ANALYSIS OF PARTITIONED METHODS FOR BIOT SYSTEM
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Abstract. In this work, we present a comprehensive study of several partitioned methods for the coupling of flow and mechanics. We derive
energy estimates for each method for the fully discrete problem. We write the obtained stability conditions in terms of a key control parameter
defined as a ratio of the coupling strength and the speed of propagation. Depending on the parameters in the problem, give the choice of the
partitioned method which allows the largest time step.

1. Introduction. The problem of predicting the response of an elastic and saturated porous medium occurs in
several important applications at large scales (earthquake modeling and simulations) and small scales (blood flow
and transport through human tissue). The Biot system, presented in detail in Section 3, captures this coupling. It
consists of the equations of flow in a porous medium coupled with the elasticity equations describing the skeleton
mechanics. The nature of each problem is significantly different. Namely, while the fluid equations describe dis-
sipative, parabolic effects, the structure equations are hyperbolic. As a natural consequence, numerical algorithms
that split the fluid dynamics from the structure mechanics are a popular choice. However, the primary concern
of partitioned methods is stability. Indeed, asymptotic stability of the continuous problem arises exactly from the
subproblems coupling and any useful partitioning will break this coupling.

To date, a few partitioned methods for the Biot system have been proposed and analyzed. Well-known par-
titioned algorithms are referred to as the methods of undrained split, fixed stress split, drained split, and fixed
strain split. Using a von Neumann stability analysis (which yields necessary conditions for stability), the work by
Kim et al. [9, 10] shows that the latter two methods exhibit stability issues, while the undrained split and the fixed
stress split methods satisfy unconditionally the derived necessary conditions. However, their results do not include
energy estimates which give sufficient conditions and account for variable coefficients and non-periodic boundary
conditions. A proof of unconditional stability (with convergence rates) for the undrained split and the fixed stress
split, based on energy estimates, was given in [15] by Mikeli¢ and Wheeler for the discrete time, continuous space
and quasi-static Biot system.

The other primary issue is that the wide range of large and small parameter values occurring in applications
determine the strength of this coupling and must arise as time step conditions for the partitioned methods. In this
work, we derive the stability results based on energy estimates for the fully-discrete Biot problem. We consider
the two methods that are known to exhibit stability issues, the drained split and the fixed strain split, and derive
stability conditions based on different parameters in the problem. Moreover, we propose and analyze several other
partitioned methods for the Biot system with complementary stability properties.

Our analysis shows that the coupled Biot system, while containing many physical parameters, possesses one
key control parameter. This control parameter we denote by B has the interpretation

B = Coupling Strength/Speed of Propagation.

The identification and definition of B and comparison of the various partitioned methods in terms of B are given
in the final, conclusions section. See especially Table 5.3 in Section 5. This important non-dimensional parameter
seems to be previously unidentified, e.g. it is not among the many delineated in Bear and Cheng [2] .
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Section 2 presents the (necessarily intricate) Biot system. In Section 2 we show that with the variables

U= (nup)
the Biot system can be written in the form:

Here .# is a positive diagonal matrix. Matrix 27 includes all the sub-physics terms of each individual compo-
nent. All the coupling terms are included in the operator A. Under idealized (e.g. periodic) boundary conditions
</ is symmetric and positive semi-definite, and A is skew symmetric in specially constructed inner product [-,-].
However, under the physically correct boundary conditions (considered herein) A is not skew symmetric, adding
to the complexity of the stability analysis. This has a similar form to the fully evolutionary, coupled Stokes-Darcy
problem and partitioned methods for the latter can be adapted, analyzed and tested to the former. The extra analytic
and algorithmic complexity is due to the natural boundary conditions. Section 3 gives the partitioned methods and
their stability analysis. This analysis is via energy methods and includes the influence of boundary conditions and
variable coefficients. Since the system and methods are linear, their errors satisfy the same equations as the method
driven by their respective truncation errors. Thus, the partitioned methods’ errors are also governed by the methods’
stability. Section 4 presents numerical experiments confirming the theoretical predictions of Section 3, followed by
conclusions in Section 5.

2. Description of the problem. Consider a deformable porous medium €(¢) of reference length L, and refer-
ence width H, defined as a mixture of an elastic solid material, called skeleton or matrix, and connecting pores filled
with fluid. We describe the dynamics of such a medium by the Biot system, whose Eulerian formulation is given
by:

9*n ) .
pﬁ—v-a =f in Q(¢) fort € (0,T), (2.1a)
klq=—-Vp in Q(¢) fort € (0,T), (2.1b)
%(sop—f—ocv-n)—i—v-q:s inQ(¢) forz € (0,7), (2.1¢)

where 7 is the displacement of the poroelastic medium, p is the fluid pressure, q is the Darcy velocity, and o is the
total Cauchy stress tensor

o’ =of —apl, (2.2)

where o€ denotes the elasticity Cauchy stress tensor. Parameters describing the physics of the problem are the
density of the saturated porous medium p, a symmetric and positive definite hydraulic conductivity tensor &, which
is the ratio between the permeability and the fluid viscosity, the storage coefficient sy, and the Biot-Willis constant
a. System (2.1) consists of the momentum equation for the balance of total forces (2.1a), Darcy’s law (2.1b), and
the storage equation (2.1c) for the fluid mass conservation in the pores of the matrix.

Having in mind applications to geomechanics, where 7) represents the displacement of the porous rock, we can
assume that the poroelastic medium undergoes infinitesimal displacements. In that case, movement of Q(¢) can be
neglected, and we can assume that the domain is fixed

Q)=Q, Vte(0,T). (2.3)

Furthermore, assuming the material is isotropic and homogeneous, we describe the relation of the displacement
to the stress tensor o via the Saint-Venant Kirchhoff elastic model

o (n) =2uE(n)+ Aw(E(n))I, (2.4)
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where 1 and A denote Lamé parameters, and due to the hypothesis of infinitesimal deformations,

B(n) = 5 (Vn+ (Vo))

Taking into account these assumptions, and eliminating the Darcy velocity q, we can write the system (2.1) as a first
order system in the following way:

p%—Voﬁ—i—an:f inQ, (2.52)

p(u— a—n) =0 in Q, (2.5b)
dt

(%(sop—i—otv-n) -V (kVp)=s inQ, (2.5¢)

where u is the velocity of the skeleton.
Let 0Q =T .UT and dQ =T, UT;,,. We assume the following boundary conditions:

=" onI, (2.6a)
oc’n=g onTYy, (2.6b)
p=0 only, (2.6¢)
kVp-n=0 onl,. (2.6d)

Condition (2.6¢) is called the drained boundary condition, and if 7p = 0, condition (2.6a) is called the clamped
boundary condition. The above system is supplemented with the following initial conditions:

n(-,0) =no inQ, (2.7a)
u(-,0) =ug in Q, (2.7b)
p(-,0) = po inQ. (2.7¢)

Define the following functional spaces

X ={ve(H(Q)v=00nT.}, (2.8)
XP ={yecH'(Q)| y=00nTy}. (2.9)

Then the weak formulation of the problem (2.5a)-(2.7¢) is given by: given ¢ € (0,T) find (n,u,p) € X* x X* x XP,
with 7 = np on I, such that for all (v,w, y) € X* x X* x X?

p(%E0) +aclmv) ~blv.p) = (F.0)+ [ g-vda. @100
Ty
p(u—aa—?,w):o, (2.10b)
d d
50(5-P W) +0(5E W)+, (P, ) = (5,V) , (2.10¢)

where (-,-) denotes the inner product associated with L?(Q) norm, and the bilinear forms are defined as follows:

ae(nav> :Zu(E(n>7E(v))+/’l‘(vnavv)a (2.11a)
b(v,y)=o(y,V-v), (2.11b)
Clp(p,l[/) = (KVP,VI}/) (211C)
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Define & to be the sum of the kinetic and elastic energy of the poroelastic medium

P 2 2 A 2 S0 2
&= 5 ||u||L2(Q) + #||E(77)||Lz(g> + 5 HV ' nHL2<Q) + E ||pHL2(Q)' (2'12)

PROPOSITION 2.1. A weak solution of the Biot system satisfies the energy equality

t ¢ p) p)
1/2 "2 r_ n / on ’
& t)—|—2/0 '~V p(s )\\Lz(g)df £(0)+2/0 {(f, 5 )+ (s,p)+ rSg 3 d:v] dr', (2.13)
adn Jdu . o
Proof. Take (v,w,y) = <§’ 5 p), and add the equations (2.11a)-(2.11c). We then have the monolithic

energy satisfying

1d
36+ IRl = (1. 5+ [ 9 Ghde+(5.0), @14

from which the result follows. O
This exact energy equality is a stronger result then stability (in the weak sense).

2.1. Structure of the coupled system. Consider the Biot problem (2.5a)-(2.5¢). Let the triple of unknowns be
denoted by

U= (n,u,p).

Define (via the Riesz representation theorem) operator Ag : X* — (X*)* and the symmetric, positive definite operator
Ap : XP — (XP)* by

Agn:=—-V-2UE("))+AV(V-n), and App:= -V -(xVp),

and define the linear operators on the product space

1 0 0 0 -1 0 0 o 0
M=10 p 0|, 7=|Ag 0 O|,A=|0 0 —av|. (2.15)
0 0 so 0 0 Ap 0 —av- 0

Then the system can be written as
MU+ AU =AU +F.

It is easy to show the following property:
PROPOSITION 2.2. Assume np = 0 and 6¥n = 0 on Ts. Then, operator Ag is symmetric and positive definite.

We define a special inner product on the product space (adapted to the Biot equations) as follows
DEFINITION 2.3. For all U = (n,u,p)T, V = (v,v,9)T € X* x X* x X?

U,V]: =(Agm, 7)+( v)+(p.q) =
= [ GUE@m): E0)+2.(V-m) (V%) +u-v+ pg)da.

The following properties hold.
PROPOSITION 2.4 ( Coercivity and skew-symmetry ). For all U = (n,u,p)",V = (v,v,9)" € X* x X* x XP,
we have

[@U,U| :—/ o’E(u)n~17d)c—|—/r a‘E(n)n-udx—ﬁ—HK%Vsz,
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[AU7V]:—[U,AV]—OC/ pv-ndx—a/ qu - ndx.
JIy Iy

Ifofn =0o0nTy, then o is coercive. If p=0o0nT, or u-n =0onT,, then A is skew symmetric.
Proof. We calculate

(U, U] = (Ag(—u),n) + (Agn,u) + (xVp,Vp)

B /g"E(U) 1 V"dw_/r o (w)n-ndx+ (Agn,u) + (KVp,Vp)
:—(AEn,u)—/F a'E(u)n~77dx+/r O'E(n)n-udx+(AEn7u)+(KVp,Vp).

If €1 = 0 on Iy, then we have
(/U U] = [|x2Vp|* > 0.
For the second claim we have, using integration by parts,
[AU, V] =0+ (—aVp,v)+(—aV-u,q)

:(p,aV~v)+(u7och)—a/ pv-ndx—o | qu-ndx
T, T,

=—[U,AV]—0a | pv-ndx—a [ qu-ndx.
Fn r)l

If p=0oru-n=0onTI,, then we have
[AU,V]=—-[U,AV].

0

REMARK 1. Partitioned methods for the Biot system are based on this formulation. Partitioning is achieved by
treating implicitly the sub-physics terms, collected in the operator <f, and treating explicitly the coupling terms in A
(either in parallel as in IMEX methods or sequentially implicitly as in splitting methods). Often, after a partitioned
method is formulated, the intermediate variable w = dym can be eliminated and the method stated in an equivalent
form in the variables n, p. Among the methods we explore are ones adapted from the Stokes-Darcy coupled system to
the Biot system, and include BEFE [16, 18, 19, 1], see also [3] for other applications, BELF [12, 8], CNLF [11, 13],
and w-method [21, 20, 7].

3. Partitioned numerical methods and the stability analysis. To discretize the Biot system in space, we use
the finite element method, where the finite element spaces are denoted by

X) C X*, and X} C X?,

based on a conforming FEM triangulation in Q with maximum triangle diameter 4. We assume that the mesh is such
that the finite element spaces satisfy the usual inverse inequality

IVoull < Cowvh ™ lowl| You € X,7, (3.1)

where Cjyy depends on the element aspect ratio in the triangulation. We will make use of the following inequalities.
Poincaré - Friedrichs inequality:

vll2() < Cer (Vo 20) + Ivll2(ry)) Vo € X7, (3.2)

To reduce the volume of analysis we shall take 1p = 0, eliminating the second term on the right-hand side of (3.2).
Provided 1p € L*(I'p) the results easily extend to nonzero boundary conditions for all the methods.
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Korn inequality:
(IVv|| < Ck|lE(v)|| YveX'. (3.3)
Further note that
|V-v|| < Vd|Vv|| VYo eXS, (3.4)

d is the dimension of the space (d € {2,3}). The various constants Cpp,Cr and Ck depend on the domain Q. Tt will
be useful to introduce the notation for the sum of discrete kinetic and elastic energy of the discrete Biot system:

A S50
&= *||Uh”1‘2 +/.LHE(77,1)||L2 EHV'UZHiZ(Q)+E||PZ||12_2(Q>~ (3.5)

We start by derivation of precise stability conditions for the classical drained split and fixed strain split parti-
tioned strategies. After that, we propose other partitioned methods and give stability conditions for each method.

3.1. The drained split. The drained split method consists of solving the mechanics problem first, with the
value of pressure given from the previous time step. After that, the flow problem is solved using the new values of
the displacement. This method is known to have stability issues [9]. Here we derive a sufficient condition on model
parameters under which this method is stable.

The discretization in time is done using the Backward Euler method, resulting in the following discrete problem:
Given t € (0,T) and (n},uj},p}), find (n), ot uZH,pZH) € X x X x XJ, with 17,’1‘+1 = 0 on I',, such that for all
(vh,wh, l[/h) S Xi: X X}f X X]f

un+l —ul )

(" wn) +ae(m ™ o) = b(vh,pZ)+(f”“,vh)+/r g vpde, (3.6a)
n+1 n+1 n
Tup m —m

=0 3.6b

( 2 At W) ’ ( )

pn+1 pn 77"+1 —’I’]n
SO(thV’h)+ap(PZ+l,l//h) - (hTthVWh)+(5’1+lallfh)~ (3.6¢)

THEOREM 3.1. Let (n}},u},, p},)o<n<n be the solution of (3.6). Then under the condition

;fo<1 3.7
the following estimate holds:
N+ ”ZHE T ) Py 5 (A~ s ZH CARR . “"Zup"“—pmﬁz(m
+*ZHR2VP"“HL2 +5 Z(W—es*onph ~ Pl ﬁuv-wﬂ—m)n)
cs0s C%ZCI%NZIM"HHLZ AICZFN):IH S gy CTC”FC’%ZH . a9

Kmin n=

Proof. To prove the energy estimate, we test the problem (3.6) with

n+1 n+1
(nh nh u, - ’U’Z n+1)
A A P )
6
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Then, after multiplying by Az, and adding the equations (3.6a)-(3.6¢c), we get

I B ) g+ IV O ) gy 0 e + AR
= 8" by — iy ﬂﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂ %HAJM (™ = )+ (s, pi ).

To estimate the coupling term, we use (2.11b), Cauchy-Schwarz and the polarized identity

(1)

a?

n| 2
*Ph”]}(ﬂ) + 250(1 —€)

(04
(\/mnpnﬂ — Phllizie) — ——==IIV- ("' 777h)||)

|b( n+1 n+1 n+1

My — Py — Pl < 2|17} IV (™t =)l 72

(1—¢)so
Stability follows provided
2
—<1l-¢
50
The right-hand side is bounded in a standard way:
AtC3
At( n+1 pZJrl) < 7||R2Vpn+1 ||L2 Q) =+ TFTFHSM»] ||%,2(Q)’ (3‘9)
n+1 n+ < CPFCK n—+1 E n+1 ny (12 3.10
(f ) < I gy N =) (3.10)
C2CprC2
[ gty < S g g+ G ) (3.11)

Summing over 0 < n < N, we prove the stated estimate. 0

3.2. The fixed strain split. The fixed strain split method consists of solving the flow problem first, with the
value of the rate of displacement given from the previous time step. After that, the computed value of pressure is
used to load the mechanics problem. This method is known to also have stability issues [10]. Here we derive a
sufficient condition on model parameters or, alternatively, on the time step under which this method is conditionally
stable.

The discretization in time is done using the Backward Euler method, resulting in the following discrete problem:
Givent € (0,T) and (n,ul,p}), find (n} ', wl™, pith) € X7 x X§ x X!, with n}™! = 0 on T, such that for all
(vp, wp, W) € X; x X x Xf

pn+1_pn ,’7 nn 1
so(F =y ap (P ) = —b(F— )+ (57 ), (3.12a)
un+1_un
p( 2 At hvvh)+ae(nz+l,vh) b(vh,pZH) (fn+17’vh)—§— an+l'vhdw7 (3.12b)
n+l __ .n »
p(uz“—%,wh)zo- (3.120)

THEOREM 3.2. Let (0}, u}}, p})o<n<n be the solution of (3.12), and &" defined as in (3.5). Assume either the
problem parameters satisfy the condition

— <1 (3.13)



or At satisfies the time step condition

2[) kmin 2

A< ——o—
a2dClyy Cpy

(3.14)

Then, the fixed strain split method is stable in time. If the condition (3.13) on the problem parameters holds, we
have

A sso u " "
*Huh ||L2 +u||E(77hN)||i2(Q)+E||V'77hN||i2( th ||L2 Z |1 (! —"7/1)”%2(9) (3.15)
1 a2 1 n+1 SSO n+1 n|2
+§(l—m)||v (?7 77h )||Lz ‘*‘5( Z V- 77;1 -y ||L2 Z H _thLZ(Q)

+8AIZ||K1/2VP"“||L2 +5 Z (\/Tg)\l " =" Dz~ VoI =)™ ="l 20 )

A+a

<60+ 1V - (=) 1720 *Hp},\liz(g)

C2 2 N-1 . AIC2 N-1 o C CPFC2 ;
M W Ll NP S

Otherwise, if the time-step condition (3.14) holds, we have the following estimate

N=1
u
&+ Z IE (™ =) |2y + 5 Z IV (™t =)z = Z 125+ = Phll72 () (3.16)

p Atade,NVC%F . 11 129 n+1
<2 W ZHUn _uhHL2 +3Af’§,0|\"~/vpz ||L

N—1
a/dCinyCpr 2
0 F (G "*1fuzuLz(Qr¢1fs||m1/Zsz+l||Lz<g))
min -
C3Ce N AtCh, NS C CPFC2
S(gzo ‘}; K Z ||-fn+1HL2 4kmm g Z ” n-HHL ~TVrr~K Z ” n+1||L

Proof. To prove the energy estimate (3.15), we test the problem (3.12) with

+1 n+1 n
M~ Wy — W g
('Uha’whﬂl’h) ( At ) At P )

Then, after multiplying by Az, and adding the equations (3.12a)-(3.12c), we get

A
4 plEm T =)o)+ S IV (0 =) 7 q) *\\P”“—pﬁlliz(g) G.17)

AR YD R g+ —
= &b =) (o =) (P )+ [ g g - n)da o Ar(s ).

We write the coupling term in the following way:

by ™ =) — (=™ ) ) = b =y ™) — by — ) — by =y T = ). (3.18)
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Furthermore, by adding and subtracting the term %HV (- )H from the left-hand side, we have

, A ]
e ) By =gy + S IV (01 =Dl *Ilp”*'—pZHZz(g)
+Af||"51/2VPZ+1 HiZ( *Hunﬂ - u’hllli%Q)

=& +¢" by —n L p = ph) + (F Tt - nZ)Jr/Fg”“ (i —mp)dx + At (s, pitt),

where ¢! = %HV St —m) H b(r/,’;+1 0, pith). Now, using (2.11b), Cauchy-Schwarz and the polar-
ized identity, we have

b(n" — n+1_ n < a2 \V/ n__ aan—1y2 0(1_8) n+l _  nj2
|o(y; —n, ", P Pl =5 e (1—¢ )H " =" 2+ —5—1P" =Pl

2
1 n n— n
(= -z~ VT B )

2 (1 —€)

We bound the right hand side as in (3.9)-(3.11). Summing over 0 <n < N — 1, we have
N on, M ntl g2 A o 350 ntl o2
ET+E T3 ZZ)HE M *nh)HLZ(Q)JF(E* o(l—e) Z v — ”L2 Z 1Ph™" = Pillz2(o
n—

p
): o™ s+ 0 T 52V gy
n=0

l _
5 Z (ﬁn =1 Dl Vel P laey)
2 N—-1 N-1 2 2 N—1
AZ‘C C CprC
SCg)O‘FCgO Z an+1||L2 PF Z H n+1||L2 STV IrrF~K I K Z ||gn+1||i2<n>
n=0

Stability and stated energy inequality thus follows provided

2

o
T<178 and &N +€N >0, foreveryN.
50

Thus, using Young’s inequality,

b(N— aizv. N _ pN=1y)2 M
M — M 7ph)72S - >H (ny — )||L2(g)+ 3 thHLZ

we have

SS()

A
N+t > *Iluh 2@ + BIE@) 172 + S 1V 10 720 + - 1P0 2

A o?

N N—1y(12
+(§—m)||v'(nh =y )20 =0

)

if the problem parameters condition (3.15) holds.
To prove the energy estimate (3.16), we handle the coupling term in equation (3.17) in the following way. First,
note that from equation (3.12c) we have

n+l n _ n+1
un = Atu; ™.



Thus, we can write the coupling term as

b((my ™ =) — (o =y~ ), Pt = Aeb (Tt — gy, it
From here, using the polarized identity, divergence inequality, and Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality, we have

AZ‘OtZdCIZNVCPF” n+1
hzkmm( )

OC\FCINVCPF 2
—A< ! UZ||L2(Q)—Vl—eH'@l/ZVPZHHLZ(Q)) :

Zh\/ mm 1*

Bounding the right-hand side similar to (3.9)-(3.11) and summing over 0 <n <N — 1, we prove the desired estimate.
]

Atb(ul — il pith < —uZHiz(Q)+(1—S)At||,.€1/2vpz+1“i2(m

In addition to the classical schemes which sequentially decouple the system, we propose several partitioned
schemes in which the partitioning is performed so that the mechanics problem can be solved at the same time as the
flow problem in parallel.

3.3. Backward Euler-Forward Euler (BEFE). Let 1, = nAr and let superscripts denote the time level of the

approximation. The BEFE partitioned approximations are: Givent € (0,7) and (n},u}, p}), find (n !, w/ ™ pith) e

X;x Xy x X, with 17”Jrl = 0 on I';, such that for all (vj, wp, Yu) € X X X x X}

un+1_u . i
p(Mg ) el o) (o) = (o + [ @ vde e Ga%
n+l . n
pluf = T wn) =0 n G9)
Pyt —pp
So( W) + b(uiy, yn) +ap (0 yi) = (" yn) in Q. (3.19¢)

Note that this method differs from the drained split because in both equations the coupling terms are evaluated at

the previous time step, leading to a scheme where the fluid and structure problems can be solved in parallel.
n+l_ . n
LEMMA 3.3. Suppose (772”rl "H,sz) is solution to (3.19). Then uZH W.

Proof. Let wy, = u) ™! — i " M i (3.19b), we have

2
n+1 n
wt! — N, — My

=0
u, At )

L2(Q)

and the assertion follows. O
DEFINITION 3.4. Define, via the Riesz representation theorem, the linear mapping A’]E Sfrom Xj to X satisfying

(uh,AZnh) = —ae(nh,uh) V’nh, u, € sz (3.20)

We prove stability under two alternative conditions. The second is a realization (for this specific application) of
results in [1], [8] that BEFE can be unconditionally stable if the part treated implicitly is larger than the components
treated explicitly.

THEOREM 3.5. Assume that we have either
2
— <1 and ML —oF—F
Aso - adeIZNVC%’F

10
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or

Phnin 42 /S h} (3.22)

At < min ,
N { 402dChyy Cpr " aCiyyVd

Then, BEFE method (3.19) is stable. In particular, if (3.21) occurs, we have

p n n l’l’ n n A{ n
Znu“—uhuiz( ZHE A zn " = )P

200 (2
850 nl 1_3 AroCopCinyd \ 172 nt1)2
Z P, Ph”Lz + At Z 2ph2km,-,,(1—8))“'4 Py ||L2(Q)

1 — AtaCprC, 2
_ Z (\/ﬁ”u”+l_u2”L2( PF INV\[” 1/2Vpn+l|| 2 )
2 =0 pkmm(lfg)
N-1
X ﬁ||v g0~ V3o Bl ~ Pl ey
0 C1‘2’F CEN | it CTCPFCIZ( nt1 AtCIZ—“F i
<+ LI ZII [ le 220 (3.23)
min

Otherwise, if (3.22) occurs, we have

p_Afa’dChy
2 2s h2(1—e)

At(1—¢)

SS()
||Ph ||L2 + Tﬂﬁl/zvpmiz(g)

A
1 s+ B s —Hv-nmz(

LH
Z\IH"H—UZIIZ( ZIIE et 5 ZIIV =172 - ZIIP"“-PZHiz(Q)

1 AraCprCinvVd 2
L (Ve (el — a2y G it i )
p(1—¢)h
< & 4 Arb(ul), p)) + fHK,I/szngiz(Q) (3.24)
C2 2Nl CchFcszl . .
CerCk N e M bars 2 SPET
H n=0 mmn*O
Proof. In (3.19), by setting v, = u} ™', w), = —%A%n}’l’“ W, = pi!, we obtain
up ! — 1 1 1 1 1 n 1
p( g ) e ) bl pf) = (£ ) 4 [ g
n+1
wil My n+1
-——F" A 0
(uh At n ) )
pZ_H_pZ n+l n+1 n+1 _n+l n+l _n+l
so( PPl piet ) + bluf, i) + ap () = (7 ),
Adding three equations above side by side gives
ZAt(” Wyt 720y — uhlz2 ) + 1w ™ —whliT2q) + 2AI(IIP”“I\Lz —1PilIZ2 ) + 125 = Phll ) (3:26)
1 n n n n n n n n
+ o (ae(my ) —ae (g, )+ ae (=g =) +ap (P P = b(ul T ph) b, )

2At
11



= (T _'_/rgnﬂ Wl dz + (s .

Let &" be defined as in (3.5). Multiplying (3.26) by At we get

1
R IIU"“*uZHiz( IIP"“*PhIILz +2ae(nZ+1 iyt —ng) + Atay (P Pt
*Atb( n+1,pZ)+Atb(uh,Pz+l) At(fn+1,uz+1)+Al‘/r gn+1 ~u”+1da:+At( n+1,pz+1). (3.27)

To estimate the right hand side we proceed similar to (3.9)-(3.11). We then treat the term —Atb(u ”+17 Py +
Atb(ul, i) = —Atb(u T —ul, Pt + Atb(u T pitt — pi) as follows

AP a*C3pChyyd

Ath n+l _n Ath n+1 <( ) n+l _ n PF~INV 1/2V n+12 328

| ( 7ph)+ (uh’ph )| || uh”Lz(Q) + 2ph2kmm(1 _8) HK’ ph ||L2(Q> ( )
AIOCCPFCIN\/\F 2 A2a?

— (VO =e)plut! —ul 1/2y e+l )Jr Vo2
(¢ Pl =l ~ oS 2V i )+ 5o IV i s
( 1 Ata 2

It P2y~ 2 (e 9 iy — Vo0 = )~ Py
2 S0(1—8)
n+l__n
Combining (3.27)-(3.28), and taking into account u”Jrl % we have
n n 8p n n £S0 n n n n
M-+ || H_uhHiZ( ||P +l_thi2( HE( i nh)l\iz@) (3.29)
A o? l—&  AMa?ChpChyyd
A V. (! — At _ PFCINY 1/2y7 4112
G 2s0(1—£))” O = i) 20 +41(— 2ph2kmm(1—s))”” Pi iz
1 AtaCprCinyVd 2
45 (V= Oplu ™ = whla) — S e gl 291 3 )
Phmin(1—€)h
1 Ato n+1 n-+1 n
JFE(WHV'% l12(0) — V' so(1 =€) || P} *Ph”LZ(Q))
C3-Ci C3CprCy AtC3
< R g+ Kllg"“llizmﬁizgk:;IIS”“IIiz(Q)-
Stability follows provided
2
Y 1—¢ and At<%h2
soh o*CpCiyyd

Summing (3.29) from n =0 to N — 1 yields (3.23).
For the second stability inequality, rewrite —b(u} !, pi') + b(uj}, ity as

—b(u n+17ph) +b(ul, n+1) b(u n+17p2+1) b(u}, p}) _b(uZJrl UthZH +pj)-

Using similar estimates to (3.9)-(3.11) and arranging terms in (3.27) in a different way than in the first part of the

proof, we get

(6 Arb(u Y pi )] = 67+ Arb(aa g + Sl = )+ S = Pl (3.30)

(1A
va (n ”“fn;’f)lliz(g)+T”\/EVPZH||,2_2( — Atb(ul T — ! it i

U
+ S IE@m =)l
12



(:2 (32 C3CprC2 AtC3
“PFYK an+1||L ngnJAHiz +7[’F||Sn+1||2

u T) 2kmin8 LZ(Q) .
We proceed to bound the term Azb(u), ikl _ uj, pZH + p) as follows
AP o2C3Chd
2ph*(1—e¢)
AtaCprCryyVd 2
Q/l—ewﬁlummm—fjﬁfjfwww“+mm;)
)
AP 0*CCiyyd VP2, + AP *CppCyyd
pr2(1—e) P 2@ T TR )

AtaCprCryyvd 2
178 un+1 u? kit it LA Sl v/ n+1+
=5 (VR =l e ~ S 57 4 )

1 1 ( ) 1 2 1
At|b(wy ™ — iy, p "+ )| < lu ™ — w720y + IV (3™ + P I

P
g™ — gy + 197411220

( €)1 il e AP o?CprClyyd 129, nt12 A 0*CprClyyd 1/29 12
e = vl o (1 —ey 1V oy g ey 1V Pl
AtaCprCiyyVd 2
- (1—g)[urt! — - Y Y D v (it ) . (3.31)
5 (VP alls™! w2 (0 4 o)

A o2CE.Chd _M(l—¢g)

Assuming , and combining (3.30) and (3.31), we have

phkyin(1—€) — 4
At(1 At(l—e¢
|:(§)"+1+Atb( n+1)pz+l)+()||K,2Vpn+1”L2(Q):| _ I:@(an +Atb(uﬁ,p2)+¥||"-'J%VPZ||i2(Q) (3.32)
P gy + I~ Pl + S IO ) iy + 5 IV O = )
AtaCPFCINV\f 2
@/1fﬂm”“mmmmf——————ﬂWﬂ“+mMm )
p(1—g)h
CorCR y pnt1 2 CICrECR | ni12 NChr i1 2
< THf ||L2(Q)+T”g HLzm)*mHS ll72
Finally, to prove stability we have to show that & + Arb(u], pf) + = 1 —%)||i5l/ 2VPh|| ) = 0. We proceed as
follows
A2 o2dChy, Cso(l=8) o
Atb(’u,z,pZ) > 2 hz( )H h||L2 2 ||pZ||L2(Q)' (3-33)
Therefore,
At(l—e¢
" +Atb(uh,ph)+%Hn”%ﬁlliz(m (3.34)
p  APaldChy, ) A 2 L % At(l—s) 1 )
> (22&)}12(1_8) HUhHLz +l~l||E( Z)HL2(Q)+§||V'T7;7HL2( ||PhHL2 T”K/ZVPZ”LZ(Q)

Stability follows provided
pso(l—g) h
aCiyvVd

Summing equation (3.32) from n =0 to N — 1 yields (3.24). O
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3.4. Backward Euler - Leap Frog (BELF). Backward Euler - Leap Frog is a combination of the three level
implicit method with the coupling terms treated by the explicit Leap-Frog method. On the surface, combining
methods of different orders of accuracy can be questioned. However, in [12], BEFE was found to have the best
stability properties for the Stokes-Darcy problem. The use of a higher order method for the (explicitly treated)
coupling terms also reduces the penalty for uncoupling the system without increasing algorithmic complexity.

Approximations are needed at the first two time steps to begin. We shall suppose these are computed to appro-
priate accuracy, such as by BEFE (the first method above). We use the same time step, At, in both sub domains.
The BELF partitioned approximations are : Given ¢ € (0,7) and (]!, u}, p}) for n > 2, find (™', u}t!, pi*!) €

X3 x X3 x X!, with 9 ™! = 0 on T, such that for all (vy,wp, ¥,) € X x XJ x X/

ZH “271 772“*”2 ! 1 1 .
p(T,vh)Jrae (2,1);,) b(vp,p}) = (F* v )+/ gt vdx inQ, (3.35a)
FS
n+l n—1 n+1 n—1
P ( ;“h — ZA["’Z ,wh> = inQ,  (3.35b)
pn+1 pnfl '
So( g W) bl yn) +ap (7 yn) = (5 v inQ.  (3.350)

THEOREM 3.6. Under the condition

2

(kmin + (kgzm 4 M) 1/2)7 (3.36)

ph
Ar <
Chr Chr ph?

~ 2a2C3,d
the following bound holds for the BELF method (3.35):

ep _ _ A _
2 (e 22 + e 2 ) + B E ) B gy + VEGY ) 22i)) + 5 (1718 1y + 19 -1 )

Atkpin — 0PA2Chy,d At NS i

1 N 1
- — 2V
+z(“’* C} ph*(l1—¢) )(””h”Lz o @) + Z e

At 1 1
<& +60+ g(llnzvp/i\\z + =2V ppl1?) + At (b(w)), pi) — b(wy,, py))

+p, )||i2(g)

N—1 N N—1
+ar Y (Y u;;+'+ug*1)+m2/ Lt pul de + A Y (8T Y.

n=1 n= n=1

Proof. In (3.35), set v, = u} ™ + ) wy, = lAh Lt +n ), v = pit !+ pi ! and add, we obtain

1
—12 n — —12
ZAI H n+1||L2(Q>_||uZ IHLZ(Q))+Q,At(ae(nZJrl,thrl) ae(nZ 1;”7}, )) 2A[<||pn+lHL2(Q)_||pZ 1HLZ(Q))
1 - 1 -
+2(ap(pz+1’pz+1) (pz 1’ph ))_l,_zap(pZ"rl—i—ph 7PZ+1+pZ 1) b(uz+1+u2 l,pZ)—i—b(uZ, n+1+pZ 1)
= ([ (g e (5 A . 63

Let the discrete energy &” be denoted as in (3.5). Multiplying (3.37) by Ar and rearranging, we get

At
741+ SRV PV B g Arb(u, pi ) = Arb(u )]

At -
S 6 2V o )+ Arb(uy " pi) — Arb(uiy, gy )] + ||;<;1/2V( AR Al

14
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At(fn+l n+l+uh )+At/ gn+1 ( n+l+uh )dac+Al(Sn+l n+l+pz 1).
Jr,
Now add and subtract &" + 4 [|!/2V p/ |2
At 1 1
[5"“+<59"+*(||"67VPZ“H2+HK?VPZHZ)+At(b(uh,19?,“) b(ut pi))]

_ Aro1
o (\lﬂzVPthJrHHZVP" %) + Ae(b(ug = ph) — b(ui, pli~ 1))H*IWV( i DI

:At(f”_H n+l+u2 1)+At g gn+1 ( n+1+uh )d:l}+At(S"+l pn+1_’_pz 1)7

and sum from n = 1 to N — 1 to obtain
_ _ _ AN
%4 N S (AR PV P) + Ar(b(asl ) —bCas o) + 5T IRV g
n=1

At
= &'+ 6%+ (IR VphIP + 12 Vi) + At (b(uf). ph) — b(u, )

+AtNi1(f"H w! g +AtNZI/ g™t (it ol )cz’a,'4—At1\/il(s"+1 Pt ).
= n=1
Note that
At (b(uh ™ pi) = by py "))
> P (a2 g + e aey) - m(”ph 720y + 1P i2(e))-

so using again the definition (3.5) and (3.2) we have

£p _ A
(Iluhlle sl ) + —IE )72 ) + IE (g l)lliz(g>)+§(llV'nﬁlle +IV-my i )

so  Atky, o 2Ar? CINVd N2 N—1112 Ar N=1 1 el )
(E ZC%’F a 2ph2(1—8))(”ph ||L2(Q)+||ph HLZ(Q))—’—?;; HK:ZV "’ph )”Lz(Q)

At 1 1
<& 480+ (k2 V| + 162 Vo3l7) + A (b, p) — b(w, 1))

N—1 N—1
+ A Z (fn+l n+1 +uh —|—At Z n+l n+l +uh )diB+At Z (Srz+l pn+1 _’_pz 1).
n=1 n=1

Therefore stability holds provided At satisfies

Kinin At 2 O C[]vvd

0 < s+t — VS
2. pri(l-e)

which gives (3.36). 0

REMARK 2. Alternatively, we can discretize the problem using BELF method in the following way: Given

€ (0,T) and (n;,wy, py,) for n > 2, find (), ntl "H,pzﬂ) € X; x X x XI', with nZH =0 on I, such that for all
(vh,wh, l[/h) € Xi: X X}f X Xp

u;ll+1 uzfl

P n

L)+ ae (), vn) — b(vn, pi) = (£ op) + /F g vdx inQ, (3.38)
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PO a—" 2;;7’1 ,wp) =0 inQ, (3.38b)
n+1 n—1
Py —p .

so(=2 Mh )+ b(ui ) +ap (Pt ) = (5" ) in Q. (3.38¢)

It can be shown in a similar way as in the previous proof that this method is stable provided

kmin
Atgmin{ Plmin___ 2, VP h} (3.39)
20 dCINVCPF 4(XC1N\/\/3

3.5. w-method. This is a three-level second order family of partitioned methods, containing Crank-Nicolson
Leap-Frog (CNLF) and Backward Differentiation Formula 2 - Adams-Bashforth 2 (BDF2-AB2). Let ® € [%, 1], and
denote

1 2

V= S , Cp =1+
1620% —3w+3) [3:3] T 2Qow-1)

1
for a)e(§71], and ¢; =0.

B —

)

e
N

Assuming the initial data (ng,ug, pg) is given and (77,11,11,,117 p}l) is computed with a second order accurate method,
we consider the following method, which is a convex combination (via the @ variable) of BDF2-AB2 and CNLF:

Co—Hu + (—do+2)ul + (20— 3)u) !
At

P i) +ae(on™ !+ (1- )" )

o2y

+At (V- ((OUZ+1 +(1- w)uZ’l),V -vp) (regularization term)

50
7b(,vh’2wpn+(72w+1)pn—l) — (fn+2w_1,’0h)+/ g"+2‘°_lvhd0',
Iy

1 Qo= + (40 +2)m; + 20— 3!
At

p(ou™ +(1 - w)u)~ ,wy) =0, (3.40)

Qo —Hpit + (—40+2)p) + (20— 3)p) !
At
+a,(0py ™ +(1—o)pp " yn) = ("7 w).

For @ = 1/2 this method reduces to CNLF, and for @ = 1 it becomes the IMEX method BDF2-AB2, e.g., [13, 21,
20, 7]. Let 0 < € < 1 and denote

a1p11)+b(2wun+( 20+1 ) 7Wh>

So(

At o(1 — o) adCh,

1— 2
82=s0v+Atw(2w—1)km‘“ — Al “Civy ((v(lw) d+2(o—1),

AT e v ph? ' C. ph? —€)
Atcnir = P
OCCINV\[
n? c? C# d(1—)? 1
Aty = p ((2w—1)km,-,,+ (20 — 1)%K2;, + 4sov —2FE 62 (1-0) +2w—1))2).
2002, Cra2(W=l L op 1) ph
Note that under assumption (3.42), & > 0.
THEOREM 3.7. Under the CFL conditions
A< VP (3.41)
aCINV\[

16



when @ = % and

v
— YV Aewir, At } 3.42
ol = @) loner:Ale (3.42)

At < min{
forw € (%, 1], the following energy inequality holds
epv (|[uy P+l 1P) + 11y T i) G, + €202 1P+ 12K 1)

+ Positive Terms + Numerical Dissipation

N—-1
dc?
+(2w—1)At22<((2w—1) %toﬁwz h]é\/VCZFI)Vpn’Vpn)
n

+o(l - AtZap (P ppt pi e pi

< pll () & + 0l (P PV G + 1, )G, +200(1 — @) AL (b(, p') — b(u!, p?))

o°c
—(1—w)(2(0—1)Af(ap(1)17pl)+ap(P0,P°))—(1—(0)(20)—1)N2Tw |V -l + 1V 1)
+AIZ< fn+2w 1 n+l+(1_w)un71)_~_/ gn+2w71<wun+l_~_(1_w)unfl)do_
I,

+ (520 op 4 (1-w)p 7)),

where

2
(04
Positive Terms :=p|jaul) ™" +bul) |* +so||lap) ™' +bp) ||*+@*(1 - a))—Atz(HV ANV [?)

+an(l— o)A (|[Vep) ' + N U’h” +||\Fl7h+\1ﬁv uh+1H ),

and
N
NumericalDissipalion:zzwf;lZ (nZH 2n +my,~ ,nZ“ 20y +my, 1))
n=1
N
+Ato(1 - YV (™ g
n=1
N 2
+20-1)A Z(H &p R eV (@t = 2w+ a7
"
+20 - 1)A Z (/2" 20"+ p" )+ /R ao v-u ).

n=1

REMARK 3. When o = %, the regularizing third term in the first equation in (3.40) vanishes, and (3.40)
reduces to the Crank Nicolson-Leap Frog (CNLF) scheme: Given (uZ’l,nh Py b, (uf,m},pl) € X x X x X[

find (uw T it pity € X5 x X x X[ such that ¥ (vp, wi, W) € X5 x X5 < XP

un+l urzfl 7]”+1+7]n 1
p(’lmh,vh +a | T —b(vh,pz>=(f",vh)+/rg"-vhda:, (3.43)
1 1 1 1
(”Z+ tu M w;) _ (3.44)
2 2At T ’ '
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n+1 n—1 n+1 n—1
— +
50 (Wﬂ/ﬂ,) +b(up, i) +ap <ph2ph7%> = (5", ¥ (3:45)

The stability condition for CNLF is similar to the one for BELF. The proof of stability follows as in Section 3.4,
ignoring the contribution of the molecular diffusion term a,(py, pp) in the energy balance.

The proof of the general case is based on energy-type estimates, it involves the G-stability methodology [4, 6],
and produces the time-step restriction for stability by balancing the contribution from the coupling term with both
the numerical and molecular dissipation (see e.g.[20]). For the reader’s convenience, we include the proof in the
Appendix 6. !

The CNLF time-step restriction (3.41) and the first term in (3.42) are related to the second part of the condition
in (3.36) in BELF, and inverse related to conditions (3.7) in the drained split method (3.6) and also to (3.13) in the
fixed strain split method (3.12). The second term in (3.42) is proportional to condition (3.14) in the fixed strain split
method, the first condition in (3.21) and (3.22) in BEFE, and the first part of the condition in (3.36) in BELF.

4. Numerical examples. In this section, we numerically investigate the stability properties of the methods
presented in Section 3. As a benchmark problem, we consider the cantilever bracket problem, studied previously
for poroelastic systems in [14, 22, 17]. Let domain Q to be a square [0,1] x [0, 1], and denote by I'; and I'3
the bottom and top boundaries of Q, and by I, and I'4 the right and left boundaries of Q, respectively, so that
dQ =T UL U3 UTy. We prescribe the following boundary conditions for the elasticity problem

Nn=0 only,
o’n=0 onI1UIy,
o’n=(0,—1) onI3,

and a Dirichlet boundary condition for the flow problem
p=200ndQ.

This problem reaches the steady state at 7 = 50s. The structure material properties are given by p = 2g/cm?, u =
3.57 x 103dyne/cm?* and A = 1.4 x 10*dyne /cm? (corresponding to the values v = 0.4dyne /cm?* and E = 10*dyne /cm?).
The source terms are f =0, s = 0, and the Biot-Willis constant that determines the strength of the coupling between

the fluid and structure is o = 1. To numerically test the stability properties of the proposed algorithms, we first solve

the problem using a monolithic solver until the steady state is reached. We will refer to this solution as a reference
solution. Then, we solve the same problem using each partitioned scheme and measure the relative error between
the obtained solution and the reference solution. Since parameters so and k are frequently very small in applications,

we test the problem with different values of sy and k, and the time step size Atr. In all the test cases, each side of the
boundary is equally divided by 20 grid points. Figure 4.1 shows the reference displacement and pressure obtained

at T = 50s using At = 1 and values of the parameters k£ = 10~"I and 5o = 107°.

4.1. Drained split. We numerically test the stability of the drained split method in three cases: x = 1071,
50=5x107;k=10""1I,50 = 10"*;and k = 10771, 5o = 5- 10~*. In each case we use the time step Az = 0.1. We
observe that drained split method is unstable in the first (a2 /Aso =1.4) case, and stable in the second (o /Aso=0.7)
and third case (a?/Asq = 0.14). This is in good agreement with the theory, in which we proved that the method is
stable with a® | Aso < 1.

4.2. Fixed strain split. The stability condition for this method to be stable is either

2
o 20km;
L o sra Rk o
}LS() adePFCINV

We test fixed strain split for the following cases:

'An extended version of this report with more details in the proof is available at http://www.mathematics.pitt.edu/research/technical-
reports.php
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FIG. 4.1. The reference solution at T = 50s. Left: Horizontal displacement. Middle: Vertical displacement. Right: Pressure.

1) k=1071,50=75x% 1073, Ar = 0.1: In this case

2)

3)

4.3.

2 -8
-1
L s o a2 0
Aso ivvCer
Even thought the first quantity is larger than 1, and the time step is larger than the one dictated by the
time step condition, this method is stable. Note that we used the same parameters as for the drained split
method, which was in this case unstable. This indicates that it is more favorable to solve the fluid problem
first, and the structure mechanics problem second.
k=101, 59 = 1073, At = 0.1: In this case
2 -8
a 5-10
=T or At< ———>—.
Aso = ChwChr
Numerical experiments show that using Az = 0.1 the method is unstable. The method becomes stable with
the choice of At = 10~%. Moreover, if we decrease & to k = 107°1, in order to achieve stability we have
to take At = 1073, which confirms the linear relationship between At and k, for fixed h.
k=10""1, 59 = 10~*: We have
2 —10
o 5-10
=07 or At < ———+—
Aso v Crr

If we try to take K = 10771 in the first test case, the scheme exhibits instabilities. However, in this case
the first quantity is less than 1, so the theory predicts unconditional stability (no time step restrictions). The
numerical experiments show that fixed strain split in this case is stable for virtually every time step size,

confirming the predictions.
BEFE. The stability condition for this method is either

2 i .
Aso a?CppCryyd 402CppCiyyd " aCiyyVd

Note that the first set of conditions is more restrictive than conditions in fixed strain split. This indicates that if one
prefers to solve the problem using BEFE and a parallel solver, the price to pay is stronger conditions on the problem

parameters and the time step. In particular, to solve the last test case in fixed strain split using BEFE, one would
need a time step that is less than Az = 10710,
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4.4. BELF. The stability condition for BELF is

K JPso h? 45002 Chy Chod N\ 1/2
A= max{ 2 pz e il h} <5 g 2 (kmin+ (kyznm-i- w’#) ) .
*CipChyyd  aCvyVd 20°Clyy Cprd ph

If s < 1 (is negligible), the method of choice can be BELF, w-method (with @ > %), or fixed strain split. However,
note that BELF and w-method allow to solve the elasticity and the fluid problem in parallel, using a smaller time
step than the one needed for the fixed strain split. In the case when the ky, < 1 is very small (as is often in
applications), BELF offers a CFL condition depending on the structure density p and the storage coefficient so. The
same time step condition is theoretically needed for the CNLF method (w = %). Note that the alternative condition
in fixed strain split method is a condition on the parameters of the problem, independent of Az.

To test this scheme we choose k = 107°T and sy = 107>. The theoretical condition becomes

13-1072 1/2
A< T (10—6+ (10—12+ 1.6- 10-2C,2ch;§F) > .
CinvCrr
The numerical experiments shows that this method is stable for At =3 - 1075, Note that in this case f‘—; =17, and the
time step needed to solve this test case with fixed strain split method was At = 1077,
4.5. w-method. The w-method is a second order method that solves the fluid and the mechanics problem
in parallel. However, in the cases when @ > % the scheme contains a penalty term which improves the stability
properties, but may affect the accuracy. In the cases when &, is small, CNLF method (@ = %) offers an appealing

time step if values of sg are large enough. The time step conditions is the same as the one for the BELF method in
the cases with dominant sq. Indeed, if &K = 107°T and sy = 10>, the time step restriction for CNLF is
1.6-107*

At <
Civy

Numerical experiments show that CNLF is stable for Az = 3- 107>,
If 6 # %, the time step restriction for the @ method is given by

v
At < mi {7& , At }7
min o(l— o) CNLF,Blg

where

ph?
d(1-w)?
\%

d(1 - w)?
Aty = ( )
20C2 C3o?( v

my

+2w—1))%).

C2.Cy
((2(0 = Dkiin + (20— 1) ki + 450V lgthF o’
1)

+2m—

A popular choice of w is @ = 1, in which case the w-method is known as BDF2-AB2. With the values of parameters
x=10"°T and so = 1077, the time step conditions becomes

Cc2 4 1 25-1073 , _ _ 1
(km,-,,+(k,%,m+4sovmva;”’a2)2) :W(lo ©+(1071242:107°C, Chy)?)

120%

h2
b st
2C;, Corpa

my

The numerical experiments show that this method is stable when Ar = 1073.

5. Conclusions. We have expanded the number of tools (partitioned methods) available for solving the coupled
Biot system using methods optimized for individual sub-physics problems. We have also given a comprehensive
stability analysis of the methods based on energy methods. These results give sufficient conditions for the given (non
periodic) boundary conditions, include the effects of non-constant physical parameters and have carefully tracked
the dependence on physical parameters in the results. In our experiments, the sufficient conditions were found to
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Effect Definition
. A
Elastic wave speed CE=4/—
p
. L p
derived Elastic time scale E=—=L/%
CE A
. . LZS()
Darcy relaxation time D= —o
K
K
derived Darcy relaxation speed Cp = oo
0
a?
Coupling Strength A= —
pso
TABLE 5.1

Characteristic quantities for the coupled Biot system.

be quite sharp. The stability results seem essentially complex and thus hard to use to choose a good method for a
given physical setting. However, at least for constant physical parameters, the results can be (perhaps surprisingly)
simplified greatly and into a useful table (below). We conclude this paper by giving this analysis of the Biot system
and the methods studied.

The coupled Biot system has three competing effects: Wave propagation in the elastic components, with key

parameter wave-speed
A
CE = )
p

porous media relaxation in Darcy, with key parameter relaxation time

L2
= -0
K
where L is the global length scale, and the system coupling, with key parameter a measure of coupling strength. For

the relaxation time, we form the relaxation speed
K

cp=—.
b Lsg
Our intuition is that the essential steps in the numerical analysis involve interaction of these effects and thus should be
phrased in terms of parameters measuring their magnitude. To this end, we define (for constant physical parameters?)
the three key parameters and two derived parameters for each subproblem and the system coupling in Table 5.1.

For the coupling strengths, the natural measures of it in each equation are the elastic coupling strength

AE:77
p

>The detailed stability theorems are stated in terms of the correct values needed in the variable case.
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Parameter condition

o? A?
/IS() g
Time step condition Time scale 7¢ Time scale 7p
h 2pK At h 2cD-cE A\t h\? 2
a<cx(=) & —<c*(= Zoox () D
- (L) o? TE <L> A2 (7 L A2
Ar < CX ﬁ Lypso §<C* ﬁ i §<C* ﬁ ¢
- L o T L) A (N L) A
At < % g €D CE g i
o? T A2 T A?
TABLE 5.2

Characteristic quantities for the coupled Biot system.

the Darcy coupling strength

a

Ap=—
D S() )

and their geometric average

2

o

A=,/ —.

pso

The choice of the global length scale L (such as L = diam(Q)) is arbitrary at this level of generality. For the
two constants of analysis in the stability theorems, note that Cyyy depends only on the minimum angle and is unit
free while Cpp has units [Cpp] = L . Let C* denote an absolute (unit free) constant. Four conditions occur often in
the stability analysis. Rearranging these in the stability theorems and choosing time scale to be Tg or Tp gives the
equivalent conditions presented in Table 5.2. We observe that the key combination of the parameters is

Coupling Strength

" Speed of Propagation’

Therefore, we define the following quantities.
DEFINITION 5.1. With A, cp,cE defined in Table 5.1, set

A A
BE L=, BD = —,and
CE Ccp
B B:=+/Bp-B 7A
B- = p—rt D . E = .
10t m

To make precise estimates, denote by C = Cyyy V/d, and let &pp be the dimensionless part of Cpr. Table 5.3 gives a
summary comparison of the methods with respect to Coupling Strength / Speed of Propagation.

From qualitative behavior shown in Figure 5.1 we conclude that when the speed of propagation is dominated
by the coupling strength, the optimal method from the @ family (3.40) is CNLF. Also we notice that there is a rapid
transition between the two regimes/methods (CNLF and BDF2-AB2) as the ratio of the speed of propagation and
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Method Stability Condition
DS B <1
At 1 hoo
BZ <1 — <2——(=)"(CBp)?
FSS p<l or < E%F(L)( D)
At 1 ,h
BEFE Bi<1 and — < (7)%(CBp)™>
D Cpp L
t 11 ,ho 5 h .
— < —-——(=)"(CB —(CB
o w o {45;,F<L)( p)" 7(CBo) "}
t
BELF = <max{——(=)*(CBp)2, Z(CBp)~'}
D PF L
t _h
BA(O =1 — < =(CBp)~!
=73 TD—L( D)
t . . 120-1,h o v h ., C? ,2
BA(6 # 1 =< — = (2)°(CB —— _—(CB —(CB
( #2) TD — ln{E%F 92 <L) ( D) ) 9(176)14( D) ) 9( D) }
TABLE 5.3

Comparison of stability properties of the partitioned methods. The abbreviations in the first column are: DS= Drained Split, FSS= Fixed

strain split and BA = .

W : optimal method

BDF2-AB2

CNLF

I I I I I I
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

'351=Speed of propagation/Coupling Strength

FI1G. 5.1. The transition between CNLF and BDF2-AB?2 regimes of the @ family (3.40), as a function of the ratio between the coupling
strength and the speed of propagation.
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MCF‘F = 3,14 1K’|:PF = 10

0,045 Fixed strain split 0,045 Fixed strain split
0,04 0,04
0,035 0,035
0,03 0,03
= 0,025 = 0,025
= =
0,02 0,02
0,015 0,015
001 0-0L I CNLF or BELF
0,005 0,005
2 4 _15 g 10 o 4 _15 2 10
I:EBD:I I:EBII:I

FIG. 5.2. The choice of method which allows the largest time step in the case when % =3.14 (left), and i =10 (right).

the coupling strength increases. In the cases with high speeds of propagation, the optimal method, with highest
allowable time step, is BDF2-AB2.

To summarize, we find the method that allows the largest time step with respect to the relative mesh step % and
the parameters of the problem CBp. We distinguish two cases, B% < 1 and B%i > 1. When B% < 1, the method of
choice could be drained split or fixed strain split. If B,25 > 1, our results are given as follows. In order to estimate the
size of épr, we used the following result from [5] for the domain and boundary conditions in the numerical tests:

> 7.

CpF
Figure 5.2 left shows the method that allows the largest time step in the case when - = 3.14. The case when

CpF
EFI’F = 10 is shown in Figure 5.2 right.

6. Appendix. In order to prove the energy estimate in Theorem 3.7, we will use Dalhquist’s G-stability
methodology [4, 6, 20]. Let define the positive definite matrix

2 1 (o-1)?

207 — 0+ i - 5

o-1)? 2 5

G= we [5.1], 6.1)

and notice that

(o — %)uﬁ“ +(—4o+2)u}l + (2w — %)uz_l, ouftt 4+ (1 - a))uz_l)

1 2 —1y12 - 1 —12
= ||y i) 1E = Nl (= IG + 227 gy =20+ g~
similarly
(o —Hpi + (4o +2)pp+ 20— 3)pi " opit + (1-0)pp ")
1 2 —1y2 - 1 —12
=i Pl = 1 P DG + 2272 ey =2k + P12,
and

ac(on' +(1-0)n) ', 2o - D + (—do+2)n) + 20— 3)n} ")
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H( n+1

2 SN — 1
MG, — I G, + 25 e (7"

oy g 2,
where

1 ) [, = 20% — 0+ )ac(my o ™) — Qo —1)%ac(n )

+(2w2—3a)+1)ae(nh,nh).

For the proof of Theorem 3.7 we need the following preliminary results, which follow by algebraic manipulation.
LEMMA 6.1. ||, u") || = v (|| |> + [|u"[|*) + [|lau™ " + bu" ||, where

1
V= €11l

16202 — 30 +3)

a\/zfvzl( 1+20w—1)2+1), b= \/2“’21( 1+ 20w—-1)2-1).

Bl

LEMMA 6.2. The contribution of the coupling terms to the energy equation is
N
Y, (—blow™! +(1-0)u"" 20p" + (~20+ 1)p")
n=1

+bRou" + (~20+ w0+ (1-@)p) )
=20(1 - o) (b(u", p""") — b, pY))
N
+ a)(l 72(0) Z (b(un+1 72un+un—17pn+1) 7b(un+1’pn+1 72pn+pn—1))

n=1

—20(1 - ) (b(u’,p') —b(u',p")).
LEMMA 6.3. The dissipative term in pressure writes as

ap(p™ +(1-0)p" " op" +(1-0)p"")

M=

n=1

N1
=020 - 1)(ap(pN+',pN+1)+ap(pN7pN)) + (2o —1)? Z ay(p",p")
n=2
—(1—=0)20—1)(ay(p",p") +a,(p°,p"))

N
_ (D) Z ap(anrl _|_pn71’pn+1 _|_pn71)’
=1

and similarly the stabilizing term
V n+l 1 _ n—1 2
Z IV (0u; ™" + (1 - 0)u; )|

=020 1)(|V-wy P +]|V-u|?) + Z IV
—(1—w)(2w—1)(||V-U;11||2+||V~uh|| )

N
—0) Y V- (w2
=1
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Proof. [Proof of Theorem 3.7] Using the following test functions in (3.40)

vy = a)u"H + (1 _ w)un—l,

wy =~ Vo (0n ' + (1— )y )

1 -1
v =op," +(1-)p)
after summation we obtain

Lyt ul _ 3\l
p((Zw 2wy 40’;2) ht(Ro—3)uy ,(Du"+l—|—(l—a))un_l)
+ae((m)"+1+(17w)n”_1,a)u”+1+(lfa))u"_1)

o2cy

+At

(V- (@uy !+ (1- @)up ),V (0w + (1- 0)uy ™)
0

—b(ou" + (1 —0)u" ' 20p"+ (—20+1)p" )

,ae(wuz—kl + (1 _ w)uz—l,wnn-&-l + (1 _ w),r’n—l)

_ 1y ntl _ n _3y,n—1
+ae((2(1} 2)77,1 +( 4wA—:2)7]h+(20) 2)"7/1 7a),r]nJrl + (1 _ w)nnfl)
20— D) p! T+ (—40+2)p+(20—3)p ! _
+S()(( 2)17;, ( N )Ph ( 2)1’;1 ,(DPZHwL(l*(D)PZ 1)

+b20u" + (—20+ Du" L opi™ +(1-0)p; )
+ap(opy +(1—o)pp ot + (1-w)p )
— (fn+2w—17wun+l+(17w)un—1)+/ gn+2w—1<a)un+1+(17w)un—l)dc
Iy
+(s"+2“’_1,a)p2’+1+(1—w)p2_1).

By rearranging terms,

20— w4 (—do+2)u+ (20— 3 )u! ! _
(( 2) h ( ) h ( 2) h ’wuz+1+(17w)uz 1)

At
(20— 3)pp ! +(—40+2)pp+ 203 )p ! _
+S0( 2/Pp = h 2Py 7wpz+l+(1_w>pz 1)
“1 Co—H)npt 4 (—4e+2)m+ 030!
+ae(w"]n+1+(1*(l))’r]n 1,( 2)"y A ) +( ), )
a’ce

+Ar (V- (ou' + (1 - o)u) ),V (ouf™ + (1 - 0)u} "))

S0
+ap(opy +(1-o)pi " opy™ +(1-e)p )
—b(ou" + (1 —0)u" ' 20p" + (—20+1)p" ")
+b20u" + (—20+ u" L opi™ +(1-0)p; )
— (fn+2w717wun+l_i_(l_w)unfl)+/ gn+2w71(wun+l_’_(l_w)unfl)do.
Ty
+ (sn+2w71’wpz+l +(1 _ a))pzfl).

using the G-matrix (6.1), the above estimate becomes
p 2 —1\12 - —1)12
E(||(UZ+17UZ)HG_‘I(uz7uz NG+ 2 g = 2w+~ ?)

S0 2 - 2 — —12
+ 5 U PG = (i i NG + 2474 PR =2+ 57 1P)
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(H( LB, — 1y Vg, + 2 (™ = 2yl = 2mp ) )

a?e

' 2 (V- (@ul T+ (1 - 0)u! ), V- (ou + (1 - o)ul ™))

50
+ap(opy ™+ (1-@)p ' opy ' + (1 - 0)p; )
—b(a)u"+1+(1—w)u”71,2a)p +(—20+1)p" 1)
+b2wu" + (—20+ )u" " opit +(1-w)pi )
— (fn+2w717wun+1_|_(1_w)unfl)+/ gn+2w71(a)un+1+(1_w)un71)d6
Ts
(0 ap 4 (1— @) ),

and summing from n = 1 to N, we obtain

ey + 2 Z oy — 20+

1 1 12
*H( LI+ &2 IZHP"+ —2pp+p, |l

1 n—
+E\\(nf¥“,nh)\\cag+ % 28 1Zae( o gt —2m) ) 1))

OCC
+At “’va ou™ + (1 - 0)ul )|

n=l1
+Zap (0py ™ +(1—o)py " opit + (1—)p) )
n Z (—b(wu"“ F(1— o) ! 20p" + (—20+ 1)p" )
n=1

+bRou" + (<20 -+ ' op 4+ (1- @)p) )

P S0
—*H(U},,ug)llé+*H(P},,pg)llﬁﬁE\I(ﬂ},mg) ¢
_|_Z ((fn+2w 1 un+l+(1_w)unfl)+\/r gn+2w71(wun+1+(1_a))un71)d6

+(Sn+2w_1,(l)p;:+l+(l )PZ 1))

Using by Lemma 6.2 the energy balance writes

D I+ £ 220 X 2
S0 12
+ @ PG+ 24 12\\1)”“ 2+ pp |

1
+

N
AII(n;iV“,niV)II%, ot Yo =20 = 2 )

—|—At

Z IV - (@u ™ + (1 = w)uy )|
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+):ap (wpit' +(1—)pp ' opi +(1-0)pp ")
+20(1 — o) (b(u N,pNH) b(uM*!, pM))

-i-(i) 1—260 Z n+l _zun_i_unfl’anr])_b(un+17pn+l _zpn_|_pn*1))

P
= |l )||c+ (P PG + tII("hl,mg)II%;,aﬁZw(l—w)(b(uo,Pl)—b(ulmo))
+Z( fn+2a) 1 unJrl+(1_w)unfl)_’_\/an+2(o71(a)un+l+(1_w)un71)dc

+(Sn+2a) 1 wpz+1+(1 )pz 1))

Using (2.11b), the polarized identity, we write the coupling terms

N
(D(l —2(1)) Z (b(un+l _2un_’_un71’pn+l) _b(un+1’pn+l _2pn+pn71))

n=1

N
172(0 az n+1 n+1 Zun+un—1))7(pn+172pn+pn—1’v.un+l))
n=1
N 2
p h ntl 1|12 4 At o 5dCh o
—2o-1) ) ({7 IV @ =20+ [P+ —a”o =3 | p" 1)
n; 4Ar dC? p
—(2&)—1)% (s70||pn+] _zpn_"_pnfl”2_’_ga2w2|‘v_un+l”2)
=1 4At 50
N

oo~ Y (/&P +Eaov-@ 2w )

n=

2»—‘

+2o-1 Y (V& —2p"+p" )+ /L ao V-urt! ),
n

—_

At (D(l )adctm
I—e~ v pn2

20(1 — @) (b(u)), p ) — b(u) 1, pi)))
=gran(l—o)(|p) 7P +1pY 1) + Lao(l — o) (|- up P+ V- u)|?)

rao(l-o)(|var ™ + gVl | + [l ver) + &V -u ).

Then substituting above we obtain

and also (using the notation & =

D 5 2w
S0 2
+ I Pl 524 IZIIP”+1 2pi+pp |

1
+

N
AII(n;iV“,niV)II%, ot Yo =20 = 2 )

+At ZHV (@uf™ 4+ (1 — 0)ul )2
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+):ap (wpit' +(1—)pp ' opi +(1-0)pp ")

—gan(l - w)(HpN+l 12 +11p7117) = grao(t = o) (|V-u P + [V -u"]?)

P & nt1 24 At 5 2dChy i ity
—2o-1) Vo (u"t = 2w 4 P+ =l | ptt | )
ngl 4At dClzw p h?
2(1) 1 i n+1 2"+ n71||2_~_§a2w2||v un+l||2)
] (3ar 1P prp %

S

tao(l-o)(|Ver ! + 5V ul | + Ve + S5 V-ul )

N
+2o—-1)Y (/& + AtawV (u™ —2u" Hz)

n—=
N
260—1 Z ||\/g(pn+l_2pn+pnfl)+ %awvlun+]”2)

k), +20(01— @) (b(u, ')~ blu! )

+ Z ((fn+2a) 1 n+1 +(1 —(D)’u,nil) + gn+2w71(a)un+l +(1 —co)u”fl)dc
Ty

—_

= *II(%U%)II% + *||(P;1“P?,)||%;

+(Sn+2a)—1 wpn—H (17 )pz 1))
Using the inverse and divergence inequalities (3.1) and (3.4), canceling out terms yields

p
Atll(’uZV“, G — gao(l—o)(|V-u" 2+ |V

S0 —
+ I PG+ 2o Z R A

7”( N+1’nh)||ca(_~_ 1 20— 1Zae n+1 ol 1’,,72“ 4 1))

2 N

Z (0w + (1 - o)uy ™|

At d l}'ll
+Zap (op; ' +(1-o)py " opi +(1-0)p; ) - (2w*1)p o’ o’ ZII PP

—erao(l—o) ([P + 1Y)

N
_ At
2(1)—1 Zl 4At n+1_2pn+pn 1H2+70a2w2Hv_un+1”2)

S

+oo(1 - 0)(|Var SVl I Ve + Yl )
N
+(20-1) Z (Il &r" "+ paoV: (u 2w )
N
2(1)—1 Z ”\/g(prwl_zpn_,'_pnfl)_’_ %awV-U”HHZ)

1
b 1) R, + 2001 — @) (b, p') — b(w 1))
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M=

+ ((fn+2a)—1,wun+1+(17w)un—1)+/ g"+2‘°_1(a)u”+1+(17w)u"_1)d6
Ly

1
(sn+2w717wpz+l+(l >pZ l))

n

_|_

Using the inverse, Poincaré-Friedrichs inequalities (3.1), (3.2), Lemmata 6.1 and 6.3, we have

pv dc;, 2 2
(E——aw(l— o) '"V)(H ul TP |P) + ||WN+l buy) |
=ely
50
+EV(HP2"“IIZ+HP§Y)IIZ) HapN“erph |17+ 2 22 lZIIP”+1 2pp+ o P

1
+ o ) &0, + 4 2% lZae R Y A T

2 N—1
(04
OV v uglP

n=2

(04
020 — A== (||V-up ™|+ |V |*) + 20— 1)*Ar

—(1- )20 — AL

wy|*+ V- upl?)

0Pcp W n+l 2
o(1 — o)At - ZHV- +uj” Hil

n=1

)

+o2o—1)a,(P" T, PV — 20— 1)2a2?|| VeV — g an(l —(D))||pN+1||2
+020—1)ay(p",p") - 20 -1)F 20|V —ean(l —)|p"|?

dc?
+QRow-1) Z ((Zw—l)ap(pn7pn)_%a2w2 hémc ||Van2)

N
At
—(2(0—1)2 (4At” n+1 2pn_’_pn—1”2+7a2w2||v'un+1”2)

n

tao(l-o)(||Ver ™+ gV | + Ve + gV -ul )

+Heo= D) B (/& +/Faov- @ -2 )

—_

=

+(20-1) Z (/3 =2p"+ ")+ L Vut!|?)
P 1
< Ajll(ubug)ll%ﬂrAtll(Ph,Ph)llc At||(771m7h)||<;a +20(1 — ) (b(u’,p') —b(u', p%)
— (1= )20 —1)(ay(p".p") +a,(p°,p"))

Jrz( fn+2a) 1 n+1+(17w)un—l)+/ grz+2w—1(wun+lJr(liw)un—l)dc
Iy

=

+(sn+2wfl’wpz+l_~_(1 )pz 1))

30



Rearranging terms and using the definition (2.11c), yields

N+1

pv
DT (P + 1) + )

+(Kv gan(l— ))\|pN+1||2+a)(2w—1)((nf%a2wI)VpN+1,VpN+l)
+(A—v gan(l— ))HPNHZ-F(D(ZO)—1)((&—%a2wI)VpN,VpN)

occa,

—||auN+‘+buhH2 Cllapy ! +bp) |P+o 20— 1)ar = (V- P 1V 1)

]2w 1Zae( n+1 —om 1»"2“ o+ 1))

2, 0o "\ ni2
+(2w—1)*At - Y IV-upll
0 p=2

ey n+1 n—1y(12
o(l — o)At " Z||V~ +u; )|
n=1

S

T

+2o-1) (((2(»71) ~ Mol Zdhgwcppf)v " vpn)

||
[N

n

o(l — o)

ap(anrl _|_pn717pn+1 _|_pn71)

M=

1

Aty oy nt1)2
—(Zw—l)ga ) Z||V~u [

3
Il

tao(l-o)(||Vap ™+ &V ul | + Ve + JgV-ul )

N
+2o-1) Z H\/ganrl—F %awv-(u”+1_2u”+un71)”2>

N
2@_1 Z, H /%(pn—kl_zpn_'_pn—l)_’_\/%awv.un-s—lnz)

1
1 Caa w11 + E\I(p;'ﬂp2)llé+ 1) IGa, +20(1 — @) (b ( ph)—b(u',p")

S

<

&=

[P+ [V )

— (1= )20 -1)(ay(p',p") +a,(p°,p")) ~ (1 - 0) (20 - 1)
+Z( (fre2o-t, n+1+(17w)un—1)Jr/r gn+2a)—1(wun+1+(17w)un—1)d6
(gm0 COPZH‘FU o)~ 1)>’
and multiply by Az, after some calculations involving (3.2) and (3.1) we get
epv ([l 1P+l 11P) + (o o) 6.

Kmin 2 2(X 2¢c2 (]_w)2d Nln2 N2
+<s0v+Ata) 2w —1 — At iny +20—1 ) A2 4 p
( )CPF ph? ( v(l—e) ) (” w7+ leg )

+pllawy !+ bup |* + sollapy ' + bpj ||
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2

«a
+At (w(2a) A
S0

At
20D T@0?) (I PV )

wz(lfa))At%EO(At), and =0 when o=
N
+ 200y o (= 2mfy ot = 2mfy g '))

2 N—1

a At

A ((m_ 1242 (20 — 1)—052(1)2) Y IV-uglP
S0 S0 n—=2

=0

NZHV (™ P
n=1

+Aro(1 —
50
N—-1

dC?
+ (20— 1A Z( (Co-1r-%o’e’ h;’"’CI%FI)Vp”,Vp">

AtZap (AR N VAR
+ao(l- o) (||verp) '+ V- ulf||® +|[Ver + 5 V- u) )
N

2(1)—1 Z || 4A[pn+1 %(X@V'(un+l—2un+un_l)”2)

120 —1) Ativ: ||\/4Z&(pn+l_2pn+pn71)+ %awvhu;H»]HZ)
n=1
< P (g i) 1+ 0l (i PG + 1| (0 B G, +200(1 = @)t (b, p1) = b(u', p°))
—(1—w)(2w—I)At(ap(pﬂpl)+a,,(p°,p°))—(1—w)(zw—1)&2@(”v.u;’“2+Hv,ugnz)
+AIZ( (7207 w4 (1 o)u'") +/ 201 (o 4 (1 - @)Y do
+(" 2 oph ™+ (1 - 0)p) 1)>'

Therefore we have a stability result by energy methods provided

1— 2
0<s0v+Atw(2w—1)]é’”’" Ar? 2O‘C”'”(( ( w)d+2w—1)

2F ph? Y v(l—g)
2,2 dC?
0< (20— 1)((20 — knin — %5 hgw ChpAt),

namely the time-step satisfies the following CFL conditions:

a< PRt i
d aCy

when @0 = 2, and

PSo h

— 1—¢
(D(l — (L)) d aCiyy ’

Ar < min{
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for w € (%, 1], respectively. O
We now transform this time-step restrictions in term of the characteristic parameters defined in Table 5.1. The CNLF
(0= %) condition writes

At Kinin Pso h h kiin \/ﬁ 1 h
— < A — Vi—e=— \/178173 v1i—-e< —-(CB
W~ LoV d oy L aL\/so Ciyyvd 1Nvf ( o)
For € (1, 1] we have similarly
At v h
= <min{ ——~(CB ‘1,a)}
T *mm{a)(l—w)L( D)
where
k h? Cc2.C} d(1—w)? 1
= i P (20 — )knin + (20 — 1)k, + 4soV —2—PE o ( ( ) +20-1))2
12 2 2 < 0)? min h?
50 20C;, Cop o (S5~ +20—1) p
kmin th
= 20 — 1)ky;
2 d(1—w)2 ( min
L250 200C2, 302 (42 120 — 1)
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h? Cc2 C3 d(1—w)?
+ g””"z \/(Za)—l)2+4s0v i 2”052( ( ) +2a)—1)
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