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1. Introduction. There is a series of papers on the analysis of the Galerkin
and improved Galerkin methods for the boundary integral equation for the single
layer potential for the Laplacian on the square plate [10, 11, 12, 20]. Here we
are interested in the error analysis of the boundary element discretization of time
harmonic scalar problems which appear in direct acoustic scattering problems.
The classical theory of these scattering problems for smoothly bounded exterior
(or interior) domains is well described in [1]. The method of integral equations of
the first kind and its rigorous theory for domains of that kind was initiated in [17,
15]. The underlying analysis for boundary integral equations and their approxi-
mation by Galerkin’s method for screen problems in R? using Sobolev spaces of
locally finite energy was founded in [29]. Results for the transient acoustic scat-
tering problem by flat objects have recently been obtained in [13]. A review of
boundary integral equations is given in [32].

It is obvious that the computer implementation even of the Galerkin method
has to be done by approximation of the scalar products, which results in addi-
tional error terms in the calculated solution. The same observation holds for the
collocation method.

The question of convergence of collocation methods for general pseudodiffer-
ential operators on manifolds in R3 is still open. Several results were obtained re-
cently, mainly for regular meshes and tensor-product splines. We refer the reader
to [27, 4, 3, 23, 24, 5].

For one-dimensional boundary integral equations there is a lot of literature on
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discretized Galerkin methods for singular integral equations [22] as for the single
layer potential [14] and for general pseudo-differential operators [31]. A review on
this field is given in [21].

Quadrature methods for the double layer potential equation (a singular inte-
gral equation of the second kind) over the boundary of a polyhedron have recently
been extensively studied in [25].

A discretized Galerkin method for the boundary integral equation of the first
kind on a square for the single layer potential of the Laplacian was analyzed
in [18]. For practical use it was proved that it is sufficient to use a fixed num-
ber of calculations per matrix element to ensure convergence of the discretized
method. The method was introduced by approximation of the scalar products of
a Galerkin method by a composite Simpson-product formula. This formula was
directly applied to integrals which have continuous integrands, while the weakly
singular integrals are reduced to continuous ones by Duffy’s [9] transformation
of coordinates. Duffy’s transformation of coordinates and its application in the
theory of boundary integral equations are studied in [28].

In this paper we present a new result even for the Laplacian by defining a
discretized method which uses only a one-point quadrature rule for “most” of
the matrix elements. Our numerical approximation schemes are defined in Sec-
tion 2.

It is known that the boundary pseudodifferential operators for the Helmholtz
equation are smooth and compact perturbations of the corresponding ones for the
Laplacian [29]. By the methods of [13] we prove that the Galerkin equations here
are uniquely solvable for all mesh widths (see Theorem 4.2(i) below). The same
result is valid for the collocation methods, which follows from results in [4, 5]. The
unique solvability for all mesh widths does not in general carry over to the case of
discretized Galerkin methods. The parameter dependence of the stability of these
methods on the wave number and the chosen quadrature methods is presented in
Theorem 4.4. More detailed estimates of the parameters can be found in [19]. In
Section 5 we present our main result, in Theorem 5.2. There conditions on the
parameters in the definition of our fully discretized schemes are given, to ensure
convergence of our discretized schemes.

In Section 6 we present numerical calculations for the Laplacian to demon-
strate that the low quadrature formula leads to good results.

2. Definition of numerical schemes. We assume (2 to be a bounded
Lipschitz domain which is a subset of the square [—1, 1] x [—1, 1], such that the
boundary of {2 has at least one point in common with the boundary of [—1,1] x
[—1,1]. If f is a distribution in S’(R?) we define the Fourier transform of f by

f(f) = f e f(z)dr (€ eR?).

R2



DIRICHLET SCREEN PROBLEMS 117

For given s € R and f,g € S’(R?) we define scalar products
(f.9)s = [ F©FEO + [¢])* de
RQ

and norms

||f||%IS(R2) = <f7 f>s .
The closure of the space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support
in R?, C§°(R?), with respect to this norm is the Sobolev space H*(R?). The
closure of the space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support in
2, C§°(12), with respect to this norm is the Sobolev space H*(f2). In its dual
space H~*({2) we use (as usual) the norm

—s = ] f l —s
[l =22 lfel}fjs(Rz)H flla-=w2)

where the infimum is taken over all distributions [f whose restriction to {2 coin-
cides with f. In L?(£2) we also use the scalar product

(f.9) = [ f@)g(@)da,
2

which is related to the already defined one by Plancherel’s formula

(fa g) = (27T)_2<f)g>0 .

We introduce the integral operators coming from the single layer potentials for
the Helmholtz equation with wave number x € C:

(2.1) Veu(y) := f u(x)P(x —y,k)dx (y € ),
Q

where @ is (up to a constant) the fundamental solution for the Helmholtz equation
defined by

(2.2) b(z, k) ==

We shall assume that the wave number x has non-negative imaginary part kj.
The function defined by (2.2) represents an outgoing wave [1]. We denote the
real part of k by kg. We also use the operator

~ 1

Viu(y) :

u(x)@(r —y,k)dx (y € £2).

For a positive definite M x M matrix A we denote by Apin(A4) (Amax(4)) the
smallest (largest) eigenvalue of A. For M x M matrices A we introduce norms by

M
4l 1= e, 57 4ssl, Al = VAo (4K,

i=1,...,

where A* is the complex conjugate of the transpose of A.
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We now formulate the boundary integral equation in question [10, 12]:

(2.3) V,w™ (y) f W) (2)B(x — y, k) de = f(y) forye 0.
s

w") gives the jump of the normal derivative of the solution of Helmholtz’s equa-
tion in R? \ 2, which satisfies the Dirichlet problem with given f on {2, and
Sommerfeld’s radiation condition [1, p. 70, (3.7)]. Instead of (2.3) we shall inves-
tigate the equivalent integral equation

(2.4) Ve (y f u) (2)B(x —y, k) de = f(y) forye 2

to simplify some constants. We look for functions u(*) € H=Y/2(2), given f €
H'/?(§2). To discretize equation (2.3) we introduce for given N € N the grids

ot fot - k- (5 B

and the functions cpo as the characteristic function of the interval [0, 1], and we
let j(t) = [ w0(2)@d(x —t) de = max(1 — [t],0) be the normalized linear spline
with node at to = 0. For d € {0,1} the normalized tensor product splines are

0041, 22) = pl(x1)pl(x2). On the grids OV we introduce the spline functions
of degree d =0 and d = 1 by

op (2) = e (N (@ —2)))).
In 2 we furthermore introduce the grids
4= {k = (k1,k2) € Z° | supp(p} ) € 2}
w4 is a totally ordered set if we use the lexicographical order
k <k :s (ks <kbor (ke = ki and k; < k})).

We define

1
h:=—
N

as parameter for the mesh length.
The Galerkin equations for (2.3) with piecewise constant trial functions then
read

25 [ [ agop (@)en (1)@ — y, k) du dy
2 2 kewhN:o0

f fly <,0k, y)dy, for k' € w0

The collocation equations for piecewise blhnear ansatz functions collocating in
the nodes read

(2.6) f Z Bl Py NU)®(x — 2y, k) de = f(z), for k' € ™!

2 kewn:l
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It is known [12, 29] that the Galerkin schemes lead to approximations ué’i) =
Y o hcwN.o0 oz’,jgpiv’g of the uniquely determined solutions u(*) of the integral equation
(2.3) for all f € H'/2(12).

If one is interested in functions f which also have higher regularity, say f €
H*(£2), s > 1, then it is known [12, 7] that the solutions u(®) of the integral
equations are in H=¢(£2) (= H (1)) for any 0 < ¢ < 1. Furthermore, the
following quasi-optimal convergence result [12, 2, 6] holds for the spline functions
uy which are defined by the Galerkin equations (2.5):

(2.7) ™ — i < O fll e (o)

H-1/2(Q)
with a constant C' independent of f and h (but depending on k).

For k£ = 0 a similar result is derived for the solution ng) =D hewN1 ﬁ,ggoiv o1
of the collocation method in [5]. The case of k # 0 can also be handled by the
methods introduced in that paper.

The following lemma gives a representation of the coefficient matrices of the
numerical schemes (2.4), (2.5).

LEMMA 2.1. For k, k' € w™N0 we have

(2.8) ALY = Ve o) =0 [ oyt (@) (e — k + K hi) d
[7171}2

and

(2.9) (Veor op ) = B2 (Vg ) (ap®) .

Remarks. 1. The representation (2.8) is proved as in [18, Lemma 2.1]. The
equality of block Toeplitz matrices stated in (2.9) was shown in [4].

2. The matrix elements (Vngoév’o, cp]k\{’o) only depend on (|k; — K[, |ka — Kb]).
So we introduce matrices BNV by

(2.10) B,(CF"’N) =h? f oot (2)P(x — k, hr) de = h® f oo (2)B(x — k, hr) da
R2 [—1,1]%

for k € N2, k € [0,2N]%. In the following we shall also denote by B,(CH’N) the
right-hand side of (2.10) for arbitrary k € Z2.

Here we introduce a numerical scheme which depends on several parameters
to discretize the sesquilinear forms which are defined by Galerkin’s scheme (2.5)
and the collocation scheme (2.6).

For a given continuous function g : [0,1] x [0,1] — R we introduce as in [18§]
the composite Simpson-product formula of mesh length 1/M:
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M-1M-1
1 m m 2l+1 m [+ 1
2.11) CSP(g) := gy (o m l+1
2m+1 I 2m+1 21 +1 2m+1 [+ 1
+4g( 2M ’M>+16g< oM ' 2M )+4g< oM M>
n m+1 L 4 m-+1 20+1 . m+1 1+1
IN"M M IN"m o )TN T )|

There are three different types of integrals in the coefficient matrices character-

ized by singularities of their integrands. To approximate the values (Vﬁtpi\m, gog’o)

which are defined by integrals with singular integrands, we first use the formula

1,1
(2.12) go(l)’l(a:)@(x — k,hk)dx ~ w0 () dz,

[~1,1]? [-1.1)?
which is obtained from the Taylor expansion of the function e? around z0 =10
taking z = ihk|xr—k|. Next we approximate the integral f (0t ()] |z—k|) da
as in [18] by using Duffy’s transformation of coordlnates [9]

Uy — V1, U2 — V1V2.

This substitution transforms the triangle with corners (0,0),(1,0), (1, 1) into the
rectangle with corners (0,0), (0,1),(1,1),(1,0) and integrands with square-root
singularities at (0,0) into smooth integrands. This leads to the representation

1—1)(1 — st
BN =h® [ 8%@&.
o2 (1+s2)

Similar representations for B?ljg), B?l 1) are in [18, 19].

Our Galerkin methods and collocation methods define bilinear forms on the
piecewise constant functions or the piecewise bilinear functions, respectively.
For L, M € N we define discretized Galerkin and collocation methods by the
introduction of matrices ¢®%M:N given by
(2.13) g™ =03 CSP (g -1y hary)) if k1 — K4 < Land |ky — k| < L.
The functions g were already defined for & € {(0,0),(1,0),(0,1),(1,1)}. For
other values of k, we define

(2.14)  gr(z1,72)

—(1—a1)(1— xz)(

1M
&Mw

(w1 + (=1)"k1, @2 + (<1)"k2),0))

.3

=1ln
Then by double symmetrization it is easy to see that the identity

(2.15) (Voer°, om0) =

S o

1
fgk k' 9U1,3U2 dxl dxo
0

holds.
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If |ky — K| > L or if |ke — k}| > L then the matrix elements qZ,If/M,N are
defined simply by
(216) qg:klv s = h?’@((’kl _ kih |k2 _ ké‘)7h/€) — h3W

This approximation is found by application of the midpoint rule to the matrix
elements (Vﬂgofgv’o, goj,j’o), given by (2.8). It will be proved that it coincides with
the first term of the asymptotic expansion of that integral for |k — k| — oo.

Our discretized Galerkin schemes will be defined by the linear systems

(2.17) vegre N = W2 f(a), for K € W™,

kewN,0

which in the case of existence lead to the solution uf; := 3, o 'y,fgofcv’o. Here
we use the midpoint formula for approximation of the right-hand side. We define
our discretized Galerkin method for functions f € H?T¢(£2) for € > 0, which
implies continuous differentiability of f.

The discretized collocation schemes are introduced by the linear systems
(2.18) Z NQQZqZ:,f,’M’N = f(mﬁ), for k' € w™!,
kEwNJ
which in the case of existence leads to the solution

K . K N71
UN = Z 0Py -

kewN:0

3. Consistency. In this section we prove consistency estimates for the ma-
trix elements of the discretized Galerkin and collocation methods introduced in
Section 2.

Let us introduce the notation

d(k) == min |z —k|.

ze[—1,1]2

LeEmMA 3.1. If L > 1, k € Ng, ki > L or ke > L and h > 0, ky > 0,
€ [~1,1]? then the following estimate holds:

(3.1) ‘ [ (@« — k. hw) — Bk, b)) oy () dee
112
= ‘ f B(x — k, hr)oy ' (x) d — D(k, hr)
112
R2k2 k| 1
= 24d(k) T 1242(k) T 123 (k)
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Proof. The following representation holds for the partial derivatives of @:

0D (x, hk)

— bz, h

@) PP (2, he)

0*(x, hr) —h?R*at|xl® — 2ihkat|z] + ihkad|o| + 22% — 23

o )" o] i)

O W G T e e R 0 I VTP
(9113181‘2 |$|4 ’ |

By Taylor’s expansion of ¢(z — k, hx) around x = 0 we obtain

f Bz — k,he)pp (z) de = f B(k, he)py () da

[7171}2 [7171]2
hi|k| — 1
+ f klazlm”k‘L@(kz,h/{)goé’l(aj)dzx
[_171}2
ihk|k| —
+ f kowo ———— E (kyhli)SO(l)’l(ﬂﬁ)de
[—1,1]2
1
+3 f f:BTD2 (Vz — k, he)z dd o' () dx
[~1.12 0

where xT is the transpose of z, and D?®(x) is the matrix defined by

%o z o z
(3'2) D2@(LE) _ ( 89@%( ) 8118:702( )) .

%o b

Taking into account

oot (x) de =1, f o5 (x) de =0 = f Loy () da
[717”2 [7171]2 [713”2

we get

‘ f O(x — k, he)py ' (x) do — D(k, hn)‘
[-1,1]?

f

So the essential point that the linear term in the Taylor remainder vanishes after
integration comes out. By the explicit representation of the second derivatives,
the asymptotic behaviour as k — oo of the left-hand side of (3.1) is obvious. The
constants are estimated in [19]. m

1
[ 12T D*0(Wx — k, )| di) oy () dx
0

l\D\)—l

2



DIRICHLET SCREEN PROBLEMS 123

An estimate of the error |[AFN) — ¢ LMN|| _will be derived later with the
help of the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.2. There are non-negative constants Cy, Cs, C3, Cy such that for all
N,LeN, h=1/N, Ky >0, N > L > 2, the following estimate holds:
(3.3) 3 ‘ [ ®(@— k, hw)oy™ (@) da — B(k, hr)

kE[—2N,2N]2\[—L,L]2 [—1,1}2
< C1h%|K[*InN + Cahlk|InN

™

1
+C3h¢+04h\/1\2+ +

2(L—1) (L-1)2 6(L-1)"
Proof. From Lemma 3.1 we get
3 ‘ [ ®(x — k. he)ob (@) da — B(k, hr)
kE[-2N2NJ2\[~L,L]2 [—11]2
h?|k|? hlk| 1
< .
= 2 <24d(k) T hew T 12d3(k)>

ke[—2N,2N]2\[-L,L]2
This sum can be estimated by comparison with an integral over a domain with
diameter growing with N. Because of

N ©/2
ffr_”rdadT:O(N2_”), N — o0,
1 0

the formula comes out. Again, a more detailed proof with determination of con-
stants is presented in [19]. m

In the next lemma we state an estimate of ](V,Q(p,]j’o,gog’o) - qZ’,f,’M’N| for

given k — k' € [-L, L]?.
LEMMA 3.3. For N,L € N, h = 1/N, k; > 0, N > L > 1, the following
estimates hold.
() If k — k' € [-L, L]>\[-1,1]? then
3h3 N h3
20M4d>(k — k') 10M*d*(k — k')~

N0 N, L,M,N
(34)  [(Vapr "o ) =ik | < hk|+

(i) If k =k’ then
h3
12M4°

(3.5) (Ve %y %) = a0 < Bt lwl +

(iii) If k — k' € [-1,1]%, k # k' then
3

9M* -

N0 N, #,L,M,N
(3.6) ((Vior o) — g | < k| +
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Proof of (i). First we compare the matrix elements corresponding to the sin-
gle layer operator of the Helmholtz equation with their analogues for the Laplace
equation:

eihn|x—k+k'| —1

N,0 N,0 N,0 N,0 3 1,1
|(Ver o) — (Vo s )| < h v () Py

[_171]2

‘dw

1
=K wé‘(xﬂ j”ihKa”th—k+k”dﬂ‘dx
[_171]2 0

< f oot (x)h* k| dz = h* ||
[—1,1]2
We used the fact that the argument of the exponential function above always has
non-positive real part.
So it is sufficient to estimate the error coming from the “static part”

](Vogok ,cp]k\fo) — quﬁ/’M’N|, taking into account that we defined quﬁ,’M’N =

qz ,f, M:N inder the given restrictions on the values of k and &'.
The following inequalities have been proved in [18, Lemma 3.3]:
N0 N, 0,L,M,N h? N,0 N, 0,L,M,N h?
|((Vowr s ) — Dok |_12M4’ |(Vowr s pp) — Q1 |_9M4;
the latter holds under the assumption k — k' € [-1,1]2, k # k',
If k — k" ¢ [—1,1]? then it is easily derived from [18, Lemma 3.2] that
h3 54 36
3.7) (Vi v =t < 1
( ) ‘( ngk: 7SOk ) qk,k ‘ — 144OM4 d5(k_k/) +d4(k_k/)
B 3h3 N h?
C 20MAd5(k —K)  10M4d4(k — k')
The proofs of the lemmas cited used the well-known error estimate for the
composite Simpson product formula [8, p. 45/46], [30],

10%9/02| oo + [10%9/0y*[loc
288001 ’

‘jjgxydxdy CSP(g)| <
00

which is available for g € C*([0,1]?). The asymptotic correctness of the error
estimate (3.7) when |k — £’| tends to infinity already follows from the observation
that the fourth derivatives with respect to x of the restriction to [0,1]? of the
function oy (z)/|x — k + k'| are of order d~*(k — k'). m

LEMMA 34. If N,LeN, h=1/N, ky >0, N > L > 1, then

h3
N, N, k,L,M,N

(3.8) D Ve e ”) = i ™ S AL - )R] + 5.1
ke[—L,L]?
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Proof. The methods of the foregoing result can be used to prove the lemma,

see [19]. =

After these preparations we are in a position to estimate the difference of
the matrices A% defined by (2.8) and the matrices of our discretized methods
q®LMN Cwwhich are defined by (2.13) and (2.16) measured in the || - || oo-norm. In
[14] the authors used the Schur norm to prove consistency of the matrix elements
for one-dimensional problems.

THEOREM 3.5. There is a constant C' > 0 such that for all N,L € N, h = 1/N,
k1 > 0, the following consistency estimate holds:

(3.9) [|AUWN) — gL MNY < C(hP|k[2InN + R*|k|InN + b |k|(L — 1)?)

1 T h3
3 A
+ h <2(L—1)2+6(L—1)>+5'1M4'

Proof. Here we extend the definition of Ag,i\f — q',:kLMN to k € Z? and
k' € Z? by means of the right-hand sides of (2.8), (2.16), respectively. Because of

N L,M,N N,0 N,0 K, L,M,N
A — G = (Vn90|k—k/\a P ") — YUr—k'|0
it follows by the substitution k¥’ — k” = k — k’ that
(x,N) _ wx,L,M,N _ n,L,MN
A q" oo = ke[@%XNP Z ’A\k k1,0 ~ 9k—k'],0 |
" k'€[-N,N]2

ki+N ky+N

= max E E |A Y q”’%,’MJ,\,[ |
ke[—N,NJ2 (IR LIRS 1),0 - (1KY ] RS1),0
T kY=ki—N kY=ky—N

k,N k,L,M,N
< Z |A(Ik“l |k5'1),0 q(lk”l [k5'1), 0|
k"’ €[—2N,2N]?

Using the estimates of Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 we obtain the final result (3.9). m

Remark. Theorem 3.5 demonstrates that for a given wave number x satis-
fying x; > 0, there are absolute constants C7,Cs and Cj such that
h3 h3
—+C
ML
So given £ > 0 arbitrarily small we can (by choosing L and M sufficiently large)
have the estimate

(3.10) AN gl MY <o 1+@Mﬁ.

||A(I€,N) _ qn,L,M,NHOO < €h3

for sufficiently small h. This was proved in the case k = 0 in [18] to be sufficient
to get convergence of the fully discretized scheme. The same will be proved for
general k in Sections 4 and 5.
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4. Stability. We reduce the question of invertibility of the matrices of the
discretized methods to the invertibility of the matrices of the Galerkin scheme by
a perturbation argument. The invertibility of the Galerkin matrices for all k; > 0
and all N € N will be proved as well. The latter result was derived in [13]. We
need some estimates for the inverses of the Galerkin matrices.

LEMMA 4.1. Denote by || - || any vector norm in C"; by the same symbol we
denote a compatible matriz norm in C™™ . If A is an invertible n x n matric
then

A
(4.1) |A7Y1 > inf |(Az, z)]
0#zeCn  ||z||?

Proof. By the definition of a compatible matrix norm, the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality and the substitution y = Ax we obtain

A—l A—l 2
”Ale = sup H y” = sup H — y”
v20 Iyl y20 [[A 1yl [y
_ _ -1 1
< sup AW _ (inf (A 1:L/,y)l) _ <inf !(fv,A:v)!> .
= g0 (A7, y)| v#0 [|Atyl? 2#0 ||z

The following theorem contains estimates for the inverse norm of the Galerkin
matrices for wave numbers x which satisfy £; > 0. This result was proved in [18,
Lemma 4.2] in the special case k = 0.

THEOREM 4.2. (i) If k1 > 0 then the matrices A¥N) are invertible for all
N e N.

(ii) If k = 0 then

(4.2) JAM) Tt = Znt
(iii) If k; > 0 then
1\«
4.3 AN =L =1 5 BL oy () 2 ) T3
(43) (A5t = Fmin (1, )
(iv) If kp # 0, k1 = 0 then
1 ™
4.4 AN = =1 > min(l, ) ——h3.
Proof. By [16, Lemma 3.1] the Fourier transform of ®(x, k) is given by
~ 2
B R) = — s
VISP — k2
and is holomorphic with respect to z = |£|, with branch points at z = +k;

moreover, it has positive real part for z € R, k; > 0.
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By Lemma 4.1 we have for k; > 0

(,
AN =1 =1 5 inf 2 kwe wNOO‘kAka;f Q|
IC I P,
Ty cuN.0lag]?#0 ZkeMMO |ak¢|

By apphcatlon of Plancherel’s formula to (2.8) twice and taking into account the

formula for @, we obtain, with v, = Y kw0 akgok O and §M0 = span{cp 0]
k € w0},

2
JAEY gt s g AT (Ve o)
T o #0,0,€5m0  (Un, Un)o

T o VA R B A3 LS

Uh¢0,1}hesh*0 th”(%

The latter term was estimated in [18] for the case k = i. Next, we reduce the case
of arbitrary x to the known one k = i.

If 7 > 0 the following inequality is obtained from [13, Lemma 5, (4.2)] (under
a slightly different definition of the square root defining @ ):

Rr
Re /[¢]? — K2 > Tl €12 + K[>

From the estimate above and the triangle inequality we obtain

1 S hr < 1 > 1
V- T =l \/\512 + sl |"" sl VIER+ 1
So for k; > 0 we proved

1on(®12

| Jo2 g @
(AN =171 > 27rh2m1n<1, > inf e
|K| ) vn#0,0,e8m0

Id el

1 ol
’/@‘ ’H‘ vp#0,v, €SH0 HU}LHO

The last term can be estimated when a constant C' is determined such that the
inverse inequality

Jonllo < S=llonl vy (00 € S™°)

holds. In [18, Theorem 4.5, Corollary 4.1] it was proved by rough estimates that
the constant can be chosen to be v/10. So in the case k; > 0 we showed that
the closure of the numerical range of AN defined by {(A®NMz, z)/(x,z) |
x € C™"\{0}}, does not contain zero for any N € N, which implies invertibility
of these matrices, stated in part (i) of the theorem. Furthermore, collecting the
above inequalities we have proved (4.3).
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(4.2) was proved in [18]; it remains to prove statement (iv) of the theorem.

We define \/|¢|> — k% so that it has real and positive values if [£|* > £% and we
define it by i«/H{]Q — ’i%z‘ if [€]2 < n%. Then it follows with v;, € S™9 that

S B | B
|£r2 a R[ CVIER - |5|2 a |§!2 a
_o©F _@©F )
d£+
(wa \/|§\2 m?f N mRr

(I 1 R (8)]
> — min|{ 1, dg .
(1) f VEE+T
The rest of the proof of (4.4) runs along the lines of the proof of (iii). m
We shall use Banach’s fixed point principle in finite-dimensional spaces to

prove invertibility criteria for the matrices defined by the discretized Galerkin
method. The following result is well known:

LEmMmA 4.3. If
(4.5) JAUD — g BTN < (AN T

%,L,M,N

then the matriz q 1s 1nvertible.

We now state sufficient conditions for invertibility of our discretized Galerkin
and collocation schemes.

THEOREM 4.4. (i) If L > 3 and M > 3 the matrices ¢>L"MN are invertible
for all N € N.

(ii) If Ky > 0 then there exist integers L(k), M (k) such that there is an integer
N(k) such that for all L,M,N € N, L > L(k), M > M(k), N > N(r) the
matrices ¢ LMN qre invertible.

Proof of (i). In Theorem 3.5 we proved

|ACN) _ O LMNY < 3 L T + 5.1h—3.
= 2(L—-1)2  6(L—-1) M4

0,L,M,N

By (4.2) and Lemma 4.3, to guarantee the invertibility of ¢ it is sufficient

to find L and M such that

1 T h3 T
4.6 h3 51— < —h3.
(46) (2(L—1)2+6(L—1)>+ MES 5

It is easily checked that one can take L = 3 = M. The proof of (ii) is analogous. =

Remark. The factor of h* in equation (3.10) grows with L2, so that one
should choose L as small as possible to ensure stability for not too small num-
bers h.



DIRICHLET SCREEN PROBLEMS 129

5. Error estimates. We shall present aresult on quasi-optimal convergence of
the discretized Galerkin and collocation methods. We need the following prepara-
tory lemma.

LEMMA 5.1. If there are constants 0 < C1 < Cy such that the sequences of
matrices ¢ LMN and AN satisfy

(51) ||A(;<;,N) _ qm,L,M,NHOO < Clh3

and

(5.2) inf M > Cyh?
0A£zECN? [E4|

(here 4N? is the number of elements in w™:?), then for all ¢ > 0 and for all
x € C4N2,

(5.3) (AN g 4| < ( e +e)|<q<vaMvN>m,:c>|.

Proof. We estimate the bilinear forms of the matrices in question for any
vector z € C4V°:

Cy
(k,L,M,N)
<<C2_C1+€> x,x)
C +e ((q(H,L,M,N) o A(I{,N)):L, SU)
Cy —Cy ’

Cs
e AlsN) — (A(FN)
+<C2_Cl—|—€>( z,x) — ( x,x)

> -1 A(RN)
_KCz—Cl %)

>‘<( (k,L,M,N) _ A(HN))x x)|

- |(A(H7N)x7 .I)‘

<02—cl

Co
>\ = —1)(AFEN)
_‘<02_01+6 >( %)

C K K
N O ) L G N

Co Cs
> 1 3 3
((CQ_Cl—i—a )C’gh (02—01+E>Clh>( x)

=eh3(z,2) >0. m

Next we present our main result:

THEOREM 5.2. There are integers L(k), M (k) such that the discretized Galer-
kin equations (2.17) and the discretized collocation equations (2.18) are uniquely
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solvable for sufficiently large N and there is a constant C' > 0 such that for any
function f € H?*T¢(2) and any 0 < € < % we have the error estimates

(5.4) |lu™ — U?\[Hﬁlﬂ(g) < Chl/z_EHfHH2+S(.Q) 7
(55) ||1)"i — 1}}?,”&1/2(9) < Chl/z_ngHHQJFE(Q) )

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 4.4 it follows that we can choose num-
bers M(k),L(k) such that the assertions of Lemma 5.1 are satisfied for suf-

ficiently large N > N(x). On the space S"° of piecewise constant functions

Wh = D pewN.o akgo,]g\m we define the sesquilinear form (Q=-N
ated with ¢ MN by

LM,N__
(Q”’L’M’Nwh,wh) = Z akqg:k,’ oy .

kK’ €w:0

W, W) associ-

There is a constant C; > 0 such that the functions u = >, ~.0 'y,’j(piv’o defined
by equation (2.17) and uf = >, - ~.o aggofcv’o defined by (2.5) satisfy

oy — %o gy < 27 (Vi — ), uf — )
< CLQHI NN (), — ).
Using (2.5), (2.17) we obtain
(QUHOMEON (uf — o), uf — uf)

= (QWEIMENN (i —wf) up) = > (af — )N f ()

kewN0

= (QUFI MO (i —ufy), ufp) — (Violuly — ufy), uf)

+ (foul —uf) = D ((af =N f(ar) -

kewlN:0
We estimate the first term as in [18]:
(QUECIMEDN (wff ufy — uife) — (Vg — )|
< Cy| AU — QB MEDN oo |Juf; — uilloh ™
< Oo| AU — QB MUDNY| gy fo]ufy — i loh ™
3 —1/2 —ep—2

< C3h ||U2 _u%‘|§71/2(9)h / ||u;||H*5(Q)h “hTe.
This holds with constants Cs, C'5 independent of h. Here we used again the equiv-
alence (up to the factor of h) of the L2-norm to its discrete version and the inverse
inequality. By these methods, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the result in

[5, Lemma 3.7], which carries over to piecewise constant trial functions, we get,
with other constants Cy, Cs,
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|(foufy —uf) = D ((af = 7)N2f ()]

kEwN:0

< S dap gl | 16N ) - N2 )

kewN:0 kewN:0

< Cah Y|uf — kol £l 2se () 12

< C5h1/2HuZ — U7v||ﬁ_1/2(Q)HfHH2+E(Q) )
So we have proved

Hu’]{\/ - u;||%71/2(9) < 03h1/2_€||u'1§ - u?\f"ﬁfl/z(g)HuZHH*E(Q)

+ C5h1/2HU';; - uljﬁ\f||§71/2(_(z)”fHH2+E(Q) )

We divide this inequality by |ju} — UHN”ﬁ—l/z(Q) to get

Huz — u?\/”ﬁ—l/?(g) < C3h1/278HuZHH—E(Q) + C5h’1/2HfHH2+E(Q) )

By a standard trick [26], [18, p. 16], [5, p. 12] it can be proved that there is a
constant Cg such that

lupll < 2) < Csl|u™ || g—<(0) -

Because of the invertibility of V,, : H¢(§2) — H'™¢(2) and the continuous imbed-
ding of H?*¢(£2) into H'*¢(£2) there is a constant C; such that

lupll <2y < Crllfllm2te (o) -
Collecting of all the estimates we obtain (5.4).
On the space Shl of piecewise bilinear functions z; = ZkEw N ﬂk‘ﬂfcv 1 we

define the bilinear form (Q% LM Nz, 2,) associated with ¢ LMY by

L,M,N L,M,N73—
¢ T Zh,Zn) = k Zk’ B -
(Q¢ Zh, Zn) Bray,
k,k'€wlN,1

The proof of the convergence of the discretized collocation solutions runs along
the same lines as the one for the discretized Galerkin solutions. The essential fact
we need is the convergence of the collocation solutions v}’ defined by (2.6), which
is proved in [4] (see also [5]). In particular, the existence of a constant Cs > 0
such that

|(Viezn, 21,)| < Csh? Z B (Ve ) (@p ) B
k,k'€wN-1
holds for all z, = 3, .~ ﬁkcpiv’l € S"1 was obtained in [4, 5]. From this and

Lemma 5.1 we obtain the estimate

o = 0512 0 gy < CRIQEEMN (o — ), 0 = v
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From (2.6) and (2.18) we obtain a constant Cg such that
(@& BN (v — i), o — v

K K K K K K N,1 N,1\——
= Qe (v — vy), vff) — Z By — Qk)h2<vn@k ) (" ) ow
k,k’EwNvl

< CQH’U}/: - U],%Hﬁ—lm(Q)HUZHH—E(Q) )

taking into account the consistency of the matrices in the last inequality. By the
same trick we used above, we finally obtain (5.5). m

6. Numerical results. Some results for the capacity of the square plate
[—1,1]2 found by our discretized Galerkin and collocation methods are presented.
We have chosen the parameters to be L = 3 = M. Let us point out that our
aim was not to improve the methods to approximate the true solution. Indeed,
our results are worse than the results given in [11, 12, 20] found by mesh refine-
ment. Our main interest was to state and prove error estimates for the discretized
Galerkin and collocation methods by use of the midpoint formula, which reduces
computational work.

In the following tables we list, in the first column, the number N of partitions
of [0, 1], in the second column the capacity C<, := f[_l’l]Q ug\?) () dx determined by
our discretized Galerkin method, in the third column we present the values Cn we
derived in [18] by a discretized Galerkin method of high accuracy. The error terms
we gave in brackets stem from analytical a posteriori results and determine the
intervals where the capacities determined by the true Galerkin solutions are. In
the fourth column we list the experimental convergence rate o, which is defined by

0.7335 — C% <1 N+1>‘1

=1
0733 - Y, N

Here we use the extrapolated value 0.7335 for the capacity used in [11, 12, 20]. The
theoretical value for this convergence rate is 1 —e. The first table was calculated
by discretized Galerkin’s method using piecewise constant elements.

CR, CN [0
0.67266 0.67267 + 0.00064 —
0.69995 0.69995 + 0.00041 0.85
0.71042 0.70993 +£ 0.00030 0.92
0.71595 0.71531 +£ 0.00024 0.95
0.71937 0.71868 £ 0.00020 0.97
0.72169 0.72099 +£ 0.00018 0.98
0.72337 0.72268 £ 0.00016 0.99
0.72464 0.72396 £ 0.00014 1.00

||| o | w0 | 2
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In the next table we calculated Cy . = f[_l 12 v](\?) () dx determined by our dis-

cretized collocation method with piecewise bilinear trial functions collocating at
the nodes.

[13]
[14]

[15]

N CN,c [0
1 0.33633 —
2 0.51846 0.88
3 0.58851 0.97
4 0.62436 0.98
5 0.64605 0.99
6 0.66057 1.00
7 0.67097 1.00
8

0.67879 1.00
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