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Abstract

In isotropic elasticity, P-wave displacement is longitudinal and curl-free. In
anisotropic elasticity, the physical quasi-P (qP) mode is instead selected by the
principal eigenvector of the Christoffel matrix and is generally not parallel to the
wave normal. We compare, in homogeneous two-dimensional vertical transverse
isotropy (VTI), the exact elastic qP propagator with a longitudinally constrained
propagator that suppresses transverse displacement by construction. Both dynamics
are placed in a periodic operator and variational framework. The qP space is an
invariant spectral subspace of the elastic operator, whereas the longitudinal space
yields a Galerkin restriction that is generally not invariant. The corresponding forms
are coercive on mean-zero H1, their generators are positive self-adjoint operators
of order two, and both Cauchy problems are well posed and energy conservative.
A two-dimensional Rayleigh-quotient identity expresses the longitudinal squared-
speed deficit as the qP–qSV spectral gap multiplied by the squared polarization
mismatch. Building on classical weak-anisotropy perturbation theory, we derive an
explicit VTI specialization of the qP projector and phase symbol. The projector
error and qSV contamination are O(η) in amplitude, whereas the qP phase-speed
error is O(η2). For longitudinal initial data, the field error admits an orthogonal
decomposition into modal contamination and qP dephasing. A uniform estimate
bounds it by C|η|∥u0∥ + Ctη2∥u0∥H1 on bounded times. After removal of the
common carrier, an abstract two-branch multiplier theorem gives field-level limits on
the intermediate scale t = τ/η and the diffractive scale t = τ/η2. The first yields a
finite polarization–phase crossover, whereas the second yields a generally order-one
dephasing profile. Exact-in-time Fourier experiments verify the identities, asymptotic
coefficients, convergence rates, and two long-time limits. The main contribution is
therefore not a new local qP approximation, but a quantitative error theory describing
when a longitudinal elastic model approximates the exact qP branch and when its
second-order phase accuracy is exhausted by long-time dephasing.

Keywords: anisotropic elasticity; quasi-P waves; Christoffel matrix; weak anisotropy;
spectral projector; mode separation; long-time asymptotics.
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1 Introduction
The identification of P waves with longitudinal, curl-free displacement is exact in homoge-
neous isotropic elasticity. In anisotropic media, however, the propagating bulk modes are
the eigenspaces of the Christoffel matrix. The fastest branch is conventionally denoted
qP because its polarization is only quasi-longitudinal: it need not be parallel to the wave
normal. Consequently, two natural operations that coincide in isotropy become distinct in
anisotropy:

(i) projecting displacement onto the wave-normal direction;

(ii) projecting displacement onto the qP eigenspace.

The present work compares the two resulting homogeneous propagators at the level of
their operator structure, phase symbols, and propagated fields.

Three well-developed strands of literature form the background. First, weak-anisotropy
perturbation theory provides local approximations of qP phase velocity and polarization.
Thomsen’s VTI parameters yield the classical first-order velocity formula [1]; general
first-order eigenvalue and eigenvector perturbations were developed by Jech and Pšenčík
[2], specialized to qP attributes by Pšenčík and Gajewski [5], and extended to higher-
order wave attributes by Farra and Pšenčík [7]. The wave-vector-coordinate treatment of
Ohanian, Snyder, and Carcione gives particularly transparent first-order expressions [8].
Thus neither first-order qP polarization nor first-order qP phase velocity is new here.

Second, anisotropic wave-mode separation by Christoffel polarizations is classical.
Dellinger and Etgen introduced Fourier-domain separators for two-dimensional anisotropic
fields [3]; Yan and Sava constructed spatially variable VTI separators [9]; and Cheng and
Fomel developed low-rank mixed-domain implementations [12]. Cheng and Kang explicitly
interpreted projection onto the wave vector as only a partial qP separation and removed
the residual qS content by correcting the polarization deviation [11]. Accordingly, the
observation that a longitudinal projection contains residual qSV energy is also established.

Third, a large computational literature constructs “pure-qP” equations by isolating
or approximating a qP dispersion branch. Examples include the pseudoacoustic model
of Alkhalifah [6], scalar or pseudo-pure-mode propagators [11, 13], Padé and separable
approximations [14], pure P/S phase-velocity equations [16], and recent optimized time–
space localizations [17, 19, 20]. Many of these works use the acoustic approximation, in
which the axial shear-wave speed is set to zero, and focus on stable and efficient numerical
realization of the resulting qP dispersion relation.

Terminology. Throughout this paper, exact qP propagation means the spectral restric-
tion of the full elastic operator, with vS0 > 0, to its qP eigenspace. It should not be
confused with a pseudoacoustic pure-qP equation obtained after setting vS0 = 0, nor with
a local approximation of such an equation. The competing longitudinal model is likewise
not a pseudoacoustic model: it is the Galerkin restriction of the full elastic energy to
curl-free displacement fields.
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The question addressed here is therefore narrower and dynamical: how accurately does
this longitudinal elastic restriction approximate the exact elastic qP restriction, and for
how long? The contributions are:

(1) a common periodic operator and variational framework in which exact qP propagation
is an invariant spectral restriction, whereas longitudinal propagation is a conservative
Galerkin restriction to curl-free fields;

(2) a two-dimensional exact relation between polarization mismatch, spectral gap, and
longitudinal speed deficit, together with an exact orthogonal field-error decomposition
into qSV contamination and qP dephasing;

(3) an explicit VTI specialization of classical weak-anisotropy perturbation formulas,
used to expose the different orders of the two error mechanisms;

(4) a nonasymptotic bounded-time estimate and an abstract two-branch multiplier
theorem yielding strong L2 interaction-picture limits on the scales t = O(1), t =
O(η−1), and t = O(η−2);

(5) exact-in-time spectral experiments that verify the coefficients and the complete
limiting curves.

The originality claim is deliberately confined to the comparative propagated-field analysis
and its long-time consequences. No novelty is claimed for Christoffel projection, local
weak-anisotropy wave attributes, or the existence of scalar pure-qP pseudodifferential
equations.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the VTI Christoffel symbol
and exact qP projector. Section 3 develops the operator and variational framework for
the exact qP and constrained longitudinal dynamics. Section 4 compares their symbols
and proves the exact identities. Section 5 derives the VTI weak-anisotropy specialization.
Section 6 develops the finite-time field decomposition, while Section 7 isolates the abstract
multiplier mechanism and establishes the two VTI long-time limits. Numerical design and
results are presented in Sections 8 and 9. The relation to previous work and the limits of
the claims are discussed in Section 10.

2 Homogeneous 2D VTI elasticity and its spectral pro-
jectors

Let x = (x, z)T and u = (ux, uz)
T . In the symmetry plane of a homogeneous VTI medium,

the stress–strain law is
σxx = C11 ∂xux + C13 ∂zuz,

σzz = C13 ∂xux + C33 ∂zuz,

σxz = C44(∂zux + ∂xuz).

(1)

The displacement equation reads

ρ ∂ttu− divσ(u) = f . (2)
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The VTI coefficients are parameterized by the vertical velocities vP0 and vS0 and by
Thomsen’s parameters ϵ and δ:

C33 = ρv2P0, C44 = ρv2S0,

C11 = C33(1 + 2ϵ), C13 + C44 =
√

(C33 − C44)2 + 2δC33(C33 − C44).
(3)

The positive square-root branch is chosen, i.e., the branch continuous from the isotropic
reference medium.

For a Fourier wave vector k = (kx, kz)
T , the density-normalized elastic symbol is

A(k) =
1

ρ

(
C11k

2
x + C44k

2
z (C13 + C44)kxkz

(C13 + C44)kxkz C44k
2
x + C33k

2
z

)
. (4)

Writing k = |k|n, one has

A(k) = |k|2Γ(n), Γik(n) = ρ−1Cijklnjnl, (5)

where Γ is the density-normalized Christoffel matrix. Its eigenvalues are the squared phase
velocities c2P (n) and c2SV (n).

Set aA = A11, dA = A22, bA = A12, and

D(k) =
√

(aA − dA)2 + 4b2A. (6)

Then
λP =

aA + dA +D

2
, λSV =

aA + dA −D

2
, (7)

with λα = |k|2c2α. We assume a positive qP–qSV gap for k ̸= 0.
The sign-invariant projectors are

ΠP (k) =
A(k)− λSV (k)I

λP (k)− λSV (k)
, ΠSV = I −ΠP . (8)

They satisfy

Π2
P = ΠP , AΠP = λPΠP , A = λPΠP + λSVΠSV . (9)

Thus, in a homogeneous medium, exact qP propagation is obtained by applying ΠP and
evolving with frequency ωP =

√
λP .

3 Operator and variational formulation
We place the exact qP and longitudinally constrained dynamics in a common periodic
framework. This makes precise the distinction between an invariant spectral restriction
and a conservative Galerkin restriction.

Let T2 = (R/2πZ)2 and let Hs
0(T2) denote the mean-zero periodic Sobolev space. The

zero Fourier mode is removed only to exclude rigid translations and obtain a coercive
energy norm; it can be restored as an independently evolving constant displacement.
Vector-valued spaces are denoted by Hs

0(T2;C2). We normalize Fourier series so that
Parseval’s identity has no additional constant. For a matrix multiplier M(D),

M̂(D)v(k) = M(k)v̂(k), k ∈ Z2 \ {0}. (10)
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We assume uniform strong ellipticity and uniform separation of the two branches: there
exist 0 < m ≤ M and γ > 0 such that

m|k|2|q|2 ≤ q∗A(k)q ≤ M |k|2|q|2, (11)
λP (k)− λSV (k) ≥ γ|k|2 (12)

for every q ∈ C2 and k ̸= 0. Hence

m|k|2 ≤ λSV (k) ≤ λP (k) ≤ M |k|2. (13)

These conditions hold uniformly for all sufficiently small |η| along the weak-anisotropy
family introduced in Section 5.

Remark 3.1 (Whole-space version). The torus is used to match the Fourier experiments
and to remove the rigid zero mode. On R2, Fourier sums are replaced by integrals and
the closed energy forms have domain H1(R2;C2), with coercivity in the homogeneous Ḣ1

seminorm. The comparison estimates and long-time limits below carry over under the
same Fourier-moment assumptions; only the standard low-frequency bookkeeping for the
wave energy changes. No argument uses arithmetic properties of the lattice.

3.1 Exact qP restriction

Define the global qP projection

PP = ΠP (D), Hs
P = PPH

s
0(T2;C2). (14)

Since ΠP (k) is an orthogonal projector, PP is a bounded self-adjoint projection on every
Hs

0 . On H1
P define

aP (u, v) =
∑

k ̸=0

λP (k)û(k) · v̂(k). (15)

By (13),
m∥∇u∥2L2 ≤ aP (u, u) ≤ M∥∇u∥2L2 , u ∈ H1

P . (16)

Proposition 3.2 (Exact qP operator). The operator associated with aP is

D(LP ) = H2
P , L̂Pu(k) = λP (k)û(k). (17)

It is positive and self-adjoint in H0
P . If

A = A(D), D(A) = H2
0 (T2;C2), (18)

then
[PP ,A] = 0, LP = A|H2

P
. (19)

Thus H0
P is an invariant subspace of homogeneous elastodynamics.

Proof. The equivalence λP (k) ≃ |k|2 gives the domain. Positivity and self-adjointness
follow mode by mode from the real nonnegative symbol. Since ΠP (k) is a spectral projector
of A(k), the two matrices commute, and A(k)û = λP (k)û on RanΠP (k).
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3.2 Longitudinal Galerkin restriction

Let
ΠL(k) = nnT , n =

k

|k|
, PL = ΠL(D), (20)

and define
Hs

L = PLH
s
0(T2;C2). (21)

This is the space of mean-zero curl-free fields. The constrained squared-frequency symbol
is

λL(k) = nTA(k)n = |k|2c2L(n). (22)

Define
aL(u, v) =

∑

k ̸=0

λL(k)û(k) · v̂(k), u, v ∈ H1
L. (23)

Since λL is a Rayleigh quotient of A, the bounds in (16) hold with aP replaced by aL. The
associated operator is

D(LL) = H2
L, L̂Lu(k) = λL(k)û(k), (24)

and satisfies
LL = PLAPL|H2

L
. (25)

Indeed, for u, v ∈ H1
L, the form aL(u, v) is exactly the full elastic energy form tested

on the longitudinal subspace. Therefore LL is the Galerkin restriction of A to curl-free
displacement fields.

Theorem 3.3 (Reduced Cauchy problems). Let X ∈ {P,L}. For u0 ∈ H1
X , u1 ∈ H0

X ,
and fX ∈ L1(0, T ;H0

X), the problem

utt + LXu = fX , u(0) = u0, ut(0) = u1, (26)

has a unique solution
u ∈ C([0, T ];H1

X) ∩ C1([0, T ];H0
X). (27)

Its energy

EX(t) =
1

2
∥ut(t)∥2L2 +

1

2
aX(u(t), u(t)) (28)

satisfies

EX(t)− EX(0) = Re

∫ t

0

(fX(s), ut(s))L2 ds. (29)

In particular, both reduced dynamics are energy conservative when unforced.

Proof. Every nonzero Fourier coefficient solves a forced harmonic oscillator with frequency√
λX(k). The uniform spectral bounds give equivalence between the summed oscillator

energy and the H1×L2 norm on the mean-zero subspace. The modewise Duhamel formula
yields existence, uniqueness, and continuity. The energy identity follows first for finite
Fourier sums and then by density.

Corollary 3.4 (Exact modal restriction of elasticity). If u solves utt + Au = f , then
uP = PPu solves (26) with X = P and projected data and forcing. In particular, qP initial
data and qP forcing remain exactly qP for all time.
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The structural distinction is now explicit. In general,

[PL,A] ̸= 0, (30)

so H0
L is not invariant under full anisotropic elasticity. The longitudinal equation is

nevertheless a well-posed, coercive, conservative constrained model.
For completeness, the qP dynamics has a scalar representation. Choose a unit qP

eigenvector gP (k) at each nonzero lattice mode, with a compatible choice at ±k, and write

û(k) = gP (k)â(k). (31)

This gives a unitary equivalence between Hs
P and Hs

0(T2) under which

att + ΛPa = fa, Λ̂Pa(k) = λP (k)â(k). (32)

The exact homogeneous qP equation is therefore scalar and positive, but generally pseudod-
ifferential because λP is homogeneous of degree two without being a quadratic polynomial
in k.

4 Longitudinal propagation and exact error identities
The longitudinal squared speed is the Rayleigh quotient

c2L(n) = nTΓ(n)n. (33)

Let gP and gSV be normalized qP and qSV eigenvectors. Define the signed angle β from
n to gP by

n = cos β gP − sin β gSV . (34)

Proposition 4.1 (Exact speed identity). For every direction with a positive qP–qSV gap,

c2P − c2L = (c2P − c2SV ) sin
2 β. (35)

Consequently, cL ≤ cP , with equality if and only if the qP polarization is longitudinal.

Proof. In the orthonormal eigenbasis,

c2L = nTΓn = c2P cos2 β + c2SV sin2 β.

Rearrangement gives (35).

Remark 4.2. This is a two-dimensional Rayleigh-quotient identity, not a new eigenvalue
perturbation formula. Its role is to connect the polarization geometry directly to the error
of the competing longitudinal symbol.

Corollary 4.3 (qSV content of a longitudinal mode). For a longitudinal Fourier amplitude
A0n,

∥ΠSV (A0n)∥2

∥A0n∥2
= sin2 β. (36)

Thus a curl-free field is pure qP if and only if β = 0.
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For zero forcing and zero initial velocity, compare the longitudinal solution with the
exact qP solution initialized by the qP projection of the same datum:

ûP (t,k) = cos(ωP t)ΠP û0, (37)
ûL(t,k) = cos(ωLt)û0, ωL = |k|cL. (38)

For a longitudinal datum û0 = A0n, the difference has the exact orthogonal splitting

ûL − ûP = ΠP ûL − ûP︸ ︷︷ ︸
qP phase component

+ ΠSV ûL︸ ︷︷ ︸
qSV contamination

. (39)

The two terms are orthogonal mode by mode, and therefore also in L2(T2) after summation.

5 Weak-anisotropy expansion
Let

a = v2P0, b = v2S0, d = a− b > 0, (40)

and introduce the analytic weak-anisotropy family

ϵ = ηϵ0, δ = ηδ0, |η| ≤ η0. (41)

We parameterize the wave normal by

n = (c, s)T = (cos θ, sin θ)T , s = (−s, c)T . (42)

At η = 0, the Christoffel matrix has eigenpairs (a,n) and (b, s). Along (41),

C13 + C44

ρ
=

√
d2 + 2ηδ0ad = d+ ηaδ0 +O(η2). (43)

Consequently,

Γη(n) =

(
a(1 + 2ηϵ0)c

2 + bs2 (d+ ηaδ0 +O(η2))cs
(d+ ηaδ0 +O(η2))cs bc2 + as2

)
. (44)

In the isotropic basis (n, s) write
(
nT

sT

)
Γη(n)

(
n s

)
=

(
αη hη

hη ση

)
. (45)

Then αη = (cηL)
2, α0 = a, σ0 = b, and a direct multiplication of (44) gives

hη = ηh1(θ) +O(η2), h1(θ) = acs
[
δ0 cos(2θ)− 2ϵ0c

2
]
. (46)

All remainders in this section are uniform in θ.

Theorem 5.1 (Uniform VTI weak-anisotropy expansion). There exist η0 > 0 and C > 0
such that, for |η| ≤ η0 and every direction n,

β(θ, η) = ηβ1(θ) +Rβ(θ, η), |Rβ| ≤ Cη2, (47)
Πη

P = ΠL + ηΠ1 +Rη
Π, ∥Rη

Π∥ ≤ Cη2, (48)
(cηP )

2 − (cηL)
2 = η2d β2

1 +Rη
c2 , |Rη

c2| ≤ C|η|3, (49)
cηP − cηL = η2

√
a r2 +Rη

c , |Rη
c | ≤ C|η|3, (50)
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where
β1(θ) =

a

d
cs

[
δ0 cos(2θ)− 2ϵ0c

2
]
, Π1 = β1(ns

T + snT ), (51)

and

r2(θ) =
d

2a
β1(θ)

2. (52)

Consequently, with
κ(k) = |k|

√
a r2(n), (53)

the frequency difference satisfies the uniform estimate
∣∣ωη

P (k)− ωη
L(k)− η2κ(k)

∣∣ ≤ C|η|3|k|. (54)

Proof. The VTI coefficients and hence Γη(n) are analytic in η near zero, uniformly for
n ∈ S1. Since the unperturbed gap is d > 0, it remains uniformly positive for sufficiently
small |η|. In the basis of (45), the qP rotation angle satisfies

tan(2β) =
2hη

αη − ση
. (55)

Using hη = ηh1+O(η2) and αη −ση = d+O(η) gives β = ηh1/d+O(η2) uniformly, which
yields (51). Expanding gP = cos β n+ sin β s gives the projector formula and its uniform
remainder.

The larger eigenvalue of the rotated matrix obeys the exact identity

(cηP )
2 − αη =

(hη)2

(cηP )
2 − ση

. (56)

The denominator is d+O(η), while hη = ηh1 +O(η2); hence

(cηP )
2 − (cηL)

2 = η2
h2
1

d
+O(η3) = η2dβ2

1 +O(η3).

Since both speeds are uniformly bounded away from zero,

cηP − cηL =
(cηP )

2 − (cηL)
2

cηP + cηL
= η2

dβ2
1

2
√
a
+O(η3),

which is (50)–(52). Multiplication by |k| gives (54). Uniformity follows from compactness
of S1 and the uniform spectral gap.

Remark 5.2 (Relation to classical perturbation theory). The first-order qP polarization
and velocity formulas are classical [2, 5, 8]; higher-order eigenvalue structures are treated
in [7]. The role of Theorem 5.1 is to record uniform remainders in the normalization
required by the propagated-field comparison.

The common first-order squared-speed term is

(cηP )
2 = (cηL)

2 = a+ 2aη
(
ϵ0c

4 + δ0c
2s2

)
+O(η2), (57)

consistent with the classical weak-VTI qP formula [1]. Thus the projector is wrong at first
order, whereas the phase speed is wrong only at second order.
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Figure 1: First-order polarization coefficient β1(θ) and the square root of the second-order
relative speed coefficient r2(θ). The speed error is quadratic in the polarization mismatch.

For a radially symmetric longitudinal spectrum, the leading angular qSV fraction is

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

β1(θ)
2 dθ =

a2

32d2
(
δ20 − 2δ0ϵ0 + 5ϵ20

)
. (58)

6 Finite-time field error
Let u0 ∈ H1

L have Fourier coefficients

û0(k) = A0(k)n, W (k) = |A0(k)|2, (59)

and assume zero initial velocity. Let uη
L and uη

P be defined by (38) and (37) with the same
longitudinal datum and its qP projection, respectively.

Theorem 6.1 (Uniform finite-time estimate). There is a constant C, independent of t
and sufficiently small |η|, such that

∥Πη
SV u

η
L(t)∥L2 ≤ C|η| ∥u0∥L2 , (60)

∥Πη
Pu

η
L(t)− uη

P (t)∥L2 ≤ C|t|η2 ∥u0∥H1 . (61)

Consequently,

sup
|t|≤T

∥uη
L(t)− uη

P (t)∥L2 ≤ C
(
|η|∥u0∥L2 + Tη2∥u0∥H1

)
. (62)

The two terms on the left of (60)–(61) are orthogonal, so their squared norms add exactly.

Proof. The uniform projector expansion gives ∥Πη
SV (k)n∥ ≤ C|η|. Parseval’s identity

yields (60). Moreover,

Πη
P û

η
L − ûη

P = [cos(ωη
Lt)− cos(ωη

P t)]Π
η
P û0.
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The Lipschitz bound for the cosine and (54) imply

| cos(ωη
Lt)− cos(ωη

P t)| ≤ C|t|η2|k|.

After summation this gives (61). Orthogonality follows from the ranges of Πη
P and

Πη
SV .

The theorem provides a genuine, nonasymptotic validity criterion for the longitudinal
approximation. The leading profiles are identified next.

Corollary 6.2 (Leading bounded-time profiles). Let u0 ∈ H2
L and set ω0(k) = |k|

√
a. For

every fixed T > 0, the following convergences hold in C([−T, T ];L2) as η ↓ 0:

η−1Πη
SV u

η
L(t) −→ F−1[−A0β1s cos(ω0t)] , (63)

η−2 (Πη
Pu

η
L(t)− uη

P (t)) −→ F−1[A0tκn sin(ω0t)] . (64)

Proof. The first convergence follows from the uniform projector expansion and ωη
L → ω0.

For the second, use
cos(ωη

Lt)− cos(ωη
P t)

η2
= tκ sin(ω0t) + o(1)

mode by mode. On |t| ≤ T , the scaled difference is bounded by CT (|k| + |k|2) after
subtraction of the limit, so the H2 assumption and Parseval’s identity give uniform
dominated convergence.

Here and below F−1 denotes inverse Fourier series. For this bounded-time comparison,
set

ESV (t; η) =
∥Πη

SV u
η
L(t)∥L2

∥u0∥L2

,

Eph(t; η) =
∥Πη

Pu
η
L(t)− uη

P (t)∥L2

∥u0∥L2

,

Etot(t; η) =
∥uη

L(t)− uη
P (t)∥L2

∥u0∥L2

.

Normalizing the limiting profiles by the same fixed norm, define

Q1(t)
2 =

∑
k ̸=0Wβ2

1 cos
2(ω0t)∑

k ̸=0 W
, (65)

P2(t)
2 =

∑
k ̸=0W [tκ sin(ω0t)]

2

∑
k ̸=0W

. (66)

Then
ESV (t; η) = |η|Q1(t) + o(|η|), Eph(t; η) = η2P2(t) + o(η2), (67)

Since the two exact components are orthogonal,

Etot(t; η) =

√(
|η|Q1(t) + o(|η|)

)2
+
(
η2P2(t) + o(η2)

)2
. (68)

This is the rigorous form of the two-term composite approximation used in the numerical
comparisons.
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Figure 2: Finite-time error decomposition for the baseline VTI medium. The qSV
component is present immediately, whereas the qP phase component accumulates in time.
The squared norms add because the components are orthogonal mode by mode.

7 Long-time asymptotic scales
The real cosine propagators contain a rapidly oscillating carrier on long time scales. To
expose the slowly accumulating difference, we use positive-frequency propagators and
remove the common longitudinal phase. Define

û+
P (t,k) = e−iωη

P (k)tΠη
P (k)û0(k), (69)

û+
L(t,k) = e−iωη

L(k)tû0(k), (70)

and the interaction-picture error

R̂η(t)u0(k) = eiω
η
L(k)t

(
û+
L(t,k)− û+

P (t,k)
)
. (71)

It has the exact orthogonal decomposition

R̂η(t)u0 = Πη
SV û0 +

(
1− e−i∆ωηt

)
Πη

P û0, ∆ωη = ωη
P − ωη

L. (72)

The interaction transformation is unitary, so it does not change any L2 error norm.

7.1 An abstract two-branch multiplier theorem

The long-time mechanism does not depend on the explicit VTI formulas. We isolate the
exact assumptions used below. Let P0(k) and Pη(k) be rank-one orthogonal projectors for
k ̸= 0, and let νη(k) and ωη(k) be real frequencies. Assume that, uniformly in k/|k|,

Pη(k) = P0(k) + ηP1(k) + RP,η(k), ∥RP,η(k)∥ ≤ Cη2, (73)
ωη(k)− νη(k) = η2κ(k) + rη(k), |rη(k)| ≤ C|η|3|k|, (74)
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where |κ(k)| ≤ C|k|. For v0 = P0(D)v0, define the interaction error

R̂η(t)v0(k) =
(
I − Pη(k)

)
v̂0(k) +

(
1− e−i[ωη(k)−νη(k)]t

)
Pη(k)v̂0(k). (75)

Differentiating P2
η = Pη at η = 0 gives

P0P1P0 = 0, (I − P0)P1(I − P0) = 0. (76)

Thus P1(D)v0 lies in the orthogonal complement of v0 mode by mode.

Theorem 7.1 (Abstract finite- and long-time comparison). Under (73)–(74), the following
statements hold.

(i) For v0 ∈ H1
0 ,

∥Rη(t)v0∥L2 ≤ C
(
|η|∥v0∥L2 + |t|η2∥v0∥H1

)
. (77)

(ii) If v0 ∈ H1
0 , then for every T > 0,

sup
|τ |≤T

∥∥η−1Rη(τ/η)v0 + P1(D)v0 − iτκ(D)v0
∥∥
L2 −→ 0. (78)

If v0 ∈ H2
0 , the left-hand side is bounded by CT |η|∥v0∥H2.

(iii) If v0 ∈ H0
0 , then for every fixed τ ∈ R,

Rη(τ/η
2)v0 −→

(
1− e−iτκ(D)

)
v0 in L2. (79)

If v0 ∈ H1
0 , the convergence is uniform for |τ | ≤ T and

sup
|τ |≤T

∥∥Rη(τ/η
2)v0 −

(
1− e−iτκ(D)

)
v0
∥∥
L2 ≤ CT |η|∥v0∥H1 . (80)

In the intermediate limit, the two fields −P1(D)v0 and iτκ(D)v0 are orthogonal in L2.

Proof. The modal term in (75) is bounded by C|η||v̂0|. For the phase term, the inequality
|1− e−ix| ≤ |x| and (74) give

∣∣1− e−i(ωη−νη)t
∣∣ ≤ C|t|η2|k|,

which proves (77) by Parseval.
At t = τ/η,

η−1(I − Pη)v̂0 = −P1v̂0 +O(|η|)|v̂0|,

and
1− e−i(ωη−νη)τ/η

η
−→ iτκ

for each mode. On |τ | ≤ T the quotient is bounded by CT |k|. Uniform convergence
follows by first restricting to finitely many modes and then controlling the tail by the
H1 norm. For the rate, set x = (ωη − νη)τ/η. The bounds |1 − e−ix − ix| ≤ x2/2 and
|x/η − τκ| ≤ CT |η||k| yield

∣∣∣∣
1− e−ix

η
− iτκ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CT |η|
(
|k|+ |k|2

)
,
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which is summable against |v̂0|2 for v0 ∈ H2. The projector factor contributes only
CT |η||k||v̂0|.

At t = τ/η2,
(ωη − νη)t = τκ+OT (|η||k|).

Pointwise convergence and the uniform bound by a constant multiple of |v̂0| give (79) by
dominated convergence. The Lipschitz continuity of the exponential, together with the
projector estimate, gives (80). Finally, (76) shows that P1(D)v0 belongs to Ran(I−P0(D)),
while κ(D)v0 belongs to RanP0(D), proving orthogonality.

Remark 7.2 (Second-order Cauchy data). On the mean-zero torus, every energy solution
of utt + LXu = 0 admits the standard decomposition

u(t) = e−itL1/2
X a+X + eitL

1/2
X a−X , a±X =

1

2

(
u0 ± iL−1/2

X u1

)
.

Thus the one-way formulation isolates one temporal branch rather than imposing a special
wave equation. The real finite-time theorem above treats common displacement data with
zero initial velocity; general displacement–velocity data can be handled by applying the
one-way estimate to the two branches, with additional but routine bookkeeping caused by
the different square roots of the two reduced operators.

For the positive-frequency long-time analysis, we use the qP-projected initial norm.
Set

Nη = ∥Πη
Pu0∥L2 , N0 = ∥u0∥L2 > 0. (81)

By (76), ⟨u0,Π1u0⟩ = 0; hence N2
η = N2

0 +O(η2)N2
0 and Nη/N0 = 1 +O(η2). Define

E2
ph(t; η) =

∑
k ̸=0 4 sin

2
(
∆ωηt

2

)
|Πη

P û0|2

N2
η

, (82)

E2
S(η) =

∑
k ̸=0 |Π

η
SV û0|2

N2
η

, (83)

E2
tot(t; η) = E2

ph(t; η) + E2
S(η). (84)

Finally,

S2
1 =

∑
Wβ2

1∑
W

, M2
2 =

∑
Wκ2

∑
W

. (85)

Corollary 7.3 (Intermediate-scale VTI field limit). Let u0 ∈ H1
L. As η ↓ 0, for every

T > 0,
sup
|τ |≤T

∥∥η−1Rη(τ/η)u0 − Uint(τ)
∥∥
L2 −→ 0, (86)

where
Ûint(τ)(k) = A0(k) [−β1(n)s+ iτκ(k)n] . (87)

If u0 ∈ H2
L, the left-hand side of (86) is bounded by CT |η|∥u0∥H2. Consequently, uniformly

for bounded τ ≥ 0,

ES(η)

|η|
−→ S1, (88)

Eph(τ/η; η)

|η|
−→ τM2, (89)

Etot(τ/η; η)

|η|
−→

√
S2
1 + τ 2M2

2 . (90)
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If M2 > 0, the two limiting mechanisms have equal size at

τc =
S1

M2

, tc ∼
τc
|η|

. (91)

Proof. Apply Theorem 7.1 with P0 = ΠL, Pη = Πη
P , P1 = Π1, νη = ωη

L, and ωη = ωη
P .

The hypotheses are precisely (48) and (54). Since Π1(A0n) = A0β1s, the abstract profile
is (87). Orthogonality and Nη/N0 → 1 give the norm limits.

Corollary 7.4 (Diffractive-scale VTI field limit). Let u0 ∈ H0
L. As η ↓ 0, for every fixed

τ ∈ R,
Rη(τ/η

2)u0 −→ Udiff(τ) in L2(T2), (92)
where

Ûdiff(τ)(k) = A0(k)
(
1− e−iτκ(k)

)
n. (93)

If u0 ∈ H1
L, convergence is uniform for |τ | ≤ T and

sup
|τ |≤T

∥Rη(τ/η
2)u0 − Udiff(τ)∥L2 ≤ CT |η|∥u0∥H1 . (94)

Consequently,
Eph(τ/η

2; η) −→ F (τ), Etot(τ/η
2; η) −→ F (τ), (95)

where

F (τ)2 =

∑
k ̸=0 4 sin

2(κ(k)τ/2)W (k)∑
k ̸=0W (k)

. (96)

If, in addition, u0 ∈ H2
L and M2 > 0, then for τ ↓ 0,

F (τ) = τM2 +O(τ 3). (97)

Proof. The field convergence and rate follow from Theorem 7.1 with the same identifica-
tions as in Theorem 7.3. Taking norms and using Nη/N0 → 1 gives (95)–(96). Finally,
4 sin2(κτ/2) = κ2τ 2 +O(κ4τ 4); the H2 assumption makes the fourth moment summable,
and division by F (τ) + τM2 yields (97).

The three regimes are

t = O(1) : Etot = O(|η|), polarization dominates,
t = O(|η|−1) : Etot = O(|η|), polarization and phase are comparable,
t = O(η−2) : Etot = O(1), finite qP dephasing survives.

(98)

(a) Intermediate scale t = τ/η. (b) Diffractive scale t = τ/η2.

Figure 3: Convergence to the two long-time limiting curves. On the intermediate scale the
error remains O(η); on the diffractive scale it converges to a finite order-one dephasing
profile.
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8 Numerical design
All experiments are performed in the periodic square [−10, 10)2 and evaluated directly in
Fourier space. There is no time-stepping error. With L = 20, the Fourier wavenumbers are

kj =
2π

L
j, j = 0, . . . , N/2− 1,−N/2, . . . ,−1.

The baseline snapshot and energy checks use N = 256 modes in each direction. The
parameter sweeps and long-time tests use N = 64. The initial potential has width σ = 0.65.
In the sweep and asymptotic calculations it is prescribed spectrally by

ϕ̂0(k) = e−σ2|k|2/2, û0(k) = ik ϕ̂0(k), û0(0) = 0, (99)

so it is exactly longitudinal. The baseline physical-space snapshot uses the corresponding
sampled centered Gaussian and its spectral gradient.

Angular extrema are evaluated on 1441 uniformly spaced directions in [0, π]. The near-
isotropy and two-parameter temporal sweeps use 121 times in [0, 6]; the parameter map
contains 23× 19 points in (ϵ, δ). The long-time tests use η ∈ {0.2, 0.1, 0.05, 0.025, 0.0125},
321 values of τ ∈ [0, 8] on the intermediate scale, and 481 values of τ ∈ [0, 120] on the
diffractive scale. The scripts used to generate all reported data and figures accompany
the manuscript. They were rerun without numerical modification in MATLAB R2026a
Update 3 on 64-bit Windows 11; every value quoted below was reproduced to the displayed
precision, while the monitored projector, energy, and orthogonal-decomposition residuals
remained at or near machine precision.

The baseline material parameters are

ρ = 1, vP0 = 3, vS0 = 1.5, ϵ = 0.2, δ = 0.1, (100)

corresponding to

C11 = 12.6, C33 = 9, C44 = 2.25, C13 = 5.3468744. (101)

The datum in (99), or its baseline sampled counterpart, is longitudinal to machine precision.
Three propagations are compared:

(i) full elastic propagation using both qP and qSV spectral branches;

(ii) pure qP propagation using ΠP and ωP ;

(iii) longitudinal propagation using ΠL and ωL.

Projector, eigenvalue, energy, and orthogonal-decomposition identities are monitored. A
weak-anisotropy sweep uses

(ϵ, δ) = η(0.2, 0.1), (102)

while a two-parameter map covers

−0.15 ≤ ϵ ≤ 0.40, −0.15 ≤ δ ≤ 0.30. (103)

Long-time tests use the positive-frequency formulation in Section 7.
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9 Numerical results

9.1 Baseline case

The minimum squared-speed gap is 6.75. The maximum longitudinal qP speed underes-
timate is 0.543856%, attained near 38.375◦, while the maximum polarization mismatch
is 6.854863◦. The exact identity (35) is satisfied with residual 3.9× 10−15. The discrete
projector defects are

∥Π2
P −ΠP∥∞ = 2.2× 10−16, ∥AΠP − λPΠP∥∞ = 7.3× 10−12. (104)

Although the initial field is longitudinal to relative error 1.4 × 10−16, its qSV squared
fraction is 6.35× 10−3, or approximately 0.635%.

At t = 2, the longitudinal-versus-qP displacement error normalized by the instantaneous
qP norm is 9.14%. Over 0 ≤ t ≤ 6, the maximum error normalized by ∥uP (0)∥ is 10.98%.
Its maximum qP phase component is 9.40%, while the maximum qSV contamination
amplitude is 7.99%. Energy drifts remain below 1.2× 10−15.

9.2 Near-isotropy scaling

Power-law fits on 10−3 ≤ η ≤ 10−1 give

Quantity fitted exponent predicted exponent

maximum polarization mismatch 0.99596 1
maximum relative speed error 1.99224 2
initial qSV squared fraction 1.99230 2
maximum total temporal error 0.99615 1
maximum qP phase component 1.99431 2
maximum qSV contamination 0.99615 1

The fitted exponents confirm that the dominant near-isotropic field error is the first-order
polarization mismatch, not the second-order phase-speed mismatch.
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(a) First-order quantities.
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(b) Second-order quantities.

Figure 4: Weak-anisotropy scaling along (ϵ, δ) = η(0.2, 0.1). The slopes are numerically
indistinguishable from the predicted orders one and two.
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The leading coefficients are also predicted without fitting. For the baseline ray,

max
θ

|β1| = 0.1467889544, max
θ

r2 = 0.00808012393, (105)

while the discrete initial qSV squared coefficient is 0.00943858536. At η = 10−3, all
exact-to-asymptotic ratios lie between 0.99954 and 0.99977.
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(a) First-order exact/asymptotic ratios.
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Figure 5: Coefficient-level validation of the weak-anisotropy expansions. All ratios converge
to one.

9.3 Two-parameter VTI map

Across the sampled rectangle, the qP–qSV gap remains positive, with minimum 4.05. The
maximum polarization mismatch is 18.18◦, the maximum longitudinal speed underestimate
is 3.32%, and the maximum initial qSV squared fraction is 3.39%. The maximum temporal
displacement error reaches 50.12%, with a maximum phase component of 48.34% and
qSV contamination amplitude of 18.73%. The strongest errors occur for positive ϵ and
negative δ, where the two contributions to the first-order polarization rotation reinforce
one another.
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Figure 6: Parameter maps in the (ϵ, δ) plane: (a) maximum qP polarization mismatch,
(b) maximum longitudinal speed underestimate, and (c) maximum temporal displacement
error. The geometries of the polarization and temporal-error maps show that modal
mismatch is the leading near-isotropic mechanism, whereas accumulated phase error
dominates in the strongly anisotropic corner.
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9.4 Long-time limits

For the Gaussian datum,

S1 = 0.09715238215, M2 = 0.02984007282, τc = 3.2557689365. (106)

At η = 0.0125, the supremum errors in the intermediate limiting curves are approximately
10−3, while those in the diffractive limiting curves are approximately 2.7× 10−3. Fits using
η ≤ 0.1 give convergence exponents between 0.988 and 0.994, confirming the expected
O(η) remainders after scaling.

The diffractive limit takes the values

F (10) = 0.29471, F (40) = 0.98655, F (80) = 1.25608, (107)

and reaches 1.25737 near τ = 84.75 over 0 ≤ τ ≤ 120. The bounded, oscillatory behavior
is dephasing rather than instability; the relative difference between normalized complex
fields can exceed one and is bounded above by two.

10 Discussion and relation to previous work
The literature audit separates the local spectral ingredients from the propagated-field
result.

Local wave attributes. First-order qP velocity and polarization formulas are clas-
sical consequences of perturbation theory [2, 5, 8]. Farra and Pšenčík further describe
higher-order eigenvalue and eigenvector approximations, including the familiar quadratic
contribution of off-diagonal Christoffel couplings to the qP eigenvalue [7]. The VTI coeffi-
cients β1 and r2 derived in Section 5 should therefore be read as an explicit specialization
and normalization for the present comparison, not as a new perturbation formalism.

Mode separation and projection deviation. Projection onto Christoffel polarizations,
and the failure of divergence or wave-normal projection to produce a pure anisotropic
qP field, are established in [3, 9]. Cheng and Kang go further by propagating a field
projected onto an isotropic reference direction and then correcting the deviation from the
true qP polarization in order to remove residual qS energy [11]. Thus neither ΠP ≠ ΠL

nor residual qSV content under longitudinal projection is claimed as new. The exact
orthogonal splitting (39) is used here because it allows the two errors to be propagated
and estimated separately.

Pure-qP equations. Scalar qP pseudodifferential equations and energy-conscious nu-
merical realizations predate the present work. Xu and Zhou explicitly design a self-adjoint
differential component to improve stability and energy behavior [13]. Subsequent studies
use Padé, rational, optimized, separable, or scalar-operator decompositions to approximate
a qP dispersion branch [14, 16, 17, 19, 20]. These works are primarily computational
and, in many cases, start from the acoustic TI approximation. By contrast, the qP
operator in Section 3 is the exact spectral restriction of the full elastic operator. Positive
self-adjointness and energy conservation are natural consequences of this restriction and
are not, by themselves, advanced as new results.
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The 2026 weak-anisotropy decomposition of Yang et al. is particularly instructive [20].
It uses a weak-anisotropy differential symbol whose phase-velocity error is of second order
and supplements it with a scalar correction to recover an accurate pseudoacoustic qP
wavefield. This is fully consistent with the local order found here. The present question is
complementary: rather than correcting the second-order phase discrepancy, we quantify
how the uncorrected discrepancy accumulates in time, while simultaneously retaining the
first-order elastic polarization error absent from a scalar pseudoacoustic model.

Scope of the contribution. Within the papers examined above and a targeted search
of the qP propagation literature, we did not find a prior analysis that combines all of the
following for the longitudinal and exact elastic qP propagators:

(i) a common invariant-subspace/Galerkin operator comparison;

(ii) an orthogonal decomposition of the propagated-field error into modal contamination
and qP dephasing;

(iii) the quantitative separation O(η) versus O(tη2);

(iv) the crossover limit on t = O(η−1) and the nontrivial dephasing limit on t = O(η−2).

This is a bounded literature statement, not a claim that no related result can exist. The
strongest and safest contribution of the paper is the multiscale dynamic error theory, rather
than any individual local spectral formula. Theorem 7.1 also shows that this mechanism is
not tied to VTI: it follows for homogeneous two-branch multipliers whenever the projector
mismatch is first order and the frequency mismatch is second order.

The results also suggest a constructive corrected model. The longitudinal projector
requires an O(η) correction,

ΠP ≈ ΠL + ηβ1(ns
T + snT ), (108)

whereas the phase symbol requires an O(η2) correction,

c2P ≈ c2L + η2dβ2
1 . (109)

These corrections address different mechanisms. Correcting only the speed leaves the
leading qSV contamination intact; correcting only the projector removes the dominant
bounded-time modal error but does not prevent long-time dephasing. Existing rational,
scalar-operator, and low-rank techniques provide possible numerical realizations, but
developing another pure-qP solver is outside the scope of this paper.

The principal limitation is homogeneity. In a variable medium, the local qP projector
depends on both position and wave vector and does not commute with the elastic operator.
Mode conversion and lower-order commutator terms then arise. Extending the present
analysis to slowly varying coefficients would require a microlocal or semiclassical diago-
nalization. Boundaries, attenuation, and three-dimensional qS degeneracies are likewise
excluded from the current setting.

11 Conclusions
A longitudinal, curl-free wave is not generally a pure qP wave in anisotropic elasticity. In
homogeneous 2D VTI media, the difference can be characterized completely. On a periodic
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domain, the qP projector defines a closed invariant subspace of the elastic operator and
an exact positive self-adjoint reduced dynamics. The longitudinal model is instead the
positive self-adjoint Galerkin restriction of the same elastic energy to the curl-free subspace.
This establishes well-posedness and energy conservation for both models while isolating
their essential structural difference: invariance versus constraint.

The longitudinal squared-speed deficit equals the qP–qSV gap multiplied by the squared
polarization mismatch. Near isotropy, the qP projector differs from the longitudinal
projector at first order, whereas the phase-speed difference is second order. A longitudinal
initial field therefore contains an O(η) qSV amplitude even though its qP speed is accurate
through first order.

At the field level, modal contamination and qP dephasing are orthogonal. On bounded
times a uniform estimate separates an O(|η|) modal term from an O(tη2) phase term.
An abstract two-branch multiplier theorem isolates the underlying mechanism. In an
interaction representation, the rescaled fields converge strongly in L2 on t = O(|η|−1),
where a finite crossover occurs, and on t = O(η−2), where the qSV component vanishes
but the qP phase error has a nontrivial order-one limit. Thus, second-order phase-speed
accuracy does not imply uniform-in-time accuracy of the propagated field.

Exact Fourier experiments confirm every identity, asymptotic coefficient, and limiting
curve. The results give both a rigorous interpretation of longitudinal P-wave models and
a precise blueprint for correcting their projector and phase symbols separately.

CRediT authorship contribution statement
Stefano Micheletti: Conceptualization, Methodology, Formal analysis, Software, Validation,
Investigation, Visualization, Writing – original draft, Writing – review and editing.

Declaration of competing interest
The author declares that he has no known competing financial interests or personal
relationships that could have appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.

Declaration of generative AI and AI-assisted technologies
in the writing process
During the preparation of this work, the author used ChatGPT, an AI-assisted tool
by OpenAI, to support literature organization, manuscript editing, LaTeX formatting,
consistency checks, and preparation of submission files. The author reviewed, verified, and
edited all AI-assisted output and takes full responsibility for the content of the article.

Code and data availability
The self-contained MATLAB scripts used for all numerical experiments accompany the
manuscript. They use exact Fourier-mode propagation and require no time integrator
or additional toolbox. A validation archive contains the MATLAB environment record,
console logs, CSV tables, MAT result structures, and generated figures from the clean
rerun described in Section 8.

21



Acknowledgments
The present research is part of the activities of the “Dipartimento di Eccellenza 2023–2027”.
The author is a member of the Gruppo Nazionale per il Calcolo Scientifico (GNCS) of the
Istituto Nazionale di Alta Matematica (INdAM).

References
[1] L. Thomsen. Weak elastic anisotropy. Geophysics, 51(10):1954–1966, 1986.

doi:10.1190/1.1442051.
[2] J. Jech and I. Pšenčík. First-order perturbation method for anisotropic media. Geophysical

Journal International, 99(2):369–376, 1989. doi:10.1111/j.1365-246X.1989.tb01694.x.
[3] J. Dellinger and J. Etgen. Wave-field separation in two-dimensional anisotropic media.

Geophysics, 55(7):914–919, 1990. doi:10.1190/1.1442906.
[4] T. Mensch and P. Rasolofosaon. Elastic-wave velocities in anisotropic media of arbitrary

symmetry—generalization of Thomsen’s parameters. Geophysical Journal International,
128(1):43–64, 1997. doi:10.1111/j.1365-246X.1997.tb04070.x.

[5] I. Pšenčík and D. Gajewski. Polarization, phase velocity, and NMO velocity of qP-waves in ar-
bitrary weakly anisotropic media. Geophysics, 63(5):1754–1766, 1998. doi:10.1190/1.1444470.

[6] T. Alkhalifah. An acoustic wave equation for anisotropic media. Geophysics, 65(4):1239–1250,
2000. doi:10.1190/1.1444815.

[7] V. Farra and I. Pšenčík. Properties of the zeroth-, first-, and higher-order approximations of
attributes of elastic waves in weakly anisotropic media. Journal of the Acoustical Society of
America, 114(3):1366–1378, 2003. doi:10.1121/1.1591772.

[8] V. Ohanian, T. M. Snyder, and J. M. Carcione. Weak elastic anisotropy by perturbation
theory. Geophysics, 71(3):D45–D58, 2006. doi:10.1190/1.2194520.

[9] J. Yan and P. Sava. Elastic wave-mode separation for VTI media. Geophysics, 74(5):WB19–
WB32, 2009. doi:10.1190/1.3184014.

[10] C. Chu, B. K. Macy, and P. D. Anno. Approximation of pure acoustic seismic wave
propagation in TTI media. Geophysics, 76(5):WB97–WB107, 2011. doi:10.1190/geo2011-
0092.1.

[11] J. Cheng and W. Kang. Simulating propagation of separated wave modes in gen-
eral anisotropic media, Part I: qP-wave propagators. Geophysics, 79(1):C1–C18, 2014.
doi:10.1190/geo2012-0504.1.

[12] J. Cheng and S. Fomel. Fast algorithms for elastic-wave-mode separation and vector
decomposition using low-rank approximation for anisotropic media. Geophysics, 79(4):C97–
C110, 2014. doi:10.1190/geo2014-0032.1.

[13] S. Xu and H. Zhou. Accurate simulations of pure quasi-P-waves in complex anisotropic
media. Geophysics, 79(6):T341–T348, 2014. doi:10.1190/geo2014-0242.1.

[14] J. Schleicher and J. C. Costa. A separable strong-anisotropy approximation for pure qP-
wave propagation in transversely isotropic media. Geophysics, 81(6):C337–C354, 2016.
doi:10.1190/geo2016-0138.1.

[15] X. Mu, J. Huang, P. Yong, J. Huang, X. Guo, D. Liu, and Z. Hu. Modeling of pure qP- and
qSV-waves in tilted transversely isotropic media with the optimal quadratic approximation.
Geophysics, 85(2):C71–C89, 2020. doi:10.1190/geo2018-0460.1.

[16] A. Stovas, T. Alkhalifah, and U. bin Waheed. Pure P- and S-wave equations in trans-
versely isotropic media. Geophysical Prospecting, 68(9):2762–2769, 2020. doi:10.1111/1365-
2478.13026.

[17] P. Zhang, G. Yao, Q. Zheng, X. Fang, and D. Wu. An improved pure quasi-P-wave equation

22

https://doi.org/10.1190/1.1442051
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1989.tb01694.x
https://doi.org/10.1190/1.1442906
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1997.tb04070.x
https://doi.org/10.1190/1.1444470
https://doi.org/10.1190/1.1444815
https://doi.org/10.1121/1.1591772
https://doi.org/10.1190/1.2194520
https://doi.org/10.1190/1.3184014
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2011-0092.1
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2011-0092.1
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2012-0504.1
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2014-0032.1
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2014-0242.1
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2016-0138.1
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2018-0460.1
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2478.13026
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2478.13026


for complex anisotropic media. Journal of Geophysics and Engineering, 21(2):517–533, 2024.
doi:10.1093/jge/gxae020.

[18] N. Fan, X.-B. Xie, L. Zhao, and Z.-X. Yao. The qP- and qSV-wave separation in 2D
vertically transversely isotropic media and their applications in elastic reverse time migration.
Geophysics, 89, 2024. doi:10.1190/geo2023-0692.1.

[19] S.-G. Xu, X.-G. Huang, and L. Han. Effective pure qP-wave equation and its numerical
implementation in the time-space domain for 3D complicated anisotropic media. Petroleum
Science, 22:1534–1547, 2025. doi:10.1016/j.petsci.2025.02.009.

[20] K. Yang, Y. Lu, X. Dong, and J. Zhang. A pure quasi-P-wave equation in acoustic transversely
isotropic media with the weak-anisotropy decomposition. Geophysics, 91(3):T89–T102, 2026.
doi:10.1190/geo-2024-0790.

23

https://doi.org/10.1093/jge/gxae020
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo2023-0692.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petsci.2025.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1190/geo-2024-0790


MOX Technical Reports, last issues

Dipartimento di Matematica

Politecnico di Milano, Via Bonardi 9 - 20133 Milano (Italy)

69/2026 Zecchi, A. A.; Ferro, N.; Perotto, S.

Complexity-controlled QUBO formulation for topology optimization via anisotropic mesh

adaptation

68/2026 Patanè, G.; Greven, S.; Menafoglio, A.

Random mixtures in Bayes Hilbert spaces

67/2026 Ciardulli, S.; Fontana, N.; Vantini, S.; Ieva F.

Generalized propensity score weighting for functional causal inference framework

66/2026 Antonietti, P.F.;Bonizzoni, F.;Corti, M.; De March, N.;Di Noto, S.;Regazzoni, F.

A stability-preserving polytopal discontinuous Galerkin method for the Fisher-Kolmogorov

model with applications to neurodegenerative diseases

65/2026 De Sanctis, M.F.; Arnone, E.; Ieva, F.; Sangalli, L.M.

Modeling group heterogeneity in spatio-temporal data via physics-informed regression

64/2026 Radisic, I.; Tirotta, R.; Zingaro, A.; Pagani, S.; Dede', L.

Physics-Informed Neural Networks for the High-Resolution Reconstruction of Flow

Measurement Indicators in Fluid Dynamics

63/2026 Ciaramella, G.; Gong, W.; Kwok, F., Tan, Z.

Uniform Convergence of the Schwarz Alternating Method for Optimal Control Problems

60/2026 Ciaramella, G.; Gander, M.J.; Van Criekingen, S.; Vanzan, T.

Algebraic and Two-Level Parallel Substructured Schwarz Methods

62/2026 Ciaramella, G.; Gong, W.; Kwok, F.; Tan, Z.

On the Uniform Convergence Analysis of the Schwarz Alternating Method for Optimal Control

Problems

58/2026 Mapelli, A.; Massi, M.C.; Cuccuru, G.; Di Angelantonio, E.; Ieva, F.

Prior-informed conditional Gaussian graphical models: an application to protein interaction

network reconstruction


	Introduction
	Homogeneous 2D VTI elasticity and its spectral projectors
	Operator and variational formulation
	Exact qP restriction
	Longitudinal Galerkin restriction

	Longitudinal propagation and exact error identities
	Weak-anisotropy expansion
	Finite-time field error
	Long-time asymptotic scales
	An abstract two-branch multiplier theorem

	Numerical design
	Numerical results
	Baseline case
	Near-isotropy scaling
	Two-parameter VTI map
	Long-time limits

	Discussion and relation to previous work
	Conclusions

