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Abstract

This pape gives a geometric description of functional spaces re-
lated to Domain Decomposition techniques for computing solutions
of Laplace and Helmholtz equations. Understanding the geometric
structure of these spaces leads to algorithms for solving the equations.
It leads also to a new interpretation of classical algorithms, enhanc-
ing convergence. The algorithms are given and convergence is proved.
This is done by building tools enabling geometric interpretations of the
operators related to Domain Decomposition technique. The Despres
operators, expressing conservation of energy for Helmholtz equation,
are defined on the fictitious boundary and their spectral properties
proved.It turns to be the key for proving convergence of the given
algorithm for Helmholtz equation in a non-dissipating cavity.

Using these tools, one can prove that the Domain Decomposition set-
ting for the Helmholtz equation leads to an ill-posed problem. Never-
theless, one can prove that if a solution exists, it is unique. And that
the algorithm do converge to the solution.

1 Introduction

In the framework of domain decomposition, given a bounded open set {2 =
Q1 UQy UT where the two open sets €2; and 2y are not overlapping, and I" a
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common subset of their boundary (called the fictitious boundary), and given
a (global) solution u of the Helmholtz equation

Au+FKku=feL*Q) and u€ H} ()

the aim of this paper is to understand the dynamics of the sequence (v], v5)nen
solving separatly the Helmholtz equations on §2; and €25, when equating the
fluxes through I": (m = 1,2 resp. m' =2,1)

ovr ot
gyl = = — it on T
Ony, ONpy

Its ultimate aim is to prove convergence to (ujq,, ujq,) of the sequence (uf, u3)nen
solving the Helmholtz equations on €2; and )y with a penalization on the
boundary I' is added, namely:

ou™ n—1 o n—1
az: — i, = B — i) = (1 6)] alizlm, +iyus!] on T

For this sake, the geometry of the set of solutions of the Helmholtz equation
on €y x €2y with equated energy fluxes is studied, through the study of the
coupling operator defined on L?(I") x L*(T") which intertwins the fluxes. It
turns out that the key for understanding the convergence of the sequence
(uf, ul)nen is the analysis of the spectral properties of the intertwinnig op-
erator.

Using these tools, one can prove that the Domain Decomposition setting
for the Helmholtz equation leads to an ill-posed problem. Nevertheless, one
can prove that if a solution exists, it is unique. And that the algorithm do
converge to the solution.

Convergence of the penalized algorithm is proven and numerical tests for
solving the Helmholtz equation through this domain decomposition algorithm
are given.

The geometric analysis given here provides the theoretical background for
another numerical algorithm for computing the global solution u, by a specific
spectral method. A forthcoming paper describes and gives the numerical
analysis of this algorithm.

This domain decomposition algorithm (in a dissipating cavity case, i.e. with
a Sommerfeld-like radiation condition on part of the boundary), was first
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initiated and studied by B.Despres in [D1] [D2] [BD], and computational
results given by J.D.Benamou [B] [BD], F.Collino and P.Joly [CGJ].

In order to perform the geometric analysis of the set of solutions of the
Helmholtz equation on €2; X {25, one has first to make a complete description
of the geometry of the set of solutions of the Laplace equation on €2y x €25.
Geometric properties of this set proven below makes it possible to revisit
the classical penalized Dirichlet/Neumann domain decomposition algorithm
(with penalization) for solving the Laplace equation. A new version of this
algorithm is given here, and proved to converge to the global solution, en-
hancing the usual assumption on the penalization parameter.

This completes classical results by O.Widlund [PW], P.L.Lions [L], or A.Quar-
teroni and A.Valli [ FMQT] [FQZ] [QV].

The paper is organized as follows: in section 2 basic facts are revisited,
although classical, and completed in order to set the geometric framework
needed. (It also makes the paper self contained). A precise study of duality,
and the link with the Poincare-Steklov operators, is performed, which turns
to be central for the remainder of the paper. In section 3 a new version of
the Dirichlet /Neumann algorithm for the Laplace equation is given, and con-
vergence is proved. In section 4 geometric tools for the Helmholtz equation,
and related domain decomposition algorithm, are given. Despres operators
are studied and their spectral properties investigated. As is the intertwinnig
operator. In section 5, convergence of the domain decomposition algorithm
for Helmholtz equation is proved. In section 6 numerical tests are given.

Throughout this paper, when dealing with the Helmholtz equation, the fre-
quency k is assumed to be non-resonnant for the Dirichlet boundary condi-
tion. More precisely we shall always make the following
Assumption (A) —k? is not an eigenvalue of the Laplace operator on
with Dirichlet boundary condition, i.e. the following problem is well posed
for f € L*(Q):

Au+FKku=f and ue H}(Q)
We shall also adopt the following

Notation (IN) normal derivatives at the boundary of an open set are always
meant as the derivative along the outward unit normal vector



2 Basics

Let Q C R? be a bounded open set whose boundary 02 is a C''-submanifold
of R%. Let I' be an open C*°-submanifold of R?, such that:

Q= UQUT, 90 = (2N ) UT, 90, = (90N Q) UT

where ; and €, are open sets in R¢. We assume that €y and Q5 fulfill the
strict cone property (see [Ag] for instance) and that I' is transverse to OS2 in

the following sense: I is a Cl-submanifo_ld of R* with boundary, and there
exists a < 1 such that for any ¢ € 902 NI, we have:

—a < np(o).nsa(o) < a (1)

where nr(0) € C°(T) is a unit vector normal to I' at o and naq(o) € C°(99)
a unit vector normal to 02 at o.

2.1 Functional spaces associated to I'

Let H}(Q) be endowed with the scalar product
(w, V) H1) = /QVUV@CZ:E

For m = 1,2 let H,, = {u € H'(Q,); woonse,, = 0}. Boundedness of the

1
trace operators from H{(Q2) to HZ (0Q N 05Y,,) imply that these are Hilbert
spaces when endowed with the scalar products:

(u,v)m,, = VuVudx

Qm

Let p' (resp. pl for m = 1,2) be the trace operator on I', i.e. the bounded
linear operator from H}(Q) (resp. H,,) to HY/*(T') which maps u to .
Let

A= {ur;u € Hy(Q)} = Hy(Q)/Kerp" ~ (Kerp")*

and for m = 1,2

Ay = {ursu € Hy} = Hy [ Kerpl, = (Kerpl,)*



Remark 1 Obviously Kerph = H}(Q,,), A, € HY?(T), A ¢ HY2(T)

Because p' and pl are bounded, A and A,, are Hilbert spaces when endowed
with the following norms:

VA e A, ||)\HA:{ n ||u||Hé(Q) and VA€ Ay, [[AMla, = inf ullm,
ur=

1
wiup=A} {wujp=2}

Remark 2 Obviously, for any v € H}(Q)) and w € H,,

lp" @)lla < ol and [lpp(w)lla < [lwla,

Proposition 1 Let m =1,2. For any A € A,,,, u € Ay:

1- There exists a unique u), € H,, such that Au), = 0 in Q,, and
Prn () = A

2" One has: |Alla, = [, and O\ ), = (2, ut ),

3- For any A € A let v = v}, on Q,,, m =1,2. Then

m

IR = lutllz, + lluall,
4- Using the previous notation, for any A € A, p € A
()\7 M)A = (u)\v UH)H(%(Q)

proof:

1- Uniqueness follows well posedness of the Laplace problem in H}(,,).
In order to prove existence, let u € H,, be such that A\ = pl (u). Then
Au € H71(€,,). Let v be the unique solution in H{(€,,) of Av = Au. Then
u) = u — v fulfills the property.

2- Because of remark [T, one has to show:
w € HY (D) = (ud,w)p, =0

which follows from the Green formula.
3- Because p!(uy) = ph(uy) = A one has u* € H}(2). Obviously it is
orthogonal to Kerp'. so

INIR = a0 = Nl + ]l



22 A=MAN=A\

By symmetry, it is enough to prove A = A;. In order to prove this alge-
braic and topological equality, two key tools are needed. The first tool is
the Calderon extension theorem [Ag], which applies here because €; has
the strict cone property, by assumption, and which gives a bounded linear
operator E from H'(£2;) to H'(R?) such that:

Vw e H' (), Fuwg, =w
The second key tool is:

Theorem 1 There exists a bounded linear operator T in H'(R?) such that:
Yv € Hl(Rd), U|6§21089 =0= (TU\@Q =0 and TV, = U|Ql)

proof:
Assumption () gives a finite open covering (w;); of I' N JQ and a change of
variables (a’); such that V; = a/(w;) is a neighbourhood of zero in R¢ and:

@ (TNw;) = {27 €Vj;2/ =0,2) >0} and a?(0QNw;) = {27 € V}; 25 =0}

al (0 Nw;) = {2 €Vj;2] <0,2) > 0}

al (QyNw;) = {2 €Vj;2] > 0,2 > 0}
Regularity of the submanifold I' gives an open covering (wy,); of I and change
of variables (b*);, such that W, = b¥(w}) is a neighbourhood of zero in R?
and:

V(I Nw,) = {zF € Wy; 28 =0}
Vi Nwy) = {2 € Wy; 28 <0} and W (QNwp) = {28 € Wy; 28 > 0}

Compactness of I' enables to select a finite subcovering of T still denoted by
(w;); U (wy,)r having the previous properties.

Let w! = R4\ Q; and w? = R4\ Qy, so:
R = w' Uw? U (Ujw;) U (Upwy)

Let

(Oél, Oé2, (aj)j’ (O‘;c)k)

be a C-partition of unity associated with this open covering of R%.
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Let € > 0 be such that Vz € (U;V;) U (UW,) 0<2i <e=z2¢€Q
Let ¢ (s) € C*(R) be equal to one for s < 0 and zero for s > «.
Let () € C*(R) be equal to zero for § < 0 and equal to one for 6 > 7

For any v € H'(R?),

v=avt+ v+ au+ Y ap
i B

we define Tv as:
7(v) = 7(atv) + 7(a®v) + Z T(ajv) + zk: T(av)

with:

T(alv) =0

7(a?v) = a?v

T(a) ) (%) = ¥(2F)al (2%)v(2*) in the local coordinates.

These three quantities are multiplication of v by C* functions, which are
bounded as well as all their derivatives. It is linear and bounded in H'(R?)
with respect to v € H'(R?).

In order to define 7(a;v), we first write a;v in the cylindrical coordinates as
follows:

a;jv(z, 23, 2%, .., zg) = a;u(r?, 07, 23, .., 25)  with 2] =rlcos(07), = = r’/sin(¢")
and define 7(a;v) in these coordinates as:

T(a0)(r?, 07, 23, .., 25) = (&) azu(r!, 07, 2, .., 2})
This quantity is linear with respect to v, and we prove its boundedness in

H'(RY) with respect to v € H'(R?) as follows (we omit the index j and
denote the measure dzs...dzy by dZ):

_ o —
2 _ 2 — 2 —
17 ()71 (ray = /V |7 (aw)| rdrd@dz+/v ‘ET(QU)‘ rdrdfdz
— d —_—
+/V %|%T(av)|2rdrd9d§+;/‘/ |%T(av)|2rdrd9d§
:/ lp(8)an| rdrd9d2’+/ |p(0) =—aw|*rdrdfdz
1% 1% or
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0 0
+ [ Sle@) a6 )av\2rdrd9dz+2/ 0(6) 5 G0 rdrdodz

J

Ssup|<p|2[/ |57v|2rdrd9dz+/ |—&@|2rdrd9d§
/ — |57 av|2rdrd9dz+2/ |—av|2rdrd9dz]
+2$up|<p'|2/ —2|d71|2rdrd9d§

vr

L,
< 2$up|<p|2||av||%p(Rd) + 2$up|<p'|2/v ﬁ|av|2rdrd9d2

In order to estimate this last quantity we use the assumption vjsn,us0 = 0
to have:

av(r,0,z) = —/eﬂ %671}(7“, s,Z)ds

which gives (with €’ the radius of the support of « in the r variable, and B
a ball containing the support of « in the Z variable):

/—\ozv|2rdrd9dz<// / — / —ow r, s, Z)ds|*rdrdfdz
T T

§ 1 J _
< 47? / / / — —ow 7,8, %) |*rdrdsdz < 471'2”0{’1]”%{1(1:5(1)

7TT2

we summarize to have:
17 (av) | F1 (gey < Cllav||Fgay < C'l|0llin ray

and this ends the proof of the boundedness of 7 in H*(R).

We end the proof of theorem [Il using the following obvious observations:
TVjq, = Vjo, because ¢ =1 on R_and p =1 for 6 >
TVa0,ua0 = 0 by assumption
TVj90,u00 = 0 because ¢(0) = 0 and ¥ = 0 for 2>

Corollary 1 For m = 1,2, there exists a bounded linear map E,, from H,,
to H3 () such that
Vue H, (Enu)q, =u



proof: for m = 1 for instance let E;u be the restriction to 2 of 7 Fu.Boundedness
follows from theorem [II

Corollary 2 A; = Ay = A and the three norms ||.||a, ||-||a, and |||, are
equivalent.

proof: obviously A C A,,, and the previous corollary gives the converse inclu-
sion. Moreover we have ||.||a > [|-|la,, and the previous corollary gives the
converse inequality.

Corollary 3 D(I') is a dense subspace of A for any of the three norms.

proof: D(I") is the set of traces on I' of functions in D(Q2) because I' is a
C*submanifold. Density of D(I") for the ||.||» norm follows density of D(£2)
in H}(Q). Equivalence of the three norms ends the proof.

1
Remark 3 If we denote as usual by HE(I') the closure of D(Q) in Hz(T)
(which exists because I' is C™ ), then the previous corollary asserts that A C

1
Hg (T'). Boundedness of the trace operators gives constants C, C, such that:

VAEA, M3 < ClIA and YA€ A, [l g ) < Gl

H3 (T
2.3 Well-posedness of the Laplace-Dirichlet problem
in H1(Q,,) x A

Theorem 2 Form =1,2
1- for any (f,\) € HY(Q,,) x A there exists a unique v € Hy such that

Au=finQ, and p.(u)=\
2- we have the estimate ||u m,, < ||fllz-1@m) + A Am

proof: Let u) be given by Proposition [l Let v = u — u),. The problem is
equivalent to
v € Hy Q) and Av=f

This is a well-posed problem and we have, because the Riesz representation
operator is isometric, [|v]|g1(q,) = [[fllr-1(0,.,)- So

lullzz,, < gl + ol < 1F - + 1A,



2.4 Duality and the Poincare-Steklov operators

Let A’ denote the dual space to A, endowed with one of the three equivalent
norms associated with the equivalent norms on A defined previously.

We denote by (.,.)aa the duality product, and by (., .)pps the duality product
in D'(T").

Because of Corollary Bl and remark B, we have the usual injections:

DCACH:I)CLT)CH :I)cNcCD

and for any A € D(I') and v € A: (1, \)anr = (v, Mo = (0, A) 2y

where 7 denotes the complex conjugate of functions or distributions 7.

For any of the three scalar products on A we have (A, n) = (\,7) so for all
norms:

VAEA, A=Al and VveA, v =7

Notation 1 Let S denote the antilinear Riesz representation operator for
A in the A-scalar product, and S,, (m = 1,2) this representation in the
A,,-scalar product, i.e.

YA e A Vv e A (V, )\)AA’ = ()\, S—IV)A = ()\, gl_ll/)Al = ()\, 52_11/)1\2
Let S (resp. Sy,) be the linear isometric bijections from A to A’ defined by
VA S A g)\ - SX, 51)\ - Slx, gg)\ == SQX

We denote by n,, the normal unit vector on I' pointing outward with respect
to ©,,. We denote by ai—fn the normal derivative on I' of ¢ € D(Q2), and by
d

B bounded extensions of this operator to any functional space.

We use Proposition [I] to have:

Proposition 2

ou),
VAeA Sm)\:% and S =51+5;

proof: by Green formula

Vaxe AneA (Sun, Aaa, = (A0, =
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(u, ul Y :/ Vu) Vs dx:/)\%da
mo S () T o Y Rm r Onm

this proves that the distribution gZ—% is bounded in the A,, norm, so % e N

5
and N _
Gy Oum  Ouimn  Ou],
mil = on, O,  Onn,

Corollary 4
SA=SA S, A=S5,)\

Remark 4 For any v € H,, such that Av € L*(Q,,), we have 2~ € A’ and

Onm
ov
l5,— Il < Cllvlla, + [1Av] 2@.)

This is because for any ¢ € D(2) we have:

(ﬁﬂﬂ\r)pv :/ VwVvdij/ pAvdx
a/n'm Qm Qm

and this formula shows that the distribution a?;:n is bounded on A.

2.5 Adjoints

Notation 2 :
1- For a bounded linear operator T' from A to A, we denote by T" its adjoint
for the (A, A') duality, i.e.

VAe A Vne A (Tn,Nanx = (T'X\,n)an

2- For a bounded linear operator T from A to A, we denote by T* the adjoint
operator in A, i.e.

VA e Auvn SN (Tnu )‘)A = (777 T*)‘)A
Proposition 3 Form =1,2

S'=S S =Su
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proof: by definition of S we have: VA € A,Vnp € A
(S)\a n)AA’ = (S)‘an)AA’ = (na )‘)A = ()\a 77)/\ = (Sﬁ> )‘)A,A’ = (Sna )\)A,A’

Theorem 3 Form =1,2 letm' =2,1. Forall\ € A,n € A
1- (Sn_"blsm’nv )\>Am = (777 A)Am/
2- (Sﬂ_@lsm’nv )‘>Am/ = (Sm’nv Sm’)‘>A$n
8- S-S, is self adjoint in A, and in A,y
4- (S71Sy 4+ S518)) is selfadjoint in A

proof:
1- (Sn_"blsm’nv )\>Am = (>‘7 Sn_mlSm’n)Am = (Sm’ﬁv )‘>AA’ = ()‘777>Am/ = (777 A)Am/
2- We use Proposition [ to have
(S;LlSmrn, )\)Am, = (Sm/X, S;lsmfn)AA/ = (Sme], Sr;lSm/X)AA/ =
(SmS;LISm’na Sn_qlsm’X)AA’ = (S;Llsm’xa Sn_qlsm’ﬁ)Am = (S, Sm’)‘)Ain
3- We use Proposition [3] to have
(Sn_zlsm’na )\)A'm = (Sm’ﬁa )‘)AA’ = (Sm’)‘aﬁ)AA’ = (ﬁa Sn_mlSm’X)Am = (77> Sn_zl
On the other hand
(S!S, Ma,, = (S X, St S ans = (S S S M) ans = (Si' S A,
(777 Sﬂ_@lsm’)‘>Am/
4- follows 3

Corollary 5 Coerciveness: For m = 1,2 let m' = 2,1. There exists C > 0
such that for all A € A:

1- (S S A M, = AR, = ClIAIR,,

2- (Spt S A Ma,, = 1Sw AR, = ClAIR,,

- (7182 + 851 S1)A Ma = (1+ )N

2.6 On the Neumann problem

Proposition 4 Form = 1,2 and for any v € A there exists a unique u,, €
H,, such that

0
Au, =0 in Q, and Hm ) on T
Ony,
Moreover
wm |, = llv]la
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proof: uniqueness is straightforward, and existence is provided by proposition
-1

M and u,, = u "

Moreover isometry of the Riesz representation gives:

el = 1S5 VIla = NIl

Proposition 5 For m = 1,2 and for any f € L*(Q,,) there exists a unique
U, € H,, such that
Ol

Atu, =f and — =0 onT
Oon,,

Moreover
[umll g, < Cllfllz2m)

proof: Uniqueness is straightforward. For existence let v,, € H}(Q,,) be the
unique solution of Av,, = f. In remark [ we have shown that v = gnﬂ e N
and

Ivllar, < CUf N 2@ Fllvml #) < CUf 20 Il 0@m) < ClFll22000m)

S,

The function u,, = v, — u m'v solves the problem, and we have:

—1 _
i < vl + 16", < 1 f 2@ + 1S5 VA,

<[ fllzz@m) + ¥y, < Clifllz2@m)

mo T

3 A two-sided Dirichlet-Neumann domain de-
composition algorithm for the Laplace op-

erator
Proposition 6 Let f € L*(Q) and u € H}(Q) be the unique solution of
Au = f. Form = 1,2 let f,, = fiq,. and g, € H}(Qy) be the unique
solution of Agm = fm- Let m = gmr

)\ = U\F < (Sl + 52))\ == _(51771 + 52772)
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proof: the direct implication is stating continuity of v and its normal deriva-
tives through I The converse implication states that taking u, = u)

solves the global problem.

We use the same notation as in the previous proposition to state:

Theorem 4 Let(0 < 6 < 1 with ||S;152+52_151||E(A) < 2(19_9). Any sequence
(An)n C A which fulfills

0 0
A1 = ((1=0)1d — 5(51_152 + 871 S1) A — 5(51_1 + Sy ) (Sim + Sang)

do converge in A (with geometric rate 1 — % at least) and its limit is wp.

proof: theorem [ states selfadjointness of S; 'S 4+ S5 'S; in A and theorem
states coerciveness of S; 1Sy + S5 1S so:

0
(1 —6)Id — 5(5;152 + 55151 |y =

qup (L= )14 = 5(ST'52 + Sy S1)A Al _
A AR
s (1= 60)Id — 4(S7"Ss 4+ S3151))A, A)a

A AR

§1—9—2(1+C)<1—3§<1

4 Tools for a Domain Decomposition algo-
rithm for the Helmholtz equation

In the sequel we shall assume connnectedness of the open sets €2,,, m = 1, 2.

4.1 On the j operator

We define the linear bounded operator j from A to A’ as the composition of
the bounded linear injections

AC HE() C LAT) c H3(T) c N

It will play a key role for Helmholtz equations. Its properties are summarized
by:

14



Proposition 7 .
1- 7 is a compact and one-to-one operator
2- For any A € A, j(N) = j(\)
3- Form=1,2

VA€ A o€ (§(N),0)an = (0,5, 5(MN)a,. = (0, N) 121

VAEN (N, Naa = Mz
4-7 =17
5- For m = 1,2 the operator S, 17 is selfadjoint in A,,
6- For m = 1,2 the operator jS,! is selfadjoint in A/,

1
proof: Item 1 comes from the Rellich compactness of the injection from Hy (I)
to L*(T).
Item 3 comes from: . L

(0,555 (N = Jo, VuVusm j(A) = Jp U%ﬁm = JroA= (o, X)LQ(Qm)
Item 4 follows item 3 because (j(A),0)an = fr oA = (j(0), N)aas
Item 5 follows items 3 and 4 because B

(0,955 (M)an = (G(A), 0)anr = (5(0), Naar = (85%5(0), Ma,,
Item 6 follows item 5 because

(1S V), = (S0 5SS V)am = (S 1, 851385 V) aw = (1 3S3 )A,
4.2 The spectrum of the local Helmholtz problems
This paragraph is devoted to the study of the operators

m=12 (S,+ivj): A— A

related to the Laplace equation, and to the like (S* + ivj) operators related
to the Helmholtz equation. Let + denote a real number.

Proposition 8 . B
LVAEA (S + N Dan = MR, + A2
2- (S +17J) has a bouded inverse.
S-YAEN (Spm+iv))A=(Sm —ivi))A and TIX=Tn"(N\)

proof:
1- is straightforward applying proposition [l and notation [2

15



2- item 1 shows that Ker(S,, + ivj) = {0} and Im(S,, + ivj) is closed in
A’. Tt remains to show that Im(S,, + iyj) is everywhere dense in A’. By
propositions [ and [7

VA €N ((Sm+1y7)A nan =0 =

VA (S +1v7)n, Man = 0= (S +17j)n = 0= n =0
because (S, + #7yJ) is one to one.

3- is straightforward.

Proposition 9 For m = 1,2 and any v € A’ there exists a unique u € H,,
such that

0
Ay =0in €, and i +iviphu=v
On,
In fact u = uSmT0) v gnd
lullm,, < Cllvla

proof: Uniqueness is straightforward by the Green formula. For existence we
apply the previous proposition to get A € A such that (S, + i7j)\ = v, and
check that u = u* solves the problem.

The following remark will be crucial to prove convergence of domain decom-
position algorithms for the Helmholtz equation:

Remark 5 with the notation of the preceeding proposition, if v € L*(T') then

ou ou
% € L2(P) and ||%||L2(F) S C||V||L2(F)

proof: 2 = v —iyjpyu € L)+ A C L*(T") and

ou r
lo —llzaey < llvllzey + Dl omul ey < 2lzee) + Wl

< W2y + Chlivllar < Cllvll ez
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Proposition 10 For m = 1,2 and any f € L*(Q,,) there exists a unique
uw € H,, such that

)
Au=finQ, and —— 4ivjplu=0
on.

m

and we have the estimate

lullm,, < CfllL2(0m)

proof: let v € H}(Qy,) solve Av = f Let w = uw — v. The function w
fulfills Aw = 0 and 8“’ +iyjphw = W Remark [ shows that a” e N.
The result follows from the previous proposition and the estlmate "follows
estimates in remark 4] and proposition [

Remark 6 Using the notations of proposition [I0 we have, as in remark [3,
2 ¢ L*(T) and the estimate:

- ) < C
||anm||L2 /1l 22(2m)

We can now proceed to compute the eigenfrequencies of the local Helmholtz
problems involved in the Domain Decomposition algorithm. For that sake,
we will use the following

Notation 3 For m = 1,2 we denote by
DY LA () — L* ()

f—u

where u is given by proposition [10.
This map has the following properties:

Proposition 11 .
1- D}, is a compact operator in L*(£2,)
2- the adjoint map of D7, for the L*(Q,,) scalar product is D,
3- we have D).g = Dy"g and D), D7 f = D) D f
4- ImD3. C H,,
5- 52Dy, f € L*(T)
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proof:
1- translates Rellich compactness of the imbedding of H,, in L*(£2,,)
2-Ifu= D), f and v = D, g then Green formula gives

/ ugdr— / vfd:c—/—ud —/ M Gdo = —iy/u@daj%’y/u@da:o
U U O, oy, r r

3- is straightforward
4- follows proposition 10
5- follows remark

We collect the spectral properties of D) in the following

Proposition 12 We denote by o the spectrum of an operator and by o, the
set of its eigenvalues. We have for m =1,2:

1- o(D7,) = {0} Uoy(D},)
2-peo(D))<=Tmea(D,)
8- For any f € L*(Q,,), if u = D). f then

(Dnf Dzt = = [, 1Vufdz+iy [ |oful*do

m

4- there exists a constant ¢ such that If p € o(D}), u # 0, then
Rep < 0,vImp € Ry, [Imp| < c|y| [Re pl

5- If v # 0 then
o(D})NR=1{0}

proof:
1- follows compactness of D, asserted in proposition [L1l
2- is obvious by taking the complex conjugate of the eigenfunction associated
with p.
3-
(DL S5 )z :/Q ufdx :/Q uAudr =

—/ |Vu|2d:)5—|—/pmu _u da— / |Vu|2d:£+i7/1“|p£1u|2da

4- if p is an eigenvalue of D7, Wlth associated eigenfunction f, and u = D] f,
then

i e == [ JulPde + iy [ |ofuldo
Qm T

L2(Qm)
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and the result follows with ¢ the constant of continuity of the trace operator
p- from H,, to L*(T).
5- If ;1 # 0 is a real eigenvalue of D), with associated eigenfunction f, then the

previous formula shows that pl u = 0 and, because u € Im(D),), 8i“n =

—iypl u = 0. On the other hand, the equality D} f = uf translates to
Au = Lu. Because the Laplace operator is hyperbolic in the direction n,,,
and both data on I' are zero, this implies v = 0 on a neighbourhood of I'.
Solutions of elliptic equations being analytic, and €2,, being connected, this
implies u = 0 on €2,,,. Then f = 0, which contradicts the assumption on f
as an eigenfunction.

Theorem 5 Let k* € R, k* #0. Let vy € R,y #0. Form =1,2:
1- for any f in L*(,) and v € N, there exits a unique u € H,, such that:
0
Au+ Ku=f el —iyipiu=v
On,

2- we have the estimate

[ulla, < CUflz2@m) + IV]a7)
3- if v e L*(T) then ;2 € L*(T') and we have the estimate:

ou

||%||L2(F) < C(Ifllz2@m) + ¥l z2@y)

proof:
1- Let A = (S,, — iyj)"'v and let v = u — u*. Then:

0
Au+K*u=f and 8—u —iyiptu = v =
M

Av = f — Kk — k?v and ;—U—ij;v:0<:>
n

v=D(f —k*u - k*) <= Dlv+k%v=k2D) (f — K*u™)

The previous proposition [2 shows that —k=2 ¢ o(D,) so this problem is
well-posed
2- we have the estimate:

lllz2) < CET2IDT fllza) + 1D uMlzz) < CR2(fllzz) + lutllz o)
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SO
lull2@) < C" (k2| Fllze) + 1w |e2)) < C' (K72 fllzzi) + [1u* )

< C'(k2) fllze + IAA) < C(2 )1 fll 2 + [W]1a0)
We write

0
Au = f —Ek*u 8—u —iyiptu=v
nm|F

and the H,, estimate follows proposition [9 and proposition
3- If v € L?(7) we write again

0
Au= f —ku 8_u —iyiptu=v
nm|1"

and the estimate follows remark Bl and remark [6]

4.3 Despres operators and the energy fluxes

We now define the building blocks of the intertwinning operator on the ficti-
tious boundary I': the Despres operators.

Definition 1 : Let k € R, v # 0, v € R. For anyv € N, let w € H,, be
the unique solution, given by Theorem [3, of the following equation on €,,,
m=1,2:

ou

Au+ k*u =0, aT—ivjpglu:V on I

Let ]5% be the linear bounded operator in A’ defined by:

- 0
P%I/:—u +i7jp£1u on I
Oon,,

Remark 7 Boundedness of 15771 follows Remark[3 and Proposition |7

Proposition 13 : We obviously have P) P-7 = P-7PY = Id,
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Notation 4 Let A7 denote the linear bounded operator in A’ x A’ given by:

- 0 —P
AV = L !
(o)

Remark 8 : The inverse of A7 in N x N is the bounded linear operator
given by: .
~ 0 —P;7
¥\y—1 _ b 2
(A ) ( _Pl—’Y 0 )

In order to use conservation of energy, and to gain compactness, we use
Theorem [3] to introduce:

Notation 5 Fory # 0 and k € R, let the bounded operator in L*(T') denoted
by Py, be the restriction of P}, to L*(T). Let the bounded operator in L*(I") X
L3(T") denoted by A7 be the restriction of A7 to L*(T') x L*(T).

Conservation of energy fluxes through I' reads:

Proposition 14 Let v # 0 and m =1, 2.
(i) PY is an isometry in L*(T):

Vv e L*(T), [l 2@y = 1 Po vl 22 (ry
(11) A7 is an isometry in L*(T) x L*(T):
V(v,n) € L*(T) x L*(T),  |[(v,m)ll2aoxzzay = 1A (v, m)l2ayx 2y

proof: For v € L*(T) let u € H,, solve by Theorem [{ the following equation:

0
Au+FKu=0 in Q,, a—u—ifyjp;’nuzy r
Mm

Multiplying by @ the equation fulfilled by u and integrating on (2, gives

/ |vu\2dx—k2/ |u|2dx:/a—uﬂda
Qm Qn T On,,

Taking the imaginary part gives

Tm / O o =0
T On,,
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The result follows integration of the following identity on I':
0 0 0
(3 + ivipul® = |5 = gl = 4iy Im s

m m m

An important consequence of this property will be crucial in the next section:

Corollary 6 : Form =1,2 and v # 0,
(i) PY is a normal operator in L*(T)
(ii) A7 is a normal operator in L?(T") x L?*(T)

4.4 Spectral properties of the Despres operators

In the preceeding section we proved that the Despres operator P, (m = 1,2
and v # 0) is a bijective isometry in L?*(T'), and consequently a normal
operator in L?(T"). Tt follows that its spectrum is a subset of the unit circle
in the complex plane. We now investigate this spectrum more accurately.

Definition 2 Let v # 0 and m = 1,2. Let C, be the operator in L*(T)
gien by:
Vv e L), Clv=3jphu

where u € A is the solution given by Theorem[d of the equation:

0
(A+E)u=0 in Q, %—Mpr

wt=v on I

Compactness of the injection j from A to L%(7) gives:

Proposition 15 :
(i) Form =1,2 and v # 0, P} = I 4 2iyC),
(11) C?, is a normal and compact operator in L*()

Notation 6 Let
(i) X7 denote the spectrum of P
(ii) X2 denote the sequence of eigenvalues of the Laplace operator on €,
with Dirichlet boundary condition on 0$,,, i.e.
—k? ¢ XD if and only if the following problem is well posed:

(A+k)u = f € L¥(Q), ue HY ()
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We have:

Proposition 16 : Let v # 0, and m =1, 2.
(i) 1 belongs to X7,
(ii) 1 is an eigenvalue of P} if and only if —k* € XD

proof:
(i) Because C7, is a compact normal operator (Proposition [5]) in L*(,,), its
spectrum is a sequence of eigenvalues and its limit zero. This implies that 1
is in the closure of X7 . which is closed.
(ii) If —k* € B2 then there exist an eigenfunction ¢y of the Laplace oper-
ator such that

Agp + k%0, =0 and orr =0

Let v, = gn%\r' We have v, # 0 or else ¢j, solving an elliptic equation,
condition ¢k r = 0 and connectedness of €2, would imply ¢, = 0 on €,
which contradicts the fact that ¢y is an eigenfunction. Obviously v is an
eigenvector of P) for the eigenvalue 1.

Conversely, if 1 is an eigenvalue of P

", with eigenvector v # 0, then there
exist v in H,, such that

0 0
Au+Kku=0 and v= T —iyjpiu = T +ivjiph u
M |1 O |0

This implies pLu = 0, which added to the fact that u € H,, implies u €
H{ (). So u is an eigenfunction of the Laplace operator for the eigenvalue

—k?, provided u is not identically zero. And this is ruled out because 2% =

onm |F o
v#0
The following Theorem gives a complete spectral description of the Despres
operators:

Theorem 6 : Assume that —k? ¢ Y27 For v #0 and m = 1,2:

(i) 27 = {1} U (e"™)en where (07)nen is a sequence of numbers with
o} € R, o} #0, and o}, — 0 when n — 0.

(ii) For each n € N, e€“m is an eigenvalue of P), with finite multiplicity.
(iii) L*(T') is the Hilbert direct sum of the eigenspaces associated with the
eigenvalues e'7m
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Proof: C7 is a normal and compact operator in L*(T") (proposition [I5]).
Its kernel is trivial (proposition [I6). The diagonalization theorem gives a
sequence (A )nen, (Al # 0), for its eigenvalues (they have finite multiplic-
ity), with limit zero, and L?(T") is the Hilbert direct sum of the associated
eigenspaces. The diagonalization of P} = I + 2iyC) follows, with eigen-
values (1 + 2iyA" )nen, (1 + 2iyA" # 1). Proposition [I4] implies that these
eigenvalues have modulus one: we set 1 + 2iy\", = e“m.

4.5 Spectral Properties of P/ P) and PP/

Properties of the intertwinning operator A” rely heavily on the spectral prop-
erties of P/P) and P, P] that we investigate now.

We first list obvious properties which follow from the previous section:

Proposition 17 :

(i) P] Py and Py P} are isometric bijections in L*(7).

(ii) P} Py and Py P} are normal operators in L*(v).

(111) PY Py — I and P] P — I are compact operators in L*().

Proof:

(i) follows the fact that P and P) are isometric bijections in L?(T").
(i) follows (i)

(iii) follows proposition I8 through:

PPy = (I + 2ivC))(I + 2iyCy) = I + 2iyCy + 2iyCy — 44*C1CY

An important property that we sall need is the spectral status of 1:
Proposition 18 : 1 is not an eigenvalue of P{ Py or Py Py in L*(T).

Proof: By symmetry, it is enough to prove it for PJ'Py. Let v € L*(T') be such
that P/ Pyv = v. This translates to the existence of u; € Hy; and uy € H,
satisfying:

8UQ 8u

Aug + Eus = 0in Q. —— — ikuy = v, -2 +ikuy = P)v on T
8n2 an2
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0 0
g —ikuy, = PJv, ﬂ+i/’<:u1 =v on I
T 872,1

Aul + k2u1 =0in Ql,
This implies that on I' these functions fulfill:

Ouy . Ouy . Al Ouy . Ouy . o
o, —ikuy — o — ikuy = 0; o, + 1kuq Oy + tkuy = 0

Adding and substracting gives:

d 8u1 8uz
Uy = —uy and — = —=
! 2 8711 8712
We define u on € as wjq, = u; and ujq, = —uy. It solves the Helmholtz

equation on €2; and {25, its has no jump accross I', neither has its normal
derivative. So it solves Helmholtz equation on 2. Moreover ujpo = 0. As-
sumption (A) gives u = 0, so u; = 0 and uy = 0; and v = 0 follows.

Proposition 19 :

(i) The spectrum of PPy in L*(T) is {1} U (e'™2),en, where (T]Y)nen is an
infinite sequence of real numbers, 1(y # 0, and {5, — 0 when n — oo.

(ii) (e12) e n is the set of eigenvalues of P] PY. They have finite multiplicity.
If we denote by ET, the eigenspace associated with €2, then L*(T) is the
Hilbert direct sum of the subspaces (E}y)nen

(iii) Py P} has the same properties, and we set the obvious notations: (€721),cn
for eigenvalues and (E5 )nen for eigenspaces.

Proof: The operator P/P) — I is a normal compact operator (proposition
[I7). So by the diagonalization theorem its spectrum is the union of {0} and
an infinite sequence of eigenvalues with finite multiplicity (t"),en, (" # 0).
Zero is not an eigenvalue of PJ'P) — I (proposition [I8). So the whole set of
eigenvalues is (t,)nen. If E}, denotes the eigenspace associated with ¢", then
L*(T) is the Hilbert direct sum of (E},)"<Y. By proposition 7 we know that
PP} is an isometry in L*(T), so |1 +¢"| = 1, and we write it: " = ¢z,
The theorem translates proven properties of ¢, into properties of 77,.

In order to study the relationship between (7]%),en and (73 )nen, and be-
tween (E7,)nen and (EY))nen, we prove the following lemmi:
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Lemma 1 Let v #0. Form =1,2 and anyv € L*(T): Pjv = P,v

Proof: Let m =1 or 2. By definition of P} there exists u™ € H,, with:

ou™ ou™
Au™ + k*u™ = 0; o ivjph u™ = v; i +iyjpl u™ = Py
on, Ia O T

Taking the complex conjugate of these equalities gives u™ € H,, such that

_ _ ou™ L ou™ e —
AT + kP um = 0; aL + i pr U = T aL — iYjpu™ = Pov
Mo |0 N |

which by definition of P writes
P U = Plv

Lemma 2 Let v #0

(i) If X is an eigenvalue of Py Py (resp Py Py') for the eigenvector v then it
is an eigenvalue of Py P{ (resp P Py ) with associated eigenvector v

(ii) For alln € N, 11, =13, (mod 2m); we denote it by 7,

(iii) If we denote by C the set of complex conjugates of distributions in a set
C, then, for anyn € N,

EY, = E}, and E7,=FE}

Proof:

(i) If P/ PJv = \v then P} P)v = A\ which by lemma [l writes P, P, "7 =
A7, which implies, by proposition I3, Py P)7 = %ﬁ = AU because % = \ by
proposition

(ii) follows (i) and a renumbering.

(iii) follows (i) because it gives:

E} C EY, and E}, C E}

but then
Ey, CEL CEY and EY, CER C E}

which gives L L
Ey = Ef, and EY, = Ey

Lemma 3 : Let v # 0. For anyn € N, P/E}, = E}, and Py E}, = E},
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Proof: Let v # 0 € EY, then P/PJv = ¢™v so P)P{Pjv = ™ Pjv which
proves that Pjv € EY, (PJv # 0 because Py is bijective (proposition [I3))).
This writes Py E}, C E. Proposition [[9 lemma 2] and invertibility of P
(proposition [3) give dimFEY, = dimE}, = dimPy E}, so Py ET, = El,.

The following algebraic property and its consequences on the eigenprojectors
(next theorem) are a key for understanding the geometric properties of the
intertwinning operator:

Lemma 4 : Let v# 0. For any pu ¢ {1} U (™) en-
(PIPy — uI)™ P} = PY(P{ P} — pul)™

(Py P} — uI)™' P} = P) (PP} — pI)™

Proof: we prove the second assertion, using resolvant identity:
(P§ P} = pI) ™ P} = (P3P} — uI) ™" P} (Py P} — uI)(PY P — ul)™" =
[T+ P3 P =)™ 1Py —p(P3 P —pI) ™ P (P Py —puI) ™ = P3 (P} Py—pl)~

Lemma 5 Lety # 0. For anyn € N, if 1}, (resp. 11}, Jdenotes the spectral
projector of the operator PPy (resp. PjP{') on the eigenspace ET, (resp.
EY, ) then we have

Pfﬂgl = H?zpf and P;H?z = H§1P;

Proof: By symmetry it is enough to prove the first formula. Let C), denote a
positively oriented curve in the complex plane, which winds one time around
the eigenvalue €™, and none around any other eigenvalue, then the Dunford
integral representation formula gives:

-1

) ) -1 _
lezﬁfcn(PfP;—uI) Ydp and 103, = %Ln(P;Pf—M[) tdp

The previous lemma gives the following:

n —1 - — - n
Py = — /C P} (P} Py —pul) ™ dp = /C (PJP)—pl)" Pydy = T13, P}
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4.6 Spectral Properties of A"

0 —p
v __ 1
4 —(_p; 0 )

and that this operator is a bijective isometry in L*(T") x L*(T)

We recall that

Theorem 7 : Let v # 0.
(i) If X ¢ {1} U (£e'3),en then X belongs to the resolvant set of A7 and

(A7 = AI) = APIP) = NI)™"  —(P{P) = NI)"'P
—(PJP) — NI)7'P)  AN(PJP) — NI)

(i) For anyn € N, €% is an eigenvalue of A7 with associated eigenspace:

Fr={(p, Fe# Pp); pekEy (2)
and associated eirgenprojector :
11 1, -2 pYTIn
=11 Fse 2 P/II
PT:LE — ( _2,-@12 . 2 : 14421 ) 3
%6’ > Py, %Hm ®)

(1ii) {£1} belong to the spectrum of A7 and are not eigenvalues of AY
(iv) (FE)pen.+ is an orthogonal family of subspaces and we have the Hilbert
decomposition

LX) x LX) = (8°FF) @ (65 F,))

n n

(v) The following series are strongly convergent in L(L*(T') x L*(T)):
I=> Pr+> P’
0 0
A =S"eFPH N %P,
0 0

Proof:
(i) let A ¢ {£1} U (£e"%),en
(AY — XI) is injective: let (p,v) € L*(T') x L*(T') be such that

won(2)-(2)
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this writes
PlYy+Xp=0 and Plo+ =0

which implies
PyP)y— X =0 and P/PJo—Np=0
This implies ¢ = ¢ = 0 by proposition [[9 and lemma 2l
(A" — XI) is surjective: For any (£,n) € L*(T') x L*(T) let:
p= (PP = ND)7' (A = Plm) and ¢ = (PYP) — NI)7' (A — PJ¢)
We have, by lemma []
P+ M = PI(PTPY — N2T) " 06 — Pln) + A(F Py — 221) (A — F3¢)
— (PIP} — XI)N(AP3E — PRPI) + M(PFPY — N*T) (g — Pe)
= (PP = NI)" (=P Pln+X*n) = —n

Similarly
Pl + M = ¢

These two equalities write

o ()-()

So surjectivity is proven. These expressions for (¢, 1) give the formula for
the resolvent of A.

(ii) By definition of E7, we have for any p € Ej,:
A, Fe " FPp) = (ke F IR, —Pjp) =
(Fe'Fp, —Plp) == (u, Fe T Pp)

Because E}, # {0}, this proves that +e' T is an eigenvalue of AY. This
proves moreover that F= is a subset of the eigenspace of A7 associated with
the eigenvalue +e'3".
On the other hand, if (£,7) is an eigenvector of A" for the eigenvalue 4¢*%"
then

—Plnp=+e3¢ and — PJé=4eTy
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This implies
P/PJ¢ = Fe'2 Pln=¢e"™¢ so €€ EY
and
n=Fe TP
This completes the caracterisation of the eigenspace.

We compute now the eigenprojector: for this sake, we make a choice of a
branch for y/z. We take a positively oriented curve CF in the complex plane
which winds one tlme around 4¢3 and not around Fe'# nor does it wind
around any e’ % for n’ # n. Let D, be the image of C+ by the function
2z — 2. D,, winds one time around €™ and does not wind around e’ for
n’ #n. Let D! wind one time around €™, lying in the interior set delimited
by D,,.

The eigenprojector is given by the Dunford formula:

—1
= [ (A= a1
" um C?f( )
Using the representation formula given by (i) for (A”—AI)~! leads to compute
integrals of two different types:
For the first type it is straightforward and gives:

1 1 1
/ NPIF] = ND)7dh = — [ (PP} — A1) ™dA = ST,

2w JoF 1T JD,

For the second type, we first use the resolvant identity to have:
-1

d\
— | (PP =)', — = =
2im /Dn( 142 ) 122\/X
—1
—/ (PIP) = AI)™! / (PY Py — pl)  dp =

21 JD

A -1
2\ 2w
-1 -1

— [ [ @ =T P py - )

2 27

ydrdp
2v/ A

-1 -1 du d\
— PP} —AI)7! — | —=
2m2m/pn( b2 ) (D;L)\—,u> 2v/A
-1 -1 d\
= P'YP'Y _ [ -1 / A d _
247 20T /D;l( VB =) < Dn 20/ A\ — ,u)) a
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—1 du
— PP} — ul)™' ——
% /Dil( Py — ul) 2 /1

We compute now the second type of integral using this equality, properties
of T}, and lemma [Hl to have:

-1 -1 d\
__ - P’Yp“/_)\2l —lp“/d)\:_ _/ PYPY — \] -1_=" Py =
2% /C';t( 1+2 ) 1 <2 n( 1+2 ) 2\/} 1

T JD

1 )\ 1 1 )\
(== PPy — a1, Y\ Py = — —/ . " Py
<2m/n( b2 ) 122\/X> ! <2m D, (eim — \I) 122\/X> !

1 —i I 1 —i I n
::F§€ 2H12P17::F§€ 2 Pl

(iii) 1 are limits of the sequence of eigenvalues (ﬂ:eﬂ%)ne ~ so they belong
to the spectrum of A. These values are not eigenvalues, or else 1 is an
eigenvalue of Py Py and P] Py, which is ruled out by proposition I8

(iv) and (v) Assertions (i), (ii) and (iii) prove that the spectrum of A7 is
{#1} U (£e'%),en. Normality of A7 (corollary [B) implies orthogonality of

the family (FF),cn, and gives the decomposition of I and A” as series of the

eigenprojectors (PF)

Remark 9 : Notice that the expression of F= in (ii) of the previous propo-
sition 1s symmetric: in fact we have

{(, Fe " EPJp); pe ERYy={(Fe"F P\, i), € By}

this is because P E}, = E7, following lemma [ so if we set p = Fe™"% P] 1/
it ensures pu € E7, if ¢/ € EY,. Moreover, by definition of 1/ we have:

;In

Fe FPu=e PP =y
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5 Domain Decomposition algorithm for the
Helmholtz equation

5.1 The Domain Decomposition framework for the Helm-
holtz equation

Proposition 20 : Let k € R, k # 0. For any f € L*(), let u € H}(Q) be
the unique solution of the Helmholtz equation

Au+Ku=f
Letv € R,v# 0. Form = 1,2, let v,, € Hy, solve the equation

Ovm

ivjprvm =0onTl
Oon,,

Av,, + kv, = fia,., and

Let
Vi = 2ivjp vy, and = (Plve, PJvy)

Then the equation in L*(T') x L*(T)
(A = Id)mr =n

has a unique solution:

15}
m=(mm) with = =+ ivjpu = 206 v,
N

proof: First notice that the assumption f € L*(Q2) and assumption (A) on k
imply u € L?(Q), so Au € L?(Q). Regularity of 92 enables the use of classical
regularity results ([Ag]) for solutions of elliptic boundary problems to have
u € H%(Q), hence 2~ € H3(I') C L*(I'). This proves that m, € L*(I).

Let wy, = u|q,, — V. Then

ou - Owm .
T = =2— + ivjp u = 2i7jp vm = 2 + ivjp w,
N, Oy,
Because the function w,, fulfills
Awpy, + Ewy =0,  wy, € Hy, IOm i Pt W = T ivjptu on T
8nm 8nm
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one has 5
i = vie"u) =

so,if m'=2,1form=1,2

Tm = — P ( + iViju) = =P (T + Vi)

u
8nm/
This writes

T=A"r—n
Uniqueness follows from theorem [7 (iii).
Proposition 21 : Let k€ R, k#0, v € R, v # 0. For f € L*(Q) and for
m=1,2, let v,, € H,, solve the equation

Ovm

ivjp vm =0 on T
Ongy,

Av,, + kv, = fio,., and

Let
Uy = 2ivjp vy and = (P{1e, PJ1y)

Let m = (w1, m) € L*(T) x L?(T") solve the equation:
(A = Id)mr =n
and let u,, € H,, solve the equation

Oum

+ i jp Uy = Ty + Uy on T
On,

Au,, + k2, = fio. and

Then u given by ujq,, = Uy, solve the Helmholtz equation

Au+FKu=f ue HyQ)

proof: By definition of u,, and v,, one has:
Ay, — Vi) + k2 (U, — V) =0, Upy — VU € Hpy
and

O(Up, — Uy

o + 977 p" (U — V) = Ty on T
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This implies through proposition [I3k

(P%)_lﬁm = Pr?/ﬁm = % — Z”Yjpr(um — Um) = — — Z’Yjprum

Because m = AYm — 1 this implies (with m’ = 2,1 for m = 1,2)

O, Oy

. . T . . T
- Uy = — T/ — VU = — —1 Uy
A Yip M Yip
Adding and substracting these equalities gives:
= — and Uy, = O Uy
on,, 0Ny P P

These jump conditions through I' imply that Au + k?>u = f on Q, and u
fulfills the Dirichlet boundary condition on 0f2 because u,, € H,,.

Remark 10 Theorem[7 shows that the problem
(A—Id)yw =1

is ill-posed forn € L*(T') x L*(T"). Proposition[20 shows that if n has the spe-
cific form given through the domain decomposition setting for the Helmholtz
equation, the equation (fl — Id)m = n do have a solution, (and this solution
is unique by Theorem [7). Proposition [21 shows that this solution provides
the solution of the Helmholtz equation.

5.2 The domain decomposition f-algorithm for Helmholtz
equation

Let f € L*(Q). Let u € H} fulfill the non-dissipating Helmholtz equation
Au+k?u = fin Q. The classical algorithm used, (for dissipating cavities with
Sommerfeld-like boundary condition), to solve by a domain decomposition
technique the Helmholtz equation ([B],[BD],[D1],[D2],[CGJ]) writes, in
the non-dissipating case that discussed here, as follows: for any 7° = (79, 73)
given in L3(T") x L*(T) let

7Pt =P + (1 — 0)A"7P — (1 — 0)n
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where n = (P]vy, PJv1) with v, = 2ivjpt v, for v,, € H,, solving

Ovm

i7jp v, =0 on T
on,,

Av,, + kv, = fio.., and

It is straightforward to translate the #-algorithm in a PDE setting: one use
theorem [ to get the (unique) function w?, € H,, such that

wp
AwP + k2P =0 and 7F = —" 4 iyjp w?,

Ongy,

In these w? = (w}, w?}) variables the f-algorithm becomes: for m = 1 and 2
(resp. m' =2 and 1)

1, 72, p+l 1
AwPt + BPaPtt =0, wPltt e H,,

owbtt owr, owr,
o =P Wi = 6o —iyjptug - (1-6)] T +iyjp Wl + ] on T

For practical use in computing codes, one writes this algorithm in the v =
(ul, u) variables with u2, = wk, + v, and gets:

+1 2. p+l _ +1
AP + Eub ™ = fio,., ubT € Hp,

ouptt oub, ub,
o — e e = 0o it = (1= 0)[== +iyjptu, ] on T

5.3 Convergence results for the #-algorithm

Notice that if the sequence (7),cn has a limit 7> in L*(T") x L*(T") then
continuity of A7 gives:
(A" — Id)7™> = n

and 7 provides the solution of the Helmholtz equation on {2 as stated in
proposition 211

Alternatively, a way to solve the Helmholtz equation on {2 through solving
Helmholtz equations on €,,, (m = 1,2), is to notice that convergence of
(7P)pen in L*(T) x L*(T') implies convergence in A’ x A’, and theorem [§] shows
that the sequence (wP)y,eny = ((w},wh))pen has a limit in Hy x Hy, which
implies convergence of the sequence (uf),eny = ((uf,u}) )pen in Hy X Ho.
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Proposition 2] shows that its limit u> = (u(®, u3®) provides the solution of
the Helmholtz equation, through.

(u(fov u;o) = (U|Ql7 U\Qz)

Here are the convergence results for the f-algorithm. We begin with a nega-
tive result:

Proposition 22 If 0 = 0 then the sequence (7F)yen has no limit in L*(T) x
LA(T) unless if its initial value fulfills (AY — Id)7® = n. Written for the
(uP)pen sequence, this translates to u = ujq, and uy = ug, where u € Hy(Q)
solves Au + k?u = f in Q

proof: for = 0 one has 7P — 7P~ = AY(7P~! — 7P=2) and proposition 4]
gives
Vp |17 — 7P M 2yxrzey = 17771 = 72| 2aoyx 2 ()

This prevents convergence unless if 7! = 70, i.e. 7° fulfills
70 =A% —p
i.e. unless u) = uj, and uj = ), by proposition 21l

Remark 11 If § = 0 the sequence (uP),en may have a limit in Hy x Hy

even if u§ # wujq, or uy # wyg,. This is because convergence of (uf)pen in

H, x Hy implies convergence of (g—ﬁ +iyjiptu, g—zg +ivjplub) in N x A, i.e.
wy

P . owl . . .
convergence of (G- +ivjptuf, 5.2 +ivjptub) in A x N, i.e. convergence of

(7P)pen in A x N, which do not contradict divergence in L*(T') x L*(T).

We now turn to the main result:
Theorem 8 : For f € L*(Q) and k € R let u € H}(Q) solve Au+ k*u = f.
Let v # 0,y € R. Then for any 0 <0 < 1:
(i) the sequence (7P),en given by the 0-algorithm converge in L*(T') x L*(T)
to m = (ml, ) with:
0 0

T = 8—7’2;1 +iyjptu and 7Y = 8—7: +iviptu
(ii) the sequence (uP),en given by the 0-algorithm converge in Hy x Hy to
(U|Ql7 U\Qz)

(iii) There is no uniform geometric rate of convergence.
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Proof:
(i) let 7" = (7}, 7y) with:

. Ou 5 . Ou ©
T = a—nl+zwp u and 7y = 8—n2+zwp U
Nullity of jumps of u and its normal derivatives through I' gives
™ =An"+n

This implies

7 — =P — 1] + (1 — O)A[r?! — Y]
We use eigenprojectors of A7 given by theorem [7] and denote by:

&h L = PH(rP — 1)

Completeness of the set of orthogonal eigenprojectors ( P¥), + proved in

theorem [1 gives:
=6 4> oh

Decomposition of L?(T") x L*(T") by eigenspaces of A7 writes for successive
terms of the #—algorithm sequence as follows:

e =104 (1—0) 73
This implies:
Tn
107 1l 2223y = [1 = 20(1 = O)(1 F cos )10, w2 222)
and orthogonality of the eigenprojectors writes:

u Tn
¥ = Hiz(v)xﬁ(v) = [1—20(1 - 0)(1 F cos 5)]2p||52,i“%2(v)xL2(7)
n,+

Assumption 0 < 6 < 1 and theorem [ (with proposition I8 asserting 7,, # 0
mod 27) imply
0 <1—29(1—9)(1:Fcos;—") <1

and Lebesgue convergence theorem gives

L2(T)x L?(T)

P - T
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This proves assertion (i).

Assertion (ii) is straightforward: convergence of 7? to 7% in L*(T") x L*(T)
implies its convergence in A’ x A’ which implies convergence of the related
sequence w? in Hy x H,, and accordingly convergence of u? to (ujq,, ujq,)

Assertion (iii) is obvious by taking initial data for 77 in the n—th eigenspace
of A7 and notice that 7,, — 0 (proposition [I9])
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