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Abstract
In Electrostatics, it is often of interest to compute local/global forces on a body in electrostatic
equilibrium. The classical formula for computing this force is a surface/volume integral, obtained using
the Maxwell Stress Tensor. In the surface integral form it has some undesirable properties, affecting
the accuracy when used with Boundary Element Methods. In this work, we explore a new approach for
calculating the force using shape calculus, in an effort to find a stable formula on the boundary which
can be used with BEM. The properties of this new formula are discussed using numerical experiments.

1 Introduction

In Electrodynamics, it is of interest to compute the electromagnetic forces. The forces can be written in a
compact way by introduction of the Maxwell stress tensor. For a linear medium, the Maxwell stress tensor
is defined as follows [2, Ch. 8, eq. 8.17]:

1 1 1
T%j =€ (EZE] — 55”E2) -+ %(BlB] — 557;]‘32), 'L,j € {1, 2, 3}, (11)
B and E are the magnetic and electric fields respectively. Using the Maxwell stress tensor, the force density
f can be written as:
f=V.T o8 (1.2)
= . — € —_ .
oMo '
Where S is the Poynting vector given as:
1
S:=—ExB. (1.3)

Ho
In this work, we deal with electrostatics only where the magnetic field B and all time derivatives are equal
to zero. The formulas reduce to:

1
/Tij = €0 (ElE] — §5ijE2)» (14)
f=v.T. (1.5)

The total electrostatic force on the charges contained within a volume {2 can be found by integrating the

force density over the volume:
F:/fdx:/V~de. (1.6)
Q Q

Using Divergence theorem we find an equivalent surface integral form for the force:

F:/ T-ndS. (1.7)
o0
We know that Vu = —E where u is the electrostatic potential. Assuming ¢y =1 :
1
F = Vu-n Vu dS—f/ |[Vu|[*n dS . (1.8)
o9 2 Jon
For simplicity, we talk about the case of a perfect conductor where E is in the normal direction at the surface:
Vu=(Vu-n)n. (1.9)
The formula for the total force reduces to:
1
F = 7/ (Vu-n)?ndS . (1.10)
2 Joa

We observe that Vu - n is the Neumann Trace which is in the space H _%(69) but it must belong to
L2(8Q) for the above formula to be well defined. Since L2(892) c H~2(dQ), the integral for total force
is unbounded on the energy trace space H —3 (09), as a consequence of which the superconvergence of the
Galerkin approximation for total force is not guaranteed anymore [4, Section 5.6]. For this reason the force
formula suffers numerically, even in some cases when the Neumann trace is in L?(9€2). This is the motivation
for this work where we try to find a numerically stable formula using shape calculus. The idea is that the
shape gradient of energy functional gives us the force in some sense.



2 Energy shape gradient using BEM

The setting for this work is Electrostatics with a Dirichlet boundary value problem (BVP) posed on an open
bounded Lipschitz domain Q C R¢ with a piecewise smooth boundary 9. We are interested in computing
the electrostatic force on this domain. The electrostatic potential u solves :

Au=0 in, u=g onl:=00.
We assume that the material is a linear and homogeneous dielectric. We solve the Dirichlet BVP with direct
first kind Boundary Element Method (BEM) using piecewise constant trial and test functions.

Note: For derivation of the shape gradient formula, g is required to be a defined in the volume, not just
the boundary. This is required for the Dirichlet BVP to be well defined when the domain is perturbed.

2.1 Direct first kind BIE
In the direct first kind BIE for Dirichlet BVP, we seek ¥ € H~2(T') such that:

ay (¥, ®) = %z(cp) +ag(®) VO e H (D). (2.1)

The equation above is the variational formulation for the direct first kind BIE, where ay and agx are the
variational forms for the Single Layer and Double Layer boundary integral operators (BIO) respectively, and
[ is the variational form for the identity operator. The terms in the formulation are defined as:

ay (U, ®) = / / Gl,y) U(y) (z) dT(z)dT(y) | (2.2)
axc(®) == / / V,Glx.y) - n(y) gly) B(x) dT(z)dT(y) (2.3)
[(®) = /F g(x) ®(z) dT(2) . (2.4)

G(z,y) is the fundamental solution for the Laplace operator, g is the Dirichlet data and ¥ := Vu - n is the
Neumann trace of the potential u. We use the following energy functional:

= 1/ Vul? do = 1/\If(ac) g(z) dl' for Au =0,

1 (2.5)
J(¥) = 5/ U(z) g(z) dT .
r
Note: The electrostatic field energy is given as
io/ Vul? de, (2.6)
2 Jgs

which involves the integral over the whole space. The chosen energy functional in eq. (2.5) is artificial as it
represents the true electrostatic field energy only when the electric field E is zero in €' (complement of Q)
or in other words, when €’ is a conductor and Q is a cavity in the conductor.

2.2 Shape Calculus

Let © C R? d = 2, 3 be an open bounded Lipschitz domain with a piecewise smooth boundary 0 and
let J(Q) € R be a real-valued quantity associated to it. One is often interested in quantifying the shape
sensitivity of J i.e. how J(€) changes with respect to slight changes in © [8]. In this work, we use the
perturbation approach to model these changes in ). We define a perturbation map T;:

T, : R4 — R4,

Tiw) = o+ tv(z), v(e) € C\RERY), 1R, 27)



where v is a velocity field. Assuming ||v||c: is bounded, the perturbation map above can be proved to be a
diffeomorphism for small ¢. Tt is therefore natural to consider J(2) as the realization of a shape functional

)
J : Usdm — R,
where U is the set of admissible domains, defined as the set of perturbations of a reference domain g:
Unim = {T(0) : 1] < 1, IW]lcr < 1} (2.8)

The domains in this set are parametrized by the scalar ¢. The shape gradient at ) can be defined as the
following directional Eulerian derivative:

U (1) — i T = T()

20 lim (2.9)

It is desirable that (2.9) exists for all v. It is then natural to say that J is shape differentiable if the mapping

dJ .\ . d. dJ .

(@) CRERY SR, v S5 (00) (2.10)
is linear and bounded on C!(R%;R?). In literature, this mapping is called shape gradient of J at  [I, Ch.
9, Def. 2.2].

Remark 1. In literature, the perturbations defined in eq. (2.7) are called perturbations of the identity. This
approach is less general than the velocity method but leads to the same first order shape calculus [1, Ch. 9,
Thm 3.2].

Remark 2. The Hadamard structure theorem [1, Ch. 9, Thm 3.6] states that if O is smooth, %(Q;l/)
admits a representative f(SQ) in the space of distributions D*(0Q) such that

dJ
E(Q; v) =< f(Q),v-nlsq >pr(aQ) - (2.11)

Eq. (2.11) states that only the normal component of the velocity field on the boundary changes the value
of the shape functional, which makes sense as only the normal component of the velocity field changes the
shape.

2.3 Shape gradient with BIE constraint

Now, we want to find the shape gradient of the energy functional using the definition from eq. (2.9). But,
the energy functional in eq. (2.5) depends not only on the domain €, but also on the Neumann Trace ¥
which in turn depends on the domain € :

J=J(Q,0(Q) = T(Q). (2.12)

So we have to compute the shape gradient of the energy functional, constrained by the direct first kind BIE.
To evaluate the shape gradient in this case, we use the Lagrangian approach. We think of the BIE being
defined on the set of admissible domains which is parametrized by the scalar . So we admit the shape
parameter ’t’ into the BIE:

== ay (U, ®) = ay(t;V, D), ar(P) = ax(t;®), UP)—It;P), J(¥)— J(TP).

The direct first kind BIE on the boundary T'; := T;(T) is given as:

1 1 1
U, e H>Ty): ay(t; 0, ®) = ax(t; P) + il(t;fb), Vo € H 2 (Ty) . (2.13)



U, is the Neumann Trace solution of the BIE posed on the boundary I';. Integrals appearing in the BIE can be
transformed to the reference boundary I'g, using the perturbation map (2.7) and the following transformation
rule [1, Ch. 9, Sec. 4.2, eq. 4.9]:

g f(x) dUy(z) = g J(T(2)) we(@) dlo(2),  wi(E) = [M(DT3)(2) A(2)|, (2.14)

where M(A) is the cofactor matrix of A and f is the unit normal field on T'y. DT; is the Jacobian matrix

for the transformation T3, given as DT (i,5) = %@. Using the identity above, the integrals in the BIE can
]

be transformed to the reference boundary I'g:

HEW) = 5 [ WD) o(T@) (@) T (2) (215)
a(t69.) = [ [ GT@). ) WT6) BT (@) wn(d) do@To(@) . (210

The unit normal transforms as follows [1, Ch. 9, Thm. 4.4 |:

M(DT,)(#) A(#) _ M(DT,)(&) A(%) (2.17)

() = 2(DT) () A@) w@®

where n and fi are unit normal fields on I'y and I’y respectively. The remaining terms in BIE transform as:
ak (t; @) = / {V,G(T:(2), Ti(9)) - M(DT:)(9) 4(9) } 9(T(9)) (T3(2)) we() dlo(2)dTo(g), (2.18)
I'y JTg
1t:0) = [ 9(T(@)) BT@)) w1(@) dTo(a) (219)
T'o

2.3.1 Pullback Approach

In the integrals transformed back to the reference boundary, both ® and ¥ belong to the space H -3 (Ty),
so we define the following pullback:

~

Vi®(2) := O(Ty(2)) = (t;2), ® e H 3([y), e H_%(Fo) . (2.20)
We can find a function € H~2(Iy) for any ® € H~2(I';). The idea is to get rid of the 't’ dependence of
spaces using the pullback. Using that we get:

W) =Ty =g [ oT@) wi (@) dTo(e)

ot 0,0) =av(19.8) = [ [ GE@).T0) §(60) $(0) (o) (i) dTl@)ara(o),
ot ®) =ax(@® = [ [ (9,600 T0) MIDT)E) 8(5) (T(5) (@) w1 () dTo()dTo(i

It ®) = i(1; &) - / 9(T4(#)) B(2) wi(#) dTo(2) .

Note: We don’t use a pullback for the function g as it is a function defined in the volume, independent
of any domain transformations. Using the pullback on @, we write ® (&) instead of ®(¢; &) because P is a test
function in the formulation and does not depend on t. Using all ® € H-3 (T't) means using all ¢ € H™ 2 (To).

2.3.2 Lagrangian Approach

Using the pullback defined in the previous section, we get rid of the ’t’ dependence of spaces and can finally
use the Lagrangian approach. The Lagrangian is defined using the tilde quantities as:
1~ A

L(t; U, ®) := J(t; ) + ay (; ¥, &) — 51(75;&») —ax(t;®), Ve H 32(Ty), de H 3(Ty). (2.21)



We plug in ¥, in place of ¥ in eq. (2.21), such that U, is the pullback for the state solution on I'y:

) - . — N )+ apt: -3
Uy = Wy(6:2) = WD) av (60, ®) = JUED) +ax(tD) V8 € H H(TY). (2.22)

— L0, d) = J(t;0,) = T(t) vd e H3(Ty) .

Since t is the parameter representing some domain from the space of admissible domains, the equation above
can be equivalently written as:

L(¥g, &) = J(2¥q) = T() . (2.23)

Differentiating the above equation using chain rule we get:

d oL oL b b dv
o @iv)laa, = 5o (@ a, Dlan, + o( B, b5 T2 @40) aza, (224

Shape gradient of the state solution highlighted above is difficult to compute. In the Lagrangian approach,

we fix ® = p such that the second term is always zero:

oL 1
7@ W, piv)amg, =0 Yo e H 2(Dy) . (2.25)

Using the definition of the Lagrangian in (2.21), the LHS in equation above can be written as:

OL . aJ . day .
—(Q, Vg, p;v)|o=0, = —= (2, Ya;v)|0=q, + 7}/(97\119719; v)la=0,
v g‘iﬁ . o (2.26)
= —(t, Uy + £, Uy, piv)|i—o
\I/( t )|t =0 8\1/( t; D3V )|t 0

In the last step, we replace €2 by the scalar ¢ which parametrizes the domain. Since both ay and J are linear
in U, we get: 3
J(t;0)|t=0 + av (t;v,p)|t=0 = 0 . (2.27)

Simplifying the above expression we get the adjoint equation:
peH 3([y): av(p,v)=—J() YveH 3(Ty). (2.28)

p is called the adjoint solution using which, the shape gradient we require is given as:

oL, -
(Q WQ’ )lQ:QO = 7(ta \Ptap)|t:0 . (229)

0L
T 00 ot
In the previous equation, we again use ¢t and () interchangeably. To find the partial derivative with respect
to t (at t = 0), we expand the t dependent terms using Taylor expansion and collect the terms linear in t.
Note: Since the derivative is partial with respect to t, we ignore the dependence of U, on t.
Taylor expansions and identities used to find the partial derivatives are summarized next. Using the pertur-
bation map from eq. (2.7) we know:

DI, =I1+tDv=1I1+tVu", (2.30)
det(DTy) =1+t V-v+O(t?) . (2.31)

We know that for any invertible matrix K [10, Sec. 2.2]:
(K'Y = -K'K'K~L. (2.32)

Using the identities given above we find the Taylor expansion of DT, * about t = 0. First we calculate its
derivative:

d(DT;?

d(DT,
o )‘t:O:_DT 1 ( )

o DTy Yo = IV T = -7, (2.33)




The Taylor expansion is given as:

DT ' =Tt Vvl +0O(?) . (2.34)

Using the Taylor expansion above, we get the expansion for the cofactor matrix of DTy:
M(DTy) = J, DT; T = (1 4tV -v+ 0T —t Vv© +0(t?)T, J, := det(DT}) (2.35)
=I1+tA+0(t*), A=V-vIi-Vv. (2.36)

Using the Taylor expansion for the cofactor matrix we get the Taylor expansion for the metric of transfor-
mation wy:

= |M(DTy)n| = |n+tAn+ O(t?)] (2.37)
=1+tn-An+O0(t?), |n|=1. (2.38)
We also know
foT,=f+tVf -v+0O(t?). (2.39)
G(Ty(2), To(9)) = G(&,9) +t (VyG(&,9) - v(9) + Vo G(%,9) - v(2)) + Ot?) . (2.40)

The J term, using eq. (2.39) and (2.38)

1 . .
= 5 | 8 o1 ) ()

1

=3 / U(t,2) (9(&) +t Vg(@) - v(@) + O() ) (1+1t0(&)- A@)A() + OF) )dLo(#) -

= */F Uo(2) (9(2) A(@) - A(@)h(2) + V(@) - v(2))dTo (%), (2.41)
where U solves the state problem on I'g. The ay term, using eq. (2.40) and (2.38)
= [ [ W00 (6(.0) + H7.6(0.0) - v(@) + V,6(.4) - v(3)) + OF))

(1+¢a(@)"A@)a@) +0(t%) ) (1+t i@ A@L) + O(t*)) p(z) dlo(2)dlo(§), (2.42)

and the partial derivative at t = 0 is given as

- / / Wo() {VaGl(i,9) - v(#) + V,G(i,9) - v(5)

+G(&,9) (A(H)"A@)A®G) + d(2)"A(@)R(2)) } p(2) dTo(2)dlo(g) . (2.43)
For treating the ax term, the following Taylor expansion is used:
VyG(Ty(2), To(9)) = V,G(&,9) + t 5(2,5) + O(t?), (2.44)
d(V,G(T(z
H(j},j}) = ( Y ( t;t) ( ))) |t:0 ] (245)

Plugging in the above expansion and using eq. (2.38), (2.39) and (2.36) , we get:

:/F /F p(&)(VyG(&, ) + t k(2 §) + O(2)) - (A(H) +t A@H)R(G) + Ot?))

(9(9) +t Va(@) - v(§) + O(*)) (1+¢ ()" A@@)d(&) +O(t?)) dlo(2)dTo(g), (2.46)



and the partial derivative at t = 0 is given as
= [ [ p@{a) #(@.3) - 56) +9(6) V,G(@.9) - (AGRD) + (V,6(6.5) - 5(3) (Vald) - v(3)
+9(9) (VyG(&,9) - 0(9))n(2)" A@@)d(2) } dlo(2)dlo(g) . (247)
The 1 term, using eq. (2.39) and (2.38)
= /F p(z) ( g(&) +t Vg(2) - v(&) + O(t? )) (1 +tn(z) - A(z)n(z) + O(t2)) dlo () , (2.48)
and the partial derivative at t = 0 is given as
:/r p(&) (9(2) B(2)" A(@)i(2) + Vg(&) - v(2)) dTo(%) . (2.49)

We add up the individual terms to get the final shape gradient:

=1/ Wo(#) ((#) B@) - A@A(E) + Vg(d) - v(2)) do()

/FO/FO\IJO ) {V.G(&,9) - v(&) + V,G(&,9) - v(9)

+G$?/)(()TA()()+ () #) )} p(&) dTo(&)dTo(9)
/p /F a(y) +9(9) VyG@’@)-(A(@)ﬁ@))
+ (V,G(,9) - 8() (V@) - v() + 9@)(VyG(@,9) - a(5))a(#) T A#)D(E) } dTo(&)dTo(5)

B %/r p(#) (9(@) 2(2)T A@)a() + V(@) - v(@)) dlo(2) -

The terms highlighted in the above equation can be rearranged to give

_! / Uo(#) g(#) (&) - A(@)A(@) do(#)

/F /F o (y 1(9)" A9)a() ) p(&) dlo(2)dTo(5)
/r /1“ Told a(2)" A@#)A(2) ) p(&) dTo(#)dTo(7)
/F /F (VyG(&,9) -0(g)) 2(2)" A(2)i(Z) dlo(Z)dlo(H)

~ 5 | p6) 9(0) BETAGAGE) dro(d)

= av(p, /1) + T + av(To, f2) — ax(f2) - SU(f2) .
F1w) = Woe) )T AW, 2() = p(r) AT AMAG)

Using the state and the adjoint equation on the boundary Ty, the terms highlighted above give zero (assuming
f1,f2¢€ H_%(I‘o))7 using which get the shape gradient formula.



first kind BIE for Dirichlet BVP is given as:

Theorem 2.1. The shape gradient for the energy functional from eq. (2.5), constrained by the direct

e @vlace, = 5 [ 90(@) (Vo(@) - 0(2) dro(a
+/FO /F o(9) {V.G(&,9) - v(2) + V,G(& (§)} p(&) dTo(2)dTo(5)
_ /1; /F p(Z) {g(z}) k(Z,9) - 0(g) + g(9) VyG(i, g) - (A@)ﬁ@)) (2.50)

2.3.3 Modified Pullback

In this subsection, we do the pullback approach with a modified pullback defined as:

WU(E) = U(Ty(2)) wi(d) = U(t; 2) .

(2.51)

The idea is again to get rid of 't’ dependence of spaces but here we also include the metric factor w in
the pullback to simplify things. Using this pullback on the BIE integrals transformed back to the reference

boundary (eq. (2.15) to (2.19)), we get slightly different tilde quantities:

1/@( #) g(Ty(2)) dTo(2),

J(t: ) = J(t;¥)

ay (0, ®) = ay (; U, d)

/ G(Ty(2), To()) W(t; §) B(#) dTo(2)dTo(§),
Ty JTg

ax (t;®) = axc (; P) /F g (VyG(T3(2), T3(9)) - M(DTy)(5) 2(9)) 9(To(§)) ®(&) dTo(2)dTo (7).

It ) = i(t; ) - / 9(Ti(#)) (2) dTo() .

Using the Lagrangian approach described in section 2.3.2 and the Taylor expansions, we can find the shape
gradient for this modified pullback approach. The adjoint equation and its solution remain unchanged as
the new ay and J are still linear in W. To find the shape gradient we again evaluate the partial derivatives

with respect to t. For the J term, using eq. (2.39):

_ % /F 0 Uy(t, ) g(Ty(2)) dTo (%)

1
2

The partial derivative for the J term, at t = O:

- / Wo(#) (Vg(&) - v(a)) do(@).

Uy solves the state problem on I'y. For the ay term using eq. (2.40):

/F /F G(#,9) + 1 (VoG(#,9) - v(2) + V,G(&,9) - v(9)) + O(t%)) We(t, §) p

_1 / Wit 3) (9(&) +1 V(@) - v(#) + O(t2)) dlo(&) -

(2.52)

&) dlo(2)dlo(9), (2.53)



and the partial derivative at t = 0 is given as:
— [ [ (9260 #(@) + 9,G0.8) - #(0)) Bali) p(&) dTo(@)dTa(d) (2.54)
I'yp JTg

For treating the ax term, the Taylor expansion from equation (2.45) is used:
V,G(T,(2), T(§)) = V,G(&,9) +t £(2,§) + O(?) . (2.55)

Plugging in the above expansion and using eq. (2.36) and (2.39) we get:

:/F /F P(@) (VyG(ﬁSJ)) +t k(Z,9) +O(t2)) . (ﬁ@) +tA(@)ﬁ(§) +O(t2))

(9(9) +1t Vg(g) - v(§) + O(t*)) dlo(2)dlo(y), (2.56)

and the partial derivative at t = 0 is given as:

+(VyG(@,9) - 1(9)) (Vg(9) - v(§)) } do(#)dTo(y) . (2.57)
For the 1 term using eq. (2.39) we have:

- /F p(#) (9(2) + 1Vg(2) - (&) + O()) dTo(#), (2.58)
and the partial derivative at t = 0 is given as:
_ /F (&) V(@) - v(2) dTo(#) . (2.59)

Adding up individual terms to get the final shape gradient:

1

- /F Wo(2) (Vg(@) - v(2)) do(2)

(2.60)

It is clear that the two pullback approaches presented yield the same formula for the shape gradient.

3 BEM shape gradient formula in 2D

3.1 Discussion about integrability

Assumptions: We assume that g is in H?(D) and v is in C?(D). Assumptions on the velocity field v are
required for continuous second-order derivatives, which we will encounter while discussing the implementa-
tion. Assumptions on g are required for the following integral to be well defined, which we see in the shape

10



gradient formula from eq. (2.60) (In T; and Ty):
/\IlVg~VdF, UeH (). (3.1)
r

With g being in H2(D), Vg lies in H'(D) and its restriction to the boundary lies in H=(T'). This ensures
the above integral to be well defined based on duality arguments [5, Ch. 1, Thm 1.3.37]. In T3 the Vg -v
term is present in the variational form for the Double Layer BIO, which is well defined too with g € H?(D).
We focus on 2D where the fundamental solution is given as:

1
G(xvy):_%log”x_va xay€R2v

VyG(a,y) = =VaG(a,y) = il\;—;nyIQ (3.2)
_UVEEmETW) L v —vl) =) —1)- ()~ v()
)= a0y e —lF )

T, and T4 in eq. (2.60) have the same structure as both ¥, p € H-3 (T'o). Because of assumptions on g and
v, both integrals are well defined even for piecewise smooth boundaries. T and T3 need to be treated in
some way as they contain singular functions in the integrand.

Using the fact V,G(&,9) = —V,G(&,9), T2 in eq. (2.60) gives :

_ /F /F Bold) (&) VoGl(6.9) - (&) — () dTo(@)dTo(d)

1 iy ) ) ) ) (3.3)
=5 | W) r@) i @@ ~v@) Ao
Using the following Taylor expansion:
V(@) = v(g) + Vu(@) " (& - 9) + O(||z — gI1*), (3.4)
the highlighted singular part in equation (3.3) can be written as:
= T (V@)@ = 8) + Ol = 31) (35)

From the Taylor expansion it is clear that the singular expression has a finite limit for £ — ¢ because
of assumptions on v and thus the highlighted expression in eq. (3.3) can be replaced by a function in
C°(D). Thus the integral is well defined for all ¥, p € H~2(I), even for piecewise smooth boundaries. If
v € C*®(D), the expression above is also C*°(D) away from the line & = §.

T3 in eq. (2.60) has 3 components. The first component, using the expression for x in eq. (3.2):

_ 1 o @) (v(@) - v(@) @ —9) A (@ -9) - (v@) - v() o
2 /1‘0 /ro p(®) 9(6) { 12 — 911 2 % — gI* } dlo(2)dlo(3) -
(3.6)

The expression within curly brackets highlighted above is singular for £ = y. The second part of this
expression is:

(3.7)

The first part of the expression above, highlighted in yellow, is the double layer kernel which is known to be
well behaved even for piecewise smooth boundaries [5]. Using the result from equation (3.5), we see that the
expression in eq. (3.7) has a finite limit for & — § and similar arguments follow where it can be replaced by
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a function from C°(D). Thus the second part of the integral in eq. (3.6) is well defined for all p € H~2 (Iy),
even for piecewise smooth boundaries.
First part of the integrand in equation (3.6) is given as:

fi(g) - V(:%)A— v(@) _ a(g) - (VV(Q)T(% - QA) +0(l2 —9l1*) . (3.8)
— g7 |2 — 92

==

= (%) 9(9) p(#) 9(9)

For & — § this behaves as O(||Z — 9||™!) and is not integrable.
Second part of T3 in eq. (2.60):

/FO /F ) VyG(&,9) - (A(9)1(5)) dlo(2)do(3) - (3.9)
Using the expression for the matrix A from eq. (2.36) we get:

/ro /ro (@) 9(5) V- (@) ﬁ -(§) dTo(2)dTo(§) (3.10)

/FO /F : 5||2 - (Vu(9)a(9)) dlo()dTo(3) - (3.11)

We see that the second part of T3 in (2.60) splits into two parts, one of which is like a Double Layer integral
(3.10), which is well defined for all p € H~2(T'), even for smooth boundaries. The other part (3.11) behaves
as O(||# — g]|~!) for & — § which is not integrable.

Third part of T3 in eq. (2.60) is again like double layer which is well behaved for all p € H ’%(FO).
As shown above in eq. (3.8) and (3.11), two terms appear with O(||z — y||~!) behaviour. They are both
obtained after simplifying the third term in eq. (2.60). These terms can be combined to get the following:

o [ 9@ 002 DD iy )

% — 1
/ / f;” (Vu(@)a(§)) dTo(#)dTo(5) (3.12)

Ty JTy fC y||
1 o oty (RO D) @) 2o
= w/FO/Fop( KL e T R

Using the Taylor expansion from eq. (3.4), the above integral becomes:

@G-+ O —g2) &3 a0) o
// [ER “Te—ge (VVOR@)} 2 9(6) dLo(E)To(5),
(3.13)

- (Vr(9)a(g)) } dlo(&)dlo(3) -

2|

and the leading order term in the singular part of integrand is given as:

P(3)s(d) {ﬁ@)).(”v;(_g);'“gﬁ:@)) B H;”c ;9” (Vr(9)a(g)} =0. (3.14)

Thus the O(||x — y||~!) singularity cancels and we get an integrand which has a finite limit for # — 4.
The singular expression can be replaced by a function in C°(D) and the integral is well defined for all
peH = (T'o), even for piecewise smooth boundaries.

Theorem 3.1. The shape gradient given in eq. (2.60) is a continuous quadratic functional for all U,p €
Hfé(lﬂg) assuming g € H*(D) and v € C?(D), even for piecewise smooth boundaries.
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The formula for shape gradient in 2D is given as:

1

-1 /F Wo(2) (Vg(2) - v(2)) do(2)

T
*% /FO /FO Wo(9) p(2) |j__y - (W(&) — v(§)) dTo()dTo (%)

_%/F /F p(@) 9(5) {20 (@) - v(@) &=y 5+ (Vu(@)a()) } dlo(#)dlo(j

||z — 91> |1z — 4l
1 o @ —g) @)@ —g) - (v(@) —v() o
2m /Fo /Fu 20(2) 9(9) { & — g4 } dlo(@)dlo(9)
Trv
55 [ @) 90 ¥ v00) i 80) dro(@re(s)
Tv

1 2 —1 . . R R R A

_27T/F0 /Fo 1 — |12 a(9)) (Vg(9) - v(9))p(&) dTo(2)dTo(5)
Tvi

3.2 Evaluation of Shape Gradient formula in a discrete setting

3.2.1 Evaluating state and adjoint solution

(3.15)

The state and adjoint problems are solved numerically using a finite dimensional subspace Vy C H *%(F),
which is the idea of a Galerkin approximation. Thus, these functions can be written as linear combination

of the basis functions for the finite dimensional space Vi :
N N
Vo(@) =Y B (3), p(#)=) b5 ().
i=1 j=1

The set {1, B2, ..., B} is the set of ordered bases for the space V.

(3.16)

Next ingredient is the mesh of the boundary. The definition follows the lecture notes [5, Ch. 1, Sec 1.4.2],

assuming that the boundary I'y is a curved polygon:

Fy=UM.\T7, T'nIV=¢.

(3.17)

The curved edges of this curved polygon are given by I'V which can be pulled back to a reference interval of

[-1,1] using a C? parametrization ;. ‘
Y- [—1,1] — IV .

For creating the mesh, this reference interval is partitioned as follows:
-1 =(<G<..<(p1<(:=1.
This gives us the vertices and panels:
Vertices: Xij =7i(G), i=1,..,.L, j=1,..,M.
Panels: 7 = v;(J¢Gi1,G[), i=1,.0,L, j=1,..., M .
M= {rl: 7l =7(¢6-1,G), i=1,.,L, j=1,...,M}.
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M denotes the mesh which is the set of all the panels. Using the definition of the panels above, we can also
define a parametrization of the panels on the reference interval [-1,1]:

Vi - [—1,1] — !

i

3.21)
Gi1+G G —Gi— (
ppl) = 7y (GLED) (o Z )y

k2 2 2
Now, we define the boundary element spaces following the definition in the lecture notes [5, Ch. 1, eq.

1.4.22]. Since we are just dealing with functions in H~=(I'y), we only need the space S, M):

Sy (M) == {v € COTg) : 7} (v]x) € Pp,¥T €M} ,p>0. (3.22)

We also know that for the functions from this space which are associated with a panel , the support is just
the panel 7 [5, Ch. 1, Sec. 1.4.27]. This will be useful when presenting the evaluation routines for the shape
gradient. Also, the pullback of the basis functions under the panel parametrization of its supporting panel
will give us a reference shape function. This mapping from the global shape function to the reference shape
function depends only on the global shape function index and the panel index. If the support for a basis
function SN (z) is the panel 7:

VeBY () = Bi(s), (3.23)
B is the kth reference shape function. The mapping (k,m) — i is unique [5, Ch. 1, Sec. 1.4.75]:
locglobmap(k,m) =i . (3.24)

Local integrals are evaluated and then mapped to a global position dictated by the local to global map
described above. The procedure for solving the state problem is laid out in the lecture notes [5, Ch. 1, Sec.
1.4.46] and is similar for the adjoint problem as the LHS in the variational equation is the same bilinear
form ay (Single Layer).

3.2.2 Evaluating T1 and Tvyy1 in 2D shape gradient formula

It is assumed that g and Vg are available in procedural form. For the velocity field, we assume that the first
order and second order derivatives are available in procedural form.

Evaluation of the single integrals in the shape gradient formula is straightforward. Ty in eq. (3.15) is
given as:

_ / Wo(2)(Vg(#) - v(2)) dTo(2)
_Zal BN #)(Vg(#) - v(z)) dTo(2) (3.25)

= Z;aiVi, Vi = . B (#)(Vg(2) - v()) dlo (%) .
Let panel 7 be the support for the basis function BiN :
- / BY (2)(Vg(#) - v(#)) dTo(2) . (3.26)
Using the parametrization for the panel, we get a local integral
= [ ) Va6 v 556 ds (3.21)

Bk is a reference shape function such that locglobmap(k, ) = i. Evaluating these local integrals for all
combinations of m and S, and using the local to global map, we can evaluate the vector V and hence the
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final integral. Similarly, we can evaluate Tz in eq. (3.15):

_ / p(#)(Vg(&) - v())dTo(2)

_ Z b; ﬁN Vg(2) - v(2))dTo (&) (3.28)

:Zbiviy Vi = g B (2)(Vg(@) - v(&))dTo(2) .

The vector V is same as for T1. The final integral is evaluated by taking the dot product of the vector b
and V.

3.2.3 Evaluating Ti; in 2D shape gradient formula

Evaluation of the double integrals in the shape gradient formula is a little more involved due to the presence
of singular integrands. For the second term in eq. (3.15):

= [ [ W@ pla) Ll - 018) = w(0) () dTo(a)
I'o JTo 9l

|z — 9]
N N j;_g
ZE;%% /F s B () B (@)= (@) ~ (@) dTo() dTo(g) (3.20)
N N P
=D aibRy, Ry = / N(@) B (#) s - (v(&) — v(5) dTo(2) dTo(7) -
i=1j=1 To JTo |z — 9|

Let the support for the basis functions S~ and [35\’ be 7 and 7’ respectively. Thus the term R;; above can
be written as:

[ [ BNchf — - (&) = v(3) dUo(@) dTo(d)
(3.30)

A Y (3) = ¥n(t) (v(yrr(8)) —v Yol (S ) s
[ A AT )~ a0 [ O e 0] ds

By evaluating the local integral above for all combinations of 7 ,7’, Bk and Bl, and using the local to global
mapping, we can find the matrix R;;. If 7 N7’ = {®}, we are away from the singularity and the double
integral can be evaluated in a straightforward manner using tensor product quadrature rule.

Coinciding panels: If 7 = 7/ or the panels coincide, we have:

A P)/w() Ww(t) (v s)) — v 5 (s . s
Ro= [ [ 8086 et - 0 IO Ol ds . (330

The integrand above has a singularity for s = ¢ but has a limit for s — t. We rewrite the integral as:

L A A el Fe0)] ds at. (332

Where f(s,t) is a C° function defined as:

(1) - (V20 ()T (1)) ifs=t
ot Bl (8:32)

Q}S)_ X&z (W(e(s)) ~ v(7e(t))  otherwise.
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The value of f(s,t) at s =t is the limit for s — ¢ found using Taylor expansions:

s —1)2

1e(8) = 3el0) + (5~ 13n(0) + O

(s —1)% .
2

Fr(t) +O((s = 1)°)

= Yr(8) =y (t) = (s = )9 (t) + () + O((s — t)*) (3.34)

= |l (s) = 1= O* = (s = )* (=B + O(s — 1)) .

Taylor expansion for the velocity field:

V(1 (5)) = v(a(1) + (5 — TV () T3 (t) + O((s — 1)%)
= v(r(s) = V(= (1) = (5 = ) V()T 4x(t) + O((s = 1)?) .
Using the Taylor expansions, the limit is calculated as:
. 'Vw(s)_%r(t) v s)) — v
B )3 KO B/ (=) RPN e
= lim e Sy - (s = DG 550 + O = 12) (337)
Ya () - (Vv (y=(t ))T%T(t))
= ()] '

f(s,t) is bounded. Thus for coinciding panels R;; can be evaluated by quadrature.
Adjacent panels: For the case m N7’ = P, or adjacent panels, with P being the common point, we
evaluate R;; as follows: First we require a local arclength parametrization for the panels 7 and 7'
K(t'):[0,|x[] =,
K'(s') : o, ||| = =" .

(3.35)

(3.38)

(3.39)

The local arclength parametrizations satisfy K(0) = K’(0) = P and ||[K(0)|| = ||[K’(0)|| = 1. Assuming
Y (1) = 4p(=1), the local arclength parametrization and the panel parametrizations are related to each
other as follows:

2t/ 2¢

) K'(s) = %rf(m -1). (3.40)

||

K(t/) = '77r(1 -

Note: Similar relation can be established if v,(—1) = v,+(1). In the implementation we check for the
assumption v (1) = v (—1).
Thus we can transform the local integral in eq. (3.30) to arclength parametrizations by using the coor-
dinate transformation:
b1 Iy (3.41)
= |
Using the coordinate transformation mentioned above and renaming s’ and t’ to s and ¢ respectively, the
local integral becomes :

4 =l el 2% . 2 ot 2s
- 1— ) B2 —1) ||y (1 = = (22 g
EE Bie( |7T|)Bl(|7r’| ) 7= ( |7T|>|Hlv (|7T,| i
K'(s) — K(t)

sy — K VK E) - v(E®) dsdt. (342)

To treat the singular term highlighted above, we use Taylor expansions about the point 0 as the singularity
occurs when s =t = 0O:

K(t) = K(0) + tK(0) + O(#*),
K'(s) =K( )+ sK'(0) + O(s%) . (3.43)
— K'(s) — K(t) = sK'(0) — tK(0) + O(s? + t?)
‘2

— [|K'(s) — K(t)]|? = s* + 12 — 25tK(0) - K'(0) + O(s* +t%) .

16



Taylor expansion for the velocity field:

V(K (t) = v(K(0) + tVr(K(0)TK(0) + g(Vz/(K(O))TI"((O) + M(0)K(0)) 4+ O(t%),

v T
gy = ATV

v(K'(s)) = v(K'(0)) + sVr(K'(0)T K'(0) + %(VV(K’(O))TK'(O) +M'(0)K'(0)) + O(s%),

v(K'(s))T
(o) o= ATAE ).
v(K'(s)) — v(K(t)) = sVv(K'(0)TK'(0) — tVu(K(0))TK(0) + O(s* + 12) . o1
Due to the presence of s? 4+ t2, we use polar coordinates: .
s =rcos(p), t =rsin(¢p) . (3.45)

Using Taylor expansions given above, the highlighted term in eq. (3.42):

__K'(s) - K()
[[K'(s) — K(t)|[?

B sK'(0) — tK(0) + O(s? + t2) "0) — 17y ' s

2412 — 25tK(0) - K'(0) 4+ O(s* + t4) - (sVu(K'(0)TK'(0) — tVu (K (0))TK(0) + O(s* + )
rcos(¢)K'(0) — rsin(¢) K (0) + O(r?)

= g R) K0 1 o) T ORI~ rsin(@) PUKO)K(O) + O0)).

- (V(K'(s)) = v(K(1)))

(3.46)
For » — 0O:
_ 03(9)K'(0) —sin(@)K(©0) o 1O) — sin($V Yy :
= T oy Cos(OI V(I ()T (0) = sin(0) V(€ (0)" K (0) (347
We replace the singular term highlighted in eq. (3.42) with the C° function D(r, ¢) defined as:
Kotrcosto) = KU (3 (1 cos(6)) — (K (rsin(6)))) r>0

D(r.¢) = IIK’(TCOb(d;))_ K(rsin(¢))|?

RN OO om0 K0 K 0) ~ () V(K O)TK0) 7= o(3 .

After the local arclength transformation followed by polar coordinate transformation, the local integral is in
the following form:

/arctan(

With both F(r,¢) and D(r,¢) being continuous, the local integral can be evaluated by tensor product
quadrature rule.

L)) = x|

(r,¢) dr dg + / : . / " F(r,¢)D(r, 6) dr dg . (3.49)

¢p=arctan( B 0
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3.2.4 Evaluating Ty1r in 2D shape gradient formula
The third term in eq. (3.15):

2 |1z — 9l e =gl
N . e i
=S ] B @ e (@) |(:_f”; ) @) _ ||33—?§JH (Vo(§)a(5))} dro(#)dTo(5)
: o (3.50)
=> biS;,
5= - N(a) o) (2O D V@) | -0 (g, 0080))) dTo(@)dTo)

27T Ty JTo

Let panel 7 be the support of the basis function 3.

S; = ;T/FO/W@-N(@ g(y){ﬁ(m'(y@_”@)) - “3*@2 (Vu(9)a(g)) } dlo(2)dlo(y) - (3.51)

The outer integral is over the whole boundary but it can be broken down into the sum of integrals over
individual panels:

S= Y //BN (20 (@ —v(@) _ xyy|

’EM

- (Vu(9)a()) } dlo(@)dlo(5)) - (3.52)

The local integral in this case is given as:

// B (&) 9(@){n(‘m (@) - @) _ 20 (VY (§)a(g))} dTo(#)dTo(H)

B B
I (v (1)) - (v(1(5)) — (70 (1))
=[] e sty (PR (3.53)
() _””’(”p (V0 () () } 1w ()] e ()] s it

e (s) = v (8)

If ©' N7 = {¢}, we are away from the singularity and can use tensor product quadrature rule to evaluate
the integral.
Coinciding panels: If the panels coincide, that is 7’ = 7, the integral becomes:

R A1) - (7)) — v(1e(0))
‘iKA/,fM>””m{ EROEEROIE

(e =)

EROEERGIE

The expression within curly brackets highlighted above is singular for s = ¢, but has a limit as shown in
eq. (3.14). Using Taylor expansions in eq. (3.35), we replace the function within curly brackets with the
following C° function:

B0 () (0D~ Y0n () el =) o S

F(s,t) = [ROEEROI: Finte) ~ eI (V1 DRO) 0 20
’ 10(yx(1) - (x(£)9=(1))

2 O

(Ve ()= (1))} =)l 3= (0] ds dt . (3.54)

(3.55)

s =1,
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where x(t) is defined as:

X(t) = W . (3.56)

The limit for the highlighted expression for s — ¢ is obtained using Taylor expansions as follows:
_A0x(0) - (/(0(8) = (= () Amls) =) o .
- [EROEEROIE Ta(9) =m0l " (VY n(O)BGR(0)
A(7x(1)) - ((5 — ) Vo (e () 5 (t) + C52 (Vi (9 (£)) "5 (8) + X() 3 (E) + O((s — 1)?))
(s — )2([[F=(0)[]2 + O((s — 1))
(5 — ) (1) + E5L5 5, (1) + O((s — )°) .
T G- (RO 0G oy (VrOs)aGx1) (3:57)

t
(3 (1) - (S5 (V0 () T3 (1) + X(B) 5 (1) + O((s — 1)%))

(s = 02(F= (DI + O((s = 1))
E5 5 () + O((s — 1) .
- R BT O —ay (TO-RGe0)
For s = t:

_ 1AOR(0) - (Vo) (1) x4 (1) 1 Halt) i

2 13 (D)1 "3 (T OROR0-0) (3.58)
1AM (1)) - (X0 (1) '
5 .

3= (B2

Thus the integral can be evaluated using tensor product quadrature rule as the function F'(s,t) and the rest
of the integrand is continuous.

Adjacent panels: For the case of adjacent panels or 7 N7’ = { P}, we follow a similar procedure with
local arclength parametrization of the panels introduced in eq. (3.39):

K(s'):[0,|n]] — m,
/( ,) [ |7T|/] ™ (3.50)
K'(t) : o, |7']] = =" .
The parametrizations are such that K(0) = K’(0) = P and ||[K(0)|| = ||K’(0)]] = 1. Assuming ~,(1) =
~Yar(—1), we can transform the local integral in eq. (3.53) to arclength parametrizations by using the coor-
dinate transformations: o w
t=— =1, s=1- 1o (3.60)
|| ||

After Renaming s’ and ¢’ to s and t respectively, we get:

| " sy g RE (@) - (VK (s) = v(K'(1)))
= T o o ) 9O e e

_ K(S)_K/(t) . W / f / : _E -lﬁ_ S
Ko T (E ORE )} 1 = )l B (7 = Dll s de . (3.61)

The singular part of the integrand highlighted above within curly brackets:

_AR) - () oK) K6 K)o
B [|K(s) — K'(t)])? 1K (s) — K'(1)]]2 (Vr(K'(t)a(K' (1)) - (3.62)
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Using the Taylor expansions about s = 0 and ¢t = 0, presented in eq. (3.44), we get:

. 52 .. .
= {B(K (1) - (sW(K(0))K(0) + S (Vo(K (0) T K (0) + M(0)K(0))
2 .
— 1V (K (0)TK'(0) = S (Vu(K'(0)TK'(0) + M'(0)K'(0)) + O(s* +£2))

s2

— (sK(0) — tK'(0) + 51’("(0) - %f"{’(()) +0(s* + %)) - (Vv(K'(0)) + tM'(0)T + O(tz))ﬁ(K’(t)))}
/(s? + 12 — 2stK(0) - K'(0) + O(s* + %))
A(K' () - (5 M(0)K(0) + £ M'(0)K'(0) — stM'(0) K (0) + cubic terms)

2
52+ 12 — 25tk (0) - K'(0) + O(s* + t4)

Due to the presence of s? and t2, we use polar coordinates:
s=rcos(¢p), t =rsin(¢p) . (3.63)
Using polar coordinates, we get:

A(K'(rsin(@))) - (% cos®(¢)M(0)K (0) + % sin® () M'(0)K”(0) — r* sin(@) cos(¢) M'(0)K (0) + O(r*)) .
2 — 2r2 sin(¢) cos(¢) K (0) - K'(0) + O(r4)

(3.64)

for r — 0, we get:

_ n(K’(0)) - (% cosz(qb)M(O)K(O) + %sin%qﬁ)M’(O)K’(O) — sin(¢) cos(¢)M’(O)K(0)) (3.65)
1 —sin(2¢)K(0) - K'(0) '

We treat the singular part highlighted above by switching to polar coordinates and replacing it with the
following C° function:

(K (rsin(¢))) - (V(K(TCOS ¢))) — v(K'(rsin(¢))))
|| K (rcos()) — K’ (rsin(¢))||?

K(rcos(¢)) — K'(rsin(¢)) . o
Q0 d) = |~ TRGreos(#) ~ Klram(g)[F v/ (rsim(@)AE (rsin(e)))) r#0

A(K’(0)) - (4 cos?(¢)M(0)K(0) + L sin®() M’ (0)K’(0) — sin(¢) cos(¢)M'(0) K (0))

1 — sin(20) K (0) - K'(0) r=0.

(3.66)
Local arclength transformation followed by the polar coordinate transformation gives us the local integral
from eq. (3.61) in the following form:

’ ’
=) 7] ™ |7

arctan( os($) T S,SW
/¢ » / B F(r,¢) Q(r,¢) dr do + / " / F(r,¢) Q(r,¢) dr d . (3.67)

¢=arctan( Tﬂ =0

As both F(r,¢) and Q(r, ¢) are continuous, we can evaluate the integral using tensor product quadrature
rule.

3.2.5 Evaluating Tyv in the 2D shape gradient formula
The fourth term in eq. (3.15) is given as:

= /r /p 2p(2) g(a) RO =D GO VD) iy ). (3.68)

|2 —g[*
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Plugging in the formula for p(Z) from eq. (3.16), we get:

N o AN AAN (A ~ N

Lo |z —gll*

- Z b T}, (3.69)

/F : BN ){( y) : ﬁ(y) (i; - ZZ) : (V(i’) - V(g)) }dro(i’)dro(@) )

|2 —g]*

Let panel 7 be the support for the basis function 5 :

n- | @N@)g@){@y)'ﬁ@)|ﬁi_?|;(”@”( D ary(ayary(o
v —9)-0(H) (@ —9) - (v(2) —v()
- X [ [ERT $ATo(ETo()

©’eM

Integral inside the summation gives us the following local integral:

_ /1 /1 {(%(8) — Y (8) -8y () (7(s) = 3w (1) - (v(7(s)) — v (7 (1)) !
——1Js=1 [l () = o (B)]]*
Br(5) (v (8)) [ ()] |1 (D)]] ds dt . (3.70)

Evaluating the local integral above for all combinations of 7, 7’ and Bk and using local to global mapping,
we can get the vector T. When m N7’ = {¢}, we are away from the singularity and the integral can be
evaluated using tensor product quadrature rule.

Coinciding panels: When 7 = 7’ or the panels coincide, the local integral becomes:

/1 /1 {(%(8)—%(0)~ﬁ(%(t)) (%(8)—%@))-(V(%(S))—V(%(t)))}
— 1 Je=1 [y (s) — ¥ ()[4

Bi(s) 90r () 11w (Il 1A (D)1 ds dt . (3.71)

The integrand outside the curly brackets is analytic but the part inside is singular for s = ¢. As shown
earlier there is a limit for the singular part which is evaluated using Taylor expansions from eq. (3.35). The
highlighted expression above is written as:

_ (m(8) = =) -8y (1)) (v (5) = ¥ (1)) - (¥(4(5)) — v(3(2)))
) =

1 (5) — 3= (O)]]" 572
() = 7e(0) - B3 (1) () = 12(1) - (v (5)) = v(3(1)))
[ () — 7= (D)2 17 () — 7= (D)2 '
Taylor expansion for the first part of the expression above:
_ ('Y‘fr(s) - Vﬂ(t)) ) ﬁ(77r(t))
7 (5) — 1= (DI
(s = () + EL4,(8) + O((s — )%)) - (1 (1))
- (s~ D21+ O((s — 1)) (3.73)
(s=t)x E
_ B O %) A0k(0) L B
TG AR OIE T O ) e Re) =00
The limit for s — ¢: 5 (0) - Al (1)
RRETERO e e
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For the second part of the expression in eq. (3.72):

_ ((8) =92 (®) - (v(1x(5)) — v(1= (1))
[lyx(8) = = (]2

(s—1)? . (3.75)
_ (=03 (®) + =592 (8) + O((s = 1)*)) - ((s = ) V(7 ()T () + O((s — 1)*))
(s =)= (B> + O((s = 1)?) '
The limit for s — ¢:
_ () - (Ve (t) "9 (2))
=T RoP 70
Combining the results, we get the limit for the complete expression in eq. (3.72), for s — t as:
_ (@) -2y (1))) 3= (#) - (Ve (= ()= (1))
- pEROI ' 10
Replacing the singular part of the integrand with the following C° function:
(7 (8) = 7= (®) - Ay (1)) (v (8) = 1= (D)) - (v(m(5) = v(3=(2))) oy
o [Pre5) == T2 518)
D= Gt) - 8(032(0) 520) - (Tr(32() T3 (0) L |
2|14 (@)1

We can integrate eq. (3.71) as C(s,t) is continuous along with the rest of the integrand.
Adjacent panels: For the case of adjacent panels or 7 N7’ = { P}, we use local arclength parametriza-

tions introduced in eq. (3.59):
K(s) [0, [x[] —

3.79
K'(t') : o, ||| = " . (8.79)
The parametrizations are such that K(0) = K’(0) = P and ||[K(0)|| = ||K’(0)]] = 1. Assuming ~,(1) =
Yo (—1), we can transform the local integral in eq. (3.70) to arclength parametrizations by using the coor-
dinate transformations: o 0!
1, s=1-—. (3.80)
L ||

After Renaming s’ and ¢’ to s and t respectively, the local integral becomes:

'”'/"T (K(s) — K'(t)) - n(K'(2)) (K(S)—K’(t))'(V(K(S))—K’(t)))}

|7T||7T’| 1=0 1K (s) = K" @)I[*
Bul1 = 220 9(K'0) 1321 = ) (g = Dl ds e (351

The singular part of the integrand highlighted above:

_ (K(s) = K'(t) - A(K' (1)) (K(s) — K'(t)) - (v(K(s)) — v(K'(2))) (3.82)
1K (s) — K ()] 1K (s) = K" (1)][? '

Using Taylor expansions from eq. (3.44), the expression above:

=(sK(0) — tK'(0) + O(s* + %)) - a(K'(1))
X ((sK(O) —tK'(0) + O(s* + %)) - (s Vv (K (0))TK(0) — tVv(K'(0))TK'(0 )+O(32+t2)))) (3.83)

/(s* 4+ t* — 2stK(0) - K'(0) + cubic terms)2
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Due to the presence of s? + t2, we use polar coordinates s = rcos(¢),t = rsin(¢). The expression above
becomes:

—(rcos(¢) K (0) — 7 sin(¢)K'(0) + O(r?)) - (K" (r sin(¢)))
x ((r cos(¢) K (0) — rsin(¢) K’ (0) + O(r2)) - (r cos(¢) Vo (K (0))T K (0) — rsin(¢) Ve (K'(0)) "K' (0) + 0(r2))))

/(r? = r%sin(2¢) K (0) - K'(0) + 0(r3))
(3.84)

The expression above is still O(%) but when making the polar coordinate transformations, we get a Jacobian
equal to r. Thus multiplying the expression above by the Jacobian gets rid of the % singularity. The limit
for the expression as r — 0, including the Jacobian r is:

=(cos(¢) K (0) — sin(¢) K" (0)) - A(K'(0))
x ((cos(¢)K(0) —sin(¢)K’(0))) - (cos(¢) V(K (0))" K (0) — sin(¢) Vv (K'(0)) 'K’ (0)))) (3.85)
/(1 —sin(2¢)K (0) - K'(0))*

We can treat the singular part of the integrand in eq. (3.81) by changing to polar coordinates and replacing
it with the following C° function (which includes the Jacobian of transformation '1’):

r % (K(rcos(¢)) — K'(rsin(¢))) - a(K'(rsin(¢)))
, JE(rcos(¢)) — K'(rsin(¢))) - (v(E(rcos(¢))) — v(K'(rsin(¢)))) r>0
|| K (7 cos(¢)) — K'(rsin(¢))[|*
G(Tv d)) = . .
(cos(¢)K(0) — sin(qﬁ)K’(O)) a(K’(0))
X <(cos(¢)f((0) — sin(¢)K'(0))) - (cos( () V(K (0))TK(0) — sin(gb)Vu(K’(O))TK/(O))))
/(1 —sin(2) K (0) - K'(0)) r=0.
(3.86)
After the transformations described above, we get the local integral in the following form:
arctan( cos (ﬁ %
/ = Z(r,6) G(r, &) dr d¢+/ o 7 2(r.6) Gr,0) dr dé . (3.87)
¢=0 ¢=arctan( - = Y r=0

This can be integrated as both Z(r, ¢) and G(r, ¢) are continuous.

3.2.6 Evaluating Ty and Ty in the 2D shape gradient formula

For evaluating the fifth and sixth terms in the eq. (3.15), we combine the two due to the similarities appearing
in the integrand. The combined expression is given as:

/F/F (@) (9(§)V - v(5) + V() - v

i o (3.88)
_*7/F /F p@W%fJ(@)V(@))ﬁﬁ(g) dlo(#)dTo(3) .
Plugging in the value of p(&), we get:
Ly N(@) V- (9@)v(3) Y () do(@)ar
—%; i / L@V (@) g ) dTo(@)dTo(3)
Ly (3.89)
= —% Zz:;blUl, .
Ui= [ [ 8@V i) = ) dro@are).



Assuming the support for the basis function 8 is the panel 7, we get:

Uz—/ro/ﬁ () V- 0()v() 15— o () Ao ()0 ) o
N - AN r—y CB(D . ’
The integrals to be evaluated are:
= [ [ @) V- (a@w@) =t - 606) dra(@)ara()
(3.91)

. ; 1els) ~ ) o
- [ / | Bu(E) V- (g0 () () IS T B () e ()] (D)) s

By evaluating the local integral above for all combinations of 7, 7’ and Bk, and using the local to global
map, we can evaluate the vector U. If r N7’ = {¢}, we are away from the singularity and can evaluate the
integral by simply using tensor product quadrature rule.

Coinciding panels: For 7 = 7/, the local integral becomes:

— [ [ V- w0 2SI e [0 [0l ds . (3.92)

The singular term in the integrand above is a Double Layer singularity. Thus it can be treated by replacing
the singular term with the following C° function:

Vx(8) = ¥ (t)

A(e() s A

_ II%T( ) = v ()|
Nt =951 ﬂ( 5 . (3.93)
2[4 (&)1 '

Since the remaining integrand is also continuous, we can evaluate it by tensor product quadrature rule.

Adjacent panels: For the case of adjacent panels or 7 N7’ = {P}, we transform the local integral into
arclength coordinates by using the coordinate transformations mentioned in eq. (3.59). Renaming s’ and ¢’
to s and t respectively, we get:

o 4 || plx] (K(S) n K’(t)) . ﬁ(K’(t)) . / e
Il Jizo / 1K (s) — K'(1)|]2 V- (g(K'(1)v(K'(1)))

) [ (1 =

- 2s 2s . 2t
Br(l—— Tl (= =
|| || ']
To treat the singular term, we use Taylor expansion and switch to polar coordinates. This is already done
in eq. (3.83). So we can simply replace the singular term by the following C° function (which includes the
Jacobian of transformation 7):

)| ds dt . (3.94)

(K (rcos(¢)) — K'(rsin(¢))) - A(K'(rsin(¢)))
0
By 1 KO cs) = K@) " 5.5
"7 (eos@)K(0) —sin()K'(0) - 2K (0) o |
1 — sin(2¢) K (0) - K'(0) '
Using the transformations, the local integral has the following form:
arctan(— C% s]‘nﬂi/‘
/ " 20,6) Blr, ) dr do + [ [T e adas. o)
¢=0 ¢= arctan(l‘ﬂ}) r=0

With Z(r,¢) and B(r,¢) being continuous, we can evaluate the integral by tensor product quadrature
rule.
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3.3 Stable Evaluation

When numerically evaluating the expressions above which are singular but have a finite limit, we need to
take care of cancellation errors as mentioned in the notes [3, Ch. 1, Sec. 1.5.43]. The cancellation error
occurs when two almost same quantities are subtracted. The original numbers are already inexact when
stored on the machine. Subtracting two close numbers stored on the machine may lead to a large relative
error which is undesireable. This is demonstrated in the figure 1 where the white and red bars denote the
true values and absolute errors respectively. Notice that after subtraction, the size of the absolute error (red)
is comparable to the size of the true value (white) which means a very high relative error.

el

Figure 1: Cancellation error

For evaluating the derived expressions in the previous sub-section, we can simply look at two cases:
coinciding panels and adjacent panels. When we have coinciding panels, we encounter expressions of the

form:
Fe) 1)

— (3.97)

For s — t, we have the limit f (t) for the expression above. Question is when evaluating it numerically, when
to use the this limit and when to evaluate the difference quotient. As mentioned above, the numbers stored
on the machine are approximations of the true number. When storing a number whose true value is ’a’,
what’s stored on the machine is something like:

a(l490), 0] < eém . (3.98)
€m is the machine epsilon. Using this representation, the difference quotient becomes:

f(s)(A+01) = f(£)(1 + d2)

_ 1= 1611182 < em
_ f(t+h)(1+51}1—f(t)(1+52) (3.99)
_ fE+h) - f(1) n Sif(t+h) —02f(t)

h h '

The first term is the actual difference quotient, the second term is the error. For h — 0, the error is:

|51f(t) ; 62f(t)| < |(51];L(t)| + |(52J;L(t)| < Qemlff(tﬂ _ O(h—l) ) (3_100)

When we use the Taylor series approximation:

F(s) = f(&) + (s =) f(t) + (Sgt)Qf(t)+..., (3.101)
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The error that we incur from approximating the difference quotient by the first derivative:

—f =20+ o(s - %) = o). (3.102)

s—t

To choose the split point where we switch to the Taylor approximation can be calculated by simply equating
the two errors.

B 2elf0)
")y = 2l -
:>h2w%|§20w%y

For evaluating the difference coefficient, we simply evaluate it when |s — ¢| > /€, and use the Taylor
approximation otherwise:

f(si:{(t) zf;(S;’t)’ s — | < \/em . (3.104)

The same idea applies in the expressions emerging in the adjacent panels case. There instead of |s — t|, we
have r. For r > /€, we simply evaluate the expression, otherwise the Taylor approximation is used.

4 Energy shape gradient using variational formulation for the
Laplacian

In this section, we derive the shape gradient of the energy functional but using a variational formulation
for the Laplacian equation instead of the direct first kind BEM formulation. We do this because we cannot
directly compare the shape gradient formula and the total force formula obtained using the Maxwell stress
tensor. Instead we find another shape gradient formula which carries the same issues as in the total force
formula. Such a comparison of different shape gradient formulas is also done by Paganini and Hiptmair [7]
where they compare volume and boundary based shape gradient formulas, which although equivalent on a
smooth level, show differences in numerical evaluation.

4.1 Volume Formula using Lagrangian Pullback Approach

In this section, we derive a volume based shape gradient formula for the energy functional using the La-
grangian pullback approach, starting from the natural variational formulation for the Laplace equation.

Au=0in Q, wu=gon dQ (4.1)
Multiplying with a test function v and integrating over the domain,

/Auvdmzo, u € HY(Q),Yv € Hi(Q) . (4.2)
Q

Using Green’s identity we get:
/Vu-Vv dr=0. (4.3)
Q

The energy functional in volume representation, as given in eq. (2.5):

1
= f/ |Vul? dz . (4.4)
2 Jao
Since u and v are in different spaces, we use the offset function technique

u=1a+f, acH}Q), fecHY(Q), flaa=g- (4.5)
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Using the offset function technique, we get the variational formulation:
a(a,v) =1v), a(t,v):= /QVﬂ -Vodz, lv):=-— /Q Vf-Vudz. (4.6)
For convenience, we use the symbol u instead of @
a(u,v) =1(v), a(u,v)= /QVu -Vodz, Ilv)= —/QVf Vv dx . (4.7
The energy functional, using eq. (4.5) and writing u instead of a:
J(Q,u) = %/Q |Vu + Vf|? da . (4.8)

Using the same perturbation method as in derivation for direct first kind formulation, we get the 't’ dependent
integrals:
1
J(t,u) = B |Vu(z) + Vf(x)|? de, u € Hi()
Q

:% | IDTTTV (u(Ty(@)) + GT@) Ji(@) di, Gi= VS

a(t,u,v) = Vu(z) - Vo(x) de, ue HY(Q), Yo € HY ()
Q

= [ DI7TVu(Ty(2)) - DT, TVo(Ty(2)) Jo(2) di .
Qo

I(t,v) =— A G(x) - Vu(z) de, Yve Hi(Q)

= G(Ty(#)) - DT, TVu(Ty(2)) Ji(&) di .

(4.9)

The above expressions are obtained using the following identities:

5 f(z) do = . f(T(2)) Ju(2) di, (4.10)

V(F(Ty(#))) = DT (#)(VF)(T3(2)) -
In the transformations above, Vg is not transformed using the gradient transformation formula as it is a

known function in volume which is independent of these shape transformations. Using the pullback from eq.
(2.20) we get:

Tt = J(e.0) = 5 [ DTV (@) + GT@)E 1) da,
at,a,0) = a(t,u,v) = i DT T (2)Va(z) - DT T (2)Vo(2) Jo(2) dz, @, © € HE(Qo), (4.11)
I(t,9) =1(t,v) = — i G(Ty(2)) - DT, T (2)Vo(2) Jo(2) d

L(t,0,0) := J(t,4) + a(t, a,0) — I(t,0), 4, 0 € HH(Q) . (4.12)
Replacing 4 by iy, the state solution, such that:
a(t, iy, 0) = I(t,9), Vo e HE(Q), (4.13)
the lagrangian becomes:

Lt 1y, 0) = J(t,1;) = T (t) (4.14)
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The shape gradient is given as:

d(J(t OL(t, 1,0 OL(t, iy, 0; 4
AT ollind), L) (1)
In the expression above, putting the second term equal to zero gives the adjoint equation.
OL(t, iy, 0; A (t, da(t, iy, v;
_ o 8f n)|t70 = (aAt ) |t=0 %h:o, vn € Hy(Qo)
— 5 [ DT (DT @ () + GT@) - (DT @F0(@) d
Qo
+ [ DT7T(@)Vn(z) - DT T (2)Vo(#) det(DTy (1)) di -
Qo
Att=0:
= / (V(uo(@) + f(&)) - V(@) d + [ V(&) - Vi(2) di . (4.16)
Qo Qo

The first term in the expression above is zero as it is the state equation for €y. This implies that the adjoint
solution o is trivial. We get the shape gradient by partial derivative of the Lagrangian:

d(iit)) o = tho _ 8J(§;ﬁt)|t_0 N WIM . 8[(875;13) -
- ;/QO {'DTtT(”})Wﬁt(@) + G(Ty(#)) PV - (&) + 2det(DT;(2))
(DT{T(ﬁ:)Vut(aE) + G(Tt(ae))) : ( — Vu(2) Vi (&) + (VG)(Tt(g“:))Ty(j;)> }di;
At t=0:
- ;/Q (W(uo(az) + F(@)PV - v(#) +2(¢(u0(g:~)+f(gz))) (_m(i)@uo(i) +@¢f@)%(£)>>dj

Theorem 4.1. The volume based shape gradient formula for the energy functional in eq. (2.5), with
the variational constraint in eq. (4.3) is given as:

= % /Q ) (IW(@FVV(@)H(W(@)~(—vV(@)Vu(:%)+v1/(5c)w<:%)+®@ f(;%)Tu(ﬁ))>d:%. (4.18)

4.2 Boundary Formula Using variational formulation for the Laplacian

For this derivation, we will use a variational formulation where the spaces are independent of  [3, Chl. 2,
eq. 2.14]. For the Dirichlet problem, we seek v € HY(D), pu € H(div0, D):

/Vu-Vvdm—f—/ vu-ndS=0, YveHYD),
Q a0

/ uA-ndS= gA-ndS, Vue H(div0,D).
a0 a0
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The variational formulation above can be written as:

a(Q7 (uv :u)7 (U7 A)) = Z(Qv (U7 A))v

a($Y, (u, 1), (v, A)) == /QVU'V’U da:—l—/é\gvu~nd5+/(mu/\-nd5, (4.19)
0, (v, N)) := /(r)Qg/\~ndS.
The energy functional is given as:
J(Q,u) = %/ﬂ |Vul|?dr = %a(Q, (u,0), (u,0)) . (4.20)
Now we define the Lagrangian as follows:
L(Qv (uv :u)v (’l), )‘)) = J(Qv u) + a(Q’ (ua U)v (Ua )‘)) - Z(Qv (Ua )‘)) (4 21)
= a(%, (u,0), (u,0) + a(L, (u, u), (v, A)) = (L, (v, A)) . '
When v = u(2) and p = p(Q):
a9, (u(@), 1), (0, 0) = U2 (0.) = 0 o)
— L, (u(), u()), (v,A)) = J(Q,u()) = T(Q) '
The shape gradient is given as:
dg) o 9L (u(@), p()), (. 1) (4.23)

p and II are the solutions of the adjoint problem which is given as:

ac(Q,Xa(il(), (p, H));77 >=0, Ve HYD)x H(div0,D)

SRR /G RCHY. 1% (N}

n>=0.

In the equations above X := (u, u) and 7 := (v, A). On simplifying we get:
a(Q, (v, A), (p,II)) = — / Vu(2) - Vo dz
Q

/Vp-Vvdw—i—/ vH-ndS+/ pA-ndS=— /Vu(Q)-Vvdx
Q a0 a0 Q

=— Vu(Q) -nvdS.
a0

The last step in the equation above uses the Green’s identity. We can solve for p and II:
/ pA-ndS=0 VA= p=0,
a0
/ vI[-ndS=- / Vu()) - nvdS = II=-Vu(Q).
a0 o0

Now we calculate the partial derivative of the Lagrangian with respect to {2 to get the shape gradient. For
that, we use this simple identity for shape gradient of an integral with the integrand independent of the
shape [1, Ch. 9, Thm 4.1]:

19) = | (@) da,
4I(Q) (4.24)
< —Ziv>=

10 (x) v(x) -n(z) dS .

f
o9
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Using the definition of the Lagrangian we get:
< OLE, (), u()), (p, 1))

T U (p.11) 1:29)
, U . alss, (U )y » \Ps . _ ) \Dy .
<5 V> E< 50 > — < 5 V>
Now we calculate the shape gradient for individual terms. For J, we directly get:
OJ(Q,u()) 1 9
A AT == Q . . 4.2
< 50 v > 2/39|VU( )°v-ndS (4.26)
For a we calculate it as follows:
a(§2, (u(92), u(9)), (0, =Vu(Q))) = —/ uw(Q)Vu(d) - n dS
o0
=— [ V- (u(Q)Vu(Q))dxr (Divergence Theorem)
2 (4.27)
= —/ |Vu(Q)Pdz, V-Vu(Q)=0
Q
Q Q Q I
_— < aa( 7(“( )a,u( ))a(p7 ));V>=—/ |VU(Q)|2V7’LCZS
o0 50
For [ we calculate it as follows:
1(£2,(0,-Vu(Q))) = —/ g Vu(Q) -ndS = —/ Vg-Vu(Q) dx
Ogl (@, (p.1D) “ (4.28)
<’7p’;y>=— Vg -Vu(Q) v -ndr.
0 00
Adding the individual terms, we get the final shape gradient:
:1/ Vu(Q)*v - n dS — |Vu(Q)[*v - n dS + Vg-Vu(Q) v -ndx
2 Joq a0 o0
1 1 (4.29)
:,/ (Vg —Vu()) - Vu(Q)r -ndS+ = Vg -Vu(Q)v-ndz.
2 Joq 2 Joq

Note that ¢ = Vu on the boundary 02 so Vg — Vu is entirely in the normal direction. Thus the formula
above becomes:

Theorem 4.2. The boundary based shape gradient formula for the energy functional in eq. (2.5),
with the variational constraint in eq. (4.3) is given as:

1 1
ziéﬂ((ngVu(Q))m) (VU(Q)-n)I/~TldS+§ 8QV9'VU(Q)V~nd:E.

4.3 Boundary Formula Using Mixed Variational Formulation

In this section we try to derive the boundary formula, as in the previous sub-section, but using the mixed
variational formulation for the Dirichlet BVP [6, Sec. 6]. We seek u € L?(D) and § € H(div; D) such that:

/Cf'ﬁdl‘—F/UV'ﬁdl‘:/ gp-ndx, Vpe H(div;D), ¢:= Vu,
Q Q a0

(4.30)
/V»zfvdx:O, Vv € L*(D) .
Q
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The variational formulation above can be written as:

a(Q7 (u’ @7 (’Uvﬁ)) = Z(Q’ (Uvm)a

a(Q, (u,q), (v,p)) :=/<f-ﬁdx+/uv-ﬁdx+ V-qvdz.
Q Q Q (4.31)
19, (0,5)) ::/ ginde
o0

The energy functional is given as:
1
T, = - / 2dz (4.32)
2 Ja
The Lagrangian is defined as:
L, (u, ), (v,9) = J(2,9) + a(Q, (u, @), (v,9)) — U, (v,D)) - (4.33)
Putting in the state solution (u(Q2), ¢(f2)), we get:
L8, (u(©),q(Q2)), (v,9)) = J(2,q()) = T(Q) . (4.34)
The shape gradient is given as:

WO, QDI @A), (435)

Where (w,7) € L?(D) x H(div; D) solve the adjoint problem:

aﬁ(Q’Xa(;?’ W) 50, e L2(D) x H(div: D).

) 8J(Qa,§(9));ﬁ> L aa(Q,XéK)Z(), (w, 7))

(4.36)
—

i >=0,
where X := (u, ) and n := (v, p). Simplifying above expression we get:

a9, (v,7), (0, 7)) = / 7Q) - 5 de
“ (4.37)

/ﬁ~Fdx+/vV~de+/wV~ﬁdx:— /Q’(Q)~ﬁdx.
Q Q Q Q

The adjoint solution (w,7) can be found as:

/vV-Fdx:O Yo = V.-r=0,
Q (4.38)
/ﬁ-f’dw—i—/wv-ﬁdz‘:—/cj’(Q)-ﬁdm:>F:—VU(Q),w=O.
Q Q Q

We use the shape gradient formula for integrals from eq. (4.24). Using the definition of Lagrangian we get:

< OLE, (u(®), q()), (w, 7))

Vv>=
DA | _ a0, (a0, A0 0.7 10, (1,7) 439
) q . aldé, (U 4 (W, T . _ , \W, T .
T’V>+< 50 > — < 50 ‘v >
Now we calculate the shape gradients for individual terms. For J it is directly given as:
0J (2, q(Q 1 1
LIRa) 7/ Q)2 - n dS = f/ V()20 n dS . (4.40)
o0 2 Jaa 2 Jaa
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For a we calculate it as follows:
a(Q, (u(€2), ¢()), (0, — Vu(Q))) = —/ q() - Vu(Q)dS

Q
=— [ |Vu(Q)|?dx (4.41)
Q

da(Q, (u($2), ¢()), (w, )

— < 90

v > = —/ |Vu(Q)*v - ndS .
o0
For [ we calculate it as follows:

1, (0, —Vu(Q))) = _/

g Vu(Q) -ndS = —/ Vg - Vu(Q)dz
o9 Q

- (4.42)
M,V>:*/ v‘g.vru,(ﬂ)y.ndx.
Using the individual terms, we get the final shape gradient:
1
:f/ Vu(Q)*v - n dS — |Vu(Q)*v - n dS + Vg-Vu(Q)v-ndz
2 o0 o0 o0 (4 43)
1 1 ’
zf/ (Vg —Vu(2)) - Vu(Q) v-ndS+ = Vg -Vu(Q)v-ndx.
2 Joa 2 Joq

Note that the formula matches exactly with eq. (4.29)

4.4 Proof of equivalency of Volume and Boundary formulas

We start with the Volume formula :

1

5/Q <Vu(x)|2v-y(x)+2(Vu(z)> : (—Vy(z)Vu(x)+Vy(x)Vf(x)+VVf(x)TV(x))>dz.

This can be written as :

3 (7 (Wu@Pvo)
+ 2(Vu(gc)) . ( ~Vv(z)Vu(z) + Vrv(@)Vf(z)+VVfx)v(z) — VVu(z) v(z) ))dm . (4.44)

Since VVu and VV f are symmetric, the highlighted terms can be combined together to give:
1
5 / v (|Vu(:v)|2u(x)> + Q(Vu(x)) : ( —V(v(z) - Vu(z)) + V(u(z) Vi(z)) )dw .
Q
This can be further simplified by combining the two highlighted terms:
1
5/ V- (|Vu(x)|2u(x)> +2Vu(z) - V(V(x) (Vi) - Vu(x)))dac.
Q

Using the Divergence theorem for the first term and Green’s first formula for the second term, we get:

1
5/m|vu(gc)|2u(x)-n(x) dS(x)Jr/a Vau(z) - n(z) (V(ac)~(Vf(:c)fVu(x)))dS(x).

On the boundary, we know that V f — Vu is in the normal direction. Using that we get:

1/ |Vu(z)|?v(z) - n(x) dS(z) + { Vu(z) - n(z)(Vf(z) — Vu(x)) - n(z) v(z) - n(z)dS(z) .
2 Joa 00

Q

Whis can be rewritten as:

1/ |Vu(z)|*v(z) - n(z) dS(z) Jr/ Vu(z) - (Vf(z) = Vu(z)) v(z) - n(z)dS(z) .
o0 d

2 Q
This is the boundary formula from eq. (4.29) with f =g
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5 Numerical Experiments

The shape gradient formula was implemented using the 2D-ParametricBEM framework in C++ [9]. For
evaluating both the state and adjoint solutions, and the shape gradient formulas, lowest order BEM spaces
are used. Meshes used are parametric in nature (like the domains) and are uniformly spaced in the parameter
domain for the parametrization. In case of annular domains where we have two different parametrizations for
the two boundaries, mesh is generated by splitting the two boundaries independently with uniform spacing
in the parameter domain for both. !

5.1 Validation of BEM shape gradient formula

For validation of the BEM shape gradient formula we restrict ourselves to smooth domains.

5.1.1 Model Problem 1

(0,0)

r o

Figure 2: Annular domain with concentric circles

The first problem for validation is a simple annular domain with two circles as the boundaries as shown
in fig. 2. The potential u is known beforehand and equal to 4+ y and g = u. Two choices for the velocity
field v are considered:

V1([$,y]) = [zvy]a

vallo ) = [e/ VT F /P o
For both these choices of velocity fields, we can analytically compute the boundary formula as follows:
u=r+y = Vu=[1,1 = ||Vul|*=2. (5.2)
Since we are dealing with circles, we can rewrite the velocity fields in polar coordinates:
v1([rcos(0),rsin(9)]) = [r cos(d), r sin(6)], (5.3)

va([r cos(9),rsin(0)]) = [cos(d), sin(0)] .

LComplete code can be found at https://gitlab.ethz.ch/ppanchal/fcsc.git
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Figure 3: Absolute error plots for model problem 1

The normal vector for the outer circle is [cos(f),sin(6)] and for the inner circle is [— cos(), — sin(6)]. For

u = ¢, the boundary formula becomes:

1

=5 | lIVull® v(@).5(z) dlo(2)

2 Jr,

27 27
= ro/ ro df — 1 /
6=0 6=0

27 27

r; df = 27r(r§ - r?);

=7, do —r; do =2n(r, —1m;); v=

0=0 6=0

v=1u (5.4)

Vo .

The absolute errors are plotted in figures 3a and 3b for both the boundary and BEM formula. As seen for
both velocity fields, both BEM and boundary formulas show algebraic convergence with asymptotic slopes

given in the table below:

Velocity V1 Vg
BEM -2.039 | -2.039
Boundary | -1.997 | -1.997

5.1.2 Model Problem 2

We consider an annular domain with two circles as shown in figure 4
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Figure 4: Annular domain with non concentric circles

The potential is known beforehand and is equal to u([x, y]) = log(/x? + y2?). Two choices for the velocity
field v are considered at the inner circle:

v ([z,y]) := [2,0],

va([z,y]) == [1,0] .

At the outer circle, the velocity field is zero for both the choices and the choice of u makes the inner circle
an equipotential surface. We can use g = u = log(y/x2 + y?) or we can use the following function g:

(5.5)

{ log(R) Inner circle
g =

log(v/22 4+ y?) Outer circle

It is easy to calculate the integrals in the boundary formula for both choices of g. We show it for the latter
case (u # g). Since the velocity field is zero on the outer circle and g is constant on the inner circle (Vg = 0),
we can simplify the boundary formula:

L 1
2 /asz (Vg = Vu(Q)) -n) (Vu() -n) v-ndS + 5 ) Vg -Vu(Q)v-nde

_1 / (V9= Vu() -n) (Vu(@)-n) v -0 dS + = / Vg Vu@vonde o (5.6)
inner circle

2 inner circle
1

- _5 /inner circle(vu(j) ’ ﬁ(j))Q V(-f)ﬁ(«i) dFO(i‘) .

For both these choices of velocity fields, we can analytically compute the formula above. Due to the presence
of 2 4 2 in the potential, we switch to polar coordinates:

Vu = %f + %é, u([r cos(0), rsin(9)]) = log(r) 57
= Vu- -1 =—-, i=—7 On the inner circle.

r
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The boundary formula gives:

_% / _ IVu(®) - 8(@)|I* 1(&)-8(2) dTo(2)

1 2m 1 . N
- / i cos(0),risin(8)])-(cos(0)i +sin(6)) r: do
0=0 T3
2
= % v([ri cos(8), r; sin(0)]).(cos(#)i + sin(6)7) db (5.8)
i Jo=0
1 2m
=3 /620 cos(0)? df = g V=1,
1 27
= — cos(f)dd =0, v=ur,.
2ri Jo=o @) ’

Using the values calculated above, we plot the absolute errors for the BEM and boundary formulas. We
see the same asymptotic convergence rates as seen in fig. 5a and 5b.

10° 4 —A— BEM formula 10-1 4 —A— BEM formula
Boundary formula Boundary formula
10-14 \
) 1072 4
& &
@ 1072 4 ]
1073 4
1073 B
10711 <
10! 10?2 10t 10?2
numpanels numpanels
(a) Convergence plot for v (b) Convergence plot for v

Figure 5: Absolute error plots for model problem 2 with v # g, Vg = 0 on inner circle

The above computations can be done using u = g where for 1 and v we get —5 and 0 respectively.
Figures 6a and 6b show the absolute error plots for both the velocity fields. In this case the boundary
formula shows a better convergence rate than the BEM formula which gives the same asymptotic rate of
convergence as the Vu - n formula. This indicates some simplification that happens when u = g.

Note: We can compare with the Vu - n formula in this example because as seen in the previous case

with u # g, we get the same absolute values for the shape gradient.
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Figure 6: Absolute error plots for model problem 2 with u = g
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(b) Convergence plot for vs

The asymptotic slopes for the plots are summarized in the following table:

Velocity, B.C. | v1,u#g | o, u#g | vi,u=9g | o, u=g
BEM -1.970 -1.973 -1.949 -1.976
Boundary -1.974 -1.982 -3.918 -3.884
Vu-n N.A. N.A. -1.966 -1.954

5.1.3 Model Problem 3

Comparing the BEM and Boundary formula from eq. (2.60) and (4.29) respectively, we see that the deriva-
tives of the velocity field v appear only in the BEM formula. If the formulas are equivalent, a change in
only the derivatives of the velocity field at the boundary should not change the shape gradient value. This
model problem is designed to specifically test that. We have the same annular domain shown in fig. 2. The
potential w is given as u = x + y and we have g = u. We modify the velocity fields used in model problem 1
as follows:

2Pty —rly+2® +y* —r7] Inner circle
vi([z,y]) = {[z +a? 42 —r2y+a®+y2—r2 Outer circle (5.9)
va((z,y]) = [2/vVa2+y2 + 2% +y* —r? y/ /o2 +y2 + 22 +y* —r?] Inner circle (5.10)
Ay [2/vVa2+y2 + 2% +y* —r2 y//o2 +y2 + 2 +y* —r2]  Outer circle .

Notice that the velocity fields give the same pointwise values at the boundary but have different gradients at
the boundary. Using these velocity fields does not change the value obtained using the Boundary formula,
calculated in model problem 1, using which we get the absolute error plots. We see in fig. 7a and 7b that
for both modified velocity fields, the BEM formula converges to the right value. This is numerical evidence
for the equivalence of the formulas, implying that the BEM formula can be converted to Hadamard form
fr ...(v-m)dS. The asymptotic slopes are summarized in the following table:

Velocity Iz Vo
BEM -2.037 | -2.042
Boundary | -1.998 | -1.997
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Figure 7: Convergence plots for model problem 3

5.2 Comparison of BEM and boundary formula

For testing the convergence rates, we look at the dual norm. Since the space C'!(R?; R?) is infinite dimensional
and reflexive, we use two simplifications [3, Ch. 2, Sec. 2.3]:
First, we consider an operator norm over a finite dimensional space of vector fields of the form:

_ ’U(xayvmlvnl) 0
I/([I7y]) - Z )\m1,n1 |: 0 :| + )\mz,nQ |:'U(-'L'7y,m2,n2):| . (511)
1<mi,mz,n1,m2 <M

Second, we use H'(D) norm instead of C*(R% R?) norm as it is more tractable computationally. The
basis for this finite dimensional space of vector fields is given as:

V=A{v(z,yymn)e; : 1<m,n<M, je{l,2}}, MeN. (5.12)
We use two choices for the function v(z,y, m,n):

v(x,y, m,n) = sin(maz) sin(ny) or cos(mx) cos(ny) Sine/Cosine), (5.13)
(

(
v(x,y,m,n) =™yt (Polynomial). (5.14)
For sinusoidal v(z,y, m,n) we can see that for M — oo the basis defined in eq. (5.12) becomes a basis of the
space C}(D;R?) and for a polynomial v(z,y,m,n), it becomes a basis of C*(R?;R?). The domain D is a

sufficiently large square such that its edges are integer multiples of 2. D has to be large enough to contain
all domains €. The error is defined using dual norm:

dJ dJ

erpBEM — oo (O v) — =2 (Q, hyv)BEMY 5.15
HVI\H1<D>:1(dQ( )= a¢ )7EM) (5.15)

aJ dJ
ET‘TBdTy _ max e Q, V) — =2 Q’ h’ v Bdry . 5.16
||uHH1(D>:1(dQ( )= aq )7) (5.16)

In the expression for error, the term on left is the exact shape gradient value and the one on the right is the
value computed at some refinement level h using the BEM formula or the Boundary formula (Bdry). On an
abstract level, we have the following maximization problem:

val= max  f(v),
||VHH1(D):1
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which has an equivalent Lagrangian formulation given as:

I — . 2 —1)).
vl = B oy 8 (0) + 0 (s ) = 1)

« is the Lagrangian multiplier which appears along with the constraint term. We differentiate the Lagrangian
to find the stationary points. We assume that the functional f is linear in v:

fW)+2a<v,V >mpy=0 W e CY(R*;R?).

Since we are only working with a finite dimensional space of vector fields V, we can write the above in
algebraic form:

fhY+2a<v,V/ >p1p)y =0 WeV,veV
—  [+2aGZ=0.
In the algebraic form, f is the vector of the functional values for all basis elements from the space V, i.e.
f=A{f(v;) } where {v;} is the basis. G is the Gramian matrix for the finite dimensional set V' with respect

to the H!'(D) norm, given as G;; =< v;,; >p1(p)- Z represents the coefficients of the solution v of the
optimization problem with respect to the basis of V. Using the vector equation above we get 2 as:

1 R
> _ _7G_1
i 2c !

Since [|v||? = 1 we get:
1 -
T o T ~—1
= — = 1
7 Gz 4a2f G f
A —
— val = fT2=\/frG-1f (5.17)

We define the column vectors f in our case as:

dj dj BEMdim(V)

—o Q) = == (Q by, i=

dQ( ’V) dQ( V) }7,71

Knowing the Gramian Matrix G for the finite dimensional basis of velocity fields, with respect to the H'(D)
norm, we can compute the error at any refinement level using eq. (5.17). Here we do experiments on both
smooth (model problem 4 and 5) and non-smooth domains (model problem 6 onwards).

5.2.1 Model Problem 4

We have an annular domain made up of two squares as shown in the figure 8. The boundary conditions are
given as g = 0 on inner square and g = 1 on the outer square with Vg = 0 on both boundaries. We plot the
dual norm error for both sinusoidal and polynomial velocity fields. Fig. 9 shows the results for a quadrature
order of 16 and fig. 10 shows them with order 32. Since analytical solution for this domain is not available,
the converged value is calculated using 8000 panels for order 16 and with 4000 panels for order 32. Since
the domain has piecewise linear boundary, the parametric mesh is equivalent to a linear mesh in this case.
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Figure 8: Annular domain with squares
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Figure 9: Dual norm error plots for annular square domain with quadrature order = 16

We see that for both choices of the velocity field and quadrature order, BEM formula shows a higher
convergence rate than the Boundary formula. This can be attributed in part to the presence of sharp
corners in the domain which introduce a singularity in the solution as discussed in the lecture document
for NUMPDE using harmonic corner singular functions [4, Ch. 5, Thm 5.4.6]. This is discussed further in
the next experiment. The asymptotic slopes (ignoring the initial transient behaviour) for all the plots are
summarized in the following table:

Velocity and order | Poly. 16 | Sin. 16 | Poly. 32 | Sin. 32
BEM -1.373 -1.188 -1.406 -1.231
Boundary -0.334 -0.335 -0.336 -0.347

It is also possible to find the total force on the body using shape gradient formulas when Vg = 0. In
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Figure 10: Dual norm error plots for annular square domain with quadrature order = 32

such cases, the boundary shape gradient formula becomes:

—%/BQ(Vu-n)2 v-ndS. (5.18)

By using constant velocity fields in the z and y directions, the shape gradient formula reduces to the = and
y force components:

v=[1,0 = —%/ (Vu-n)* n, dS = F,,
| o0 (5.19)
v=10,1] = —f/ (Vu-n)?n, dS = F,,
2 Joa
where n, and n, are the x and y components of the unit normal field respectively. Information about the
convergence rates for the F, and Fj, is also contained in the dual norm error plots for the polynomial velocity
field as the polynomial velocity field basis contains the constant velocity fields used in eq. (5.19). Hence the
convergence rate for the total force is much better with the BEM formula in this example.

5.2.2 Model Problem 5

We have a simply connected domain with a re-entrant corner as shown in the figure 11. We know the
potential u beforehand:

u(r, d) = r3 sin(%qﬁ)

The potential u is the harmonic corner singular function we talked about in the previous experiment,
plotted in fig. 12. For g, we use the same function as u in one case and g(r,¢) = r sin(3¢) in the other.
The second choice of g gives the same boundary conditions and hence the same solution for the Neumann
Trace. But the two choices of g differ in one important aspect: smoothness. For g = u, we can verify that
[|[Vgl|| = oo at the origin as seen in fig. 13, whereas it is well behaved for the other case. This singularity is

also present in the Neumann Trace but it can be verified that it is still in L?(992).
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(0,0)

Figure 11: Domain with re-entrant corner at the origin

(3¢)

2 .
= r3 sin

Figure 12: Surface plot for u
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0.5

Figure 13: Surface plot for ||Vul|? for u = r3 sin(2¢)

Like in the previous experiment, we have a singularity in the Neumann Trace solution. In this experiment
we see that the smoothness of ¢ is an important factor as well. The convergence rate for BEM formula is
better than the Boundary formula only when we have a smooth g, which is confirmed by both polynomial and
cosine velocity fields as seen in fig. 14. They have same asymptotic convergence rates when g is not smooth.
The same results are obtained for a higher quadrature order, shown in fig. 15. In contrast, performance of
the Boundary formula seems unaffected by the improvement in smoothness of g. This experiment reveals two
conditions where BEM formula is better than the Boundary formula: a singularity in the Neumann Trace
solution because of sharp corners in the domain and a smooth g. The experiment also provides evidence for
the problems with the Boundary formula or the total force formula obtained from Maxwell Stress Tensor:
It is doomed when we have a singularity in the Neumann Trace (even when it is in L?). Note that in the
previous experiment Vg was zero and the BEM formula was much better, which agrees with the observations
in this experiment.

Note: The converged values for the shape gradient are computed in Mathematica using the ”Local-
Adaptive” quadrature method as the solution has a singularity.
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Figure 14: Dual norm error plots for pacman domain with quadrature order = 16
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Figure 15: Dual norm error plots for pacman domain with quadrature order = 32
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Figure 16: Dual norm error plots for pacman domain, sinusoidal velocity field and quadrature order = 16

The asymptotic slopes for fig. 14 and 15 (ignoring the initial transient behaviour) are summarized in the
following tables:

Velocity, g Poly., smooth | Poly., non-smooth | Cos., smooth | Cos., non-smooth

BEM, 16 -1.655 -0.343 -2.179 -0.347
Boundary, 16 -0.355 -0.335 -0.351 -0.332

BEM, 32 -1.655 -0.344 -2.120 -0.346
Boundary, 32 -0.355 -0.335 -0.350 -0.332

Using a sinusoidal velocity field instead of cosine reveals something interesting. As seen in fig. 16, the
sinusoidal velocity field dramatically improves the convergence rate of the BEM formula for a non smooth g
and also improves the convergence rate of the Boundary formula for both smooth and non smooth g. This
is because a sinusoidal velocity field masks the singularity of the solution at the origin. This is evidence
for the claim that the singularity of the solution is in part responsible for the trends observed earlier. The
asymptotic slopes for fig. 16 (ignoring the initial transient behaviour) are summarized in the following table:

g smooth | non-smooth
BEM -1.947 -1.981
Boundary | -1.852 -1.980

We perform another experiment with g = ri sin(%@ which does not change the boundary conditions
or the Neumann trace. The idea is to make g # « while still keeping ||Vg|| — oo at the origin and the
same Neumann Trace solution. As seen with a non smooth g earlier, the BEM formula doesn’t offer a good
convergence rate, which is what we observe here as seen in fig. 17. But here we see that BEM formula is
the only one that converges with asymptotic slope equal to -0.427 and -0.451 for polynomial and cosine field
respectively. This again indicates towards some simplifications in the Boundary formula when u = g as it

was able to converge with a similar asymptotic rate in that case but fails to do so in this case where u # g.
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Figure 17: Convergence plots for pacman domain with g = ri sin(%qﬁ) and quadrature order = 16

5.2.3 Model Problem 6

We have an annular domain with two concentric circles as shown in figure 2. We have the following Dirichlet
boundary conditions:

0 Outer boundary
=<1
g 5(1 + cos(2¢) + 2sin(¢)) Inner boundary

For the annular circle case we know the analytic solution whose general form is :

u(r, ¢) = ag + bo log(r) + Z(ai '+ b; v cos(ig) + (i v+ di v ) sin(ig)
i=1

We can easily find the solution using the boundary conditions. It is very smooth as shown in fig. 18

-3

Figure 18: Solution for model problem 6
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We plot the dual norm errors for both sinusoidal and polynomial velocity fields, using a quadrature order
of 16 and 32. The results are shown in figures 19 and 20. The results indicate a similar asymptotic convergence
rate. This indicates that the two formulas are equivalent assuming sufficient smoothness everywhere. Also
notice u # ¢ in this experiment and BEM formula stays ahead by a small factor in all the cases.
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(a) Sinusoidal velocity field (b) Polynomial velocity field

Figure 19: Convergence plots for different velocity fields with quadrature order = 16 and parametric mesh
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Figure 20: Convergence plots for different velocity fields with quadrature order = 32 and parametric mesh

The asymptotic slopes (ignoring the initial transient behaviour) are summarized in the following tables:

Velocity Trigonomertic | Polynomial

BEM, 16 -2.041 (Sin) -2.042
Boundary, 16 | -2.005 (Sin) -1.976

BEM, 32 -2.042 (Cos) -2.047
Boundary, 32 | -2.012 (Cos) -1.973
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5.2.4 Model Problem 7

We consider the domain from fig. 4. We have u = log(r) and two choices for g. One of them is simply g = u
and in the other one, we add artifical gradients to g at the boundary as follows:

_ [ log(R) Inner circle
9= log(r) + (z — 2R)* + y* — 16R* Outer circle

We are interested in seeing the effect of ¢ = u on the convergence of the shape gradient formulas when
the Neumann Trace is smooth. We plot the dual norm errors for both cosine and polynomial velocity fields,
using quadrature order = 16. The results are shown in fig. 21.

T T T T L T T T T T T T L |
10! 10?2 10t 107
Numpanels Numpanels

(a) Polynomial velocity field (b) Sinusoidal velocity field

Figure 21: Convergence plots for different velocity fields

We see that u = g does offer some advantage to the boundary formula in the smooth case as seen in
another experiment earlier. But the advantage is just a small constant factor with the asymptotic convergence
rates being similar as seen in the table below:

Velocity, B.C. | Poly., u =g | Poly.,, u# ¢ | Sin.,u=g¢ | Sin., u # g
BEM -1.998 -1.993 -1.992 -1.988
Boundary -2.009 -1.993 -2.007 -1.987

5.2.5 Model Problem 8

We consider the annular domain from fig. 22 with two fourier kites given as:

~i(t) = [0.5 — 0.8 cos(¢) — 0.3 cos(2¢), 0.5+ sin(¢)]
Yo(t) = [3.5 cos(¢) + 1.625 cos(2¢), 3.5sin(¢)]

We have u = g = log(r). We plot the dual norm errors for quadrature order 16, considering both polynomial
and cosine velocity fields.
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Figure 22: Annular domain with two Fourier kites
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(a) Polynomial velocity field (b) Sinusoidal velocity field

Figure 23: Convergence plots for different velocity fields

We see very similar asymptotic slopes summarized in the following table:

Velocity Sin | Polynomial
BEM -2.197 -2.172
Boundary | -1.711 -1.969

6 Conclusion and Outlook

The numerical experiments suggest that the BEM and boundary formulas have similar asymptotic conver-
gence rates when the Neumann Trace of the Dirichlet BVP is smooth, although some slight differences of
constant factors are present which may depend on whether g and u are equal or not. When the Neumann
Trace is not smooth, as in domains with sharp corners, the regularity of the function g is the decisive factor:
If g is smooth, the BEM formula has a much better convergence rate. This superiority of the BEM formula
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disappears when regularity for g is lowered and its asymptotic rate of convergence matches the boundary
formula. These trends can be explained by looking at the formulas. The BEM formula is continuous on
the energy trace space H _%(F) in contrast to the boundary formula which is unbounded on H _%(F): If
the Neumann Trace ¥ contains a singularity, the Boundary formula is destined to suffer whereas the BEM
formula can still survive because of duality arguments, provided that g has sufficient regularity. With these
results we can conclude that the new BEM formula would undoubtedly be better in case of conductors with
sharp corners. The singularity in the solution because of sharp corners and Vg = 0 provide the perfect
conditions for the BEM formula to shine. It could also prove be better in other physical cases where the
function g is usually smooth.

What remains to be done is finding a link between the shape gradient formula and the Maxwell stress
tensor force formula for a general case (Vg # 0). In the case of conductors (Vg = 0) the shape gradient
reduces to a very similar form but the link between them for a general case is obscure. The proof of
equivalency of the two formulas is still an open problem but the numerical experiments suggest that they are
equivalent, thus it should be possible. Other interesting directions include formulating the Dirichlet BVP
in different ways and finding the shape gradient formulas using those constraints, for example a floating
potential problem or Maxwell eddy current problem.
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A Incomplete proof of equivalency of BEM and Boundary formu-
las

Here I present some ideas which might be helpful while trying to prove the equivalency of the BEM and
Boundary formulas on a smooth level. I should warn the reader that there may be some mistakes in the
procedure. The general shape gradient formula from eq. (2.60), ¢ here is just % :

c / Wo(2)(Vg(2) - v(2))dTo (%)
/F/F\Ilo {Vny &)+ V,G(Z,9) - }p )dTo(2)dTo (%)
—/F / (@) {g(@)r(E.9) - 8(9) + 9(9) V,G(@,9) - (A@H)AD))

+(VyG (@, 9) - 2(5)) (Vg(@) - v(9)) tdTo(2)dTo()
-3 | p@)(Va(@) - v(a)ara(a)

Using the expression for matrix A from eq. (2.36) and the expression for (%, ), given as:
K(#,9) = VaVyG(2,9) (&) + Vy VG, 9) v (5) (A-2)
We get the shape gradient as:
[ Wa(@)(Vg(a) - v(&))dra(a)
To
//\Ilo {Vny z)+ V,G(Z,9) - }p )dLo(2)dTo(9)
Ty JTo
[ p@{a0) (929,60 (@) + V,9,G@ ) v(0) - 50) a3
Ty JTo :

+9(9) V,G(&,9) - ((V v(g) I — Vu(9))n( y))
+(VyG(&,9) - 8(9)) (Vg(9) - v(9)) }dTo(&)dTo(§)
~3 | p@)(Va(@) - v(a)ara)

Simplifying, we get:
e/ @) (Vo(#) ()T
/ro/ro% H{ VaG(&,9) - v(&) + VyG(2,9) v(5) }p(2)dlo(2)dlo(9)

= [ r@ i) (VaTiC ) @) + 9,9, 5 5) -5 )

—9(9) VyG(Z,9) ( y))
+(VyG(&,9) - 8(5))V - (9(5) v()) }dTo(2 dFo(y)
-3 | p@)(Ta(@) (@) dro(a)
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The terms highlighted in red above can be written as:
¢ / Wo(#) (Y - (g(@)()) — 9(2)V - v(2))dTo(#)
+ / / Uo(3)(V, - (G(@,9)(§)) — G(#5)V - v(§))p(&)dTo(2)dTo ()
I'g JT'g
—c / Wo(#)V - (g(#)v(#))dTo()
+ / / Uo(§)V, - (G, )v())p(@)dTo(#)dTo(5) — av (p, WoV - v) — J(¥oV - )
T'g JTg
—c / Wo(#)V - (g(2)v(#))dTo()
4 / 0 / W)V, (G, 5)p() AT ()T )

We have the following identity :

(VaVyG(#,9) v(2)) - 8(g) = 2(9)" V.V,G(#,9) v(&) = (V.V,G(E,§) (9)) - v(2)

V. (VyG(2,9) - 1(9)) = VoV G(w 9) 4(9) + V.i(9) V,G(2,9) = V. V,G(&,9) 4(f)

— V.- (VyG(&,9) a(j) v(2) = V. (VyG(&,9) - 49)) - v(&) + V,G(&,9) - 8()) V- v(2)
= (VaV,G(2,9) 2(9)) - v(&) + V,G(2,9) - 4(§) V - v(2)

The terms highlighted in yellow :

_% /F P(@)(Vg(@) - v()dTo(@)

— [ [ w6 £, 9)(8)) — G2, 5)V - ¥(#) )p(#)dTo()dTo(7)
Ty J T
[ ] p@00)(T2 - (9,6 0) - 60w (@) ~ V,Ga.8) - 5(0) - w(0) )T (@)dTo ()

_1/ P(@(V' (9(2)v(2)) — g(@)V - (i ))dFO( )
/F /F Yo (y Jv(2))p(2)dlo(2)dTo(9)
/F /F (VyG(&,9) - ta(y)v(2))dlo(2)dTo(5)

/F p(2)V - (9(2)v(2))dlo(2) — av (Yo, pV - v) + ax (pV - v) + il(pv-y)

_ /F /F Vo (§)V, - (G(&, )1(#))p(#)dTo(#)dTo()
/ / (VyG(,9) - f(§)v(#))dTo(#)dlo(9)
Iy JTo

,é /F p(#)V - (9(&)w(#))dTo(2)

1
2
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Using the simplifications above, the shape gradient formula becomes:
C/F Uo(2)V - (g(2)v(2))dlo(2)
[ w@9, - @ p)p@r @)
Jr/ro /FO Uo(9)Vy - (G(&,9)v())p(2)dlo(&)dlo(§)

[ [ p@a@)9. - (9,60.) - 83w oo i)
—% / P (9@ (@)

SN RO EOORT

~9() G(fa 9 (Vv@)am)

+(VyG(&,9)-02(5))V - (9(5) v(9)) }dTo(2)dlo ()

The terms underlined in red above can be rearranged as follows:
[ Ve ([ ctaiwo@ro@mia) @)
To To
~ [ 2@ ([ 9,6(.0) - B30T (3)()dro(a)
=/ Vo - (Tsz(Wo)(@)v())p(2)dTo()
- [ H@V. - (Wor)@)(@)dro(2)
= [ V- ((#ss#0)(@) = ¥p1(0)(@) v(@) (@)L (2)

Thus the shape gradient formula reduces to:

¢ / Wo(#)V - (9(2)v(2))dTo(2)

+/po /p Yo(9)Vy - (G(&, 9)v(9))p(2)dTo(Z)dTo ()

# [V (#5280~ p10)@) v(@) ()03
1

—~9(9) V,G(@,9) - (Vv(@)a))
+(VyG(&.9) - 8(9)) V- (9(9) v(9)) }dlo(2)dTo(5)
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We look closely at the adjoint equation:

ay(p,v) +J) =0 Yve H 3(Q)

- /r /r #)dlo(#)dlo(g) = —c /F o(@)g@dTo(2) )
7 ‘/Fo /Fo dFO( )dFO(y) B »/FO U(i)g’(i)dFo(j), g/ =—Ccg

We look at the indirect first kind BEM formulation for the following Dirichlet problem:

Au'=0 inQ, v =g ondQ
Trying v’ = Us(f) = V(f) =4

(A.15)
= // &)dlo (% )dFo(z?)=/ v(#)g'(2)dTo(2) Vv e H™3()
o /T To

The adjoint equation is exactly same as the indirect first kind variational formulation with p = f. We
also know that u/(z) = —c u(x):

—cu(@)= [ G(&9)p@H)dlo(9), z€Q
Fo . (A.16)
= u(@) =7 | GG 9)p(@)dro()

Using these identities, we get:
¢ / Wo(#)V - (g(#)(2)) dTo(2)
+ / 0 / Wo(§)Vy - (Gl 93PN )0 (7)
# [V (@s180)0) ~ p10)@) v(@) ()T (3)

A.
- / p(E)V - (9(2)v(2))dTo(#) (4.17)
- / / p(#){9()(V, VG, 5) v()) - 2(7)
~9(3) V,G(2.9) - (Vv(5)a())
+(V,G(2,9) - 249)V - (9(9) v(9)) }dTo(2)dTo(3)
The terms in red can be written as:
¢ / Wo(#)V - (g(2)v(#))dTo()
4 / To(@)V, - ([ G, §)p(#)dTo(2)v(§))dTo(d)
To To
—e /F Uo(2)V - (g(2)v(2))dTo (2) (A.18)

T / Wo(§)V, - (—c u(@)v(3))dlo(3)
= [ W) ((9(0) — u(@)()) T (2)
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We get :
¢ [ (@)Y - (90) — u(@)(2)) T (2)
+ [ (s0(%0)(@) = ¥o1(0)(@) v(2))p(a)dTo(2)

_% /F p(@)V - (9(2)v(#))dTo()

- [ [ pee)(,9,66.0) ) - a6
- 9(9) VyG(@,9) - (Vu(9)a())
+ (VyG(2,9) - 1(9))V - (9(9) v(9)) }dTo(&) dTo()
The terms highlighted above:
/FO/FU VVGmy) (y)) A(9)dlo(2)dTo ()

/F/F §) V,G(i,3) - ( 9) )dFO )dTo (i
/F/F )(V, G 9) - 8@V - (9(3) v(9))

= _/ 9(9) Vyvy/ G(Z,9)p(2)dTo (2 9)dLo (g
FO 1—‘0

))dTo(2)dTo (4

; / 90) 9y [ PG D) (w@)ﬁ(m)dro@)

T'o

- / v, ( / p(#)G (&, 5)dTo(2)) - AH)V - (9(5) v(5))dTo ()
To T'o
/g )(VVu(§) u(5)) - 5(§)dTo (5)

0

~ [ 4t v(§)(9) )dTo(9)

0

¢ / Vu(y (9(9) v(5))dTo()

—

o

The shape gradient formula becomes:
¢ [ (@7 - (90) — u(@)(a)) T (2)
# [V (52800~ 10)@) ¥(@) ()03
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