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refinement interfaces by a fourth order finite difference method

Lu Zhang* Siyang Wang' N. Anders Petersson?

June 29, 2021

Abstract

We develop a fourth order accurate finite difference method for the three dimensional
elastic wave equation in isotropic media with the piecewise smooth material property. In
our model, the material property can be discontinuous at curved interfaces. The governing
equations are discretized in second order form on curvilinear meshes by using a fourth order
finite difference operator satisfying a summation-by-parts property. The method is energy
stable and high order accurate. The highlight is that mesh sizes can be chosen according to
the velocity structure of the material so that computational efficiency is improved. At the
mesh refinement interfaces with hanging nodes, physical interface conditions are imposed by
using ghost points and interpolation. With a fourth order predictor-corrector time integrator,
the fully discrete scheme is energy conserving. Numerical experiments are presented to verify
the fourth order convergence rate and the energy conserving property.

Keywords: Elastic wave equations, Three space dimension, Finite difference methods,
Summation-by-parts, Non-conforming mesh refinement
AMS subject : 66M06, 65M12

1 Introduction

Seismic wave propagation has important applications in earthquake simulation, energy resources
exploration, and underground motion analysis. In many practical problems, wave motion is
governed by the three dimensional (3D) anisotropic elastic wave equations. The layered structure
of the Earth gives rise to a piecewise smooth material property with discontinuities at internal
interfaces, which are often curved in realistic models. Because of the heterogeneous material
property and internal interfaces, the governing equations cannot be solved analytically, and it is
necessary to use advanced numerical techniques to solve the seismic wave propagation problem.

When solving hyperbolic partial differential equations (PDEs), for computational efficiency,
it is essential that the numerical methods are high order accurate (higher than second order).
This is because high order methods have much smaller dispersion error than lower order methods
[7, O]. However, it is challenging to obtain a stable and high order accurate method in the
presence of discontinuous material property and non-trivial geometry.

Traditionally, the governing equations of seismic wave propagation are solved as a first order
system, either in velocity-strain or velocity-stress formulation, which consists of nine equations.

*Department of Applied Physics and Applied Mathematics, Columbia University, New York, NY 10027, USA.
Email: 122784@columbia.edu

"TDepartment of Mathematics and Mathematical Statistics, Umed University, Umed, Sweden. |Email:
siyang.wang@umu.se| Previous affiliation: Division of Applied Mathematics, UKK, Mailardalen University,
Visteras, Sweden.

fCenter for Applied Scientific Computing, Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, Livermore, CA 94551,
USA. Email: petersson1@IInl.gov


mailto:lz2784@columbia.edu
mailto:siyang.wang@umu.se
mailto:siyang.wang@umu.se
mailto:petersson1@llnl.gov

With the finite difference method, staggered grids are often used for first order systems, and
recently the technique has been generalized to staggered curvilinear grids for the wave equation
[13]. The finite difference method on non-staggered grids has also been developed for seismic
wave simulation in 2D [§] and 3D [5].

In this paper, we use another approach that discretizes the governing equations in second
order form. Comparing with nine PDEs in a first order system, the second order formulation
consists of only three PDEs in the displacement variables. In many cases, this could be a
more efficient approach in terms of accuracy and memory usage. For spatial discretization,
we consider the finite difference operators constructed in [I6] that satisfy a summation-by-
parts (SBP) principle, which is a discrete analog of the integration-by-parts principle and is an
important ingredient to obtain energy stability. The SBP operators in [16] use a ghost point
outside each boundary to impose boundary conditions strongly. The ghost point values are
obtained by solving a system of linear equations. This can be avoided by imposing boundary
conditions in a weak sense [2] with the SBP operators constructed in [I2] that do not use any
ghost point. The close relationship between these two types of SBP operators is explored in
[21], where it was also shown in test problems that the approach using ghost points has better
CFL property.

In the SBP finite difference framework, a multi-block approach is often taken when the
material property is discontinuous. That is, the domain is divided into subdomains such that
the internal interfaces are aligned with the material discontinuities. Each subdomain has four
sides in 2D and six faces in 3D, which can then be mapped to a reference domain, for example, a
unit square in 2D and a unit cube in 3D. In each subdomain, material properties are smooth and
SBP operators are used independently for the spatial discretization of the governing equations.
To patch subdomains together, physical interface conditions are imposed at internal interfaces
[T, [6]. It is challenging to derive energy stable interface coupling with high order accuracy.

In [14], a fourth order SBP finite difference method was developed to solve the 3D elastic
wave equation in heterogeneous smooth media, where topography in non-rectangular domains
is resolved by using curvilinear meshes. The main objective of the present paper is to develop
a fourth order method that solves the governing equations in piecewise smooth media, where
material discontinuities occur at curved interfaces. This is motivated by the fact that in realistic
models, material properties are only piecewise smooth with discontinuities, and it is important
to obtain high order accuracy even at the material interfaces. A highlight of our method is that
mesh sizes in each subdomain can be chosen according to the velocity structure of the material
property. This leads to difficulties in mesh refinement interfaces, but maximizes computational
efficiency. In the context of seismic wave propagation, as going deeper in the Earth, the wave
speed gets larger and the wavelength gets longer. Correspondingly, in our model, the mesh
becomes coarser with increasing depth. In this way, the number of grid points per wavelength
can be kept almost the same in the entire domain. In addition, curved interfaces are also useful
when the top surface has a very complicated geometry. If only planar interfaces are used [15], the
size of the finest mesh block on top must be large to keep small skewness of the grid. With curved
interfaces, the size of the finest mesh block can be reduced without increasing the skewness of
the grid.

In [21], we developed a fourth order finite difference method for the 2D wave equations with
mesh refinement interfaces on Cartesian grids. Our current work generalizes to 3D elastic wave
equations on curvilinear grids. In a 3D domain, the material interfaces are 2D curved faces.
To impose interface conditions on hanging nodes, we construct fourth order interpolation and
restriction operators for 2D grid functions. These operators are compatible with the underlying
finite difference operators. With a fourth order predictor-corrector time integrator, the fully
discrete discretization is energy conserving.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce the governing equations
in curvilinear coordinates. The spatial discretization is presented in detail in Sec. 3. Particular



emphasis is placed on the numerical coupling procedure at curved mesh refinement interfaces. In
Sec. 4, we describe the temporal discretization and present the fully discrete scheme. Numerical
experiments are presented in Sec. 5 to verify the convergence rate of the proposed scheme and
the energy conserving property. We also demonstrate that the mesh refinement interfaces do
not introduce spurious wave reflections. Conclusions are drawn in Sec. 6.

2 The anisotropic elastic wave equation

We consider the time dependent anisotropic elastic wave equation in a three dimensional domain
X € ), where x = (:1:(1), 2, ar(?’))T are the Cartesian coordinates. The domain {2 is partitioned
into two subdomains Q/ and Q¢, with an interface I' = QfNQ°. The material property is assumed
to be smooth in each subdomain, but may be discontinuous at the interface I'. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that the wave speed is slower in Qf than in Q°, which motivates us
to use a fine mesh in Q/ and a coarse mesh in °. We further assume that both Qf and Q¢ have
six, possibly curved boundary faces. Denote r = (r(l),r@),r(?’))T, the parameter coordinates,
and introduce smooth one-to-one mappings

x=X/(r):[0,1? - Q@ cR® and x=X(r):[0,1® = Q° C R3. (2.1)

Let the inverse of the mappings in ber = R/ (x) with components Rf (x) = (R/(), RF-(2) RFG))T
and r = R°(x) with components R¢(x) = (R“(1), R&(2) R&GNT | respectively. Note that we do
not compute the components of the inverse mapping R¢ and R/ in this paper, the definitions
here are for the convenience of the rest of the contents.

We further assume that the interface T’ corresponds to 73) = 1 for the coarse domain and
r(3) = 0 for the fine domain. Then the elastic wave equation in the coarse domain Q€ in terms
of the displacement vector C = C(r,t) can be written in curvilinear coordinates as (see [14])

0°C 1

P p = 32 [BI(ASY,C) + Ba(45V,C) + B4(A5V,0)], eI, 20, (22)

where p¢ is the density function in the coarse domain 2°. We define

3
AgV,C =) Ni0,C, k=1,2,3,
Jj=1

with V, = (01, 09,03)T, 0; = 6;9(1')’ fori=1,2,3 and

3
Nf =J°) 0] Z°0k&5;, 4,5 =1,2,3, (2.3)
Lk=1
where,
100000 000001 000010
oFr=loooo0oo0o1],0f=lo10000],0l=l000100],
000010 000100 001000

Z°is a 6 x 6 stiffness matrices which is symmetric and positive definite and &; = g;x)) . Further,

Define M}, = OZTZCO/z€7 then M are also symmetric positive definite and M = M}; In
particular, for the isotropic elastic wave equation, we have

2+ A 0 0 0 A 0
My, = 0 pe 0 |, M= p 0 0],
0 0 u 0 0 0



e 0 0 0 0 A°
M5y = 0 2u+X° 0 |, M= 0 0 0 |, (2.4)
0 0 e w0 0
u 0 0 0 0 O
Mss = 0w 0 , Msz=10 0 X |,
0 0 2u°+ X 0 p¢ O

T T T
M§1 = (Mlcs) ) M§2 = (Mfs) . Mg = (M)
Here, A¢ and u€ are the first and second Lamé parameters, respectively.

From 1} we find that even in the isotropic case the matrices ij are full. Hence, wave
propagation in isotropic media has anisotropic properties in curvilinear coordinates. In both
isotropic and anisotropic material, the matrices N, i = 1,2, 3, are symmetric positive definite
and N, = (N5)', i,5=1,2,3.

Last, J¢ is the Jacobian of the coordinate transformation with

J¢ = det (51XC, 52XC, 53XC) € (0, OO)
+ c,t,1 ¢, +,2
; n,

7 )

n )

Denote the unit outward normal n;’ , 1 =1,2,3, for the boundaries of

the subdomain Q°, then

:(n

)

ct v:pRC’(l)
i TN RO

=

(2.5)

Here, V, = (01,02,03)7, 9; = %, i = 1,2,3. Here, '+’ corresponds to r® = 1 and -’
corresponds to () = 0. The relation between covariant basis vectors 9;X¢,i = 1,2,3 and
contravariant basis vectors VR i = 1,2, 3 can be found in [14,[18]. The elastic wave equation
in curvilinear coordinates for the fine domain in terms of the displacement vector F = F(r,t) is

defined in the same way as in the coarse domain. We have
f82F 1 = f a f 3 f 3
=T [al(Aler) + Oy(ALV,F) + 85(ALV, )], ref0,13, t>o. (2.6)

At the interface I', suitable physical interface conditions are the continuity of the traction
vectors and the continuity of the displacement vectors,
A5V,C  ALV,F
JeAe  JIASY

F=C, (2.7)

where
A= |V,RO| A = |V,RIO). (2.8)

Together with suitable physical boundary conditions, the problem ([2.2] is well-posed [6}, [14].

3 The spatial discretization

In this section, we describe the spatial discretization for the problem ([2.2 2.7) and start
with the SBP operators for the first and second derivative.

3.1 SBP operators in 1D

Consider a uniform discretization of the domain z € [0, 1] with the grids,

iz[:no,xl,--',xn,:an}T, x;=({—1h, i=0,1,---,n,n+1, h=1/(n—1),



where ¢ = 1,n correspond to the grid points at the boundary, and ¢ = 0,n 4+ 1 are ghost points
outside of the physical domain. The operator D = 8% is a first derivative SBP operator [10), [17]
if

(u,Dv)p = —(Du, V) — u1v1 + Upvp, (3.1)
with a scalar product
n
(w,v),=nh Z Wi Wi V4. (3.2)
i=1

Here, 0 < w; < oo are the weights of scalar product. The SBP operator D has a centered
difference stencil at the grid points away from the boundary and the corresponding weights
w; = 1. To satisfy the SBP identity , the coefficients in D are modified at a few points
near the boundary and the corresponding weights w; # 1. The operator D does not use any
ghost points. To discretize the elastic wave equation, we also need to approximate the second
derivative with a variable coefficient (y(z)u,),. Here, the known function y(x) > 0 describes
the property of the material. There are two different fourth order accurate SBP operators for
the approximation of (7(z)ug)z. The first one G(7)u ~ (v(x)ug)s, derived by Sjégreen and
Petersson [16], uses one ghost point outside each boundary, and satisfies the second derivative
SBP identity, B B B

(u,G(y)V)n = =Sy(u,v) —u11b1V + upy, by v. (3.3)
Here, the symmetric positive semi-definite bilinear form S, (u,v) = (Du,yDv) + (u, P(7)V)pr
does not use any ghost points, (-, -)p, is a standard discrete scalar L? inner product. The positive
semi-definite operator P(v) is small for smooth grid functions but non-zero for odd-even modes,
see [14., [16] for details. The operators b, and b,, take the form

_ 1 4 _ n+1
b1V = E ; di’l)z‘, n l ;3d U5 . (3.4)

They are fourth order approximations of the first derivative v, on the left and right boundaries,
respectively. We note that the notation G( )v implies that the operator G uses v on all grid
points x, but G( )v only returns values on the grid x without ghost points. Therefore, when
writing in matrix form, G is a rectangular matrix of size n by n + 2.

In [21], a method was developed to convert the SBP operator G() to another SBP operator
G(y) which does not use any ghost point and satisfy

(u7 G("}/)V)h = _S’Y(ua V) - Ul’YlblV + un’)’nbnvv (35)

where S, (-,-) is symmetric positive semi-definite. Here, b; and b,, are also finite difference
operators for the first derivative at the boundaries, and are constructed to fourth order accuracy.

They take the form
5
1
biv = ;dm, b,v Z div;. (3.6)

In this case, G(7) is square in matrix form. We note that in [12], Mattsson constructed a similar
SBP operator with a third order approximation of the first derivative at the boundaries.

For the second derivative SBP operators G(7) in and G(v) in , both of them use a
fourth order five points centered difference stencil to approximate (vyuy), at the interior points
away from the boundaries. For the first and the last six grid points close to the boundaries,
the operators G(7) and G(7y) use second order accurate one-sided difference stencils. They are
designed to satisfy (3.5)) and ( ., respectively.

In the following sectlon we use a combination of two SBP operators, G(v) and G(7), to
develop a multi-block finite difference discretization for the elastic wave equation. The first SBP
operator is G(7) with ghost point, and the second SBP operator G(v), converted from G(7),
does not use ghost point.
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Figure 1: The sketch for the curvilinear mesh of the physical domain 2. The blue region is the
spatial discretization of coarse subdomain €2¢ and the red region is the spatial discretization of

the fine domain Q. Note that z,y, z in the graph correspond to W 2@ 26 respectively.

In this section, we discretize the elastic wave equations ([2.2)) and (2.6]) with mesh refinement

interface I'. We assume the ratio of mesh sizes in the reference domains is 1 : 2, that is the mesh

sizes satisfy

ho(nh —1)=1, ha(nk—-1)=1,

hi(nh —1) =1,

and

2h3(n2h —1) = 1.

):17

gives an illustration of the discretization of a

1
physical domain. This is an ideal mesh if the wave speed in 7 is half of the wave speed in Q€.

ng

(

2hy
Other ratios can be treated analogously. Figure

2hi(n3h —1) =1,

In seismic wave simulation, far-field boundary conditions are often imposed in the z(!) and
23 directions. Here, our focus is on the numerical treatment of the interface conditions (2.7)).

and ignore the boundaries

-2) section of the domain Q in both

D and 23

(
1)

curvilinear space and parameter space. To condense notations, we introduce the multi-index

Therefore, we assume periodic boundary conditions in x
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Figure 2: The meshes in the physical domain (left) and parameter domain (right) of z(1)-z(3)
section with #(2) = 0. The blue dots are the ghost points for the coarse domain Q.

The physical coordinates of the coarse grid points and fine grid points follow from the mappings
x; = X¢(r;) and x; = X7 (r;), respectively. We denote a grid function by

u; =, = u(xi),

where u can be either a scalar or vector. To distinguish between the continuous variables and
the corresponding approximations on the grid, we use c; and fj to denote the grid functions for
the approximations of C(x;) and F(x;), respectively. Let ¢ and f be the vector representations of
the grid functions c¢; and f; respectively. The elements of ¢ and f are ordered in the following way:
a). for each grid point x;, there is a 3x 1 vector, say ¢; = (ci(l), c.(2), ci(g))T and f; = (fi(l), fi(2), fi(3))T;
b). the grid points are ordered such that they first loop over 7"81) direction (i), then r(®) direction
(j), and finally r®) direction (k) as

1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
c= [Cg,%,l’ Cg,%,p Cg,i,l’ Cg,%,p Cg,i,l’ Cg,%,p " ‘]T, f= [f1(,1),1a f1(,1),1a f1(,1),1a f2(,1),1» f2(,1),17 f2(,1),1’ e ‘]T-

We note that ¢ contains the ghost point values for k = n%h + 1, but f does not contain any ghost
point values.

In the spatial discretization, we only use ghost points in the coarse domain and do not use
ghost points in the fine domain. Comparing with the traditional approach of using ghost points
in both domains, the system of linear equations at the interface becomes smaller and has a
better structure. For the rest of the paper, the ~ over an operator represents that the operator
applies to a grid function with ghost points. We approximate the elastic wave equation in
Q° by

d? =
((p% (I ® I)d;) = e, ielge, t>0, (3.7)
i
where p?" and J?" are n2"n2hn2h x n2hn2hn2t diagonal matrices with the diagonal elements

ph = p¢(x;) and J2h = J¢(x;), i € Ige; the matrix I is a 3 x 3 identity matrix because the
spatial dimension of the governing equation is 3; finally, the discrete spatial operator is

2 3 3
L= > QMNiMe+ G (Ng)e+Y Y Di*(NpmDte) |, (3.8)
=1

=1 m=1,m=#l

which uses ghost points when computing é%h(N%l)c In Appendix [A] the terms Q?h(nglh)c,
G¥(N#)c and D?h(N%D%lc) are presented, which approximate 9;(N;9;C), 03(N3303C) and

O1( N0 C), respectively.



Next, we approximate the elastic wave equation (2.6 on the fine grid points. For all fine
grid points that are not located at the interface I', the semi-discretization is

d*f
<( ®I)(Jh®1)d2> =l i€ Ig\Ips, t>0. (3.9)

Here, p" and J" are nfinfink x nfinink diagonal matrices with the diagonal elements pl' = p/ (x;)

and Jh J7(x1), i € Ir. And the discrete spatial operator is

2 3 3
LM =Y QMUNDE+GENBE+Y . > DHNELDRE) | - (3.10)
=1 =1 m=1,m=#l

Here, the term G% (N, f approximating 03(N3303F) without using any ghost points is presented
in Appendix [A} the terms Q"(N/)f and Dh(NﬁZDﬁlf ) are defined similar as those in and
are used to approximate 8Z(Nll8lF) and 0;( Ny O F), respectively.

For the approximation at the interface I', we obtain the numerical solution using a scaled
interpolation operator

fi :Pi(c), iEIFf, (3.11)

which imposes the continuity of the solution at the interface I'. For energy stability, the operator
P must be of a specific form

P = (A FPIRAM)) oL (3.12)

Here, J& and A" are nfin? x nnl diagonal matrices with diagonal elements JF .= J/(x;) and

Al = A (x;), i € Iy, with A/ is given in (2.8). Similarly, J2* and A?" are thn%h x n2hn3h

dlagonal matrices with diagonal elements JFl J¢(x;) and A2 = AC(Xl) i € Ire, with AC

is given in . Finally, P is an interpolation operator of size nfnf x n2"n2" for scalar grid

functions at FC. Since the spatial discretization is fourth order accurate, we also use a fourth
order interpolation. With mesh refinement ratio 1 : 2, the stencils P have four cases as illustrated
in Figure 3] Consequently, the scaled interpolation operator P is also fourth order accurate.

In the implementation of our scheme, we use to obtain the solution at the interface
of the fine domain. However, in the energy analysis in Sec. it is more convenient to use the
equivalent form

(( RI)(J" 1) fg) =L+, i€l (3.13)
with
n = ((pth) ® 1) P (((p%ﬂh) ® 1)_1 E%c> _ cht. (3.14)

The variable n in is approximately zero with a second order truncation error, which is of
the same order as the boundary stencil of the SBP operator. Hence, n does not affect the order
of truncation error in the spatial discretization. For the simplicity of analysis, we introduce a
general notation for the schemes and in the fine domain 9,

d2f . LM +my, el
(( RI)(J' 1) 2> =Lhe=13"" " r t>0. (3.15)
dt LI, ic Io\Ips

The following condition imposes continuity of traction at the interface, the first equation in

27,

<((A2’U§h) ® I)_l ﬁg%) - Ri< ((AhJF) ® I) g - hgwln)), iclre.  (3.16)

i



Here, ((A*"J2") @ I)f1 A2hc and (A" I ® I)f1 ABf are approximations of the traction at the
interface on the coarse grid and fine grid, respectively. The definitions of .A%hc and Agff are
given in Appendix [A] The operator R is a scaled restriction operator with the structure

R = ((J%hA%)"R(J{LAh) )®I, (3.17)

where the stencils of R in Figure 4| are determined by the compatibility condition R = 1PT
It is a restriction operator of size ny'n3" x nfink for scalar grid functions at I'/. Finally, hgwln
in (3.16) is a term essential for stability, because in the stability analysis in the next section
it cancels out 1 in the fine domain spatial discretization . The term is smaller than the
truncation error of spatial discretization, so it does not affect the overall order of truncation
error. Hence, is a sufficiently accurate approximation for the continuity of traction at
the interface. As will be seen later, the compatibility condition, as well as the scaling of the
interpolation and restriction operators, are important for energy stability [I1]. We also remark
that the condition determines the ghost points values in the coarse domain.

Let u and v be grid functions in the coarse domain Q¢. We define the discrete inner product

at the interface by

2h 2h
(0, v)y), = 4h1hzZZJF AT o (W gV an). (3.18)
=1 j=1

Similarly, the discrete inner product at the interface for fine domain Qf is defined as

h . h
ny Ny

(W, V), =hihg » > I AL (Wi - Vi) (3.19)

i=1 j=1

when u and v are grid functions in fine domain Q. Then we have the following lemma for the
interpolation and restriction operators.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ and f be grid functions at the interface for coarse domain and fine domain,
respectively. Then the interpolation operator P and the restriction operator R satisfy

if the compatibility condition R = lPT holds.
Proof. From (3.18)—(3.19), the definition of P in and R in (3.17), we obtain
T
(Pe,£), = hihs K(J AR)ZP(JEAR) ®I) ] £

:4h1h2cT[<(J2hA2h) “PT(JhAr) 2 I) f]

O] = (e R

wh—t

= 4hyhacT [((JI%M%)% Jh AR

3.3 Energy estimate

In this section, we derive an energy estimate for the semi-discretization and - in
Sec. [3:2] Let u,v be grid functions in the coarse domain Q¢ and define the three dimensional
discrete scalar product in € as

2h n2h n2h

(v,u)g, = 8h1h2h3222wk 2 (Vi Wigk)- (3.21)

i=1 j=1 k=1

9
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Similarly, define the three dimensional discrete scalar product in Qf as

”1 "2 ”3

(V u h — h1h2h3 Z Z Zwkjlj \Vigk - Wiy, k) (3.22)

i=1 j=1 k=1

where u and v are grid functions in the fine domain Q. Now, we are ready to state the energy
estimate of the proposed schemes in Section [3.2]

Theorem 3.2. The semi-discretization and is energy stable if the interface condi-
tions (3.11) and (3.16) are satisfied.

Proof. Forming the inner product between (3.7) and 8hjhohswicy, and summing over i, j, k, we
have

(ct, (0?1 @ Dew)an = (i, (T2 @ 1) TLLME) o), = —Son(cr, €) + Bap(cy, c), (3.23)

where Syp(cy,c) is a symmetric and positive definite bilinear form given in Appendix the
boundary term Bay(cy, ) is given by

dc1

b7 - (A2he);. (3.24)

Bap(ct,c) = 4hiho Z

i€lre
Forming the inner product between (3.15) and hjhohswif;, and summing over i, j, k, we obtain
o df;
(£, (0" @ D)= (£, (J" @) L ), = =S (£, ) + Br(fi, f) + hahghgwr » M (3.25)
iGIFf

Here, Sy is also a symmetric and positive definite bilinear form given in Appendix The
boundary term By (f;, f) has the following form

df;
By(fy,f) = —hihy > - - (ARf);. (3.26)
iEIFf

Adding (3.23]) and (3.25)) together, we have

% (£, (0" @ Dfy)p, + Sh(E,£) + (cr, (™" @ D)er)an + San(e, )] =

df;
2Bh(ft, f) + 2B2h(Ct, C) + 2h1hohgw E E - 1. (327)
iEIFf

Substituting (3 26) and (|3.24]) into and combining the deﬁnitions of the scalar product at

the interface -, the contmulty of solution at the interface and Lemma we
get

d
o [ B (0" @D+ Su(E.) + (1, (07 @ Deron + Sanle )]
= 2(f (A'H) 9 D7 (—AGE + hawim) ) +2 (s, (AR o D7 AFe)
—9 <77ct, (A" @ T) 7 (— Al + hgwln)>h +2 <ct, (A2hJ2h) @ I)‘%Zt“ghc>2h
—1 -1 7
=2 <Ct, R(((AhJI@) X I) (—.Agf + h3w1n)) >2h +2 <Ct, ((A2hJ§h) X I) A%hC>2h =0.

Note that the discrete energy for the semi-discretization (3.7) and (3.15)) is given by (£, (p" ®
Dfy)n + Su(f, f) + (ci, (0" @ I)ey)an + San(e, c). O

11



4 The temporal discretization

The equations are advanced in time with an explicit fourth order accurate predictor-corrector
time integration method. Like all explicit time stepping methods, the time step must not exceed
the CFL stability limit. By a similar analysis as in [16], we require

Ay < Cenl min{hla ha, h3}/\/ Rmax;

where Kpax is the maximum eigenvalue of the matrices

g1 (T TrVE ) TrV )
B = ey | TG Tr(v ) TrNy () |
Tr(Ng™ () Tr(Ngl ™ () Tr(Ngf (1))

and TT(NI%’C} (r;)) represents the trace of 3 x 3 matrix Nl{ri:’c}(ri). Note that £max is related to
the material properties pif¢t, M7:¢t and pl/:¢}. The notation {-,-} represents the component-
wise identities. We choose the Courant number C.qg = 1.3, which has been shown to work well
in practical problems [14], [16]. The Courant number shall not be chosen too close to the stability
limit so that noticeable reflections at mesh refinement interfaces can be avoided [3]. In the
following, we give detailed procedures about how we apply the fourth order time integrator to
the semidiscretizations and ( -

Let ¢ and " denote the numerical approximations of C(x, t,),x € Q¢ and F(x, t,),x € Q/,
respectively. Here, t, = nAs;,n =0,1,--- and A; > 0 is a constant time step. We present the
fourth order time integrator with predictor and corrector in Algorithm

Algorithm 1 Fourth order accurate time stepping for the semidiscretizations and -

Given ¢",¢" ! and £, f*~! that satisfy the discretized interface condltlons.

e Compute the predictor at the interior grid points

-1 -
" =2ef — T+ A7 (@D @ D) LY, i€ o

1 1

1

—1 N
£l o gnl 4 A2 ((ph oD)(J' @ 1)) LI, i€ I\ Ips.

At the interface I', the values fi*’n+1 are computed by the continuity of solution

£ = Py, e Iy

1

~x,n+1

At the interface I', the ghost point values in ¢
for the continuity of traction

are computed by solving the equation

<((A2hJ1%h) ® 1)*1 .Zghc*’”ﬂ) — Ri< ((Ahjp) ® I)*1 (Agf*’"ﬂ—hgwm*’”“)),i € Ire.

i

(4.1)
e Evaluate the acceleration at all grid points
o E*,nJrl _9gn —|—En71 ot — f*,n+1 _ 9fn + fnfl
: s 57

Compute the corrector at the interior grid points
A4
ot = C;k,nJrl 4 121: ((th ® 1)(J2 ®I)) £2har, i€ I,

A} 5

-1
=g S (et e) Lay, ielh
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e At the interface I', the values fi”Jrl are computed by the continuity of solution

£ =P, i€ Iy

e At the interface I', the ghost point values in ¢"*! are computed by solving the equation
for the continuity of traction

<((A2h,]1%h) ® I)*1 .Zghc"H). - Ri( ((AhJ#) ® I)*1 (Abgrt1 hgwln”+1)), ie Ipe.
l (4.2)

In the Algorithm [T} we need to solve the linear systems for the continuity of traction at the
interface I' in both predictor step and corrector step ( [4.2). The linear system matrices
of and are the same. Therefore, we only present how to solve in the predictor
step.

There are 3n2"n3" unknowns and 3n2"n2" linear equations in . For large problems in
three dimensions, it is very memory inefficient to calculate the LU-factorization. Therefore,
we use iterative methods to solve the linear system in . In particular, we consider three
different iterative methods: the block Jacobi iterative method, the conjugate gradient (CG)
iterative method and the preconditioned conjugate gradient iterative method. The detailed
methods and a comparison are given in Section [5.2

5 Numerical Experiments

We present four numerical experiments. In Sec. we verify the order of the convergence of
the proposed scheme 13.15, [3.11}, [3.16). In Sec. we present three iterative methods for
solving the linear systems and . The efficiency of the iterative methods is investigated
and a comparison with the LU-factorization method is conducted. Next, in Sec. we show
that our schemes generate little reflection at the mesh refinement interface. Finally, the en-
ergy conservation property is verified in Sec. with heterogeneous and discontinuous material
properties.

5.1 Verification of convergence rate

We use the method of the manufactured solution to verify the fourth order convergence rate of
the proposed scheme. We choose the mapping of the coarse domain Q¢ as

27 (1)
X = XC(I‘) = 27TT(2) 9
7"(3)07; (7‘(1)’ 7‘(2)) _|_ (1 — 7"(3))0b (7"(1), 7"(2))

where 0 < () 72 () <1, 0; represents the interface surface geometry,
0; (T(l), 7“(2)) =7+ 0.2sin(4rrM) + 0.2 cos(4rr?), (5.1)

and 6, is the bottom surface geometry,

M _0.6) (r® —0.6)
W ) _ _ (Y —06)7 _ (P -06)
9(,(7' T ) 0.2exp< 004 >+0.2exp< 004 .

13



As for the fine domain Qf, the mapping is chosen to be

2
x=X/(r) = 27r()
7*(3) et (r(l) , r(2)) + (1 — 7*(3))91 (r(l)’ 7*(2))

where 0 <+ #2) #(3) <1 and 6, is the top surface geometry,

1 _ 2 2) _ 2
et (T(l))r(2)) =27+ 0.2 exp <—(TOO£5)) + 0.2 exp (_(T05)> .

In the entire domain, we choose the density
p(z®, 2@ 23y = 2 4 sin(z™ + 0.3) sin(z? 4 0.3) sin(z®) - 0.2),
and material parameters pu, A
p(a® 2@ 23y =3 4 sin(3zM + 0.1) sin(3z2 + 0.1) sin(z®),

and
Az, 2@ 26y = 21 4 cos(z™ +0.1) cos(z?P + 0.1) sin?(323)).

In addition, we impose a boundary forcing on the top surface and Dirichlet boundary conditions
for the other boundaries. The external forcing, top boundary forcing g and initial conditions
are chosen such that the solutions for both fine domain (F) and coarse domain (C) are F(-,t) =
C(-,t) =u(-,t) = (ur(-,t), ua(-,t), uz(-, )’ with

uy (-, 1) = cos(zM + 0.3) sin(z® + 0.3) sin(z® + 0.2) cos(t?),

up(-,t) = sin(zM + 0.3) cos(z? + 0.3) sin(z® + 0.2) cos(t?),

us(-,t) = sin(zM + 0.2) sin(z® + 0.2) cos(z® + 0.2) sin(t).

~+

For example, for the boundary forcing at the top surface, we have

3 3

ou ;
g=(g1,92.95)" =) ZMf nf ™

=\ = W 9z (3)

where, MZJ; and n3’+’i are defined in and , respectively.

The problem is evolved until final time 7' = 0.5. In Table |1, we use L to represent the L?
error in the entire domain Q = Q¢ U Q/. The notations Lg and L§ represent the L? error in
the fine domain ©/ and coarse domain Q°, respectively. The convergence rates are shown in
the parentheses in Table [II We observe that the convergence rate is fourth order for all cases.
Even though the boundary accuracy of the SBP operator is only second order, the optimal
convergence rate is fourth order. For a more detailed analysis of the convergence rate, we refer
to [19 20]. To solve the linear system for ghost point values, we use a block Jacobi iterative
method. In the following section, we study two more iterative methods and compare them in
terms of the condition number and the number of iterations.

5.2 Iterative methods

In this section, we use the same example as in Sec. For the proposed scheme (3.7
3.16), we need to solve linear systems with 3n%hn%h unknown ghost point values on the coarse

grid. At each time step, two linear systems with the same matrix are solved for the continuity
of traction at the interface I'.
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2hy = 2hg = 2h3 = 2h Lo L LS
o7 /24 2.2227¢-03 8.0442e-04 2.0720e-03
o7 /48 1.4142¢-04 (3.97) 5.1478-05 (3.97) 1.3171e-04 (3.98)
27 /96 8.6166e-06 (4.04) 3.0380e-06 (4.08) 8.0632¢-06 (4.03)

Table 1: The L? error and corresponding convergence rates of the fourth order SBP method.

We investigate three iterative methods: the block Jacobi method, the conjugate gradient
method and the preconditioned conjugate gradient method. We note that the coefficient matrix
of the linear system arising from the continuity of traction at interface I' is not symmetric for
this test problem. However, our experiment shows that both the conjugate gradient method and
the preconditioned conjugate gradient method converge.

For the problem proposed in Sec. the structure of the coefficient matrix of the linear
system arising in is shown in Figure |5 which is determined by the interpolation operator
P and restriction operator R. In this example, we use n%h = n%h = 13,n§h = 7. We choose
the entries indicated by red color in Figure |5 to be the block Jacobi matrix in the block Ja-
cobi iterative method and the preconditioning matrix in the preconditioned conjugate gradient
method. The absolute error tolerance is set to be 107 for all three iterative methods and
h1 = hy = hs = h.

2h CG Block Jacobi Preconditioned CG
21 /24 37.78 24.96 4.01
27 /48 38.61 25.38 2.87
27 /96 39.14 25.43 2.25

Table 2: The condition number of the matrices in the conjugate gradient method, the block
Jacobi method and the preconditioned conjugate gradient method.

Table [2| shows the condition number of the original coefficient matrix, the block Jacobi
matrix and the coefficient matrix after applying the preconditioning matrix. We observe that
the condition number for preconditioned conjugate gradient method is smallest and is consistent
with the results of iteration number for different iterative methods: there are around 44 iterations
for the conjugate gradient method, 13 iterations for the block Jacobi method and 9 iterations
for the preconditioned conjugate gradient method.

In comparison, we have also performed an LU factorization for the linear system when the
mesh size 2h = 27 /96, and the computation takes 40.6 GB memory. In contrast, with the block
Jacobi method, the peak memory usage is only 1.2 GB. For large-scale problems, the memory
usage becomes infeasible for the LU factorization.
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Figure 5: The left panel is the structure of the coefficient matrix of the linear system (3.16)).
The right panel shows a close-up of one diagonal block.

5.3 Gaussian source

In this section, we perform a numerical simulation with a Gaussian source at the top surface
and verify that the curved mesh refinement interface does not generate any artifacts.
We choose a flat top and bottom surface geometry

0, (rM,r@) = 1000, 6,(rM, ) =0,
respectively. The mesh refinement interface is parameterized by
0; (r(l), r(z)) = 800 + 20 sin(47r(V) + 20 cos(4mr?)), (5.2)

where 0 < (M) 2 () < 1. In addition, the mapping in the coarse domain Q¢ and fine domain
QF are given by

20007 (1)
x=X(r) = 20007 ()
7’(3)07: (74(1)7 7'(2)) + (1 — fr(3))0b (7"(1) , r(2))
and
200071
x=X/(r)= 20007(2)

r(3)9t (r(1)7r(2)) + (1 — r(3))91 (7*(1)’ 7'-(2))
respectively. In the entire domain, we use the homogeneous material properties
p(x(l),a:(Q),x(3)) =1.5x 10%, u(x(l),x(2),a:(3)) = 1.5 x 107, )\(m(l),x@)?xw)) =3 x 10°.

At the top surface, the Gaussian source g = (g1, g2,93)" is imposed as the Dirichlet data

with g1 = g2 = 0 and

2 M 2 (2) 2
10% t—4/44.2 o 2\ — 1000 2% — 1000
= X - —F X - — — P ——
93 P 1/44.2 P 12,5 12.5
Homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed at other boundaries. Both the initial
conditions and the external forcing are set to zero everywhere. For these material properties,
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the shear wave velocity is ¢ = /u/p = 1000. With the dominant wave frequency fy =
44.2v/2/(27) =~ 10, the corresponding wavelength ¢,/ fo is approximately 100.

In the numerical schemes, we consider three different meshes: Mesh 1 is the Cartesian mesh
without any interface and n1 = ny = 201, n3 = 101 with n; denotes the number of grid points
in the direction (Y. This corresponds to 10 grid points per wavelength and is considered as
the reference solution. Mesh 2 is the curvilinear mesh with a curved mesh refinement interface
defined in and n?h = nZh = 101, n2" = 41, n} = nk = 201, n% = 21. The mesh size in Qf
is approximately the same as the mesh size in the Cartesian mesh. As a result, the waves are
resolved with 5 grid points per wavelength in 2¢. Mesh 3 is obtained by refining Mesh 2 in all
three spatial directions.

u, t= 0.2 u,, t= 0.4
1000 1000 01
0.15
800 o1 800 0.05
600 0.05 600
) 0 ) 0
X 400 oos 400
200 . 200 -0.05
-0.15
0 o 0.1
1000 1500 2000 1000 1500 2000
NG NG
u,, t= 0.2 uy, t= 0.4
1000 1000 0.1
0.15
800 01 800 0.05
600 005 600
o 0 [u) 0
X 400 o0s 400
200 0.1 200 -0.05
-0.15
o o 0.1
1000 1500 2000 1000 1500 2000
NeY e
u,, t=0.2 u, t=0.4
1000 1000 01
0.15
800 01 800 0.05
600 0.05 600
) 0 ) 0
X 400 o005 400
200 0.1 200 -0.05
-0.15
o s 0.1
1000 1500 2000 1000 1500 2000
NG X

Figure 6: The graphs for u;. In the top, middle and bottom panel, we show numerical solutions
at t = 0.2 and ¢ = 0.4 computed with Mesh 1 (uniform Cartesian grid without any interface),
Mesh 2 (curved interface) and Mesh 3 (a refinement of Mesh 2), respectively. The curved
interfaces are marked with the red dash lines.

In Figure [6] we plot the component uy at ¢ = 0.2 and ¢ = 0.4. Some artifacts are observed
in the solution computed with the second mesh, which is due to the small number of grid points
per wavelength in Q¢. The results become better when the finer curvilinear mesh is used. From
Figure [7] we observe that there is no obvious reflection at the mesh refinement interface for the
component ug, and we have a better result when a finer curvilinear mesh is used. The component
ug is zero up to round-off error for both the Cartesian mesh and curvilinear meshes and is not
presented here.

5.4 Energy conservation test

To verify the energy conservation property of the scheme, we perform computation without
external source term, but with a Gaussian initial data centered at the origin of the computational
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1000 1000
0.15
800 03 800
0.1
600 02  _ 600
m m
= = 0.05
x x
400 o1 400
0
200 . 200
0 0 -0.05
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
&Y
ug, t=0.2
1000 1000
0.15
800 03 800
0.1
600 02 _ 600
m m
a 8 0.05
x x
400 01 400
0
200 . 200
0 0 -0.05
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
x NG
1000 1000
0.15
800 800
0.1
600 600
m m
~ ~ 0.05
X 400 X 400
0
200 200
o o -0.05
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
x <

Figure 7: The graphs for us. In the top, middle and bottom panel, we show numerical solutions
at t = 0.2 and ¢ = 0.4 computed with Mesh 1 (uniform Cartesian grid without any interface),
Mesh 2 (curved interface) and Mesh 3 (a refinement of Mesh 2), respectively. The curved
interfaces are marked with the red dash lines.
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domain. The computational domain is chosen to be the same as in Sec. The material
property is heterogeneous and discontinuous: for the fine domain 7, the density varies according
to

pf (W 2@ 23y = 3 +sin(22M) + 0.3) cos(#® + 0.3) sin(223) — 0.2),

and material parameters satisfy
pf (2 2@ 23 = 2 4 cos(3z™M) +0.1) sin(32) + 0.1) sin(®))?,
M (@M, 2?24y = 15 4 cos(zM + 0.1) sin(42?® + 0.1) sin(32*)?;
for the coarse domain ¢, the density varies according to
p(zW, 2?23y = 2 4 sin(z™ +0.3) sin(z? + 0.3)sin(22® - 0.2),
and material parameters satisfy
pf(zW, 2@ 23y = 3 4 sin(3zM +0.1) sin(3z2) + 0.1) sin(z®),

Az, 2?20y = 21 + cos(z(M) 4 0.1) cos(z? + 0.1) sin(32))2.
The initial Gaussian data is given by C(-,0) = F(-,0) = u(-,0) = (u1(-,0), ua(-,0),u3(-,0))”

with
B (x(l) _ ﬂ)z (m(z) o 7r)2 (33(3) o 7r)2
ur(-,0) = exp ( 0.1 exXp 0.1 exp 0.1 :

(x(l) — )2 (m(2) — )2 (x(i%) —m)?
uz(-,0) = exp (—02) exp (—02> exp <—02> ,

(@) — m)? (@ — n)? (@® — n)?
us(-,0) = exp (—01) exp (—02> exp <—02> )

The grid spacing in the parameter space for the coarse domain Q€ is 2hy = 2hgy = 2h3 = ; and
for the fine domain Qf is hy = hy = hg = 15, that is we have 25 x 25 x 13 grid points in the
coarse domain Q¢ and 49 x 49 x 25 grid points in the fine domain Q.

The semi-discrete energy is given by (£, (p" @ 1)f;)s + Si(f, f) + (ct, (0" @I)cy)ap +San(c, c),
see (3.27). By using the same approach as for the isotropic elastic wave equation, see [14] [16],

the expression for the fully discrete energy reads

g+l _gn)? (At)2

n+1/2 _ h 1 n+l eny h —1phen+l [ h —1/ 7h —1 phen
E H(p ®IT):— h+Sh(f A7) =05 ((J D)L (e D) NI o T) Lk )h
n+tl _ .n||2 2 - ~
+ (p2h ® I)é C c + S2h<cn+1,cn)_ (At) ((JQh ® I)flﬁ2hcn+17 (p2h ® I)fl(JQh ® 1)71£2hcn)
At |y, 12

We plot the relative change in the fully discrete energy, (E"t1/2 — EV/2)/EY? as a function
of time with ¢ € [0,120] in Figure This corresponds to 6186 time steps. Clearly, the fully
discrete energy remains constant up to the round-off error.

5.5 LOH.1 model problem with layered material

As the final numerical example, we consider the layer-over-halfspace benchmark problem LOH.1
[4]. The computational domain is taken to be (x,y,z) € [0,30000]% x [0,17000] with a free
surface boundary conditions at z = 0. The problem is driven by a single point moment source
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Figure 8: The relative change in the fully discrete energy as a function of time. Here, t = 120
corresponds to 6186 time steps.

defined as g(t, tg,w) M - Vio(x —x¢), where the point source location is xo = (15000, 15000, 2000)
and the moment time function is

g(t, to,w) = \/%e—“(t—towz, w = 16.6667, ty = 0.36.

In the 3-by-3 symmetric moment tensor M, the only nonzero elements are M = Mo = 1018,
The center frequency is w/(27) = 2.65 and the highest significant frequency is estimated to be
2.5w/(2m) = 6.63.

The LOH.1 model has a layered material property with a material discontinuity at z = 1000,
with the dynamic and mechanical parameters given in Table In the top layer z € [0, 1000], both
the compressional and shear velocity are lower than the rest of the domain. For computational
efficiency, a smaller grid spacing shall be used in the top layer.

Depth [m]_ Vylm/s] _Vam/s] _plKg/m’]
Layer 0-1000 4000 2000 2600
half-space  1000-17000 6000 3464 2700

Table 3: Dynamic and mechanical parameters for the layer and the lower half-space of the layer
over half-space test.

We solve the LOH.1 model problem by using the open source code SW4, where our proposed
method has been implemented. The solution is recorded in a receiver on the free surface at
the point (z,y,2) = (21000,23000,0). The time history of the vertical, transverse and radial
velocities are shown in Figure @ with grid spacing A = 100 in the half-space and h/2 = 50 in the
top layer. With the highest significant frequency 6.63 Hz, the smallest number of grid points
per wavelength is only 5.22. Despite this, we observe the numerical solutions agree well with
the exact solution. In Figure the solutions computed on a finer mesh with A = 50 in the
half-space and h/2 = 25 in the top layer look identical to the exact solutions.

To test the performance of the new method, we record the quotient between the computa-
tional time of solving the linear system for the mesh refinement interface and of the time-stepping
procedure in Table[dl We have run simulations on two different computer clusters. First, we use
two nodes on the Rackham cluster with each node consisting of two 10-core Intel Xeon V4 CPUs
and 128 GB memory. In the second simulation, we use three nodes on ManeFrame IT (M2) with
each node consisting of two 18-core Intel Xeon E5-2695 v4 CPUs and 256 GB memory. From
Table {4l we observe that our new method (with ghost points from the coarse domain) needs
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Figure 9: LOH.1: The radial (top), transverse (middle), and vertical (bottom) velocities time
histories. Here the numerical solutions are plotted in blue (h = 100) and the semi-analytical
solution is plotted in red.
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Figure 10: LOH.1: The radial (top), transverse (middle), and vertical (bottom) velocities time
histories. Here the numerical solutions are plotted in blue (h = 50) and the semi-analytical
solution is plotted in red.
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much less time to solve the linear system for interface conditions compared with the old method
in SW4 (with ghost points from both coarse and fine domains).

Machine | new method | old method
Rackham 4.02% 8.16%
M2 5.17% 8.87%

Table 4: The quotient of the computational time of solving the linear system for the mesh
refinement interface and of the time-stepping procedure.

In addition, the proposed method implemented in SW4 has excellent parallel scalability.
When running the same model problem with 4 nodes (80 cores) on the Rackham cluster, the
computational time of the time stepping procedure is 51% of that with 2 nodes. Further in-
creasing to 8 nodes (160 cores), the computational time of the time stepping procedure is 52%
of that with 4 nodes.

6 Conclusion

We have developed a fourth order accurate finite difference method for the three dimensional
elastic wave equations in heterogeneous media. To take into account discontinuous material
properties, we partition the domain into subdomains such that interfaces are aligned with ma-
terial discontinuities such that the material property is smooth in each subdomain. Adjacent
subdomains are coupled through physical interface conditions: continuity of displacements and
continuity of traction.

In a realistic setting, these subdomains have curved faces. We use a coordinate transfor-
mation and discretize the governing equations on curvilinear meshes. In addition, we allow
nonconforming mesh refinement interfaces such that the mesh sizes in each block need not to be
the same. With this important feature, we can choose the mesh sizes according to the velocity
structure of the material and keep the grid points per wavelength almost the same in the entire
domain.

The finite difference discretizations satisfy a summation-by-parts property. At the interfaces,
physical interface conditions are imposed by using ghost points and mesh refinement interfaces
with hanging nodes are treated numerically by the fourth order interpolation operators. To-
gether with a fourth order accurate predictor-corrector time stepping method, the fully discrete
equation is energy conserving. We have conducted numerical experiments to verify the en-
ergy conserving property, and the fourth order convergence rate. Furthermore, our numerical
experiments indicate that there is little artificial reflection at the interface.

To obtain values of the ghost points, a system of linear equations must be solved. In our
formulation, we only use ghost points from the coarse domain, which is more efficient than the
traditional approach of using ghost points from both domains. For large-scale simulations in
three dimensions, the LU factorization cannot be used due to memory limitations. We have
studied and compared three iterative methods for solving the linear system.

Our proposed method has been implemented in the open source code SW4 [15], which can be
used to solve realistic seismic wave propagation problems on large parallel, distributed memory,
machines. We have tested the benchmark problem LOH.1 and verified the improved efficiency.

Acknowledgement

This work was performed under the auspices of the U.S. Department of Energy by Lawrence
Livermore National Laboratory under Contract DE-AC52-07NA27344. This is contribution
LLNL-JRNL-810518. This research was supported by the Exascale Computing Project (ECP),

22



project 17-SC-20-SC, a collaborative effort of two U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) organiza-
tions - the Office of Science and the National Nuclear Security Administration.

Part of the computations were performed on resources provided by Swedish National In-
frastructure for Computing (SNIC) through Uppsala Multidisciplinary Center for Advanced
Computational Science (UPPMAX) under Project SNIC 2019/8-263.

A Terms in the spatial discretization

For the first term in (3.8)), we have

(Q"(N")e)n
lzh(NlZlh>c = E zZENEZ;C;Q 9 ( P - ZQ 7 ) ( )7 p = 17 27 37
Q7" (Nj")e)s

where we have used a matlab notation Nﬁh(p7 q) to represent the p-th row and ¢-th column of
the matrix Nflh, ?h(N 2h( p,q))c\D is the central difference operator in direction r) for spatial
second derivative with variable coefficient. For the second term in (3.8)), we have

é?‘}h(Ng?})l)c = (@%h(Ng?})l)c)Q I <G2h p - Z G ) (q)7 b= 17 27 37

where é%h(Ngél (p,q))cY) is the second derivative SBP operator defined in || for direction r®).
For the third term in (3.8)), we have

(DQh (NQhDQh ))

Im~—m
Di*(NimDie) := | (DMNZhDRe))s | (D" (N Die p—ZD 2 (p, ) DRl D), p = 1,2,3.
(DPM(NimD'e))s

Here, D%’c(q) is a central difference operator in direction ("™ for the spatial first derivative, and
Dghc(‘” is the SBP operator defined in 1' for direction (),
For the second term in (3.10f), we have

(Gh (N )f)1 3
GE(NE)E == | (GR(N))2 |, (Gh(Ng)E), = Z GH(NI(p, ) f9, p=1,2,3.
(GE(Nfs)f)s g=1

Here, GR (N (p, q))f9 is the SBP operator defined in (3.5)) for direction 7(®).
For the continuity of traction (3.16]), we have

A%hc = N2 D¥'c + N2k D3"c + N2 D3'e,

where
(N:)?lthQhC)l 3

NitDi"e:= | (N3'Df'c)y |, (N3'Dic),=> Nif(p,¢)Di"c@, 1=1,2, p=1,2,3
(N:)?lthQhC)?) =

with Dlzhc(q) to be a central difference operator for first spatial derivative in direction (), and

(Ne?z»f@ c)1 ~ 3 N
N3 D3 (NZIDFre)y |, (N3ED3e)y = Nij(p,)D3"?, p=1,2,3
(N:?:?D c)3
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with nghc(q) to be the difference operator for first spatial derivative in direction () defined as
in the second equation of (3.4)); and

ARf = NI, DM + NI DB + NL D

where
(N:?:%D:}ff)l 3
NEDhf = | (NEDEE)y |, (NDEE), = Nis(p,)Dhf?, p=1,2,3
(N§‘3D§f)3 q=1

with D} f (@) to be the SBP operator for first spatial derivative in direction r®) defined as in the
first equation of . And N?flehf ,1 = 1,2 are defined similar as those in A

B Bilinear form
The term Sap(ct, €) in (3.23)) is given by

San(cr, €) = (Di"cy, N{T DY e)an + (D" er, Niy D3")ap + (DP"cy, N D3 ¢)oy,
+ (D3"cy, N3{' Di"e)op, + (D3"er, N33 D3"c)an + (D3"cr, N3§ D5 e)an
+ (D3"ey, N3'DY"¢)op, + (D3"cy, N3y D3"c)ap, + (D3"cy, N3y D3"c)ap,
+ (co, PP (N C)onr + (c1, P3™ (N3 )C)onr + (ct, P5 (N32:§1)C)2hra
where P"(N2F) is a positive semi-definite operator defined in (3.3)) for direction r(3); P2 (N?P), P#H(NZp)

are analogue to P2"(NZh).
The term Sj(f;, ) is defined as

Si(fi, ) = (DI, NI DIf);, + (DI, N, DEE),, + (DI, NS D),
+ (DB, N3, D), + (DB, N3, DBE), + (DB, NY. DAF),,
+ (D3, N3y DYE)y, + (D3, N3y DAE), + (D5, Ny DYE),
+ (£, Pl (NT)E) iy + (£, P (N3 E) i + (£, P3(N33)E) e

Here, P*(N}}) are defined similar as P?"(N3Z") in Sop(ct, €).
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