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NUMERICAL STABILIZATION METHOD BY SWITCHING TIME-DELAY

KAIS AMMARI AND STEPHANE GERBI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we propose a new numerical strategy for the stabilization of evolu-
tion systems. The method is based on the methodology given by Ammari-Nicaise-Pignotti in
[10]. This method is then implemented in 1D by suitable numerical approximation techniques.
Numerical experiments complete this study to confirm the theoretical announced results.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Delay effects arise in many applications and practical problems and it is well-known that an
arbitrarily small delay may destabilize a system which is uniformly asymptotically stable in absence
of delay (see e.g. [14, 16, 15], [24])). Nevertheless recent papers reveal that particular choice of
delays may restitute exponential stability property, see [18, 19, 28].

We refer also to [1, 8, 9, 10, 11, 5, 24, 25] for stability results for systems with time delay due
to the presence of “good” feedbacks compensating the destabilizing delay effect.
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In this paper we propose a numerical approach that consists in stabilizing the abstract-wave
system by a control law that uses information from the past (by switching or not). This means
that the stabilization is obtained by a control method, see [10] for more details, and not by a
feedback law. This strategy can provide a guide to the time-delay compensation scheme. For
switching control (without delay) we refer to Zuazua [30].

Let H be a Hilbert space equipped with the norm ||.||gz, and let A : D(A) C H — H be a
self-adjoint, positive and invertible operator. We introduce the scale of Hilbert spaces H,, o € R,
as follows: for every o > 0, H, = D(A*) with the norm ||z||o = ||A%z||gz. The space H_, is
defined by duality with respect to the pivot space H as H_, = H} for o > 0. The operator A
can be extended (or restricted) to each H, such that it becomes a bounded operator

(1.1) A:H,—H, 1 for a € R.

The second ingredient needed for our construction is a bounded linear operator B : U — H_1,

where U is another Hilbert space identified with its dual. The operator B* is bounded from H 1
to U.

The system that we considered in this paper is given by the following abstract problem:

(1.2) i(t) + Au(t) =0, 0<t<Tp,
(1.3) i(t) + Au(t) + p BB*u(t —Ty) =0, > Ty,
(1.4) u(0) = g, w(0) = uq,

where Ty > 0 is the time delay, p is a real number and the initial datum (wg,w;) belongs to a
suitable space.

For this system we need to assume the closed-loop admissibility of the operator B* (see for
more details [9] and [27]), i.e. that for all T > 0 there exists C'(T') > 0 such that

(1.5) (/OT HB*¢;(3)szs> P CT) | (wo,w1) 1, <,

for all (wo,w1) € Hy x Hy, u € L2(0,T;U) and ¢ € C([0,T],H1) N C*([0,T], H
of the inhomogeneous evolution equation

) is the solution

1
2

(1.6) d(t) + Ap(t) =0, ¢>0,

¢(0) = wo, $(0) = w1.

To study the well-posedness of the system (1.2)—(1.4), we write it as an abstract Cauchy
problem in a product Banach space, and use the semigroup approach. For this take the Hilbert

space H (= H 1 X H and the unbounded linear operators
. _ uy o (5]
(1.7) A'D(A)_H1XHéCH—>H’A(u2>_<Aul)
and

Ag:D(Ag) = {(u,v) €H;veHy, Au+,uBB*veH} CH—H,

ur | _ U2
(18) Ad( (5] ) a ( —Au1 _/,LBB*UQ >

The operators (A, D(A)) and (Ag, D(Aqg)) defined by (1.8) generate group of isometries of H
and strongly continuous semigroup of contractions on H, respectively, denoted respectively by
(T(t))e=0 and (Ta(t)):>o0 (as before let (T-1(t)):>0 be the extension of (T (t))i>0 to H x H_1).
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Proposition 1.1. Assume that the assumption (1.5) holds, then the system (1.2)—(1.4) is well-
posed. More precisely, for every (up,u1) € H, the solution of (1.2)—(1.4) is given by

iy ) =0 ) oz
wo (2fg)=4 (o) e (i) )

0
/jTg T_l(t5)< —uBB*u 7 (s — Tp) ) ds,
JIo <t < (j+1)Tp, 5> 1

and satisfies (u?,w7) € C([jTo, (j + 1)To], "), j € N. Moreover, there exist two positive constants
M and w such that

(1.10) (), ()3 < Me<" || (uo, )3, ¥t > 0.
Remark 1.2. The above Proposition suggests that the mapping
Ty H — H: (ug,ur) — (u(t), a(t))
defines a strongly continuous semigroup but it is not the case since the semigroup property Ty s =

TiTs is not valid in general.

For any solution of problem (1.2)—(1.4) we define the energy

(111) B(t) = 3 Iu(t), w0l > 0.

The paper is organized as follows. The second section deals with the well-posedness of the
problem while, in section 3, we prove an exponential stability result of the shifted system associated
o (1.2)—(1.4) where B € L(U, H).

In section 4 we construct suitable numerical schemes to find an approximate solution of the
different problems studied in this work: finite difference scheme or finite volume method. For each
scheme, we design a discrete energy which must be preserved in the first step of the stabilization
method. Finally the section 5 is devoted to present numerical experiments of each studied case in
order to confirm the theoretical results.

2. WELL-POSEDNESS

We study the well-posedness of the problem (1.2)-(1.4) in two cases:

e general case, where B € L(U, H_%)
e bounded case, where B € L(U, H).

2.1. General case. Consider the evolution problem

(2.1) i (t) + Ay’ (t) = BY/(t), in (jTo, (j + 1)7T0), j € N7,
(2.2) v (iTo) = 9 (jTo) = 0, j € N

(2.3) d(t) + Ap(t) =0, in (0,400),

(2.4) $(0) = ¢o, $(0) = ¢1.

A natural question is the regularity of 4/ when v/ € L?(§Ty, (j + 1)To;U), j € N*. By applying
standard energy estimates we can easily check that v/ € C([jTo, (j + 1)To); H) N CY([i Ty, (j +
1)To]; H_ 1 ). However if B satisfies a certain admissibility condition then 7 is more regular. More
precisely the following result, which is a version of the general transposition method (see, for
instance, Lions and Magenes [23]) holds true.
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It is clear that the system (2.3)—(2.4) admits a unique solution ¢ having the regularity
¢ € C([0,Tol; Hy) N CH([0, To); H),

(1)n-ro(3). ozi=n

Moreover, according to assumption (1.5), B*¢(-) € H(0,Tp), and for all T € (0,Tp) there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that

(2.5) ||B*¢(')||L2(O,T;U) < C|(¢o, é1) |2 Y (¢o, 1) € Hy X H%.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that v/ € L*([jTo, (j + 1)Tol;U), 5 € N*. Then the problem (2.1)~(2.2)
admits a unique solution having the regularity

(2.6) y’ € C([jTo, (j + VTo); Hy) N CY([jTo, (j + VTo); H), j € N7,

and

(yjﬁ )(t):/jt Tl(t—jTo—S)<BvO(S) ) ds, jTo<t<(j+1)Tp, j>1.

J .
) T, i

Y’ (t + jTo)

Proof. If we set Z(t) = <Z]j(t + 7To)

> it is clear that (2.1)—(2.2) can be written as

77 + AZ(t) = Bv' (t + jTp) on (0,Tp), Z7(0) = 0,
where

A= (4 3 )mo oo

— 0 . !/
B_<B ) :U — [D(A)]
It is well known that A is a skew adjoint operator so it generates a group of isometries in [D(A)]’,
denoted by S(t)(= T-1(t)).

After simple calculations we get that the operator B* : D(A) — U is given by
ey L o
B (vj ):B v,V (u?,v7) € D(A).

This implies that

B*S*(t) (ﬁ?) = B*$(t), ¥ (¢o, 61) € D(A),

with ¢ satisfying (2.3)—(2.4). From the inequality above and (2.5) we deduce that there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that for all T € (0, 2¢)

/OT B*S*(t)( i(l) )

According to Theorem 3.1 in [12, p.187] (see also [27]) the inequality above implies the interior
regularity (2.6). O

2

dt < Cl|(¢o,81)|[5,, ¥ (00, 61) € D(A).
U

We are now ready to prove the two results of the Proposition 1.1

Proof of Proposition 1.1. First of all, let us prove the equation (1.9). The existence result for
problem (1.2)—(1.4) is now made by induction. First on [0, Ty] (case j = 0), we take

(80) =) e
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That is clearly a solution of (1.2)—(1.4) on (0, T) and that has the regularity (u°, %) € C([0, To); H).
Now for j > 1, we take for all t € [jTy, (j + 1)To],

(o) = Cltim )= (58)

‘ j—1 T t 0
T(t +]T‘O) ( Zg-lEing ) + - Tfl(t — 3) ( —,U,BB*iLj_l(S — TO) > d87
J4o

where 37 (resp. ¢) is solution of (2.1)-(2.2) (resp. (2.3)—(2.4)) with v/(t) = —p B*u/~1(t — Tp)
(that belongs to L2(jTv, (j + 1)Tp; U) because the operator B* is an input admissible operator
according to assumption (1.5)) and ¢g = w/~1(jTy), ¢1 = @ ~1(§Tp). This solution has the
announced regularity due to the above arguments.

Let us now prove the estimation (1.10).

For the system (1.2)-(1.4), the estimate (1.5) is used to prove our existence result by iteration.
Namely, for all 5 € N, we prove by iteration that (u’,’) as defined in the statement belongs to
C([jTo, (j + 1)To], H), and satisfies

(2.7) Ajir < Co(To) (L + |ul)A;

for some positive constant Cy(Tp) and where

1

; . JTo ) 5
Aj = [[(w’ (§To), & (7T0)) % + (/( : ||B*11J1(s)||Ud$> ;
—1)To

J

with the convention =1 = 0.

0
Note that ( Zogg ) =T(t) ( ZO ) is clearly in C([0, Tp], H), and satisfies (2.7) since T (t) is
1

a semigroup of contractions.

Now for j > 1, we assume that the result holds for j — 1; then by (1.5), we know that (u’,4’) €
C([§To, (j + 1)Tp], H) and that

(+1D)To o\
[ i) s
JTo

IN

(@) (11w (o), i (7T0))

(4+1)To ) 1
T |m(/_ |84 (s~ T)|[} ds)7)-
J

To

On the other hand using Theorem 4.4.3 and Proposition 4.2.2 of [27] (see below), we know that
there exists C1(Tp) > 0 such that for all ¢ € [T0, (5 + 1)To],
(2.8)

A A A , (G+1)To _ , 3
a2 (), (0) ¢ < [1(w? (5T0). 0 (GT0)) ¢ + |1l Ca (T) ( / 1B~ (s = To)|[7, d ) -

JiTo

This estimate evaluated at t = (j +1)Tp and added to the previous one yields (2.7) with C3(Tp) =
max{1,C1(Tp),C(Tp)}. This proves that the result holds for all j.

By iteration, (2.7) implies that
Aj < Co(To)’ (1 + ) [ (o, ua)lle, Vi € N.

This estimate and (2.8) yield (1.10). O
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2.2. Bounded case. Here we assume that the operator B € L(U, H). So we will give a well-
posedness result for problem (1.2)—(1.4) by using semigroup theory.

We introduce the auxiliary variable

(2.9) z(p,t) = B*u(t —Top), p€(0,1), t>0.

Then, problem (1.2)—(1.4) is equivalent to

(2.10) i(t) + Au(t) + pBz(1,t) =0, in (0, +00),

(2.11) Toz(p,t) + z,(p,t) =0 in (0,1) x (0, 4+00),
(2.12) u(0) = ug, (0) = uy,

(2.13) z(p,0) =0, in (0,1),

(2.14) z(0,t) = B*u(t), t>0.

If we denote
U= (u,,2)
then
U = (i, ii, z) | = (@, —Au — p Bz(1,-), —Toflzp)—r .
Therefore, problem (2.10)—(2.14) can be rewritten as
U=A,U,
(2.15) { U(0) :g(uO’ u1,0)7,

where the operator 4, is defined by

u v
Ag | v | = —Au—puBz(1) |,
z ~T5 "%
with domain
(2.16) D(A,) = { (u,0,2)" € Hy x Hy x H'(0,1;U) B*v = Z(O)},

in the Hilbert space
(2.17) Hy:=Hy x H x L*(0,1;U),
equipped with the standard inner product
1
((u,v, Z)v (ul,vl, Zl))Hg = (Aiua Aéul)H + (vvvl)H + 5/ (Za Zl)U dp7
0
where £ > 0 is a parameter fixed later on.

We will show that A, generates a Cy semigroup on H, by proving that A, — cld is maximal
dissipative for an appropriate choice of ¢ in function of £, Ty, B* and . Namely we prove the next
result.

Lemma 2.2. If £ > |u| Ty, then Ay — (I%l + %) ||B*||Z(H7U) Id is mazimal dissipative in Hg.
Proof. Take U = (u,v,z)T € D(A,). Then we have
1
(Ag(u, v, 2), (u,v,2))n, = —p(2(1), B*v)y — fTo_l/ (2p, 2)u dp.
0

Hence, we get

(Aylan:0,2), 10,2, = =00, B0} = 5= [0 + o= =)
Hence reminding that z(0) = B*v and using Young’s inequality we find that

R (0. 2) 00,2, < (5= o) Il + (1 5 ) 1.
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We find that

ul _ € Iu\

%(‘Ag(uvvvz)v (u7v’z))?-tg <\ 5 50 ||Z(1)H2U 15 + o7 ”[l(H U) HUHH

2 a7,

The choice of £ is equivalent to M - 2570 < 0, and therefore for ¢ = ( 2To> \B*||£ HU)»
pl € el € . 2
218)  R(Aylu0.), (0D, < (U= 5 10 + (Y54 55 ) 1 B Dol
As [[vllF < [I(u, v, 2)[13, , we get
|1 f

(2.19) RU(A, — cld)(uov.2) (0., < (5= 55 ) I <0

which directly leads to the dissipativeness of A7 := A, — cld.

Let us go on with the maximality, namely let us show that \I — A, is surjective for a fixed
A > 0. Given (f,g,h)" € H,, we look for a solution U = (u,v,z)" € D(A,) of

u f
(2.20) MN-A)|l v |=1|9 |,
z h
that is, verifying
Au—v=f
(2.21) A+ Au+ pBz(l) =g,

Az + Ty 1zp = h.
Suppose that we have found u with the appropriate regularity. Then,

(2.22) v=>Au—f

and we can determine z. Indeed, by (2.16),

(2.23) z(0) = B*v,

and, from (2.21),

(2.24) Az(p) + Ty 2,(p) = h(p) for pe (0,1).

Then, by (2.23) and (2.24), we obtain
P
(2.25) z(p) = AB*u e~ To _ B* fe=2To 1 Ty~ To / h(U)e’\"T‘JdU.
0

In particular, we have
(2.26) 2(1) = AB*ue Mo — B fe A0 4 5y
with zg € U defined by

1
(2.27) 29 = Tpe M0 / h(o)er T do.
0

This expression in (2.21) shows that the function u verifies formally
Nu+Au+ ApBB*ue M — yBB*fe ™ 4 uBzg = g+ \f,
that is,
(2.28) MNu+ Au+ ApBB*ue M = g+ A\f + n BB* fe 0 — 1y Bz,.
Problem (2.28) can be reformulated as
(2.29) (N2u+ Au+ ApuBB*ue M w)y = (g + A\ + uBB*fe ™ — uBzg,w)y, Ywe Hy.
Using the definition of the adjoint of B, we get
(2.30) A2 (u,w) g + (A% u, A%w)H% + Ape 0 (B*u, B*w)y =
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(g+Af,w)m +p (e B f — 20, B'w)y, Yw € Hy.
As the left-hand side of (2.30) is coercive on Hy, for A sufficiently large (for example A >
\ul [|B*[ £ r,07))» the Lax-Milgram lemma guarantees the existence and uniqueness of a solution
u € Hy of (2.30). Once u is obtained we define v by (2.22) that belongs to Hy and z by (2.25)
that belongs to H'(0,1;U). Hence we can set r = Azu, it belongs to H but owing to (2.30), it
fulfils .

Aw,w)g + (r, A2w)g = (9 — pBz(1),w)n, Yw € Hy,
or equivalently

(r,B*w)g = (9 — p Bz(1) — A, w)g, Yw € Hy.

As g — Bz(1) — Mv € H, this implies that r belongs to H, with

Aip=g-— Bz(1) — Mv.

This shows that the triple U = (u, v, z) belongs to D(A,) and satisfies (2.20), hence AI — Ay is
surjective for every A > 0. O

We have then the following result.

Proposition 2.3. We assume that & > |u| To. Then, the system (1.2)—(1.4) is well-posed. More
precisely, for every (uo,u1,0) € Hy, there exists a unique solution (u,v,z) € C(0,400,Hy) of
(2.15). Moreover, if (ug,u1,0) € D(A,) then (u,v,z) € C(0,400,D(A,)) N CH0,+00,H,) with
v =1 and u is indeed a solution of (1.2)—(1.4).

3. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR

In this section, we show that the semigroup e**s, where (A5 = Ay — cld, D(A3) = D(Ay)),
decays to the null steady state with an exponential decay rate. To obtain this, our technique is
based on a frequency domain approach and combines a contradiction argument to carry out a
special analysis of the resolvent.

Theorem 3.1. We assume that & > |u|To. Then, there exist constants C,w > 0 such that the

semigroup etAs satisfies the following estimate

(3.1) ‘ et <Ce ™™t Vi>0.

L(Hg) —

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We will employ the following frequency domain theorem for uniform sta-
bility from [20, Thm 8.1.4] of a Cy semigroup of contractions on a Hilbert space:

£ on a Hilbert space X satisfies

Lemma 3.2. A Cy semigroup of contractions e
el zx) < Cem™,

for some constant C > 0 and for w > 0 if and only if

(3.2) a(L)NiR =0,

and

(3.3) limsup |(iB1 = £)™"|l2(x) < o0,
BER,|B|—+o0

where o(L) denotes the spectrum of the operator L.

In view of this theorem we need to identify the spectrum of Aj lying on the imaginary axis.
Unfortunately, as the embedding of H'(0,1;U) into L2(0,1;U) is not compact in general, A; has
not a compact resolvent. Therefore its spectrum o(.A3) does not consist only of eigenvalues of A?.
We have then to show that:

e if 3 is a real number, then i31d — Aj is injective and
e if 3 is a real number, then ifId — Aj is surjective.
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It is the objective of the two following lemmas.
First we look at the point spectrum of Aj.
Lemma 3.3. We assume that & > |u| Ty. Then, if B is a real number, then i is not an eigenvalue
of A;.
Proof. We will show that the equation
(3.4) Ay Z =ipZ
with Z = (u,v,2)" € D(A,) and B € R has only the trivial solution.
Equation (3.4) writes:

(3.5) (if+c)u—v=0,
(3.6) (iB 4+ c)v+ Au+ pBz(1) = 0,
(3.7) (iB+c)z+ Ty 2z, =0.

By taking the inner product of (3.4) with Z and using (2.19), we get:

|1l £ 2

. SZ. 7 <= -= 1 .
(35 R (A2, 20,) < (- 55 ) 101
Thus we firstly obtain that:

2(1) =0, inU,

and by (3.7) we have that z(p) = z(1) e T+ v p € (0,1), so z =0, in H(0,1;U).

Next, according to (3.5), we have v = (i + ¢)u. Moreover, (3.6) implies

cle-+i8) iy + | Abul| | = iste+is) full

and then

o2
05 Jully + 43l , = 6% Jully <o
This leads to v = 0 and next v = 0.

Thus the only solution of (3.4) is the trivial one.

Next, we show that A; has no continuous spectrum on the imaginary axis.

Lemma 3.4. If 8 is a real number, then if3 belongs to the resolvent set p(Aj;) of Aj.

Proof. In view of Lemma 3.3 it is enough to show that i8Id — A7 is surjective.

For F = (f,g,h)" € H,, we look for a solution U = (u,v,2)" € D(A,) of

u f
(3.9) Md—-Ay) | v |=1| 9 |,
z h
that is, verifying
Au—v=f
(3.10) A+ Au+ pBz(1) =g,

Az +Tytz, = h,
where A =i + c.

Suppose that we have found u with the appropriate regularity. Then,
(3.11) v=Au—f
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and we can determine z. Indeed, by (2.16),

(3.12) z(0) = B*v,
and, from (3.10),
(3.13) Mz(p) + Ty 2,(p) = h(p) for pe (0,1).

Then, by (3.12) and (3.13), we obtain

p
(3.14) 2(p) = B*ve T 4 Tye Mo / h(o)er T do.
0

In particular, we have
(3.15) 2(1) = B*ve 0 4 2,
with z¢ € U defined by

1
(3.16) z0=Tp e_’\T"/ h(o)er T do.
0

This expression in (3.10) shows that the function u verify formally
(3.17) Nu+Au+ ApBB*ue ™ = g+ A\f + pBB*fe 0 — |y Bz.

Problem (3.17) can be reformulated as

]. 1 1
(3.18) A w) + 5 (AZu, AZw) + pe 0 (B*u, B*w)y =

1 1
L@+ AW+ S (e BT f = 20, Bw)u, Yw € Hy,

As the left-hand side of (3.18) is coercive sesquilinear form on Hy, the Lax-Milgram lemma
guarantees the existence and uniqueness of a solution u € Hy of (3.17). Once v and z by (3.14)

that belongs to H'(0,1;U). Hence we can set r = Azu, it belongs to H but owing to (3.10), it
fulfils

A(vaw)H + (’I’,A%’(U)H = (g - HBZ(l)vw)Ha Vw € H%7
or equivalently
(r,B*w)y = (9 — pBz(1) — Av,w)g, Yw € Hy.

As g — pBz(1) — Av € H, this implies that r belongs to H% with

Azp=g-— wBz(1) = Av.

This shows that the triple U = (u,v,z)" belongs to D(A,) and satisfies (3.9), hence ifId — A
is surjective. O

The following lemma shows that (3.3) holds with £ = A7.
Lemma 3.5. We assume that § > |u|To. Then, the resolvent operator of Aj; satisfies condition

(3.19) limsup [|(iB] — A3) " £e,) < oo
66R7‘B“>+OO

Proof. Suppose that condition (3.19) is false. By the Banach-Steinhaus Theorem (see [13]), there
exists a sequence of real numbers S, such that |3,|] — 400 and a sequence of vectors Z,, =
(Un, Un, 2n) T € D(Ag) with

(3.20) |\Zn||«,¢g =1
such that
(3.21) [|(AnId — A;)Zn||7.Lg —0 as n— oo,
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ie.,

(3.22) Al —Vp = fr = 0 in H%,

(3.23) AnUn + Auy + 1 Bz, (1) =g, = 0 in H,
(3.24) Mo zn + Ty 0p2n = hy — 0 in L2(0,1;0),

where A\, = c+i8,, n € N.

Our goal is to derive from (3.21) that ||Z, |3, converges to zero, that furnishes a contradiction.

We notice that from (2.19) and (3.22) we have

1OnTd = A3)Zolbe, = R (OTd = A2 Zo), | = (<504 55 ) IO

By this estimate, we deduce that
(3.25) zn(1) = 0, in U, asn — oo.

)

2 1 1
H) =R ((gn - ﬂan(l)vvn)H + (AiunvAEfn)H) .

According to (3.22)-(3.23) we have that

1
e (Il + a2,

1
Az,

R (A ol + 3
Which implies that

(3.26) Uy — 0, inH%,vn—H), in H, as n — oo.
As well as
(3.27) 2, (0) = B*v, — 0, in U, as n — oc.

By integration of the identity (3.24), we have
P
(3.28) 2n(p) = 20 (0) e~ TOMP 4 7 / e~ A= 1, () dry.
0
Hence recalling that R\, = ¢ >0

1 1 P
/0 lzn(PI2 dp < 2|2 (O3, + 272 / / I (DI dvodp — 0, as n — .

All together we have shown that || Z, ||, converges to zero, that clearly contradicts || Zy|l;,, = 1.
U

The two hypotheses of Lemma 3.2 are proved, then (3.1) holds. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is
then finished. O

4. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION IN 1D

This section is devoted to the construction of a numerical approximation of the considered
problem by either a finite difference discretization or a finite volume method. For each studied
case, we will firstly construct in detail a discrete problem, present the corresponding algorithm
and we will define its corresponding discrete energy which has to be conserved in the first step of
the stabilization procedure.

We will consider 2 = (0,¢) and set T' = Ty = 2/.
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4.1. Boundary case. Let u € R. We consider the following switching time delay problem:

(4.1) st (2, 1) — ugy(x,t) =0 for (x,t) € (0,£) x (0, +00)
(4.2) u(0,£) =0 fort>0

(4.3) ug(£,t) =0 fort e (0,T)

(4.4) uy(0,t) = puy (6,6t —T) fort>T

with the following initial data:

(4.5) u(z,0) = uo(z), =z €(0,¢)

and

(4.6) ut(x,0) = uy(x) € (0,)

Here, A = —92 be the unbounded operator in H = L?(0,¢) with domain
Hy =D(A) = {u € H?*(0,0); u(0) =0, u,(¢) =0},

Hy =D(A%) = {u € H'(0,0); u(0) = 0}

1
2
and

U=R, Be [,(R,Hfé), Bk=A_1Nk=kéy,Vk e R, B'u=u({),Vu € H%,

where A_; is the extension of A to H_; = (D(A))" and N is the Neumann map defined by :
92(Nk) =0 on (0,¢)
NE(0) =0
O (NE)(6) = k

and H_1 = H' (the duality is in the sense of H).
2

1
2

We have according to [3, 4, Ammari-Chentouf-Smaoui| (which generalize results of Gugat [18]
and [19]) the following stability result:

Theorem 4.1. [3, Ammari-Chentouf-Smaoui

(1) For any p € (0,1) there exist positive constants Cy,Co such that for all initial data in H,
the solution of problem (4.1)-(4.6) satisfies

(4.7) E(t) < Cye” @2t

The constant Cy depends on the initial data, on ¢ and on u, while Cy depends only on £
and on (.
(2) For p =1, if we denote S 1(t) the propagator of the boundary delayed control problem, we

have by definition:
uo\ u
Yt >0, Spa(t) <U1> = (Ut> .

And we have the following:

Vt >0, Vn € N*, Sb71(t + QTLT) (Z?) = — Sb’l(t) (Z?)

wehereas

Vt>0,Vn €N, Spi(t+ (2n+1)T) (ZO) = Spa(t) (%) .
1

s Uy

In particular, we have that Sy 1 is 3T'- periodic.

We note here that the proof of the second assertion of the above Theorem 4.1 is a simple
adaptation of the proof of [3, Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 2.5] for pu = 1.
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. . - 14
4.1.1. Construction of the numerical scheme. Let N be a non negative integer. Let Ax = N
Consider the uniform subdivision of [0, ¢] given by:
O=zp<z1<..<zy_1<zny=4¥ de z;j=jAz,j=0,...,N.
Set t"+t! — " = At for all n € N. We will suppose that T = K x At, K € N* to write easily the
discretization of the delay term. We will also suppose that Ty = M At, with M > K, be the final
time.
First step: for time ¢t € [0,T).

For interior points x € (0,¢) and for time 0 < ¢ < T, the explicit finite-difference discretization
of equation (4.1) writes forn =0,..., K —1, and j=1,...,N — 1:

(4.8) wit = 2up it g —2uf 0
' At? Az?
The Dirichlet boundary condition (4.2) at x = 0 reads: forn=0,..., K — 1,
ug =0 .

The Neumann boundary condition (4.3) is commonly written as: uy = uy_1 since the derivative
ug(xn,t") = 0 is approximated by the quotient of difference:
uy —uy_y

Az '
By proceeding this way, the spatial order of discretization becomes now Az and it may induce
instabilities.

ug(x N, t") =

Thus we proceed as follow. The Neumann boundary condition reads: forn =0,..., K — 1,
uRr g — uR
N1 UNo1
2Azx
where uR,; is the value of u in the “ghost” space cell (¢,£ + Az). Putting the value of uR,,; in
the numerical discretization (4.8) permits us to write the equation verified by u/y* as:

forn=0,..., K —1,

+1 -1
(4.9) L R S Sl

At? Ax?

According to the initial conditions given by equations (4.5), we have firstly: for j =1,..., N,
0
U = ug(z5)

We can use the second initial conditions (4.6) to find the values of u at time t' = At, by employing

a “ghost” time-boundary i.e. t~! = —At and the second-order central difference formula:
ou ub —uit
forj=1,...,N )= = =2 _J L 0OA*.
or j ’ ) aul(xj) ot 0 IAT + ( )

Thus we have for j =1,...,N:

-1
u; = uj — 20t uy(x;) .

Setting n = 0, in the numerical scheme (4.8), the previous equalities permits to compute (u})j=o,n-
Finally, the solution u can be computed at any time ¢".

In order to compute the solution u beyond the time T', we have to compute the quantity w; (¢, t)
for time ¢ € [0, T). The centered difference scheme is used and we compute:

00 = uy(0),
u"'H _ un—l
forn=1,..., K —1, 0" =u,({,t") ~ N —N__
(6:t7) 2At
2
We set s = [ — | . Let us now summarize the computation of the solution and the Neumann

Ax
boundary delay term:



14 KAIS AMMARI AND STEPHANE GERBI

First step: for time t € [0,T)

Initialization for j =0,...,N, u} = ug(x;) v° =wui(f).
Solution for t = At
forj=1,...,N =1, u} = g<ug+l —l—ug_l) + (1 = s)ud + Atug(z;).
Dirichlet boundary condition ud = 0.
Neumann boundary condition ul = sul_; + (1 —s)uQ + Atug (zn).
Solution for t € (At,T) ie. forn=1,..., K —1

forjzl,...,Nfl,u?H:s(u;»ﬁrl +u?71) +2(175)u?7u;’_1.

Dirichlet boundary condition up™t = 0.
Neumann boundary condition ™ = 2(1 — s)uly +2suf_| —uly *.
unJrl o unfl
N N
2At

Delayed boundary equation  v™ =

Second step: for time t € [T, T]

The only novelty comes from the Neumann boundary condition (4.4). As we have set T = KAt,

the discretization of the Neumann boundary condition (4.4) reads: for n = K,..., M,
u? —um
N+1 Nol _ K
2Ax

Thus, this boundary condition leads to: u%_; = uR_; + 2Azpv™ . Inserting this value in the
numerical scheme (4.8) permits us to write

it =21 — s)uly + 2sul_y — uh b4 28 Az K.
Solution for t € [T,Ty] i.e. forn=K,...,.M —1

forj:l,...,Nfl,u”"'lzs(u?JrlJru}[l) F2(1— s)ul —

J J

Dirichlet boundary condition ug™ = 0.
Neumann delay boundary condition — uy™ = 2(1—s) uly+2suly_;—uhy ' +2sAzpv K.
un+l o un—l
n _ N N

Delayed bound ti =
elayed boundary equation v SA7

4.1.2. Discrete energy and CFL condition. The aim of this section is to design a discrete
energy that is preserved in the first step that is the free wave equation with Dirichlet and Neumann
boundary condition. To this end, let us define:

e the discrete kinetic energy as:
N—1 +1 2 1 2
(4.10) DEESS a1 W (0 il
' T2 = At 4 At
e the discrete potential energy as:

N—-1 n n n+1 n+1
(4.11) gt S (U (e
' L) Az Az '

Jj=0

The total discrete energy is then defined as
(4.12) E"=E; + Ey.
Proposition 4.2. The discrete energy is conserved for allt =0,...,T — At, i.e.

Vn=1,..., K -1, =¢n.
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Proof. For this sake, we multiply the equation (4.8) by (u ntl u?_l), wesumoverj=1,...,N —1
and we obtain:

N—1_ n+1 n n—1 N-1,,

uy T = 2ul 4+ u 2u +u
J J J n+l n n+1 n—1\ __

(4.13) 21 A2 (u; 2 (T —u T =0,

j= j=
Estimation of the first term of (4.13) We firstly have:
N—-1 n+1 n n—1 N-1 n+1 n n n—1

w, = 2u +u (W —u?) — (u? —ul )

j J J n+1 n—1y _ j j j J n+1 n—1
> A2 LD A ((“j —uf) + (uf —uj
j=1 j=1

N-1 n+1 2 N-1 n+1 n—1y\ 2
(4.14) _ A A uo oy
’ , At ; At '
Jj=1 Jj=1
Estimation of the second term of (4.13). Using the same trick we have:
N-1 N-1
B Z J+1 2u? +u?,1 (un+1 _ un71) _ Z (uj. Ujtq U?) - (U? — ’UJ;Ll) (un+1 _ un71)
Ar? J J B A2 J J
j=1
N— 1 -1
_ Z (ufyr — ) (uj ™ — i)
Ax?
=1
1 -1
N —uf ) (uj —uf)
et Ax?
So, by translation of index in the second term in the previous sum, and since ug‘H =uy L=y,
we will have:
N-1,, N-1 1 -1
2u +u ( nal u"_l) _ Z (u;:_l —u;l)(u;”r _u;-L )
J J - Ax2
j=1 §=0
N=-2 +1 -1
Z (u Uiy — )( ?4-1 _“?4-1)
Ax?
=0
Thus we have:
N-1 N—2 1 1
gy — 2uj *“ ntl -1y _ (uffy _“7+ )(ufy1 — uj)
- NUAETEDEDY Az2
j=1 j=0
N—2 / n—1 -1
. Z (i —uf ™ ) (ujyy —uj)
; Ax?

(ufy — ufr_y) (un — iy 11)
Ax?
To treat the last term of (4.15), we multiply (4.9) by (u%™ —u% '), to obtain:

uftt = 2uf 4 Ut 2“1\/71 —uy (Wi — w1y =0
At2 Ax? N N ’

(4.15) -

Thus we have:

(ufy —uf )y —uy ) 1 (g -2 e 8
- Ax? - NG (ur™ —uy

((uy™ —uf) — (uf —

(™ —u) + (ufy —uy )

)
AP

( n+l _  n )2 _ (un

1
2
1
2
1
2
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Thus we obtain:

n n n n— n n 1 -1
(4.16) 1(“1\7+1 —uR)® — (ufy —uy')? i (ufy —uR_)(up —uy ) —0
2 At2 Azx2
Adding (4.13) to (4.16) and substituing (4.15) and (4.14) into (4.13), we get:
N— n n n n N— n . n _am
1 u; +1 _ uj 2 N E(UNH o UN)2 N Z1 (u]:"‘y:ll u” +1)(“j+1 uj)
, At 2 At? _ Ax?
Jj=1 7=0
TRT R A Rk A N § ek 20 Y NZ (ufyy —u) () — i)
' P At 2 A2 =~ A2 :

The preceding equation gives:
Vn=1,...,K -1, =¢n.
O

By a standard von Neumann stability analysis (that is a discrete Fourier analysis, see for
instance [2]), the numerical scheme is stable if and only if, the following Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy,
CFL, condition holds:

At < Az .

At
The number s is called the CFL number and is denoted in the following by CFL.

4.2. Internal case. Let u € R. We consider the following switching time delay problem:

(4.18) uge (2, 1) — uge(x,t) =0 for (x,t) € (0,£) x (0,20),
(4.19) (2, ) — Uze (2,t) + pd() ug(z,t —26) =0 in (0,€) x [2¢,400),
(4.20) u(0,t) = u(l,t) =0 fort >0,

where d € L*°(0, ¢) is a positive function which satisfies that there exists an nonempty set I C (0, £)
such that d(z) > C > 0, a.e. € I, and C' is a constant, with the following initial data:

(4.21) u(z,0) = uo(z), =z €(0,¢)
and
(4.22) ut(x,0) = ui(x) =€ (0,0).

Here, A = —0?2 be the unbounded operator in H = L?(0,¢) with domain:
Hy =D(A) = H*(0,£) N Hy(0,4), Hy = D(A?) = H}(0,0)

and
U=H=L*0,/),BecL(H), Bk = Bk =Vdk,Vk e H .

4.2.1. Construction of the numerical scheme. Let N be a non negative integer. Let Ax = N
Consider the uniform subdivision of [0, ¢] given by:
O=zo<m <..<azy_1<znv={ de z;j=jAz,j=0,...,N.

For the sake of simplicity, we will suppose that the set I C (0, £) is chosen as I = [z;,, x4, |, Ti, and x4,
being two mesh points.

Set t"t! — " = At for all n € N. We will suppose that T = K x At, K € N* to write easily
the discretization of the delay term. We will also suppose that Ty = MAt, with M > K, be the
final time.

First step: for time t € [0,T).
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We proceed exactly the same way as in the previous section, the only novelty is now the Dirichlet
boundary condition at x = ¢. For interior points = € (0,¢) and for time 0 < ¢ < T, the explicit
finite-difference discretization of equation (4.18) writes forn =0,...,K—1, and j=1,...,N—1:

n+1 n n—1 n _ n n
U, 2uf +u; Uy 2uf +ui_y

4.2 1 =0.

(4.23) At? Ax? 0

The Dirichlet boundary condition (4.20) at x =0, z = £ reads: for n =0,..., K — 1,
(4.24) ug =un =0.

As in the previous section, using the initial condition (4.21)-(4.22), the scheme is defined for
t' = At. Finally, the solution u can be computed at any time ™.

In order to compute the solution u beyond the time T, we have to compute the quantity
d(z)uy(z,t) for x € [x4,24,] and for time t € [0,T). The centered difference scheme is used and
we compute:

fOI‘j = io, ey il y U;-) = d(xj)ul(asj),

un+1—un_1

f =1,...,.K—1,forj=ig, ..., 1 " =d(z;)Lt—mu_~L—.
or n ) ) , Ior 20, 72171)] (LL']) AL

Second step: for time t € [T, T¥]

The only novelty comes from the internal delay term. As we have set T' = K At, the discretiza-

tion of the wave equation with internal delayed damping and Dirichlet boundary condition reads:
forn=K,...,M,

n+1l _ n n—1 n o n n
u; 2uf + u; Uy 2uf +uj

forj=1,...,40—1 =0,
J 0 At? Axz?
T Ty Ryt L ) V)L Ry
C . +1 —1 -K
for j =g, ..., 01 -2 AtJQ J AzJQ J -|—;w;f =0,
u =2 T W — 2u”
forj=d;+1,..., N—1 -2 A B e I )
J=nT A2 Az?
ug =upn =0
whereas the computation of the internal delay damping term reads: forn = K,..., M,
gt
.. . _ J J
for j =g, ..., 11, v} 7d(xj)T

At\?
As in the previous section, we set s = (A) . Let us now summarize the computation of the
x
solution and the internal delay term.
First step: for time t € [0,T)

Initialization for j =0,..., N, ug-) =wuo(x;) for j=rig,..., 01, v;-) =d(z;)ui(x;),
Solution for t = At

. S
for j=1,...,N—1,uj :§<ug+1+ug_1) + (1 = s)ud + Atuy(z)

Dirichlet boundary condition ud = 0.
Dirichlet boundary condition ul = 0.
Solution for t € (At,T) i.e. forn=1,..., K —1,
forj=1,...,N—1, u;-”rl =5 (U?H +u§b_1> +2(1—s)ul —u}’fl.
Dirichlet boundary condition — u§* = 0.
Dirichlet boundary condition u?,“ =0
unJrl o 7}71

= d(xj)g

Internal delay te for j =g, ..., 1 4
ntern elay term rj =1, , 41, U AL

J
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Second step: for time t € [T, T]

Let M > K. We denote Ty = M At the final time. The only novelty comes from the internal
delay term defined for = € [z;,, z;, .
Solution for t € [T, Ty] i.e. forn=K,...,M —1,

forj=1,...,i0—1, u;.”l =s (U?H —i—u}il) +2(1—s)ul —u;“l,
for j =ig,..., 41, u?“ =s (“?—H + u?_1> +2(1—s)ul — u;.kl - uAt2U;‘7K,
forj=igp+1,...,N—-1,, u;-’“ =3 (u}ﬂ_l +u?_1) +2(1—s)ul —u?il.
Dirichlet boundary condition up ™t = 0.
Dirichlet boundary condition u%“ =0.

u’?“ — u@fl
Internal delay term for j =ig, ..., 01, v} = d(@)%

4.2.2. Discrete energy. The aim of this section is to design a discrete energy that is preserved
in the first step that is the free wave equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions. To this end,
let us define:

e the discrete kinetic energy as:

e the discrete potential energy as:

N—-1 n n n+1 n+1
Er =iy (tn i — gt
P2 Ax Ax '

Jj=0

The total discrete energy is then defined as
(4.25) E"=Ey + Ey.
Proposition 4.3. The discrete energy is conserved for allt =0,...,T — At, i.e.

Vn=1,..., K -1, =¢n.

Proof. For this sake, we multiply the equation (4.23) by (u;H'l — u?_l), we sum over j =
1,...,N — 1 and we obtain:
N-1_ n+1 n n—1 N—-1_n n n
w; T = 2ul +ul u? = 2ul +ul
1 - +1 -1 1 -1
(4.26) T T = Y e T T =0
j=1 j=1

Estimation of the first term of (4.26) We firstly have:

N—-1_ n+1 n n—1 N-1 n+1 n n n—1
u; 2u? +u (™t —u?) — (u? —u”h
j J j +1 -1y _ J J J J +1 -1
4 T T = ) N (™ =) + (=
j=1 Jj=1
N-1 u;_z+1 —u? 2 N-1 u;_z+1 _ u;zfl 2
(4:27) - At B At
Jj=1 j=1
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Estimation of the second term of (4.26). Using the same trick we have:

N-1 N-1
_ Z U?Jrl — QUJ? —|—U?71 (un+1 . un71) _ Z (U?Jd - U?) - ('UJ;L — U?71) (un+1 .
Ax2 J J B Ax2 J
j=1 j=1

Z ufyy —u) (uf - i
Ax2

=1

)@t —w )

_ u
Jl J
+; Ax?

So, by translation of index in the second term in the previous sum, and since

ugH = ugfl =0,
u}i,“ = uN =0,
we will have'
N—1 1 -1
B Z ul g —2u} +u (u”“ B u”fl) . (u}l+1 — u?)(u;”f _ u? )
J J - ‘ Ax2
=
N—1 1 1
n (U?-H — Uy 7)(u ;Zil - ;l+1)
= Ax? '
Thus we have:
N— N-1 41 +1
Z — 2uj + uj Lty = 3 (ujyr —uj )y — uj)
C j j j—O A2
-1
(4.28) _ Z (s =y ) (Wi, —uf)
’ Az? ’

Substituting (4.28) and (4.27) into (4.26), we get

N-1

N-1
n+1 un ? i Z (u?—tll B u?+l)(u§l+1 B u?)
Ax?

=1

<.

Jj=0
-1

v u —1 N— n)( n—1 _ un—l)
_ J+1 Ujt1 J
(4.29) = ( ) Zo Az2 )

j=1

The preceding equation gives:

Vn=1,..., K -1, =¢n.

19

d

As in the previous case, in order to obtain a stable numerical scheme, the following Courant-

Friedrichs-Lewy, CFL, condition holds:
At < Az .

4.3. Pointwise case. Let p € R, £ > 0, & € (0,¢). We consider the following switching time

delay problem:

(4.30) uge (2, 1) — ugy(x,t) =0 for (x,t) € (0,4) x (0,2¢)
(4.31) Ut (T,1) — Upg (2, 1) + pug(§,t —20) 0¢ =0 for (x,t) € (0,£) x (24, +00)
(4.32) u(0,¢) =0 fort>0

(4.33) ug(6,t) =0 fort>0
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with the following initial data:

(4.34) u(z,0) =up(x), =z € (0,0
and
(4.35) ue(x,0) =ui(z) € (0,0)

Here, A = —02 be the unbounded operator in H = L?(0,¢) with domain
Hy = D(A) = {u € H*(0,6); u(0) = 0, us(¢) =0}, Hy =D(A?) = {u € H"(0,0); u(0) =0}
and
U=R,Be LR H. 3), Bk=kig,Vk € R, B'u=u(é),Vuec Hy .
We have according to [10] (see [6, 7] for the case without delay) the following stability result:
Theorem 4.4. [10]
(1) We suppose that & = %. Then for any p € (0,2) there exist positive constants Cy,Co such
that for all initial data in H, the solution of problem (4.30)-(4.35) satisfies
(4.36) E(t) < Cre” @2t

The constant Cy depends on the initial data, on ¢ and on u, while Cy depends only on £
and on (.

(2) For & = % and p = 2, if we denote Sp2(t) the propagator of the pointwise delayed control
problem with pu = 2, we have by definition:

vt >0, Sp’g(t) (Z?) = (Z) .
And we have that

Yt >0,Yn € N*, S,a(t + 2nT) (Z°> =—8,5(t) (“°>

1

wehereas

Vt>0,VYn € N*, S,a(t+ (2n+ 1)T) <“0> = S,4(t) (“°> .

U1

So in particular, we have that S, o is 3T-periodic.

We note here that the proof of the second assertion of the above Theorem 4.4 is a simple
adaptation of the proof of [8, Theorem 1.2] for 4 =2 and § = g.

Remark 4.5. In the sequel we will thus choose & = %.

The proof of the preceding result conducted by Ammari, Nicaise and Pignotti in [10] is based
on the following equivalent formulation of (4.31)-(4.32)-(4.33) for ¢ > 2¢:

(4.37) ug(x,t) —ug(x,t) =0 forxe(0,8),t>2¢

(4.38) ufy(z,t) —uf (v,t) =0 forxz e (&0),t>20

(4.39) u(E7,t) =ut(€T,t) fort>20

(4.40) u, (E7,1) —uf (€7,1) = —puy (€, —20) = —pu (E7,t —20) for t > 20
(4.41) w(0,t) =0 for t > 20

(4.42) ug(€,t) =0 fort>2¢0

where we define for £~ (for instance):
u (€7,t) = limu™ (z,¢), u, (§,t) = lim u} (x,t).
=€ &
<€ z<§

A singularity is thus occurring at the point ; so a finite difference discretization is not well adapted
to furnish a good approximation. We thus decide to use rather a finite volume scheme well adapted
to deal with the case of a point source term [17]
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4.3.1. Construction of the numerical scheme: the finite volume discretization. Let N
L
be a non negative even integer. Let Az = N Following [17], the uniform admissible mesh T

of the interval (0,¢) is given by the family {Kj,j € {1,--- ,N}} of control volumes such that
Kj = (z;_1,;,1) and the family (2;);=0,...,n+1 assumed to be the center of (Kj);1,... n such
that:

J
0:300:;10%<x1<$%<x2<...<a:N,%<xN<wN+%:xN+1:€

thatisxj+%=ij,j:O,...,N,a:j:(j—%)AJ;,j:1,...,N.Forj:1,...,N,wedenote

hJ—xj+;—st7%:A:v
_ Ax
hy =x;—x,_1=—
J J—3 2
T
h’] = Tj+1 _xj-ﬁ‘% = 2

hj_,'_% =Tj41 —Tj—1 = Ax

K; = (xj—%7xj+%)

Az Ax
AsO:IO:x%, we have h% = and as Tyl = TNyl = {, we also have hN+% =5
h
>
h
—
():mo:z% T T3 T2 l’N_% £:$N+%ZIN+1
h=  ht
i=1,---,N—1

FIGURE 1. A model representing the admissible one-dimensional mesh

Set t"t1 — " = At for all n € N. We will suppose that 20 =T = K x At, K € N* to write
14

easily the discretization of the delay term. Using this uniform discretization, the point x = 3 is

L
the point Tjo+s = 3 where jo = N/2. For j=1,..., N, and t > 0, we denote

1 [%i+%
u;(t) = —/ u(z,t)dx
hi Ja,
the mean value of u on the cell K; and for ¢ = t,,, we denote u} = u;(ty).
As ¥Vt € [0,T], u(0,t) = 0, we will denote Vn = 1,... N, uy = 0. If needed, we also denote

u = u(l,t").
First step: for time t € [0,T).

As originally pointed out by Eymard, Gallouét and Herbin [17], the principle of the finite
volume method for conservation laws is to integrate the equation (4.30) on each cell K; and then
approximate the fluxes at the interface. Thus for j =1,..., N, and for ¢t = t", we got:

/ up(x, t")dx — (um(x#;,t") - um(:rj_;,t")> =0.
K] 2 2

At this stage, we denote by Fj”+ 1 the numerical flux which is an approximation of the flux at the
2

. n
interface —ug (24 1,t").
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As u,(¢,t") =0, we already have FJ’\}JF% =0 and we can set uy,; = uj.

Since u} may also be viewed as an approximation of u(z;,t") and hj+% = Tj41 — xj, as
u(0,t™) = 0, as done in [17], a reasonable choice for the computation of the numerical fluxes Fj"+l
2
is given by:
ut oo 2u
) f - 07 — 1 1 =
h% g Ay if j =0,
n _ n _ _ u —un
Fity B e i e B B S T VO (J“AJ) j=1,...,N—1,
s z
0 if j=N 0 ifj=nN
For the sake of homogeneity, we will denote «; 1 as
1 2
— if j=0 —, ifj=0
% ) 1 ] ) ASU’ 1 ] )
. = 1 . = 1 .
Yj+3 j=1,...,N—-1 - j=1,...,N—-1
hj+l AfL'
2
0 ifj=N 0 ifj=N
such that
forall j =1,..., N, Fﬁ_% =y, (U;‘l—s-l - u;’) .
d2/ u(z,t")dx
Moreover since / gt (z, t")dx = K 7z , the numerical approximation of the equa-
K;

tion (4.30) is given by: for j=1,...,N — 1,
hjug (™) e + ( ﬂr% - Fﬂ%) =0
The central difference approximation of the second time derivative permits us to finally write:
form>1, forj=1,...,N,
. u;“rl —2u} + u?_l
J At2

or in its homogeneous form: forn >1, for j=1,..., N,

+( jn-s-% - an—%) =0

n+1 n n—1

According to the initial conditions given by equations (4.34), we firstly choose: for j =1,..., N,

u? = uo(z;).

We can use the second initial conditions (4.35) to find the values of u at time t! = At, by employing

a “ghost” time-boundary i.e. t—! = —At and the second-order central difference formula:
o uf —u;!
forj=1,...,N == =2 _J L 0A*.
or j ) ) aul(xj) ot 0 IAT + ( )

Thus we have for j =1,...,N:

uj_l = uj1 —2At uy(z) .

Setting n = 0, in the numerical scheme (4.43), the previous equalities permits to compute
(u; )j=o,n. Finally, the solution u can be computed at any time ¢".

In order to compute the solution u beyond the time T', we have to compute the quantity u (&, t)
for time ¢t € [0,T). As & = Tjotls since the mesh is uniform, we use the mean value of u;, and

Uj,+1 @s an approximation of u(xjo +%,t). We will see in the next construction of the numerical
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fluxes that this formula is well adapted. We use the centered difference scheme in time to finally
compute:

o = (o).
( ?0111 +u?0+11) . ( Jo-‘rl +u?o 11)

n n 2 2
orn ) 9 7Ut(£7 ) v 2At

Second step: for time t > T.

We will use the equivalent formulation (4.37)-(4.42) to construct the numerical scheme recalling
that ;1 = ¢. As done before, we integrate the equation (4.37) and (4.38) on each cell K; and
then approximate the fluzes at the interface. Remarking that the cell K, _; = (xjr%,xjﬁ%) and

Kj, = (xj0+%7mj0+%), we denote
o for j=1,...,7o,
_ 1 x1+% _
u; " = h—/ u” (z,t)dz
JJxr. 1
L)
o forj=jo+1,...N,
7/ e
3 ,l
2
Since the flux u,(z Tjotls t) is not define, we have to treat the two cells K, , K 41 separately.

As done before, integrating (4.37) on the cell K gives:

u_—,n+1 _ Qu'—,n + u'—,n—

(4.44) forj=1,...,jo0—1 h;-2 A]tQ J (Fﬁ’: — Fj_@) =0
with
S0y~
“}i if j =0 - 21 if j=0
x
forj=1,...,50—1, F. '} = “m —m
5 J+1 u; " W1 Y
Ax '
Again, integrating (4.38) on the cell K; gives:
+n+1 +n  , +n-1
u;’ —2u; +u’
S i J J +n oty
(4.45) for j =jo+2,N h; AL + (Fj+% F]_E) =0
with
Uj_jﬁ _ u;—,n u;ﬁ u;i—n
for j = jo+2..., N, Ft = hjiy = Az
0 ifj=N 0 ifj=N

Let us now treat the two cells K, and Kj,41.

We integrate (4.37) on the cell K, to obtain:
/ u;(w,t”)dx—( s (@1t — ;(xjo,%,tn)) —0
Ko

As w; 1 = ¢, we replace ug (z;,41,1") by ug (§7,t").

Of course we already have approximated —u, (z; _1,t") by the flux FJ;Tl
2

Jo—
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We integrate (4.38) on the cell K 41 to obtain:
/ ufy (z, t")dx — (u;'(xjﬁ%,t") - u:(xj0+%,t")) =0
K-70+1
As x;, 1 = ¢, we replace uf (z, 1 1,") by uf (€F,¢").
Of course we already approximated —ug (z;,,3,¢") by the flux thfg .
2

Let us now define the auxiliary variable u?o , as an approximation of u™(£7,¢"). Because of
2

+
the continuity equation (4.39), we firstly have w7, = ut (&, ") =u=(£,t").
2

So a good approximation of u, (£7,t") and u} (£T,¢") is respectively:
u? o —u " ul™ —
(ET ) ~ — _7"—J0+§7JO T+t gy ~ +,n_u
Ug (f 7t )N Fjo-i-% - h- and U’w(€ ,t )N Fjo+%_ h+
Jo Jo+1
As the numerical scheme must verify the transmission condition (4.40), to compute u"*

1, We use
Jo+3
the discrete analog of (4.40):

—F" 4+ FP = g (6,87 —20)

Jo+3s Jo-‘r%
Replacing the two fluxes by their expression leads to:
u o—up " u‘-“’ﬁl —u”
]0+2h_ Jo TJo — Jots _ _,Utut(f,tn _ 24)

Jo Jjo+1

As we have considered a regular mesh, that is: h; = hjo 41 = Az/2, we obtain finally:

+.n —.n
Az Ujpq T U]
n —_=F no_ Zdot+l ' Tjo
(4.46) g = =S e - 20) + St
So the two fluxes are computed by:
+,n —n
o (60 —20) Uy T U
(4.47) Fj0+% = 5 — s
+.n —n
+n _:U’ut(gatn — 2€) . Yjo+1 — Yo
(4.48) Fj0+% = 3 AL

On the cell K;

jo» We get the fully discrete numerical scheme:

—n+l —n —n—1
b s, 2uj0 + Uiy + (F—,n _fFm ) -0
Jo At2 jot+i jo—% ’

which writes:
—n+l —n —n—1 +n _ —n —-n . —n n
Y Zuj Uy <“j0+1 Ujo U uj0—1> _ p(§,t" —20)

4.49) Ag -2° J
(4.49) . Az Ax

On the cell Kj 41, we get the fully discrete numerical scheme:

+.,n+1 +,n +,n—1
b Ujo+1 2u oy Uy L (FE, —FFm )=
Jot+l At? jo+3 Jo+3
which writes:
“+.,n+1 _ “+.n +,n—1 +.,n _ “+.n +,n o, n
(4 50) Az Ujo+1 2uj0+1 + Ujo+1 _ Yjot+2 ~ Yjp+1 _ Yjo+1 — Yo _ _Mut(&t — 2€)
At? Az Az 2

So one can remark that the delay pointwise term is equally splitted on the cell K;, and Kj,41 due
to the fact that the mesh is uniform.
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At this stage, it remains to compute the value of u:(§,t™). We first approximate the partial
time derivative by the centered difference

un+1 n—1
t(§ tn) ~ Jo+3 jot+3i
’ 2A¢t

Then we replace the value of u”“1 and u" otk ! using the equation (4.46) and as T = KAT we use

ots
the saved value v" 1=K ~ v, (§,t"+1 - 2€) and v 1K x (6,471 — 20) to obtain:

+,n+1 —n+1 +,n—1 —n—1
Ujo+1 +“jo—l) (ujo-i'l +uj0—1)

2

7%”1 (anrlfK o ,UnflfK)) + (

n n 2
) ~ =
ut(é" ) v 2ﬁt

2

At
We set s = NI Let us now summarize, the computation of the solution and the pointwise
x

delay term in the case of a uniform mesh. Because the definition of the numerical fluxes is not
the same for the first cell and the last cell, we have to treat separately these two cells. Let us also
remark that contrary to the two preceding cases, there is no need to compute boundary values
since the boundary conditions are used to construct the numerical fluxes.

First step: for time t € [0,T)

Initialization for j =1,..., N, u} = ug(z;) v° =u1(£/2)
Solution for t = At 5
forj =1, u%:i(ug—Su?>+ul+Atu1(x1)

forj=2,...,N—1, ujlzg(ug?ﬂ—mg? uf_ 1>+u + At ()

‘ s
for j =N, u}\,:§<u(])\,_1—u{v)+u?V+Atu1(xN)
Solution for t € (At,T) ie. forn=1,..., K -1
for j=1, wutt= s(ug - 3u?) +2uf — !

forj=2,...,N—1, u}”l s(uﬁ_1 2u§’—u”_)+2u}’—u?71
forj=N, uy'= s(uNl ”)+2UN—U7&1
+1 +1 1
(withy + i) (ufh +uf )
2 2

Delayed pointwise term v"™ =
yee p I

Second step: for time t € [T, T¥]

Solution for t € [T, Ty] i.e. forn=K,...,M —1
forj=1, u; "= s(u;" - 3u1_n) +2u]" —u !

for j =2, o =1, ;™ = (gt 20" - ) 2

J J+1 j B
for j = jo, Uj_o’nﬂ = s(u;’_ﬁl —2u " — " 1) +2u; " — uj—o,n—l _ SAxui;"_
K
forj =jo+1, uj;zrl - S( Uit 2uJoJrl Ujo ) +2ujo+1 uj;ﬁl_l - mufvn
for j=jo+2,....,N—-1, uf"= s(ujﬂ — ot - Uj_’l) +oubm - bt
for j=N, + n+l S('U_]'\—fnl + ") + 2u+ o u—]}\-[,n—l

Delayed pointw1se term

+,n+1 —n+1 +,n—1 —n—1
Ujgpr T+ Uj—1 ) (“jo+1 T Uy )

) " (Un-i-l—K _ ,Un—l—K)) + ( 5 3

v 2AL
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4.3.2. Discrete energy and CFL condition. The aim of this section is to design a discrete
energy that is preserved in the first step that is the free wave equation with Dirichlet and Neumann

boundary condition in the context of a discretization by a finite volume method. To this end, let
us define:

e the discrete kinetic energy as:

e the discrete potential energy as:

ZO‘ ?jll U?H)(UZH uy').

Proposition 4.6. The discrete energy is conserved for allt =0,...,T — At i.e.
Vn=1,..., K —1,&*tt =¢&n.

Proof. The proof is similar to the continuous case: we multiply the discrete problem by the

approximation of u,. We multiply the left hand side and right hand side of (4.43) by (u;] ntl u?_l)
and we sum over ¢ = 1,..., N to obtain:
N n+1 n n—1
up = 2ui oy ntl . n1
I e e (A
=1
N
(451) =3 [y s — ) — ()]
i=1
=0.

Estimation of the first term of (4.51):

”+1—2u”—|—u -1
n+1 n—1
S (M2 g g

(52) i == “”A;(“?_“?_l)}[<u?“—u?>+<u?—u?-1>1
S )
(E” Eph.

Estimation of the second term of (4.51):

By translation of index ¢ of the second term of the right hand side of the above equation, we
obtain:

N

Z[O‘ uhy — i) — o1 (ug — g 1)} ntl _yn=ty

i=1
N N-1

== Zaw%(uyﬂ —uy )(U?H u ™) + Z i1 (uiyy —uif)(u 7111 “;ﬂl)-
=1 =
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Taking into consideration that ug =0 and a1 = 0, we obtain:

-

oy (e = ) = gy (= i) (™ = ™)

i=1
N
= Z Qi (uiyr — “ZL)[(UZL;T - U;Hl) - (u?}l - “?71”
1;0 N
= Z Qi1 (uiyr — U:L)(U?Jrﬁl - U?Jrl) - Z Q1 (uifq — u?)(u?;ll - u?il)
i=0 ) i=0
J— n n—
=2(Ey —E)7).

We finally obtain:
Vn=1,...,K -1, =¢gn,
O

As in the two previous cases, in order to obtain a stable numerical scheme, the following Courant-
Friedrichs-Lewy, CFL, condition holds:

At < Azx .

Remark 4.7 (Implit scheme). We have made the choice to present the three explicit numerical
schemes for the sake of clarity and conciseness although these schemes generate a CFL condition
to ensure the stability.

But let us remark that to avoid the CFL condition, which represents a restriction on the time
step, for the three numerical schemes presented above, and to obtain an unconditionally stable
numerical scheme, we may construct the equivalent implicit scheme by replacing uj for j =i —
1,14, i+ 1 in the approximation of the space derivative by the mean value:

n+1 n—1
U + U
2

The definition of the kinetic energy remains unchanged whereas for the potential energy one has

to replace the term:
wp -y (-
Ax Ax

n+1 n+1\ 2 n—1 n—1\ 2
N e A N
2 Az Az

for the finite difference approximation and one has to replace the term:

by

+1 +1 -1 —1
ai+%(u?+1 —u ) (uify —u )

by

1

+1 +142 -1 —1\2

5 ey (Wi — ™) 4 (i — )
for the finite volume method. This will guarantee that the total energy remains positive and de-
creasing in both cases.

The boundedness and the positivity of the discrete energy is used to prove the convergence of
the numerical approximation when Az and At tends to 0 towards the strong solution for the finite
difference scheme [21] and the convergence towards the weak solution for the finite volume method
[17] and [26] for the 2D case.
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5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENT AND VALIDATION OF THE THEORETICAL RESULTS IN 1D

Without loss of generality (up to a spatial rescaling), for every numerical experiment, we have
chosen ¢ = 1 so that T' = 2. We construct these experiments in order to validate the theoretical
results.

We have taken N = 100 points and T¢ = 200 x T" = 400. The C'F'L number is chosen as
CFL=1.

5.1. The boundary case. The initial condition must satisfy Dirichlet boundary condition at the
point z = 0 and Neumann boundary condition at the point x = 1. So we have chosen:

Vo € [0,1], ug(z) = 2® — 22, uy (x) = — (2% — 2x).

We present firstly the numerical results for p € (0,1) for different values of p on the same
graphics to study the influence of this parameter. Figure 2 confirms the decreasing of the energy
for any 0 < p < 1 although one cannot conclude on the influence of the damping parameter p
from figures 2A and 2B.

Therefore, we have decide to plot the quantity —In(E(t)) versus ¢ in figure 3. Figures 3A
and 3B show that we obtain almost an increasing straight line whose slope is the exponential
decay speed w that is for large time ¢, one has E(t) < Ce~*t. By plotting the quantity —w
versus t, in figures 4, we obtain almost an horizontal line so that you may conclude that the
quotient —M stays bounded by above and by below by a constant. This constant represents
the exponential decay speed. As announced by Ammari, Chentouf and Smaoui, in [3], if we set
po =3 —2v2 ~ 0.17, we see in figures 4A and 4B, that this speed is increasing for u € (0, o)
then it decreases for p € (po,0.95) but it stays strictly positive. So g is the optimal parameter
to choose to stabilize the system by the boundary delay damping term.

We have then choose u = 1. This case shows a surprising but predicted behavior, see Theorem
4.1. Indeed figure 5A shows the conservation of the discrete energy for ¢ € [0, 20]. Thus we wanted
to know how was the final profile at time T' = 20. Figure 5B shows the initial profile and figure
6A shows the profile at time Ty = 10 x T' = 20. These two profiles are opposite whereas the final
profile at time Ty = 11 x T' = 22 are equal as seen in figure 6B. We have then performed several
tests for different final time and for different initial condition wg, u;. The same surprising (but
predicted) behavior shows up.

We continue our study by presenting the numerical results for u € (1,2] . Figure 7 shows the
growth of the energy for any 1 < u < 2. We may conclude that the energy is increasing and the
system cannot be stabilized.

We end up this study by presenting the numerical results for 1 < 0 . Figure 8 shows the growth
of the energy for any p < 0. We may conclude that the energy is increasing and the system cannot
be stabilized.

5.2. The internal case. The initial condition must satisfy Dirichlet boundary condition at the
point z = 0 and at the point z = 1. So we have chosen:

Vo € [0,1], ug(z) = a(x — 1), ui(x) = —z(x — 1).
The internal acting delay term acts on [z;,, z;,] where we have chosen x;, = i , Tip = %.

We present firstly the numerical results for u € (0,2) for different values of p on the same
graphics to study the influence of this parameter. Figure 9 shows that there exists g € (1.7,1.8)
such that the energy is decreasing for any 0 < pu < po while it seems that the energy is increasing
for 4 > po. To be convinced by this numerical argument, we plot in figure 10 the quantity
—1In(E(t)) versus t. Again for any 0 < 1 < po, we obtain almost an increasing straight line whose
slope is the exponential decay speed w that is for large time ¢, one has E(t) < Ce™*!, while for
any po < p, we obtain almost a decreasing straight line whose slope is the exponential growth
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speed w that is for large time ¢, one has E(t) > Ce*t. By plotting the quantity —M versus
t, in figures 11, we obtain almost an horizontal positive line for 0 < p < pp so that you may
conclude that is for large time ¢, one has E(t) < Ce™** while we obtain an horizontal negative
line for py < p so that you may conclude that is for large time ¢, one has E(t) > Ce*t.

We present secondly the numerical results for ¢ < 0 for different values of p on the same
graphics. Figure 12 shows the growth of the energy for any u < 0. We may conclude that the
energy is increasing and the system cannot be stabilized.

5.3. The pointwise case. The initial condition must satisfy Dirichlet boundary condition at the
point z = 0 and Neumann boundary condition at the point £ = 1. So we have chosen:

Vo € [0,1], ug(z) = 22 — 2z, uy (x) = — (2 — 22)

We present firstly the numerical results for p € (0,2) for different values of p on the same
graphics to study the influence of this parameter. Figure 13 confirms the decreasing of the energy
for any 0 < p < 2 although one cannot conclude on the influence of the damping parameter p
from figures 13A and 13B.

Therefore, we have decided to plot the quantity — In(F(t)) versus ¢ in figure 14. Figures 14A and
14B show that we obtain almost an increasing straight line whose slope is the exponential decay
speed w that is for large time ¢, one has FE(t) < Ce™*!. By plotting the quantity _M versus
t, in figures 15, we obtain almost an horizontal line so that you may conclude that the quotient
_M stays bounded by above and by below by a constant. This constant represents the
exponential decay speed. In figures 15A and 15B, we cannot really conclude about the variations

of the exponential decay rate versus the value of the parameter pu.

We have then choose ;1 = 2. Again this case shows a surprising but predicted behavior, as in
Theorem 4.4. Indeed figure 16A shows the conservation of the discrete energy for ¢ € [0,20]. Thus
we wanted to know how was the final profile at time 7" = 20. Figure 16B shows the initial profile
and figure 17A shows the profile at time T = 10 x T" = 20. These two profiles are equal whereas
the final profile at time Ty = 11 x T = 22 are opposite as seen in figure 17B. Again, we have then
performed several tests for different final time and for different initial condition ug, u;. The same
surprising (but predicted) behavior shows up.

We continue our study by presenting the numerical results for 4 > 2 . Figure 18 shows the
growth of the energy for any 2 < . We may conclude that the energy is increasing and the system
cannot be stabilized.

We end up this study by presenting the numerical results for p < 0 . Figure 19 shows the
growth of the energy for any u < 0. We may conclude that the energy is increasing and the
system cannot be stabilized.

6. CONCLUSION AND PERSPECTIVES.

Although delay effects arise in many applications and practical problems, we have seen it this
work that these effects could be overcame by choosing a control law that uses information from
the past (by switching or not).

Moreover by constructing well adapted numerical experiments, one can choose the values of
some parameters to optimize the decay rate of the energy.

‘We think that this type of control laws may also be used for the stabilization of partially damped
coupled systems. This will be the future work we plan to investigate.
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