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D. Bennequin* M. J. Gander' L. Halpern®
November 5, 2006

Abstract

We present and study a homographic best approximation problem, which arises in the analysis of
waveform relaxation algorithms with optimized transmission conditions. Its solution characterizes in
each class of transmission conditions the one with the best performance of the associated waveform
relaxation algorithm. We present the particular class of first order transmission conditions in detail
and show that the new waveform relaxation algorithms are well posed and converge much faster than
the classical one: the number of iterations to reach a certain accuracy can be orders of magnitudes
smaller. We illustrate our analysis with numerical experiments.

Classification Codes 65M12, 65M55, 30E10.

Keywords Schwarz Method. Domain Decomposition. Best Approximation.

1 Introduction

Over the last decade, a new domain decomposition method for evolution problems has been developed,
the so called Schwarz waveform relaxation method, see [7, 15, 17, 16, 18] for linear problems, and [8, 14]
for nonlinear ones. The new method is well suited for solving evolution problems in parallel in space-
time, and it permits not only local adaptation in space, but also in time. A significant drawback of
this new method is its slow convergence on long time intervals. This problem can however be remedied
by more effective transmission conditions, see [12, 6, 13, 9, 10, 22]. These transmission conditions are
of differential type in both time and space, and depend on coefficients which are determined by opti-
mization of the convergence factor. The associated best approximation problem has been studied for the
optimized Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithm with Robin transmission conditions applied to the one-
dimensional advection-diffusion equation in [11]. In higher dimensions, and for higher order transmission
conditions, only numerical procedures have been used so far to solve the associated best approximation
problem, see [22, 6]. We study here this best approximation problem in a more general setting: we search
for a given function f : C — C the polynomial s*(z) of degree less than or equal to n, which minimizes
over all s of degree less than or equal to n the quantity

sup ()76 @) (1.1)

where K is a compact set in C, and [ is a non-negative real parameter.
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a compact interval and a class of functions defined on the same interval, find an element in the class which
realizes the distance of the function to the class. If the class is the linear space of polynomials of degree
less than or equal to n, and the distance is measured in the L° norm, then the approximation problem is
called a Chebyshev best approximation problem. This problem was studied in depth by Chebyshev and
De la Vallée Poussin [23]. Its solution is characterized by an equioscillation property, and can be computed
using the Remes algorithm [25, 24]. Later extensions concern rational approximations [5], and functions
of a complex variable [28]. In the latter problem, Rivlin and Shapiro obtained equioscillation properties,
from which they deduced uniqueness. In all cases existence is a matter of compactness. Problem (1.1)
generalizes the complex best approximation problem by polynomials in two directions: first the difference
f — s is replaced by a homographic function in f and s, and second there is an exponential weight which
involves the function f itself.

Our paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we study the best approximation problem (1.1) and
characterize its solutions. In Section 3, we present our model problem, an advection reaction diffusion
equation, and introduce waveform relaxation algorithms for its space-time parallel solution. In Section 4,
we use the results obtained for the homographic best approximation problem in Section 2 to optimize a
particular class of Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithms for our model problem in one dimension, and
then generalize the results to arbitrary spatial dimensions. We then show in Section 5 that the optimized
algorithms from Section 4 are well posed and convergent in appropriate Sobolev spaces. Section 6 contains
numerical results for the classical and optimized Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithms, which show how
drastically the convergence behavior is improved in the optimized variants. We present our conclusions
in Section 7.

2 A General Best Approximation Result

Let K be a closed set in C, containing at least n + 2 points. Let f : K — C be a continuous function,
such that for every z in K, Rf(z) > 0. We denote by P,, the complex vector space of polynomials of
degree less than or equal to n. We define

. s(z) — f(2)
5n(l) = inf sup | =2 UG 2.1
=1 s o776 21)
and search for s} in P, such that
sn(2) = f(2) _ipe)
sup | —————~=e TV =§,(). 2.2
i AFIOENIE " 22

2.1 Analysis of the Case | =0 and K compact

We denote for simplicity by d,, the number 6,,(0). Our analysis of (2.2) has three major steps: we first
prove existence of a solution, then show that the solution must satisfy an equioscillation property, and
finally, using the equioscillation property, we prove uniqueness of the solution. We define for any z¢ in
C* = C\ 0 and strictly positive ¢ the sets

zZ— 20

C(z0,0) ={z €C, P

=6}, D(z0,0) = {2z €C, < 8}, D(20,6) = C(20,6) UD(20,6). (2.3)

zZ— 20
z 0

The following geometrical lemma is straightforward, see [1]:

Lemma 2.1 For any § different from 0 and 1, for any zo in C* = C\ 0, the set C(z0,9) in (2.3) is a
circle with center at %zo and radius %LZOL If § < 1, the set D(zp,0) is the interior of the circle,
and the exterior otherwise. The set C(zo,1) is a line orthogonal to the line (0, zo).
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Figure 1: Illustration of the geometric Lemma 2.1: definition of D(zq,d) in grey.

Theorem 2.1 (Existence) For every n > 0, the number &, is strictly smaller than 1, and there exists
at least one solution to problem (2.2) for 1 =0.

m 1+fH Now for any z in K, %f(z) > 0, and therefore }HJ;E g < 1.
Since K is a compact set, we have 5n < 1. To prove existence, we take a minimizing sequence (s,’i) pen 1
P,,, such that

There exists a kg such that, for k > kg, we have

,“er < C <1 with C = (1+ 0,)/2, and therefore

by Lemma 2.1, %(z) lies inside the disk D(1,C), C < 1, for all z in K. Hence s* is a bounded sequence
in the finite dimensional space P,, and thus there exists a subsequence which converges to some s} in
P,,, which attains the infimum. [ |
We now investigate the equioscillation property of the solutions to (2.2). To do so, we need two further
lemmas.

+1, such that wj is in K for every j, let Uw

Lemma 2.2 For a given vector w = (w1,...,Wn), m<n
i)+ f (wz);zéOforallZ—l,Q,.. m. If w; # w; for

be the open set in P, of polynomials s such that s(w
i # j, the mapping

Aw :Uw — C", s = (%)1<z<m

is a submersion: for any s in Uy, the deriative Ay (s) is onto. Furthermore, its derivative is continuous
with respect to s and w.

Proof The derivative of the mapping Aqp is given by

' ey g o [ 23(wi) fwi) 5
Aw(S) <(5(wz) + f(wi))2>1<i<m o TEEP

Now for any z in C™, there exists a unique polynomial § in P,,_1, namely the Lagrange interpolation
polynomial, such that
(s(wi) + f(wi))?

Zis
2f (wy)
and since m —1 < n, §is in P, and Aj,(s)-§ = z. The continuity of A}, with respect to s and w follows
directly from (2.4). |

(2.4)

Vi, 1 <i<m, §(w;) =

Lemma 2.3 Let s’ be a solution of (2.2) for | =0. Let z = (z1,...,2m) be a vector of m distinct points
in K, m<n+1. We have:



2. let s be such that A% (s) s = —Az(sk). Then for any e, 0 < € < 1, there exist positive (€1, ..., €mn),
and tg € (0,1), such that for any t € [eto,to] and for any z in K with |z — z;| < €; for some i,

S:L(Z)+t8(2) —f(Z) (1 _€t0)5
sy(z) +ts(z) + f(2)| — 2
Proof

1. sy is in Uz since otherwise d,, would be infinite.

2. There exist strictly positive numbers ¢{,€},... €., such that, for any ¢ in [0,¢], and any w =
(wi,ws, ..., wy) with w; € K and |w; — zj| < ¢; for all j, s} +ts is in Uy. We now define
filt,w) = (Aw(s} +ts)):, and we apply to f; the first order Taylor-Lagrange formula in the first
variable, about ¢ = 0. There exists 7; in (0,¢) such that

fi(t,w) = fi(0,w) + 101 fi(7i, w),
and by adding and subtracting t9; f;(0, 2), we obtain
filt,w) = fi(0,w) +t0 fi(0, 2) + (01 fi(7i, w) — 01 fi(0, 2)).

Using now that s satisfies the equation A% (s )s = —Az(s’), which reads componentwise 91 f;(0, z)
—1i(0, 2), we get

filt,w) = fi(0,w) —tfi(0,2) + (01 fi(7i, w) — 01 £i(0, 2))
= (1—=t)fi(0,w) +t(fi(0,w) — fi(0, 2)) + t(01 fi(7i, w) — 01 fi(0, 2)).

Since the functions f; and 0y f; are continuous in a neighbourhood of (0, z), we obtain

filt,w) = (1 =) fi(0,w) + tn;(w,w — z),

with some function 7;(w,w — z) continuous in w, which tends to zero with w — z. Thus, for any
positive €, there exist positive €1,..., €y, and 0 < ¢y < 1, such that for any ¢ in [0, 9] and any
w = (w1, ..., Wwy,) with |w; — 2| < ¢ for all i,

salw) ts(ws) — fw)| _ o
o () T ts(@) T flwg | = LD+ dng = (=t +e)on.

Thus for ¢ in [etg, to] the result follows.

Theorem 2.2 (Equioscillation) With the same assumptions as in Theorem 2.1, if the polynomial s?,,

n > 0 is a solution of (2.2) for 1 = 0, then there exist at least n + 2 points z1,- -+ , znto in K such that
S5 (2 )+f( S5, +f
Proof Let z1,---, 2z, be all distinct points of equioscillation, i.e satisfying (2.5). We know that m > 1,

since we maximize over a compact set. Now suppose that m < n 4+ 1 to reach a contradiction. First,
we have f(z;) # 0, since otherwise d,, = 1, which contradicts the result d,, < 1 from Theorem 2.1. We
now use Lemma 2.3: we denote by D; the disc with center z; and radius €; defined in the lemma. By
compactness, we have

sulz) — J(2)

sp.(2) + f(2)

Then there exists a neighbourhood U of s}, such that for any s in U

s(z) = f(2)
s(z) + f(2)

sup < .

ze€K—(UD;)NK

sup < On,

z€K—(UD;)NK



s(z) - f(&)] _ s(2) = f(2)
s(2) + f(2) s(2) + f(2) |

For sufficiently small €, by Lemma 2.3 there exists ¢t € [eto, to] such that s} + ¢s is in U, and we have

sup
zeEK

sup
ze(UD; ) NK

sk —l—ts—f
s¥ —|—ts—|—f

which is a contradiction, since we found a polynomial s} + ts which is a better approximation than s},
to f. |

Theorem 2.3 (Uniqueness) With the same assumptions as in Theorem 2.1, the solution s} of (2.2)
for 1 =0 is unique for all n > 0.

Proof We first show that the set of best approximations is convex: let s} and s} be two polynomials
of best approximation, 6 a real number between 0 and 1, and let s = s} + (1 — 6)5:. Then for any

z in K, ST"(z) and 57"(2) are contained in D(1,6,), which is a disc since §,, < 1, and hence convex.

Thus for any z in K, %(z) is also in D(1,6,), which means that H H < 6. Since 0y, is the infimum

s+f
over all polynomials of degree n, we must have || ey || = J, and s is therefore also a polynomial of
best approximation. Therefore the set of best approximations is convex. Now we choose n + 2 points
Z1,...,2pt2 among the points of equioscillation of s. By deﬁnition %(zj) is on the boundary C(1,4,,)

for all j =1,2,...,n+ 2. But at the same time, Sf (z;) and 2 ( z;) are in D(1,4,). The set D(1,4,) is
however strictly convex, and thus a barycenter of two points can only be on the boundary, if the points
coincide,

G G . C)

=) fz) flz) T
The difference s}, — 8} therefore has at least n + 2 roots, and since the polynomials are of degree at most
n, they must coincide. |

.,n+ 2.

We next study local best approximations. We define a map on P,, by

- |54
s+ f

’IL)

and we search for local minima of h.

Theorem 2.4 (Local Minima) Let s* be a strict local minimum for h. Then s* is the global minimum
of h on P,,.

Proof We introduce a family of closed subsets of P,, for any § > 0 by
Ds = {s € P,,, h(s) < 6}.
These sets fulfills several properties:

(i) For any § < 1, 255 is a convex set. To see this, let s and § be in D, and @ in [0, 1]. For any z in
K, %(z) and %(z) are in D(1,6) which is convex by Lemma 2.1. Hence 0%(2’) +(1- 0)%(2’) is in

D(1,4), which implies that 6% 4 (1 — 9)% is in Dj.

(i4) The map & — Dy is increasing, as one can infer directly from its definition.

We now conclude the proof of the theorem: let (8*, 0*) be a strict local minimum for h, and (s**,0**)
be another local minimum, with 6* > ¢**, and s* # s**. Then there exists a convex neighbourhood U
of s*, such that for any s in U different from s*, h(s) > 6*. Since s** € Dyer C 'D(;* by the convexity of
Ds-, we have [s*,s™] C Ds-. For € small enough, we thus have s, = s* 4+ e(s** — s*) in Ds- and at the
same time in U. This implies that h(s.) < §* and at the same time h(s.) > §*, which is a contradiction. H



We now consider the best approximation problem (2.2) with a parameter [ > 0.

Theorem 2.5 (Existence) Let K be a closed set in C, containing at least n+ 2 points. Let f : K — C
be a continuous function such that for every z in K, Rf(z) > 0 and

Rf(z) — 400 as z — o0 in K. (2.6)
Then 6,(1) < 1 for alln >0, and for I small enough, there exists a polynomial s, solution to (2.2).

Proof By a standard compactness argument, property (2. 6) implies that there exists a > 0, such that

for all z € K, we have Rf(z) > a > 0. Now, }Jr}cgzg —E)| < |1+f(z)|e*lo‘7 and since Rf(z) > 0, we

have } 1 +§(2 | < 1. Furthermore 1 € P,, for all n > 0, which implies that
1-f
on(l) < H e_lfH <e Tl <,
0= 1+ f 0o

which proves the first part of the theorem.
For the second part, let (s¥)ren be a minimizing sequence. Then for all €, there exists a kg, such that
for all k£ > kg we have

7‘n_f4#H < 5,(1) + €, (2.7)
and if we choose € = %"(l), we have
‘ sk—f lfH 1—|—6n(l) -1
sk +f 2

Let 8 > o and Kg = KN{z,a < RNf(z) < S}. By property (2.6), Kz is a compact set, and for § large
enough, contains at least n + 2 points. On this compact set, we obtain the estimate

and since %"(l) < 1, if [ is such that %"(l)ew < 1, we get

}%—f

sk+ f HLoo(Kﬁ)
which shows that the numerical sequence [|s% || k) is bounded. Since Kz contains at least n + 2

et I
sk + fllpes (k)

k
Sp— [ o—lf sz

sy — —lfH B < 1+ 571(1)615
s’C +f

sk4+ f Lee(Kg) 2 ’

Loo(Kg) — ‘

points , [|-|| (k) induces a norm on the finite dimensional vector space P,,. Since on P,, all norms are
equivalent, the minimizing sequence s* is bounded in P,, for the norm L>(K). Hence s* converges to a

sk in L*°(K), which proves the existence by using (2.7). |
The equioscillation property is shown like in the case | = 0: we first have the analogons of Lemmas 2.2
and 2.3 (the proofs are identical):

Lemma 2.4 Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.5 be verified. Then for a given vector w = (w1, ..., Wn),
m < n+ 1, such that any w; is in K and w; # w; for i # j, the mapping

. ™ S = S(wl)_f(w) 7lf(w1)
Aw: Uw = €, (( SENITON )m

is a submersion. Furthermore its derivative is continuous with respect to s and w.

Lemma 2.5 Let s} be a solution of (2.2) for 1 > 0, and let z = (z1,. ..
points in K, m < n+ 1. We have

,Zm) be a vector of m distinct

.
1. s} is in Ug,



and to €]0,1[, such that for any t € [eto, to] and for any z such that |z — z;| < €; for some i,

52.(2) +15(2) = 1) _ige)
5() T 65(2) + f(2)

to
< (1—€=)0p,.
< (-

Theorem 2.6 (Equioscillation) With the assumptions of Theorem 2.5, if s¥ is a solution of problem

(2.2) for 1 >0, then there exist at least n + 2 points z1,- -+ , zn12 1 K such that
sp(zi) = (zi) _ipen| _||sn— S iy ‘
— e =||=——e
sy (zi) + f(z) sp+ f o

Proof Using that

on(l) < ﬁeflf ’ < 5neflinfz< Rf 1,
sh+f .
the proof of the Theorem follows like in the case where [ = 0. |

To prove uniqueness in the general case, we need to assume compactness of K:

Theorem 2.7 (Uniqueness) With the assumptions of Theorem 2.5, if K is a compact set, and | satis-

fies
Sn(l)e!swPeer RIG) <1 (2.8)

then problem (2.2) has a unique solution s}, for all n > 0.

Proof We first prove that the set of best approximations is convex: let s and §; be two polynomials
of best approximation, € in [0, 1] and let s = 0s¥ + (1 — 0)5*. For any z in D, ST"(z) and ST"(z) are in
D(1,6, (1)) which is convex since

5nel%f(z) < 5nelsupK Rf(z) <1

by condition (2.8). Thus for any z in K, $(z) is in D(1,6, (1)), which means that

s=f
s+f

conclusion follows now as in the proof of Theorem 2.3. |

s=fo—lf
e <

dn(1). Since 0,,(1) is the infimum, we have

e*lfH = 0,,(1) and s is also a best approximation. The
o0

2.3 The Symmetric Case

We derive now specific results for the best approximation problems we are interested in in the context of
waveform relaxation methods:

Definition 2.1 The symmetric case of the homographic best approzimation problem (2.2) satisfies

{ K is a closed set, symmetric with respect to the real axis, containing at least n + 2 points, (2.9)

and for any z in K, f(z) = f(z) .

Theorem 2.8 In the symmetric case (2.9), if K is a compact set, if | is zero or is sufficiently small to
satisfy (2.8), then the polynomial of best approzimation s¥ of f in K has real coefficients.

Proof If s} is the polynomial of best approximation for f, we have

su(2)=f(2) —1f (%)

s2(0—F()  —17(z)
st (T /(2) €

55 (2)+f(2)

S22 -1f(2)

. s (B—F(2) —1f(=
SUPK |5 )T /(2) e,

sn(2)+f(2)

= Supg = Supg = Supg

which shows that s*(z) = si(z) for every z in K by uniqueness, and hence proves that s’ has real
coefficients. |
We denote by 7 the complex involution z +— Zz. From now on, K is a closed set in the upper half-plane
Sz > 0, and K = K; U7(K;). We consider the minimization problem restricted to the space P’ of

polynomials with real coefficients on K7, with the functional

s —
fe—lf

hi(s) = m

(2.10)

3

L> (K1)




ENEAORIORSTE $(2) = J(2)_i50e)
by A e s+ 7(2)° ' 240

Theorem 2.9 In the symmetric case described in (2.9), suppose that Ki is compact, | is zero or is
sufficiently small to satisfy (2.8). Then any strict local minimum of hj in P], is a global minimum in
P7, and is unique.

n’

= inf sup
Sepn zeK1

Proof With condition (2.8), the proof is the same as in Theorem 2.4. |

Corollary 2.10 Under the assumptions in Theorem 2.9, any strict local minimum of hj in P; is the
global minimum for the complex best approzimation problem (2.2).

Proof By Theorem 2.8, the solution of the complex problem (2.2) is real, and therefore is a global
minimum for h]. But if there is a strict local minimum for A, it is the only global minimum of hj, and
therefore coincides with the solution of the complex problem (2.2). |

In the non compact case, there is no such result available, but we will only need to solve a particular
problem. We introduce the notations P} = {s = p+g¢z,p > 0,¢ > 0} and CT = {2, Rz > 0,32z > 0} and
consider the problem of finding s in P} such that:

sup 517 = ) s

s(z) — f(z)eflf(z)
zeK, sf *(2) + f(z) . (2.12)

s(2) + f(2)

= inf sup
SGPJr z€EK4

Theorem 2.11 Suppose K1 C CT, then any strict local minimum of h] in P1 is a global minimum.

Proof The proof is an extension of the proof of Theorem 2.4. We introduce a family of subsets of P
for any § > 0 by ~
DL = {s € P, h!(s) < 6}

The only difference compared to the proof of Theorem 2.4 is the proof of property (i), which states that
for any 6 < 1, D5 is a convex set. To show this, let s and 5 be in Dl For any z in Ki, s(z) and
5(z) are in D(f( ), 0eRFEY A CH. I () < 1, D(f(2), 6/ (2)) is convex by Lemma 2.1, whereas if
5e®F(2) > 1, since f(z) € Ct, Ct C D(f(2),5eRf (), and Ct N D(f(z), e/ *)) = C*. In any case
D(f(2), SelRI( #)) N C* is convex. Then, for any z in K3, such that 3z > 0, we have %(s( )+ 5(2)) is
in D(f(z),5e™/()) N C+. Thus (s + 3) is in D} which proves the convexity, since D is a closed set.
Having established convexity, the result follows as in Theorem 2.4. |

Remark 2.1 It is tempting at this stage to believe that the number of equioscillation points for the real
problem (2.11) or (2.12) is also > n + 2. We will prove in Section 4 that this is true for our special
problem, when n = 1 and the size of K1 is sufficiently large in CT. However, it is not true in general,
and we will show a counterexample at the end of Section 4.1.1.

3 Model Problem and Schwarz Waveform Relaxation Algorithms

The homographic best approximation problem (2.1), (2.2) we studied in Section 2 is important for solving
evolution problems in parallel. To define a parallel algorithm in space-time, Schwarz waveform relaxation
algorithms use a decomposition of the spatial domain into subdomains, and then compute iteratively
subdomain solutions in space-time, which like in the case of classical Schwarz methods are becoming
better and better approximations to the entire solution, see [16]. Our guiding example here is the
advection reaction diffusion equation in RY,

Ou+ (a- V)u—vAu+bu=f.

We consider here for the analysis only the decomposition into two half-spaces, since we improve the local
coupling between neighboring subdomains. Our numerical experiments in Section 6 show however that



coordinate (z,y) = (z,y1, - ,yn—1), and use for the advection vector the notation a = (a,¢), which

leads to
Lu = 0w+ adyu+ (- Vy)u—vAu+bu=f, inQx(0,7). (3.1)

The diffusion coefficient v is strictly positive, and we assume that a and b are constants which do not
both vanish simultaneously. The case of the heat equation needs special treatment and can be found
in [9]. Without loss of generality, we can assume that the advection coefficient a in the z direction
is non-negative, since a < 0 amounts to changing x into —x. We can also assume that the reaction
coefficient b is non-negative. If not, a change of variables v = ue™¢*, with ( +b > 0 will lead to (3.1)
with a positive reaction coefficient. We split @ = RY into two subdomains €; = (—oo0,L) x RN¥-!
and Qy = (0,00) x RN=1 [ > 0. A Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithm consists then of solving
iteratively subproblems on Q; x (0,7) and Qs x (0,7T) using general transmission conditions at the
interfaces Tp = {0} x RV "t and I'y, = {L} x RN~! i.c. defining a sequence (u¥,u5), for k € N, such that

Luf = f inQ x(0,T), Lulk = f inQyx(0,7),
uf(-,50) = wo in @, ub(-,0) = wuo in €y, (3.2)
Biub = Blu’;*l on I'y, x (0,7, Boub = Bgulffl on I’y x (0,7,

where B; and Bs are linear operators in space and time, possibly pseudo-differential, and an initial guess
Bouf(0,-,+) and Byu3(L,-,-), t € (0,T), needs to be provided.

The classical Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithm is obtained by choosing B; and By equal to the
identity, like in the case of the Schwarz domain decomposition methods for elliptic problems [27, 21].
With this choice, the algorithm is convergent only with overlap. This algorithm has been studied in [11]
and [22] for the present model problem; for earlier studies, see [15, 17, 16]

A better choice, which leads to faster algorithms, which can be convergent even without overlap, is

B =0, +8;(Vy,0),5 = 1,2, (3.3)

where the S; are ordinary linear pseudo differential operators in (y,t), related to their total symbols
oj(n,w) by [19]

S;i(Vy, Oh)u(y,t) = (2m) "/ / aj(n,w)i(n,w)e’ ™ YD dn dw,

The best operators S; are related to transparent boundary operators, which have first been exploited in
[4] for stationary problems, and in [12] for time dependent problems. They can be found by the following
analysis. Let ef be the error in Q;, i.e. ef = u¥ — u. Using Fourier transform in time with parameter w
and in y with parameter 7, the Fourier transforms é? in time and y of e? are solution of the ordinary
differential equation in the x variable
24 .
—y% +a% + (i(w—+c-m) +vn|* +b)é = 0.

The characteristic roots are

d —Vd
r+:‘“gy‘/—, r*:“ZU‘/—, d=a®+4w(i(w+ec-n)+vn?+b).

The complex square root in this text is always with strictly positive real part. In order to work with at least
square integrable functions in time and space, we seek for solutions which do not increase exponentially
in 2. Since ®r™ > 0 and Rr~ < 0, we obtain

(z—L) k

~ rt ~ r x
e (x,m,w) = ok (n,w)e sz m,w) = ab(n,w)e” . (3.4)
Inserting (3.4) into the transmission conditions (3.3), we find that for any k > 2,

k+1 k—1 .
aj - pa] ’ J = 172a

with the convergence factor

P rT 4+ o1 . rt + o9 e(r—_r+)L

= YweR, neRVL 3.5
rt 401 r~ 409 @ i (3.5)




oL =-r", o9 = —1T, (3.6)

then algorithm (3.2) converges in 2 steps, independently of the initial guess. This is an optimal result,
since the solution on one subdomain necessarily depends on the right hand side function f on the other
subdomain, and hence at least one communication is necessary for convergence. The choice in (3.6)
however leads to non-local operators S;, since r* and 7~ are not polynomials in the dual variables, and
non-local operators are less convenient to implement and more costly to use than local ones. It is therefore
of interest to approximate the optimal choice ¢; in (3.6) corresponding to the optimal transmission
operators by polynomials in (w, ), which leads to differential operators S;. We suppose in the sequel
that the S;, j = 1,2, are chosen in a symmetric way, i.e. their symbols are of the form
—a+s —a—s

09 =
v’ v’

g1 =
where s is a polynomial in the dual variables. Defining the complex function z of (w,n) by

z=Adv(i(w+c-n)+vinP?), (3.7

we obtain for the convergence factor (3.5)

2

s(z) — Va? +4vb+ z _L i

p(275) _ ( ) 2 e v +4vb+ )
s(z) + Va2 +4vb+ 2

In numerical computations, the frequencies w and n are bounded, i.e. |w| < wmaz and 7] < Njmae
where whax is a discrete frequency which can be estimated by wmax = 7/At, where At is the time step,
and similarly 7; max = 7/Ay;. In the nonoverlapping case, we define the compact set

(3.8)

K = {Z e C, |UJ| Swmazv|nj| < nj,mazaj =1, ,n— 1}'

In the overlapping case,we shall also consider wyax = 00 and 7; maer = 00, which leads to a non compact
set K.

For any integer n we search for s} in P,, the complex space of polynomials of degree less than or
equal to n with complex coefficients, such that

sup [p(z, 55)| = inf sup |o(z, 8)]. (3.9)
zeK s€Pn scK

Problem (3.9) is a special case of (2.2) with

L
f(z) =1/& + =, l=2—, &0 = Va? + 4vb, (3.10)
v
and the assumptions on f in Section 2 are verified with Rf(z) > & > 0.
We focus in the sequel on first order approximations, i.e. s = p + gz, which leads to first order
optimized Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithms (3.2) with transmission conditions

a
2v

a

S=p+4qu(0; + (c-Vy) —vAy), Bi =0, %

1 1

—S, By=20,— - —S. 3.11
+ 2v 2 N 2v ( )
The case of zeroth order transmission conditions, ¢ = 0, was studied in [11] for one dimensional problems,
and existence and convergence proofs together with numerical experiments were shown in [22] for two
dimensional problems. Using the general results from Section 2, we now solve the best approximation

problem with first degree polynomials in one dimension.

4 Study and Optimization of the Convergence Factor
We start with the one-dimensional case, for which the conditions of Section 2.3 hold, with K7 = [0, wmaz]-

We proved in Theorem 2.8 that the polynomial of best approximation in the complex domain K has real
coefficients, and we established in Corollary 2.10 the connection between the complex problem and the

10



properties for the real problem, in both the overlapping and nonoverlapping cases, which allows us to
compute the optimal choice for the coefficients p and ¢ in the optimized Schwarz waveform relaxation
algorithm (3.2) with transmission conditions (3.11).

If p,q € R, then the modulus of the convergence factor (3.8) is

(€ =0+ (€ -DCaE 1 4

fepa o b = e @) + 17

(4.1)

where we used the change of variables

&E=R(Va?+ (b + iw)), (4.2)

and & = va? + 4vb from (3.10). We first propose and analyze a low frequency approximation for the
first order transmission conditions, and then solve the best approximation problem, to derive optimized
parameters p and ¢. In both cases, we analyze the performance of the overlapping (L > 0) and non-
overlapping case (L = 0).

4.1 Low Frequency Approximation

As a simple approach, a low frequency approximation of the optimal transmission conditions (3.6) can
be used to determine the two parameters p and g. We call this case T1 for Taylor of order one in the
sequel. Using a Taylor expansion of the square root 1/a? + 4v(b + iw) in (3.6) about w = 0, we find

Va2 +4v(b + iw) = Va2 + 4vb + iw + O(w?),

2v
va? + 4vb

and hence for the parameters p and ¢ the values

1
=pr=+va2+4vb and ¢=qr = ——. 4.3

4.1.1 The Non-Overlapping Case

For L =0, p = pr and ¢ = qr, the convergence factor (4.1) becomes

£-6)°
R(&,pr, qr, €0, 0) = . 4.4
(&, pryq7,%0,0) <§+§0) (4.4)
The bound on the frequency parameter w given before, |w| < wpee = 7/At, gives a bounded range
50 S 5 S gmaxa where
4 1602w2 2
gmax = \/ 60 + V2 Ymox + 60 . (45)

Proposition 4.1 (T1 Convergence Factor Estimate without Overlap) The convergence factor in
(4.4) is for & < & < &maz uniformly bounded by

2
fmax - 50) ) (46)

RTl (507 gmaz) - (m

For At small, this mazimum can be expanded as 1 — 2804/ 2=V At + O(At).

Proof Since R(,pr, qr,&o0,0) is a monotonically increasing function for £ > &g, the bound for § < ¢ <
Emax 1s attained at § = {max, which leads, using the variable transform (4.2) and wmax = A5 to the bound
given in (4.6). |

Remark 4.1 The convergence factor estimate (4.6) for the first order Taylor transmission conditions
is the square of the convergence factor estimate found in [11] for the zeroth order Taylor transmission
conditions.
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With L > 0, p = pr and ¢ = g7, and the change of variables (4.2), the convergence factor (4.1) becomes

§— 50) o~
E+% '

We first present a convergence factor estimate for w in R.

R(&, pr,ar, &, L) = ( (4.7)

Proposition 4.2 (T1 Convergence Factor Estimate with Overlap) The convergence factor in (4.7)
satisfies

Roo(f L)= max R(pr,qr,& L):(ﬂ>zei5 with & = /5 41/50 (4.8)
T1\S0> €o<E< o0 yPT 4Ty S0 é._’_é_o B 0 .

For L small, this maximum can be expanded as 1 — 4 %Ox/f—k O(L).

Proof Taking a derivative of the convergence factor R(§, pr, qr,&o, L) defined in (4.7) with respect to
¢ shows that there is a unique maximum for £ > & at £ = £ given in (4.8). Evaluating R for £ = ¢ and
expanding for L small leads to the asymptotic result. |

In a numerical computation, the overlap L is in general not a fixed quantity, one can only afford a
few grid cells overlap, L = C1Az. In addition, there is also often a relation between the time and space
step, of the form At = CoAz?, 3 > 0, due to accuracy or stability constraints. There exists a limiting

value of the overlap, namely
8V§0

V 561 + 16Vwmax - 5(2)’

such that for L > Ly, &max > ¢, and hence the contraction factor in (4.8) is relevant. On the other
hand, if L < Ly, then &max < € and hence numerically the contraction factor in (4.8) becomes irrelevant.
Numerically, the relevant bound is therefore by monotonicity

L, =

(4.9)

Ry (%, L), if L > Ly,
R y maxaL = R ) ) ) 7L = max max . 4.10
71(60,§ ) ( dnax (& pr,q7,&0,L) <§ +§o> et o (4.10)
max 0

Proposition 4.3 (T1 Discrete Convergence Factor Estimate with Overlap) If L = C1Az and
At = CyAzP, then the bound in (4.10) on the convergence factor has for Ax small the expansion

1_4 Ci1éo

VAz + O(Ax), if >1, orﬁ—landcl> o

V(26 + Cim) e ‘ g
Rr1(€0, §max, L) = ¢ 1 - NoxT x+O(Azx), ifB=1 and g—z < %,

2
1—250,/7?2& +o(Az?), ifo<B<1.

Proof Expanding (4.9) for At small, we obtain
50

(4.11)

Ly = =2At+ O(At?),

and comparing with L = C; Az, using that At = CyAz”, we obtain the first case in (4.11). For the
second case, one can set # = 1 and directly expand the second case of (4.10) to find the result given. For
the last case, the expansion of the exponential term gives

e EE 0 /2 A f 4 0(A22 ),
Cav

and the coefficient in front of the exponential in (4.10) has the expansion

gmax 50 202 B8 3
=1—-¢&\/—Az? + O(Az").
gmax + 60 §0 TV v ( v )

Hence the result follows. [ ]
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We now use the general results from Section 2 on the homographic best approximation problem to
optimize the waveform relaxation algorithm with transmission conditions (3.11) for the overlapping and
non-overlapping case. We call this case O1 for optimized of order one in the sequel.

4.2.1 The Non-Overlapping Case

The domain of definition for f(z) = /&% + 4vz with z = iw is K = 1[0, Wimasz]U—i[0, wimaz]|. By Theorems
2.1 and 2.3, the problem (3.9) in P; has a unique solution s} = p* + 4viwg*. By Theorem 2.8, sj has
real coefficients. Therefore, (p*, ¢*) is the unique pair of real numbers such that

inf sup R({ap7 q, 5050) = sup R(gap*vq*af()ao)? (412)
PER £y <e<tmax £0<€<€max

and we denote by Rp; the maximum of the convergence factor,

ROl (fO,fmam) = sup R({,p*,q*,fo,()).
goﬁﬁﬁﬁmax

Ro1(€0, Emaz) is equal to 67 with the notation from Section 2.
Lemma 4.1 The solution (p*,q*) of the min-max problem (4.12) satisfies p* > 0 and ¢* > 0.

Proof Knowing from Theorem 2.1 that d; < 1, and taking £ = &y in (4.1), we first see that p* > 0. Now
for positive p and ¢, we see in (4.1) that R(&, p,q,&0,0) < R(§,p, —q,&0,0), which proves that ¢* > 0. H

si—f
s% +f
now that for sufficiently large wpqz, the solution actually equioscillates three times on [0, Winaz], and we
give implicit formulas for the solution p* and ¢*.

Because of the symmetry of the domain K, H equioscillates at least twice in [0, wmasz]. We show

Theorem 4.1 (O1 Convergence Factor Estimate without Overlap) For {max sufficiently large,
the solution of (4.12) equioscillates three times, i.e. p* and ¢* are the unique solution of the system
of equations

R(g()vpa q, {07 0) = R(&(p7 q)ap7 q, 50) 0) = R(émax;p7 q, 50) 0) (413)
where &(p, q) is the second of the three distinct ordered positive roots (for p > (1 ++/2)&) of the bi-cubic
polynomial

P(&) = 32¢3¢5 — 16q(—3qp + 4¢%¢% + 1)&*
+(8¢€3 + 32¢3&5 — 24qp? — 16¢°&2p + 8p)€2 — 4(& — p) (&0 + p)(2¢€2 — p).

The optimal parameters and the bound on the convergence factor, which is the common value Ro1(&, &0, Emax)
in (4.13) at point (p,q) = (p*, q¢*), have the expansions

(4.14)

N 3 1 o 1 _s 11
p ~ 561 fﬁllaxa q ~ 5 %fméx, ROl(gO; fmar) ~1-— 45& é.ma%x- (415)
0

Proof We start this proof by studying the variation of R for fixed p and ¢: the polynomial P given
in (4.14) is the numerator of the partial derivative of R with respect to . Therefore its roots determine
the extrema of R. Since P is a bi-cubic polynomial with real coefficients, it has one, two or three positive
distinct real roots. In the first two cases, since R(0,p,q,£0,0) =1, R < 1for £ > ¢ and R — 1 as
& — o0, R reaches a unique minimum in [y, &mnaz], and therefore if p = p* and ¢ = ¢*, R equioscillates
at points & and &4, only. If there are three ordered distinct positive real roots, then the second one,
€, must correspond to a maximum of R and the other ones to minima. The maximum of R can thus be
attained at the local maximum at &, or at the end-points & and & ax.

We now focus on the condition for these three points to give equioscillations for R, i.e. on solving
(4.13). We first prove that the equation R(&o,p, ¢, 0,0) = R(Emax, P, ¢, €0, 0) has, for any p > (1+1/2)&,
two positive solutions, and we define a function ¢ by ¢(p) = ¢, the largest positive one. Then we prove in
Lemma 4.2 that for £, large and ¢ = ¢(p), the polynomial P has precisely three distinct positive roots,
and we estimate £(p, §(p)). After this step, we deduce in Lemma 4.3 that for &4, sufficiently large there
is at least one solution p, to

R(0,p,4(p), &0) = R(E(p, 4(p)), p: 4(p), &o)- (4.16)
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P« + 4iwvg, is a strict local minimum for hi defined in (2.10), with I = 0, K1 = 4[0, wynas), and n = 1.
Corollary 2.10 then states that (p*, ¢*) = (p«, g«), which concludes the proof.
The equation R(&o,p, q,&0,0) = R(&€max, D, ¢, €0, 0) can be rewritten as an equation for the ¢ variable,

_4p£0 (gmax + 60) 1211axq2 + 2(§max + 60)(p2 + gg)gmaxq + p(pZ - 2§0§max - gg) = 0. (417)
The discriminant of (4.17) is
A= fmax(gmax +&o) [gmaX(p4 - 6581)2 + fg) +&o ((p2 - 53)2 + 4p4)} ) (4.18)

and is positive for large &yay under the assumption p > (1 + v/2)&. Since the sum and the product of
the roots in (4.17) is positive, there are two positive roots, and we choose ¢ = ¢(p) as the larger one, i.e.
1

(68 + p2) V 50 + gmax + \/(550 + gmax)p4 - 258 (60 + Sfmax)p2 + 561 (60 + gmax)
4p§0§max Vv 50 + gmax .

Lemma 4.2 Let p be any positive real number with p > (1 + v/2)&, and q¢ = §(p) defined in (4.19).
Then for sufficiently large &maz, the polynomial P in (4.14) has exactly three distinct real roots. As

Emax tends to infinity, the first one has a limit equal to /(p? — €2)/2, the second one, &(p,d(p)), is
equivalent to \/pEmax/2qo, and the third one tends to infinity like &mar/V2qo, where qo depends on p and

o, @0 = (& +p* + /p* — 660> + &) /4po.

Proof From the formula for ¢ in (4.19), we obtain that for fixed p,

q(p) =

(4.19)

P as Emax — +00.

We perform the change of variables x = £2 /€0 max, which transforms the equation P(£) = 0 into P (x)=0
with

P(x) ~ 32£3q5x” — 16q0&3 (Smax — 390p)X” + 880 (Pmax + 90&5 — 3q0p”)x + 4p(&5 — p°).
P has three real roots. Using the sum of the roots, we see that the largest one tends to infinity like $zes

2€ 2)

then by the second symmetric function of the roots, the middle one tends to and finally using the

25 9’
product of the roots, the smallest one tends to zero like W From these expressions the result follows
by inverting the change of variable. |

Lemma 4.3 For &4 sufficiently large, there exists at least one solution p. > (1 + v/2)& to (4.16).
Moreover, for any fived po, if Emax s large, there is no solution in [0, pol.

Proof For any fixed p, R(£o, p, §(p), 0, 0) < 1 independently of &4, and R(ﬁ( ,4(p), p,4(p), &o,0) tends

to 1 as &maq tends to infinity. Therefore, for &qq large, R(&o,p, ¢(p), &0,0) — 5( ,d(p)),p,4(p),&0,0) is
negative for any fixed p. If p tends to infinity, we have

2
R(6o,p2d(p),€0,0) (jj;g) ~1—4g/p independently of Ema. (4.20)

On the other hand, for £,,,, large and fixed, if p tends to infinity, we have

¢

= (4.21)

=\ 2
REW. 4())sp.d(0), 60,0) ~ (jj%g) 1_4

Since g > {07 R(govpa Q(p)a 507 0) - R(é(p7 (j(p))’pv Q(p)v 607 0) becomes pOSitiVe for large b By continuity,
there exist a p, for which this expression vanishes. |

We now expand p. and §(p.) asymptotically: by Lemma 4.3, p, tends to infinity with &4, Hence
we can use (4.20, 4.21). Using the formula for ¢ = ¢(p) in (4.19), we have that for {max, as p tends to
infinity, G(p) ~ p/2£0€mas and E(p, G(p)) ~ v/Eo&max- Therefore, in order to match the two expansions in

Formula (4.19) together with (4.16) can be useful to compute the optimal parameters, since it reduces the problem to
finding a root of a scalar equation.
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(4.19) leads to g« = G(p«) ~ —r&max. Finally inserting p. and q. into R(&o, p«, gx, &0, 0) and expanding
263

for £max we obtain ’

R(anpMQ*agOa ) ~1- @ ~1- 450 gmax (422)

Lemma 4.4 s; = p, + 4viwg, is a strict local minimum for h{ in Py, with K1 = [0, wmaz]-

1+ R(gap7 q, 50) 0)
£€[€0,¢max] 1- R(g,p, q, 50; 0)

Proof For any (p, q), we define r = % and u(p, ¢, €0, Emaz) = , and write

Q& p. 1 1)
R y My Yy 70 - R s My Yy 70 =4 2 )
I O A R TR

with

2 2
—&
QEpyrp) = € — e + (5 — )€ + ur(f — B)g + 2 =L,
In the sequel, we will consider @) as a polynomlal in the independent variables &, p,r and p. (px, 7, s =
w(Ds, ¢, €0y Emaz)) is a solution of the system of equations

Q(g()vp*ar*a:u*):oa Q(gm(livp*vr*a:u*)zoa Q(é?p*ar*vﬂ*) :aEQ(évp*ar*hu*) :O

Now for s to be a strict local minimum for Ay, it is sufficient that there exists no variation (dp, ér, Ju) with
dp < 0, such that Q(f Di + Op, 74 + 07, ,u* —|— op) <0 for & = 50,5 Emaz- By the Taylor formula, it suffices
to prove this for op2< o (5 Doy Ty ) + or2e o (5 Doy Ty ) + 5M o (5 Da, Txy fix ). Expanding the arguments
of @ for &nax large, we have from the asymptotic results 4.22 the leading order terms. Including the next
higher order terms, we obtain

E(perge) = f(% % <1+ 250 fmaw + O(fmaw))a
pe = & &mar(l+ 163 smmi + O(fmaw))a (4.23)
Te = 250 fmalz( + 16 fmam + 0(§mazl))
s = 250 Emax (1 + 450 €m‘” +0(&maz)),

where the expansion is best obtained using the elementary symmetric functions of the roots, and then
identifying terms in the expansions. The partial derivatives of ) are

%K= n(p- ),
Zg—ff = —p+re+ u(é% pr)é + - (4.24)
a_g = &+ - B

Inserting the expansions (4.23) into (4.24), we obtain for the expansions of the partial derivatives

31 1 9 1
88—2 ~ 504&;’7%111;7 %? ~ ——50 gmawq (Z_g ~ _256;573“’@’ for f = 50,
% ~ —501531“, % ~+3 60 gm‘”’ % ~ _450151%1(1% for § = f, (425)

P 1 11 P 9 1 15
8_63 ~ _561 ff#mr, 8? ~ __60 4§maz7 8_3 ~ _2561 &'r%az, for { - gmar-

Let (ép,dr,dp) such that §p (f Doy Ty ) + oroQ P (5 Doy Ty ) + 5/‘8# (&, DuyTay i) < 0 for £ = &,
€ =¢and € = &4, Using the expansion (4.25),we have for large &,,q2

f;rmrisp 250 or — 2£0€mar5,u < 0
fma:p(Sp + 50 or — 4£0€ma:p5,u < O (426)
_50 527 zgmawér 250 §mar5u < 0.

For éu < 0, equations (4.26) imply

v
Nf=

(évggz) 5p — (57a<07 _(572”)%5]94- Llsr <o, —(5p—% ( or < 0. (4.27)
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the second inequality we then obtain dr < 0, which 7cuogether contradict the last inequality in (4.27). H
By Corollary 2.10, we obtain (p«,g«) = (p*,¢*), which concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1. |
If the algorithm is discretized in time with a time step At, then &« is indeed large for At — 0 and we
obtain from (4.15):

Corollary 4.2 (O1 Discrete Convergence Factor Estimate without Overlap) For At small, there
is a unique solution of the min-mazx problem (4.12). The values of p*, ¢* and Ro1(£o,&max) have the
following asymptotic leading order term as At tends to 0:

3 1 1
P~ R (2mY) S AL, ¢~ —— A5, Ro1(£0, Ema) ~ 1 — 43 (270) S ALS

1 3
2] (270)?

Remark 4.2 In the course of Theorem 4.1, we have proved the first assertion in Remark 2.1: for large
Wmnaz, which corresponds to large Ky, the number of equioscillation points for the real problem (2.11) is
actually equal to 3. For the second assertion in that remark, we show now that, when wmyqe, tends to 0,
or equivalently &y qr tends to &y, there can not be three equioscillations points for the best approzimation
polynomial si: suppose there are three equioscillation points. The study of R in the first part of the proof
of Theorem 4.1 shows that two of them have to be & and &nmay. Letting Emaxr = (1 + €), with € > 0, we
first see that p* has to tend to & with &ner. On the one hand, we have

ool

* gmaw 60 €
h <h ~ =,
(51) < hleo) = 5 ~
and on the other hand,
‘f —51(0) _ p" =&
+ 51(0) P +&)|

which proves that p* tends to &. Therefore it has the form p* = & (1 + Ce) + O(€?) with C < 1.
Inserting these values into the formula for the discriminant in (4.18) gives A ~ 8¢§(2C — 1)e, which
implies C' > 1/2. We now calculate from (4.19) ¢* ~ 5. For p =§p and ¢ = 25 , the polynomial P is

equal to = 1¢4(€% — €2), which has & as a root. This shows that there is an extremum at &, but it is a
0

minimum of R, since the derivative of P with respect to & is equal to 82 > 0.

4.2.2 The Overlapping Case

With the exponential weight, it is interesting to consider the best approximation problem for w in R,
since this gives insight for the discrete case with limiting value wy,q,. With the notation in Section 2, this
corresponds to [ > 0, K; = iR, K = ¢R. By Theorem 2.5, we know that a solution exists, but we loose
the uniqueness and the fact that the coeflicients are real. We therefore restrict our analysis to (2.12),
and will use the ad hoc Theorem 2.11 to prove similar results as in the non-overlapping case. With the
notation in (4.2), (4.1), the problem (2.12) is equivalent to finding (pZ,,¢% ) in (R4 )? such that

inf Sup R(f b,q, 507 ) = Ssup R(gapi;oquové.OaL)a
p20,420 ¢>¢ £>¢o

and the value of the infimum is called R(o;l (&0, L). To simplify the notation, we set

Lf _ L& Lp g
C_ ) CO_ ’ p= ) q=
1% 1% L’

so we remove the explicit dependence on the overlap parameter L and the parameter v of the convergence
factor R given in (4.1). The value of R in the new variables (, p, ¢ and (o, is

(€= 9+ (¢ = )1 =260
PP+ (= @)+ 20)
(7

The new real best approximation problem is therefore to find (p7%, % ) in (R )? such that

_ lnf sup R(C pa Q7 CO) = Sup R(C p007 qcov CO) (429)
p20,420 (>, ¢>Co

R(<7ﬁa q7 CO) = R(gap7 q, 50; )

(4.28)

We show now that, for small overlap L, there is a unique solution, which equioscillates at three points,
and we obtain the analogon of Theorem 4.1.
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lution of (4.29) s unique and equioscillates three times, i.e. (p,,q%) is the um’qde solution of

R(Co, 5,4, o) = R(C2(5, ), 5: 4, o) = R(Ca(B, Q) P, G Co) (4.30)

where (2(p, §) denotes the second and (4(p,G) the fourth of the four distinct positive roots, ordered in
increasing order, of the polynomial

P) = 16G*C5 —323(q¢3 + 1)¢°

+ (16g — 48(]2]5 + 16@463 +4+ 64d3§0 + 8¢ 132 + 8q2C0 — 16@)(4

+ (—324%¢) + 16G¢3 P — 8GR + 24Gp° — 4¢E — 8P + 16G°C3p — 8¢°¢) — 832 (3p*)¢?
+ (5 — (G + 84¢E — p* — 4p).

(4.31)

For L small, the optimal parameters and the bound R(o;l (&0, L) on the convergence factor, which is the
common value in (4.30) at point (p,q) = (DL, d% ), have the expansion

X 3 1.1 % 1 s.-2_3 o _1.1
po~@VALTE, g~ it RS (60 1)~ 1 - agduRLE, (432)
Proof

1. We first examine the variations of R. For fixed , §, the partial derivative of R with respect to ¢
shows that the roots of P given in (4.31) determine the extrema of R. Since P is a bi-quartic in ¢
with real coefficients, it has at most four positive real roots, and hence for ¢ > (y > 0, R can have
at most two interior maxima. Using the change of variables y = 2G¢2, we obtain

4 1 _ p 9, _
PO =x" -4+ (7120~ 4 -+ 2p° s = )x* + (12p —4§)x + 5 (5° + 4p)
- - . .2 - P
+ g [4C + (2 + IGQ)X + (—4qp +80p — % — A+ 8p)x — 2p(D + 447 + 2)]
+y5[46°x* — 4G(1 + 4g)x + 1 + 84].
The dominant part of P for ¢ sufficiently large, pq sufficiently small, and for (y sufficiently small, is
4 4p -
Po(x) = x" —4x* + 5X2 - gpx +4p°
This polynomial has four real positive distinct roots x;, 7 = 1...4, ordered in increasing order. If
1/G and pq tend to 0, we have x1 ~ Gp*, X2 ~ P, x3 ~ 1/q, x4 ~ 4. By a perturbation argument, it

follows that for (o sufficiently small (which corresponds to L going to zero), P has 4 real positive
distinct roots as well, with the asymptotic behavior

p p 1 V2
ClNﬁ) <2N\/2iqva <3Nqﬁ7 <4N7

2. We now show that (4.30) has a solution (p., §.) for (o small. We add the assumptions that (o = o(p)
as p tends to 0, and we easily find asymptotic expansions of the three terms in (4.30),

RO = R(COaﬁa CL CO) ~ 1- 4%7
Ry = R(GQ(p.4).5.4,%) ~ 1-4v2p1, (4.33)

R4=R(() )NI—Q\/%

The map (p,G) — (Re — Ro, R4 — Ro) maps a domain (g0 < ¢ < p/2¢2,0 < pG < €o) for g large
and ¢y small, onto a neighbourhood of 0 in R2.

3. We now establish the asymptotic expansions for (p.,ds). They are easily found by equating the
expansions in (4.33). We solve
Go — 1
5V 2pq = —==,

2

5
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- 4/5 - L. —2/5
Dx 0/ ) qx ~ 5(0 / ) (434)

and (4.32) by the change of variables. In particular the assumption (o = o(p) in item 2 is validated.

4. We now prove that for L sufficiently small, (P, G«) is a strict local minimum for the best approxima-
tion problem (4.29). The pair (p«, ) is a strict local minimum if there exists no variation (dp, dq)
such that R(C, py + 0p, Gx + 0¢, (o) < R(C, P G, Co) for ¢ = CO, (2,(4. By the Taylor formula, it suf-
fices to prove that there is no variation (dp, dg), such that (5p (C Dy Gy CO)—i—éq ({ Dy Gxy o) < 0

for ¢ = (o,(2,{s. For (o small, expanding the arguments of R, we have from ( ) and (4.34) the
leading order terms in the expansion. Including the next higher order terms, we find

4 2 5 _2 2
Dx Co;(l_%g);)a qx %C95(1_%§05)a
G o~ GA+2EG), G o~ 25+

Inserting these expansions into the expressions of the derivatives of R, we get

- 3 -
a_IS(COvaQ*vCO) ~ 4<057 3_};(<Oap*7q*7<0) = 0,

~ 3 ~ 3

Gy (C20De 8 C0) ~ =25 Gy (CoPesiesGo) ~ —AGH, (4.35)
%(447]9*7%7@0) ~ _%Cogv %_R(C4ap*7Q*7CO) ~ 4(03

Let & be the set of vectors (dp,dq) such that 5p (( Dy Gxy Co) + 5q (C Dy Gx> Co) < 0 for ¢ =
Co,C2,Cs- We need to prove that £ is empty. For bmall Co, € can be obtalned using the expansion
(4.35):
3 3 3 1.1 3
4¢56p <0, —2¢Sop —4(fédqg <O, —§C05 dp + 4¢3 g < 0. (4.36)

The first inequality in (4.36) implies dp < 0, while adding the second and the third inequality in
(4.36) yields dp > 0, which is a contradiction, and thus the set £ is empty.

Using the uniqueness in Theorem 2.11, we obtain (p%,, G5 ) = (P«, G«), which concludes the proof. |
In Figure 2, we show the convergence factors Ry, (£, L) and Ro, (&, L) for an example with & = 1
L =0.08 and v = 0.2 from the numerical section.

0.16

0.016 1
0141 0.0158
0.127 0.0156 1
0.1 0.0154 ]
0,081 0.0152 1
0.015 1

0.06
0.0148 1

0.04
0.0146 |

0.02
0.0144 ]

07" 4 6 8 10 12 14 2 3 4 5 6
X X

Figure 2: Convergence factors Ry, and R, for an overlapping example from the numerical section on
the left, and zoom on the right showing the equioscillation at the optimal solution.

One can see on the left the much better performance of the optimized first order transmission conditions
compared to the first order Taylor transmission conditions, and also the equioscillation of the optimal
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exponential take over.

Theorem 4.3 gives the parameters p* and ¢* to choose in the first order transmission conditions of
the optimized Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithm at the continuous level to get the best convergence
factor, which is 1 — O(L%), and therefore is significantly better than the best result achievable with
optimized Robin conditions [11], which led to a convergence factor 1 — O(L3).

In Figure 3, we show the first few iterations, at the end of the time interval, of the classical and
optimized Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithm with first order optimized transmission conditions
according to Theorem 4.3 for a model problem.

— u — u

04 o Ul 04 o U3 04
w2 - u4
= = 3

HQA
o

Figure 3: From left to right, the iterates u¥(z, T) and u5™ (z,T) (dashed) at the end of the time interval
t =T for k=1,3,5 for an example from the numerical section, together with the exact solution (solid).
Top row the classical Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithm, and bottom row the optimized one.

This experiment shows well that the new transmission conditions improve the convergence behavior
tremendously, they are very effective to transport the convected solution from left to right across the
artificial interfaces between subdomains.

As we have seen earlier, in a numerical setting, not all the frequencies are present. We thus have
to address the question again if the maximum of the convergence factor attained at y, is relevant in a
computation. Letting L = C1Az and At = CoAz”, the maximum numerical frequency we can expect
on the time discretization grid leads from (4.5) to a bound on ¢, (o < ¢ < (max, Where (max has the
expansion

2

4 4vm 2

Lamax 330—|—(c Azﬁ) +x0 2

Cmax = a = C1Ax ’ =C1 lll Axlf/g + O(Al’l+§).
v 2 VOQ

Now (4 from the optimization in (4.30) satisfies for L (and thus (y) small
Ca~ 2 =2 (goycl) Azt

1
Hence, if 1 — g = % ie = % and if C is equal to the critical value C. = ng(j‘ (2%) ® . the numerical
Cmax and (4 from the optimization are asymptotically at the same location, which represents the boundary
between the usefulness of the continuous optimization result (4.30) on an unbounded domain, and the

optimization on the compact set [0, wpqz), for which the analysis in Section 2.2 becomes relevant, as we

=

=
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sufficiently small overlap L. By Theorem 2.8, sf has real coefficients. Therefore, (]5*, g*) is the unique
pair of real numbers such that

inf sup  R(&,p,q,%,L)= sup R(p*,q",&,L), (4.37)
PaER o <e<pman £0<E<Eman

where we denote the infimum by Ro1(£0, &maz, L), which is also equal to (J1( %))2

Lemma 4.5 The solution (p*,q*) of the min-max problem (4.37) satisfies p* > 0 and ¢* > 0.

Proof By Theorems 2.1, 2.3 and 2.8, there is a unique real number pg in Py such that

inf sup R({ap70a§050) = sup R(gap3707§050)7
pE]R nggggmaz §0§€S€maz

and the value of the infimum is §3. Furthermore, since §y < 1, p; is positive. If (p*,q¢*) is a solution of
the min-max problem (4.29), we have

* %k (60 _p*)Q _Lgo * %k
= — - v <
R(govp 4 7507L) (60 +p*)26 = €0§r§1§a§fnam R(§7p 4 7507L)

L
< max R(,p5,0,&,0) < max  R(E,ph,0,&,0)e” w50
S Jrex REpo 0.6 L) s amax R p5,0,8,0)

< 586_%5" < e_%&’,
with the notation from (2.1), which can only hold if p* > 0. To prove that ¢* > 0, we note that for

negative ¢, we have for any { > & from (4.1) R(&,p,q,&,L) > R(§,p, —q,&o, L), which can be seen by
expanding the numerator of R(&,p,q, &, L) — R(&,p, —q, &0, L). |

Theorem 4.4 (O1 Discrete Convergence Factor Estimate with Overlap) IfL = C1Ax and At =
CoAzP, for Ax sufficiently small, we have the following asymptotic behaviors:

1. For6>§, 07“[3:% and Cy > C¢,

1 1, 1 3
Rov(€0,&man L) ~ 1= 4 (450)" Ak, p~ (82)" A0, g7 ~20] (&) Adt,

1 5
where C, = V%&j‘ (%) 8

2. For B = % and C; < C,

4C 1 « _C 1 * &cd A 2
Ror(60: §mars L) ~ 1= (3950 ) Aah, pr ~ QAcE, g7~ 2800 AT,

where C'p is the unique positive oot of the polynomial

B(e) = 27 0ot + i — 2680 | 22,

3. Finally for 0 < 8 < %, we have

7 2\ % 6\ % 543\ % :
ROl(é-OagmawaL)Nl_z(%)sAx§7 Pt~ (%)8ALE—§, g ~ ((ZV)—CQ)sAx%ﬁ.

G

Proof We use here the notation introduced for Theorem 4.3, see (4.28), and consider the minmax
problem in the form

. lnf sup R(Caﬁ7 (ja CO) = sup R(Caﬁ*a q*v CO) (438)
PERGER ¢, <(<lmaa €0<¢<max
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parameters (Pl , ¢, ), since in the first case, (maz > (Do, @5 )-

For the two other cases, we have asymptotically (5(p%.,0%) < Cnar < Ca(Ph, %), and the proof
follows the same steps as before: we first show the existence of (P, ¢x), such that R(C , D, d, Co) equioscillates
at the three points (o, (2(p, ¢) and (naz- We then determine the expansions of (Px, G« ), C2(Dx«, G« ), deduce
that (P«, ¢«) is a strict local minimum for A; in P’ and finally conclude that (p«,G«) = (p*,7*)-

We work with (y as the small parameter: let C,, = C, (%)1/2(01”50)1_5/2, so that Caz ~ Crm 373/2.

To prove the second and third result of the theorem, we need to study solutions of

R(Co, 5,4, Co) = R(G(, ), 5., o) = R(Co, s @, Cma) (4.39)

for ¢o small. Let Ro := R(Co, 5,4, o), Rz = R(C2(,d), .4, C0) and Rimaz := R(Co, P, d, Gmaz)- A direct
computation gives for ¢ large, and pg and (p small,

icgﬂ*l N Cn 48*3/2
2q Cp 4

1 Cmaz
Rypaz ~1—4 ~1—4
{2q<mm T } [

Using the expansions from (4.33),

Ro~1-4% Ry~1—4y/250,
p

we see first, by the Implicit Function Theorem, as in the proof of Theorem 4.3, that there exists a solution
(Ps, Gx) to (4.39). We find their behavior at infinity by equaling Rg, R and R,,q., which gives the system
of equations

2 2
a—pr2 Chap  a - G
Omo 5 000 T AT A g
For 8 = 8/5, the two terms on the right in the first equation are balanced, which leads to p. ~ CC3/5,
where C' is the unique positive root 2 of C,,, = (C?® + C2,/4)C and . ~ ﬁgg”"’. For B3 < 8/5,

1/4 ,1-8/2
~ el P

the dominant term is p*, from which we find p, . Using the second equation, we obtain

1438 .
Gx ~ %O,;B/ 4§0 " We now expand the partial derivatives of R to show that, for L sufficiently small,
(P«, @«) 1s a strict local minimum for the best approximation problem (4.38). For Ry, we obtain, since (y
is negligible with respect to p,

oR = /g - OR,
8_ﬁ(<07p*7 Qx, CO) ~ 4Cm1/2<0 1+5/47 8_q(<07p*7 Qx, CO) =0.

For Rs, we use that () < px < (3 < (maw, and (oG, ~ %C,#M 5/8, to obtain

IR

- Ry OR, . -
B (CooPer e o) ~ 205 PG (G o) ~ 20027

For Ropaz, We use Crards ~ S 7 with €' = Cp/* for 8 < 8/5 and € = C,,, /C2 for 3 = 8/5,

Z_?(Cmax,ﬁ*, (j*v CO) ~ _C;u?)zrq;2 ~ _4017110/72%_“—35/47
OR o 1 o1
8_q(<maw;p*7 q*7 CO) ~ 2<mclzzq* 2 ~ SCmC/ 2C01 5/4

After proceeding as in point 4 of the proof of Theorem 4.3, we use Corollary 2.10 to conclude that
(P*,4¢*) = (Px, Gx), and we have the asymptotic expansion

B/2

ROl(va&mava) ~1- 46?1/4'

2This is a polynomial equation of fourth degree which is actually the first fourth degree equation which has been solved
by Lodovico Ferrari in 1545. Note that all equations in the text resume to polynomials of degree at most 4, and as such
can be solved by radicals, using Del Ferro/Tartaglia/Cardan formulas [3].
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Gl o - _ .
1 6/87 CQ ~ C’&n/Zé-é 6/47 C3 ~ \/5013”‘/44-3 3ﬁ/8’ Cmaw ~ Chy 01 6/27

CONC07 glNWO

4.3 Summary and Extension to Higher Dimensions

To summarize the results of this section, and to permit an easy lookup of the parameters p and ¢ to be
used in practice, we show in Table 1 an overview of the performance one can obtain with the various
choices of the parameter p and ¢ in the transmission conditions (3.11) of the new Schwarz waveform
relaxation algorithm in one dimension.

Optimized no overlap

o]

1 - O(At)

(2um(a? + 4vb)3)s At~ %

method convergence factor parameter p parameter q
Taylor no overlap 1—-O(VAtL) Va2 + 4vb \/%

(73 (a2 4 4vb)) "% (2v)F AtE

8>1 1-0(V AJJ) o) 2u
Taylor overlap Az, {ﬂ <1l 1-oA va? + 4vb Nz

1

(v(a® + 4wb)2)5 Az—5 |23 (a2 + 4vb) "5 Axs
(2um(a? + 4vb)3)F Az %|(20)3 (13 (a? + 4vb)) S Az¥

8>
b <

—_
I
SO
8 8 8
ow vl N[
~— N

Optimized overlap Az, {

oot oo

Table 1: Summary of the asymptotic convergence factors for the parameter choices in the first order
transmission conditions in one dimension, for At = Az?.

In higher dimension, without showing the details of the derivation, the Taylor transmission conditions
lead to the parameters pr = va2 + 4vb and g = ﬁ with associated convergence factor 1 — O(Ax)

in the case without overlap, and 1 — O(v/Az) in the case with overlap O(Az). Even if we do not have
the complete analysis in this general case for the optimized problem (i.e. the equivalent of Theorems
4.1, 4.3 and 4.2), we can still give formally the order of magnitude of the various quantities. The
optimal parameters in the transmission conditions are for the non-overlapping case asymptotically given
by p = C’,,Ax_% and ¢ = C’qAa:%, which leads to an optimized convergence factor 1 — O(Aa:i) of the
associated optimized Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithm. The constants C), and C, depend on the
problem parameters and the spatial dimension n > 2 of the problem (3.1), as shown in Table 2.
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n < % and v > 1 vr(a®4+av) 3 =T ) sv :
vy > 5 and v > vy 2 ﬂ3(n—1)%«/a2+4vb
1 1
1 m+/(a2+4vb)3(n—1) \ * 4 4
1 n<v<s ( 1 > (ﬁ?’\/(a2+4ub)(n—1)3>
1 1
1 < % and v < 1y 8um(a®+4vb)?(n—1) * 128v !
U1 > 5 and v < iy (8v++/(a2+4vb) (n—1))2 73 (n—1)(8v++/(a2+4vb)(n—1))2
v > % and n <5 1/3(a2+4ub)3(§4+16772)2 8 3( /u2cj4+ﬂ’2+u(2)3((2+4 /V2<4+ﬂ.2_4y<2)6 B
v>ugand n > 6 2(\/12 (A2 41C?) (C2 412 (A2 —4u(?)? v(a®+4vb)(¢1+1672)°
1 1
1 — 72 (a®?4+4vb)? (n2(n—1)2416) 8 8(r(n—1)(1—4v)+4w) (vr(n—1)+w)3 \ &
2 <v<vsandn >0 (2(7T(TL—1)(1—41/)+4'LU)2(Vﬂ’('ﬂ—l)-‘ru))) ( m3v(a?+4vb) (w2 (n—1)2+16)° )
1
1 B
2l is<v<iand2<n<5 (2um(a® + 4vb)3)s (m)
_ _ 1 1
p<v<vsand2<n<5H ( wv(a®+4vb)® (r% (n—1)?+16)> )§ (2(7r(n71)(174V)+4w)6(Vﬂ'(nfl)er)S)§
vy<v< % and n > 6 8(m(n—1)(1—4v)+4w)? (vw(n—1)+w) m3v3 (a2 +4vb)(n2(n—1)2+16)6
1 1
_ v/ (n—1)(a2+4vb)3 \ * 4 4
v<vgandn >2 ( 1 73,/(n—1)3 (a?+4vb)

Table 2: Summary of the constants in the asymptotically optimized parameters p = C’,,Ax_% and
q= CqA;v% in dimension n > 2 in the non-overlapping case, for At = Az?, 3 = 1,2. The constants 7;
up to g, ¢ and w are defined in the text.

In the table, ¢ represents the smallest positive root of the polynomial

P(¢) = 3n%*(8v—1)¢* —4n* (1 —4v— 10002 4+ 3200%)¢? +1287° (480° + 3 — 120 — 100%)¢ — 10247° (20 — 1),

/n— 2 — 2
w = /m2v2(n — 1)2 + 1, and the other constants are given by given by 7 = v/n — oVt b32(n 1)+16a ,

75 is the root of the equation v = 1 ((a?+4vb) (n—1))a —%((a2+4ub)(n—1))%, Dy ~

V3 = 3—127r(n— ].),

a®\/av/n—1(4—/a/n—T)
2(4a? —2b\/am+abm) ’

m(n—1) (775(n—1)5+807r3(77,—1)3+5127r(n—1)+\/(3ﬂ'2(77,—1)2+16)(7r2(n—1)2+16)4)

4096 —20487 (n—

16(76(n—1)645674(n—1)*4+64072(n—1)2+2048)
1)+25672(n—1)2+1287%(n—1)3—167*(n

)

—1)*—7%(n—-1)°%+Vd

102473 (n—1)3

(m(n —1) = 4) (73 (n — 1)% + 472 (n — 1)? + 487(n — 1) — 64)(72(n — 1)% + 16)*,

and g = Ug(n) is defined by equalizing the constant C), (or Cy) of the first two cases of 8 = 2 in Table
2, and is shown graphically, together with the other constants, in Figure 4.
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Figure 4: Regions in the n-v plane where the different constants Cp, and C, of the optimized parameters
in dimension n > 2 apply according to Table 2.

In the case with overlap, the optimal parameters in the transmission conditions are asymptotically
N 1 3
given by p = C,Az~5 and ¢ = C;Az5, where the constants C), and C; depend on the problem parameters,
as shown in Table 3.

BT v ] G, [ & ]
1] v>L | (Gua®+ b))t (mﬁiﬁ) )
U vep | (et | ()
9 v>1 (20%(a® + 4vb)?)s (m)%

=

1
2 | t<v<t | (v(a®+4vb)?)s (m)
1 1
1 (a2+4l/b)2 5 16 5
2 v<g ( ] ) (a2+4vb)

Table 3: Summary of the constants in the optimized asymptotic parameters p = C’,,Ax’% and ¢ = C’qAx%
for the case with overlap L = Az in dimension n > 2 for At = AzB.

The optimized convergence factor of the associated algorithm with this choice is given by 1 —O(Az3).
It is interesting to note that in the case with overlap, the results are independent of the dimension for
n > 2.

5 Well-posedness and convergence of the Schwarz waveform re-
laxation algorithms

For the analysis in this Section, we rely on the theory of weak solution in Sobolev spaces by a Galerkin
method, see [2] and [20]. A weak solution of (3.1) is defined to be a u € C(0,T; L?(2)) N L2(0,T; H*(Q)),
such that, for any v in H*(Q), we have

%(u, v) + %(((a - V)u,v) — ((a - V)v,u)) + v(Vu, Vo) + b(u,v) = (f,v), in D'(0,T), (5.1)

where (-, -) denotes the inner product in L?(£2). Problem (5.1) is completed by the initial condition
u(z,0) =up(z), in Q. (5.2)

The next two theorems show the well-posedness and the regularity of the problem.
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the right hand side f is in L2(0,T; L*(2)), then there exists a unique weak solution u of (5. 1),(52) in
L>(0,T; L?(2)) N L2(0,T; HY(Q)).

With the transmission conditions given by B; in (3.11), we will need more regularity in our analysis, in
the anisotropic Sobolev spaces defined in [20] by

H™(Q x (0,T)) = L*(0,T; H™(Q)) N H*(0,T; L*()) :

Theorem 5.2 Let Q = RN, and m be an integer. If the initial value ug is in H>™T1(Q), and the right
hand side f is in H>™™(Q x (0,T)), then the weak solution u is in H>MT1D:m+1(Q x (0,T)).

For the proofs of Theorems 5.1 and 5.2, and the trace theorems in H™*, we refer to [20].

5.1 'Well Posedness of the Algorithm

We first need to study the well-posedness of the subdomain problems with the new boundary conditions.
As we saw in the previous section, in order for the convergence factor to be smaller than 1 in modulus, we
need p > 0,¢ > 0. The special case where ¢ = 0 can be found in [22], and hence, in the sequel, we assume
q # 0. We show here only the analysis for the subproblem on €21, the results for 25 can be found similarly
by symmetry. The boundary of ; is T, = {L} x R¥~!. Using the boundary operators S and B; defined
in (3.11), the problem consists in finding v in an adapted subspace of C(0,T; L*(Q1)) N L?(0,T; H' (1))
such that
Ly = [ inQx(0,7),
v(-,0) = wo in Qy, (5.3)
Blv = gr on FL X (O,T)

For the variational formulation, we introduce for any real number s the space
H;(Ql) = {1} € HS(Ql),’l}|pL € HS(PL)},

where - |, denotes the trace operator on I'z,. The scalar product in L?(I'y) is denoted by (-,-)r,. The
variational formulation is to find v € H{ such that,

Yw € Hll(Ql),

%[(U,w) + 2q(v,w)pL} + %(((a - Vv, w) — ((a - V)v,w)) + v(Vu, Vw) + b(v, w)

+ Z(v,w)r, +2qv((c - Vy)v,w)r, + 2qu2(VyU,Vyw)pL = (f,v), in D'(0,T).

[Nl

Theorem 5.3 Forp >0 and g > 0, if f is in L*(0,T, L*(Q1)), uo is in H{ (Q1), and gr, is in L?((0,T) x
T'L), then the subdomain problem (5.3) has a unique solution v in L*(0,T, H3(Q1)) N HY(0,T; HJ(Q4)).

Proof The proof is based on a priori estimates: multiplying equation (5.3) by v and integrating in space,
and then using the boundary condition, we obtain

1d
5 IWCOI R0 + 20000 e,y | + VIV D20, + b0 DI,y

+ ]_)”’U(Vt)”%%FL) + 2q1/2||VyU(-,t)||%2(FL) = (f(-,t)ﬂ)(-,t)) + V(g(-7t),’l}(-,t))rL.

On the right-hand side we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with the inequality

1
af < g 042+2—n 32, forall o, € R, and 5 > 0. (5.4)

If b = 0, we need furthermore the Gronwall Lemma. We obtain by integration in time a bound for v,

with a constant C' depending on the physical constants b, v, the parameters p and ¢, and the length of
the time interval T"

HU”%OO(O,T,H(?(QI)) + ||U||2L2(0,T;H11(91)) = O(||f||%2(O,T,L2(Ql)) + ||9||2L2(0,T,L2(FL)))' (5.5)
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condition to obtain

1d
2dt

bllv (-, O)lI72(0,) + VIVOC O Z2(q,) + ]%HU(H 22, + a2 I Vyv ()22 )
+10:0(, )72,y + 241050 (- D) F 2,

= (f(51),00(, 1) + (9, 1), Opv (-, )1, — ((@ - V)o (-, 1), 0pv(-, 1)) + 2qu((e - Vy)u(-, 1), Gro (- ))r, -
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with (5.4) as before, integrating in time and using (5.5),
we obtain

HU||2L°°(O,T,H11(Q1)) + HatU”QL?(o,T;Hg(Ql)) < O/(||f||%2(O,T,L2(Q1)) + ||9||2L2(0,T,L2(FL)))a
where the constant C’ depends also on a. We complete the result by using the equation, which gives
Av € L*(0,T; L* (1)), 0xv — 2qvAyv € L*(0,T; L*(T'L)).

A regularity theorem proved in [29] asserts that this implies v € L2(0,T; H3(21)), and gives a bound for
the norm in L?(0,T; H2(Q1)). Now we have altogether a bound for v in L?(0,T, H2) N H(0,T; HJ(£1)).
This first proves uniqueness. Using a Galerkin method, we obtain the existence result. |
The previous result suffices to define the algorithm in the non-overlapping case. The overlapping case
however requires more regularity.

Theorem 5.4 For p > 0 and g > 0, let f be in H**(Qy x (0,7)), ug be in H>(Q), and gr be in
H?23% (T, x (0,T)), with the compatibility condition

2v

92.(,0) = Byuuo(L, ) + Z—Luo(L, ) + 2q(vduatio(L, -) — adpuuo(L, ) — buo(L,-) + f(L,-0)).  (5.6)

Then the solution v of the subdomain problem (5.3) is in H*?(Qy x (0,T)). Furthermore, the following
compatibility property at x = 0 is satisfied:

_p+a
2v

th%lJr BQU(07 K t) = 8wu0(07 ) u0(07 ) - 2(](1/8$qu(0, ) - aawUO(Ov ) - bu0(07 ) + f(07 " 0))
Proof With the assumptions in the Theorem, the solution u of (3.1) is indeed in H*?(Q; x (0,7)) by
Theorem 5.2, and by the Trace Theorem in [20], §;, = Biu(L,-,-) is in H%'3 (I’ x (0,T)), and satisfies
the compatibility condition (5.6). Defining h = g1, — g1, € = v — w is the solution of

Le = 0 in & x (0,7),
e(,0) = 0 in 4, (5.7)
Bie = h onIgx(0,T).

Since h is in H2'3(I'y x (0,T)), and h(-,0) = 0, we can extend it in H2'3 (', x R) by h vanishing on
I' x R_. Then we extend in time the first equation and the boundary condition in (5.7) to I', x R.
The solution € of the extended problem is an extension of e. We finally Fourier transform the resulting
equation in time and y . By (3.4), the Fourier transform of e is given in terms of F h, the Fourier
transform of h, by

2 ~ atf(z)
——_ Fh(n,w)e v @=L,
&+ M)

with z = i(w+c - n) +v|n|%. We introduce 7 = w + ¢ - . With the definition of f, and using that p > 0,
q > 0, we obtain

Fé(n,w) = (5.8)

Lemma 5.1 There exist positive constants D, D’ such that
2v
|7(2) + s(2)]

For large 7 and m, we have

< D(r* +[n|") 2, < D2+ [l P~ 200 )2

v
a+Rf(z)
[P~ 2(7% + | )2
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4u2w (o
|W%mﬂ>/’élfv T FH P o e

or after integration in the z variable,

4204 v -
d2é|)3. / / Fh(n,w)|?dn dw.
|| ||L (21 xR) — - ‘f Z 2 Cl+g%f(2’)| (77 )| n

We have by Lemma 5.1, for large 7 and 7,

420t v

|£(2) +s()]" @+ RI()

< DD/(r— e )+l = D2 T o ey,
. 7+l

Since h is in H2'3 (', x R), we obtain

2 " 2
116; €||L2 (@ixr2) S D 17 H3 3 xR)’

For the spatial derivatives, we proceed as before, and we have for j + k < 4,
4V2T2k 7721 y

x| f(2) +s(z)|2 a+Rf(z)

|M%wamwzé Fh(w)Pdn do.

From the bound on the integrand for large 7 and 7,

2
41/2 2k J v

|f(2)+ SZ)‘2 a+Rf(z)

< D2D'2F (7% 4 ||ty (k+9)/2

we conclude as before that all space derivatives up to order 4 are square integrable, and finally we have

[[€ll zra.2(0, xr) < DHh”H%’%(erR)'

Taking the infimum over all extensions h gives

llell 7420, x(0,7)) < C||h||Hg%(FLX(O7T))'

Similarly, we see that
42| z)? -
HSé(O,-,-)H 3.3 - |z| (1—|—w 2% (1+ |n2)? |Fh(w)2e 22 Lan dw,
H2" (FLX]R)) Rn—1 |f

and therefore Se(0,-) is in H23 (', x (0,T)), with

_aL
|Sel|? e |[hll

733 x(0,1)) <C 733 T x0,7)
For the compatibility property, since h is supported in I';, x Ry, F h is analytic in the half-plane Sw < 0,
and by (5.8) and the Paley-Wiener Theorem [26], €(0, -, -) is supported in I'y, x Ry as well. Since e is in
H*2(Qy x (0,T)), de is in H2'% (L' x (0,T)), and hence all quantities in Bye are continuous on [0, T7,
and therefore lim¢_.o, B2e(0,-,t) = 0, which completes the proof of the theorem. |
We are now ready to show the well posedness of the algorithm: let gz, be given on I';, and let gg be given
on I'p = {0} x RN~! and let p > 0 and ¢ > 0. We define for k = 1,2,... the iterations by algorithm
(3.2), initialized by

Biul=gr on T x (0,T), Baul=go on Ty x (0,7), (5.9)

Consider first the nonoverlapping case: L = 0. Then it is easy to obtain:
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k=1,2,..., the algorithm (73.2) with the transmission operators given in (8.11), initialized with (5.9)
defines a unique sequence of iterates (uf,uk) in L2(0, T, H3(Q1))NH(0,T; HY(1)) x L*(0,T, H2(22)) N
HY (0, BY()).

In the overlapping case, we need to use the compatibility condition in Theorem 5.4:

Theorem 5.6 Let L >0, p > 0 and g > 0, f be in H>1(Qq x (0,T)), ug be in H*(Q), g1 and go be
given in H23(R"™1 x (0,T)), with the compatibility conditions

p—a

91.(-,0) = euo(L, ) +
p+a

gO('vO) = 6Iu0(05 ) - 2y

Then, for k =1,2,..., the algorithm (3.2) with the transmission operators given in (3.11), initialized by
(5.9) defines a unique sequence of iterates (u¥,u%) in H*2(Qy x (0,T)) x H*%(Qy x (0,7T)).

uo(L, ) + 2q(v0zyuo(L, ) — adyuo(L, ) — bug(L,-) + f(L,-,0)),

u0(07 ) - 2Q(Vazzu0(07 ) - aazu()(ov ) - bu0(07 ) + f(07 ) O))

5.2 Convergence of the Algorithm

Theorem 5.7 For p > 0 and q > 0, under the conditions of existence of the algorithm, the sequence
(uf,ub) converges to (u)q,,u|q,)-

Proof We return to the analysis in Section 3, which has been validated by the previous theorems. The
Fourier transforms in time and y of the errors satisty

Gl ot o el m,w),

(z,m,w).

(m 77’ )7 é%k(m" 777 ) =
(z,mw), éF(z,mw)=p""e

z,m,w) = ple] é
&3t (w,m,w) = ptey 1
For p and ¢ strictly positive, we have |p| < 1 for all (w,n) in (R x R"~1). By the Lebesgue Theorem, we
conclude the proof. |

Remark 5.1 The results in this Section generalize the analysis from [22] to the case when the operator
S contains the transverse Laplace operator A,. In [22], the proof of convergence in the non-overlapping
case is based on clever energy estimates, and as such extends to variable coefficients.

6 Numerical Results

We perform in this section one-dimensional numerical experiments to measure the convergence factors
of the numerical implementation of the various Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithms analyzed at the
continuous level in this paper. We use the parabolic model problem (3.1) on the domain = (0,6). We
impose homogeneous boundary conditions, «(0,t) = 0 and u(6,¢) = 0, and use various initial conditions
u(z,0), z € Q.

6.1 Experiments with Two Subdomains

We first use a decomposition of the domain 2 into the two subdomains Q1 = (0, Ls) and Qo = (L4, 6),
L1 < Ly, and hence L = Ly — L. We refer with the term iteration to a double iteration of the respective
algorithms, since for two subdomains, one can perform all the iterations in an alternating fashion and thus
obtain the even iterates on one subdomain and the odd ones on the other, without having to compute
the remaining ones. We show only results of numerical experiments for the algorithm with overlap, since
with overlap, we can compare the results to the classical Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithm with
Dirichlet transmission conditions, which does not converge without overlap. We chose for the problem
parameters v = 0.2, a = 1, b = 0. We discretize (3.1) using an upwind finite difference discretization
in space with mesh parameter Az = 0.02, and a backward Euler discretization in time, with time step
At = 0.005. We chose L1 = 2.96 and Lo = 3.04, which means the overlap is L = 0.08, and we compute
the numerical solution in the time interval [0,T = 2.5]. Using as initial condition

u(z,0) = 6—3(1.2—1)2,
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T = 2.5, where we started the algorithm with a zero initial guess, both for the classical and the optimized
waveform relaxation algorithm. In Figure 5 on the left,
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Figure 5: Left: convergence factors of the classical Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithm with Dirichlet
transmission conditions compared to the same algorithm with the new first order transmission conditions.
Right: the error obtained running the algorithm with first order transmission conditions for 5 steps and

various choices of the free parameters p and ¢, and indicated by a star the choice p*, ¢* predicted by the
theory.

one can see the performance of the classical algorithm and the one with first order Taylor con-
ditions, p = pr = 1 and ¢ = gr = 0.4, and with optimized parameters, which were found to be
p = p* = 1.366061845 and ¢ = ¢* = 0.1363805228 using Theorem 4.3. It is important to realize that
the computational cost per iteration of all these algorithms is the same: a change in the transmission
conditions does not affect the local solver cost on each subdomain.

In Figure 5 on the right, we performed five iterations of the optimized Schwarz waveform relaxation
algorithm with first order transmission conditions, varying the free parameters p and ¢, and show the
base 10 logarithm of the error obtained. We indicate by a star the optimal parameters p*, ¢* predicted
by Theorem 4.3. This shows that the continuous analysis predicts the optimal choice very well.

To illustrate the asymptotic results given in Theorem 4.3 for the Taylor conditions and in Theorem 4.4
for the optimized ones, we choose the same problem parameters as before, but start now with a coarser
mesh both in space and time, Az = 0.04 and At = 0.01, and we fix the overlap to be L = Az. We then run
the optimized Schwarz waveform Relaxation algorithm with first order Taylor and optimized transmission
conditions until the error becomes smaller than 10~*, and count the number of iterations. We repeat this
experiment dividing Az and At by 2 several times. This corresponds for the first order Taylor conditions
to the case in Theorem 4.3 where the convergence factor should behave like 1 — O(v/Az), and for the
first order optimized conditions to the case in Theorem 4.4 where the convergence factor should behave
like 1 — O(Amé), almost independent of Az. Figure 6 shows on the left
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Figure 6: Asymptotic behavior as the mesh is refined with an overlap L = Axz: on the left the case
where At = O(Az) and on the right where At = O(v/Ax), together with the predicted rates from the
analysis, both for the classical and the optimized Schwarz waveform relaxation algorithms with Taylor
and optimized first order transmission conditions.

the results obtained from these experiments. Omne can see that the asymptotic analysis predicts
very well the numerical behavior of the algorithms. Next, we perform a similar experiment, starting
with the same values for Az and At, but now we divide Az by 2 each time and At only by v/2 (such
a refinement is admissible, since our scheme is implicit), which implies At = O(v/Az). While this
does not change anything for the classical algorithm, which still has the same bad convergence factor
1 — O(Axz), for the algorithm with Taylor first order transmission conditions now case 3 of Theorem 4.3
applies, and the algorithm should show the much better convergence factor 1 — O(Ax%). The optimized
Algorithm has according to Theorem 4.4 now the even better convergence factor 1 — O(Aa:l_lﬁ ), virtually
independent of Az. In Figure 6 on the right, one can clearly see that this is the case. The algorithm has
different asymptotic convergence factors with the same overlap, depending on the discretization in time,
as predicted.

6.2 Experiments with Eight Subdomains

We now show experiments which indicate that the results we obtained for two subdomains are also
relevant for many subdomains. Using the same model problem as before, we now decompose the domain
into eight subdomains. In Figure 7, we show in the top row the first 3 iterations of the classical Schwarz
waveform relaxation algorithm, and below the same iterations for the algorithm with optimized first order
transmission conditions.
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Figure 8: Left: convergence factor comparison for the eight subdomain case. Right: Asymptotic
behavior as the mesh is refined with an overlap L = Az for the eight subdomain case, with At = O(Ax),
together with the predicted rates from the two subdomain analysis.
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Figure 7: From left to right, the first, second and third iterates uf(x, T),5=1,...,8 (dashed) at the end
of the time interval ¢ = T together with the exact solution (solid) for the same model problem as before:
top row the classical and bottom row the optimized algorithm.

This clearly shows how important the transmission conditions are in the many subdomain case. We
show the corresponding convergence factors in Figure 8 on the left, and on the right we perform the same
asymptotic experiments as in Figure 6 on the left, but now with eight subdomains, which indicates that
the results of Theorems 4.3 and 4.4 also hold for more than two subdomains.

7 Conclusions

We presented and analyzed a homographic best approximation problem for complex functions of one
complex variable, which is important for the performance of a new class of waveform relaxation algo-
rithms. We showed that the best approximation problem has at least one solution and that all solutions
satisfy an equioscillation property. In the case of a compact domain, we also proved that the solution is
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waveform relaxation algorithm, whose performance relies on the optimization of the convergence factor
on a range of relevant discrete frequencies. Using the general results in the first part, we were able to
prove an “overequioscillation property” for this particular problem, which leads to explicit formulae for
the optimal parameters in one dimension. We also derived asymptotic formulas, both for the one and
higher dimensional cases, which permit the direct use of the optimized algorithms in practice.

We showed that the new algorithm is well posed and convergent, and that it greatly outperforms the
classical one. Our analyses concern both the overlapping and nonoverlapping cases. Therefore the new
algorithm can be used with or without overlap, which is an advantage for local adaptation in space-time.
Further improvements of our work will concern higher dimensions with variable coefficients.
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