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ASYMPTOTIC MODELLING OF CONDUCTIVE THIN SHEETS

KERSTEN SCHMIDT! AND SEBASTIEN TORDEUX?

Abstract. We derive and analyse models which reduce conducting sheets of a small thickness € in two
dimensions to an interface and approximate their shielding behaviour by conditions on this interface.
For this we consider a model problem with a conductivity scaled reciprocal to the thickness e, which
leads a nontrivial limit solution for € — 0. The functions of the expansion are defined hierarchically,
i.e. order by order. Our analysis shows that for smooth sheets the models are well defined for any order
and have optimal convergence meaning that the H'-modelling error for an expansion with N terms
is bounded by O(eV*!) in the exterior of the sheet and by O(eV'/?) in its interior. We explicitely
specify the models of order zero, one and two. Numerical experiments for sheets with varying curvature
validate the theoretical results.

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. 65N30, 35C20, 35J25, 41A60, 35B40, 78 M30, 78M35.

INTRODUCTION

Many electric devices contain very thin conducting parts either for electromagnetic shielding [13,16], or as
casings, tank walls [9,23] or supply lines [5]. The large aspect ratio of these sheets of about few millimetres or
centimetres to metres or hundreds of micrometres to centimetres and the high conductivity causes variations
in thickness direction in much smaller scales than in the longitudinal directions. Their discretisation by the
finite element method (FEM) is challenging when the thickness ¢ of the thin sheets is considerably smaller than
the size of neighbouring parts for three reasons. First, domains with such thin sheets are difficult to mesh by
most mesh generators. Secondly, a discretisation on meshes with cell sizes of different magnitudes can lead to
ill-conditioned matrices, and thirdly, meshes of good quality may also contain cells around the sheet with sizes
comparable to the sheet thickness which leads to a high number of additional degrees of freedom. By reducing
the thin sheet to an interface and by approximating its effect by conditions on this interface a highly accurate
modelling with standard discretisation schemes like the FEM is possible.

The so called impedance boundary conditions (IBCs), first proposed by Shchukin [27] and Leontovich [19],
are traditionally used for replacing solid conductors, where the domain is artificially confined, by an approximate
boundary condition [1-3,8,11,15,26]. This technique is proved to be accurate for smooth sheets and can be
readily implemented.

However, in the context of thin conducting sheets this technique of Shchukin and Leontovich has been
seldomly applied. Interface conditions for thin sheets are often based on a tensor product ansatz of a set of
simple functions in thickness direction and functions defined on the interface. The simplest approaches assume
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no variation in thickness direction, which leads to a surface quantity [5,22]. Using two functions in thickness
direction Krahenbiihl and Muller [18] derived a relation between the mean value of the tangential component of
the electric or magnetic field on the interfaces of the sheet and the jump of the magnetic or electric field between
the interfaces. This approach for time-harmonic Maxwell’s equations is adopted by various authors [13,17,20]
and is known as impedance boundary condition for thin layers. The functions in thickness direction depending
on the frequency w and the conductivity o take the skin effect into account. In similar IBCs for simulations
in time domain underlying functions are changed dynamically [6,21]. Unfortunately, these interface conditions
are of low order, and even with the use of a larger number of functions in thickness direction [14] this type of
conditions do not achieve higher orders [25].

In this paper we derive a high order approximation technique to deal with thin sheets based on arguments
similar to those that was used to derive IBCs. We attain these approximations in the context of a 2D scalar
model problem with a smooth thin dissipative sheet.

The model problem defined in Section 1 includes the two major effects, the shielding and the skin effect.
We investigate an asymptotics of constant shielding for ¢ — 0 by scaling the conductivity ¢ like 1/e. For
this asymptotics we derive the problems defining together the expansion functions of the solution of arbitrary
order inside and outside the sheet in Section 2. Then, in Section 3 we will rearrange the problems leading
to hierarchical coupled problems defining the expansion functions for each order with the knowledge of the
functions of previous orders only. We will decouple these problems, introduce their variational formulation and
show existence and uniqueness of the internal and external expansion functions in Section 4. Then, in Section 5
we analyse the modelling error and give the models for the first three orders explicitely in Section 6. Finally, we
describe in Section 7 the numerical discretisation of the asymptotic expansion models and the original model by
means of high-order finite elements and show results for the modelling error in various indicators in dependence
of the sheet thickness. These numerical simulations demonstrate the sharpness of the bounds for the modelling
error.

1. PROBLEM DEFINITION

Let © be a domain in R? and €2, be the sub-domain occupied by a sheet of thickness £ > 0 with conductivity

c. The remaining sub-domain Qf , := Q\€ , is non-conducting and we denote the conductivity function ¢(z),
where ¢(z) = ¢ for € QF, and c(z) = 0 otherwise. We call the sub-domain of the thin conducting sheet the
interior and the non-conducting sub-domain the exterior.

Let u® be the solution of the problem

—Auf(z) + c(z)u(z) = f(z) inQ, (1)
u®(z)=g(z) on I,

with the source term f(z) vanishing in Qf, and the Dirichlet data g(z). This model problem borrows the
eddy-current model in 2D and includes the skin and shielding effects. We use a bounded domain 2 and
Dirichlet boundary conditions for sake of simplicity. However, the boundary condition is of no importance in
the derivation of the thin sheet models and can be replaced easily, also by suitable radiation conditions for an
unbounded domain.

We make the following assumptions on the sheet. The mid-line I'y, is given as C'°° continuous and C*° in-
vertible map z,,(¢) from a 1D torus (note that T, is hence closed), identified with a reference interval T' C R.
Furthermore, we assume I'y,, to have a positive distance to the boundary of Q, and, for simplicity, |z}, (t)| = 1,
i.e. t is an arc length parameter. The left normed normal vector and the curvature of the sheet are denoted by
n(t) and k(t), and the normal derivative by 9,, = V - n. Hence, we can define a parametrisation of the sheet

x(t,s) = z,,(t) + sn(t)
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FIGURE 1. (a) Family of geometries for the family of problems for u¢(x). (b) Limit geometry
for e — 0. (c¢) Normalised interior sub-domain.

over the parameter domain Qf =T x [—%, %}, where s € [—%, %} (see Figure 1(a)). Due to the regularity of its

midline T'},, we can assert for the sheet that
Col <1+ sk(t) <C. V(L s)in Q°, (2)

for € small enough with a positive constant Cy;. Finally, we denote the interfaces of the sheet for s = -5 by I'.
and I'® and its union by I'®.

For an asymptotic analysis we embed the problem (1) for a sheet of a particular thickness into a family of
problems with varying thicknesses and a conductivity depending on the respective thickness. There are several
possible scalings of the conductivity with decreasing thickness €, e. g. one can consider ¢ = 2% for different
parameters a.. The choice ¢ = ¢p/e is a borderline case between a perfect shielding (a > 1) and no shielding
(v < 1) and corresponds asymptotically to a constant shielding [25]. Therefore, this choice is of practical
interest.

Hence, we look for the solution u® € H'(Q) satisfying

_Augxt = f in ngh
C,
—Aus, + ?0 uiy =0 in Qf,, RNey >0,
uixt - g on (?Qa (3)
uth(tvi%):uisnt(t7i%) on 1:‘7

Onugy (t, £5) = Opuf, (t, £5) on T,

ext int

where we denote by uf,, the solution restricted to Qf,, and by uf, its restriction to Qf ,. We assume for a
positive constant e, that f € C*°(Q%,), and g € C°(9N) and IQ to be C.

ext
2. DERIVATION OF THE COUPLED PROBLEMS

In this section, we derive two asymptotic expansions of the exact solution, one in each of the exterior and
interior sub-domains. These two expansions are defined by a coupled problem.
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2.1. The exterior and interior asymptotic expansions of the solution

The exterior asymptotic expansion corresponds to the asymptotic expansion of u® restricted to It

ext*
consists in a formal power series

ext ZE ext (5 ) in Qthv (4)

a—»O

in which the terms of the asymptotic expansion are independent of ¢ and defined on Q¥ , = Q\ 'y, (see
Figure 1(c)), the limit of QZ,, for ¢ — 0.

The interior asymptotzc expanszon is an asymptotic expansion of u® restricted to €25 .. In order to introduce

int*

the normalised domain  :=I" x [—3. 1] (see Figure 1(c)), we consider the stretched variable

S =c1s. (5)

The normalised representation of a function v defined in Qf, is denoted by its capital letter V: v(x) = v(t,s) =
V(t,S). The interior asymptotic expansion is postulated to be a formal power series in €

mt ZE mt t S + 0(5 ) in Q’ (6)

e—0

whose terms Uy, are independent of € and defined on Q.

Currently, we do not give a mathematical sense to this expansion, even if the formal computation makes
sense. The expansion of the exact solution by a power series in € emerges as a proper choice, because all the
expansions involve only polynomials in €. This ansatz of a power series in € will be ultimately validated by
Theorem 5.1.

In the remainder of this section we derive a coupled problem defining the functions uf,, and U,

The coupled problem

Find the families of functions (uly,)ien, and (Ui, )ien, such that for all i € Ny

int

—Auge = [ in Qe (7a)
ul = g0y on 092, (7b)
QUL (1, S) = coUit (t, S) — ZAZUIZME (t,S) in Q. (7¢)
4 1 4
U (t.4) = b (0.40) = 37 () 700l (0.0 on T, (ra)
e
AsUl(t, £3) = ; (15) T luiZl(t, +0), on Iy (7e)

where we use the Kronecker symbol, 6;- =1ifi=j and 6;- = 0 if 7 # j, and the differential operators Ay for
¢ € N which are given by

Ag(t,S) = AY(1)S2 + AL(t)S*10g,
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Equations (7a) and (7b) are readily to derive by inserting (4) in (3) and identifying terms of the same order in .
More steps, however, are needed to obtain the leading equation for U/ ,. It relies on the asymptotic expansion

L-1
A = 202+ Z 2N+ eFTPRE forall L> 1 9)

{=1

of the Laplacian expressed in local coordinates [8,25]

e K (t) 1 1
A=+ 1+ sk(t) 9 + 1+ sk(t) % ( (t) 8t>

-1
_ 252 e k(1) 1 1 . B
= St T T Tr s O T esa? with (t,s) = (t,Se), (10)

where for its remainder it holds for any L € N
IRV 2y < Cr UL ogey

Inserting (4) and (9) in (3) leads to equation (7c). The coupling conditions (7d) and (7e) need a specific
treatment that will be detailed in Section 2.2.
Remark. The first terms of the expansion of the Laplacian are required in the sequel

Ay = 92, Ay = k(t)0s, Ay = 02 — K2(t)S0s. (11)

2.2. The Dirichlet and Neumann coupling conditions
In this section we derive the transmission conditions (7d) and (7e). These relations result from the exact
Dirichlet and Neumann transmission conditions on I'y,, written in local coordinates

UG (t, £E) = Uy (t, £2), (12)

ext int

Ouuia(ts5) = LO5UR (1, £4). (13)
Since these conditions are written at s = +¢/2, Taylor expansions of u!_, expressed on I'y, will be used to
obtain conditions on a single interface. They require regularity of u’ , that will be a posteriori validated in
Theorem 4.4, by assuming smoothness of T'y,.

Remark. The interfaces between the thin sheet and the exterior domain consist of two parts (s = +¢/2).
Even if one decides to shift the position of the mid-line Ty, (s = 0), at least one of the interfaces is not fixed
with respect to e. This leads to rather more complicated coupling conditions than for thin coatings [2, 3, 8],
where the interface consists of one part only and can be fixed independently of €.

The Dirichlet transmission condition (7d).

The Taylor expansion of ul_, reads

. € e eNJ 1 . .
z ) — - —AJ, 0 0o
Ut 25) = 3 (£5) O, 20) + 0(e) (14)

=0 . e—0
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Inserting the expansion (4), (6) and (14) into (12), we obtain

O - szt (tv %) U]ilt( )
= Z Ei Z (ii) - as Uext (tv :|:0) - 1nt (t :I: ) + o (EOO)
=0 j=0 2 e—0

=3[0 (+5) om0 - U | + o). (15)

e—0

Identifying terms of same orders leads to the Dirichlet transmission condition (7d).
Remark.The exterior expansion functions u},, may be discontinuous across I'y,

The Neumann transmission condition (7e).

The Taylor expansion of dsul,, reads

Dl (t,£5 =Z( ) — O Nl (1,£0) + 0(e%) | (16)

e—0
Inserting the expansions (4), (6) and (16) into (15), we get

0= Ea ucxt(tvig) - 85 1nt(t :I: )

- i Ei( ) 8J+1 0Xt(t7:|:0) —0s mt(t +3 ) + O(EOO)
=0

Jj=0 e—0
e o] 7—1 1
- <Z ( ) 8J+1 zxtj (t,:l:O) 85 mt(tvi%)>- (17)
J=

Identifying terms of the same order results in the Neumann transmission condition (7e).

3. THE HIERARCHICAL COUPLED PROBLEM

In the last section, we derived a coupled problem (7) that defines the families of exterior and interior
terms (ul,)ien and (Ul )ien. However, these equations do not define the family hierarchically. Indeed, given

int
(Ui ul i<k, (7) written for i = k, and not for all 4 € N, does not uniquely define (UF,, u* ). This is due to

mt’
the fact that there is no condition for the normal derivative dsu¥, (x) on the mid-line I'y,

Deriving a necessary condition for the existence Ufntl leads to a formulation of (7) Wthh permits the com-
putation of (U, ul )i<k step by step.

IRemember, that for second order differential equations two transmission conditions are needed. We have with (7d) a Dirichlet
transmission condition and (7e) defines the normal derivative from the interior. Thus, a condition for the normal derivative from
the exterior of the sheet is missing.



Symbols for the mean and the jump

For the sake of brevity let us introduce the following symbols for the jumps and the mean values of the
expansion functions

[VI(t) =V (t,5) = V(t,—5), {V}({):
[v](t) == v(t,07) —v(t,07), {v}(t):=

and a symbol for either the jump or the mean value of the external expansion function of both sides of the
mid-line T'},

w [v](t) n even
L) = { 2 {v}(t) n odd.

The latter symbol is convenient for terms resulting from the Taylor expansions (14) and (16), in which the sign
changes from term to term and, hence, the difference is the jump and the mean value, in turns.

Additional condition for the normal derivative dsul ., (x)

The missing condition for the normal derivative dsul  (z) is the compatibility condition for (7c) and (7d)
which is necessary for the existence of the internal functions U/t!. Inserting (7c) and (7e) into the following
equality for U,

0_65 mt( %)_aSUiilt(h_%)_ aS mt(t S) S

1
2
we obtain

1

0= (3) T 0~ [

Furthermore, inserting the equality A; = k(t)Jg (see (11)) we can rewrite (18) for ¢ =i+ 1 as

int int

(U“ts ZAgUZEtS)S (18)

=

i

/75(6 ( )85) mt(t S) ds — [8 uext} ( ) = Z < Angl 1nt (t S) ds + ﬁ[alJrl éxté] (t)), (19)

1 _1
2 /=1 2

which is a condition for the normal derivative involving only terms of order i. Adding this condition to (7)
yields a problem which defines the expansion functions hierarchically.
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The hierarchical coupled problem
For i € Ny, find u’y, and U, such that

Ul = f56 in Qext, (20a)
ul = g0y on 012, (20b)
O2UL(t,S) = coUiz (¢, ZAgUfnf t,5) in Q, (20¢)
7 ¢
Ul £3) — (1, £0) = 3 (%) Lol 20) ol (200)
=1
[ 1 -1 1
i 1y _ 4 ¢, it
IsUp(t, £5) ; (iQ) =5 Obul (t, +0) on 'y, (20e)
[ o= (095)Uin(0.5)dS ~ [0.ui] 1) =
2 i 1 ¢
S ([ awtiesas+ (3) Flouid®) ot (200
=1 -2

Remark. 1t can be easily proven that U, (¢, S) is a polynomial of degree 2i in S for i € Ny. Thus, we define
Ul?]t( ) = Ul%t(ta S)
In the next section, we prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution of problem (20).

4. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE HIERARCHICAL COUPLED PROBLEM

4.1. An algorithm to solve the hierarchical coupled problem

In this section we propose an algorithm to define successively the three functions

Ulne (£,5) = Upn (1, 8) = {Ue }(1), - wlse(@)  and  {Tf H0). (21)

as the solutions of the following three problems which can be solved iteratively:
(i) Find Ul (t, S) : © —> C such that

int

93 mt( S) = coUpy ' (t,5) — ZAeUfmg (t,9) in Q,
i -1
1 Y4 z 4 (22&)
85 mt(t :|:2) Z <i§> ([ — ) 85 ext (t :l:O) on Fm,

=1
{ﬁilﬁt}(t) =0 on I'y.




(ii) Find u? (¢, 9) : QY

ext

—— C such that

—Aul = [0} in Q°

ext?

uixt = 956 on 89,

[utxe] () = [Ufnt]()— ; (%)e (04w (t) on T,

(=

Duut] (6) ~ co {ub (1) = / 5

ol (8, S) dS — k(1) [T ] (0 +

< () Liatus e on T,

8£+1 i— é (t)

Uext

NI»—A

(22b)

/7~
ro| =
~—
N|,_.

[N

—/_

Ao UL S) dS> :

=

(iii) Find {U{,} : T'su — C such that

mt} {ucxt} Z ( ) 6ﬁ éxtl]é—’_l(t) on Fm' (22C)

Lemma 4.1. The problem (22) is equivalent to the problem (20).

Proof. We first demonstrate that every solution of (20) is also a solution of (22). The equations (22a) are
a direct consequence of (20c) and (20e) taking into account that {U! }(t) is a constant in S. The equation
(22¢) follows by applying the mean value operator to (20d). The third equation in (22b) follows by applying
the jump operator to (20d). And, the fourth equation of (22b) is obtained, after calculation, by inserting
mt(t S) mt(t S) +{ 1nt}(t) and (22(3) into (20f)
Applying the converse arguments, we can show that every solution of (22) is also solution of (20). O

4.2. Variational framework

The interior solution ul is defined by the system (22b). This section is devoted to the existence, uniqueness
and regularity of the solution of such problems.

Given f € L2(Q), g€ H2(09Q), v € H2(Iy), 6 € H 2 (I'y,), we are looking for solution u € H(QJ,,) of the
problem
~Au=f, inQY,
u=g, ondf,
(23)

[u] =5, on Ty,
[Onu] — co{u} =0, on Tp.
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A classical route to deal with this non-homogeneous problem consists in introducing the harmonic offset function

@€ HY(QY,) satisfying
Aii =0, in Q0.
ﬂ’('v :|:0) = i%’}/()a on Fmv (24)
u=g, on 0f.

Consequently, @ fulfils the jump condition [a](t) = v and has a vanishing mean {a}(t) = 0. Moreover, since
Al =01in Q0 and @ € H'(Q0,), the jump of the normal trace [9,4] belongs to H~2(T'y,).

Multiplying the first equation of (23) by a test function v, integrating over 2 and using the Green formula,
we get the following weak formulation for & = u — @ :

Find @ € H(Q) such that a(a,v) =1(v) Yo € Hy(Q), (25)

with the bilinear form a(-,-) and the linear form [(-) defined by

a(t,v) == /QVz%Vvdg—!—/F co uv dt, (26)

m

I(v) = | fo+ /F ([0n@] — 8) vdt. (27)

Q

Using Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality [7], it is rather easy to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. The system (23), with data f € L*(Q), g € H/*(0),y € H/*(Ty) and § € H=/*(Ty,) admits a
unique solution given that Rcy > 0.

V) they possess a higher regularity given that the mid-
line of the sheet I'y, and the source term f are smooth enough. This confirms the validity of the Taylor
expansions (14) and (16).

Proposition 4.3. For kg € N, f € H*=2(Q0 ), g € H*=/2(09Q), v € H*=/*(T,), 6 € H*=*/*(T"y,) and
[ U Q Cko-continuous, let u(x) € H(Q0

vet) be the solution of (23).

Even if we seek the expansion functions u € H'(Q2

For any positive integer k < ko, there exists a constant Cy, > 0 such that

||u||Hk(QO ) < Ch (HfHH’C*%QO )+ HgHkal/?(aQ) + HVHHkJ/z(rm) + H5|‘Hk73/2(rm)) :

ext ext

Proof. Applying the techniques of Proposition 2.8 in [25] we get the statement of proposition. O

Remark. If the boundary of the domain is not smooth enough, the regularity statement of Proposition 4.3 has
to be restricted to a sub-domain of QY , excluding a neighbourhood of the boundary. A sub-domain of QU ,

exluding the support of the source term f has to be taken, if this term is not smooth.

4.3. Existence and uniqueness of (ul,) and (U,)

Theorem 4.4. The sequences (uly,) and (UL,) exist and are uniquely defined by (22). For any k € Ny and
i € Ny it holds ul € H*(QO

0.), Ui, e H¥(Q), and {Ui.} e H*(Q) and consequentely Ui, € H*(Q) as well.

Proof. The proof is by induction in i. B
For i = 0, the Sturm-Liouville problem (22a) with homogeneous data uniquely defines U2, (t) = 0 (see [28]
for a presentation of Sturm-Liouville problems). The source term and the mid-line of the sheet are C>° by

assumption. Thus, by Proposition 4.3 there exists for any k € N a constant Co » such that [[ude,(¢)]| gx (o ) <
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CO k. Since H(Q

ext

) C L3

ext

) the same holds for k = 0. By (22a) we can assert that Up, o(t) = Uf(t) =
{U2}(t) = {ul }(t) € H* 2(T,) for any k € N. Hence, the statement of the theorem is proven for i = 0.
Assume that the assertion holds for all integer j < i. We divide the rest of the proof in three steps. In (i) we

prove the existence, uniqueness and regularity of Ui, (i), in (ii) those of ul,, and in (iii) the regularity of {U{}.

(i) The function Ulm is defined by the Sturm-Liouville problem (22a). This function exists and is unique
if and only if the source terms satisfy the compatibility? condition (18). This condition is fulfilled since
it is equivalent to (20f) written for i =i — 1 which holds as (ul_', Ui:') is the solution of (22) and by
Lemma 4.1 also of (20). The regularity of Ui, follows from the regularity of (u I )j<i and (U7,)j<i.

(ii) The function uf is defined by (22b). Since (ul);j<i, (UZ,);<; and U}, are regular, the existence,

uniqueness and regularity of ul_, result from Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.3.

(iti) The function {U},} is defined by (22¢). The smoothness of {U}., } follows from the regularity of (ul,);<i.
O

Remark. Although we assume a smooth boundary 092 and a smooth source term f, this assumption is not
needed for the existence and uniqueness of the expansion functions (Theorem 4.4) since the former terms of the
expansion (chc)7<i appear only on the mid-line I'}, and regularity is required for the traces to this mid-line only.

5. ESTIMATES OF THE MODELLING ERROR

To obtain an approximation us" of order N € Ny of the exact solution u® we truncate the expansions of
ug, and U, to the first N + 1 terms

cxt ZE ucxt and U;tN t S ZE 1nt (29)

and use the notation uS, (t,5) := U (t,s/¢). Now, we formulate the main result about the modelling error

in the following Theorem.

Theorem 5.1 (The modelling error in the H'-norm). For any N € Ny, there exists a constant Cy independent
of € such that

€ e N N+1
”ucxt cxt HHI(QQM + \/g ||uint = Uipt, HHl(Qfm) < Cne : (30)
Proof. In order to prove Theorem 5.1 we need to estimate the remainder r=:N+1
e, N+1 __ e,N e, N+1 __ e,N
Text uext Uext and Tint umt Usipg - (31)
e, N+1

In Section 5.1, we identify residuals by inserting r in the model problem (3). Then, these residuals are
bounded in Section 5.2. Finally, we conclude using a stability argument in Section 5.3. O

2This compatibility condition corresponds to a necessary condition for the existence of ﬁiint

1

1
0T (t+3) = 05Tyt —3) = [ 7 02T1(0,9) . (28)

=
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5.1. The problem for the remainder

Contrary to u®, the approximation u*" given in (29) does not exactly fulfil our model problem (3). Indeed,
the exact solution u® has continuous Dirichlet and Neumann data on I'®, whereas the Dirichlet and Neumann
traces of u® have jumps. Moreover, the partial differential equation in the sheet is also not satisfied exactly.

More precisely, the remainder 7V +! solves the following system of equations
—ArsNT =g in O,
N+1 , €0 e N+1 N+1 .
_Arisnt + ?Tisnt = 6isnt m Qignt
€ €
re (hEg) it (hEg) = 955 on T, (32)
€ €
851"2;(]t\f+1(t, :|:§) — 8srfr;£v+1(t, :I:E) = 516\}5\5:1 on I'®,
eVt =0 on 99,
with the internal residual
¢ 3) ¢ (29) al e
N4, N 0 N (3) 0 N 29 i 0),i
b @ = (-8 +2) (u@ - i @) © - (Fa+ D) upl @ -2 (<A + D) uin@), (33)
i=0

the residual of the Dirichlet jump

N
€ € € €.\ (29) il +ri 1 i €
0 = (uhalt ) — bl 5) - (4 05) — 05 (05)) DD (Uit 25) - w5 )
i=0

0 by (3) (33b)

and the residual of the Neumann jump

SR (1) = (Ot (t£5) = Onuii(t£3) ) = (0nuSd (1, £5) — auy (1, £5))

ext ext 2 int 2

0 by (3)

N
/1 , 1 .
<2:9)§ gl (gasUfm(t,i?—6nuzcxt(t,i§)). (33¢)
1=0

5.2. Consistency estimates

In this section, we estimate the residuals 652V, 5%]i+1 and 615\}1\i+1 defined in (33).

int
5.2.1. The internal residual

Proposition 5.2 (Consistency error in the sheet). There exists Cy > 0, independent of €, such that

H5.€.,N+1

e ez, < CneVe

Proof. We write the interior residual given by (33a) in local coordinates, DN (¢, 8) := 62Nt (¢,5), with
s = Se. Inserting the expansion of the Laplace operator (9) we have

N N—i
Doy TN S) = =) & (—5_2 (ag + (aéAg) +eNTHIRY —i+1> Ul (£, ) + %OUfm(t, S)) . (34)
=0

(=1
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With the convention Ulm = 0, we collect the terms of same powers of ¢

Dfni\”rl(t S <Z RN Z+1 mt t S) COUi]Xt(tvs)>
N
+ Z <8S mt(t S) U1lnt1 t S ZAzulznte t S > (35)
i=0
0 by (22a)
Since U, (t,S) is independent of ¢ for all i by Theorem 4.4, we obtain using (9)

N+1
o]

(Z C” 1nt||H2 +COH 1ntHL2 Q)) S ONEN?l' (36)

L2
Considering the curved geometry, see (2), we can write the integral in the original coordinates

<Oy N
L2(9)

int int

105N 2 ) < C // (054 (1,9))? dsdt = Oz | N“]
2

The proof is complete. O

5.2.2. A preliminary result on the Taylor expansion remainder

In Sections 5.2.3 and 5.2.3, the estimates of the Dirichlet and the Neumann jump residuals will require the
following proposition. We give the proof of this classical result for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 5.3 (Estimate of the remainder of the Taylor expansion). Let L € N.
€ € _
HCL >0 Ve>0 Yue HL([—§; 5] \ {0}) ’réi(u)’ < CL EL /2 |u|HL([O,i§]) (37)

with vk, (u) and vl (u) the two reals defined by

L—

vl (u) = ( ) ©)(+0). (38)

—

~

Proof. We use the well-known expression of the remainder term of Taylor polynomials

+ &

’ (:I:g - S)L71 olu(s)ds

e (u)] = ﬁ

Bounding ’:I:% — s’L_l by its maximal value (%)L_l and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

/i% (:l:% - S)L71 olu(s)ds
0

The composition of the estimates completes the proof. O

1
9 2

L-% eNL—
< (5) |0: u||L2([o,i§]) = (5) |“|HL ([0,£3])-
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5.2.3. The Dirichlet jump residual

The functions (5%’{1“@) for the Dirichlet jumps are defined on I'S. or I'? , respectively. However, we can

regard them as functions on the mid-line I'y,,. In the following proposition we bound the L?-norm of the error of
the Dirichlet jumps evaluated on the mid-line. In Proposition 5.5, we will then define and estimate an extension
function of the Dirichlet jump into the sheet.

Proposition 5.4 (Estimate of the Dirichlet jump residual).  There exists a constant Cn > 0, independent
of €, such that for j =0,1

10705 L2,y < CneN T2, (39)

Proof. The Dirichlet jump residual is given by (33b). Replacing uf(t,£5) by its Taylor expansion, see Propo-
sition 5.3, we get

N i j
N i 1 1 ! 7 i i
E +1 ZE < 1nt ) - Z :l:§ _ag cxtj t :l:o ZE r?’i +1 cxt)(t)' (40)
i=0 Jj=0
Due to (20d), this simplifies to
S () ZEZ LT () (D). (41)

Applying (37), we get the estimate with C'y a generic constant depending on N

N
| 55 N+1 | < Z ( N—z+1/2 ||aiv_l+lu7éxt||L2([O,ﬂ:%])) < Cy 5N+1/2 Z Haév_z'i_luzcxtHL([O,i%])' (42)

i=0
Thus, we can bound the L?(T',,)-norm of 55 NH by a triangular inequality
JN+1 1 . .
”58 iN( Nz, < Cn gt Z A l+luéxt”L2(Fm><[0,:l:%])'
i=0

Considering the curvature, C,;! <1+ sx(t) by (2), and since T'n, x (0, ££] C Q2 we can write

:tE
108 b armiocgy < O [ [ O o 10200+ () dlt < Culu v,

Thus, we obtain [0 =" ul L2, xj0,22)) < lubsllgv+iqo ). Tt follows that

N
N+1 N+1 ' N+Ly i
1654 ®llL2(r,) < One "2 Z [uexel rv—is1(00 ) < ONe™ T2 [Jugel pver(ao -

i=0

By inserting the regularity bound for the expansion functions u’,, (see Theorem 4.4) we obtain

N+1
1055 (B)l|z2(r,) < Cno ™7,
which is our claim for 7 = 0. With similar arguments we find

N 1 , L
10:65 5 Ol 2y < COn VT2 (10ulell mrna,) < On eN2 [ulellFiviagao ) < Cn eVF

This completes the proof. O
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Proposition 5.5 (An extension function of the Dirichlet jump residual). There exists an extension 5%N+1(t, )
of 6;{i+1(t) defined in (33b) into Q.. with

€
0.3 (145) =0, and 3Cx > 0= >0+ 05V o) < Cwe®.
Proof. Let us define the piecewise linear, continuous function (see Figure 2)

0 D2 <5 < —gf4,
1 2
Xe(s) == 5 5. —efa<s< ¢/a,
€

fa<s<  gfa
for which it holds

)

wlo

/ x§<s>ds—/i °

[l

o
el

£
4

NSl

FIGURE 2. The extension function x.(s).
Using this extension function y.(s) we define an extension of the error in the Dirichlet jumps

05" Tt 8) = Xe(8) S5y T (1) + (1= xe(9)) 657 (8)
Applying the triangle estimate we can assert that

H‘%NH(L S)HHl(Qfm) < [Ix(s) 6%f\-[|-+1(t)HH1(Qfm) + (1= xe(s)) 6%1\1+1(t)HH1(Q‘
Due to (2), it holds for any u € H(

. (46)
Q)

int

5/2

H“Hip(szfm) :/ / <(U(t,s))2+ (M

1+ sn(t)) + (Osuft, 5))2> (14 sk(t))dsdt

((u( , ))2 + (Bpult, s))2 + (9sult, s))2) dsdt < C Huuil(rmx[fs/z,s/z})'
Im —¢/2

Consequently, it is sufficient to estimate the functions in H'(Ty, x [—£/2,/2])

H‘%NHHHl(Qfm) < C(HXE(S) 5%]YF+1(t)||H1(I‘m><[—5/2,5/2]) + (1 = xe(5)) 5%]\1+1(t)HHl(FmX[—a/2,a/2]))'
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Due to the tensorial nature of the two terms on the right hand side, we can roughly bound

’ aN+1H )
HY([—¢/2,2/2])

Inserting the estimates (39) and (45) we finally obtain (43). O

135 s sy < O (el 1855 s ey 10 = X

5.2.4. The Neumann jump residual

Proposition 5.6 (Estimate of the Neumann jump residual). There exists a constant Cy > 0, independent
of €, such that

||518\}fi+1 I p2rey < Cy eV 772

Proof. The error in the Neumann jump is given by

, (33¢) 1 €
5?\7,]1-’_1 Z ( mt t + ) 0 uext(t7i§)>

i—1 j
L1 > 1y’ i Z Qg i
E El ' (85 mt( ) (:l:§> .7 8J+1 CXtJ t io) Elré\[i CXt)(t)

J=0

0 by (7e)

= - Zfzrivil et (1),

where we inserted the Taylor polynomlal of Osul (¢, +5) with their remainder terms in the second step. Note,

that rZ (dsuly,)(t) depends on t € [ since dsul,, is a function of t. The terms in the first sum cancel due
to the approximation of the Neumann continuity in (7e). Now, we use (37) to estimate the remainders of the
truncated Taylor expansion:

N

(37)
- |6a N+1( )| < Z (CN— EN i+1/2 HaN i+2 extHLQ(O:I:2]))
i=0
N
< Cn VTN TN TRl 20,4 5)-
i=0
The proof of the bound in the L2-norms is then similar to the one of Proposition 5.5. O
5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.1
Let foxt 1= TethVJrl Pint 1= rfnévﬂ -5 NHL with 6%N+1 the extension function of 6%&“ of Proposition 5.5.

Then, the function 7 is continuous over the 1nterfaces I'® of the sheet and inherits the7vanishing trace on the
boundary from r&N+1. Tt lies consequently in HJ ().

Multiplying (32) with a test function v € H}(Q) and integrating by parts in Q, and in Qf, we get the
variational formulation: Seek # € H}(Q), such that

/ V72oxt : chxt d£ + / (Vfint : v'Uint + CE_O":intvint) d£ = / _516\}{\J[r+1v dt + / 5?\},]\£+1’U de

ext int

int

" (VaENJrl.v Vi + _55 N41 mt) dx—i—/ 5Ny dg (47)
QE

int int
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For Rcy > 0, the left hand side defines a H{(Q2)-elliptic continuous bilinear form. By the estimates of the
Propositions 5.2, 5.5 and 5.6 the right hand side defines a H!(f2)-continuous linear form. The Lax-Milgram
lemma [24] ensures stability. Inserting the results of the Propositions 5.2, 5.5 and 5.6 yields

7= N oy < Pl ) + 165N 1 a ae

int

~ C, _1
<O+ D) 15" gy + 30 1055 lanargy + 165 laaiog,) ) < OV, (@9
—_—————

o={+—} 1 1
O(e™) O(eN2) O(eN2)

with C' > 0 a constant independent of . Moreover, by definition (31)

pEN+L _ N1 N+ | N42, N+2 | e N+3, (49)
Using the fact that for every integer i, [[u’|| g1 (0z,) = O(1) and |[u’||g1(qs,) = O(e~'/?), inserting (48) into
(49) and applying the triangle inequality we conclude that

e, N+1
ext

e,N+3
ext

+

+€N+2||UN+2 r

ext || H! (ngt)

HHWQ;QfSEN+1Hug£JHHWQ&J

o
CreNt! 4 CoeVH2 4 0N HY2 < Nt

e+t H“iJXtJrlHHl(Q.E

int

IN

e, N+1
int

e,N+3
int

IN

r r

)‘+EN+2Huﬁ:1HHWQ;Q+w

HHl(Qfm) HHl(Qfm)

CLeNTYV2 4 CueNH2 4 O3V T2 < CeNH/2,

IN

6. THE THREE FIRST ORDERS

In Section 4, the external function u’,, and the internal function Uy, were defined by a coupled problem, see
(22). We could use a finite element method for the approximation on two meshes — a first one for QY and a
second one for €. Since this formulation is not common, we propose an equivalent definition of the internal and
external functions by uncoupled problems, whose solutions will be much easier to approximate numerically.
More precisely, we elaborate a procedure that allows to compute the exterior functions of order 0, 1, and 2,
with no need of the interior functions. This factorisation leads to three problems defining u? ., ul , and u2,
involving only exterior fields of lower order, see (56), (62) and (64). The details for the second order will not

be given.

6.1. Preliminary results: replacing higher normal derivatives on the mid-line

The asymptotic expansion models (22) involve derivatives of high order with respect to the normal direction.
Because it is from a practical point of view easier to handle tangential derivatives than normal derivatives of
the same order we intend to replace these higher normal derivatives. Due to the absence of a source term f in

Qf , for all € smaller than eg, i.e.

—Au!

ext

(t.s) =0, se[-55], (50)

it is possible to replace the normal derivatives by derivatives in t.
Taking the two limits of the expression (10) of the Laplace operator for s — £0 we obtain

A = 02 + k()0 + 0?
and inserting the above expression into (50) yields

D2ul  (t,£0) = —k(t) Opul, (t, £0) — OFu’ , (t, £0). (51)

n ext ext ext
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Applying the normal derivative 95 to (10) we get the expression

9 A K2(t) E(t) 9 k(1) k(1)
0=0:8 =0~ ey ® * Trsn@ ™~ Txsr@)P (1 + k(1) 8t>
K(t) O K(t)
T sn (D) ( T s T TS sn ()8‘%) '
Taking the two limits for s — 4+0 we have
(92 cxt(t7 :l:O) = ( )6727, éxt(t7 :|:O) + (Hz(t) - atZ) a cxt(t :l:O) + (2[%(15)(9,52 + Kl(t)at) cxt(t :|:O)
(262 (t) — 02) Dl (1, £0) + (35(1)0F + ' (1)r) iy (£, 0). (52)

Such expressions hold also for the jump and for the mean value of higher order derivatives

[8727. cxt} ( ) } —Ii(t){ [8 ucxt} ( ) } 82{ [uéxt} (t) (53)

{62 ext} {anuext} {uext}
[8731 éxt} (t) . 2 [3 chc} (t) . 2 K ( [Uéxt} (t)
{ 3 cxt} } - (2 ( ) (9 ) { {6 ucxt} } + (3 (t)at { {ucxt} (54)

6.2. Order 0

First, we express the internal function U?, as expression of ul,. Then, inserting this expression into (22b)

leads to an uncoupled problem for u?,,.

ext*

6.2.1. Internal function

The internal function is given as the sum of the mean value {U2,}(¢) and of the function Uglt(t, S), which
are defined in (22a) and (22c), respectively. By evaluating these equations we find
85 mt( S) =0
1
OsU(t,5) =00 = Upe(t, ) =0 and  {UR}(8) = {ue }(0)-
{Une} (1) =
Consequently, the internal function is given by
mt(t S) 1nt( ) - {ugxt}(t) (55)

6.2.2. External function
Inserting ﬁi?]t = 0 into (22b) yields the completely uncoupled problem for the external function uf,,

(56)
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Note that ul,, is uniquely defined by Lemma 4.2. As ul,, has no jump over I'y, we denote u2 (t) := u2 (¢, £0) =
{ul }(t). Thus, we can write the last equation of (56) as

[8 uext} ( ) CO ugxt (t) = 0 on Fm' (57)

6.3. Order 1

In the same way as for order 0 we express U1 . in terms of vl and ul, and derive the uncoupled problem
defining ul ;. Then, we replace a second normal derivative by a second tangential and a simple normal derivative.

The resulting model for ul,, depends only on the external function of order 0.

6.3.1. Internal function

The internal function U,

which are defined in (22a) and (22c), respectively. For ¢ = 1, the problem (22a) takes the form

(t,S) is given as the sum of the mean value {U, }(¢) and the function UL,

(t,5),

85 mt( S) = coU; 1nt (t) ( )85 mt( ) Cou(cht (t)
————
65 mt( ) a uext (t7 :|:O) 0 (58)

{Une} (1) =
Consequently, we can assert that

mt(t S) 20 gxt(t) (S2 - %) + {85u(c)xt}(t) S (59)

From (22c) the mean value of the internal function is given by

(UL (1) = {ub 3 (0) + 300 () 2 {ul 3 (1) + ext(t) (60)

and we can re-compose the internal function to

mt(t S) 2 cxt( ) (52 ) + {65u8xt}(t) S + {uixt}(t) (61)

6.3.2. External function
Inserting (59) into (22b) we obtain a vanishing Dirichlet jump

[ub) (8) = [The] () = {00 }(0) = {05l }() = {Ouud J(t) =

and for the Neumann jump

% C
[Osuese] (8) = o {uexc }(1) = / Ohe(t.8)ds —x(t) [T 0 +z° CXEMI0)
-3
{05ul, Xt) by (59) 0l (t) by (57)

C2
— 15 ul. (t) by (59)

{03 — [P US(1,S) —K2(1)S DsUL(t, S) dS.
—_—— N

3
ud. (t) by (55) 0 by (55)
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I'n Qs

int

(L

(a) (b) ()

FIGURE 3. (a) Geometrical setting with elliptic mid-line (dashed line) with the semi-major
axis @ and semi-minor axis b. The boundary is a circle of radius R (R = 2, a = v/0.4, b = 0.4).
(b) Mesh M for the finite element solution of the asymptotic expansion models. The mid-line
I is labelled. (c) Associate mesh M* for the finite element solution of the exact model with
the cells in the sheet, here of thickness e = 1/16.

Applying (53) we can replace the mean value of the second normal derivative by

{6§u8xt}(t) = _K(t) {aSugxt}(t) - 8152 {ugxt}(t)

Summarising, we have, after mutual cancellation of most of the terms,

[Octtbia] (6) = o {uba }(0) = 2l (t) = () {Deud }(O) + s (8

1
2
¢
=+ H(t) {8Sugxt}(t) =+ 8252 {ugxt}(t) - 8252 {ugxt}(t) = Eougxt (t)
Hence, ul,, is uniquely defined, see Lemma 4.2, as solution of
_Auclzxt(g) =0, in ngtv
ul (z) =0, on 09,
[texe] (B) = 0, on T, (62)
2
c
[asuixt] (t) - CO {uixt}(t) = Eougxt (t)7 on Fm'
As ul(z) has no jump over I'y, we denote uly(t) := uly(t,£0) = {uly }(t). Thus, we can write the last
equation of (62) as
1 1 4 o
[aSucxt] (t) — Co Uext (t) = 7 Uext (t) on Fm' (63)
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6.4. Order 2
6.4.1. External function

In the same way, one can obtain that the second order term u2,, is uniquely defined by (see Lemma 4.2)

Auzxt(z) = 0 iIl ngm
1 1

2] () = = (0l (£.0) — D (9,00} () on T

c? 1
[aﬂugxt] (t) — Co {ngt} (t) = Eouéxt(t) + 2_54)'%(0 {aﬂugxt} (t) (64)

AN

+ co (Twco ~ 15 Ugy (£,0) on I'yy,

u? (z) =0 on 012,

whose Dirichlet and Neumann traces are both discontinuous over the mid-line of the sheet in general. The

transmission conditions depend on the solutions of order 0 and 1 and include even a second tangential derivative

of ud . Once again no boundary data or source term is involved.

6.4.2. Internal function

The internal expansion function of order 2 is the fourth order polynomial

c2 3\? ¢ 3 c 3
U2 (0.5) = §ulalt) (874 3) + 5 (0ala) (5° - 35) - Lrtontiato) (52 + 35) (65)

€ 1

+ 2 uext(t) <S2 + i) - % (H(t) {asugxt}(t) + 6t2ugxt(t)) S2 + {asuéxt}(t) S + {ngt}(t),

which involves the curvature of the sheet and a second tangential derivative of the external function of order 0.

(b) e =1/16

FIGURE 4. High order Finite element approximation of the solution u® of the exact model for
two values of € for Dirichlet data g = 1, source term f = 0 and relative conductivity ¢, = 1.
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(b) Order 1

FIGURE 5. Numerical approximation of the asymptotic expansion coefficient ul (x) for the
geometry with an ellipsoidal thin sheet (¢ = /0.4, b = 0.4), ¢o = 1, g = 1, and f = 0,
computed by high order finite elements.

7. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, we numerically investigate the rate of convergence of the approximate asymptotic models with
the numerical C++ library Concepts [10,12] . We consider a domain with an ellipsoidal sheet as an example
for varying curvature (see Figure 3(a)).

We discretise both, the exact model and the asymptotic expansion models, by means of high-order finite ele-
ments. The smooth shape is taken into account by curved elements of high-order so that the discretisation error
does not dominate the modelling error. The meshes for the exact model are denoted by M® (see Figure 3(b))
whereas M denotes the mesh for asymptotic expansion models (see Figure 3(c)). For the computation of the
modelling errors in the L2-norm and the H'-seminorm we represent the asymptotic expansion functions u(x)
and U'(t, S) after their computation on the meshes M¢.

10° 10 T
—— Ords
—A— Order 1
1072 —&— Order 2
10 s
10°
4
- ~ 0l
Fp }
g0 g
ES R
T L o’
= =
| " |
w10 ERRTid
107k
107
g 1
10°F
10 -9
10 ‘ ‘ 10 ‘ ‘ ‘
107 107 107 107 107 107
£ £
(a) In the sheet Qf .. (b) In the exterior sub-domain QF, .

FIGURE 6. The modelling error in the H*-seminorm for ellipsoid sheets of varying thicknesses &
and a constant relative conductivity ¢, = 1, computed by high-order FEM.
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T
—— Order 0
—&— Order 1
—&— Order 2

—&— Order 2

fue)

2o
= 2o,

[Jus —u
3>

[Jus — u®

(a) In the sheet QF .. (b) In the exterior sub-domain QF.

FIGURE 7. The modelling error in the L?-norm for ellipsoid sheets of varying thicknesses ¢ and
a constant relative conductivity ¢, = 1, computed by high-order FEM.

The numerical simulations are performed with Dirichlet boundary data g = 1, a vanishing source term f =0
and a relative conductivity ¢, = 1. We use linear trunk spaces with a uniform polynomial degree p = 15 and
at least 172 GauB-Jacobi-quadrature points per cell to highly resolve the solution of the exact (3380 degrees
of freedom) and the asymptotic model (2738 degrees of freedom). For the exact model these high polynomial
degrees are also applied in the cells inside the sheet.

The solutions u®(z) of the exact model are shown in Figure 4 for two values of . The area, which is enclosed
by the sheet, is apparently shielded. The according expansion functions ul, (), ul, (z) and u2,(z) are shown
in Figure 5.

In Figure 6 the modelling error in the H'-seminorm evaluated first inside the sheet and secondly in the
exterior is shown, both in dependence of €. The convergence rate is 0.5, 1.5 and 2.5 in the sheet and 1, 2 and
3 in the exterior area for the asymptotic expansion models of order 0, 1 or 2, respectively. This validates the
sharpness of the a-priori estimates of Lemma 5.1. The corresponding L2-errors are shown in Figure 7. We
observe rates of convergence in the thin sheet of 1.5, 2.5 and 3.5 and of 1, 2 and 3 in the exterior for the three
models. The improved rates inside the sheet in comparison to the H'-seminorm results due to the different

scaling with changing thickness €.

CONCLUSION

In the context of eddy current modelling, we derived the asymptotic expansion at any order of the solution
of a model problem with a dissipative thin sheet, see (3). For the three first orders, we obtained formulations,
see Section 6, that are easy to implement, do not require to mesh the sheet and do not lead to ill-conditioned
matrices. This asymtptotic expansion is not only formal but justified by error estimates. The theoretical results
have been validated through numerical simulations which also demonstrate the numerical feasibility.

Like it was achieved for IBCs, this approach can be generalised to 3D (where one has to take care of the
geometry of the sheet) and to other systems of equation including non exclusively the Helmholtz equation, the
Maxwell equations, or the wave equation in time domain (for IBCs see respectively [3], [15] and [4] for example).
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