Zurich Summer School 2007:
Numerical Methods for High Frequency Scattering
Problems

Lectures by: Simon Chandler-Wilde
Email address: S.N.Chandler-Wilde@reading.ac.uk
Web: www.reading.ac.uk/~sms03snc
Department of Mathematics
University of Reading
Whiteknights PO Box 220
Berkshire RG6 6AX
UK

September 1, 2006



Abstract

In these lecture notes, which interact with the notes/presentations of the
other lecturers (Ralf Hiptmair, Markus Melenk, Eric Michielssen), we: intro-
duce the Helmholtz equation and the precise formulation of various bound-
ary value problems in Sobolev spaces; discuss the high frequency behaviour
of solutions of the Helmholtz equation and say something about what is
known from high frequency asymptotics; discuss the high frequency be-
haviour of standard boundary value problem and integral equation formu-
lations. Finally, we discuss work in the last ten years on boundary ele-
ment methods utilising basis functions which incorporate solutions of the
Helmholtz equation in order to represent the highly oscillatory solution more
effectively, leading to a reduced number of degrees of freedom.
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Chapter 1

Boundary Value Problems
for the Helmholtz Equation

1.1 The Physical Problem and its Mathematical
Modelling

Many physicists and engineers are interested in the reliable simulation of
processes in which acoustic waves are scattered by obstacles, with applica-
tions arising in areas as diverse as sonar (see figure 1.1), road, rail or aircraft
noise, or building acoustics. Unless the geometry of the scattering object is
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Figure 1.1: Typical acoustic scattering problem




particularly simple, the analytical solution of scattering problems is usually
impossible, and hence numerical schemes are required.

Throughout these notes P(x,t) will denote the pressure at time ¢ at the
point whose position vector is . We will use Cartesian coordinates (Oxix2
for 2D problems, Ozjxox3 for 3D problems). Thus, in 3D problems, = will
be the vector © = (21,22, x3), with z1, x2, x3 the three components of x. In
2D problems z = (x1,x2) will have just two components.

In a homogeneous medium at rest the function P satisfies the wave equa-
tion

1 9°P
where c is the speed of sound and
A =V?
is a shorthand for the Laplacian (e.g. A = aa—;g + 8‘9—; in 2D).
1 2

There are two approaches to solving the wave equation (1.1) numeri-
cally. The obvious approach is some form of direct numerical simulation,
discretising the (hyperbolic) wave equation directly, e.g. by a finite difference
em time domain method or by time domain integral equation methods (see
the lectures of Michielssen). In these notes we will consider the alternative
approach of working in the frequency domain, restricting attention to the
(important) case of time harmonic (we assume throughout e™“? time de-
pendence for some w > 01) acoustic propagation and scattering. Of course,
having solved for harmonic time dependence for sufficiently many distinct
frequencies w, more general variations as a function of time can be obtained
by Fourier synthesis, by combining harmonic time dependencies for different
frequencies.

Assuming time harmonic time dependence the pressure is given by

P(z,t) =R (u(z)e ™), (1.2)

where w = 27 f is the angular frequency, f the frequency (measured in Hz),
i = /=1, and R denotes the real part. The function u, which is complex-
valued in general, we will call the complex acoustic pressure (but often just
the pressure for short). Note that we can write (1.2) more explicitly as

P(z,t) = A(z) cos(p(x) — wt), (1.3)

where A(x) = |u(z)|, p(x) = argu(z), making clear the physical interpre-
tation of u, that the modulus of u(x), |u(z)|, is the amplitude of the time

'One has to be a little careful with the literature on time harmonic wave problems.
Assuming time dependence e with w > 0 is equally common and valid. For e*“* time
dependence, used in some publications, all the formulas in these notes remain valid as long
as one replaces all complex numbers by their complex conjugate, in particular replaces
each i by —i.



harmonic pressure fluctuation at z, while arg u(x) determines the phase of
the oscillation at x.

Frequently we are interested in Sound Pressure Level predictions. Since
the root mean square of a time harmonic field is its amplitude divided by
V2, the SPL at x is given by

SPL = 20log,y | M@ g,
2 Upef

where .y is the usual reference pressure. An important point for numerical
calculation in general is that accurate prediction of SPL requires small
relative errors in the computation of |u|. Of course, this then implies very
small absolute errors at points x where |u(x)| is small. For many applications
such regions may be very important, for example if one is calculating the
shielding performance of a noise barrier, when one is interested in accurate
predictions (with small dB error and so small relative error) in the shadow
zone. Thus very accurate numerical methods are of interest for a number of
acoustic applications.
Substituting (1.2) into (1.1), we see that u satisfies the Helmholtz equa-
tion
Au+Eu=0, inQcR? (1.4)

where d = 1,2 or 3 is the dimension of the problem we are considering, {2
denotes the domain of propagation, the region in which the wave propagates,
which is either a subset of the plane (R?) if we are solving a 2D problem,
or is a subset of R? if we are solving a fully 3D problem. (Occasionally,
especially for instructional purposes, we wish to consider also 1D problems,
in which case the domain () is a subset of R, the real line, i.e. €2 is an interval
of the form (a,b) with a < b.) The positive constant k is the wave number,

given by
poow_2rf_2r
e ¢ XN
Here we have introduced A = ¢/ f, the wavelength of plane waves of frequency
f. Clearly, k is proportional to the frequency and inversely proportional to
A, with SI units m~".

A large part of the rest of these notes will discuss how to compute, by the
boundary element method, solutions to (1.4) that also satisfy appropriate
boundary conditions on the boundary of the domain of propagation. We
denote the boundary of Q by 92 and will focus in these notes mainly on the

Dirchlet boundary condition, that
u=g on Jf. (1.5)

This focus is made for the purpose of simplicity and because some of the
developments that we will mention are not yet tested or the theory devel-
oped except in this boundary condition case. Sadly, the Dirichlet boundary



condition is not very often physically relevant, at least in my experience of
applied acoustics, except that the assumption that v = 0 is a reasonable
approximation to reality at the sea-air interface in underwater acoustics.

While our emphasis will be more often on the Dirichlet boundary con-
dition case, we will also consider the most commonly physically relevant
boundary condition, namely the impedance boundary condition

gz +ikfu =g, on ON. (1.6)
Let us spend a few moments explaining this boundary condition. First of
all, in this equation, and throughout, 9/9n denotes the normal derivative on
the boundary, i.e. the rate of increase in the direction n, where n(x) denotes
the unit normal at = € 99, directed into? . Explicitly, in terms of the
gradient of wu,
ou
an
i.e. the normal derivative is the scalar product of the gradient and the unit
normal.

The function g on the right hand side of the equation is identically zero in
acoustic scattering problems (problems where we are given an incident wave
and a stationary scatterer and have to compute the resulting acoustic field),
but is non-zero for radiation problems (where the motion of a radiating
structure is given and we have to calculate the acoustic field radiated).

In (1.6) 3 is the relative surface admittance which, in general, is a func-
tion of position on the boundary (and also a function of frequency). The
simplest case is when the boundary is acoustically rigid or sound hard. This
is the case when no flow is possible across 92 and § = 0 so that (1.6)
simplifies to the so-called sound hard or Neumann boundary condition

() = n(x) - Vu(x), (1.7)

0
872 =g on 0f. (1.8)
More generally, 3 may be non-zero, its value at position x on 92 given by
2o
Blz) =

where Zy = pc is the impedance of the medium of propagation (air, water,
etc.), p its density, and Zs(z) is the surface impedance at x. The surface
impedance is defined by the equation

x :& or r
2:0) = =y e on

2In writing about and coding the boundary element method one has to take great
care about directions of normals. Many authors will take the unit normal in the opposite
direction, which changes the sign of the normal derivative.



where v(z) is the velocity at x due to the acoustic field. Thus Zs is the
ratio on the surface of the pressure to the normal velocity into the surface.
The impedance boundary condition is appropriate whenever, to a good ap-
proximation, this ratio is independent of the acoustic field. This is the case
for sound hard surfaces (where the ratio is always oo), for many naturally
occurring surfaces in outdoor noise propagation, and for many man-made
acoustically absorbing surfaces at lower frequencies.

In the case when the domain €2 is unbounded, the complete mathematical
formulation of the problem has to include some condition which encapsu-
lates, in a mathematical way, the idea that the acoustic field, or at least
some part of it (e.g. the part which is reflected from the scattering obsta-
cle), is travelling outwards, towards infinity. The usual conditions imposed
are the so-called Sommerfeld radiation conditions, that

u(z) = O(r_(d_l)/2>, (1.9)
ou

5, (@) —iku(z) = 0<T_(d_1)/2), (1.10)

as r — oo, uniformly in Z := x/r. In this equation d is the dimension (2 or
3) and r is the radial direction, precisely r = |z|, the distance of x from the
origin, so that, in terms of the gradient of u,

O a) =2 Vul),

where & = z/|z| is the unit vector in the direction of x. Of course, the ‘big
O’ and ‘little o’ notations in (1.9) and (1.10) have the following meanings:
equation (1.9) says that the pressure, u(x), must decrease, as we go to
infinity, at least as fast as r—(@=1)/2; equation (1.10) says that the left hand
side of this equation, namely du/0r—iku must decrease faster than r(d=1/2,
Requiring that (1.9) and (1.10) hold uniformly in & means, of course, that

_ —(d-1)/2
max lu(z)] = O (7’ ) )
ou
) —i - —(d=1)/2
225 @) k@] = o ("),

where S := {z € R?: |z| = 1}.

The physical basis of the Sommerfeld radiation conditions is as follows.
The first condition implies that |u|? decreases like 7! in 2D, like r~2 in 3D.
But this is exactly what one expects from energy considerations: the energy
is spread over an ever larger and larger cylinder of circumference 27r in
2D, is spread over the surface of a sphere of radius 472 in 3D. The second
condition says that du/dr — iku should be much smaller than r—(¢=1/2 and
so much smaller than u, when r is large. This makes sense as far away the



wave travelling outwards appears locally like a plane wave travelling in the
direction Z, i.e. it has the form

u(z) = Ae*”

where A is the local amplitude. But, for such an acoustics field it holds that
Ou/Or — iku = 0 exactly.

1.2 Precise Mathematical Formulations as Bound-
ary Value Problems

In this section we will state precisely the mathematical formulations as a
boundary value problem of the main scattering problems that we are going to
consider. At this point in the notes I start to assume a greater mathematical
sophistication and knowledge of basic mathematics of the numerical solution
by finite element methods of PDEs, including some relevant knowledge of
function spaces, relevant linear functional analysis, as contained in the notes
of Ralf Hiptmair which have been circulated [6]. However, mindful of my
own forgetfulness, I will include many reminders of the relevant definitions!

We start by making precise the types of domain that we wish to con-
sider and introducing notations for sets of functions associated with these
domains. Perhaps we should first note that, throughout, we understand the
word domain in its technical, mathematical sense: a domain Q C R is a
connected, open subset of R, Given a set I' C R? we denote by C(T') the
set of continuous functions f : I' — C. Given a domain Q C R? and n € N
we denote by C™(€Q) the set of all u € C'(2) that have well-defined partial
derivatives of all orders less than or equal to n that are continuous in €.

For a scattering problem one needs an incident wave. Throughout u* will
denote the incident field; we always assume that u’ satisfies the Helmholtz
equation, at least in a neighbourhood of the scattering obstacle. Most often
we consider the simplest case of plane wave incidence, i.e. the case where,
for some unit vector d (the direction of the plane wave),

wi(z) = b e RY (1.11)

The total field in the presence of the obstacle (i.e. what one would measure
in an experiment) we denote by u. Then u® := u —u' is our notation for the
scattered field.

The following is the simplest scattering problem that will serve as a
model problem for much of these notes, namely acoustic scattering by a
bounded sound soft obstacle. We start with the formulation in classical
function spaces (i.e. where we look for a solution in spaces of continuous
functions). When we are dealing with scattering problems we shall denote
the domain exterior to the bounded scatterer by Q7, so that in all the



scattering problems we consider the domain Qt C R? (d = 2 or 3) is assumed
to be unbounded, and to include the set {z : || > R}, for some R > 0. The
complement of QF, i.e. the set T :=R%\ QF, we call the scattering object or
scatterer for short. We shall abbreviate 901, the boundary of Q* (which is
also the boundary of YT) by I' (see Figure 1.2). Finally, Q2 := T\ I" denotes
the interior of the scatterer Y. For much of these notes it will be the case
that Q= = T, i.e. ' is also the boundary of Q~, but we do not assume this
yet, in particular 2~ may be the empty set.

Au® + k*u® =0
Ot

u’, incident wave
u=20

obstacle, T I

Figure 1.2: Schematic diagram of the Dirichlet scattering problem.

Problem 1.1 (The Dirichlet Scattering Problem - Version 1) Given
k > 0 and the incident field u*, find u® € C*(Q%) N C(Q+) which satisfies
the Helmholtz equation (1.4) in Q" and the Sommerfeld radiation conditions
(1.9)-(1.10), and is such that u = u’ +u®* =0 on T.

The above is the Dirichlet scattering problem formulated in a classical
space setting (as in e.g. Colton and Kress [3, 4]). A very popular alternative
is to formulate the scattering problem in a Sobolev space setting. For the
moment the following Sobolev space is sufficient for our purpose (for more
details of Sobolev spaces see [6] or [8]). Given a domain Q C R (d € N), let
C35°(€2) denote the set of u € C°°(€2) whose support is a compact subset of
Q) (which implies that u is identically zero in a neighbourhood of 9€2). For
every u,v € C3°(€2), the integral

(u, V) () = / (uv + Vu - Vo) dx (1.12)
Q
is well-defined, in fact (-,-) defines an inner product on the vector space

C5°(92) so that, equipped with (-,-), C5°(€2) is an inner product space or
pre-Hilbert space (see [6] for definitions). Of course, as an inner product

space, C5°(£2) is automatically also a normed space, with norm || - [|g1(q)
defined by
12 1/2
[l o) == (u,w) i) = {/Q (IVul* + [ul?) d:v} , (1.13)

8



and so also a metric space, with metric d(-,-) defined by d(u,v) = ||Ju —
| m1(n)- Referring to the basic theory of metric spaces, we make the follow-
ing definition.

Defintion 1.2 We define the Sobolev space HZ(S)) to be the completion of
the metric space C§°(Q). Extending the definition of the inner product (1.12)
to HY(Q) in the natural way, H}(Q) is a Hilbert space.

The attraction of this definition is that it is defined in terms of very basic
concepts — the basic theory of metric spaces and the set C§°(£2). The less
attractive feature is that the elements of Hg () are elements of the com-
pletion of a metric space, i.e. are equivalence classes of Cauchy sequences,
which are not as concrete as we would like for communicating with the
widest audience!

The alternative definition of H}(D) avoids the notion of the completion
of a metric space, but does not really win in terms of easy communication
since it instead requires Lebesgue integration and measure and the idea of
a weak derivative or the (closely related) idea of a distributional derivative.
This alternative definition goes as follows. First, let L?(£2) denote the set of
functions u : 2 — C which are Lebesgue measurable and for which

1/2
ull2 := {/ |u]2dx} < 0. (1.14)
Q

It follows from simple properties of Lebesgue measure and fairly elementary
arguments that L?((2) is a normed space (with norm | - ||2), in fact an inner
product space with inner product (-,-)2 defined by

(u,v)2 ::/Quﬁda:. (1.15)

(To be precise, to make || - |2 a norm rather than a semi-norm we have to
modify the definition of L?(Q) slightly, replacing L?(Q2) by a new version
L2(), the elements of L2() being subsets of L2(Q), precisely the equiv-
alence classes of L?(Q) under the equivalence relation of equality almost
everywhere, so that two function in L?(Q) are regarded as equivalent if they
are equal except on a set of Lebesgue measure zero. However, noting this
important detail, for the sake of simplicity we do not hereafter distinguish
notationally between L2(Q) and L?(Q).) Slightly deeper arguments (see e.g.
[2]) show that L2(f2) is a Hilbert space, i.e. that L?(Q) is a complete metric
space with respect to the metric generated by the norm || - ||2.

Next, note that if v € C1(Q) and v € C§°(2), it holds (e.g. by the
divergence theorem or a simple integration by parts) that



Inspired by this equation, let us say that v € L?(f2) has a partial derivative

Oju = 5,% in a weak sense if there exists a locally Lebesgue integrable

function w3 such that

uﬁ dx = —/ wvdz, Yve C;(R), (1.16)

and, if this is the case, let us denote this weak derivative w by d;u. It is
not difficult (if you know about Lebesgue integration) to show that if w;
and wy are both weak derivatives in this sense then they are equal almost
everywhere. It follows that if u € C1(Q) then a weak derivative d;u of u is
equal, almost everywhere, to the classical partial derivative %. Finally, let
us say that u has a weak gradient Vu if u has a weak partial derivative 0;ju,
forj=1,...,d.

With these preliminaries we can define both the Sobolev space H!(Q)
and H{ () as a subspace of H!((Q).

Defintion 1.3 Let the Sobolev space H'(2) C L*(Q) denote the set of those
u € L?(2) that have a weak gradient Vu which is also in L*(Q). Then H(Q)
is a Hilbert space with the inner product and norms (1.12) and (1.13). Let
H} (D) denote the closure of C§°(2) € HY(D).

Of course the above definition implies that, if u € HE(Q) then [l o) <
oo and there exists a sequence (u,) C C§°(2) such that [|u — up||g1q) — 0
as n — oo. If Q is sufficiently regular (e.g. Lipschitz will do) then a similar
density result holds for H!(£2) (see [8]), that, if u € H'(€2), then there exists
a sequence (u,) C C°(RY) such that |lu — Ul 1 () — 0 as n — oo.

The two definitions that we have given above of H{(Q) coincide in an
appropriate sense.

Finally, to formulate the scattering problem, we need to introduce the
vector space H&’IOC(Q+). Let Hé’lOC(QJr) denote the set of functions u : Q@ —
C such that the product uv is in H}(Q1) for every v € C§°(RY).

Here is our second, Sobolev space version, of the scattering problem. For
convenience, in this second formulation, we restrict our attention to the case
when 4’ is the incident plane wave given by (1.11).

Problem 1.4 (The Dirichlet Scattering Problem - Version 2) Given
k > 0 and the unit vector d (the direction of the incident plane wave u'),
find u € C2(QF) N HY'(Q1) such that u® satisfies the Helmholtz equation
(1.4) in QF and the Sommerfeld radiation conditions (1.9)-(1.10).

3Le. a function w : Q — C which is Lebesgue measurable and for which [ lw|dx < oo
for every compact set S C §2, this requirement ensuring that the integral on the right
hand side of (1.16) exists for all v € C§°(Q).

10



Note that in this version of the scattering problem the requirement that
uw = 0 on I' is imposed in a weak sense, through the requirement that u €
Hy'°(0F). Regarding the choice of the two formulations and which is
correct from a physical point of view we note that:

1. Version 1 requires that u® € C(QF), so that the acoustic pressure is
continuous up to the boundary.

2. Let Q}f := {z € QF : |2| < R}, for R > Ry := maxyer |z|. Then
Version 2 requires that [+ (|Vul? + |u|?) dz < oo for every R > Ry,

R
which is a requirement that the acoustic field have locally finite energy.

3. The choice of which version to use turns out, in the end, to be to
a large extent irrelevant, in the sense that the problems are almost
equivalent in the sense of having the same solutions. Precisely, it can
be shown that every solution of Version 1 is also a solution of Version
2 (the arguments to do this are contained in the proof that Version 1
has at most one solution, for which see e.g. [4]). To the best of my
knowledge the converse statement may not be true (though I do not
know a counter-example). However, it is true that if Q1 is a regular
domain in the sense of e.g. [7], in particular if Q% is a Lipschitz domain
in the sense of e.g. [6] or [8], then, if u is a solution of Version 2 then
u is equal almost everywhere to a solution @& € C(QT) of Version 1.

Proving the last statement is quite tricky (the so-called regularity argu-
ments needed are discussed in Chapter 1 of [7] or see [5]). But in fact, while
uniqueness and existence of solution for Version 1 can be established fairly
easily by integral equation methods in the case when Q7 is a fairly smooth
(C?) domain (see [3]), establishing existence of solution for Version 1 for
non-smooth, Lipschitz domains requires this indirect route of first establis-
ing existence of solution for Version 2 and then arguing that the solution
to Version 2 also satisfies Version 1. In the next few sections we will sketch
uniqueness and existence of solution, in fact give the solution explicitly in
the case when Y is a ball, focusing on Version 2 of the scattering problem.

To achieve this goal we will need to know a little more about Sobolev
spaces, and a little about trace operators.

Defintion 1.5 For u € C®(Q) (defined as the set of restrictions to Q of
functions in C>°(R?)) define the trace of u on 0Q (denoted yu) to be the

restriction of u to Q. The mapping v : C(Q) — C*(0N), which takes u
to yu, s called the trace operator.

It is well known that, if the domain €2 is Lipschitz, then there exists a

11



constant C' > 0 such that*

Ivullz200) < Cllulla @), Yu € CX(Q). (1.17)

1/2
vl 2 o = { / |u|2ds} .
o0

The inequality (1.17) implies that exists a unique extension of v to H(Q)
in such a way that the resulting operator is a bounded linear operator from
H(Q) to L?(09), satisfying (1.17) for u € H*(Q).

Here

Remark 1.6 We remark that requiring that (1.9) hold in the above scatter-
ing problems is not strictly necessary. Precisely, we have the following result
(e.g. [3] or [4]): if u € C*(QF) satisfies the Helmholtz equation in QF and
the Sommerfeld radiation condition (1.10), then

u(z) = O(r_(d_l)/2>, (1.18)
g:f(g;) = o(r*<d*1>/2), (1.19)

as r — 00, uniformly in & := x/r.

1.3 Uniqueness of Solution

In this section we sketch a proof of uniqueness of solution for the Dirichlet
scattering problem (Version 2). Uniqueness of solution for problems of time
harmonic scattering by bounded obstacles depends on the following lemma
due to Rellich. (For a proof see e.g. [3].) For R > 0 let

Ig:={zcR%:|z| = R}.

Lemma 1.7 (Rellich’s lemma) If u € C?*(Q") satisfies the Helmholtz
equation in QT and
/ lu|? ds — 0
Tr

as R — oo thenu =0 in QF.

It is an appropriate point to remind the reader of the divergence theorem
and Green'’s first theorem. In the statement of these theorems and later, by
C™(Q) we denote the set of restrictions to € of functions in C™(R%).

“In fact a stronger result holds, with the left hand side replaced by H7U||H1/2(aﬂ)v a
boundary fractional Sobolev space norm.

12



Theorem 1.8 (Divergence Theorem) If Q is a bounded Lipschitz do-
main and F : RY — C% is a C' vector field, then

/V-Fdac:—/ F-nds,
Q onN

where n(x) is the unit normal at x € 0N directed into Q0 (which is well-
defined almost everywhere on OS2 if Q is Lipschitz).

Proof. For a proof in the case of a Lipschitz domain, see e.g. [8]. m

Theorem 1.9 (Green’s first theorem) If Q is a bounded Lipschitz do-
main and u € C%(Q), v € CL(Q), then

/(UAu + Vu-Vo)dz —I—/ U%ds =0.
0 oa On

Proof. Apply the divergence theorem to uVv. B
To make use of Rellich’s lemma we prove the following result.

Lemma 1.10 If u € C?(Q%) satisfies the Helmholtz equation in QF and
the Sommerfeld radiation condition (1.10) and if, for some R > Ry,

%/ U%dszo,
Tr ('3r
then u =0 in Q.

Proof. Applying Green’s first theorem to u and @ in {z : R < |z| < Ry},
with Ry > R, we find that

/(\Vu]Q — k2|ul?) da +/ u%ds - / u@ds =0,
0 T'r or FRl 87"
so that

%/ uauds:%/ u%dszo.
FRl or I'r or

Thus, and by the Sommerfeld radiation condition,

oul®> 5 oul®> 5 O
/ —| +E Wy ds < / — | +Ekul® + 2kS <u> ds
FRl or FRl or or
_ 2
= / ou _ iku| ds —0
I'r, or

as Ry — oo. Applying Rellich’s lemma we see that v = 0 in Q. m

13



To make use of this result we show the following lemma which is key to
establishing both uniqueness and existence. Let

Ry := max |z|
xeY

and

Of ={z € Q" :|z| <R}, for R > R,.

Lemma 1.11 If u satisfies Version 2 of the Dirichlet scattering problem,
and v € Hé’lOC(D), then, for every R > Ry,

/Q+ (Vu- Vo — k2u6) ds — /F 7@% ds = 0. (1.20)
R R

(Here v is the (bounded) trace operator from H'(Qg) to L*(Tr), where
Qp:={z:|z| > R}.)

Proof. In the case when v € C§°(Q1), equation (1.20) follows immediately
from Green’s theorem (cf. proof of Lemma 1.10). The general case follows
by first replacing v by a function in w € H} (") which coincides with v in
Q. Next one approximates w by w, € C§°(Q"), with [[w— wn | g1y — 0
as n — oo (which implies that |[yw — ywyl/z2r,) — 0 as n — o0), notes
that (1.20) holds with v replaced by wy,, and takes the limit as n — co. ®

Corollary 1.12 Version 2 of the Dirichlet scattering problem has at most
one solution.

Proof. Suppose there are two solutions, u; and wue, and let u := u; — us.
Then, by Lemma 1.11, (1.20) holds with v = u. Taking imaginary parts, we

see that .
%/ u—u ds =0,
Tr or

for all R > 0. The result follows from Lemma 1.10. m

1.4 Scattering by a Circle or Sphere

In this section we give explicitly the solution to the Dirichlet scattering
problem (Versions 1 or 2) in the case when

Ot = Qg := {z:|z| > R},

for some R > 0. These solutions are given explicitly in terms of cylindrical
and spherical Bessel functions.

14



For v > 0 let J, and Y, denote the usual Bessel functions of the first
and second kind of order v (see e.g. [1] for definitions) and let

HWY = J, +1Y,

denote the corresponding Hankel function of the first kind of order v. Of
course, where C), denotes any linear combination of .J, and Y,,, it holds that
C,, is a solution of Bessel’s equation of order v, i.e.

22C1(2) + 20" (2) + (2* = v*)C,(2) = 0. (1.21)

In the 3D case it is convenient to work also with the spherical Bessel
functions jm,, Ym, and
h%) = Jm + 1Ym,

for m = 0,1,.... These can be defined directly (see e.g. Nédélec [9]) by
recurrence relations which imply that

h%)(z) = eizpm(z_l)z_l,

where p,, is a polynomial of degree m with p,,(0) = 1. Alternatively, the
spherical Bessel functions can be defined in terms of the usual Bessel func-
tions via the relations

™ ™

Jm(2) =[5 Imi12(2), - ym(2) = 4 5 Yimg1/2(2). (1.22)

It is convenient also to introduce the notations

The arguments we will make in the next section depend on the fact that
M, (z) is decreasing on the positive real axis for v > 0.

Suppose first that d = 2 (the scatterer is a circle). Introducing standard
cylindrical polar coordinates, we expand u’ on I'g as the Fourier series

u'(x) = Z ame™

where (R,0) are the polar coordinates of x. Explicitly, in the case when
u’ is the plane wave u!(x) = e**1 it is holds that a,, = i ([4, equation
(3.66)]), and explicit expressions can be given for a,, also in the case when u’
is the incident field due to a point source (][4, equation (3.65)]), indeed this
expression will be key to Ralf’s first implementation of the high frequency
fast multipole method.

Since u’ € C*°(T'r) it holds that the series is rapidly converging, i.e. that
am = o(|m|™P) as |m| — oo, for every p > 0. It follows from separation of
variables arguments (e.g. see Colton and Kress [4] or Nédélec [9]), and since
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u® = —u’ on I'g, that the corresponding Fourier series representation of u*
in GR1 is

, HO) (k)
S
ame™ (1.23)
mZGZ H) (kR)

where (r,0) are now the polar coordinates of x. Further, properties of the
Bessel functions imply that this series, and all its partial derivatives with
respect to r and 6, converge absolutely and uniformly in compact subsets
of Qg. It is easy then to check that u® satisfies the Helmholtz eqution, and
that u® satisfies the Sommerfeld radiation condition can be shown as in [4,
Theorem 2.14]. Differentiating with respect to r, we note that

Z k ame' 1)

meEZL | |(kR)

(1.24)

We turn now to the 3D case d = 3. Introducing standard spherical
polar coordinates (r,0,¢), we expand u’ on I'p as the spherical harmonic

expansion
0 l
=D > al'y{"(,9), (1.25)

{=0 m=—¢

where (R,0,¢) are the spherical polar coordinates of x and the functions

Y", m = —/{,... ¢, are the standard spherical harmonics of order ¢ (see,
for example, [9, Theorem 2.4.4], [4]). We recall (e.g. [9]) that {Y," : ¢ =
0,1,..., m= —£,..., 0} is a complete orthonormal sequence in L?(S), where

S :={z :|z| = 1} is the unit sphere, and an orthogonal sequence in H(S).
Since v € C*°(I'g), it holds that the series is rapidly converging, i.e. that
ay’ = o(|¢|7P) as |[¢| — oo, for every p > 0 [9].

The solution of the Dirichlet problem for the Helmholtz equation in the
exterior of a sphere is discussed in detail in [9]. It follows from (1.25) and
[9, (2.6.55)] that, for x € Qp,

[eS) J4

=N a0, ¢) (1.26)
(=0 m=—¢ hy" (kR)

where (r, 0, ¢) are now the polar coordinates of z, and hence that [9, (2.6.70)-

(2.6.74)]

s < & WY’ (kr)
z) = —k a'Y;" (0, )~ (1.27)
% mzzﬁ o hﬁl) (kR)
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1.5 The Dirichlet to Neumann Map for a Circle/Sphere

The above formulae solve the Dirichlet scattering problem for a ball in
2D and 3D by separation of variables, expanding «®, which satisfies the
Helmholtz equation and Sommerfeld radiation condition, as a linear com-
bination of separable solutions of the Helmholtz equation, each of which
satisfies the radiation condition, and choosing the coefficients in the series
so as to satisfy the boundary condition u® = —u’ on I

More generally, given any boundary data ¢ € C*°(T'g), the above for-
mulae give a prescription for solving the Dirichlet boundary value problem:
find u € C°°(Qg) such that u satisfies the Helmholtz equation in Qg and the
Sommerfeld radiation conditions, and u = ¢ on I'g. Further, the formulae
above tell us how to compute Ou/9r, in particular the normal derivative
Ou/Or on T'g.

We will call the operator T : C*°(I'r) — C°°(I'r) which maps the
Dirichlet data ¢ on I'g to the corresponding Neumann data, the trace of %
on I'p, where u is the solution to the Dirichlet problem with data ¢, the
Dirichlet to Neumann map. Explicitly, in the 2D case d = 2, if ¢ has the
Fourier series expansion

¢($) — Z ameime’

where (R, 0) are the polar coordinates of x, then (see (1.23) and 1.24)) the
solution to the Dirichlet problem is

(1)
-~ H 2 (kr)
u(@) = 3 apel™? (1.28)
M
=" HDGkR)
and 0
 HY(kR)
Tr(z) =k Y amelme%, z €Tx. (1.29)
meZ. Hy, (kR)

Similarly, in the 3D case, if ¢ has the spherical harmonics expansion
00 ¢
o) =) D af'Y["(0,9),
=0 m=—/¢

where (R, 0, ¢) are the spherical polar coordinates of x, then (see (1.26) and
(1.27) or [9])

u(z) = i i ay'Y," (0 gZ))M (1.30)
o= hy (kR) .
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and

h(”'(kR)
Tro(x k:Z Z alYm (0, ¢)—~-——~, zelp. (1.31)
=0 m——¢ hél)(kR)

Where H*(I'g) is the surface Sobolev space of order s, it will be signif-
icant shortly that (see e.g. [9]) there exists a unique extension of T to the
Sobolev space H*(T'g), for any s € R, and that it holds that

Tr: H5(I'gr) — H*1(T'g) (1.32)

and is bounded [9]. The following properties of the Dirchlet to Neumann
map will also be important.

Lemma 1.13 For all R > 0 and all ¢ € HY?(T'g) it holds that

R dTrods <0 and ¢Trods > 0.
I'r Ir
Proof. 1In view of the mapping property (1.32) with s = 1/2, it is enough
to show the lemma for the case ¢ € C°°(I'r) to deduce the result for the
general case. So assume that ¢ € C°(T'g).

In the 2D case, where Tr¢ is given by (1.29), defining ¢g := ]ao\Q/\Hél)(kR)P
and, for m € N, ¢, := (|am|*+ ]a_m\Z)/|H7(nl)(kR)]2, and p := kR, and using
the orthogonality of {e™? : m € Z}, we see that

Y)Y
$Tréds = 21p > lam|? 'm'( O 7
= Dk

Ir

= 210> o (R (EV) HY () 41 (G 0)Vil0) = T i)
m=0

o0

= D om (”Pdd (M () +4i>, (1.33)

m=0

where in the last step we have used the Wronskian formula [1, (9.1.16)] that

(L (p)Yy(p) = T (p)Y(p)) = 2. (1.34)
Since M,,(p) is decreasing on (0,00) we see that the lemma holds in the 2D
case.
In the 3D case with Tr¢ given by (1.31), using the orthonormality in
L2(9) of the spherical harmonics Y™, we see that, where ¢, := ]hé (kRy)| 2 Zm_—z la7|?
and p := kR,

PTropds = R2/SU(R.’IAJ)g:(R :Rchzh Y ()

_ RZ (;’j( (1)(p)|>+;>, (1.35)
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where in the last step we have used (1.22) and (1.34). Recalling that

\hél) (p)| = /7/(2p) My41/2(p) is decreasing on (0, 00), we see that the lemma
holds in the 3D case. m

1.6 The Weak or Variational Formulation

We now have the ingredients to make a weak or variational formulation of
Version 2 of the Dirichlet scattering problem.

First, from Lemma 1.11, we have that, if u satisfies Version 2 of the
Dirichlet scattering problem, and v € Hol’loc(D), then, for every R > Ry =
maxgzey ‘J}’,

/+ (Vu- Vo — k:2u17) ds — / ’yvgu ds = 0. (1.36)
QR

T'r r

Next we have that on I'g, % = Tryu®. Combining these equations, and
defining, for R > Ry,

Vi = {U|QJI5 v € Hy(QN)} ¢ HY Q)

and the sesquilinear form a(-,-) and anti-linear functional f on Vg by

a(u,v) := /Q+ (Vu - Vo — k*uv) do — /F YT ryuds, (1.37)
R

R

and

Fv) = /FR@ (%f —TRui> ds, (1.38)

we see that we have shown that u| ot satisfies the variational problem: find
u € Vg such that
a(u,v) = f(v), veVg. (1.39)

The arguments leading to the variational problem can also be reversed.
Thus, altogether, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.14 If u is a solution to Version 2 of the Dirchlet scattering
problem then U|QE € Vg satisfies (1.39). Conversely, suppose u € Vi sat-
isfies (1.39), let Fr := ~yu® be the trace of u® = u —u' on ', and extend
the definition of u = u’ +u® to QT by setting u®|q,, to be the solution of the
Dirichlet problem in Qg, with data Fr on U'g (this solution given explicitly
by (1.28) and (1.30), in the cases d = 2 and d = 3, respectively). Then this
extended function satisfies Version 2 of the Dirichlet scattering problem.
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1.7 Existence of Solution to the Dirichlet Scatter-
ing Problem

Our approach to showing existence of solution to Version 2 of the Dirichlet
scattering problem is to use Theorem 1.14 and show existence of solution
to the equivalent variational problem (1.39). To do this we use the general
theory of linear variational problems (e.g. [6]).

First we split a into a Vg-elliptic part and a compact part, ag and k,
respectively, defined by

ap(u,v) := /Q+ (Vu - Vo + k*ud) dz — /F YUTryu ds, (1.40)
R R
k(u,v) = —2k2/ uv dz. (1.41)
ot
R

Both ap and k are bounded sesquilinear forms (the boundedness of ag de-
pends on the boundedness of Tx : HY/2(I'g) — H~'/2(T'g) and of the trace
operator 7 : Vg — HY?(I'g)). Indeed k is compact (i.e. the associated lin-
ear operator [6] K : Vg — V}, (V}, the dual space of V) is compact), which
follows from the compactness of the imbedding operator Vp — LQ(QE).
Finally, for some v > 0,

Rao(w,u) > el gz,

which follows from Lemma 1.13. Thus a = ag + k is coercive. Since the
weak problem is equivalent to Version 2 of the Direct scattering problem
(Theorem 1.14) and the Direct scattering problem has at most one solution
(Corollary 1.12), it follows that the weak problem (1.39) and Version 2 of
the Dirichlet scattering problem have exactly one solution.
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