usually causes
the global matrix size to skyrocket, resulting in a larger computational cost, which is also
the most formidable limitation of coupled-mode theory.
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B. Summary

In this article, we propose a new numerical algorithm for range-dependent waveguides in
ocean acoustics. An improved global matrix of coupled modes is used to solve for the range
dependence of the ocean environment, and the Chebyshev-Tau spectral method is used to
solve for the normal modes in stepwise range-independent segments. Numerical simulations
involving various range dependencies in deep and shallow ocean environments verified that
our devised algorithm is reliable, practical, and efficient for range-dependent waveguides.
Due to the natural parallelism of the main steps of the algorithm, we also leverage parallel
computing technology to further accelerate the algorithm. At present, the algorithm is
both comprehensive and efficient. SPEC compares well in accuracy to COUPLE, and its
performance and capability are better than those of COUPLE. To a certain extent, it can

be regarded as a modernized algorithm and replacement of COUPLE.

Due to the inherent limitations of coupled modes, this algorithm is still more computa-
tionally expensive than parabolic approximations (such as RAM) and ray models (such as
Bellhop) in most cases. Therefore, it is valuable to further optimize the SPEC program for

high-frequency deep-sea long-range waveguides.
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APPENDIX A:

The Chebyshev-Tau spectral method can calculate the group speeds ¢, of the modes via

Rayleigh’s method (see Eq. (5.189) in Ref.!).

1 dk w [TV(2) .
ik rinl sl e (A1)

Let the phase velocity ¢, = w/k,; thus:

] fH CW(z) dz f X plI/ (x)

p(2)c(2)

(A2)
Cply f U2(z)dz f_I\Iﬂ

On the Chebyshev spectral space, the integral operation satisfies the transformation relation-
ship in Eq. (32¢). Therefore, the group speed can be calculated by the following equation:
1 INC1/,C1/2Co ¥

= A
CpCq INC\I;\I’ ( 3)
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