N

N

Can the Discretization Modify the Performance of
Schwarz Methods?

Victorita Dolean, Martin Gander

» To cite this version:

Victorita Dolean, Martin Gander. Can the Discretization Modify the Performance of Schwarz Meth-
ods?. 2010. hal-00487519

HAL Id: hal-00487519
https://hal.science/hal-00487519v1
Submitted on 29 May 2010

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci- destinée au dépot et a la diffusion de documents
entific research documents, whether they are pub- scientifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non,
lished or not. The documents may come from émanant des établissements d’enseignement et de
teaching and research institutions in France or recherche francais ou étrangers, des laboratoires
abroad, or from public or private research centers. publics ou privés.


https://hal.science/hal-00487519v1
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr

Can the Discretization Modify the
Performance of Schwarz Methods?

Victorita Dolean! and Martin J. Gander?

! Univ. de Nice Sophia-Antipolis, Laboratoire J.-A. Dieudonné, UMR CNRS 6621,
Parc Valrose, 06108 Nice Cedex 02, France. dolean@unice.fr

2 Section de Mathématiques, Université de Geneve, CP 64, 1211 Geneéve 4,
martin.gander@unige.ch

Summary. Schwarz domain decomposition methods can be analyzed both at the
continuous and discrete level. For consistent discretizations, one would naturally
expect that the discretized method performs as predicted by the continuous analysis.
We show in this short note for two model problems that this is not always the case,
and that the discretization can both increase and decrease the convergence speed
predicted by the continuous analysis.

1 Introduction

Classical Schwarz methods have been analyzed historically both at the con-
tinuous and the discrete level, see for example Schwarz [1870], Lions [1988,
1989, 1990], Quarteroni and Valli [1999] and references therein for contin-
uous analysis, Dryja and Widlund [1987], Toselli and Widlund [2004] and
references therein for analysis at the discrete level. Over the last decade, op-
timized Schwarz methods have been extensively developed at the continuous
level. These methods converge significantly faster than the classical Schwarz
methods, see for example Gander [2006], and references therein. More recently,
Schwarz methods have also been developed for systems of partial differential
equations, see for example Dolean et al. [2004] for Euler equations, Dolean
and Gander [2008] for the Cauchy-Riemann equations, or Alonso Rodriguez
and Gerardo-Giorda [2006], Dolean et al. [2009] for Maxwell’s equations, and
it was observed in two particular cases that a discretized Schwarz method
converged faster than predicted by the continuous analysis. The purpose of
this note is to explain this observation for the case of the Cauchy-Riemann
equations, and also to reveal a previously not observed discrepancy for the
case of the positive definite Helmholtz operator, n — A, n > 0.
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2 The Cauchy-Riemann Equations

Classical and optimized Schwarz methods have been analyzed in Dolean and
Gander [2008] at the continuous level for the Cauchy Riemann equations,

cwm v s o=t a=[ M) s= (1] 0

and it was observed in the classical Schwarz case that the discretized algo-
rithms converged faster than predicted by the continuous analysis. The finite
volume discretization used in these experiments was on a Cartesian mesh with
mesh points z;,, = (lAzx, mAy), I,m € Z, namely

Llul m fl m
Lu = ’ = = f s
tm (LQul,m N gdiym lmj_ 5
DY—D~ +D_
Llul,m = \/ﬁul,m + (*Dr+ - yf)uz m + Y Ul,m» ( )
+ D +D;
Lo := \/101,m + (D —

_ +D
)Ul,m + P} ¢ Ul,m

where DF and Di are the usual finite difference operators in x and y di-
rections. We con51der now a decomposition of 2 = R? into two subdomains
21 = (—00,a) x R and 25 = (b,00) x R. In the interior of {2; the equation
(2) is verified for all I < Iy and for (2, it is verified for all I > l5. A discrete
Schwarz algorithm with general transmission conditions is
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where [y, I are the indices of the interface points, and S'2 are finite differ-

ence operators that may contain parameters chosen in order to obtain better

convergence than with the classical algorithm. If only information following

the characteristics are exchanged, S™? = 0, we obtain the classical Schwarz

algorithm, see Dolean and Gander [2008].

To simplify the analysis, we use the same discretization step in the z and y
direction, h := Az = Ay. We denote the overlap parameter by é := l; —ls, and
use a discrete Fourier transform to study convergence properties of algorithm
(3). Since we study the evolution of the error, it is sufficient to study the
homogeneous counterpart of (3), and we look for the solutions of the form

1%=ZMWWMWMQW) )
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where j = 1,2 denotes the subdomain index and n the iteration number of
the Schwarz algorithm. At each iteration and in each subdomain, the iterates
satisfy for each discrete frequency k the system of equations
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If we denote by ¢ := ewf)bh’l and by o := Z:’", we obtain from the first
equation of (5) that
akh N
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where by, = "N — g O(h) and ap = 205 ER) — 12 4 O(h) are the
symbols of the discrete first and second order derivative with respect to y.
Replacing this result into the second equation of (5) we obtain an equation
for w,

b (V74 5%) b+ 1) @2 + (v + 257) (v + %5%) b+ 2) +0Fh) b
+ b (7 + 42 )h+1):0

This equation has solutions w; 2, which give two corresponding values of ¢1 2
with opposite signs, whose asymptotic behavior for A small is

dra(k,h) = £/n+ k2 + O(h

Since subdomain solutions need to remain bounded, they must be of the form
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If we denote by o1 2 the Fourier symbols of the operators 2, and insert (7)
into the interface conditions of algorithm (3), we obtain for each frequency k

al (k)(’ak m + Ulﬁk m)(¢1h + 1)l1 = 042 nil(k‘)(/&’k m + O.lﬁk m)(¢2h + 1)l1
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Taking into account that w = T

and using (6), the convergence factor of
algorithm (3) is
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The maximum pp.x of this convergence factor over all relevant frequencies
k € [0, kmax], with the estimate kmax = 7, determines the overall contraction
factor of the method, and hence the rate of convergence of the associated algo-
rithm. Different classes of interface conditions were studied at the continuous
level in Dolean and Gander [2008]:

Case 1: 01 = oo = 0. This case corresponds to the classical Schwarz
algorithm which exchanges characteristic information at the interfaces.
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Proposition 1. Let 01 = 09 = 0. In the non-overlapping case of algorithm
(8) , 6 =0, the convergence factor attains its maximum for h small at ky, =
23 ~3_i77% -h_%, which leads to the overall contraction factor

Pmaz = p(kbv77705 h) =1- 2% : 3_%77%]7‘% + O(h)

In the overlapping case of algorithm (3) , we have for

1

5 Pmaz = 1— 2771 ) h’% + O(h’>7
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(9)

n
n
Remark 1. In the non-overlapping case, the convergence factor predicted by
the continuous analysis in Dolean and Gander [2008] was 1 — O(h), but faster
convergence was observed numerically, a gap closed by the present analysis.
In the overlapping case however, for § = 1,2 and probably also bigger 4, the

convergence factors from the discrete and continuous analysis have the same
asymptotic behavior, see Dolean and Gander [2008].

by oo = \/ﬁ_p
NaE 2 — br
choose for best performance. Since by is the discrete symbol of the tangen-
tial derivative, this case corresponds to the optimized algorithm where local
operators are used in the transmission conditions expressed with first order
derivatives. Note that even if we have b, in the denominator, it suffices to
multiply both sides of the transmission conditions with by in order to obtain
local operators.

Case 2: 01 = , a case with one parameter p > 0 to

Proposition 2. Let 07 = \/9’“ and o9 = %. In the non-overlapping case

n+p
of algorithm (3), 6 = 0, the optimized parameter p* is for h small solution of

P(kl(p)777>07h7p) = p(kmaman70a h7p>7 (10)
where k1(p) is a maximum of p, and we have the asymptotic result

_ G, _
ki = n P = \/Ey Pmazx

The constants C, and C, can be explicitly computed: if # denotes the real
root of 623 — 2022 + 192 — 3 = 0, then we get Cj, = arccos(f) = 1.373593,
and

1

:1—
4C,,

(3C2 + 8yn)Vh + O(h).

Cp=2/(=3-cos(Cy,)> + 6 cos(Ck,)? + 3 - cos(Cy, ) — 6
+16 - ((—1 + cos(C,)) - (3 cos(Cr,) — 5))/?) - (—(6 - cos(Cy, )?
—12 - cos(Ck, )% — 6 - cos(C, ) + 12
—32- ((=1 4 cos(Ch,)) - (3-cos(C,) — 5))?) - n'/2 - (cos(Ch, )?
—2-c08(Ck,)? — cos(Cy, ) + 2))1/?
= 0.7460898 - 1.
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Proposition 3. Let 01 = \/%Ifi-p and oy = %. In the overlapping case,
6 = 1, the optimized parameter p* is for h small solution of the equation
p(k1(p), 0,0, h,p) = p(kmin, 7,0, h, p), (11)

where again k1(p) is a mazimum of p, and kpyin > 0 is the minimum frequency
on the interface, and we have asymptotically
P =275 (R )5BS, k=28 (KD, 1) RS
Pmaz =1 —4- (n+k2;,)% - 25 - h¥ + O(h).
The same asymptotic behavior is also obtained for bigger overlap, § > 1.

Remark 2. In both Propositions 2 and 3, the asymptotic analysis of the dis-
cretized algorithm presented here and the continuous algorithm from Dolean
and Gander [2008] predict the same asymptotic performance.

by
Vnt+p

Case 3: 01 = 09 = 0 = where we can again choose p > 0 for best

performance.
Proposition 4. The optimized parameter p* is for h small solution of the
equation

p(kl(p)ana(sahap> :p(k2<p)7n767hap>7 (12)

where k1 (p) and ka(p) are maxima of p. In the case § < 3, which means no
or small overlap (at most 3 mesh cells), we have the asymptotic result

Cp Ck C;C
>k - = k' — 1 k — 2
p h ) 1 \/E’ 2 h )
2CE + Cpy/m+6CE C.
Pmax = 1 — 22— ry M+ O(h).
CpCh,
In the case with more overlap, 6 > 4, we obtain for h small
Cp Ck Ck
* = T k = 11 ) k = ‘2 )
p NG 1 X 2 T%
20]3 + Cp\/ﬁ 1 1
max = 1 — 2 —1___~* h3 O(h2).
p o0, 1+ 0(h?)

The constants can again be computed: for example for the zero or small over-
lapping case, we obtain

0=0: Cp=0.383205, Cy, = 0.437724n7, C, = 2.29295,

13
0=1: Cp,=0.068781, Cy, = 0.182338n1, Cr, = 2.71717, (13)
and for a case with bigger overlap, § = 4, we get
1 1 1 3 1 1
Cp=5n", Oy = 50%, Chy = 5115 (14)

We observed that for § > 4 the factor one half in the constants (14) is replaced
by a factor that becomes smaller and smaller, as § becomes larger.
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Remark 3. Again there is a substantial difference between the continuous anal-
ysis from Dolean and Gander [2008] and the discrete analysis presented here:
the continuous analysis predicted the convergence factor 1 — O(h3) without
overlap, and 1 — (’)(hi) with overlap.

Such differences are not only restricted to the somewhat exotic example
of the Cauchy-Riemann equations, they were also observed when the classical
Schwarz method is applied to Maxwell’s equations, see Dolean et al. [2009],
and we will show in the next section that even in the case of simple positive
definite scalar partial differential equations such differences can occur.

3 The Positive Definite Helmholtz Equation

Optimized Schwarz methods have been analyzed thoroughly for the positive
definite Helmholtz equation at the continuous level in Gander [2006], and
extensive numerical tests have been presented which illustrate the performance
predicted by the continuous analysis. We show in this section that there are
certain, quite natural discretizations which can lead again to differences in
the performance.

We use the same Cartesian mesh on 2 = R? with mesh points Tim =
(l1Azx,mAy), l,m € Z, and we consider the five point finite difference dis-
cretization of the positive definite Helmholtz equation (n — A)u = f,

Lul,m = (77 — D:D; - D;D;) Ulm = fl,m~ (15)

With the same decomposition as in section 2, a general discrete Schwarz al-
gorithm applied to (15) is

1, 2,
L'LLL:% = fl,m7 < ll? Lu "= fl,ma > 127

l,m

1,n 2,n—1 . 2n 1,n—1 .
Bl“ll,m = Bju j €7, B2u127m = Bou j €7,

li,m la,m

(16)

where Bj 2 denote the discrete transmission conditions (Dirichlet or Robin).
We set again h := Az = Ay and § := [y — [5 for the overlap. Using a discrete
Fourier analysis in the y direction, one can show the following results:

Proposition 5. For Dirichlet transmission conditions, By 2 = Id, and one
mesh size overlap, 6 = 1, the asymptotic convergence factor of algorithm (16)
for h small is given by

Pmax = 1 — \/ﬁh + O(hZ)»
which is identical to the result obtained from a continuous analysis.

Proposition 6. For Robin transmission conditions discretized by one-sided
finite differences, By := D + p and By := D} — p, the optimized Robin
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parameter and asymptotic convergence factor of algorithm (16) for h small
are given by

6=1 p"=2inih"%,  pmax=1-ni2iVh+O(h),
§=2: P =27505h75,  pmax =1 2825h3 + O(h3)

Remark 4. In the case § = 2 with overlap 2h, and one-sided finite difference
discretization of the normal derivative, the asymptotic performance of the
discretized algorithm is as predicted by the continuous analysis, see Gander
[2006]. However with 6 = 1, which means minimal overlap, the asymptotic
performance of the discretized overlapping algorithm is worse, like predicted
for the non-overlapping algorithm by the continuous analysis in Gander [2006].
The benefit of the overlap is thus lost with this discretization!

(17)

For Robin transmission conditions obtained by centered finite differences,
the algorithm (16) is given by
Lugy = fym, 1<l jE€Z,
_ —\h 1,n — 2,n—1
(Dy +(n—Dy D) 2 +p)u ", = (DF —(n—Dyf D)5 +pu;" " +hfi, m,
Lujy = fym, 1>, jE€Z,
— 2,n — — 1,n—1
(D;—_(n_D;Dy )%_p>u12,m = (D:r +(77_D;_Dy )%_p)ub,m _hflz,m'
(18)
Proposition 7. For the discrete optimized Schwarz algorithm (18), the op-

timized Robin parameter and asymptotic convergence factor are for h small
given by

1

0: pr=2%,/ 224l pip=3 poo=1-293(2+3-275)5vVh + O(h),
1: 9-5n3h3, Pmax =1 — 452313 + O(h3).

o
o

(19)

Remark 5. With the centered finite difference approximation of the normal
derivative, the discretized optimized Schwarz algorithm for the positive def-
inite Helmholtz equation has the same asymptotic convergence behavior as
predicted by the continuous analysis in Gander [2006].

4 Conclusions

As we have seen, the discretization can modify the convergence behavior of
Schwarz algorithms, compared to the predicted behavior by a continuous anal-
ysis. We note however that in all cases we have analyzed, different behavior
is only observed when the overlap is sufficiently small. In the case of enough
overlap, the results of the discrete and continuous analysis are consistent.
This observation suggests that the reason for possibly different behavior of
the discrete algorithm could lie in the fact that the physical properties are in
those cases not well enough resolved in the overlapping region of very few grid
points.
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