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Abstract

This work is concerned with the analysis of a space-time finite element discontinuous Galerkin
method on polytopal meshes (XT-PolydG) for the numerical discretization of wave propagation in cou-
pled poroelastic-elastic media. The mathematical model consists of the low-frequency Biot’s equations
in the poroelastic medium and the elastodynamics equation for the elastic one. To realize the coupling,
suitable transmission conditions on the interface between the two domains are (weakly) embedded in
the formulation. The proposed PolydG discretization in space is then coupled with a dG time integra-
tion scheme, resulting in a full space-time dG discretization. We present the stability analysis for both
the continuous and the semidiscrete formulations, and we derive error estimates for the semidiscrete
formulation in a suitable energy norm. The method is applied to a wide set of numerical test cases
to verify the theoretical bounds. Examples of physical interest are also presented to investigate the
capability of the proposed method in relevant geophysical scenarios.

1 Introduction

The numerical simulation of wave propagation in heterogeneous media is an important aspect of a wide
range of scientific problems including acoustic engineering [73], vibro-acoustics [54], aeronautical engineer-
ing [32], biomedical engineering [48], computational seismology [31], and oil and gas exploration [80} [59].
In this framework, recent studies have been concerned with the propagation of seismic waves in coupled
elastic and poroelastic media. For the region of reservoirs, Biot’s model of poroelastic wave equations
is selected while for the background region [22], the visco-elastic wave equation is employed, cf. [60].
Poroelastic-elastic problems model elastic waves impacting a porous material and consequently propagat-
ing through it. The coupling between the elastic and the poroelastic domain is a more general realization
of the physically consistent transmission conditions discussed in [47, [60, [75]. Indeed, in our case, partial
filtration at the interface can be also taken into account. Based on a second-order in-time displacement
formulation, in this paper, we present a high-order space-time discontinuous Galerkin method on polytopal
grids (XT-PolydG) for the discretization of a coupled poroelastic-elastic problem. The theory developed
completes the one presented in [9] and [5], where coupled poroelastic-acoustic and elastic-acoustic problems
were studied, respectively. We remark that the geometric flexibility, due to mild regularity requirements
on the underlying polytopal mesh, together with the arbitrary-order accuracy featured by the proposed
XT-PolydG method is fundamental within the applicative context under investigation as it guarantees:



(i) flexibility in the representation of the geometry; (ii) high level of accuracy in both space and time
dimensions; (iii) efficiency for parallel computation. Finally, the coupling conditions between the elastic
and the poroelastic domains are naturally incorporated (in a weak sense) in the proposed scheme.

In the literature, we can find many works concerning the numerical discretization of coupled poroelas-
tic models. Here, we recall, e.g., the semi-analytical solution and the plane wave decomposition method
[55,163], the Lagrange Multipliers method [67, [3,[43], the finite and boundary element methods [211 42, 41],
mixed and discontinuous finite elements [20, [65] [45] 4], the spectral and pseudo-spectral element method
[60, 68], the finite difference method, [35, [77, 57, [79], the ADER scheme [76] [36], B33, [78, [80, B39], the
virtual element method [24], and the references therein. Here, by taking inspiration from [45], we ana-
lyze an Interior Penalty discontinuous Galerkin formulation of the coupled problem, where the interface
conditions are naturally taken into account by the penalization terms. The geometrical flexibility and
high-order accuracy of the proposed scheme are ensured by the use of polygonal meshes and by the dG
discretization in the time dimension. We refer the reader to [52, 37, 50, [44] for early results on time
dG schemes for wave type equations, to [74] [, B8] for first-order hyperbolic problems, to [53] [I§] and to
[46], 58|, [64] for Trefftz and tent-pitching techniques, to [17, [I1], 4] for the second-order wave equation,
and to [6I] for a comprehensive review. On the other hand, regarding polytopal dG methods, we refer
the reader to [10, 19, 12, 28, B34, 26, 27] for early results on elliptic and parabolic problems, to [13], [15] for
linear and non-linear hyperbolic problems, and to [5] [6, 9], 8] for coupled wave propagation problems. A
dG approximation of the fully coupled thermo-poroelastic problem is presented in [7]. Wave propagation
in thermo-poroelastic media with dG methods is discussed in [23].

The remaining part of the paper is structured as follows. In Section [2| we present the coupled
poroelastic-elastic differential model for wave propagation in heterogeneous media, we discuss the weak
formulation and present the stability analysis in the continuous setting. In Section [3| we introduce the
polytopal discontinuous Galerkin space discretization and analyze its stability. The convergence analysis
of the aforementioned discretization is discussed in Section [, while a dG time integration scheme and
its algebraic formulation are presented in Section [3] Section [6] contains verification test cases to validate
the theoretical error bounds as well as numerical tests of physical interest. Finally, in Section [7| we draw
some conclusions and discuss some perspectives about future work.

Notation

Let Q ¢ R% d = 2,3, be an open, convex polygonal/polyhedral domain with Lipschitz boundary 0.
In what follows, for X C Q, the notation L?(X) is adopted in place of [L?(X)]%, with d € {2,3}. The
scalar product in L?(X) is denoted by (-,-)x, with associated norm || - || x. Similarly, H*(X) is defined as
[HY(X)]4, with £ > 0, equipped with the norm || - ||, x, assuming conventionally that H°(X) = L?(X). In
addition, we will use H (div, X) to denote the space of L?(X) functions with square integrable divergence.
For a given final time 7' > 0, k € N, and a Hilbert space H, the usual notation C*([0,T]; H) is adopted
for the space of H-valued functions, k-times continuously differentiable in [0,7]. The notation = < y
stands for x < Cy, with C' > 0, independent of the discretization parameters, but possibly dependent on
the physical coefficients and the final time T'.

2 The physical model and governing equations

The computational domain € can be seen as the union of two disjoint, polygonal/polyhedral regions:
Q = Q. U, representing the elastic and the poroelastic domains, respectively. The two subdomains
share part of their boundary, resulting in the Lipschitz-regular interface I'y = 09, N 94, being €2, and
09, the boundaries of elastic and poroelastic domains, respectively. See Figure |1l We set I'c = 0Q. \ 'y
and I', = 0Q, \ I'r, so that I'; NT'; = 0 for ¢ = {e,p}. For the sake of presentation, on I';, i = {e,p}
we apply homogeneous Dirichlet conditions. The general case follows similarly. Additionally, we suppose



Figure 1: Simplified representations of the domain 2 = Q, U .. Here, I'r = 02, N 012, represents the
interface between the elastic and the poroelastic domains, where ). and 0f), are the boundaries of
elastic and poroelastic sub-domains, respectively.

that the Hausdorff measures of I'c, I, and I'; are strictly positive, but the following theory also covers
the cases: i) Q, =T; =10, i.e. Q@ =Q, and i) Qe =T7 =0, i.e. Q= Qy; as well as i) 0Q, =Ty, ie.
I', =0 and ) 0Q =T, i.e. T'e = (). The outer unit normal vectors to 0€2. and 0, are denoted by ne,
and mn,, respectively, so that n, = —n, on I';.

Elastic domain
In the solid elastic domain €2, we consider the linear visco-elastodynamics model
peiic + 2pcCtte + peCPue =V - oc(ue) = fo,  in Qe x (0,71, (1)

where u,. represents the solid displacement, p. > 0 is the medium density, { > 0 is an attenuation
parameter [8], and f. is a given external load. The stress tensor o.(u) is defined as o¢(u) = C : €(u),
where e(u) = 3(Vu + VuT) is the strain tensor, and C is the fourth-order, symmetric and uniformly
elliptic elasticity tensor defined by

C: 71 =2ur + Mr(7) for all T € R¥X4,

with tr(7) = Z?Zl Tii. Here, A > 0 and p > g > 0 are the Lamé coefficients.

Poroelastic domain

In the poroelastic domain €2, following [9], we consider the low-frequency Biot’s equations:

pplp + priy + 2ppQty + Ppc?up =V -op(up,up) = fp, in Qy x (0,71, (2)
Pty + pwity + g 4+ Vp(up, uy) = gp, in Q, x (0,77.

Here, u, and uy represent the solid and filtration displacements, respectively. In the average density
pp is given by p, = ¢ps + (1 — ¢)ps, where ps > 0 is the solid density, py > 0 is the saturating fluid
density, p,, is defined as p,, = %pf, being ¢ the porosity satisfying 0 < ¢9 < ¢ < ¢1 < 1, and being
a > 1 the tortuosity measuring the deviation of the fluid paths from straight streamlines, cf. [70]. The
dynamic viscosity of the fluid is represented by 1 > 0 while the absolute permeability by k > 0. In , f,
and g, are given (regular enough) loading and source terms, respectively. In €, we assume the following
constitutive laws, cf. [40], for the stress o, and pressure p:

o'p(up’uf) = 0c(up) _ﬁp(umuf)Ia p(’up,Uf) = _m(ﬁv'up'i'v'uf)a (3)



where the Biot—Willis’s coefficient § and the Biot’s modulus m are such that ¢ < 8 <1 and m > mqg > 0.
It can be shown that the dilatation coefficient of the saturated matrix corresponds to Ay = X + B2m. A
summary of all the model coeflicients together with their physical meaning and unit of measure is given
in Table [3| below. To be consistent, in we consider the same viscous model as in . We remark that
other viscous models can be considered in both equations, see e.g. [60], but are beyond the scope of this
work.

Poroelastic-elastic coupling

On I'y the coupling between the elastic and the poroelastic domains is achieved by imposing the following
transmission conditions, expressing continuity of the normal stresses, the continuity of displacements, and
the absence of fluid flow into the elastic domain:

Oe(Ue)ny = oc(up)ny, — 08 p(uy, up)Ing, in I'y x (0,71, (4)
Ue = Up, inI'; x (0,77, (5)
(1 =96)Bup +uys) -n, =0, in 'y x (0,77, (6)

for 6 € [0,1] representing the fluid entry resistance of the interface. In the case § = 1, condition @
reduces to uy - n, = 0, namely there is no filtration through the interface; whereas if 1 — ¢ = o8t <1,
then @ imposes that the normal component of the fluid displacement w, + o lu  is zero, meaning that
the fluid is partially flowing into the interface. This assumption on the coupling conditions is somewhat
similar to the one that is considered [9] for the poroelastic—acoustic case. For the latter, the continuity of
the pressure at the interface was a function of the parameter 7 € [0, 1] modeling the closing/opening of
the pores at the interface.

Coupled problem

Supplementing the previous constitutive equations with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, the
coupled poroelastic-elastic problem reads: for any t € (0,7, find the vector-fields U = (ue,up,uys) :
Qe x Q, x 2, — R such that f coupled with f@ hold. Finally, we close the problem by
considering initial conditions U(-,0) = Up = (uge, wop, wos) and U(-,0) = Vo = (voe, vop, Voy)-

2.1 Weak formulation and stability estimates

In order to state the weak formulation taking into account the essential boundary conditions, we also

introduce the subspaces ‘
Vi={ve H'()|vr, =0}, i = {e,p},

WP ={z € H(div,Q) | (2 - ny)r, = 0}.
and define the Hilbert spaces Vy = L?(Qe) x L?(2,) x L?(Q,) and V = V¢ x VP x WP, endowed with
the following norm and seminorm, respectively
IUIIE = o *uclid, + lla *uplidy, + 1(p70) 2 (up + 6~ up)lfy, VU € W,
Uy = €Y% e(ue) 8, + llpe*Cuelld, +1ICY2 = e(uy) G, + 10" Cuy [,
+|m! 2V - (Buy, +up)lly, VUEV,
where p, = (1 — ¢)ps/2. The weak form of (1))—(6) reads as: for any ¢t € (0,T], find U € V s.t. ue = u,

on I'y and
' M(U,V) +D(U,V) + AU,V) +C(U,V) = F(V) YVeV, (7)



with U(-,0) = Up € V and U(-,0) = Vo € Vo. In (@) F : Q. x Q, x Q, — R is a linear functional defined
as
F(V) = (ferve)a. + (fp, 'Up)Qp + (9p; 'Uf)Qp

for any V = (ve, vy, v¢) € V, while for any U,V € V we have set

M(U,V) = (pette; ve)a, + (ppup + prus, vp)o, + (Pfup + puts, v5)ay,
D(U,V) = (2pe(tte, ve)a, + (2Ppcupv 'Up)Qp + (Uk_luﬂvf)Qp,
A(U,V) = (oc(ue), €(ve))a, + (P6C2ue’ve)fle + (oe(up), E('Up))Qp + (Ppgzupvvp)ﬂp (8)
+ (mV - (Buy +uy), V- (Bv, + vy))a,
C(U,V) = —(ac(uc)ny, vp — ve)r, + (p(up, uy), (1 —0)Bvp + vyf) - nyp)1),

with (-,-)r, in (8) denoting the H2 (FI)-H_% (I'7) duality product. Before presenting a stability estimate
for the solution of problem (7)) we define, for all U € C*([0,T]; V) N C°([0,T]; V), the energy norm

\U(t)H?:IIU(t)II3+|U(t)I%/+/O D(U,U)(s) ds +D(U,U)(0) t € (0,T], 9)

and we adopt the notation [[Up[% = [U(0)[|% = [|Voll2 + [Uol3 + D(Up, Up). As a result of Lemma
below, maxg<i<7 || - ||l¢ is a norm on C*([0, T); V) N C°([0,T]; V).

Lemma 2.1. The bilinear forms M, D, and A defined in are such that

M(U,V) < [[Ufol[Vlo VU,V € W, (10)
M(U,U) Z U3 YU € Vy, (11)
AU, V) < Uy Vv vYU,VevV, (12)
A(U,U) = U]} vUeV. (13)

Proof. . Inequalities and are readily inferred by applying the Cauchy—Schwarz and triangle
inequalities. For we use the definition of the density functions pe, pp, pu, and p,, we observe that
a > 1 to prove that M(U,U) = ||U||3, cf. [8]. The last equality follows by the definition (g). O

Theorem 1 (Stability of the continuous weak formulation). Assume that the problem data satisfy F =
(fes For9p) € L2((0,T); Vi), Ug € V, and Vo € Vy. For any t € (0,T), let U = (ue,up,up) € V be the
solution of . Then, it holds
2 2 r 1/2 ¢ |2 1/2 ¢ 112
o VOIS 10l + [ (12007 2Fl, + 1o 11,
+ lln/ k) 2gy I3, ) ds,
with hidden constant depending on the observation time t and the material properties.

Proof. . The proof follows the lines of the one proposed in [8], Proposition 5.1]. We take U= (e, Wy, Uy)
as test functions in so that the interface terms are null, i.e., C(U,U) = 0, thanks to condition (). We
integrate in time between 0 and ¢, add on both side D(Ug, Ug) > 0, and use f to get

V@2 + /0 DU, U)(s) ds < [Ugll? +2 /0 F(0)(s)ds.

The thesis follows by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities to bound the second term on
the right-hand side. O



3 Semi-discrete formulation and stability analysis

We introduce a polytopic mesh Tj, made of general polygons (in 2d) or polyhedra (in 3d) and write 7y, as
T =T, UTP, where 771# ={k € T : ® C Qu}, with # = {e, p}. Implicit in this decomposition there is
the assumption that the meshes 7, and 7’,? are aligned with €2, and €),,, respectively. Polynomial degrees
Pes > 1 and pp, . > 1 are associated with each element of 7,° and 7}? The discrete spaces are introduced
as follows: V)¢ = [P, (T)]¢ and VP = [Py, (T})]¢ where P, (771#) is the space of piecewise polynomials in
Q4 of total degree less than or equal to . in any & € 7;1# with # = {e, p}.

In the following, we assume that C and m are element-wise constant and we define C,, = (|CY/ 2|§)‘ "
for all x € T,¥ UTY, and m, = (m)), for all x € 7. The symbol | - |5 stands for the ¢?-norm on R"*™
withn =3ifd =2 and n = 6 if d = 3. In order to deal with polygonal and polyhedral elements, we
define an interface as the intersection of the (d — 1)-dimensional faces of any two neighboring elements
of Tp. If d = 2, an interface/face is a line segment and the set of all interfaces/faces is denoted by
Fn. When d = 3, an interface can be a general polygon that we assume could be further decomposed
into a set of planar triangles collected in the set Fj,. We decompose Fy as Fjp = }",{ U Ff U Fr, where
Fl ={F € Fy : F C Ok° NOKP,k® € TZ, kP € TP}, and Fy, and Fr denote all the faces of T, and T}
respectively, not laying on I';. Finally, the faces of 7,¢ and 7" can be further written as the union of
internal (i) and boundary (b) faces, respectively, i.e.: Ff = fZ’i U .7-";’0 and FP = fﬁ’i U ]-'f:’o.

Following [29], we next introduce the main assumption on 7.

Definition 1. A mesh Ty, is said to be polytopic-regular if for any k € Ty, there exists a set of non-
overlapping d-dimensional simplices contained in r, denoted by {SE Y pcay, such that for any face F C Ok,
it holds h, < d|SE||F|~1.

Assumption 1. The sequence of meshes {Tp}n is assumed to be uniformly polytopic reqular in the sense

of .

As pointed out in [29], this assumption does not impose any restriction on either the number of faces per
element or their measure relative to the diameter of the element they belong to. Under ({]), the following
trace-inverse inequality holds:

vl 22 (am) S PR 21101 L2 ) V k€ Th Vv € Py(k). (14)
In order to avoid technicalities, we also assume that 7T, satisfies a hp-local bounded variation property:

Assumption 2. For any pair of neighboring elements k* € 771#, it holds hyv S he S ety Dppr S
P~ S./ P# it with # = {e7p}'

Finally, following [16], for sufficiently piecewise smooth scalar-, vector- and tensor-valued fields v, v
and T, respectively, we define the averages and jumps on each interior face F € F;'" U F" U ]ﬁ{ shared
by the elements k* € T}, as follows:

[l =¢v nt +v n, [v]=v T @nt+v @n, [Wln=v"-nT+v" -n",
Y+ vt v T+
{v}=—75— {o} = —F— {r}=—75—
2 2 2
where ® is the tensor product in R3, -* denotes the trace on F taken within x*, and n¥® is the outer
normal vector to dx*. Accordingly, on boundary faces F € ]:;’OU]:p’O, we set [¢] = vn, {v} =, [v] =
van, [Vjp,=v-n, {v=v, {r}="7.
For later use, we also define Vj and Vj- to be the broken gradient and divergence operators, respec-
T
tively, set €, (v) = YA2EVLY_ g (v) = C : €,(v), and use the short-hand notation (-, V0 = Dt Ji
h

and <7>]:# = ZFEf# fF for # = {€,p}-



3.1 Semi-discrete PolydG formulation

We define the space V;, = V¢ x VP x V/ and denote by Uj = (ue, up, us)p, a generic function in V3. The
semi-discrete PolydG formulation of problem reads as: find Uy € V}, such that

M(Up, Vp) + D(Up, Vi) + An(Up, Vi) + Cr(Upn, Vi) = F(Vg) Wy € V. (15)

As initial conditions we take suitable projections onto V}, of the initial data, namely Uy (0) = Ug, and
Un(0) = Vop,. The bilinear forms M and D appearing in are defined as in while

An(U,V) = Aj, (ue, ve) + AY (up, vp) + BY (Buy, + uy, oy, + vy) (16)
for all U = (ue, up, uy) and V = (ve, vy, vy) € Vj, with
Ay (us, 00) = (0en(us), €n(v0)), + (0P us, vi)a, — {oen(ua)}, [v) 7 — ([, foen(v) }) 7

+ (afwi], [} 7, %= {ep},

B (u,v) = (mVy - u, Vi -v)o = {m(Va - w)} [v]n) 72 = ([uln, {m(Va - 0)}) 2 + (Yuln, [v]n) 72,
(17)
cf also [9]. Here, the stabilization functions o € L>®(Fj), for x = {p,e} and v € L®(F}) are defined s.t.

i _max (Cx p2.hit) VF € f;’i UFL, FCortNok™,

alp=14 re{rt K} (18)
Cr pZchit VF e Fl, F C on,
¢y max (Mg p;hyt) VF € .F,f’i, FCoktTNok™,

,.Y|F — ke{kt,k™} . (19)
My pgﬁh;l VF € f}f’ U]-'}IL, F COk,k € 'T,f,

with positive constants c; and cy that have to be properly chosen. The definition of the penalty functions
(18)—(19) is based on [29, Lemma 35]. Alternative stabilization functions can be defined in the spirit of
[2]. The analysis of the latter is however beyond the scope of this work. The bilinear form Cp(,-) is
responsible for the coupling between the elastic and the poroelastic domain and is defined as the sum of
five contributions, namely

Ch(U,V) = Ap, (ue, ve) + AIEI (up, vp) + B%?(“pv vp) + B{Z{(up, vy)
+ ‘5’1]:]1)(11']“7 vp) + Bljjf(uf’ vp) + CIE‘IZ (e, vp) + Cfii (up, ve),

for any U,V € V;, where

16“1 (te, ve)
“4112, (up, vp) =(aup, 'Up>]-‘,{,
BIEI; (up, vp) = — (MBVp, - up, (1 —0)Bvy - np)]-‘,{ — (mBVp - vp, (1 —6)Pup - np>]-‘}{

+ (v(1 = 0)Buyp - nyp, (1 —5)Bvy, - np>]_-]£,

<Ueh(ue)np> ve>]—‘é + <06h(v6)np7 'U'e>]-‘£ + <05u67 Ue)]—',{a (20)

B’E{(up,vf) =— (mBVy - up, vy - np)f}{ — (mVy, - vy, (1= 6)Buy - np>f£ + (y(1 = 9)Buyp - ny, vy - "p>F,{7
Bf:f(uf,vp) =—(mVy - uy, (1-6)Bvy - np>fg = (mBVh - vp,uy - np>]—‘£ + (yuy - np, (1 = 6)Bvy, - np)f,{’
B (wp,vp) = = (mVn - wp,vp - mp)zr = (mV - v, ) 21+ (Yaug - np, vf 1) 5,

Cle“];(uva) = — (0en(ue)np, vp)]—‘é - (O‘uev"’p>}‘,{’

Clei(up, ve) = — (Oen(ve)ny, up>]—‘,{ — {auy, ”e>J-‘£-



The derivation of the coupling bilinear form C(+, -), starting from the strong formulation of the poroelastic-
elastic problem, is detailed in the Appendix.

Remark 1. Notice that the coupling conditions and are imposed (weakly) through the bilinear
forms Ag (), AR, (), CEo (0, ) and CE° (-, -), while condition (6) is included in the bilinear forms BEE (),
BIQ{(., ), ZS’IJ:II?(-7 1), and B{:{(-, -). The latter couples at the interface the filtration displacement in €2, to the
elastic displacement in )., through the elastic displacement in €2,.

By fixing a basis for the space V}, and denoting by Uy, = (U, U,,U)T € R"of the vector of the ndof
expansion coefficients in the chosen basis of the unknown Uy, the semi-discrete formulation can be
written equivalently as:

Mg 0 0 7[0. [Ds 0 07U
o M MEL||0,|+]0 Db o] |u,

0 Ml];f M;, l.Jf 0 0 pf L.jf
Aj, + Af, C’fjj 0 U, Fe
+| o A+ AL 4+ BY,+ B B+ BIP| |u,| = |FP| (21)
0 BY+ BY B+ Bl | Uy G

with initial conditions Uy, and Vg,. We remark that F®, FP and GP are the vector representations of
the linear functional F. To ease the notation, we set F;, = [F¢, F’,GP]T and we rewrite system in
compact form as

MU,,(t) + DU (t) + (A+ B+ C)Up(t) = Fi(t) vt € (0,T). (22)

3.2 Stability analysis

To carry out the stability analysis of the semi-discrete problem, we introduce the energy norm
¢
IU@IE = V@G + [U@)IEe + V@)IE, +/0 D(U,U)(s) ds + D(U, U)(0), (23)

for all U = (ue, up, uys) € C([0,T); V3,), where

Uld = lue®)llic.e + llup®)lia p + [(Bup + ) ()]3c p,
i, = IC2 : en(ua)d, + o' ?[u]3 Vu, € Vi« = {e, p},

1/2

|up‘3G,p = ”ml/th : upH?),, + v [[up]]nugrﬁ Vu, € Vhpa

and for any (ue, up, uy) € V¢ x VP x V¥ we have

UR, = a2ty — )2 + [272((1 — 8)Buy + ug) -y .
Before showing the main result of the section, we introduce the following fundamental lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. For any U,V € V}, and for large enough parameters ci, ca, it holds
An(U,U) = UG, Ap(U,V) < [Ulag|Vlac-

Proof. . For the proof we use the definition of the bilinear form Ap(-,-) in and combine the results
in [9, Lemma A.3]. O



Lemma 3.2. For any (e, up) € V¢ x VI and any uy € V)P it holds

2[{oen(ue)ne, Up — ue> HueHdG eHal/Q(up - ue)“}‘,{? (24)

2[(mV - (Bup +uy), (1 = 0)Bup +uy) -np) £

1

S —=(Bup + up)(Dlac p V> (1 = 8)Buy + up) - myll 21, (25)

where ¢1 and ¢y are the two positive constants at our disposal appearing in the definition of the stabilization

function given in f.

Proof. . The proof hinges on Assumption [I| and the trace inverse inequality . See also [0, Lemma
A2 O

Corollary 1. For any U = (e, up, ur) € Vi, and for c1 and ca large enough it holds
Ul3c + [UIE, S An(U,U) +Cr(U,U) < U[3G + VIR, (26)

Proof. . The proof follows by noting that

Ch(U, W) = —2(ac(ue)np, up — ue>}‘}{ —2(mV - (Buy +uy), ((1 = 0)Buy +uyg) - ny)r,
+ [t/ (u, — Uf)||§r£ + 721 = 6)Buy + uy) - "pﬂfr}{?

and using the results in Lemma and Lemma O

The main stability result is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 2 (Stability of the semi- dlscrete formulation). Let (1) and (2|) be satisfied. For sufficiently
large penalty parameters ¢ and co in and ., respectwely, let Uh( ) € V}, be the solution of
for any t € (0,T]. Then, it holds

sup_Un(t)I3 < Unoll3 + / (12pe) 2Ll + (20025, 3,
0<t<T (27)

+ e /m) gy, ) ds.

where the hidden constant depends on the final time T, on the penalization parameters ¢ and co in
f and on the material properties.

Proof. . By taking V), = U, € Vj, in we obtain

1d[, o o .
5@ |:M(Uh7 Uh) + Ah(Uh, Uh) + Ch(Uh, Uh)] + D(Uh, Uh) = ]—"(Uh)_

Next, we integrate in time between 0 and ¢, add on both side D(Ug, Ug) > 0, use and f to
obtain

1UAII3 + /0 DUy, Un)(s) ds < [[Upoll3 +2 /O F(UL)(s) ds,

for large enough penalty constants ¢; and cy. Next, to estimate the last term on the right-hand side we
use the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities. O



4 Semi-discrete error analysis

This section is devoted to the semi-discrete error analysis. We first recall some standard interpolation
error estimates written in the context of polytopal discretizations and then present the main results of
the section. We introduce the following definition and a further mesh assumption (cf. [30, 29]) in order
to avoid technicalities in the following proofs.

Definition 2. A covering Ts = {K} of the polytopic mesh Ty, is a set of reqular shaped d-dimensional
simplices K, d = 2,3, s.t. Ve €Tp, 3K € Tg s.t. Kk CK.

Assumption 3. Any mesh Tj, admits a covering Tg in the sense of such that i) max,e7; card{x' €
Th: K NK#0, KeTgst. v CK} ST and ii) he S hy for each pair & € T, K € Ty with k C K.

For all t € [0,T] we also introduce the norm

V@I = 10O+ V@6 + VDR, +/0 D(U,U)(s) ds + D(U, U)(0),
for any U = (ue, up, uy) € H*(TF) x H*(TF) x H*(T}), where

IVl = [Ul3c + lla™"24C : en(ue) H3 + lla™"/{C : en(up) HiZ
2 mV - (B +up) Yz (28)

Next, we prove the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1. For any U € H*(T,f) x H*(T?) x H*(T}) and any V), € V}, it holds

An(U, Vi) + Cu(U, Vi) < ([IVllag + [VIr, ) (Valac + [Valr,)- (29)
Proof. . The proof is obtained by using classical dG arguments and by noting that

Ch(U, Vi) = = (oen(e)np, Vpi — Ven) 51 = (Ten(Ven)1p, Up — Ue) £1
+{a(up — ue), vpn — ven) 5

— MV - (Bup +ug), (1 = 0)Bvph + vsn) - 1p) 71
— (mVp - (Bopn + vgn), (1 — ) Buyp + uy) - np>]—‘£
+ (VL= 0)Bup +uy) -ny, (1= 0)Bvph +vn) - 1p) 71
See also [13] and [9, Lemma A.3]. O

For an open bounded polytopic domain ¥ C R¢ and a generic polytopic mesh 7}, over ¥ satisfying ,
as in [30], we can introduce the Stein’s extension operator € : H™ (k) — H™(R?) [72], for any € 7T;, and
m € Ny, such that Ev|, = v and Hgva’Rd S ||v]lmk- The corresponding vector-valued version mapping
H™(k) onto H™(R?) acts component-wise and is denoted in the same way. In what follows, for any
k € Tp, we will denote by K, the simplex belonging to 7T such that k C KCx.

The next result provides the interpolation bounds that are instrumental for the derivation of the
a-priori error estimate.

Lemma 4.2. For any U = (ue, up,uy) € CH[0,T]; V N H™(TE) x H*(TP) x HY(TP)) with m,n, ¢ > 2,
there exists Uy = (e, up, uys); € CH([0,T); V4,) such that

, hz(sﬂ 1) qﬁ 1) )
max [[(U-U)IE S D g N(ue)a i, + Z —onmg N ()i,
0<t<T neTe De.k RET? Pp,x
2(r,.i 1) (30)
2
+ Z T 20-3 uf)é,lcw
HGTP b,k
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where s, = min(m, pex + 1), ¢ = min(n, pp + 1), 7. = min(¢, p, . + 1), and

N (), = uae (L DIEGD G+ 18wt Fx,,) -
Proof. . The first part of the proof readily follows by reasoning as in [5, Lemma 5.1], cf. also [9, Lemma
4.2]. To infer estimate , we resort to the hp-approximation properties stated in [29, Lemma 23],
implying

T2 < h et s hie a1
[U—Urlg < Z — €Uyl k. + Z —r I1€usli, -
KETE TN RETP bk RETY Pp.r

Then, a similar result hods for the terms ng(U — U7, U—Uj)(s)ds and D(U — Uy, U — U;)(0). Finally,
we bound the term |U —U 1\%1 by applying the triangle and Cauchy—Schwarz inequalities followed by [29]
Lemma 33], to infer

U= Urf, S a2 = wen)l[2s + ot/ (= wyr) |2 + 221 = )8, — wyr) - 1%

I (g = upn) g%

p2(ex=1) p2(as=1) P21
S D “mmr lEuel e, + Y I IEupl? e + Y g
K€Ty &R HGTP Pp,x HGTP Pp,x

Before presenting the main result of this Section, we set for any time ¢ € (0, 7]
E(t) = (U= Upn)(t) = (te — ten, Up — Upn, wp — wpn) (1),
and use the strong consistency of the semi-discrete formulation to write the following error equation
M(E, Vi) + D(E, V) + AR(E, Vi) + Ch(E, Vi) =0 VVj € V. (31)

Theorem 3 (Semi-discrete error estimates). Let (| . . . and the hypothesis of . ) hold. Let the
solution U = (ue, up, uys) of problem (7)) be Such that

Ue C%([0,T); H™(T) x H™(TF) x H*(TP)) n C*([0,T}; V),

with m,n,¢ > 2 and let Uy, = (e, up,ug), € C%([0,T);V3) be the solution of with ¢1 and ¢
sufficiently large. Then, the discretization error E = U — Uy, satisfies

hQ(Sn—l) 2(‘1»@_1) 2(7%—1)

2 2
s IEOIE < 3 g N, + > e N, + > s N, (32
KETY /{ETf: ’ KET,?

with N'(u)Z, . = maxo<i<r (Hc‘fu( Nz, + | Exu(t Oz, k. + ng(t)”%nl@) and hidden constant depending

on the final time T and the material properties, but independent of the discretization parameters.

Proof. . For any time t € (0,77, let Uz(t) = (ue, up, ur)r(t) € V3, be the interpolants defined in (4.2)). We
split the error as E(t) = E;(¢t) — Ej(t), where

Er(t) = (U—-Up)(t) = (we — ter, up — upr, uy — upr)(t),
En(t) = (Up —Ur)(t) = (Wen — Uer, Uph — Upr, upp — upr)(1).

11



From the triangle inequality, we have ||[E(¢)||% < ||[En(t)||Z + |E;(¢)||3, and (4.2) can be used to bound the
term ||[Ef(¢)||g. As for the term ||Ej(¢)||g, by taking V;, = Ej, € Vj, as test functions in and collecting
a first time derivative, we obtain

1d

5 (MEnEn) + An(En En) + Ca(En En) ) + D(E.Ex) = M(Er. Er)

.. . . d d
+ D(E[, Eh) — .Ah(E], Eh) — Ch(E], Eh) + %Ah(E[, Eh) + ach(E[, Eh), (33)

where we have used Leibniz’s rule on the term Ay (Eg, Ej) and Cy(Ef, Ej). Now, reasoning as in the proof
of Theorem [2| integrating between 0 and ¢ < T, and assuming for simplicity that we can set the
initial conditions of the semi-discrete problem so that E;(0) = E;(0) = 0, we get

BN + [ D E0)(5) ds  Au(Er, ED) + CalEr BN
+ /t (M(EI, E) — An(Er,En) — Cr, (E7, Ep) + D(Er, Eh)) (s) ds.
0

Note that also D(E, Ep)(0) = 0 under the assumption that Uy(0) = U(0). Then, we apply Cauchy-
Schwarz and Young’s inequality together with to get

t
IELOIE S NEsll3G + [Exlf, +/0 D(Er, Er)(s) ds
t
+ /0 (IEzllo + Ezllac: + [Ezlr,)(I[Enllo + I[Enllac + [Enlr;)(s) ds.

We note that the first three addends can be bounded by [|E;()[|%. Finally, we take the maximum

over t € [0,T], employ the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequality, and observe that fOT |f(s)|ds <
T maxyepo, 7 | f(t)] to infer

E,(2)|% < E; (D2 + T2 E N2+ |IELI? E/2)(¢
0%2’%” h( )IIENO%%III 1 + Ogl%,(ll 116 + IEzllaq + [Exlr, ) ()

. 2
S Er(t)|lg + T° E D).
No?%}%”‘ 1)llg + OI%I%XT”’ g

We conclude by applying the estimates in (4.2)). O

5 dG time discretization

It is known, in the literature, that problems of wave propagation in porous media present difficulties from
the point of view of integration over time. This is because in the low-frequency range, as the one we are
interested in, the evolution problem becomes stiff [33, 36], and therefore implicit time integration schemes
might be preferred to avoid stability constraint. In that respect, to integrate in time the second-order
differential system in we adopt the scheme proposed in [14] for the elastodynamics equations, which
consists in applying a time dG method to the first-order system

I 0][U 0 -—I1[u,] _Jo
bl late DIl o
The latter can be rewritten in a compact form as
J\/Ithrf{Zh :i:\h, (35)

12



by setting Z, = [Up, V5]7, and M and K defined as

— I 0 . 0 I
M_[o M}’ and K_[/H—C D]'

Remark that, with respect to the system introduced in [I4], here the first equation of has not
been multiplied by A (that in this case is not positive definite). To discretize in time this system we
partition the interval I = (0,7] into Np time-slabs I,, = (t,—1,t,] having length At, = t, — t,_1, for
n=1,...,N with tg = 0 and ¢ = T. Then, we introduce the functional spaces

Vi ={Z:1, » R™f st Z € [P™(L,,)]>"F r, > 1},

and
V&, ={Z € L*(0,T] st. Z|;, = [U,V]"[, € Vi Vn=1,.. Nr}. (36)

We use the notation [-], to denote the jump of Z € VJ, at time instant ¢,, i.e., [Z], = Z(t;)) — Z(t,,), for
n > 0. With this notation, the time-dG formulation of reads as: find Zyg € V[, such that

AT(ZdGaW) = g(W) VW e VATta (37)

where the bilinear form At : VX, x V{, — R is defined by

Np Np—1
AD(Z,W) =Y (MZ,W);, + (KZ, W), + > M(Z],, - W(t,)) + MZ(0") - W(0T),
n=1 n=1

for all Z, W € V},. The linear functional G : L?(0,7) — R is defined as

Nt
G(W) =" (Fr, W), + MZo - W(0F), (38)

n=1

for any W € VJ,, being Zy = [Ugp, Vor]T. In practice, to compute the discrete solution to we iterate

over the time intervals, using as initial conditions for I,,,; the trace in ¢, of the computed solution in

the previous interval I,,. Hence, problem written for the generic time interval I, reduces to: find
dc € VA; such that

—n _ — ~ —
(MZ6, W)z, + (KZig, W)1, + MZi(t;_y) - W(ty_y) = (Fa, W), + MZig (t,_1) - W(ti ). (39)

Focusing on the generic interval I,,, we introduce a basis {1*(t)}¢=1+"*1 for the polynomial space P (I,,)
and set d = ndof (1, + 1) the dimension of the local finite dimensional space V7 . We also introduce the

vectorial basis {wf(t)}lel ’_'_’."gz;;}f, where )¢ is the 2ndof-dimensional vector whose i-th component is 9*
and the other components are zero. Using the above notation, we can write the trial function Zj, as a
linear combination of the basis functions, i.e,

2ndof r,,+1

da) =) > alyl),

j=1 m=1

where " € R for j =1,...,2ndof and m =1, ...,m, + 1. Next, we write equation for any test function
Wi(t), i =1,...,2ndof, £ = 1,...,7, + 1, obtaining the algebraic system of equations

A" =b",

13



where on the interval I,,, @ € R?d is the solution vector, b" € R?? corresponds to the data and is given
componentwise as

by = (Fp, ¥)r, + MZig (1,9t ), n=1,.,Nr,

fork=0+(G—-1)(rp+1),and £ =1,...,7,+1, i =1,...,2ndof. Note that we implicitly use the convention
ZS&I(O_) = Zo;,. The system matrix A” € R?4*2d has the following structure

0 -1

I
An:(N1+N3)®[ A+C D

0
0 M:|—|—N2®|: :|, n=1,... Np

where the time matrices N;, ¢ = 1,2, 3, are defined as follows

ngm = (&m’d}e)fna NQKm = (¢m7wl)1n’ Ni’{m = ¢m(trtfl)we(tr+l,fl)’

for m,¢{ = 1,...,m, + 1. By defining the solution vector and the right-hand side ™ = [, a?]T and
b" = [b], bﬁ]T, respectively, and using the properties of the Kronecker product we obtain
I 0 0 -1 ay | I 0 b}
(mels s+ elulo) o)) (6] -elo 3] ] @

where Ny = (N1 + N3)~!, N5 = N4No, and I, is the identity matrix of order r, + 1. As noted in
[69, Remark 1] the above scheme is equivalent to an Implicit Runge-Kutta (IRK) method with (r,, 4+ 1)-
stages. As in this case, when the entries of the time matrices N;, ¢ = 1,..,3, and of the right-hand side
are computed through a Gauss-Legendre-Lobatto (GLL) quadrature formula having 7, + 1 points and
weights, and the basis functions 1! are the characteristic polynomials associated with that points, one
obtains the so-called IRK-Lobatto ITIC schemes (see, e.g. [66, Section 11.8.3]). As a consequence, scheme
(40) is L-stable, algebraically stable, and thus B-stable. Moreover, as observed in [51], it is perfectly
suited for stiff problems. According to [25] Lobatto IIIC methods with r, + 1 stages have a maximal
order of convergence 2r,, — 2 when a scalar problem is taken into account. However, when the method is
applied to a system of ordinary differential equations its order of accuracy can deteriorate as observed in
[66, [69]. In the case under consideration it holds

1Zh(T7) — Zac(T7) |2 S AT,

if the time slabs I,, have all the same length At for any n = 1,..., N, cf. Section [} The formal proof of
this result is out of the scope of the paper and will be subject to future research.
To numerically solve system we apply a block Gaussian elimination getting

I,oI —N5®I] [aﬂ _ [b” (Ny® )by }’ (41)

0 M, ||an — (Ng ® I)b"

w

with M, = (N1 -+ Ng) QM+ No®D + N7 ® (A + C) being Ng¢ = NoN4 and Ny = NoN4Ns. Next, we
compute a!’, by solving the linear system M,al, = bl! — (Ng ® I)bl' and then we update a! by using
the first equation.

6 Numerical results

In this section, we present numerical results concerning the verification of our scheme on problems with
manufactured solutions and the application of the method to cases of geophysical interest. In all numerical
tests, the penalty parameters ¢; and ¢y appearing in definitions 7, respectively, have been chosen
equal to 10.
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6.1 Verification test

We consider problem (1))-(2) coupled with (#)—(6) in Q@ = Q. U Q, with Q. = (0,1) x (0,1) and Q, =
(—1,0) x (0,1). We choose the exact solution

2 2 :
o x* sin(2mx) o x* cos(mx/2) sin(mx)
ue = cos(dmt) [:172 sin(47r:n)} , up = cos(mV2t) 22 cos(mx/2) sin(rz) |’ (42)
and uy = —u,. Dirichlet boundary conditions, initial conditions, and the forcing term f., f,, and g, are

set accordingly. For the interface conditions f@ we choose 6 = 1. The model problem is solved on
a sequence of polygonal meshes as the one shown in Figure [2| with adimensional parameters reported in
Table [

Q, Q

1 Fluid Pf 1 -

n I -

0-81 Grain  ps (pe) 1 1

osh w 1 1

Q Q ¢ 11

0.4 P = Matrix ¢ 05 -

a 1 -

0.2 k 1 _

, , , A 12

1 0.5 0 0.5 1 m 1 -

: . B 1 -

Figure 2: Test case of Section Example of

the computational domain having 100 polygonal ele- Table 1: Parameters employed for

ments. The red line represents the interface I';. the test case of Section

As a first test, we set the final time equal to 1 and consider, for the time integration scheme in
Section |5, a timestep At, = At = 1073 and a polynomial degree 7, = r = 1, for any n = 1, ..., 1000.
In Figure (3| (left), we report the computed energy error ||U — Up||g at the final time T', cf. as a
function of the mesh size h for a polynomial degree p. = p, = 2,3,4. In this case, we retrieve the rate
of convergence O(hP) as proved in (32). In Figure [3| (right) we report the same results as before as a
function of the polynomial degree p = p, = p. obtained by fixing the number of grid elements N,; = 100
and considering At, = At =5.e—4 and r, =r =1 for n = 1,...,2000. Notice that this latter case is not
covered by our theoretical analysis, nevertheless, we observe numerically optimal convergence.

On the same numerical example, we compute numerically the L?-norm of the error, i.e., |[U—Upllo, as a
function of the time step At, by fixing a polygonal mesh of N, = 100 elements and the polynomial degree
P = pp = pe = 7. We compute the error at the final time 7" = 1 by choosing different polynomial degrees
r=1,2,3. As it can be seen from Figure [4] the estimated order of convergence is O(At"). Although this
is only numerical evidence, it shows that the considered dG method outperforms classical methods such
as the Newmark scheme, which is still widely used for wave propagation problems, see e.g., [9]. Next,
in Table [2| we report the computed L2-error ||U — Uyllp as a function of the discretization parameters. In
particular, we fix the polynomial degree for both space and time variables and we let N, and At vary. It
is possible to notice that the spatial discretization error is dominant since we obtain an almost constant
value for each row of Table [2| It is interesting to analyze these results in connection with the condition
number of the system matrix M,,, cf. Figure |5 (first row) and the computational time spent for the
single run, cf. Figure [5|(second row). First of all, we can observe that the condition number of the system
matrix increases by one order whenever the polynomial degree increases by one. Moreover, when fixing the
polynomial degree, the matrix M, is better conditioned for a smaller value of At, see Figure [j] (first row).
Concerning the computational cost, it is obvious that this is proportional to the dimension of the system
matrix. Looking at the plot in Figure [5| (second row) one can observe that even if different combinations
of discretization parameters can lead to the same amount of time spent for a single simulation, they
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4 —~—p=31 I ]
i “m-p=4| | p
10721 E 10721 e
C [ [ C | | | |
101 10708 1006 1004 1 2 3 4 5

h P =Dp = De

Figure 3: Test case of Section Left: computed energy-errors ||[U — Uy||g at 7' = 1 in logarithmic
scale as a function of the mesh size h for different polynomial degrees p = p. = p, and fixing the time
step At = 0.001 and the time polynomial degree » = 1. The rate of convergence is in agreement with
the theoretical estimates in (32). Right: computed energy-errors ||[U — Uy ||g at 7' =1 in semilogarithmic
scale as a function of the polynomial degree p = p, = p. by fixing the number of elements N, = 100, the
time step At = 5.e — 4, and the time polynomial degree r = 1.

100

N T 1 N W R A

1072 1071
At

Figure 4: Test case of Section Computed L2-errors |U — Upllo at 7 = 1 in logarithmic scale as
a function of the time step At for different polynomial degrees r = 1,2,3 in time. We set N, = 100
polygonal elements and a space polynomial degree p = p, = p. = 7.

do not provide the same level of accuracy. Indeed, the sets (p = r = 3, At = 0.01, N = 400) and
(p=r=4,At =0.02, N,; = 200) are equivalent from the point of view of the computational cost (1389 s
and 1130 s, respectively) but, with the first set we obtain an L%?—error equal to 1.7814e-04, while with
the second we get 5.6899¢-05.
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N \ At 0.1 0.05 0.02 0.01
50 2.5734e-01 | 2.31696-01 | 2.1453¢-01 | 2.0908e-01
per—1| 100 | 24613¢01 | 20702001 | 1.9284e-01 | 1975901
200 | 2.4419e-01 | 1.9706e-01 | 1.8611e-01 | 1.8736e-01
400 | 2.5188¢-01 | 2.0336e-01 | 1.7338¢-01 | 1.6802¢-01
50 1.8538¢-02 | 4.8105e-02 | 4.81646-02 | 4.81250-02
per—g| 100 |5.1387e02 | 47603¢-02 | 47353002 | 4.7406e-02
200 | 3.2140e-02 | 2.7143e-02 | 2.6818¢-02 | 2.6841¢-02
400 | 1.5432e-02 | 8.3925¢-03 | 8.0168¢-03 | 8.0096e-03
50 1.59836-02 | 1.5933¢-02 | 1.5947e-02 | 1.5943¢-02
pep_g| 100 | 31176003 | 3.0956¢-03 | 3.1093¢-03 | 3.1157c-03
200 | 8.7709e-04 | 8.4075¢-04 | 8.4631e-04 | 8.5067e-04
400 | 2.7540e-04 | 1.7519e-04 | 1.7682e-04 | 1.7814e-04
50 9.1399e-04 | 9.2689¢-04 | 9.3522¢-04 | 9.3748¢-04
pr—4| 100 28139001 | 2818204 | 2.8601e-04 | 2873904
200 | 5.6281e-05 | 5.6095¢-05 | 5.6899¢-05 | 5.7177e-05
400 | 1.3301e-05 | 1.0781e-05 | 1.0890e-05 | 1.1072¢-05

Table 2: Test case of Section Computed L?-errors ||[U — Uyl as function of the discretization

parameters.
p =

r=1
At

100

el

200

400

0.010.020.05 0.1

100

el

200

400

0.010.020.05 0.1
At

Figure 5: Test case of Section First row: computed condition number (condest function in Matlab)
as a function of the discretization parameters. Second row: computational time employed for a single run

«10°
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w
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100

as a function of the discretization parameters.

6.2

Wave propagation in a two layer medium

3000

2000

1000

107

[ T

3000

2000

1000

Inspired by [60], we consider a wave propagation problem in a two-layered medium. The computational
domain Q = (0,4800 m)? and consists of two layers as shown in Figure |§| (left). We assume the upper
layer to be a poroelastic material while the lower layer to be an elastic medium, cf. Table [3]

An explosive source is located in the upper layer at s = (1600,2900) m whose expression is given by
fo=9p=—-M -Vi(x —xs)S(t), (43)

being M = Myl the moment tensor with My > 0, 6(x — @) is the Dirac delta distribution centered in @
and S(t) is the source time function. This is a classical choice in the context of earthquake simulation,
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1000

y [m]

X [m]

Figure 6: Left: computational domain for the test case of Section Right: computational domain for
the test case of Section Yellow stars denote the nucleation point @, while green dots denote the
position of the receivers x,; and xo.

cf. [60]. We consider as a time evolution for S(t) in a Ricker-wavelet
S(t) = (1 - 2B,(t — tg)?)e =0 5, = 72 f2, (44)

with time-shift {9 = 0.3 s and peak-frequency f, = 5 Hz. Finally, we set My = 1 Nm. We use a
shape-regular polygonal mesh with characteristic size h = 100 and a polynomial degree p = 3 for space
discretization. For time integration, we set At = 0.01, a polynomial degree » = 2 and we fix the final time
T = 1.5 s. For this model, we consider interface conditions @f@ with 6 = 1, free surface boundary
conditions on the top boundary, i.e. o1, = 0, and absorbing boundary conditions on the remaining part
of the boundary to avoid artificial reflections and simulate an unbounded medium. In particular, we use
the classical first-order paraxial approximations proposed in [71] for the elastic boundary T, i.e.,

TcNe = p(Cp — Cs)(OtUe - Me) e + PeCsOitte, (45)
and the ones proposed in [60] for the poroelastic boundary I'p, i.e.,

oy = PpCp1(Optty - )Ny + preprr Oy - np)ny + (pp — prd/a)cs(I — npny) - Oy,
—pnyp = pra/peprr(Opuys - np)ny + prepr(Opup - p)mp. (46)

In (45) cp =4/ % and ¢g = 4 /p—“e are the compressional and shear wave velocities, respectively, while in

(46) cpr and cpyr are the fast and slow compressional wave velocities, respectively, defined as ¢,; = max VA
and c,77 = min VA, where A are the solutions of the generalized eigenvalue problem Av = ABwv where

A:[pp Pf]’ B:[A+2u+m52 mfB]
Pi P m m

In Figure we report some snapshots of the vertical component velocity (,, 1. ), obtained by neglect-
ing or considering viscous effects in the model. In particular, we consider the model T'C; where n = (¢ =0
(Figure[7Hirst row), and the model T'C, where we set 7 = 0.0015 and ¢ = 0.01 (Figure[7}second row). The
results of TCy are in agreement with the ones presented in [60, 62]. Indeed, from Figure [7] (first row), we
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Proelastic Layer

Fluid Fluid density pr 950 kg/m?>
Dynamic viscosity 1 0 (0.0015) Pa-s
Grain  Solid density ps 2200 kg/m?
Shear modulus uo 4.3738 -10° Pa
Matrix Porosity ¢ 04
Tortuosity a 2
Permeability ko 1-107'2 m?
Lamé coeflicient A 7.2073-10° Pa
Biot’s coefficient m  6.8386-10° Pa
Biot’s coefficient 8 0.0290
Damping coefficient ¢ 0 (0.01) s71

Elastic Layer

Matrix Solid density p 2650 kg/m?
Shear modulus pu 1.5038 -10° Pa
Lamé coefficient A 1.8121-10° Pa
Damping coefficient ¢ 0 (0.01) s71

Table 3: Test case of Section Physical parameters for the layered media.

clearly observe: (i) the continuity of the velocity field across the interface I'; = (0,4800) m x {2400} m;
(ii) the propagation of the direct fast ¢,; compressional wave (first front), the reflected fast ¢,; compres-
sional wave (second front), the reflected shear ¢y (third front) and slow compressional ¢,;; wave (fourth
front) in the upper poroelastic layer; (iii) the transmitted compressional ¢, and shear ¢, wave in the lower
elastic layer. The same physical phenomena, although less evident, are present when the viscous damping
terms are introduced in T'Cy, cf. Figure [7[second row). In this case, the transmitted shear ¢, and the
reflected slow longitudinal cp;; waves are too weak to be visible at this scale. From the plot, we can also
see the effect of the first-order absorbing boundaries, which are not perfectly transparent. Recent studies
have adopted the more efficient perfectly matched layer (PML) methodology, e.g. [56, [49]. The PML
implementation is not included in this paper but it will be addressed in the next future.
In Figure[§|we compare the the time histories velocities (4, ) at the two receivers &1 = (2000, 2934) m

and at x,2 = (2000,1867) m for the different modeling assumptions. Again here we notice the effect of
the damping assumption on the scattered wave field.

6.3 Wave propagation in an elastic domain with poroelastic inclusions

To demonstrate the feasibility of tackling a more complex model with the proposed method, we consider
a coupled elastic-poroelastic model shown in Figure @] (right). The background media is regarded as a
perfectly elastic medium (whose mechanical properties are listed in Table [3|) while the circle and ellipses
with different sizes represent oil and gas reservoirs, which are modeled as poroelastic media. This example
takes inspiration from the one proposed in [80]. The poroelastic domains have different material properties:
for the domains depicted in light blue in Figure [6] (right) we consider the values in Table [3] while for the
remaining ones, we use the ones in Table

We consider a seismic source as in the previous test case applied to the point &5 = (500, 780) m, with
time variation given by a Ricker wavelet with time shift ¢y = 0.2 s and peak frequency f, = 10 Hz, cf.
. We consider absorbing boundary conditions for the external elastic domain, cf. , while we choose
different values for § in f@. In particular, we consider 6 = 0, %, 1. For the numerical discretization,
we consider a polygonal decomposition with both quadrilateral and triangular elements of characteristic
size h = 25, cf. Figure @] (right), a polynomial degree p = r = 3, a time step At = 0.01 s and a final time
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Figure 7: Test case of Section Snapshots of the vertical component velocity (i, ), at different
time instants: ¢ = 0.9s (left), ¢ = 1.2s (center), and ¢ = 1.5s (right). The top and bottom rows refer to
the model T'C7 and T'Cy, respectively.

T=1s.

In Figure 0] we report the snapshots at different times of the computed vertical velocity, for different
values of 4. From the results reported in Figure [9] we see that when the seismic waves, generated by the
seismic source, reach the oil and gas reservoirs, they are reflected and transmitted. The seismic waves
are clearly shown, and we can claim that there is no significant numerical dispersion. We can see the
absorbing boundary conditions perform rather well for this complex model, and the seismic waves are
absorbed by the boundary elements. The effect of § is also visible, the more ¢ is close to zero and the

more the waves remain trapped inside the gas reservoirs. This is in agreement with the model hypothesis
in Section [2| (see also [9]).

7 Conclusions

In this work, we have presented a space-time PolydG methods for wave propagation problems in coupled
poroelastic-elastic media. Based on a displacement weak formulation of the problem, we proved stability
and error bound for the semi-discretization, where (an interior penalty type) PolydGdG method is con-
sidered. Time integration is achieved by an unconditionally stable and implicit dG scheme, which also
guarantees high-order accuracy in the time domain. Numerical experiments have been designed not only
to verify the numerical performance of the space-time PolydG method but also to exploit the flexibility in
the process of mesh design offered by polytopic elements. In this respect, numerical tests of geophysical
interest have been also discussed. The presented space-time PolydG method allows a robust and flexi-
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Figure 8: Test case of Section Horizontal and vertical component velocity 1, (top) and . (bottom)
for the receivers 1 (top) and x,2 (bottom), respectively.

ble numerical discretization that can be successfully applied to multiphysics wave propagation problems.
Future developments in this direction include the extension to realistic three-dimensional problems, the
coupling of this model to fluid-structure (with poroelastic, thermo-elastic, or acoustic structure) interac-
tion problems as well as the design of efficient solvers for the solution of the (linear) system of equations
stemming from this space-time PolydG discretization.
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Proelastic Layer

Fluid Fluid density pr 750 kg/m?>
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(right).
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Figure 9: Test case of Section Snapshots of the vertical component velocity (,,%.), at different
time instants: from left to right ¢ = 0.3,0.4,0.7 s; top row § = 1, middle row § = 0.5, bottom row § = 0.
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A Definition of the coupling bilinear form

The aim of this appendix is to motivate the definition of Cp(,-) adopted in Section We consider
equations and , and we multiply them by test functions w. € V;° and w,, w; € V,f , respectively,
integrate by parts element-wise and focus only to the interface terms, i.e., integrals on 'y, namely,

> i /F () w,ds — [

oc(up)n, - wyds + 5/ Bp(up, ws)w, - nyds
F] F[

+(1-9) g Bp(tp, wf)w, - 1y, ds + /F p(up, up)wy - nyds,
I I

removing the subscript h to ease the notation. Next, we notice that, in view of condition , the terms
Ty + 15 + T3 can be rewritten as

T +Th+ Ty = —/ oe(uc)ny - (wp, —we)ds, (47)
Iy
while Ty + T5 as
Ty+T5=— | mV-(Bu,+us)((1—9)pw, +wys)-n,ds. (48)
ry

Then, we add to and the following strongly consistent terms to ensure the symmetry and
positivity of the resulting system:

—/ oc(ve)ny - (up — ue) ds +/ a(u, —ue) - (v — ve) ds, (49)
Ty Iy
and

— [ mV - (Bwy+wys)((1—96)fup +uy) - nyds

Iy

T /F (1= 6)Buy + ug) - ny((1 - 8)Buy +vy) -nypds, (50)

being o and v defined as in f. Finally, summing up equations f we get

Ch(U,W) = —(oe(ue)ny, wp — 'we>f£ — (oe(ve)np, up — u@)f,{ + {aup — te, vp — ”e>fg
— (mV - (Bup + uy), (1 = 6)Bwy +wy) - ny)r,
= (mV - (Bwp + wy), (1 = 6)Pup + uy) - "p>]5{
(X = 0)Bup + uy) - np, (1 — 6) vy + vy) - "p)]-‘}{a

that is definition (20). Note that C4(U, W) = C4(W, U).
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