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Abstract

We present an arbitrary high-order local discontinuous Galerkin (LDG) method with alter-
nating fluxes for solving linear elastodynamics problems in isotropic media. Both the
semi-discrete analysis and fully discrete analysis for a leap-frog LDG method are given
to show that the proposed method simultaneously enjoys the energy conserving property and
optimal convergence rates in both the displacement and stress, when the tensor product poly-
nomials of the degree k are used on Cartesian meshes. Numerical experiments demonstrate
that the proposed method has several advantages including the exact energy conservation,
slow-growing errors in long time simulation, and subtle dependence on the first Lamé param-
eter A.

Keywords Elastodynamics - Elastic wave propagation - Local discontinuous Galerkin
methods - Energy conservation - Fully discrete convergence analysis
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we develop and analyze a local discontinuous Galerkin (LDG) method for the
following planar linear elastic wave equations in isotropic media over the time interval [0, T']:

puy —V-om) =f inQ, (1.1a)
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u(0) =ug, uw(0) = vy, (1.1b)

subject to periodic boundary conditions or Dirichlet/Neumann boundary conditions given
by

u=gp ondQp and o(w)n =gy onaINy, (1.2)

with 9Qp U 3Qy = 952, where u represents the displacement of the elastic body € € R?
and o is the stress tensor defined as

1
o =A(V-ul, +2ue(u), with the strain tensor: €(u) = E(Vu + VuT). (1.3)

It can be directly verified that the stress and strain tensors have the following relation

1 A
= Be := Atr(e)Ip + 2 e, d = = — ——tr(o) ), (1.4
o € r(e)l + 2ue an e =Ao <a 200 (o) 2) (1.4)

where A and p are referred as Lamé parameters assumed to be constants. In this article,
we shall specify the dependence of error bounds on the ratio A/, i.e., analyze the locking
phenomenon. In order to facilitate the analysis, we further assume  is both bounded below
from 0 and above from oo, and thus restrict the estimate mainly to A. We also note that large
heterogeneity ratios of u do not correspond to physically relevant situations [19]. Without
loss of generality, in the following discussion we assume p = 1 and f = 0, and all the results
are readily extendable to the more general case.

The present research is motivated by wide applications of linear elastodynamics in many
practical problems including mechanic engineering, civil engineering, geophysics, biological
simulation and so on. Especially it is of critical importance in a variety of inverse problems
for non-destructive testing. For example, some medical imaging techniques like elastography
[29] require accurate simulation of wave propagation through human bodies where it is more
accurately modeled by elastic wave in bone [28]. Another example, seismic inversion, uses
elastic waves propagating within the Earth or along its surface to detect oil or gas field [44].

A large variety of numerical methods have been proposed for elastic wave propagation
problems. For example, finite difference methods have been widely used in computational
elastodynamics [46,50]. The application of finite element methods (FEMs) can be found in
[34] for space-time FEMs, [4,6,21,26] for mixed FEMs and [47] for CitFEMs focusing on
elastodynamics with multiple material. We also refer readers to the spectral method in [36]
as a high-order method. In this paper we focus on discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods
due to their flexibility for higher-order spatial approximation and Ap-adaptivity, scalability
for parallel computation and reduced dispersion errors. In general, there are two groups
of methods to tackle second-order wave equations. Methods in the first group rewrite the
equation into a system of first order hyperbolic equations, then one can apply the standard
DG [15], the interior penalty DG (IPDG) [43], the nodal DG [31], the hybridizable DG
(HDG) [42], the space-time DG [24] and the stagger DG [12] methods for examples. For
elastic wave equations, methods in this group use the velocity—stress and velocity—strain
formulation in general. The second group deals with the second order derivative directly, see
the IPDG [54], and the LDG methods to be discussed in this paper. The displacement-stress
and displacement—strain formulations for elastic wave equations widely appear in this group.
We also refer readers to [35] for a comparison of these two groups of methods including their
applications to different wave propagation problems, analysis and numerical methods.

There have been extensive studies on DG methods for the linear elastic wave equation
in isotropic media (1.1) over the last decade. For instance, the authors in [55] studied a
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high-order DG method for the acoustic—elastic wave propagation problems in terms of a
velocity—strain formulation as well as its parallel implementation. Some hp-adaptive DG
methods can be found in [18,23,40]. In [11] the authors proposed a staggered DG method
for the velocity—stress formulation which can conserve the energy exactly and avoid locking
namely the error bound is independent of A, and they also gave both the semi-discrete and
fully discrete analysis. In [3] an energy-based DG method is developed and applied to some
realistic problems. The authors in [1] studied DG methods for displacement-stress and dis-
placement formulation with different fluxes. An IPDG method was studied for quasistatic
linear viscoelasticity in [43] where both the semi-discrete and fully discrete analysis are
presented. We also refer readers to [2,17] and the reference therein for the dispersion anal-
ysis of IPDG methods for elastic wave equations. In addition, the authors in [49] studied a
HDG method with a velocity-strain formulation for heterogeneous media. A high-order HDG
method and its super-convergence properties were investigated in [42]. Some new analysis
techniques were proposed in [22] for HDG on elasticity which can lead to the optimal error
bound in a simple and concise manner. We also refer readers to [25] for a review of HDG
methods on elasticity and elastodynamics.

LDG methods can be traced back to [ 16] as the generalization of the standard DG method in
[5] to solve Navier—Stokes problems. The basic idea is to apply the standard DG discretization
to amixed formulation of the underling partial differential equations (PDEs). We refer readers
to [8,57] and the references therein for various applications of LDG methods such as elliptic
problems, convection-diffusion problems, the dispersive equations, and so on. Recently, there
have been many studies in designing DG and LDG methods which can numerically preserve
the energy or Hamiltonian structure of the model in the discrete level, which can lead to small
phase and shape errors in long time simulations. Energy conserving LDG methods have been
designed for the generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation [7], the acoustic wave equation
[10,13,56], the Degasperis—Procesi equation [32], the Camassa—Holm equation [39], the
nonlinear Schrodinger equation [38], the improved Boussinesq equation [37] and so on.

Usually it is challenging to obtain DG methods for wave equations which are both non-
dissipative (i.e., energy conserving for the physical energy) and have (provable) optimal high
order accuracy at the same time. In [10,56], Xing, Chou and Shu proposed an LDG method
for the second order wave equation in the 1D and 2D cases such that the physical energy
can be exactly conserved. Semi-discrete analysis is also given to show that the LDG method
has the optimal convergence rate. In this paper, we consider the linear elastic wave equations
(1.1) and propose an optimal energy conserving LDG method. The proposed method has
several remarkable advantages. First, fully discrete error analysis is carried out to demonstrate
that it has arbitrary high-order optimal convergence rates in both displacement and stress
tensor. Second, it can exactly conserve the energy in the discrete level. Comparison of the
numerical performance of the proposed LDG method and an IPDG method is also provided
to demonstrate the excellent behavior of energy conserving methods in long time simulation.
The third one is the independence of the solution error of displacement with respect to the
first Lamé parameter A, which is a desired property for numerical solvers of elastodynamics.

One of the major difficulties of this research lies on the approximation for the stress or
strain which is a symmetric tensor. For the issue of symmetry in elasticity, we refer readers
to [6,21] for the strong enforcement and [4] for the weak enforcement. In the proposed
method, the piecewise tensor product polynomials of the degree k, denoted by QF, are used
for approximation in which the symmetry of the stress tensor is strongly enforced. Then the
key obscure part in the analysis is a suitable choice of the projection operator for the stress
tensor such that it can both maintain the symmetry and handle the penalty terms on element
edges. We refer readers to [20,51,58] for various construction of projection operators with
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different purposes in the analysis of LDG methods. The one used in this work is based on
the Gauss-Radau projection such that the resulted tensor is also symmetric. However special
attention should be paid to the extra terms induced by this projection on element edges due
to the penalties of the LDG method for which some new super-convergence properties of the
Gauss-Radau projection will be established.

We also note that the proposed method can be considered as a special case of the DG
methods in [1] with the alternating fluxes and without stability terms. In [1], both LDG
and IPDG methods were tested and O (h*) convergence rate was observed on triangular
meshes. In the present work, by choosing a special initial condition constructed by the Gauss-
Radau projection, we analytically proved and numerically validated the optimal O (h**1)
convergence rate for the displacement and stress, if the polynomial space QF are used on
Cartesian meshes. Both theoretical analysis and numerical results indicate this choice of the
initial condition is critical for the LDG method to produce the optimal convergent solutions.
We also remark that the analytical result in [1] is provided on arbitrary meshes, while the
optimal error analysis of LDG methods in this paper is proven for the special Cartesian
meshes. It would be interesting to investigate the optimal error estimate of LDG method with
generalized fluxes for elastodynamics on unstructured meshes, following the recent work in
[48] for the acoustic wave equation.

Another contribution of this paper is the fully discrete error analysis for a second-order
leap-frog LDG method. Current analysis for time discretization of LDG methods in the
literature are mainly concentrated on the equations with the first-order time derivative, see
[51,52,58] and the references therein. Those techniques can not be directly applied to the
second-order wave equations, and thus new fundamental estimates are demanded. The fully
discrete analysis for the leap-frog IPDG method can be found in [27] for the second order
acoustic wave equation, and it employs the elliptic projector induced from the coercive
bilinear form of the IPDG method which is not available for the LDG method. By providing
some new estimates, we are able to perform detailed analysis to show the dependence of the
time step At on the mesh size & and the polynomial degree k to ensure either the stability or
the optimal convergence rate O (k! 4 Ar?). The proposed analysis approach for the fully
discrete scheme can be also readily applied to the LDG methods for the second order wave
equations in the scalar case [10,56].

This paper consists of six additional sections. In the next section, we introduce some basic
notations and develop the LDG method for (1.1). In Sect. 3, we prepare some fundamental
identities and estimates which will be frequently used throughout this paper. In Sect. 4, we
present the semi-discrete error analysis. In Sect. 5, the fully discrete convergence analysis is
given. In Sect. 6, we present a group of numerical examples to demonstrate the features of
the proposed method. Some conclusion remarks are provided in Sect. 7.

2 Local Discontinuous Galerkin Scheme

In this section, we introduce some basic notations and derive the LDG scheme for the equa-
tions of elastodynamics (1.1). We only consider the rectangular domain € € R?, and for
simplicity we let 2 = [0, L{] x [0, L»] in analysis. Although only the 2D situation is con-
sidered in this paper, we emphasize that the proposed method and the analysis techniques are
readily extendable to the 3D Cartesian meshes since all the elements and projection operators
are constructed by tensor products. Denote H k(w) and Wk-P (0, T; H*(w)) as the standard
Hilbert spaces and Sobolev spaces with temporal dimension, defined on a subdomain w € Q
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with periodic boundary conditions on 2. In the following discussion, for each vector function
v we always assume v = [vy, v2]7 is a column vector with the superscript “T” denoting the

. \Y .
transpose, Vv; = [0y, Vi, 0x,v;], 1 = 1,2 is a row vector and Vv = [VZI] is a 2-by-2
2

tensor. We employ the notation “:” such that t! : 72 = 212 j=1 rilj tl%. for any two tensors
2 2

!l = [rl]]] - and 72 = [1’12]] '1. Throughout this paper, C denotes a generic positive
L, J= L, J=

constant independent of A, spatial and temporal step sizes & and A¢, which may have different
values at different occasions and may depend on pu, [i.

Let 7j, be a Cartesian mesh of 2; namely we cut Qinto Nj x N rectangular elements in
which N; denotes the partition in the x; direction, i = 1, 2. Define h; = L; /N;,i = 1,2. We
assume the mesh 7}, is shape regular, i.e., there exist constants ¢ and C such thatc < hy/hy <
C. Let 5;; and 6,11’ be the interior and boundary edges, respectively; and let £, = 5;; U 6;; .On
this mesh 7, we introduce the following broken polynomial spaces:

Vi ={vy : wilk € [QY(K)P%, VK € Tp),
= ={r k€ [QNK)P?, o) =14, VK €Th),

where QF(K) is the space of tensor product of one-dimensional polynomials with degree
no more than k. Note that the symmetry of the stress tensor is incorporated in the piecewise
polynomial space ):’;,. For each edge ¢ € £, we let K, o and K be the elements below and
above e if e is horizontal, or be the elements left and right to e if e is vertical. By this set up,
for each v, € VX, we define vhile = (v Kf)lg, namely the limit values of vj, at e from the
left/bottom elements or from the right/top elements, respectively. Similarly, we can define
rfﬂe. Note that if e € £, we employ the same notation, but the related neighbor elements
outside the domain are then defined as the corresponding elements on the other side of the
domain due to periodic boundary conditions. Also, we define (-, -),, as the standard L2 inner
product over any subdomain w C €.

Based on these preparations, we now proceed to derive the LDG method for the Eq. (1.1).
For this purpose, we rewrite (1.1a) in the mixed formulation:

wu;—V-o=f1, (2.1a)

1
Ao = Z(Vu+ vu’). (2.1b)
Multiplying (2.1a) by v;, € V’;l and using the integration by parts on every K, we have

/u,, ~vth—/ (V-a)-vth:/ u, ~vth+/ (Vvh):adX—/ vl onds = 0.
K K K K 0K
22)

Similarly, multiplying (2.1b) by 7;, € =¥, applying integration by parts on each element K
and using the symmetry of 7, we have

/ Ao 1)y :/ —(V-1p)-udX —{—/ uTthnds. 2.3)
K K 9K

Then we introduce the following bilinear forms for any v € [H (K )]2 and symmetric
T € [Hl(K)]zxz:
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aK(r,v):/(Vv):th, b[((T,V)Z/(V~T)-VdX, ck(r,v):/ vl Tnds,
K K 9

K
2.4
and the corresponding bilinear forms on the whole domain:
ap(z.v)= Y /(Vv):th, ba(T. V)= Y /(V-r)-vdX,
keT, 'K keT; UK
(2.5)
cp(T,v) = Z/ v tnds, éh(r,v):ch(t,v)—f vl tnds,
KeT, V0K 80

where ¢, includes only the contribution from the interior edges and excludes the boundary
terms. For the case of periodic boundary conditions, the proposed LDG method is to find
u, € V]Z and oy, € ZIZ such that

(Wp)er, Va)o +an(op, vp) —cn(@p, vi) =0 Vv, € V]f,, (2.6a)
(Aoy, Th)e + br(th up) — cp(th, 0y) =0 V1, € Xf, (2.6b)

where the hatted terms 6, and Uy, are the so called the numerical fluxes defined on edges. In
this paper, we shall consider the simple alternating fluxes:

o =G'Z_, 0y, =u,, or oy =0, 0y, =ll;:_. 2.7
Without loss of generality, we shall focus on the first two in (2.7) in this paper. One can also
define a family of numerical fluxes as:

6p=a0) +(1—a)e;,, bO,=(-ou +ou, aocl0, 1], (2.8)

which are the generalization of the alternating fluxes (2.7) (when o« = 0 or 1) as studied in
[41]. This family of numerical fluxes can also be shown to produce energy conserving LDG
methods. The optimal error estimate based on this general family may be obtained via the
introduction of more sophisticated global projection as studied in [41] for one dimensional
problem, and will be explored elsewhere. We also refer readers to [1] for studies on the DG
methods with these fluxes on elastodynamics.

Now we recall the Gauss-Radau projection [10,14,20] in order to handle the initial con-

ditions and also for the convergence analysis. Consider an interval /; = [xi 2, le+2 1, then
a one-dimensional projection operator P]jE CHM() > PR (1;) is defined as
(PFw,v);, = (w,v)r,, Yve P77, and

.1 .1 i1 iy 1
-5 i—5 —_ i+5 i+5
Pﬁ'w(x; N =wx; Hor Prw(x, ) =w(x, *

). (2.9)

Similarly, we can define the projection szt on an interval J; in the x; direction. Then a
two-dimensional projection operator P* on a rectangle K; i = 1; ® Jj is defined as a tensor
product P* := PljE ® Pzi. The optimal approximation results of P* for scalar functions
w € H*(K) can be found in [14,20], i.e.,

+ k+1
lw — P¥wll 2y < CH M lwll gre iy (2.10)
Moreover, we can define projection operators for vector and tensor spaces: P*

[H 1 (Kij)]” — [QC(Ki)] and T : [HAH (ki) — [QF(Kij)]>*? such that
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Py, V] + PEt PEep TI1 T12
Ptv = , Yv= , and It = V= .
[Pivz] [Uz PEny Py T2 T2

2.11)

Applying (2.10) to each entry of the matrices in (2.11), we have that for each element K € 7,

and any v € [H**! (K)]2 and T € [HF! (K)]zxz, there holds

IV =P*Vi k) < CH VI s gy and T = T2y < CH T i
(2.12)

where C is a constant only depending on the geometry of the mesh. Now, we can choose the
initial conditions to the LDG method (2.6) as

u,(0) =P uy and (u,(0)); =P vo=P u(0). (2.13)

Without causing any confusion, the variable in “(-)” only denotes time, and we ignore the
spatial variables. Here we emphasize that the super-script “—" should be consistent with the
choice of the numerical fluxes in (2.7).

Finally, we introduce the following norms for tensor functions o, € € [L2 (a))]zxz, defined
on a subdomain w C Q:

lol?, = f Ao :odX, and |elk, = / Be : edX. (2.14)
w w
Define the potential energy density as
A 1
G(u) = E(V-u)z—i-,ue(u):e(u) = ;Ao 0, (2.15)

then the total energy corresponding to the elastodynamics is defined as the integration of the
kinetic and potential energy over the whole domain:

E@) = / Ty Gapax =1 (||ut||22 +lo | ) (2.16)
o 2 t 2 L2(Q) A,Q

It is well known that the total energy in (2.16) will be conserved during the dynamics if
traction free, homogeneous Dirichlet or periodic boundary conditions are imposed for which
we refer readers to [3] for the derivation. One of the advantages of the proposed LDG method
is to exactly conserve this energy in the discrete level.

Remark 2.1 When the Dirichlet boundary condition or Neumann boundary conditions are
given, we need to slightly modify the numerical fluxes on the boundary. To describe the
modification, we denote the left and bottom boundary by 02~ and the right and top boundary
by 9Q". When the Dirichlet boundary condition, say u = gp, is given, we keep the numerical
fluxes u,” and ah+ on d2~ unchanged, but change them to u; and ¢, on 9", Thus we have
the boundary integration faszmaszp ﬁ}{rhnds = faszmaszD ggrhnds in (2.6b), which can be
moved to the right hand side of the resulting linear system. Similarly, if the Neumann boundary
condition ¢ = gy is imposed, we keep u, and a; on Q" unchanged but flip them to u;
and o, on Q. It leads to the boundary integration [;65¢, vl 6ynds = Jaqroay vignds
moved to the right hand side of (2.6a). This approach can also be applied to handle the mixed
type boundary conditions. In a summary, we can take the numerical fluxes on boundary to
be

Gp=0p=0; on aQp NIQT, 6;,:0% on QN NIQT,
iy, =uf on 9QpNINE, by =u, = on IQyNIQE
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Thus, the proposed LDG method for the mixed boundary condition is to find u;, € Vﬁ and
o) € E’Z such that

v} 6 nds — / vignds =0 W] eVk,

(R Vi) +an(op, vi) — Ep (G, Vi) — /
QN
(2.172)

aQp

(Ao, tn)a + bn(th, up) — ép(tp, 0y) — / ng)rhnds - / ﬁZrhnds =0 Vr, € E’;,.
391) aQN
(2.17b)

3 Some Preliminary Estimates
In this section, we recall and prepare a group of fundamental estimates and identities which
will be frequently used in the analysis of this paper. We begin with the following norm

equivalence and identities.

]2><2 with w being a subdomain of 2, there holds

Lemma 3.1 For any tensor T € [Lz(a))

Vaultllae = ITl2w) = V2O +10)l7llAe (3.1

Proof Using the second identity in (1.4) and the inequality (tr(7))? < 2(1:121 + 1:222) < 2|73,

we have
Tl = / AT TdX = <f 12dX — L[(u(r))%ﬂ)
Ao » 2u \Jo 20+ w) Jo

2
> ——|t
sl 2()\_’_”) ” ||L2(a))

which yields the right hand side of (3.1). Using the identity again, we have

1 X 1
e, = / At 1dX = — </ 2dX — 7/&(1))2(1)() < —ll%
’ ® 2u \Jo 200+ 1) Jo 2u @
which yields the left hand side of (3.1). O

Lemma 3.2 For any tensor polynomials vy, € V’;l and T) € Eﬁ, there holds

an(Th, Vi) + bp(Th, vi) — cn (@) Ty vi) — e (i, (Vi) ™) = 0, (3.2a)
cn(Tn, vi) — en((@w) ™, vi) — enTh, (vi) ™) = 0. (3.2b)
Proof First, on each element K , the integration by parts yields ax (t5, vi) = —bg (Th, Vi) +

ck (T, vp). Therefore, (3.2a) is actually equivalent to (3.2b), and thus we only need to prove
(3.2b). We consider one edge e € &,. The contributions of all the terms in (3.2b) on this edge
eis

f(v,{)*r,;n —ohHr - n+ o) tin— D)t n+ (v T, nds = 0.
e

(3.3)
Summing (3.3) yields (3.2b), and this finishes the proof. ]

Now, we present a group of super-convergence properties of the projections ITT and P~.
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Lemma 3.3 There exists a constant C such that for each element K and anyv € [Hk+2(§2)]2,

T e [H2(@)]77

bk (Th, v —P7V) — g (T, (v = P7V) )| < CH TNVl o iy I Tnll 2 k), YT € 2,
(3.4a)

lag (t — T, vp) — e ((r = WEO) T )| < CR Mt s iy Vil 2 k). YV € V-
(3.4b)

Proof We note that (3.4a) directly follows from the property (3.3) of [10] or Lemma 3.6
of [14]. Here we only show (3.4b), and the argument is similar to Lemma 3.6 of [14]. Let

T . .
vi = [vn1,vn2]” and T = [y, 72]7 with column vectors 7;; = [7;1, 12]7, i = 1,2.

For each K € Tj, q = [q1, ¢2]7 € [H""'I(K)]2 and v € QX(K), we define the following
functional

DY (q,v) :/ Vv (q—PTqdX —/ v(q— (PTq)™") - nds. (3.5)
K aK
We can easily see
ag(t — YT, vp) — cx ((r = M)t vy) = D (x1, vp,1) + D (T2, vp2),  (3.6)

since T is symmetric. Let e’l’ and ¢} be the bottom and top edges of K in the x| direction,
and similarly let eg and ¢}, be the right and left edges of K in the x; direction. Then, by the
definition of P™ and P+ = P1+ ® P2+ , we actually have the following decomposition

D (ti, vpi) = Dk (tit, vni) + Dy (o, vi), i = 1,2, (3.7)

in which DlK (g, v),l = 1,2 are defined locally:

Dk@.v = [ duvtg—Proax— [ ua-Pioman. Dia.v
K e;Ue;

- / dy0(q — PHg)dX — / v(q — P q)nadx,
K ell’Ue’]

where n; =1 one’z,nl =-—1 onelz7 andnpy =1 one’l,nz =-—1 onell’.

Now, let’s consider the reference element K = (—1,1) x (—1, 1). We proceed to prove
D@, %) =0, =12, ¥§eP"(K),deQ"K). (3.8)

Without loss of generality, we only show (3.8) for / = 1. Since P+ is QF-polynomial pre-
serving, we know that (3.8) is true for ¢ € QK(K), and thus we only need to show it for

q= )2{‘“ and )212<+1. First, for g = )2{‘“, since dg, ¥ is a polynomial with the degree at most

k—1, wehave [ 85,v(G — PT@)dX = [ 3z, v@ ! — PF&{T)d# d%; = 0. Besides, on
ég U é’z, duetog = )?/fH, we clearly have P;@ = q. Therefore, D}% ()?{‘H, v) = 0 for each
v € Q¥(K). Second, for § = £§+], we apply integration by parts to the first term in D}%
and obtain D (4, 9) = — [ 895, (G — P*t§)dX. Clearly d;, (357! — Ty = 0. Thus,
D;2 ()25“, $) = 0 for each & € QF(K) which finishes the proof of (3.8).

Then, on K, by inverse and trace inequalities, we have |le (q,0) < C||1A)||L2(Ie)||c}

~ 72 ~ 72
g2y, I = 1.2, ¥4 € [Hk+2(K)] . Since le(z}, D) vanishes on [IF”‘+1(K)] , the
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Bramble—Hilbert lemma further yields
DY@, D) < C||ﬁ||L2(,g)|é|Hk+2(,g), 1=1,2. (3.9

Thus, for each K = (xl 1/2 l+1/2) x (xd xJ 1/2 j+l/2) with iy = xi+1/2 xi'—l/z and

hy = £+1/2 - g 1/2, the afﬁne mapping from K to K yields D;g(q, V) = thk(z}l, 0) +

th?& (g2, 0). Using (3.9), we obtain
D} (q,v) < h2| D (1, 0| + 1 |D% (@2, )|
< ChlIDl oy |l ey < CH T 0l 2 k)l iz i)

Combining this with (3.6), we obtain the desired result. ]

4 The Semi-discrete Method: Energy Conservation and Error Estimate

In this section, we analyze the semi-discrete LDG scheme (2.6). We begin with the energy
conservation property for the total energy defined in (2.16). We denote the continuous energy
of the elastodynamics by

1 1
Ex(t) = /Q S @)+ Gundx = 3 (120 + lonl ) - (4.1)

and proceed to prove the following energy conservation and stability results.

Theorem 4.1 If the periodic boundary condition is imposed, the continuous energy of the
numerical solutions of the LDG scheme (2.6) is conserved for all the time.

Proof First, putting u, and o, into (2.16) and differentiating it with respect to time, we have

Ey(t) = /Q(uh)t -y + Alop)r opdX. (4.2)

For the second term in the right side of (4.2), we take temporal derivative of (2.6b) and
choose the test function 7, = o, which leads to

((Aap)s, op)a + br(on, (Wp)) — cnlop, (0, )) = 0.
For the first term in the right side of (4.2), we test (2.6a) by the v, = (uy); and have
(Wp)er, (W) + an(on, (p)) — cu(o;f, (wp),) = 0.
We add the two identities above to obtain
Ej (1) = —by(on, (p)y) + cn(on, (W,)) — an(on, p),) + cplo), (up)) 4.3)
which vanishes due to Lemma 3.2. O

Remark 4.1 The above analysis focuses on the periodic boundary condition, which could
also be viewed as the analysis on the interior domain. The stability analysis for the case of
mixed boundary conditions is more complicated. For the mixed boundary conditions, taking
temporal derivative of (2.17b) and letting v, = (uy); in (2.17a) we obtain

(Ao )i, on)a + by (o, (W)y) — éx(on, [@y),) — / (gh)oynds — / (@]),04nds = 0,

0QD 3QN
()i, p)) + ap(on, g)e) — E,(6p, (Wg),) — /Q (up)! 64nds — /osz (up)! gnds = 0.
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Adding these two identities together, we note all the edge terms cancel with each other due
to (3.3). So we have

()] gnds + f (gp), onds

aQp

E (1) = —/ (u;,),Tahnds +/ (uh)tTahnds +f
a0 I

QN

+/ (uh)tTahnds “4.4)
QN
=/ (llh)zTgNdX*-/ (gp)/ o pnds,

BQN aQD

and E; (1) = 0 if gp = gy = 0. Namely, for the homogeneous mixed boundary condi-
tions, the energy conservation property also holds, and so does the stability. In addition,
by the homogenization techniques, the stability also holds for the pure Dirichlet boundary
conditions. However, if the mixed boundary condition is imposed and either of gp or gy is
non-zero, the situation becomes complicated. Integrating (4.4) from O to 7 we can obtain the
energy identity involving the energy transfer on the boundary

T T
En(T) = E,0) +/ f (uh),TgNds dt +/ / (gD),Tahnds dt. 4.5)
o Joay o Joap

A similar identity can be also found in [42] for acoustic wave equations. In [1], a stabilization
term was added to the numerical fluxes so that one could bound the boundary terms on the
right side of (4.5) and obtain the stability.

In the following discussion on the error analysis, we shall focus on the interior domain and
consider the periodic boundary condition. The analysis for the mixed boundary conditions
will be left for future research. In order to estimate the semi-discrete solution errors, we
decompose the errors in the following way:

en=u—w, =ny+&, where ny=u—P u, & =P u—u, (4.6a)

g =0—0} =10g+&, where 5, =0—"e, & =MN"0 —0y. (4.6b)
We first show some estimates related to the chosen initial conditions (2.13).

Lemma 4.1 Under the initial conditions (2.13) with a9 = o (ug), the following estimates
hold

£0(0) =0, and (&):(0) =0, (4.72)
€5 O lae < CVA+ n(llooll grei gy + ol grizgy )R . (4.7b)

Proof The two terms in (4.7a) directly follow from the definition in (2.13). Now we proceed
to analyze (4.7b). We subtract the LDG scheme (2.6b) from the one for the exact solutions,
and then write the following equation

(Aeg, Th)o + bp(th, ew) —cp(Th, ey) =0, (4.8)
att = 0. The super-convergence property (3.4a) yields Vt;, € Z’Z

(Aeg, th)o = —bp(th, ew) + cp(Th, ey) = —bp(Th, nu) + cn(Th, ny) “9)

k+1
< CH gl a1 Tall 12y
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Applying the decomposition e = 15 + &4, the approximation (2.12) and norm equivalence
(3.1), we obtain

(Abs. Th)a < —(Ang, T)e + CH gl gz gy 1Tl L2 ()

IA

1
ﬂ”ﬂa”LZ(Q)”ThHLZ(Q) + CH*  agll gzl Tnll 2y (4.10)

= Ch*! (||<70||H’<+1(Q) + ||u0||Hk+2(Q)) lThllr2q)-

Taking t;, = &, and using the norm equivalence (3.1), we have

lsllae < Cyr+ M(”UO”HHI(Q) + ||110||Hk+2(g2))hk+1- 4.11)

Next, we show the following optimal error estimate in the energy norm.

Theorem 4.2 Under the initial conditions (2.13), at any time t the following estimates hold

w229y < CVA+ 1 (lallwioo, 7. mre2(y) + 10 w7 mi+2iyy) B (2 + 1),

(4.12a)
||ea ||Ayg < C\/ A+ M (”u”WI-OO(O,T;Hk‘*'Z(Q)) + ||O.||W1’DC(O,T;HI(+2(Q))) hk+1 (l + 1)
(4.12b)

Proof First of all, since the exact solutions u and o satisfy the weak form (2.6), we have
((ew)ir» Vio + an(eq, Vi) — cn(ef, vi) = 0, Vv, € V&, (4.13a)
(Aes. Th)g + br(Th. ew) — ci(th.eg) =0, Vz, € Wi, (4.13b)
Using the decomposition (4.6), we obtain

(Ewees V)@ + (()ir, Vida + anEe, i) + an(e, Vi) — cn (€S vi) — cn(ng, vi) = 0,
(4.14a)

(Ang, Th)e + (Aés, Tr)a + bp(Th, ) + br(Th, Eu) — cn(Th, ny) — cn(Th, &g ) = 0.
(4.14b)

Consider the two equations in (4.14). Taking the time derivative of (4.14b), choosing the
test function v, = (&u);, Ty = &4 respectively, and then adding the resulted two equations
together, we obtain

(i, G + ()i Gu)a + ((Ane)r, Ee)e + ((As)r, §o)a

= —an(&o, Eu)o) + cn (€, (Eu)) — bi(Eo, Eu)o) + cnlEo, g )r) (4.15)
—ap(ng, (Ea)e) + cn (g, Gui) — b€, () + cn(Eos (13)0)-

We note that the first line in the right hand side of (4.15) vanishes due to (3.2a). We then
obtain

1d
2dr (II(EU)!”%Z(Q) + & ”%49) =~ G — (Ane)r. &5)e

— (=bnos (u)o) + cnEo, (0g)0)) + (—an (g, (Gu)r)

+ en(ng . E)o).
(4.16)
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We denote each term in the right hand side of (4.16) by I, II, IIT and IV, respectively, and we
proceed to estimate them individually. For I, using (2.12), we have

I'=—((Mwu, Eu))a < ||(77u)tt||L2(§z) ||(§u)t||L2(Q)
< CH Mo | oo 0,7 11041 (e | Ew)rll L2 (4.17)

where we have used ”(n“)””LZ(Q) = ”n“n”Lz(Q) < Cl’lk_H||ll”||L00(()7T;Hk+l(Q)) =

Chk+! lo ll oo 0,7 ++1 (q2)- For 1L, using (2.12) again together with the norm equivalence
(3.1), we obtain

II'=—((Ang)s, §6)o = —(Abs, (N6)1)0
< CVh+ uh* o w0, 7: mx+1 () 160 4.2,

where we have used || (o)1l 120y = 0o, I 12¢) < CAXT 0 1.0 0,7 pric+1 () - Moreover,
for III, the super-convergence property (3.4a) yields

(4.18)

I < Cthrl ||ll|| W1oo(0,T; HK2(RQ)) ”Su’ ||L2(Q)
<Cyr+ ,uhk+l lallyi.c000,7: mr+2 Q) 180 ll4.Q

where in the last inequality we have also used the norm equivalence (3.1). For IV, we apply
the super-convergence property (3.4b) to obtain

IV < Chk+1 ||(7||L00(0,T;Hk+2(9)) | 5u): ||L2(Q)- (4.20)
Combining (4.17)—(4.20) with (4.16) yields

(4.19)

5 7 (1€ 12 g, + 1601 )

< C/n+ phtt! (Ilallw oo 0,7 mt+2 () + 10 lwioco,7: HE+2(0)))
(&l 220 + lEs laQ) »

which leads to

1d 5 , 12
57 (G2 g, + 0 12 0)

< O+ ! (Il oo .72 + 10 oo o, 2 @) -

Integrating (4.21) from O to ¢ and using the estimates for the initial conditions yields

(4.21)

12
(NG gy +160120) = Vit st (Il ooy + 10 lwroso,riasacan) B @+ .
(4.22)

Then the desired results follow from (4.22) and the estimates for (1y), and 71,.
O

Remark 4.2 We note that if, as a direct generation of [10], the “mixed” Gauss-Radau projec-
tion (Pl+ ® P, PI® P2Jr ) is applied to the stress tensor, the term III above should vanish;
but the resulted tensor polynomial is not symmetric. To keep the symmetry, we apply the
same Gauss-Radau projection to each entry of the stress tensor such that the resulted ten-
sor polynomial is also symmetric. However since III does not vanish anymore, we need the
super-convergence property (3.4a) to prove the estimate in (4.19).

In the next theorem, we show an optimal estimate for the L error of the displacement u.
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Theorem 4.3 Under the initial conditions (2.13), the following estimate holds

max el 12 < CHHLo w2 + 1) (Il 0,7 w200 + 10 w0, 7: 1042(@) -
(4.23)

Proof First of all, for any fixed time #y < T, we define the following errors
o o fo
Ba) = [ eutrds, Bl = [ s, B0 = [ awds, @24
t t t

) o 0]
Es(t) = / es(s)ds, Ed() = / ne (s)ds, E§ (1) = / Ex(s)ds. (4.25)
t 1 t

We have the following estimates for these errors:

IES Ol 2 < TlEull zo0.7:12(52)) (4.26a)
IEQ() 2y < CTH  ull oo 0,7 441 2y) (4.26b)
IE§()llae < CTR o | oo, 7 i1 (@) (4.26¢)
1E;(Dllae < CVA+ 1T (T + DI (Jullyroco,7: 112 + 10 lwio.r: 020 -
(4.26d)

where in the last inequality we have used the estimate of &; from (4.22). Noticing that
%Eﬁ = —§&,, we get

(ew)r. EDe = (G EDa + (). EDa
= %(@u», ESa + (o) Ew)a + ()i, Ea.
Taking the test function v;, = Ef, (#) in (4.13a) and utilizing this identity, we have
((Eu)r E)e + an(Es. ES) — (o)™, EY) = —%«s‘.)n EYe
— ()i EDa — an(ne. E3) + cn((no) ™t EY).

Next, integrating (4.13b), choosing 7, = &5, and using E; = E5 +E!and E, = E5 + EL,
we have

(AES. £5)q + bu(és. E) — cn(Eo. (ES) ™) = —(AEg. &) — bi(Es. Ed) + cn(&s. (EQ)7).
Now, adding the two identities above and using the identity (3.2a), we have
1d d
5 7 ala i) = I1EG 12 0) = = - (G, EDe = (O, Ena = anlle, Ey) + cn((o) ™, Ep)

— (AE}. &) — bi(Eq, ED) + cn(Ee (ED)7).
4.27)

Next we proceed to estimate the right hand side of (4.27), after integrating it from 0 to fo.
The super-convergence (3.4b) and (4.26a) lead to

10 0]
/0 ~ap(lo Eg) + cn (o)™, Eg)ds < /0 CHH o | i ) I Edll 2 gy ds

< CT2HH ol oo 0,7, 2 @) Il L0, 72202
(4.28)
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Similarly, using the super-convergence (3.4a) with (4.26b) and the estimate of &5 from (4.22),
we have

1o
—bp(§s, Eﬂ ‘h\So » Eg T)ds
/0 h (& )+ cno, (Eu))ds (4.29)

<CO+wTXT + 1)h2k+2||uHL~"°(O,T;H/<+2(Q)) (HUHWLDO(O,T;H‘+2(Q)) + ||0'”W'v°°(O,T;H’<+2(Q))) .

Noticing Eﬁ (to) = 0 and using the second condition in (4.7a), we obtain
1) d £
/0 _E((Su)t; Eads = —((Eu)i(to), E5 (1) + ((E0)i(0), E5(0)g = 0.  (4.30)

Besides, applying integration by parts of time over [0, #p] and the identities %Eﬁ = —&,,
Eﬁ (to) = 0, we get

fo

1o
/0 — (s E5)gds = (= ()i (o). E5(t0)) g, + ((mu): (0). E5(0)), + /0 ()1 &u) ods

0]
= / (- &a) gds + () (0), E5(0)),
0 4.31)

< CT el pooo.7: 220 1Sull Lo 0.7: 2 (2))
+ 1) Ol 2 () ||E5(0)||L2(9)

K+
< CH I Tl oo 0,7, i (@) I€ull Lo 0,7 12(02))

where in the last inequality we have also used (4.26a). Then, by (4.26¢) and (4.22), we have

to 1o
/0 _(AE!. Ep)ads < /0 IED agléelands

< C/a+ uTHT + DI o || Lo 0.7 1202y (Il wioo.7: w20y + 10 lwioo 0.7 v+202))) -
(4.32)

Now integrating (4.27) from O to ty, putting (4.28)—(4.32) into the resulted equation and using
(4.7a), we have

16w (t0) 132 gy + I1E5 OV 2 0
< C*P0+w(T? + THF (,0) + BT+ TR, 0) &l Lo 0.7:22(0))-
(4.33)

2
where F1 (ll, (7) = (”ll”WI,oO(O’T;HkJJ(Q)) + ||a||W1'°°(0,T;Hk+2(Q))) and Fz(ll, 0) =
lullwico0,7: mx+1 () F 110 | Lo o, 7; HE+1 () - APPlying Young’s inequality to (4.33), we have

l6a(0) 172, < CH* P20+ )(T7 + THFi(u, 0) + CPRH(T? 4+ T)2 (Fa(u, 0))°

1
+Z||EU||im(0.T;L2(Q))' (434)

We note that (4.34) is true for any # € [0, T']. So we can take 7y to be where [|&u |l L (0.7:22(0))

is achieved. Then the desired result follows together with the optimal error estimate for 7y,.
O
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5 Fully Discrete Methods: Energy Conservation, Stability and Error
Estimate

In this section, we discuss some fully discrete energy conserving schemes for the linear elas-
todynamics (1.1), and analyze their optimal convergence property. The spatial discretization
is given by the LDG methods (2.6). Note that in (2.6b) we can always represent o, in terms
of uy, locally on each element and put it into (2.6a) to obtain a system of ordinary differential
equations for uy in the form of

M(Up)1 (1) = AUL (1), (G.D

where M is the mass matrix and Uy, is the vector solution to the LDG spatial discretization
(2.6). Here we shall focus on the time discretization. In the following discussion, we always
let0 =1 <t <--- <ty = T be a partition of the entire time interval [0, 7] with the
uniform time step At =t, —t,_1 =T/N,n=1,2,..., N.

5.1 A Second-order Scheme

We first consider the second-order fully-discrete leap-frog method which can inherit the
property of energy conservation from the semi-discrete scheme. The leap-frog LDG method
is to find a sequence of approximations uj; € VZ ando} € ):’,‘l tou” :=u(t;,)ando” := o (t,)
satisfying the equations

n+1 n n—1
(uh —2u; +uy,

,Vh> +an(al,vi) — (@D, vi) =0, Vv, € V§,
Q

At?
(5.2a)
(AoT, Ti)q + by (tp, u)) — cp(Tp, WH7) =0, Ve, € BX, (5.2b)
together with two initial conditions
At?
u) =P uy, and u) =P ug+ AP vy + — P Tu(0), (5.2¢)

where u;(0) can be computed by V - o (up). Note that the choice of u}l involves the first
three terms of the related Taylor expansion. For higher-order temporal discretization, more
terms should be involved in the initial condition, see the discussion in Sect. 5.2. Next, we
begin with presenting the exact conservation of a discrete energy which approximates the
continuous energy E(¢) in (2.16).

Theorem 5.1 For the leap-frog LDG method (5.2), the following energy conserves for all
integersn > 0

1 1
Ertl = INE [+t — ”iZ(Q) + Gt where G = E(AGZ'H, oy)a
1
5 (A} o3 e (5.3)

Proof In (5.2a), we take v, = (u} "' — uZﬁl)/(ZAt) and obtain

un+1 —ou” +un—] un+1 _un—l ur1+1 _ un—l
h h h h h n “h h
, +an |0y,
Q

At? 2At 2At
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1 n—1
u2+ —u,
—Ch ((02)+, x| =0 (5.4)

Then, we take the difference of (5.2b) at time step #,,4.1 and #,_1, and choose 75, = 0} /(2At),
which leads to

AG"+1 .AO'Z_I o +hh N uz+1_uz—1 . o n—H)f (02_1)7 o
2At Tk o b oAt he 2A1 :

(5.5)
Now we note that (u"Jrl —2u) +uy” ! uZH uzfl)g = ||u"+l —uy ||L2(Q) lu, —
- ! ||L2(Q) By the definition of G}, in (5.3), the sum of the Eqgs. (5.4) and (5.5) yields
n+1 n __
(En+1 En) _ (M Eh LS Lt M A _ o
At LN 2A12 h 2A12 h
1
T 2Ar (ah("h’ A A R A AR
—an(@p Tt~ = e @, @ T = @ h)

:O,

where the last equality holds due to the identity (3.2a). Therefore, the energy conservation
property (5.3) follows. O

In order to analyze the stability and solution errors of the fully discrete LDG scheme (5.2),
we need the following trace and inverse inequalities [53]

IPll20k) < Cii/(k+ Dk + 20 pll 2y, ¥p e QND), (5.62)
IVPl2cy < Ci@2+ Vet + D)E  plagy,. Yo e QND), (5.6b)

where the constants C; and C; only depend on the mesh regularity. Then we can prove the
following CFL condition for the stability of the fully discrete LDG scheme (5.2).

Theorem 5.2 The leap-frog LDG scheme (5.2) is stable if the CFL condition
Csh

< (5.7
Q4+ Vk(k+ 1)+ (k+ D(k+2)v/2+ 1
is satisfied for some constant Cg only depending on the mesh regularity.
Proof In (5.2a), we take v, = uZH uZ_l and obtain
”u’1+1 —u, ” 2 ”ui; —uy ” 2 n n n n—
Aﬂh e Ahtz B@ 4 ol - — (@t —wi ) = 0,
(5.8)

In addition, we take the difference of (5.2b) at time step #, and #,41, and choose t; =
”+] + o]} to obtain

(Aa™ — Aot o™ + oo + by (o + ot !

—u}) —cpe} + o, @H T —@hH ) =0. (5.9)
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Using the identity (3.2a), we have

ap(al, = — (@ T —uph
= —bh(ah,uh+l —u )+ e, @ — @ hH). (5.10)

Putting (5.10) into (5.8) and adding it to (5.9), we obtain

= w2, = w2
(@ "Th L2(Q) 1 1
Ar? Az2 + (Ao 0 2 — (A0, o)) g
+on ot ) — by w —w ) et @ th T - @)
—cn(of, (uf)™ — (@~ H7) =0. (5.11)

Now summing (5.11) from 1 to any integer M < N, we arrive at

™ — w2, luj, — uf) |2
(Q) M+1 M+l h ' L2(Q) 11
Atz (A(T + , 0, + )LZ(SZ) — T - (Aaha ah)LZ(SZ)
+by (o) T —uly (@) @ T — @)
—bp(o},u) —ud) —co), @)~ —@H™) =0. (5.12)

Then by Holder’s inequality with the inverse and trace inequalities in (5.6), we have
bu(op ™ —wly < G+ Vhk+ DA o 2 g Iy — w2 ),
(5.13)

en(@) ™ @™ — 7)< CRk+ Dk +2h o) T 2y llu ™ — w2
(5.14)

Therefore, by Young’s inequality together with the norm equivalence (3.1), we have

lba(o ) )™ —uhh) + @) @) TH T — @)
_(Citc)? (2+\/k(k7+ 4 DEADPAR0 410w,
- 2h?
M+1 _
i (5.15)
2 Ar? '

Putting (5.15) into (5.12) yields

1w w13, ) . (1 (G HCH2Q+ VERFD + (k+ Dk +2))° A% 0 + u))

2 At? h?

||llh /HLZ Q _ _
o) e = 5 A okl ag + br(o) w, —ul) + enlo), @) — @),

(5.16)
Let

Ci+C? @+ VEGRFD + (ke + Dk +2)° A G+ ) _

h? -

with ¢ being a positive number. Without loss of generality, we can let e = 1/2 and thus finish
the proof. O

1—¢ (5.17)
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We note that the dependence of the constant in (5.7) on the polynomial degree k is (2 +
VEK+ 1) + (k+ Dk +2)) = O(K?). The numerical results in Sect. 6 indicate that this
detailed formula of both k and X, w is sharp. Next, we proceed to estimate the fully discrete
solution errors. For this purpose, without causing confusion, we denote §;; as both the discrete
and continuous second-order temporal differential operator
uZH —2uj + uZﬁl

2At

and denote §; as the first-order temporal differential operator

(S”UZ = and (Snun = utt(tn), (518)

%-n _ e#n—1 nn _ 77nfl
S EN . =20 °u and & ptt =2 __w
S At M At

In particular, we have 8@& = A%(P’u — “;1,) and (Smlll = Ait((u1 —u% —P (u! —u%).
Similar to (4.6), we introduce the following decomposition at discrete time steps

ep=u"—u; =&+, where ny =u" —P7u", & =P u" —uj, (5.19a)
el =o" —ofl =€+,  where nl =¢" —MTo", &' =M"e" —a}. (5.19b)
In addition, we introduce a discrete energy error:
&y = 185l 20 + €5 la.q- (5.20)
Next, we show a group of estimates for the initial conditions (5.2c).

Lemma 5.1 Under the initial conditions (5.2¢), the following estimates hold

I18:&all L2y < CAL IO [l w00, 7: 1202 (5.21a)
18:mall 2y < CH  ullyroo 0,72 5441 ) (5.21b)
€M a2 < CV/A+ wB Tl oo 0.7 iz gy + (AR + B 0 oo 0,7 1041 (c2))-
(5.21¢)
1 k+1
nslla.e < Ch™ o |l oo, 7: 41 () (5:21d)

Proof For (5.21b), by Taylor expansions, there exists some 6; € (0, At) such that u! =
u(Ar) = u® + Aru,(61). Then, the estimate (2.12) leads to

||81U111||L2(Q) = [lu; (1) — P u (0Dl 12 < Chk+1||ll||WLoo(0,T;Hk+l(Q)). (5.22)

For (5.21a), also by Taylor expansions, there exists some 8, € (0, At) such that
2 3

1 0 At At
u = u(At) =u + Atu,(O) + TU,,(O) + ?um (92) (523)
Then, the boundedness of P~ yields
| A2 Ar? )
16:Eullz2(0) = T”P w1 (02) 2 < C?”uttt(GZ)”Lz(Q) < CAr o |y, 1;12(Q)-

(5.24)

In addition, we note that (5.21d) directly follows from the estimate (2.12).
For (5.21c¢), by the Taylor expansion (5.23) and the estimate similar to (5.24) together
with the trace and inverse inequality, we have

bu(tp, PTu' —u)) < Chm|Thll 2 P! — bl 20
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< Ch™ AP tnll 2 o llwi . 7:12 (@) (5.25)
en(zn, PTul —up) ) < Ch a2 P 0! —upll 20
< Ch7' AP |Tall 2@ llo w0722 () - (5.26)
Putting (5.25) and (5.26) together, we obtain
lba (i, PTu' —wp) — ep(zi, 7w —up) )| < Ch AP Tall 20 1o w0, 7: 2202 -
(5.27)
Besides, by the super-convergence property (3.4a), we have
b (zh, Pru! —ul) — e (zp, @Tu! —u) )| < CHH el o lall oo 0,7 42 -
(5.28)
Combining (5.27) and (5.28), we arrive at
A — o), g =b(rp,u! —u}) — c(zp, @ —u)H)7)
( n)s T = b( ILH ) — c(Th, ( _;,1 2 (5.29)
< C(l’l ||u||Loo(0yT;Hk+2(Q)) +h™ AL “‘THW]vC’C((),T;LZ(Q)))“Th ”LZ(Q)‘

Applying the similar argument to derive (4.10) from (4.9), we can obtain (5.21¢) from (5.21d)
and (5.29). O

We also need the following estimate for the discrete temporal derivative of projection
errors.

Lemma 5.2 There holds
I8l 2y < CH Il oo 0.7 i1 () + CAL IO lw2ooo 72120y~ (5-30)

Proof By Taylor’s expansion, there exist 6; € (t,, t,+1) and 6, € (t,—1, t,) such that
2 3 4

] At At At
u = u(ty11) = u(ty) + Arug () + Tutl(ln) + ?“m(fn) + ﬁumt(el), (5.31)
. Ar? AL At
u =u(ty—1) = ut,) — Aru(t,) + Tutt(tn) - Tum(l‘n) + Huzm(Qz)- (5.32)
Then we have
_ ., Pwtl_2pw' 4Pt A2 ,
8P u" = A2 =P u, + H(P W (01) + P w4 (62)).

(5.33)

Therefore, applying the optimal approximation and boundedness of the projection operator
P~, we finally get

I8 ll L2y = 118 P70" — il 2
A 2
<[P uj, — ll;l,||L2(Q) + j”P_Utm(@l) + P w0212 (5.34)

At?
E%HWMMMmm+aﬂMMMMmHMMme

which finishes the proof. O

We then present the super-convergence results involving two adjacent time steps.
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Lemma 5.3 Forany vy € Vfl and t) € Eﬁ, there holds

by (Th, W =y — en(on, TH T — (™)

< CAth* M ullyioo (0,7 20 1 TR 1l 20 (5.352)
lan i — 0 vi) — en (DT — )T v
< CAtR o oo 0,7 2 (@ Va2 - (5.35b)

Proof Without loss of generality, we only need to prove (5.35a). Again, by the Taylor’s
expansion, there exists 6 € (#,, t,+1) such that u"t!l = u" + Aru,(0). Then, we can write
il — gt = @ — ) - Pt —u) = At(u(8) — P~u,(0)). Therefore, using
(3.4a), we obtain
b (Ths gt =0 = en(Tn, (i TH T — D7
= Atlbp(Th, w (0) — P7u(0)) — cn(Th, (0 (0) — P u (6)) ) (5.36)

< CAR w @) || g2 @y 1Tl 20

which finishes the proof. O

Similarly, we have the following estimate on the difference of the inner product at two
adjacent time steps.

Lemma 5.4 Forany v, € Vfl and Ty € >k there holds

|t =0l vl < CAtK T oo 0.7 i1y IVa L2 () (5.37a)
|2 =0l T ael < CAR o |y o.7: k41 ) 1Th L4 (5.37b)

With all these preparations, now we are ready to show the following optimal error estimate
for the discrete energy error defined in (5.20).

Lemma 5.5 Given At small enough such that (5.7) is satisfied, then for every integer 1 <
n < N there holds

n
(82)2 < C*\/)\. + MAI‘(AZZ + l’lk+1) (lluHWZ,oo(o’T;HkJrZ(Q)) + ||0||W2~°°(O,T;Hk+2(Q))) Zg;'

o1
H(C O+ (A + D (lall oo, 7 20y + 10 I w2es 0.7 t+2(2)))
(5.38)

Proof First of all, by subtracting (5.2a) from the equation for the exact solution, using the
decomposition (5.19) and taking v, = é{:“ — 5{,"1, we obtain the identity

n+1 _ g£n)2 n_ gn—12
6! — 8 I -8 g
At? At?

= G, &M — & g —an(n EFT = Y Fop (L Er T —gn . (5.39

| -1 | -1
+anE & —g ) —aEHT T -8

Similarly, by subtracting (5.2b) from the equation for the exact solutions at 41 and f,,, using
the decomposition (5.19), applying 7, = £2! + & and taking the difference of the resulted
two equations, we have

@ Springer



13 Page220f33 Journal of Scientific Computing (2021) 87:13

16 Wae = 165 12 + onET + &0 &7 — &) — &g + 85, &TDHT — D)
= — (g = A, &5 80 — b 4 &5t = )
—en(Eg T g7 oTHT = G, (5.40)

We then estimate the right hand sides of (5.39) and (5.40). For the first term in (5.39), Lemma
5.2 yields

— @ et —gihe < C (hAH”“”WZ*(o T HA (@) T N llo w27 LZ(Q))) llgntt — g1 lHLZ(Q)‘

(5.41)

For the rest of the two terms in (5.39), we apply the super-convergence property (3.4b) to
obtain

—apE ET —ED (DT EIT — 8D < CH Y ol oo e B0 = E M2 ()
(5.42)

Similarly for the first term in the right hand side of (5.40), we have

— (A — A 2T + £ < CAth T o w7 i1 ) (165 Lae + I1E2 1 4.) -
(5.43)

For the remaining two terms in (5.40), by (5.35a) with the norm equivalence (3.1), we have

bp(g ™ &g gt =) — e gL gth T = ()
<Cy2x +MA[th||u||Wl~00(o,T;Hk+2(Q)) (||5;’+ 4o+ ||$q||A,Q)-

Now, we put (5.41) and (5.42) into (5.39) and put (5.43) and (5.44) into (5.40), and apply
the arguments in (5.10)—(5.11) to the left side of the sum of (5.39) and (5.40). Under the
notations in (5.20), this procedure yields

(5.44)

||8[ n+1 %:n—H

172 + 160+ 1200 — 185012y — 1601200
bGP ET — B+ en €T T T — EDT) — baE)EL — 8T
—en(E EDT = EH)
< CYA+ par(ar? + nHh (Iallw2.c0 0. 7: re+2 () + N6 lwzoeo.7: HE2(q))
(18 & 1200y + 18:E0 I 120 + 1E0 T Lae + €7 1 a.2) - (5.45)

Summing (5.45) from n = 1 to any integer M < N, we get
182" 130 ) + 188" 200 = 18i8u 17200y — 155 10 0
HhpEFHLENT =g + X EVTHT — €D — bu(E, & — £
—ch@;,(su)‘ —EDD)

< C\/ A+ /LAt(A[Z + hk+1) (||u||W2'°°(O,T;Hk+2(Q))
M+1

ol @) - D (1@ + 16 lag)- (5.46)
i=1

Using the same arguments as in (5.13)—(5.15), for At satisfying (5.7) we have

by (EMF gV gMy o) (gMHL (M — ()7

_(Cit c2)2<2 + VEE D + (k4 Dk +2)* A2 0+ 1) _pi1 02
i €5 1% 0
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"2 Ar?
1
=5 (18 e + 18,6 12 ) - (5.47)

Taking M = 0 in (5.47), and utilizing (5.21a) and (5.21c¢) lead to

_ _ 1
biEg, & — &) +enlEp, )™ — &N = 5 (||s;||34,9 e [ ||iz(m)
< COA W E Nl g, 7: 1520y + AR+ D 0 100 0,7 11 ()
<CA+ ,U«)(Atz + hk+1)Z(HUHLOO(OYT;Hk-%—Z(Q)) + ||a||WITOC(0,T;H](+1(Q)))2’ (5.48)

where we have used (5.7) again in the last inequality. Now putting (5.47) and (5.48) back
into (5.46) and using (5.21a), (5.21c¢) again, we finally obtain the desired result. m]

Finally, we have the following optimal discrete error estimates.

Theorem 5.3 Given At small enough such that (5.7) is satisfied, then for each n < N there
holds

lefllz2iq) < CHT? + DYA + u(A + h*) ([l 2o 7. mr2 () + 10 2o 7 12 () -

(5.49a)
et 2y < CH(T + Dy/a+ p(Ar* + B (Jlull e o, 7: w442 () + 16 w2 0.7 1202 ) »
(5.49b)

where C* inherits from (5.38).

Proof For simplicity’s sake, we let y = C*/A + w(At* + K (|[ull oo o, 7 vz ) +
llo w2000, 7: k+2(c2)))- First of all, let’s show the following estimate for every n < N:

& < (n— DAty +y. (5.50)

We proceed by mathematical induction. Clearly (5.50) holds for n = 1 because of (5.21a)
and (5.21c). We assume (5.50) is true for all n < M, and we shall prove it forn = M + 1.
Using (5.38), we have

M+1 M — )M
EPH2 <Ay Y & 4y < AryEY T+ Aty <fAty +My> +y2
i=1

(5.51)
Solving the quadratical inequality (5.51) for 8}11” +1 we have
£h Aty +/2M? —2M + 1)Ar2 +4M At + 4y
: (5.52)

_ Aty + (M — 1) At 4+ 2)y
- 2

which gives (5.50) by mathematical induction. We note that (5.50) together with the optimal
projection error (2.12) already yields (5.49b). Furthermore, we note that (5.50) leads to

IE2 20 — €0 2@ < 6L — &0 2@ < (0 — DALY + Aty. (5.53)
Summing (5.53) from n = 1 to any integer M < N, we obtain
MM —1)
2

<MAty +y

1
IEX N 120 — 18N L2y < Ay + MAty < Erzy +Ty  (554)
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which yields (5.49a) together with the optimal projection error estimate (2.12). O

Remark 5.1 We note that the fully discrete error estimates of LDG methods in the litera-
ture mainly focus on the problems with the first order time derivative [51,52,58], and their
techniques can not be directly applied in the case of the second time derivative. As for the
second-order wave equations, the fully discrete analysis for the leap-frog IPDG method can
be found in [27], and it employs the elliptic projector induced from the coercive bilinear form
of the IPDG method which is not available for the LDG method. Roughly speaking, one of
the major difficulties is on the identity in (5.45) since the right hand side involves the error
terms at three successive steps which can not be completely “absorbed” by the left hand side
if the Young’s inequality is applied, which is the essential reason we instead estimate the
summation in Lemma 5.5. An implicit energy conserving temporal discretization was intro-
duced in [30] to extend the result in [27]. Their method does not require any CFL condition
depending on the mesh size, and the optimal fully discrete error estimate was also provided.

5.2 A High-Order Scheme

In this section, following [10,45,46] we describe a high-order time stepping method for the
LDG scheme (2.6). Let’s start with the following identity:

1
u(t + At) —2u() +ut — Ar) = AIZ/ (I =Dy, (r + EAE. (5.55)
-1
Note that the Taylor expansion yields the following approximation
{"ZAZZ
w, (1 + EAL) X uy () + § Aty () + Tumt(f)- (5.56)

Putting (5.56) into (5.55), we obtain u(t + Ar) — 2u(t) + u(t — At) ~ Atrug, (1) +
4
Aleumz(t)- By (5.1) we have (Uy); (1) = M~ AUy, (1) and (Up)1: (1) = MTTA(Up) 1 (1) =
(M~1A)2Uj, (1). Therefore, this approximation motivates the following forth-order scheme
Ut —2ur + Uyt
At?

Similar to (5.2), we can also rewrite (5.57) in the form of a second-order predictor step and
corrector step:

B R R
=M AU} + (M4 (5.57)

(Wi, Vi)g +an(al, vi) — (@M, vi) =0, Vv, € VK, (5.58a)
(Ao, Ti)e + bi(Th, W) — cn(Tn, (W) =0, Vzj € ), (5.58b)
. ko4 n—1
with wy, = % and
n+l1 * At4 ~n ~ny\+ k
(llh ,Vh>Q = (uy, vi)g + T3 (an(@}, va) —cn((@)T.vi)) =0, Vv, €V},
(5.58¢)
(AG), Th)a + ba(Th, wi) — ci(Th, (W) ") =0,  Vr; € T}, (5.58d)
where the initial conditions are given by
0_ p i _ _ N A
u, =P uy, and uy, =P up+ AP vy + TP V.a(uy) + TP V-0 (vp).

(5.58¢e)
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Note that in (5.56) the further higher-order terms are dropped on the right hand side. If a
further higher-order scheme is desired, more terms have to be kept. Besides if only the first
term on the right of (5.56) is used for approximation, the second-order leap-frog scheme is
obtained. The analysis for this forth-order scheme will be left for future work.

6 Numerical Examples

In this section, we present some numerical results to demonstrate the theoretical estimates
above and to further investigate the long time behavior of the proposed LDG method. In
addition, we shall also compare the performance of the LDG method with that of the IPDG
method in some experiments. The IPDG method we have used is taken from [54]: find
u, € V,’; such that

/Q(uh)n -vpdX +/Qa(uh) c€(vp)dX —/g ({o(up)} : [vip ®n] + {o(vy)} : [y @n])ds
h

+ch™! fa (ulw, ® 0] : [v, @ nl 4 Alw, - nllv, -nl)ds =0, Vv, € V),
h

6.1)

in which ® denotes the Kronecker product. Here for each ¢ € &, with the neighborhood
elements K~ and K, we define {q} := % (Qg- +qg+), [(WRn] (= wWg- @ng- + W+ ®
ng+ and [W-n]:=wg- -ng- +Wg+ -ng+.

6.1 Time Stepping Constants

Note that (5.1) leads to the ODE system (Uj);(t) = M~'AU}, (7). Now we let Amax be
maximum amplitude of the eigenvalues of M~!A. By the general stability analysis of ODEs,
we expect A% A max to be bounded by certain CFL constant such that the numerical scheme
is stable. Then (5.7) suggests

< const. (6.2)

where ®(k, A, i) := Q+/kk + D+ (k+ D (k+2)>(A+ ). As suggested by [3], a good
choice of ®(k, A, i) should make the ratio in (6.2) be exactly a constant. To investigate this
issue on the proposed ® (k, A, ), we follow the numerical experiments in [3] to compute this
ratio by varying k and A with fixing 4 = 1. Numerical results indicate that the scaled quantity
h? A max changes very little as i changes; so we simply focus on 4 = 2/40. In particular, in the
computation for Fig. 1a and b, we first fix polynomial degree k = 1, 2, 3, and then compute
thmax and ®(k, A, u) by varying A = 10, 20, ..., 100, 200, ..., 2000. In Fig. 1c, we first
fix A = 10, 200, 2000 and then compute thmax and ®(k, A, u) by varyingk = 1,2,3,4,5.
In Fig. 1a and c, we can observe that the points can be approximated by a line passing through
the original point. Also Fig. 1b indicates that B2 A max /@ (k, X, ) ~ const. which is bounded
by 1. We believe these results suggest that our theoretical estimate in (5.7) for the dependence
of the stability constant on k and A is sharp. Furthermore, our extensive numerical results on
different mesh size, A and p also indicate Cs = 2 in (5.7) to guarantee the stability. Besides,
we also find that it is sufficient to exclude temporal errors in computation when choosing
Cs ~0.1.
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Dk, 1)

? 10° 10°
7 A

(a) D(k, A, p) versus h? Apax with various (b) 72 Armas /@ (K, X, 1) versus A (c) D(k, A, 1) versus h?Amax with various
A k

Fig. 1 Numerical estimates for the stability constants, for the example in Sect. 6.1

6.2 A Standing Wave

In this subsection, we apply the LDG method to (1.1) with the exact solution being a standing
wave:

_ |: cos(wmt) cos(mx) sin(wy) ] (6.3)

— cos(wmt) sin(mwx) cos(wy)

in which the force term f = 0, » = /2, and A and 1 can be chosen arbitrarily. The domain
is given by @ = [—1, 1] x [—1, 1] and the initial conditions are computed accordingly.
Starting from this subsection, the numerical results for k = 1 are generated by the leap-frog
LDG method while the results for k = 2 and k = 3 are generated by the forth-order scheme
introduced in Sect. 5.2.

First of all, we fix A = 10, u = 1, and T = 1. Then we compute the solution errors
for k = 1, 2,3 in terms of the L2 norm for u and the energy norm || - || 4, for o. We also
compare the errors for the initial conditions constructed by the Gauss-Radau projection (5.2¢)
and the standard L? projection. The results at 7 = 0.5 and r = 1 are presented in Figs. 2
and 3, and the corresponding convergence rates are estimated and indicated on the graph.
From Fig. 2 for u, we can observe that both the solutions computed by the initial conditions
with the Gauss-Radau projection and the L? projection converge optimally. We can also see
that the errors from the Gauss-Radau projection are slightly smaller than the errors from the
L? projection, and this difference becomes gradually large as the time evolves. However the
Fig. 3 indicates that the solution errors of the stress o by the Gauss-Radau projection are
much smaller than those by the L? projection. In addition, while the convergence rates for the
Gauss-Radau projection are optimal which agrees with the analysis in the previous sections,
the convergence rates for the L2 projection are only suboptimal, i.e., #* if the Q¥ polynomial
spaces are used. This phenomenon was also observed in [10] for the energy conserving LDG
method applied to the scalar second-order wave equations. We also note that the authors
in [1] actually have proved the /¥ convergence rate for the energy-conserving LDG method
applied to elastodynamics system if the Lagrange interpolation is used for constructing initial
conditions. The essential difference in the analysis is the employment of trace inequalities
on element edges which causes the loss of accuracy. However some earlier studies [9,33] on
LDG methods suggest that the choice of the initial conditions do not have much effect on the
solution errors. We expect that this may be due to the energy conservation property of our
method which can not dissipate the initial error.

Next, we perform the same computation but with the approximation space P instead of
QF, and compare their numerical results in Figs. 4, 5. This experiment is to test whether the
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100F ! ! 1 100k ! ! 1

error

10 F|*k=1,GR, "%
—4—k=2,GR, h*%
—=—k=3,GR, h>%*
108 F|—o—ket,L2, n200
—a—y=p L2, p2%

1 10°® F|—*—k=1,GR, h***
—4—k=2,GR, h>®
——k=3,GR, h>®'
1 108 F|—o—k=1,L2, h2%
—a—ep L2, h2Y

&— k=3, L2 h3.95
-10 n 1 -10
10 10
10' 102 10"
N N

——k=3,L% h*%

Fig.2 Comparison of errors for u of the standing wave example between initial conditions constructed by L2
and Gauss-Radau projections: t = 0.5 (left) and r = 1 (right)

standard polynomial space IP¥ can achieve the same accuracy and convergence order, since it
is just a subspace of QF with fewer degrees of freedom and can make the computation more
efficient. Figure 4 shows that the errors of the displacement u using P¥ space can converge
optimally but they are much larger than those using Q, and this difference becomes more
significant as the degree k increases. Furthermore, the comparison for the stress o is presented
in Fig. 5, where one can observe that the errors using P¥ are not only much larger than those
using QX, but also loss order of convergence. In particular, while the errors of Q! and P! have
almost the same numerical behavior, the errors of P? and P2 loss about 0.7 and 1 order of
convergence, respectively, i.e., the numerical results of P also become worse as k increases.
We emphasize that this actually agrees with the observation in [10] for the second order
acoustic wave equations.

Furthermore, we also investigate the numerical behavior of the proposed LDG method as
the Young’s module v — %, i.e., the ratio of the Lamé parameter A/ — oo, and use the
results of the standard IPDG method as the reference for comparison. Note that the exact
solution (6.3) only depends on u, and thus to simplify the investigation, we fix © = 1 and
vary A = 2,22, ...,2'3. The numerical results generated at 7 = 1 are presented in Figs. 6
and 7 . We clearly observe that the errors of u for the LDG method are independent with the
growth of A, while the errors of the IPDG method grow and are much larger than those of
the LDG method when A = 213, As for o, the errors of both the LDG and IPDG methods
grow as A increases, but the errors of the LDG method are much smaller than those of the
IPDG method. We emphasize that it is particularly critical to compute more accurate stress
tensor for the linear elasticity system which shows the advantage of the LDG method. In
addition, the dashed reference lines in Fig. 7 indicate the growth rate A!/2 as suggested by the
theoretical estimate in Theorem 5.3. We can see that the numerical results match this growth
rate quite well; hence we believe the dependence on A for the error of o in Theorem 5.3 is
sharp. However Theorem 5.3 also indicates the dependence for the error of u should be still
1172 and this is actually worse than the numerical results. How to prove this independence
shown by Fig. 6 is an interesting topic left for future research.
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Fig.3 Comparison of errors for o of the standing wave example between initial conditions constructed by L?
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Fig. 4 Comparison of errors for u of the standing wave example between Qk and Pk approximation spaces:

t = 0.5 (left) and t = 1 (right)
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Fig.5 Comparison of errors for o
t = 0.5 (left) and ¢ = 1 (right)
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Fig.6 Errors of LDG and IPDG methods for u versus increasing A of the standing wave example: k = 1 (left),
k = 2 (middle) and k = 3 (right)
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Fig. 7 Errors of LDG and IPDG methods for o versus increasing A of the standing wave example: k = 1
(left), k = 2 (middle) and k = 3 (right)

6.3 A Traveling Wave

In this subsection, we use the following traveling wave function as an example to investigate
the behavior of the LDG method in long time simulation:

| —cos(wmt + kmwx)sin(kmy)
u= |: —sin(wmt + kmwx) cos(kmy) ] 64

in which the force term f = 0, @ = /2k2A + 4«2, and k, A, u can be chosen arbitrarily.
According to our extensive numerical experiments, larger frequency « gives larger long
time errors. Here we focus on ¥k = 3. We also consider the computation domain Q =
[—1, 1] x [—1, 1], and the initial conditions are computed accordingly.

The numerical results are presented in Figs. 8 and 9 . From the first and third plots in
these two figures, we can clearly observe that the errors of the IPDG method for both u and
o are about 100 times larger than those of the LDG method at some long time point, such
as ¢t > 100. Furthermore, the second and forth plots in Figs. 8 and 9 indicate that the growth
of errors are all linear with respect to time for both IPDG and LDG methods. This actually
agrees with our estimates in Theorems 5.3 and 4.2 for o but not for u. We also emphasize the
slope of the LDG method is much smaller than the one of the IPDG method. In particular,
when k = 3, both the errors of u and ¢ are actually almost independent of the evolution
for the LDG method, namely they stay almost unchanged. The related sharp analysis for the
growth of the errors of u with respect to time needs future research. In addition, we plot the
wave shape in Fig. 10 for y = 0.6 and y = 0.8 at T = 1000 when k = 2. We note that there
is apparently some visible dispersion error for the IPDG method, but the wave of the LDG
method matches with the exact solution very well. All these computations indeed show the
advantages of the LDG methods in long time simulation.

@ Springer



13 Page300f33 Journal of Scientific Computing (2021) 87:13

0%

'
—e —
09— oo Loa —LDG
[—IPDG;| |—1PDG|

0 200 00 600 a0 1000 o 200 ey 500 W0 1000 o 200 a0 500 00 w0 g o0 o oo o0 000

Fig. 8 Long time errors for u of the traveling wave example: left two plots are for k = 2 where the first one
uses log-scale for the y-axis and right two plots are for k = 3 where the first one uses log-scale for the y-axis
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Fig.9 Long time errors for o of the traveling wave example: left two plots are for k = 2 where the first one
uses log-scale for the y-axis and right two plots are for k = 3 where the first one uses log-scale for the y-axis
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Fig. 10 Wave shape of u of the traveling wave example, at y = 0.6 (left) and y = 0.8 (right) for k = 2 when
t = 1000

7 Conclusion Remarks

In this paper, we have presented and analyzed an LDG method to solve elastic wave propaga-
tion problems. The proposed method has the features to conserve the energy exactly through
the dynamics and, at the same, to achieve optimal O (h**! 4 Ar?) convergence rates with
the QX spatial discretization and leap-frog temporal discretization. Numerical experiments
demonstrate that the proposed method has several advantages including the exact energy con-
servation, slow-growing errors in long time simulation, and subtle dependence on the first
Lamé parameter A. Numerical comparison with the results of IPDG methods also indicates
the effectivity of the proposed method in the long time simulation. Note that the proof of the
optimal error estimate requires Cartesian meshes which may not be applicable for compli-
cated boundary or interface geometry. Recently, optimal error estimate of DG methods with
generalized fluxes for wave equations on unstructured meshes was carried out by one of the
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authors in [48], and we will leave the detailed study of its extension to elastodynamics to a
future work.

Data Availability Statement The datasets generated during and/or analyzed during the current study are
available from the corresponding author on reasonable request.
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