arXiv:1105.2112v2 [math.NA] 31 Jul 2011

On stability of discretizations of the Helmholtz
equation (extended version)

S. Esterhazy and J.M. Melenk

Abstract We review the stability properties of several discretizasi of the Helmholtz
equation at large wavenumbers. For a model problem in a palyg completé-
explicit stability (includingk-explicit stability of the continuous problem) and con-
vergence theory for high order finite element methods is ldgeel. In particular,
quasi-optimality is shown for a fixed number of degrees cddiean per wavelength
if the mesh sizér and the approximation ordgrare selected such thial/p is suf-
ficiently small andp = O(logk), and, additionally, appropriate mesh refinement is
used near the vertices. We also review the stability pragzedf two classes of nu-
merical schemes that use piecewise solutions of the honeogsriHelmholtz equa-
tion, namely, Least Squares methods and Discontinuouskial@®G) methods.
The latter includes the Ultra Weak Variational Formulation

1 Introduction

A fundamental equation describing acoustic or electroraigphenomena is the
time-dependent wave equation

’w

— —CAw=

atz g7
given here for homogeneous, isotropic media whose projwegspeed of waves
is c. It arises in many applications, for example, radar/somdeation, noise fil-
tering, optical fiber design, medical imaging and seismialygsis. A commonly
encountered setting is the time-harmonic case, in whiclsdh&ionw (and corre-
spondingly the right-hand sid® is assumed to be of the form P{?e*"*’tu(x)) for
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a frequencyw. Upon introducing thevavenumber k= w/c and thewave length
A = 2m/k, the resulting equation for the functian which depends solely on the
spatial variable, is then theHelmholtz equation

—Au—Ku=f. (1)

In many high frequency situations of larggethe solutionu is highly oscillatory
but has some multiscale character that can be capturedxdon@e, by means of
asymptotic analysis; a classical reference in this dioeds [7].

In this article, we concentrate on numerical schemes foHglenholtz equation
at large wavenumbeks Standard discretizations face several challenges, lyotab

() For large wavenumbek, the solutionu is highly oscillatory. Its resolution,
therefore, requires fine meshes, namely, at IBastk? degrees of freedom,
whered is the spatial dimension.

(Il) The standardi-conforming variational formulation is indefinite, andtsita
ity on the discrete level is therefore an issue. A manifestaif this problem
is the so-called “pollution”, which expresses the obseovethat much more
stringent conditions on the discretization have to be men tthe minimal
N = O(kY) to achieve a given accuracy.

The second point, which will be the focus of the article, isteen in the following,
one-dimension example:

Example 1.1.For the boundary value problem
—u"—Ku=1 in(0,1), u(0)=0,  u(1)—iku(l)=0, (2)

we consider thén-version finite element method (FEM) on uniform meshes with
mesh sizeh for different approximation orderp € {1,2,3,4} and wavenumbers

k € {1,10,100}. Fig. [ shows the relative error in the!(Q)-semi norm (i.e.,
|U—UN[n1(0)/[UlH1(g), Whereuy is the FEM approximation) versus the number
of degrees of freedom per wavelengih := N/A = 2nN/k with N being the di-
mension of the finite element space employed. We observesd@ffects in Fig[L:
Firstly, since the solutiom of (@) is smooth, higher order methods lead to higher
accuracy for a given number of degrees of freedom per wagtighan lower order
methods. Secondlgsymptoticallythe FEM is quasioptimal with the finite element
error|u— Un|yzq) satisfying

Ju—un|y1(@) = CopNy Pluly(q) ®3)

for a constanC,, independent ok. Thirdly, the performance of the FEM as mea-
sured in “error vs. number of degrees of freedom per wavétémpes depend on
k: Askincreases, the preasymptotic range with reduced FEM pedoce becomes
larger. Fourthly, higher order methods are less sensiiketthian lower order ones,
i.e., for givenk, high order methods enter the asymptotic regime in whittn ks
for smaller values o, than lower order methods. "
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Fig. 1 Performance ofi-FEM for (2). Top:p =1, p= 2. Bottom:p = 3, p =4 (see Example1l1).

The behavior of the FEM in Examgdle 1.1 has been analyzéd i#El7where error
bounds of the form (see[47, Thm. 4.27])

are established for a constaly depending only on the approximation orgerin
this particular example, it is also easy to see thfpi1.g)/|U[h1(q) ~ KP, SO that
(@) can be recast in the form

|U— uN|H1(_Q> < Cp (1+ kp+1hp) (kh)p|U|H1(Q> ~ (1+ kN)Tp) N)Tp|U|H1(Q). (5)

This estimate goes a long way to explain the above obsengtithe presence of
the factor 1+ kN/\’p explains the “pollution effect”, i.e., the observation tifiar
fixed N,, the (relative) error of the FEM as compared with the best@pmation
(which is essentially proportional N;p in this example) increases wikh The es-
timate [3) also indicates that the asymptotic convergerbavtior [[B) is reached for
N, = O(kYP). This confirms the observation made above that higher oregn-m
ods are less prone to pollution than lower order methodsiodigh Examplé 111
is restricted to 1D, similar observations have been madaerliterature also for
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multi-d situations as early as [15]. We emphasize that fifioum meshes (as in Ex-
ample[11) or, more generally, translation invariant meshemplete and detailed
dispersion analyses are available intamersion setting,[[2, 27,47, 49], and in a
p/hp-setting, [2E£4], that give strong mathematical evidencetie superior ability
of high order methods to cope with the pollution effect.

The present paper, which discusses and generalizes thd&ljf2], proves that
also on unstructured meshes, high order methods are less feollution. More
precisely, for a large class of Helmholtz problems, stabdind quasi-optimality is
given under the scale resolution condition

—<c and  p=>clogk, (6)

wherec; is sufficiently small and; sufficiently large. For piecewise smooth geome-
tries (e.g., polygons), additionally appropriate mesmesfient near the singularities
is required.

We close our discussion of Examjple]1.1 by remarking thatritdyasis and, in
fact, the analysis of significant parts of this article resi$d-like norms. Largely,
this choice is motivated by the numerical scheme, nameli’anonforming FEM.

1.1 Non-standard FEM

The limitations of the classical FEM mentioned abovélin ()l £1l) have sparked a
significant amount of research in the past decades to overcorat least mitigate
them. This research focuses on two techniques that are aftesidered in tandem:
firstly, the underlying approximation by classical piecasvpolynomials is replaced
with special, problem-adapted functions such as systemkoé waves; secondly,
the numerical scheme is based on a variational formulaiféereint from the classi-
calH-conforming Galerkin approach. Before discussing thesasdn more detail,
we point the reader to the interesting warkI[12], which shéevsa model situation
on regular, infinite grids in 2D that no 9-point stencil (i@numerical method based
on connecting the value at a node with those of the 8 nearegilas) generates a
completely pollution-free method; the 1D situation is spkand discussed briefly
in Sectiorl Y.

Work that is based on a new or modified variational formulatioit rests on
the approximation properties of piecewise polynomialfuides the Galerkin Least
Squares Method [309, 40], the methods|[df [9], and Discontiisu®alerkin Methods
([33+35] and references there). Several methods have bepoged that are based
on the approximation properties of special, problem-agthpystems of functions
such as systems of plane waves. Irtdaconforming Galerkin setting, this idea has
been pursued in the Partition of Unity Method/GeneralizEWby several authors,
e.g., [5/45,50,51, 56,60, 68.169]81]. A variety of other moels that are based on
problem-adapted ansatz functions leaveHieconforming Galerkin setting and en-
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force the jump across element boundaries in a weak sensecdimbe done by least
squares techniqued (]14]63/[65/70,80] and reference= thgrLagrange multiplier
techniques as in the Discontinuous Enrichment Method [2,182] or by Discon-
tinuous Galerkin (DG) type methods, [19+21][36[ 42, 45, 8(65[64]; in these last
references, we have included the work on the Ultra Weak Warial Formulation
(UWVF) since it can be understood as a special DG method essfied in[[19,36].

1.2 Scope of the article

The present article focuses on the stability propertieswherical methods for
Helmholtz problems and exemplarily discusses three diffeapproaches in more
detail for their differences in techniques. The first apphgatudied in Sectidi 4, is
that of the classicafi-based Galerkin method for Helmholtz problems. The setting
is that of a Garding inequality so that stability of a numatimethod can be inferred
from the stability of the continuous problem by perturbatasguments. This moti-
vates us to study for probleiin] (9), which will serve as our niétémholtz problem
in this article, the stability properties of the continuqursblem in Sectiofi]2. In
order to make the perturbation argument explicit in the wiaveberk, a detailedk-
explicit regularity analysis for Helmholtz problems is mesary. This is worked out
in Sectior 8 for our model problerl(9) posed on polygonal domarhese results
generalize a similar regularity theory for convex polygonslomains with analytic
boundary of([61l, 62]. Structurally similar results have hebtained in connection
with boundary integral formulations ih [£4,159].

We discuss in Sectioris 6.2 ahd16.3 somewhat briefly a secahad #nird ap-
proach to stability of numerical schemes. In contrast testiténg discussed above,
where stability is only ensured asymptotically for suffidig fine discretizations,
these methods are stable by construction and can evendegiasioptimality in
appropriate residual norms. We point out, however, thattired this residual norm
to a more standard norm such as tgenorm for the error is a non-trivial task. Our
presentation for these methods will follow the works|[19/45H 65].

Many aspects of discretizations for Helmholtz problemsateaddressed in this
article. For recent developments in boundary element igales for this problem
class, we refer to the survey article [22]. The model prob{@)ndiscussed here
involves the rather simple boundary conditi@n](9b), whieim e understood as
an approximation to a Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator thatvjgles a coupling to
a homogeneous Helmholtz equation in an exterior domairthegevith appropri-
ate radiation conditions at infinity. A variety of technigui®r such problems are
discussed in[[37]. Further methods include FEM-BEM couplithe PML due to
Bérenger (see [17, 24] and references therein), infingmehts[[26], and methods
based on the pole condition, [44]. Another topic not addrédere is the solution
of the arising linear system; we refer the readef td[[2B, 80kf discussion of the
state of the art. Further works with survey character inef[@9] 47, 48, 83].
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1.3 Some notation

We employ standard notation for Sobolev spac¢es, |1, 184.7F6r domaingo and
k # 0 we denote

U3 ko = KZUlZ2 ) + DUz - )

This norm is equivalent to the standa&td-norm. The presence of the weidtin the
L2-part leads to a balance between Hieseminorm and the2-norm for functions
with the expected oscillatory behavior such as plane welt&$(with d being a unit
vector). Additionally, the bilinear forrB considered below is bounded uniformly in
k with respect to thisk-dependent) norm.

Throughout this work, a standing assumption will be

k| > ko > 0; (8)

our frequently used phrase “independenkbfvill still implicitly assume (8). We
denote byC a generic constant. If not stated otherwiSewill be independent of
the wavenumbek but may depend oRg. For smooth functions defined on a-

. . . . all
dimensional manifold, we employ the notatiaifu(x)|? := dz 4|D"u(x)|2.
aeNg: |al=n o

1.4 A model problem

In order to fix ideas, we will use the following, specific mogebblem: For a

bounded Lipschitz domai® c RY, d € {2,3}, we study fork € R, |k| > ko, the
boundary value problem

~Au—Ku=finQ, (9a)

ohu+iku=gondQ. (9b)

Henceforth, to simplify the notation, we assuke ky > 0 but point out that the
choice of the sign ok is not essential. The weak formulation bt (9) is:

Findue HY(Q)st.  B(uv)=I(v) weHYQ), (10)

where, forf € L2(Q) andg € L?(dQ), Band| are given by
B(u,v ::/ Ou-0Ov—k?uv +ik/ uw, 1(v):=(f,v +(g,v .11
(u,v) Q( ) o (V) == (f,V)2(0) + (9 V) 1290)- (11)

As usual, iff € (H1(Q))" andg € H~%/%(9Q), then thel >-inner products:,-), 2 g
and(-, -),_z(m) are understood as duality pairings. The multiplicative¢ranequal-
ity proves continuity ofB; in fact, there exist€g > 0 independent ok such that
(see, e.g.[161, Cor. 3.2] for details)



On stability of discretizations of the Helmholtz equatientended version) 7

IB(u,v)| < CgllullikolVlike  VuveHY Q). (12)

2 Stability of the continuous problem

Helmholtz problems can often be cast in the form “coercivempact perturbation”
where the compact perturbatiorkiglependent. In other words, a Garding inequality
is satisfied. For example, the sesquilinear f@wf (I1) is of this form since

ReB(u, u) + 2k*(U,U) 2 o) = [|Ullf k0 (13)

and the embeddingl!(Q) c L?(Q) is compact by Rellich’s theorem. Classical
Fredholm theory (the “Fredholm alternative”) then yielasque solvability of [ID)
forall f € (H(Q))" andg € HY/2(9Q), if one can show uniqueness. Uniqueness
in turn is often obtained by exploiting analyticity of thelsions of homogeneous
Helmholtz equation, or, more generally, the unique coraiimun principle for elliptic
problems, (see, e.gl, [62, Chap. 4.3)):

Example 2.1 (Uniqueness for[{9))Let f = 0 andg = 0 in (d). Then, any solu-

tion u € HY(Q) of (@) satisfiesu|yo = 0 since 0= ImB(u,u) = k||u||fz(m> (see

LemmaZR). Hence, the trivial extensiano R? satisfiesii € H(R?). The obser-
vationsB(u,v) = 0 for allv € H1(Q) andu|yo = 0 show

/ZDG- V- KEIW=0  WeCS(R?).
JR

Hence,U is a solution of the homogeneous Helmholtz equation@wmenishes on
R?\ Q. Analyticity of U (or, more generally, the unique continuation principle-pre
sented in[[52, Chap. 4.3]) then implies tliat 0, which in turn yieldsi = 0. .

The arguments based on the Fredholm alternative do not gwméication of how
the solution operator depends on the wavenunkbéfet, it is clearly of interest
to know howk enters bounds for the solution operator. It turns out thal Iboe
geometry and the type of boundary conditions strongly affeese bounds. For ex-
ample, for an exterior Dirichlet problen, [16] exhibits aogeetry and a sequence of
wavenumbefkn)nen tending to infinity such that the norm of the solution operato
for these wavenumbers is bounded from below by an expotigrdgimwing term
Ccéek for someC, b > 0. These geometries feature so-called “trapping” or near-
trapping and are not convex. For convex or at least stareshgpometries, thie-
dependence is much better behaved. An important ingredli¢éimé analysis on such
geometries are special test functions in the variatiorrahtdation. For example, as-
suming in the the model problefn (10) thatis star-shaped with respect to the ori-
gin (and has a smooth boundary), one may take as the testdumtt) = x- Ou(x),
whereu is the exact solution. An integration by parts (more getgriie so-called
“Rellich identities” [67, p. 261] or an identity due to Pate®V, [71]) then leads to
the following estimate for the model problem110):
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[ullike < C|lIfll2) + 19l200)|; (14)

this was shown in[56, Prop. 8.1.4] (fdr= 2) and subsequently by [25] for= 3.
Uniform in k bounds were established [n[41] for star-shaped domainsartdin
boundary conditions of mixed type by related technique& 3d&me test function
was also crucial for a boundary integral setting[inl [23]. Aimed version of this
test function that goes back to Morawetz and Ludwig] [66] wssd recently in a
boundary integral equations context (still for star-stthgemains),[[78].

While (I4) does not make minimal assumptions on the regulafif andg, the
estimate[(I4) can be used to show that (for star-shaped dejthie sesquilinear
form B of (10) satisfies an inf-sup condition with inf-sup constart O(k—1)—this
can be shown using the arguments presented in the proof @mEhb.

An important ingredient of the regularity and stability ¢img will be the concept
of polynomial well-posedneds/ which we mean polynomial-ik-bounds for the
norm of the solution operator. The model problémn (9) on skaped domains with
the a prioribound [[(I#) is an example. The following Section 2.1 showgmahial
well-posedness for the model probldrh (9) on general Ligachimains (Thni2]4).
Itis thus not the geometry but the type of boundary cond&iarour model problem
@), namely, Robin boundary conditions that makes it potgiadly well-posed. In
contrast, the Dirichlet boundary conditions in conjunatieith the lack of star-
shapedness in the examples given[inl [16] make these prohd¢matynomially
well-posed.

2.1 Polynomial well-posedness for the model problem (9)

Lemma 2.2.LetQ c RY be a bounded Lipschitz domain. LetiH!(Q) be a weak
solution of [9) with f= 0and ge L%(9Q). Then||ull 2s0) < k gl 200)-

Proof. Selectingv = u in the weak formulatio{(10) and considering the imaginary
part yields

2 ' _
Klullt290) = |mAQ 9u < (|9l 2(00) Ul 2(00)-
This concludes the argumentO

Next we use results on layer potentials for the Helmholtza¢ign from [59] to
prove the following lemma:

Lemma 2.3.LetQ ¢ RY be a bounded Lipschitz domainetH!(Q) solve [9) with
f =0. Assume o € L?(0Q) anddau € L2(9Q). Then there exists € 0indepen-
dent of k and u such that

Ul 2(0) < Ck(||U|||_2(aQ) + |‘dﬂuHH*1(dQ)) ;

[ullike <C {szuHLZ(BQ) + K% 0nully-1090) + k72|\‘9nu||L2(ag)} :
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Proof. With the single layer and double layer potentiglsand K, we have the
representation formula= Vi dnu— K¢u. From [59, Lemmata 2.1, 2.2, Theorems 4.1,
4.2] we obtain

IViedntll (@) < CKlldnuily-1, IKkulli2() < CKlulli2(90)-

Thus,
lullizia) < Ck(llullziom) + 1 9nlu-200) ) -

Next, usingv = uin the weak formulatior (10) yields
10Ul gy < C [z ) + 130t 20 Iull 200
and therefore
10Uz ) + KRl ) < C (KAl 50 + K OMUIZ 5 00 + K 4002200
which concludes the proof.00

Theorem 2.4.Let Q c RY, d € {2,3} be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then there
exists C> 0 (independent of k) such that forcfL2(Q) and ge L?(dQ) the solution
uec HY(Q) of (@) satisfies

lullse <€ [lglzoa) + K2 fllz)

Proof. We first transform the problem to one with homogeneous rigirtel sidef

in the standard way. A particular solution of the equatid) {8 given by the Newton
potentialug := Gy f; here,Gi is a Green’s function for the Helmholtz equation and
we tacitly extendf by zero outside2. Thenup € HlOC(Rd) and by the analysis of
the Newton potential given in [61, Lemma 3.5] we have

k71|‘u0|‘H2(Q)+Hu0HH1 ) +Kl[uoll 20y < ClI 20 (15)
The differencal ;= u— ug then satisfies

—AU-KU=0 inQ, (16a)
OnU+ ikl = g— (nlp + ikug) =: §. (16b)

We have with the multiplicative trace inequality

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2

19lli2(00) <C{”9”L2 00) T [Uollliz ) Volliz o) + KllUolliz ) I Yol 2

<c[lgllon) +k1/2||f|\Lz<Q>} - (7

To get bounds o, we employ LemmBA2]2 and{117) to conclude
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1Tl 200y < CK @290y <C [kfl||9|||_2(ag) + kfl/z”“”l}(g)} ; (18)
|0n0l2(00) < C |I8ll2(00) + KlTllz00) | < C|lglzoa) + K2 fllzm)| - (19)

Lemmd2.B and the generous estimidgll|-1(50) < Cl[0nll] 2(9q) Produce

[UllH2o) + KUl 20) <C {k2||9|||_2(09) +k5/2||f|\|_2(9)} : (20)
Combining [15),[(2D) finishes the argument

The a prioriestimate of Theoreiin 2.4 does not make minimal assumptiorkeon
regularity of f andg. However, it can be used to obtain estimates on the inf-sdp an
hencea prioribounds forf € (HX(Q))’ andg € H~%2(3Q) as we now show:

Theorem 2.5.Let Q  RY, d € {2,3} be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then there
exists C> 0 (independent of k) such that the sesquilinear form B df (afi3fses

it sup —RBUNY) ez 1)
0ueH (@) o2ven1(@) [[UllLk VLK e

Furthermore, for every £ (HY(Q))" and ge H-Y2(9Q) the problem [(I0) is
uniquely solvable, and its solutionauH(Q) satisfies the prioribound

lullke < CK2 {1l ayy + lolly-s200) - (22)

If Q is convex or ifQ is star-shaped and has a smooth boundary, then the follgwing
sharper estimate holds:

. ReB
inf sup —REBUYV) o oen (23)
0£ueHL (@) g uven1(q) Ull1kelVIiLko

Proof. The proof relies on standard arguments for sesquilineangamatisfying a
Garding inequality. For simplicity of notation, we write ||k for || - || 1.k o-
Givenu € H}(Q) we definez € H1(Q) as the solution of
2k2(', u)LZ(_Q) = B(',Z).
Theoreni 2} impliegz]1 k < Ck/?|[ul| z(q), andv = u+ zsatisfies
ReB(u,v) = ReB(u,u) + ReB(U,2) = [[u]|£ ) — 2k*|[u]| 7 o, + ReB(U,2) = |lu][%
Thus,

ReB(U,V) = ”u”ika

IVl1k = llu+2

1k < Ul + 121k < [[ull 1+ CR2 Ul 20y < CK72Jul] 1k
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Therefore,
ReB(u,v) = [[ullf > [[ull Lk Ck 2|V 1k,

which concludes the proof df(21). Example]2.1 provides ueigolvability for [)
so that [2IL) gives the priori estimate [(2R). Finally[{23) is shown by the same
arguments usindg (14).0

3 k-explicit regularity theory
3.1 Regularity by decomposition

Since the Sobolev regularity of elliptic problems is detierad by the leading order
terms of the differential equation and the boundary coodgj the Sobolev regu-
larity properties of our model problerl(9) are the same asdtior the Laplacian.
However, regularity results that are explicit in the waveberk are clearly of in-
terest; for example, we will use them in Sectionl 4.2 belowuardify how fine the
discretization has to be (relative kpso that the FEM is stable and quasi-optimal.

Thek-explicit regularity theory developed in [61.162] (and, darly, for integral
equations in[[54,59]) takes the form of an additive splitiof the solution into
a part with finite regularity buk-independent bounds and a part that is analytic
and for whichk-explicit bounds for all derivatives are available. Belowe will
present a similar regularity theory for the model problE)f¢® polygonalQ c R?,
thereby extending the results bf[62], which restricteditalysis of polygons to the
convex case. In order to motivate the ensuing developmemtsjuote from|[[6/1] a
result that shows in a simple setting the key features okeaxplicit “regularity by
decomposition”:

Lemma 3.1 ([61, Lemma 3.5])Let Br(0) c RY, d € {1,2, 3} be the ball of radius
R centered at the origin. Then, there existyC; 0 such that for all k (with k> kp)
the following is true: For all fe L?(RY) with suppf c Bgr(0) the solution u of

—Au—Ku=f inRY,
subject to the Sommerfeld radiation condition
lim |x|"T’1(ﬂ —iku) —0 for |x| — oo,
x|~ 9[x
has the following regularity properties:

(i) UlB,g(0) € H?(B2r(0)) and||ul|yz(p,n(0)) < CKI [l 2(8r(0))-
(if) Ulp,p0) CaN be decomposed as=uuy2 + Uy for a yy2 € H?(Bzr) and an
analytic u, together with the bounds
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Kllug2 [l 1k Bar(0) + Un2llH2(Br(0) < Cll FllL2(Br(0))
10Uy [l 2(pm(0) < CY'MaX{n,k}" [l a0y VN € No.

A few comments concerning LemrhaB.1 are in order. For gerfeeal ?(Br(0)),
one cannot expect better regularity theR-regularity for the solutioru and, in-
deed, both regularity resultf (i) and] (ii) assert this. Tkéneate [[i) is sharp in
its dependence ok as the following simple example shows: For the fundamen-
tal solutionGy (with singularity at the origin) and a cut-off functign € Cg (RY)
with suppx C Byr(0) and x = 1 on Bg(0), the functionsu := (1 — x)Gx and
f := —Au—Ku satisfy||ul| iz g,q(0)) = O(K?) and||f[| 2(4(0)) = O(K). Compared
to (), the regularity assertiof¥ii) is finer in that it4?-partu,. has a bettek-
dependence. Thie-dependence of the analytic part, is not improved (indeed,
[Uer [l H2(By(0)) < CKII fllL2(Bx(0))): bUt the analyticity oti., is a feature that higher
order methods can exploit.

The decomposition ir{ii) of Lemn{a3.1 is obtained by a decositipn of the
datumf using low pass and high pass filters, ife= L,k f +Hpkf, where the low
pass filterL, cuts off frequencies beyongk (here,n > 1) andH, eliminates
the frequencies small thapk. Similar frequency filters will be important tools in
our analysis below as well (see SEc. 3.3.1). The regularidperties stated if{ii)
then follow from this decomposition and the explicit satutiformulau = Gy f
(seel[61, Lemma 3.5] for details).

Lemmd 3.1 serves as a prototype for “regularity theory bydgmsition”. Sim-
ilar decompositions have been developed recently for aét#imholtz problems
in [62] and [54[59]. Although they vary in their details, fgedecomposition are
structurally similar in that they have the form of an additsplitting into a part with
finite regularity withk-independent bounds and an analytic part Wittlependent
bounds. The basic ingredients of these decompositiontseatg (a) (piecewise)
analyticity of the geometry (or, more generally, the datahef problem) and (b
priori bounds for solution operator. The latter appear only in ttérate for the
analytic part of the decomposition, and the most intergstase is that of polyno-
mially well-posed problems. We illustrate the construcid the decomposition for
the model problent{9) in polygonal domaifisC R?. This result is an extension
to general polygons of the resulis [62], which restrictsdaittention to the case of
convex polygons. We emphasize that the choice of the boyrmaaditions[(9b) is
not essential for the form of the decomposition and othenldaty conditions could
be treated using similar techniques.

3.2 Setting and main result

Let Q c R? be a bounded, polygonal Lipschitz domain with vertidesj =1,...,J,
and interior anglesv;, j = 1,...,J. We will require the countably normed spaces
introduced in[[8,5]7]. These space are designed to captyertant features of solu-
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tions of elliptic partial differential equations posed avlygons, namely, analyticity
of the solution and the singular behavior at the vertice®ifTtharacterization in
terms of these countably normed spaces also permits prexipgnential conver-
gence of piecewise polynomial approximation on approelyajraded meshes.
These countably normed spaces are defined with the aid ohtv&igctions

_>
@ - thatwe now define. Fg8 € [0,1), n€ Np, k> 0, andf € [0,1)’, we set

p,B k
n+p3
@ g k(X) = min { 1 Ln“} )
mm{l, | }

J
P 5= J]:ll‘pn,ﬁj,k(x— Aj)- (24)

Finally, we denote b)HéCVZ(dQ) the space of functions whose restrictions of the

edges 0P Q are inHY2.

We furthermore introduce the const&t, (k) as a suitable norm of the solution
operator for[P). That isCsoi(K) is such that for allf € L2(Q), g € L?(dQ) and
corresponding solution of (@) there holds

lullzke < Csak) [Ifllzi@) + Illzoa | (25)

We recall that Theorerl 2.4 giveBs, (k) = O(k%?) for general polygons and
Csoi(k) = O(2) by [58, Prop. 8.1.4] for convex polygons. Our motivation fising
the notationCsg(k) is emphasize in the following theorem hawnpriori estimates
for Helmholtz problems affect the decomposition result:

Theorem 3.2.Let Q c R? be a polygon with verticesjAj =1,...,J. Then there

exist constants Cy > 0, < [0,1)” independent of k> ko such that for every

f €L?(Q)and ge Hrl,\{vz(dQ) the solution u of[{9) can be written as=tiuy2 + U,
with

Kllu2[l1k.0 + [[un2llHz(q) < CCrg
[Uer lH2(0) < (Csoi(K) +1)Ct g
KluzllL20) < (Csal(K) +K)Cr g

||CDnvﬁka”+2uMH,_2<Q) < C(Csoi(k) + 1)k tmax{n,k}"2y"Cs g Vne N

with Cr g := || fl| 2(0) + Hg”Hé&f(m) and Gy (k) introduced in[(2b).

Proof. The proof is relegated to SectibnB.4. We mention thaktdependence of
our bounds offiu ([ 2() is likely to be suboptimal due to our method of prootl

Theoren 3R may be viewed as the analog of Lerimh Bl1, (ii); oveelade this
section with the analog of Lemrha 8.1, (i):
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Corollary 3.3. Assume the hypotheses of Theokem 3.2. Then there exisamisnst
C>0, B €[0,1)? independent of k such that for allf L2(Q), g € Hy2(dQ) the
solution u of [[9) satisfiegul|1x o < CCsoi(k) [H fllz) + HgHLz(mJ as well as

19y 3, Pull@y < CKCsa9+ D) IF110) + 1l -
Proof. The estimate foffu||1 x o expresse$ (25). The estimate for the second deriva-
tives ofu follows from Theorem 312 since= uy2 + u,,. O

3.3 Auxiliary results

Just as in the proof of Lemnia 8.1, an important ingredienhefgroof of Theo-
rem[3.2 are high and low pass filters. The underlying reastimisthe Helmholtz
operator—A — k? acts very differently on low frequency and high frequenaydu
tions. Here, the dividing line between high and low frequesds atO(k). For
this reason, appropriate high and low pass filters are definddanalyzed in Sec-
tion[3.3.1. Furthermore, when applied to high frequencycfioms the Helmholtz
operator behaves similarly to the Laplaciad or the modified Helmholtz operator
—A + K2, This latter operator, being positive definite, is easieanalyze and yet
provides insight into the behavior of the Helmholtz operaéstricted to high fre-
quency functions. The modified Helmholtz operator will #fere be a tool for the
proof of Theoreni 3]2 and is thus analyzed in Sedtion B.3.3.

3.3.1 High and low pass filters, auxiliary results

For the polygonal domai® c R? we introduce fom > 1 the following two low
and high pass filters in terms of the Fourier transfofim

1. The low and high pass filtetsq 5 f : L2(Q) — L?(Q) andHq 5 : L?(Q) —
L?(Q) are defined by

Lonf= (j71XBnk(0)3‘\(EQ f)le, Honpf= (971XR2\BHK(0)3‘\(EQ f)la;

here,B,«(0) is the ball of radiug)k with center 0, the characteristic function of

a setAis xa, andE, denotes the Stein extension operatof of [79, Chap. VI].
2. Analogously, we defingyq , f : L2(0Q) — L?(9Q) andHyq p : L?(9Q) —

L%(dQ) in anedgewisdashion. Specifically, identifying an edgeof Q with

an interval and lettinge be the Stein extension operator for the inteeval R

to the real lineR, we can define with the univariate Fourier transformati®n

the operator§e, andHg, by
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Lend=(F "Xg,(0)7F (EeQ))le, Heng = (F "Xr\B(0)7 (Eef))le;

the operatork, , andH,q , are then defined edgewise y; o ,9)|e = Leng
and(Hyq n9)le = Heng for all edgese C 0Q.

These operators provide stable decompositiong@®) andL?(dQ). For example,
one had g , + Ho , = Id onL?(Q) and the bounds

ILanflliz) + Hon fllize) <Cllfllz)  VFeL*(Q),

whereC > 0 depends solely o (via the Stein extension operathp). The op-
eratorsHg p andH, o , have furthermore approximation properties if the function
they are applied to has some Sobolev regularity. We illtsstizs forHsq

Lemma 3.4.Let Q c R? be a polygon. Then there exists>C0 independent of k
andn > 1 such that for all g= Hgéf(asz)

1/2 1/2
KY?(1+n" )Ha@.n8lliz0) + Hoendlly1250, = CllGlL12 50

Proof. We only show the estimate fq:}Hm,,,gHLz(m). We consider first the case of
aninterval C R. We defineH, ,gbyH, hg= 971}(&@\5%(0)95 o} wherexR\Bnk((,)

is the characteristic function f@t\ (—nk, nk) andg; is the Stein extension operator
for the intervall. Since, by Parseval is an isometry om.?(R) we have

2 2 o 2
||Hl,n9||L2(|> < ”Hl,ng”Lz(R) = /R\Br,k(o) |§E|g| dE
(L+[EAY2 o 2 1 / 2\1/2 2
- —raas PR < ————— | (1+ ZE g[2dé.
/R\Bnk(o) 1+ g2 7B A S e T IEDTI TR

The last integral can be bounded @ﬂE|g||al/2(R). The stability properties of the
extension operatds then imply furthermord(E g||;1/2) < Cl|9ll41/2(;)- In total,

1 _ _
WHQHHW(I) <Ck Y%(1+n) 1/2||£31||H1/2(|),
where, in the last estimate, the const@ntlepends additionally okg. From this
estimate, we obtain the desired bound|fb|r;m,ng|\,_z(m) by identifying each edge
of Q with an interval. O

[Hin9ll2q) <C

3.3.2 Corner singularities

We recall the following result harking back to the work by Kvatiev and Grisvard:
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Lemma 3.5.Let Q ¢ RY be a polygon with verticesjAj = 1,...,J, and interior
anglesw;, j = 1,...,J. Define for each vertexjAhe singularity function Sby

S(rj.¢) =r;’" COS(%%‘) ! (26)

where(r;, ¢;) are polar coordinates centered at the vertexstich that the edges of
Q meeting at Acorrespond tapj = 0 and ¢j = wj. Then every solution u of

—-Au=f inQ, du=g ondQ,
can be written as &= Up + zle ajA(f,g)Sj with thea prioribounds
|
luoll2(@) + Jleaj (1.9l <C|lIfll2@) + 118l 22 50) T Ul |- (27)
The zf are linear functionals, andfh: 0 for convex corners A(i.e., if wj < ).

Proof. This classical result is comprehensively treated in [38].

3.3.3 The modified Helmholtz equation

We consider the modified Helmholtz equation in both a bounidedain with Robin
boundary conditions and in the full spaRé. The corresponding solution operators
will be denotedS); andS/,:

1. The operato8, : L2(Q) x Hy,2(0Q) — HY(Q) is the solution operator for
—Au+kKu=f inQ, dwu+iku=g ondQ. (28)
2. The operato§}, : L(R?) — H'(R?) is the solution operator for
—Au+kKu=f inRZ (29)

Lemma 3.6 (properties of S}). Let Q C R? be a polygon and £ L?(Q), g€
H},Cf(ag). Then the solution u= S} (f, g) satisfies

ullike <k 2ldllizga) +k I flize)- (30)

Furthermore, there exists € 0 independent of k and the data f, g, and there exists
a decomposition & uy2 + 57, a" (f,9)S for some linear functionals;awith

3
|UH2||H2(Q)+_Z\|31+(f79)|SC[|f|||_2(g)+||9||Hécv2(m)+kl/2|9||_2(a(2) - (31)
i=
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Proof. The estimate[(30) foful|, k o follows by Lax-Milgram —se€ [62, Lemma 4.6]
for details. Since satisfies

—Au=f—-Ku inQ, du=g-—iku ondQ,

the standard regularity theory for the Laplacian (see LefBapermits us to de-
composal = Uz + 37, @ (f —k?u,g—iku)S. The continuity of the linear func-
tionalsa reads

J
i;Iey.ﬂ(f ~Ku.g—iku)| < C [[|f ~ KUl z(g) + 19~ kUl w20 |-

Since(f,g) — S (f,9) is linear, the magf,g) — a (f,g) := a? (f —ku,g—iku)
is linear, and[(30)[{27) give the desired estimatesifpranda; (f,g). O

Lemma 3.7 (properties ofSﬂJ{gz). There exists C 0 such that for every; > 1 and

every fe L2(R?) whose Fourier transform# f satisfiessuppZ f C R?\ By(0),
the solution u= S, f of (29) satisfies

. Il
2(R2Y 5
Vitnz HE

Proof. The result follows from Parseval’s theorem and the weak tdation foru
as follows (we abbreviate the Fourier transformsfby .% f andt = .# u):

Ul Rz < k™ [Ullhzr2) < Cl fllL2m2)-

||U||1 KR2 = = (F,u)2p2) = (f, U)L2m2)

\// (€2 +12) 1|f|2df\// (€2 +K2)a2de

1

&2+ K2) -1 F|2dE |ull o < l 2z Ul e,
\//RZ\BHK (€210 4208l oo < (== e s

where, in the penultimate step, we used the support prepe)th. Appealing again
to Parseval, we get the desired claim foif|,  z>. The estimate fofful|2z2) now

follows from f € L?(R?) and the standard interior regularity for the Laplacian

3.4 Proof of Theorem[3.2

We denote bys: (f,g) — S(f,g) the solution operator foF19). Concerning some of
its properties, we have the following result taken esséypfimm [62, Lemma 4.13]:

Lemma 3.8 (analytic regularity of S(f,g)). Let Q be a polygon. Let f be analytlc
on Q and ge L?(dQ) be piecewise analytic and satisfy for some const@m@g
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Yt ¥g >0

10"l 2(q) < Cryfmax{n,k}"  VneNg (32a)
107 0ll2e) < Coygmax{n,k}"  ¥neNg Vee s, (32b)

whergé” denotes the set of edges®@fand It tangential differentiation. Then there
exist B € [0,1)’ (depending only o®2) and constants Gy > 0 (depending only on
Q, Vi, ¥y, ko) such that the following is true with the constanp(k) of (23):

lull1xe < Csol(k)(C +Co) (33)
H(pn,ﬁ,anJrzuH,_z(Q) < CCsoi(Kk 1(Ct +Cq)y"max{n,k}™? Vne No. (34)

Proof. The estimate[(33) is simply a restatement of the definitioBgf(k). The

estimate[(34) will follow from[[57, Prop. 5.4.5]. To simplithe presentation, we

assume by linearity thatvanishes on all edges &f with the exception of one edge

. Furthermore, we restrict our attention to the vicinity akosertex, which we take

to be the origin; we assunfe C (0,) x {0}, and that near the origif? is above

(0,00) x {0}, i.e.,{(rcosp,rsing): 0<r < p,0< ¢ <w} C Q forsomep, w> 0.
Upon settinge := 1/k, we note that solves

—e?Au—u=¢*f onQ,  &%d,u=¢(eg—iu) onaQ.

On the edgd’, the functiong is the restriction 051 o(x,y) := g(x)e /¢ toI". The
assumptions orf and g then imply that[[57, Prop. 5.4.5] is applicable with the
following choice of constants appearinglin[57, Prop. 3:4.5

Ct = £2Ct, Co, = £€Y/2C4, Cg, =€, Cp=0,Cc=1
vt =0(1), v6, =0(1), ¥5,=0(1), =0, % =0,

)

_)
resulting in the existence of constask >0 and < [0,1)” with
19, 5,0 2ullizio) < CK™2max(n +2,k)™ 2 (k 2Cr +k Hulluica +k ¥G)

for all n € No. We conclude the argument by insertifigl(33) and estimateneg
ouslyk 1Cs +kY/2Cg < C (éf +69) :
We remark that this last generous estimate comes from tteéspréorm of our

stability assumptior (25). Its forri (25) is motivated by #stimatesavailablefor
the star-shaped case, but could clearly be replaced widr adsumptions. O

Corollary 3.9 (analytic regularity of S(Lo 5 f,Ly0 ,9)). LetQ be a polygon and

n > 1. Then there exisﬁ> € [0,1)’ (depending only o®) and C,y > 0 (depending
only on Q, ko, andn) > 1) such that for every £ L?(Q) and ge L?(dQ), the
function u=S(Lo n f, L0 49) satisfies with €g := || || 2(0) + 19l .290)
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[ullike < CCsal(K)Cr g (35)
| @n’F’anJrZUHLz(Q) < CCsol(Kk y"max{n,k}"*Csy  VneNo. (36)

Proof. The definitions oL , f andL,q ,; imply with Parseval

10"Lan fllzg) < C(NK)"|flle) V€N,
107Lo0.n9llz00) < C(NK)"IDll200) VN € No,

where agairilt is the (edgewise) tangential gradient. The desired essnadw
follow from Lemmd3.8. O

Key to the proof of Theorein 3.2 is the following contracti@sult:

Lemma 3.10 (contraction lemma)Let Q c R? be a polygon. Fix ¢ (0,1). Then

one can findﬁ) € [0,1)’ (depending solely o) and constants Cy > 0 indepen-

dent of k such that for everyd L?(Q) and every g= H%C\,Z(dﬂ), the solution u of

(@) can be decomposed aswi 2 + 571 a(f,9)S + U, +r, where y,» € H3(Q),
the g are linear functionals, and 4 € C*(Q). These functions satisfy

J
kel ko -+ loelhero, + 3 (F.0) <C 1Flza) 18l 20y |
i=

[uyll1ke < CCsol(k) {||f|\|_2<9) + HgHLZ(BQ)} ;
[ q’n’ﬁ’kmnﬂu(oﬂh}(g) < CCsoi(k)k ™ty max{n,k} " [H fllz) + HQHLZ(ag)}
for all n € Ny. Finally, the remainder r satisfies

~Ar—Kr=f onQ, Onr +ikr=g
for somef € L2(Q) andg € Hzn(9Q) with

11l + 18132 0 =@ (101 + 1 )

Proof. We start by decomposing,g) = (Lan f,Ls0 n9) + (Han f,Hao ng) with
a parameten > 1 that will be selected below. We set

Uy =SLanf,Logn9), 1= Sh(Han ),

where we tacitly extendeHlg , f (which is only defined or2) by zero outside
Q. Thenu,, satisfies the desired estimates by Corollary 3.9. irowe have by
Lemma[3.V and the stabilitifHo , f[| 2o) < C|[f|[ 2(o) (We note thatC > 0 is
independent ok andn) the a prioriestimates

Jugll ez < CK (14 n2)71/2||HQJ]f”L2(Q) <Ck 1+ '7)71||f|\|_2(9)7
[Uallp2r2) < ClHan fll2ig) < CllfllL2(q)-
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The trace and the multiplicative trace inequalities imglydi := dnuy + ikuy:
K214 n) Y2 g1ll 200) + ||91HH;4V2(09) < C[[fll2(0)-
Forgz :=Hyn ,9— g1 we then get from Lemnia3.4 and the triangle inequality
KY2(14+0)"?)1 g2l 2(00) + 1921l 117250, < C [HQHH%(@Q) + ||f||_2(g)] :

Lemmd3.6 yields fou, := S;(0,02),

el <K 2lgel o) <O+ Y2 I+ 18700 |

and furthermore we can writg = U2 + 57, &"(0,02)S, with

J
el + 5 18 0.82) < 1Fl20) + 18l 700y -

We then definey(f,g) :=a'(0,92) and note thatf,g) — a(f,g) is linear by lin-
earity of the maps;” and(f,g) — go. The above shows that,» and theg; satisfy
the required estimates. Finally, the functidn= u— (u,, + u; + uy) satisfies

—AU-KU=2k%(U + W) =: f,  dhl+iki=0=:g,

together with

]Iz < 2K (||u1||L2(Q) + HU2||L2(Q)) <C(1+n) 2 {H flli2i0) + HQHH%Z((;Q) :

Hence, selecting > 1 sufficiently large so that for the chosgre (0,1) we have
C(1+n) Y2 < qallows us to conclude the proofO

Proof of Theoreni 312.The contraction property of Lemnia 3110 can be restated
asS(f,g) = Uy + 31 a&(f,0)S +uy, + S(f,8), where, for a choseq € (0,1),

we have|| F|||_2(Q) + H@IIH%Z(M) <q [|f|||_2(g) + |g|Hg‘4\’2(ﬁg)] together with ap-

propriate estimates fan2, a(f,g), andu,. This consideration can be repeated
for S(f,g). We conclude that a geometric series argument can be engployeite
u=S(f,9) = Uy + 37 ,&(f,9)S + U, whereu,. € H3(Q), U,y € C*(Q), and
the coefficientsy are in fact linear functionals of the daté,g). Furthermore, we
have with the abbreviatio@y g := || || 2(q) + ”g”HéCVZ(dQ)
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[Uerllike <CCig
® 5 M 20| 12(0) < CCsol(K)K'Ct gy max{n,k}™?  ¥ne N,

3
Kllugzll1ko + [[ugzllnzio) + _Z|5i(f,9)| <CCigq.
i=

Finally, Lemma 3.1 below allows us to absorb the contriou§;_; &(f,g)S in
the analytic part by setting,, := U, + ¥7_, &(f,9)S. In view of B < 1, we have
2— (i > 1 and arrive at

[Uer (1) < C(Csol(K) +1)Ct g, Kllue [l 2(0) < CCt g(Csol(K) +K),

||CDnEan+2uM/HL2 < CCrg[Cso (k)k*1+k*]max{n,k}”+2 vn € N,

which concludes the argument.0

Lemma 3.11.LetB, € [0,1) satisfyB, > 1~ 7. Then, for some G; > Oindependent
of k, the singularity functions; $f (28) satlsM|S [1(q) <Cand

1o, 5 = 0"2S 2y < Ck ® Py max{n k}"? v € No

Proof. Follows by a direct calculation. See LemmalA.3 for detailsl

4 Stability of Galerkin discretizations

4.1 Abstract results

We consider the model problei (9) and a sequelggney C H1(Q) of finite-
dimensional spaces. Furthermore, we assume(thgicy is such that for every
ve HY(Q) we have limy_seinfy,cv, [V — WN|[11(@) = 0. The conforming approxi-
mationsuy to the solutioru of (@) are then defined by:

Finduy € W s.t. B(un,V) =1(v) Vv e W. (37)

Since the sesquilinear forBi satisfies a Garding inequality, general functional an-
alytic argument show thasymptotically the discrete probleni(B7) has a unique
solutionuy and are quasi-optimal (see, e.0../[73, Thm. 4.2.9], [74Dré/precisely,
there existNg > 0 andC > 0 such that for alN > Ny

[u—unllike <Cinf [[u—V|ike. (38)
veWy

This general functional analytic argument does not give iadication of howC
and Ny depend on discretization parameters and the wavenukalbespection of
the arguments reveals that it is the approximation progedf the spaced for the
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approximation of the solution of certain adjoint problerhattleads to the quasi-
optimality result[(3B). For the reader’s convenience, weea the argument, which
has been used previously in, e.q!/[6/13[56, 61, 62, 72,Md]saoften attributed to
Schatz,[[74]:

Lemma 4.1 ([62, Thm. 3.2]).Let Q c RY be a bounded Lipschitz domain and B
be defined in[[Q1). Denote by SL?(Q) — H(Q) the solution operator for the
problem

Findu e HY(Q) st BvU) = (% )z  WeHYQ). (39)

Define theadjoint approximation property (V) by

k) — sup inf IS0 =Vlka
tez()Vew Iz
If, for the continuity constantgof (I12), the spaceysatisfies
2Cekn (W) < 1, (40)
then the solution y of (37) exists and satisfies

[u—unllike <2Cs inf [u—V|1ka- (41)
veWN

Proof. We will not show existence afiy but restrict our attention on the quasi-
optimality result[[411); we refer td [54, Thm. 3.9] for the denstration thaf(41) in
fact implies existence and uniquenessuQf Letting e = u— uy be the error, we
start with an estimate foel| 2 o: Using the definition of the operat&" and the
Galerkin orthogonality satisfied by we have for arbitrary € Wy

2

lelliz o) = (&.€)12(q) = B(e,S¢) = B(e,.S'e— V) < Cg| €1k alISe— V1K 0-

Infimizing over allv € Vy yields with the adjoint approximation propenyVy )
[€llL2(0) < Can(W)lel| k.o
The Garding inequality and the Galerkin orthogonalitjgir arbitraryv € W:
lellf k.o = ReB(e.e) +2k?|el|?> o, = ReB(e,u—Vv) + 2k*|el|7 o
< Calefl1kallu—Vll1ka + (Cakn (Vi) [le] ko

The assumptio@gkn (V) < 1/2 allows us to rearrange this bound to fielf1 o <
2Cg|lu—V|j1 k0. Sincev € Vy is arbitrary, we arrive af(41).0

Lemmd4.1l informs us that the convergence analysis for therkda discretization
of (@) can be reduced to the study of the adjoint approximapimpertyn (W),
which is purely a question of approximation theory. In theteat of piecewise
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polynomial approximation spac®g this requires a good regularity theory for the
operatolS*. The strong form of the equation satisfiedlgy.= S*f is

—AU—Ku =f inQ, U —ikk"=0 ondQ, (42)

which is again a Helmholtz problem of the type considerededati®n[3. More for-

mally, with the solution operatds of Sectior 8, we hav& f = §(f,0), where an
overbar denotes complex conjugation. Thus, the reguléripry of Sectioh13 is
applicable.

4.2 Stability of hp-FEM

The estimates of Theorelm 8.2 suggest that the effect of theecsingularities is
essentially restricted to a(1/k)-neighborhood of the vertices. This motivates us
to consider meshes that are refined in a small neighborhotiteofertices. To fix
ideas, we restrict our attention to meslﬁﬁfo that are obtained in the following
way: First, a quasi-uniform triangulatioﬁh’ with mesh sizeh is selected. Then,
the elements abutting the verticdg, j = 1,...,J, are refined further with a mesh
that is geometrically graded towards these vertices. Thesmetric meshes hale
layers and use a grading factore (0,1) (see[[77, Sec. 4.4.1] for a precise formal
definition). Furthermore, for any regular, shape-regulash’, we define

SP(7):={ucH (Q):uke Z, VKeT}, (43)

where &, denotes the space of polynomials of degpe&Ve now show that on
the geometric mesheg 3™, stability of the FEM is ensured if the mesh skzand
the polynomial degrep satisfy the scale resolution conditidn (6) and, additinal

L = O(p) layers of geometric refinement are used near the vertices:

Theorem 4.2 (quasi-optimality ofhp-FEM). Let %" denote the geometric meshes

on the polygom2 C R? as described above. Fix ¢ 0. Then there are constants,c
cz > 0 depending solely of2 and the shape-regularity of the mesff;"° such that
the following is true: If h, p, and L satisfy the conditions '

k—phgcl and p>cylogk and L>c3p (44)

then the hp-FEM based on the spadé.8 ) has a unique solutionyie SP(45°
and ' '
lu—unlike <2C inf_ [lu—Vliko (45)
vesP (7559

Proof. By Lemmée[4.1, we have to estimatg (V) with Vy = (). Recalling

the definition ofrj (Vi) we let f € L?(Q) and observe that we can decomp8se=
U2 + Uz, Whereu,2 andu,, satisfy the bounds
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[Unzllnz@) < CllfllLz(q),
||CDnvﬁka”+2u%H,_z<Q) < C(Csoi(K) + Dk Y max{k,n}™?| f|| 2q)  VneNo.
Piecewise polynomial approximation off’, ° as discussed in [62, Prop. 5.6] gives

under the assumptiorkh/p < C and L > czp: (inspection of the proof of [62,
Prop. 5.6] shows that only bounds on the derivatives of ord2rare needed):

. h
VQ}‘N [uyz = V|10 < CBHfHLZ(Q)?

: _ kh \ P
Vlerv:N Uy _VHl,k,Q <C [(kh)l BmaxgCkh-bp (O'—op) :| (Csol(K) + 1)Hf|||_2(9>,

andk. From this, we can easily infer

wherefmax= max—1__jBj <1, andC, ¢, b > 0 are constants independentnip,

() < C{ S+ kGl +1) [tk oot oo () p} b

Oop

Noting that Theore 214 give& (k) = O(k%?), and selecting; sufficiently small
as well asc; sufficient large allows us to make) (Viy) so small that the condition
Q) in Lemmd 4.1 is satisfied.O

Corollary 4.3 (exponential convergence on geometric mesieLet f be analytic
on Q and g be piecewise analytic, i.e., f, g sati$fyl(32). Giver ®, there exist
c1, ¢ > 0 such that under the scale resolution conditidng (44) of Té@dd.2, the
finite element approximatioryus SP(Z,1°°) exists, and there are constants C; 0
independent of k such that the errorwy satisfies

lu—un|l1@ < Ce®P.

Proof. In view of Theoren{ 42, estimatinfu — un|1xq is purely a question of
approximability forc; sufficiently small and;, sufficiently large. Lemma3].8 gives
that the solutioru = S(f,g) satisfies the bounds given there and, as in the proof of
Theoren{ 4R, we conclude from 62, Prop. 5.6] (more pregishis follows from

its proof)

. kh \ P ~ =~
inf Uy —Vllzkq < C | (kh)* Pragtf-bp <—) ] (Csal(K) +1)(Cs +Cy).
vEVN o 0op
Theoreni 21 asser@ (k) = O(k®?2), which implies the result by suitably adjust-
ing ¢; andc; if necessary. O

Remark 4.4. 1. The problem siz8l = dimSP(Z %) isN = O((L+h~2)p?). The
particular choice ofL = c3p layers of geometric refinement, approximation
order p = czlogk, and mesh sizén = c;p/k in Theoren[ 4R ensures quasi-
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optimality of thehp-FEM with problem sizeN = O(k?), i.e., quasi-optimality
can be achieved with a fixed number of degrees of freedom pezlaragth.

2. The sparsity pattern of the system matrix is that of thesitalhp-FEM, i.e.,
each row/column ha®(p?) non-zero entries. Noting that the scale resolution
conditions[(6),[(44) require = O(logk), we see that the number of non-zero
entries entries per row/column is not independerk.df is worth relating this
observation td[12]. It is shown there for a model problemintBatno 9 point
stencil can be found that leads to a pollution-free method.

3. Any spacé/y that contain@(%ﬂf , Whereh, p, andL satisfy the scale reso-
lution condition [44) also features quasi-optimality.

4. The factor 2 on the right-hand side bf45) is arbitrary aad be replaced by
any number greater than 1.

5. The stability analysis of Theordm %.2 requires quite aificant mesh refine-
ment near the vertices, namelyy p. It is not clear whether this is an artifact
of the proof. For a more careful numerical analysis of thesiés more detailed
information about the stability properties of the solutaperatorSis needed,

e.g., estimates quS(f,g)Hlvk’Bl/k(A”.

4.3 Numerical examples: hp-FEM

All calculations reported in this section are performedwitehp-FEM codeNET-
GEN/NGSOLVE by J. Schoberl[[75,76].

Example 4.5.In this 2D analog of Example.1, we consider the model proble
@) with exact solution being a plane wag&wt%Y) wherek; = —ko = %k and

k € {4,40,100,400}. For fixedp € {1,2,3}, we show in Fig[R the performance
of the h-version FEM forp € {1,2,3} on quasi-uniform meshes by displaying the
relative error in theH!-seminorm versus the number of degrees of freedom per
wavelength. We observe that higher order methods are les® o pollution. We
note that the meshes are quasi-uniform, i.e., no geometshrefinement near the
vertices is performed in contrast to the requirements obfée(4.2. "

Example 4.6.0n theL-shaped domaif® = (—1,1)?\ (0,1) x (—1,0) with I" being
the union of the two edges meeting(8t0), we consider

—Au—-kKu=0 inQ, du=0 onl, du—iku=g ondQ\I, (46)

where the Robin datg are such that the exact solution ligx,y) = €(kxtkzy)
with k; = —ko = \/iik, andk € {10,100,1000}. We consider two kinds of meshes,
namely, quasi-uniform mesheg, with mesh sizeh such thatkh ~ 4 and meshes
T 9% that are geometrically refined near the origin. The meshi8¥® are derived
from the quasi-uniform mesl¥;, by introducing a geometric grading on the ele-
ments abutting the origin; the grading factoois= 0.125 and the number of refine-
ment levels id = 10. Fig.[3 shows the relative errors in tHé-seminorm for the
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p=1, plane wave solution, unit square p=2, plane wave solution, unit square
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Fig. 2 Top: h-FEM with p = 1 (left) andp = 2 (right) as described in Exam{le #.5. Bottom left:
h-FEM with p = 3 as described in Example_#.5. Bottom rightFEM for singular solution on
quasi-uniform mesh as described in Exaniplé 4.7.

p-version of the FEM where for fixed mesh the approximatioreopranges from
1 to 10. It is particularly noteworthy that the refinementmie origin has hardly
any effect on the convergence behavior of the FEM,; this iseqgui contrast to the
stability result Theorer 4.2, which requires geometricnefient near all vertices
of Q. [ ]

Example 4.7.The geometry and the boundary conditions are as descritiedim-
ple[4.6. The datg are selected such that the exact solution isJ2/3(kr)cos%¢,
where (r,¢) denote polar coordinates add is a first kind Bessel functiork €
{1,10,20,100,200}. Our calculations arp-FEMs withp € {1,...,10} on the qua-
siuniform mesh%;, described in Example4.7. The results are displayed in the bo
tom right part of Fig[R. The numerics illustrate that thegsilarity at the origin

is rather weak: we observe that the asymptotic algebraigergence behavior is
U—Un|p1(q) ~ Ckp~¥/3|uly1o), Where the constai@ depends favorably ok =
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plane wave solution, L =0, 0 = 0.125 plane wave solution, L = 10, 0 = 0.125
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Fig. 3 p-FEM for plane wave solution as described in Exanfiplé 4.6t: legfasiuniform meskv,
with kh ~ 4. Right: Mesh.7 9¢° obtained from%;, by strong geometric refinement near origin.

4.4 Stability of Partition of Unity Method/Generalized FEM

The abstract stability result of Lemihald.1 only assumesireapproximation prop-
erties of the spacé4. Particularly in an h-version” setting, even non-polynomial,
operator-adapted spaces may have sufficient approximatigerties to ensure the
important condition[{40) for stability. We illustrate thé$fect for the PUM/gFEM,
[56],[60] with local approximation spaces consisting of egst of plane waves or
generalized harmonic polynomials (see Secfibn 5 below)thadclassical FEM
shape functions as the partition of unity. The key obseowds that forh sufficiently
small, the resulting space has approximation propertiesasito the classical (low
order) FEM space:

Lemma 4.8.Let .7 be a shape-regular triangulation of the polygéhc R?. Let
h be its mesh size; lék)M; be the nodes of the triangulation aridi ), be the
piecewise linear hat functions associated with the naded' ;. Assume ki< C;
for some @ > 0. Let V™3t pe either the spacecff‘qp with p> 0 (see[(4D) below)
or the space \&N with p> 2 (see [[BD) below). Define, for eack=i1,...,M, the
local approximation Vby \f := spar{b(x—x;): b € V™asten Then the spaceV.=
z{\"zl ¢;V; has the following approximation property: There exists-© depending
only on the shape regularity of, the constant ¢ and V"3st®"sych that

inf [[u=vl| 2q)+hllu=Vly e SC[hZHU”HZ(Q)+(kh)2HUHL2(Q) Vue H3(Q).

veWN
Proof. We first show that each local spaéehas an elemenp; € V; with
h)| O || (@) + 11— WillL=(@) < Capplkh)? (47)

for someCypp > 0 independent of and h; here,a = suppp; has diamete©(h).
It suffices to show[{47) for the sat™@ste’ For the space of generalized har-
monic polynomials, this follows frondg(kr) = 1+ O((kr)?), and for the space
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of plane waves, Taylor expansion shows that for= 2m (m € N) the function
3 [+ e = 1+ O((kx)?) has the desired property whereas for quid 2m+ 1
(me N) the observation

i 17 i 1 2rm

kap-x _ — koom-x Koomy1X| — - 2 _
€ o [e‘ +¢€ } <1 c) +0O((kh)%), C=cosy 7,
can be utilized to construgt;. We recall (see, e.gl, 118, Thm. 4.8.7]) that for each
u € H2(Q) there is a functionv = 3, w(x;) ¢i € St(F,) with

IWlli2(q) < Cllull 2o [Wlkz(o) < Cllullyq) (48a)
lu— W|||_2 <Ch2||u||H2 @ llu— W||Hl <ChHUHH2 (48b)

Upon settingv := Y;wi(X )i @i € W, we get in view ofy; ¢; = 1 for the error

u—v=u-—SiwiX)idi = (u—w)+ 3; diw(x)(1— ¢4). The estimate$ (48) imply
[[u— W[l 2(q) +h[[u—Wly1 o <Ch2||u||H2 . For the sum, we have

IIZW| X) (L= n)dill2(q) < CkN)[W] 20 < CKN)?|ull 20

hIOS wi(6)(1— i) dillzq) < C(kh)ZHW”LZ(Q) < C(kh)2||u|||_2(9)
I

which concludes the proof.00

Remark 4.9. The approximation result of Lemnia #.8 can generalized ifouar
directions. For example, interpolation arguments allove ¢m construct, fow €
H*9(Q) with 6 € (0,1) an approximatiow,pp € Viy such that|v — Vappl 2(0) +
hlIlV—Vapplli(g) < Cr (W8 + (kh)2h®) (Vi1 + Ca(kh)?|[u]| 2 ). (We refer
the reader to the Appendix for the proof of thls results.)tFenmore, the approxi-
mation result of Lemm@&4..8 can be localized, which is of ieseif .7 is not quasi-
uniform. .

Lemmd4.8 shows that the spagg which is derived from solutions of the homoge-
neous Helmholtz equation, nevertheless has some apprisimpawer for arbitrary
functions with some Sobolev regularity. Hence, the condi{40) can be met for
sufficiently small mesh sizes:

Corollary 4.10 ( [56, Prop. 8.2.7]).Assume the hypotheses of Lenima 4.8; in par-
ticular, let the space ¥ be constructed from systems of plane waves or generalized
harmonic polynomials. Assume additionally tifais a convex polygon. Then there
exists C> 0 independent of k such that foftk< C the Galerkin method fof19) with

f = 0is quasi-optimal, i.e., the solutionyue Vy of (31) exists and satisfies

lu—unllLke <2Cs inf [[u—V1ko-
veWy

Proof. In view of Lemmd4.L, we have to estimajéVy). To that end, we consider
@) with f € L?(Q) andg = 0. In view of the convexity of2, we haveCso (k) = O(1)
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and elliptic regularity then yields for the solutiorof (9)
[ullika +K HUllhzie) < Clifllzq)-
This allows us to conclude with Lemrha®.8 that
inf [[u—Vl1ko < C (kW +h)|[ullyzq) + (k(kh)? +Kh) Jull 2 o)
veWy
< C((kh)?+kh)) ||| 2(0) < CKh(1+Kh) || f| 2(q).

Hence kn (V) can be made sufficiently smallkfh is sufficiently small. We point
out that convexity ofQ is assumed for convenience—under more stringent condi-
tions on the mesh siZg quasioptimality holds for general polygonda

5 Approximation with plane, cylindrical, and spherical waves

Systems of functions that are solutions of a (homogeneaffisehtial equation are
often called “Trefftz systems”. Prominent examples in tbatext of the Helmholtz
equation are, in the two-dimensional setting, “generdlizarmonic polynomials”
and systems of plane waves given by

V& p := spar{dn(kr)é™: —p<n<n}, (49)
WE,, i= spa{ k) n=0,..., p—1}, Wh = (cossz,sinsz);(SO)

here,J, is a first kind Bessel function, the functions\i,,, are described in polar
coordinates and the functions ¥, in Cartesian coordinates. We point out that
analogous systems can be developed in 3D. These functiesskutions of the ho-
mogeneous Helmholtz equation. For the approximation ohatfanu that satisfies
the homogeneous Helmholtz equation on a don@ia R?, one may study thep-
version”, i.e., study how welll can be approximated from the spabéﬁp orW,fW
asp — oo; alternatively, one may study thd-version”, in which, for fixedp, the
approximation properties of the spaGQ%HP or WFE’W are expressed in terms of the
diameteth = diamQ of a domain under consideration. In the way of illustratiog,
present two types of results:

Lemma 5.1 ( [56]).Let Q c R? be a simply connected domain afd cc Q be
a compact subset. Let u solveAu — k?u = 0 on Q. Then there exist constants C,
b > 0 (possibly depending on k) such that for alb2:

i [Ju— vl q < Ce PP, inf [|u— Vg < Ce PP/P,
veVg,p veWg,

Proof. See, e.g.[[86] of[58, Thm. 5.3].0



30 S. Esterhazy and J.M. Melenk

Remark 5.2. Analogs of Lemm&35l1 hold if has only some finite Sobolev regular-
ity. Then, the convergence rates are algebraic, [56], [58).15.4], [42]. .

The approximation properties of the spavgs, andWg, can be also be studied in
anh-version setting:

Proposition 5.3 ([42, Thm. 3.2.2])Let Q C R? be a domain with diameter h and
inscribed circle of radiugph. Let p= 2u + 1. Assume ki< C;. Then there exist
Cp > 0(depending only onC p > 0, m, and p) and & Wé\ﬁ’\,*l such that

lu=vljka.s <Cob* Ul iakas,  0<j<p+1,

2 _ <) 2(j—m)|y|2
where|[V|2, o 5 = Yok )|V|Hm(9>'
Several comments concerning Proposifion 5.3 are in order:

1. The constanE, in Propositiori 5.B depends favorably pnand its dependence
on p can be found in[42, Thm. 3.2.3].

2. Propositiod 513 is formulated for the spa\AﬁN of plane waves—analogous
results are valid for generalized harmonic polynomials,[d&, Thm. 2.2.1] for
both theh andhp-version.

3. Propositio 513 is formulated for the two-dimensionaleceSimilar results are
available in 3D, [[42].

4. The approximation properties of plane waves in terms®flement size have
previously been studied in slightly different normslin][20]

Remark 5.4. Plane waves and generalized harmonic polynomials repréyemo
means the only operator adapted system used in practiceciaip for polygo-
nal domains, the functionq (kr)sin(ang), n € N, or Jyq (kr)sin(ang), n € No,
for suitablea can combine good approximation properties with the optmret
alize homogeneous boundary conditions, [14]. Furtheripiisies include linear
combinations of fundamental solutions or, more generdlggretizations of layer
potentials. We refer td [14] for a concrete example. "

6 Stability of Least Squares and DG methods

Discrete stability in Sectiohl4 is obtained from stabilitf/tbe continuous prob-
lem by a perturbation argument. This approach does not seemork very well

if one aims at using approximation spaces that have speztlifes linked to the
differential equation under consideration. The reasorbeaseen from the proof of
Lemma[4]: The adjoint approximation propentfVy) (which needs to be small)
measures how well certain solutions to theomogeneous equation can be approx-
imated from the test space. If the ansatz space is basedutiosslof the homoge-
neous equation, then its capabilities to approximate mwisof the inhomogeneous
equation are clearly limited. In dnversion, the situation is not as severe as we have
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just seen in Sectidn 4.4 for the PUM/gFEM. In a pyreersion setting, however,
the techniques of Sectién 4.4 do not seem applicable.

An option is to leave the setting of Galerkin methods and tokwaith formu-
lations with built-in stability properties. Such approasttan often be understood
as minimizing some residual norm, which then provides aatarally stability and
quasi-optimality (in this residual norm). We will illusteathis procedure here by
two examples, namely, Least Squares methods and DG-met@adgresentation
will highlight an issue stemming from this approach, namtlg fact that error es-
timates in this residual norm do not easily lead to erromesstés in more classical
norms such as thig?(Q)-norm.

6.1 Some notation for spaces of piecewise smooth functions

Let.7 be a regular, shape-regular triangulation of the poly@on R?. We decom-
pose the set of edges as& = & U&k, whered is the set of edges i@ and &g
consists of the edges aQ. For functionsu: Q — R ando : Q — R? that are
smooth on the elemenise .7, we define the jumps and averages as it is customary
in DG-settings:

e Forec &, letKS andK; be the two elements shariegand denote by ™ and
n~ the normal vectors oa pointing out ofKs andK . Correspondingly, we let
ut,u” ando™ ando~ be traces o of uando from K andK; . We set:

1 1

{u}|e::§(u++u’), {0}|e::§(o++o’),
[Ulle:=u"n®+un~,  [ofle:=0"-n"+0 -n".
e For boundary edgese &g we define
{o}le:=0le [ullfe := ufen

With this notation, one can conveniently rearrange cegains over edges:

Lemma 6.1 (“DG magic formula”). Letv: Q — R ando : Q — R? be piecewise
smooth on the triangulatio¥. Then:

Kezy/aKVG'”—/gl[[V]]~{a}+/&{{v}.[[a]]+/@%[[vﬂ.{{U},

where [, and [, are shorthand notations for the sums of integrals over afjes
in & and &g.

Finally, for piecewise smooth functions}, denotes the piecewise defined gradient.
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6.2 Stability of least squares methods

Although Least Squares methods could be based on any spagpaiximation

spaces, we will concentrate here on the approximation bgepise solutions of
the homogeneous Helmholtz equation. With varying focuss, i the setting of

[14[53[6%, 700, 80] and references therein. We illustragepttocedure for the model
problem [9) withf = 0. The approximation space has the form

W={uecl?Q):ukx eWk YKec T}, (51)

where the spacéé, k are spaces of solutions of the homogeneous Helmholtz equa-
tion, e.g., systems of plane waves. For each eglges’, we select weightsvy e,
Wy e > 0 and define the functiondl: Viy — R by

J(v) = Z Wie”[V]HEZ(e) +VV%,e||[dnu]||EZ(e) + % W%,e”g_ (aﬂv‘i‘ikV)HEZ(e);
ecdp

ecé

here[vl|e :=[[V]|e and[dnV]|e := [OnV] |e represent the jumps efandd,v across the
edgee. If the exact solutiow of (@) is sufficiently regular, then it is a minimizer &f
with J(u) = 0. In a Least Squares methalis minimizer over a finite dimensional
spaceVy of the form [51). Its variational form reads:

find uy € W s.t{un,V)aNn = g (9,0nv+ ikV)Lz(e) YW e W, (52)

where
<U,V>‘]’N =
Zg Wie([u], [V])Lz(e)+V\é,e([dnu]v [OnV])L2(e) + %W%,e(anu +iku, 0pv +kV) 2(g)-

The positive semidefinite sesquilinear fofm:-); N induces in fact a norm o¥iy:
To see the definiteness 6f-);n, we note thav € Viy andJ(v) = 0 implies thatv

is in C1(Q) and elementwise a solution of the homogeneous Helmholtateou
Thus, it is a classical solution of the Helmholtz equation®mnd satisfieg,v -+
ikv=00ndQ. The uniqueness assertion fbt (9) with= 0 andg = 0 worked out
in Example[ 2.1l then implies = 0. Therefore, the minimization problem {52) is
well-defined. If the solutiomi of (@) satisfiesu € H3/2+¢(Q) for somee > 0, then
J(u) =0, and/ we get quasi-optimality of the Least Squares methdtldmorm
- llan = 3(-) 2

Ju—unFn = I(u—un) = I(un) = MinI(V) = [[u—V]3x- (53)
VEWN

We mention here that estimates for this minimum can be obthfrom (local) es-
timates in classical Sobolev norms as given in Sedfion 5guappropriate trace
estimates. Turning estimates fign — un||sn = J(un)/? into estimates in terms of
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more familiar norms such ggi— un||_2(q) is not straight forward. It may be ex-
pected that the norm of the solution operator of the contisyaroblem appears
again; the next result, which is closely relatedtd [19, 8762)], illustrates the kind
of result one can obtain, in particular irpaversion setting:

Lemma 6.2 ([65, Thm. 3.1])Let Q ¢ R? be a polygon. Let YWe=kandwe=1
for all edges and ¢ LZ(dQ). Let uy € Wy be the minimizer of J, whergyyYgiven
by (51), consists of elementwise solutions of the homogertéelmholtz equation.

(i) If Q is convex, thefju— un||%, o, < Ck 2 ((kh)~2+ (kh)) I(un).

L2(Q)
(i) If Q is not convex, then
2
flu— UNHLZ(Q) <

O™ [(kh) ™+ (kR { 1+ min{ 1, kh} e} ] (Coa(k) + 1)2(un),

where G (k) is defined in[[Z5) and satisfieggk) = O(k>2) by Theoreri 2]4.
The parameteﬁmax> 0 can be selected arbitrarily to satisfy the condition
Brmax> 1 —miny & T where thew are the interior angles of the polygon.

Proof. The result[i) is essentially the statement[of|[65, Thm. B1H refined form
as given in[[4B, Lemma 3.7]. The stateméqt (ii) is a slightlydification of [1), and
we restrict our presentation to that case. The key idea ist@irL?(Q)-bounds by

a duality argument and use the fact that uy solves the homogeneous Helmholtz
equation elementwise. More precisely, gives L?(Q) we letv € H1(Q) solve the
adjoint problem

~Av-kv=¢ inQ, odwv-ikv=0 o0ndQ.
By Corollary[3:3, the function is in a weightedH?-space with

Yo, O0%Vl2i0) < C(Csal(K) + D)9l 2(q)- (54)

IViLka +K 2@y 2,
Inspection of the arguments underlying the proof of Corg[&3 shows that the ex-
ponentsB; € [0,1) stem from the regularity theory for the Laplacian with Neuma
boundary conditions. Hence, in fg8t < [0,1/2) so thatTpv has an_2-trace on all

edges of the triangulation (cf. LemimaA.2). For eck .7 we then have
W22 0 < C [0 HMiZ ) + Wi | vwe HEK), (55)
10wz ) < C [ W + Wi | vwe HE(K), (56)
10w ) < C [ Wy + 02 PP 02w % | Ywe HEP(K), (57)

where, in the last estimate we assume that the origin is atoreer ofK andr
denotes the distance from that corner. These estimatebti@ed with the aid of
scaling arguments, the multiplicative trace inequalige($18, Prop. 1.6.3]), and,
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in the case of[{37) additionally Lemriia A.2. Fraab = max{a,b} min{a,b} (for
a, b > 0), we getr? =k B(rk)® =k Pmin{1,rk}# max{1,rk}. Hence, if Zeomer
denotes the set of elements that abut on the corne®s afe get

; ”DV”LZ IK) < C [ 1|V|H1(B + hmin{lvhk}izﬁmaxn(DovﬁkaZVHEZ(BhJ )

K& Zcorner

whereBy = Uke 220me K- NOting that the element§ € .7\ Feomer are at leasO(h)
away from the corners allows us to estimate with (56)

> IOVIIEz gk < [ Mz 0\, + M min{Z, kh}izgmax”(Do,?,kDZVHEZ(Q\Bh)] '
Ke 7\ Teomer

Hence, we have the two bounds

S 1IOVIZ2 oy, < ChHVIRs o) +Chmin{L kh}~2me| & 02V o
KeT o

z ”VHLZ(aK <ChleV” +h|V|H1(_Q

Therefore, recallingvy ¢ = k andw, ¢ = 1, we obtain from these estimates and the
a prioriestimate[(54) the bound

Z W2e||VH +W1e||DV|||_2

<ck [ +kh{1+m|n{1 kh}~ Zﬁmax}] (Cool(K) +12[19]1%2 ) (58)

The estimate[(88) can be used to boliud— UN, @) 2() |- Writing the integral as
a sum over elements, integrating by parts twice and usinguthauy solves the
homogeneous Helmholtz equation elementwise yields

(U=Un, ®)20) = 3 (U—Un,—AV— KV) 2k

Ke7
- z (an(U—UN),V)LZ(aK) - z (U—UN,anV)LZ(dK) =. Zj_—zz.
Ke7 Ke7

The “DG magic formulas” of Lemma®.1 produce
Zi=> ({Ou—un) }, [V)12(e) + ([O(U—un)], {{V})Lz(e)'i'%(ﬁm(u —un) s [VID 2

ecdi

2= ([u—un], §OVE)L2(e + (fu—und, [OVD)12e +% U—unJl, {OV})1L2)

ecé

For interior edge® € & we have[v] = 0 and[0v]] = 0 as well asu]] = 0 and
[Bu]) = 0; on boundary edgesc &g we have with the boundary conditions satisfied
by uandv (i.e.,dhu+iku= g andd,v—ikv=0)
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({OU—un) B, [V i2(e) — ([u—undl, {OVE) 2() = —((9n +TK)UN — G, V) 2e)-

These observations lead to

’—(U—UN7¢)L2(Q)’ =

;([[UN]]a{DV})LZ(e) + ;([[DUN]]a{V})LZ(e) + % ((On +iK)UN =g, V)1 2(¢)

ecol ecol

< cmw S Wy 2lVHZa ) + Wi VDI o
ecé

where, in the last step, we employed the Cauchy-Schwarmnaiiygfor sums. From
(&8) we therefore get

[(U—un, @) 2]

1200
Cv/I(un )k /2 [(kh)*l/z + (kh)Y2min{1, kh}*ﬁmax} (Coo(K) +1).

Sinced € L?(Q) is arbitrary, we get the result.0

Remark 6.3. Lemmd6.P assumes quasi-uniform meshes and the weightsv, e

do not take the edge length into account. This limits somévthepplicability in

an h-version context. However, the result is very suitable fgu-@ersion setting.
We point out that in a case where tlpeversion features only algebraic rates of
convergence, one would have to give the parameitggsw, e a p-dependentrelative
weight as opposed to the situation studied in Lerhmh 6.2. .

6.3 Stability of plane wave DG and UWVF

The framework of Discontinuous Galerkin (DG) methods p¢ésranother way of
deriving numerical schemes that are inherently stableclassical, piecewise poly-
nomial setting, this is pursued in [33435]; related workni§g4]. Here, we concen-
trate on a setting where the ansatz functions satisfy theoemeous Helmholtz
equation. In particular, we study the plane wave DG meth&@l[43[63], and the
closely related Ultra Weak Variational Formulation (UWVIS-+21[ 46, 55]. We
point out that the UWVF can be derived in different way. Heve,follow [19/36]
in viewing it as a special DG method.

Our model probleni{9) can be reformulated as a first ordeenybty introducing
the fluxo := (1/ik)0u:

iko =0u inQ, (59a)
iku—O-0=0 1inQ, (59b)
iko-n+iku=g ondQ. (59¢)
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For a mesh7, the weak elementwise formulation 6f (594). (b9b) is forrgue €
T

/iko~T+/uD-T—/ ur-n=20 V1 € H(div,K),
K K oK

/ikuv+/o-DV—/ ov=0 WeHYK),

K K oK

whereH (div,K) = {u € L2(K): divu € L?(K)} andn is the outward pointing nor-
mal vector. Replacing the spadds(K) andH (div,K) by finite-dimensional sub-
setsWwk C HY(K) and =y C H(div,K) and, additionally, imposing a coupling
between neighboring elements by replacing the multivattecesu and o on the
element edges by single-valued numerical flgso to be specified below, leads
to the problem: Findun, on) € Wik X 2Nk such that

/ikO’N'T—i—/UND'T—/ ONT-N=0 VTeZnk,
K K K ’
/ikLNV—!—/O'N'D\_/—/ 6N-n\7:0 YV E WK.
K K K ’
The variableoy can be eliminated by making the assumption %k C >nk

for all K € .7 and then selecting the test function= Ov on each element. This
yields after an integration by parts:

/DuNDv—kZqu—/ (Un — On)dv— kG -V=0  VKe 7.  (60)
K oK

SinceVy = {u€ L2(Q): ulk € VwkVK € 7} consists of discontinuous functions
without any interelement continuity imposed across thenelet edges,[(60) is
equivalent to the sum over the elements: RiRde V such that for allv € iy

)3 / DuN-D\‘/—kzuN\‘H—/ (aN—uN)Dv-n—/ ikon-nv=0.  (61)
k&7 Ik oK Jox

This formulation is now completed by specifying the flux@gsand oy, which at
the same time takes care of the boundary condition (59c):

e Forinterior edges € &

ON = W];{DhUN} —afun],  Onv={un} - B%([[DhUN]]- (62a)

e For boundary edgesec &g

—Opun — 1i_—k(5(DhuN+iliNn—gn). (62b)

AN:uN—%(Dhu-n—HkuN—g). (62c)
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Different choices of the parametews 3, J lead to different methods analyzed in
the literature. For example:

1. a =B == 1/2:thisis the UWVF as analyzed in [19421]146, 55] if the spaces
VN k consist of a spacWF?W of plane waves.

2. a=0(p/(khlogp)), B=0O((khlogp)/p), & =0O((khlogp)/p):this choice
is introduced and advocated [n [43] 63] in conjunction Withk =W,

With these choices of fluxes, the formulatiénl(61) takes thenf
Finduy € W s.t. An(un,V) =1(v) YV E W, (63)
where the sesquilinear forfy and the linear fornh are given by
An(U,v) = / Cnu- Chv—k2uv — / (U] { Onvl — / {0} [v] - / SUGY — / 50UV
Q éi éi éB éB
1 1 . .
o / T R / 50U+ ik / a[u][v] + ik / (1-d)w (64)
ik Jg iKJegg & éB
1 n n
Iv:—_—/ 590Y / 1-8)qv.
(V) ==/, 099+ | (1-9)g
So far, the choice of the spacégy is arbitrary. If the approximation spacesg k
(more precisely: the test spaces) consist of piecewisd¢isofiof the homogeneous

Helmholtz equation, then a further integration by partsassible to eliminate all
volume contributions if\y. Indeed, LemmB6l1 produces

> /Du-D\_/—kzu\‘/:
Kz /K

so thatAy simplifies to

5 [ oo = [ [l§ovh + fupiov+ | [ulgod)

Ke7

An(u) = [ QUHIC) i [ ICI0w] — | (0w +ik | afullo
+/g(1—5)uan\7+i%/ﬁ &?nuan\_/—/g 5anuv+ik/ﬁ (1— ).

Next, we make the important observation thatAgninduces a norm on the space
W if o, B >0andd € (0,1). Indeed:

1. a,B>0andd € (0,1) implies ImAy(v,v) >0 Vv € Vy by inspection of{(64).

2. ImAn(v,v) = 0 and the fact thay consists of elementwise solutions of the ho-
mogeneous Helmholtz equation implies as in the case 0f n in Sectio 6.2
thatv € C1(Q) solves the homogeneous Helmholtz equation &= v = 0
ondQ; the uniqueness assertion of Exaniplg 2.1 then prowes.

This is at the basis of the convergence analysis. Introgucin
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1
ullge = vImAn(u,u) = 211872 [Onu]E2 s + lla™ 2 [ul 2 g
H51/20nU||Lz () T KL= 8) 2Pz
lulBe.+ = llulBe+kIB" 1/Z{{U}}IILz + K Hla 2 Ul o) KIS 2ul )

we can formulate coercivity and continuity results:

Proposition 6.4 ( [T9[43]).Let i consist of piecewise solutions of the homoge-
neous Helmholtz equation. Thén||pg is a norm on ¥ and for some C> 0 de-
pending solely on the choice af 8 > 0, andd € (0,1):

ImAN(uU) = lullBg  YueW,
|An(U, V)| < Cllullpe+[IVIlbe  Vu,ve W

Let the solution of u of {9) (with ¥ 0) satisfy uc H%?*¢(Q) for somee > 0.
Then, by consistency ofyAthe solution y € Wy of (63) satisfies the following
guasioptimality estimate for somexc0 independent of k:

HU_UN”DG <Cinf Hu_VHDG’Jr. (65)
veEWN

Several comments are in order:

1. The UWVF of [20] featured quasi-optimality in a residugdé norm. We recall
that the UWVF is a DG method for the particular choice- 8 =6 =1/2.

2. WhenVy consists (elementwise) of systems of plane waves or gérneddiar-
monic polynomials, then the infimum if(65) can be estimatsidgiapproxi-
mation results on the elements by taking appropriate trades is worked out
in detail in [42[43,6B] and earlier in drversion setting in[20] (see also [19]).

3. The || - |[pg-norm controls the error on the skeletéh only. The proof of
Lemmal6.2 shows how error estimates in such norms can be asgotain
estimates fof|u — un|| 2 o); We refer again to [19] where this worked out for
the UWVF and toEBjE?BS] where the case of the plane wavedsRudied.
As pointed out in Remaik 8.3, quasi-uniformity of the ungliexy mesh.7 is an
important ingredient for the arguments of Lemimd 6.2.

It is noteworthy that Propositidn 8.4 does not make any apsioms on the mesh
sizeh and the spac¥y except that it consist of piecewise solutions of the homo-
geneous Helmholtz equation. Optimal error estimates assiple in anh-version
setting, where the number of plane waves per element is kesat: fi

Proposition 6.5 ( [36]).Let Q be convex. Assume thajX = sz\,‘f,H (1 > 1fixed)
forallK € .7. Assume thad is of the forma = a/(kh) and thatB > 0, d € (0,1/2).
Then there existg, ¢p, C > 0 (all independent of h and k) such thatif> ag and
k?h < ¢, then following error bound is true:

[u—unll1pe <C inf [[u—V|1pc+;
veVN
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here,| - |16 and|| - 1.pG. + are given by|v||i pg == Skes |V|ﬁ1(K) + k2||VHEz(K) +
VI3 and|[Vllipg s = Skes |V|a1(K) + kZHVHEz(K) +IVl3g..

Proof. The proof follows by inspection of the procedurelinl[36, S§and is stated
in [63, Props. 4.2, 4.3]. The essential ingredients of tlmpare: (a) inverse esti-
mates for systems of plane waves that have been made inkdeaita[3€] so that
techniques of standard DG methods can be used toAggatb) use of duality ar-
guments as in Lemnia3.1 to treat th&norm of the error; (c) the fact that in an
h-version setting, plane waves have some approximation pfawearbitrary func-
tions inH? (this is analogous to Lemnia 4.8)0

7 Remarks on 1D

The 1D situation is rather special in that pollution can bmptetely eliminated;
the underlying reason is that the space of solutions of timedg@neous Helmholtz
equation is finite-dimensional (two dimensional, in fadtje illustrate this for the
following model problem:

—U'—Ku=f inQ=(0,1), u0 =0, U(1)—ikul)=0. (66)

Let.7 be a mesh o2 with nodes 0= xg < X1 < --- < Xy = 1. We assume that the
mesh sizen := max (x,1 — ) satisfieskh < 7. For each node;, let ¢ € HY(Q)
be defined by the conditions

W) =ai, (W -Kuk=0 YKeZ

and Iet\/,ﬂpt =spard ¢i: i=1,...,N}. Thus, the functiong are piecewise solutions
of the homogeneous Helmholtz equation. The Galerkin mellaseéd or\/,ﬂpt is:

Finduy € VO™ s.t. / ULV — KU v — ik (1)¥(1) = / v weVe™ (67)
JQ JQ

The Galerkin method based ™ is nodally exact:

Lemma 7.1.There exist constants,(0C, > 0 independent of k such that the follow-
ing is true for kh< Cy:

(i) The functiongy; are well-defined.
(i) The method[(g7) is nodally exact.
(iii) For f € L%(Q) there holdg|u—un||1x.o < C2(hK)|| [l 2(0)-

Proof. Elementary considerations show that kir< 71, the functiongy; are well-
defined.

The most interesting feature of Lemifal7.1 is the nodal exsstrilo that end,
we note that the Green'’s function for (66) is
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1 {sinkxéky 0<x<y

G(x,y) = — :
(y) k | sinkyé® y<x<1.

Lete € HY(Q) satisfye(0) = 0 and the Galerkin orthogonality condition
Clev) = / ¢V —KRev—ike)¥(1) =0  Wwe Vo™ (68)
Q
The key observation is that for eaxhi = 1, ..., N, the functionv := G(-, %) € Vg™
since is a solution of the homogeneous Helmholtz equatioOgq) U (x;, 1), it
satisfiesG(0,x;) = 0. Furthermore, we hawg(xn) — ikv (xn) = 0. Hence, we get
from the Galerkin orthogonality (68) by an integration bytpa
0= / &V, — Kev + ike(1)¥ (1)
Q
"X D
_ / v — Ko, +/ " v — K2em — ike(1)W (1)
JO Xj

/; e(—V/ — K2W) + e(x) )V, (%) — e(x V] (x;)
+ /19(—\_// — kW) +e(1)Vi(1) —ike(1)wi(1)

X
(%) [V](%) + e(1)vi(1) — ike(1)w (1)

e
e(xi)[Vi](%);

here, we have employed the standard notation for the jumpp@d@ewise smooth
functionw: [W](xi) 1= limy_,x - W (X) — limy_,x + W (X). Since[vi](x;) # 0, we con-
clude

e(x)=0 Vie{l,... N}

Hence, the FEM{87) is nodally exact.

The above argument also shows that anyv,ﬂpt satisfying [68) must satisfy
e(x) =0 foralli € {1,...,N}. Hence, by the definition 6f™ as the span of the
functionsy;, we concludee= 0. Thus, the kernel of the linear systems described by
(&7) is trivial. By the usual dimension argument, we havejuaisolvability.

We have thea prioribound

[ullike <ClIfllzgq) (69)

for the solutionu of (&8) (as for the model problerhl(9), this can be shown using
the test functiorv = xu'’; an alternative proof based on the Green’s function and the
representation

ue) = [ Gouy)T(y)dy

is given in [47, Thm. 4.4]). If one denotes lgy the classical piecewise linear hat
function associated with nodg then one has by Taylor expansion
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16 = Wll=) <Clkh)?, (@i = @) lL=k) <CKhe, VK e T, (70)

wherehx = diamK. The approximation properties follow easily from the nodal
exactness. Specifically, denoting hythe classical piecewise linear interpolant of
u and bylu e V,Spt the nodal interpolant determined by(x) = u(x) for all i €
{0,...,N}, we have the well-known estimate

lu=1ullzke < CkH +h)[[u"][ 20y < CKA(L+Kh)| f[| 7o)

where we used the differential equation and the bolind (683timate|u”| 2 o) <

[ fll20) + kZHUHLz < CK||f[| 2(q)- Next, we estimate the differente— lu. The
muItlpI|cat|ve trace mequallty takes the form

P W2 ey < C W20, + Pz Wz vwe HEK). (1)
Hence, the estimates (70}, {71) imply

u—TulZko <C 5 K(kho)2(1+ (kho) )il |ulZe
Ke7

< CKN2(2+ (k)?) [K31ullZ ) + k2P % g
< C(kN)?(L+ (kh)?)?(|ulff 4 o-
An appeal to[(6P) concludes the argumert

Several comments are in order concerning the stability@htlethod:

1. In the 1D situation, the good stability properties of higider Galerkin FEM
can alternatively be understood in light of Lemmal 7.1: Ajppdythe Galerkin
method to a classical high order method and then condensihthe degrees
of freedom corresponding to internal shape functions (He#’), leads to a
linear system that is identical to the one obtained by udlivagpe functionsspip,
i=0,...,N, that satisfyys”(x;) = &; and additionally

/}; WPV —KgPu=0  WeHLK)NZ,

Since on a fixed mest, we have limy_e l,Uip = U, better stability properties
of higher order methods may reasonably be hoped for.

2. The system matrix of the Galerkin FEM based on the s]dﬁB'e’s a tridiagonal
matrix. The same matrix can also be obtained in differentsv&pnsider, for
example, the sesquilinear form

BUY)i= /Q UV — k- ikuDu(D) + T / Lulw,  (72)

Ke7
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wherely = —d%fz — k2. For a suitable choice of the parametagsn dependence
onk andhg, the system matrix resulting from thisusing the classical piece-
wise linear hat functions leads to the same matrix as therl@almethod based
on the shape functiong;, i = 1,...,N. In 1D, it is therefore possible to design
nodally exact methods based on the stabilization techsiguéne from [7P).
In [12], a nodally exact method is derived using other teghas.

Acknowledgement: Financial support by th&ienna Science and Technology
Fund(WWTF) is gratefully acknowledged.

Appendix

For the reference trianglé := {(x,y): 0<x<1,0<y<1—x} andB € [0,1)
the following two lemmas require the spacld%’l(IZ), HE’Z(IZ) as well as the
Besov spaceB3 ,(K). The spaces; ,(K) are defined by interpolation using the
K-functional (see, e.g[.[18, Chap. 12]). Foe {1,2}, the spacebim’m(IZ) are de-
termined by the nornﬂuﬂapm

= |Jul? ot HrﬂDmuH2 - wherer denotes

K) HM-1(K

the distance from the origin.

LemmaA.1.Let K be the reference triangle. Lgk < [0,1). Then the embed-
dings I-§’2 K) 27[3 K) and I-%’l C B1 E(K) are continuous. The embeddings
HE’Z(K) CHZ B 5 K) and I-!B )y C H p- £(K) are compact for alk > 0.

Proof. Since the cas@ = 0 corresponds to classical Sobolev spaces, we restrict
our attention here to the situatighe (0,1). The argument follows ideas presented

in [11, Thm. 2.1] and[10]. We start with the following two HBrinequalities for
sufficiently smooth functions

IrP~*0ull g, <C||U||H22 (A1)

17 2(u—u(0) o) < cnunHE,z(@, (A2)

here, [[A1) is shown, for example, in 57, Lemma A.1.7] ahd2)Aollows from
combining [10, Lemma 4.2] witti (Al1). Noting that[10, (2} 8)ates the continuous

embedding4;%(K) € C(K), we have thati(0) in (&2) is indeed well-defined.
We employ the real method of interpolation and W%m (L2 Hz)l,B/zﬁm.
Our method of proof consists in showing that &= 1— 3/2 we have

sup t 0K (t, D) <C||u||sz U:=u—u(0),
te(0,1)

for someC > 0 independent ofi. To that end, we proceed as in the proof(of|[10,
Lemma 2.1]. For everg > 0, let x5 € Cg‘(RZ) with X =1 onBs,2(0) and suppC
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X5B5(0) as well asHDjx(;H,_w(Rz) <Cd&71, j €{0,1,2}. We define the splitting
U= XsU+ (1— X5)U=: U1+

Then from[[A1) and{AR)

~ pe 2- 2 2
IXs0ll 2, < CllT 2y < 8% P20l zqg) < €% P ul2ze,
|(1_X5)G|H2(|2) <

20~ 1
C& 20l 2 (500852000 T CO Tz (RAB5(0)\85000) + 1T T2k 185 00
< CE 2 PP ) +CE PP 2 ) + CO PP 2T o g

<Co~ HUHng(R).
From this, we can infer for an§ € (0,1)
K(60) < llull o+ lh) < Clullge g, [8°° +157).

Selectingd = t¥2 gives K(t,0) < Ctl~ 5/2||u||sz Finally, the compactness
8

assertions of the embeddings follows from the compactnéssbeoembeddmgs
BS., CBS,=HSfors <s O

Lemma A.2. Let3 € [0,1/2) andK be the reference triangle. Then there exists C
Osuch that for all u= Hé’l(K) there hoIdé,\uHLz(mz) <C ||U||L2(R) + B DU”Q(R)} .

Proof. For eachs > 1/2, we have the inequalitﬂu”l_2 oK) < CSHUHHS 2. From
the embeddingﬁl’l( K) ¢ HYF(K) of Lemma[Al, we then ge|1u||L2(@K <

cwmm<cwmz+w%wg O

Lemma A.3.Let B € [0,1) and Q C R? be a finite sector with apex at the origin.
Let ue C*(Q) satisfy

I (DH,BJDMZUHLZ(Q) < Cuyunt! ¥n € No.

Then, for k> kg > 0, there exist constants @,> 0 (depending only o8, Q, y,,
and k) such that

K Ul 2(g) < max{n, n € No.
(D g, Dn+2 L2( Cch (2—B) yn Kk n+2 v N
Proof. LemmdA.2 yields

1

1
—(2—
max(n, K} ®npx(X) < Ck B)Wﬁ%,m(x) Vxe Q,

whereC, y > 0 are independent efandk. The result now follows. O
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LemmaA.4.Letf €[0,1). Thenfor0 < r < R and all ne Ny

r e 1 1
min | 1, <Ck @ BlypmtB_=
< ‘min{1, i ) max{n,k}n+2 — v nn+2

Proof. We denote the left-hand side Hys and consider several cases.
case l: < kandrk+1) <n+1:

e — ((k+ 1)r)“+3 1

n+1 kn+2
1 n n+2 k+1 n+2
— B _ 2-p( 2T - —(2-B)
r 2 <n+1> (n+1) ( K > (k+1)

1
—(2—
< Cyk @B

for suitableC, y > 0 if we assume that > ky > 0.
case 2: n< kand k+1) > n+ 1:

11 1 1 (k+\"P1
Tknt2 T K2-B B T k2B k (k+1)n+AR

1 (k+1\"P/ ¢ \™P
< _—- (21= _
~ k& B ( k ) (n+1)

for suitableC, y > 0.
case 3: > k: Then, forO<r <R

1 1 _ 1 5
lhs = (min{1,r})""P — oz S A _— 7 < k~(2-B)yn+p n”+2n2 B
1
—(2—-B)n+pB
< Ck ( ) nn+2

for suitableC, y > 0. O

Further results and proofs

Example A.5.In Exampld_L1L, we studied the convergence behavior ofitREM
in theH(Q)-seminorm. In Fig. ¥ we present the corresponding resultiéocon-
vergence in th&?(Q)-norm by plotting||u — Un|[ 2(0)/[[Ull 2(q) VS- the number of
degrees of freedom per wavelen@th. Forp = 1, we observe
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u—u
|| N”L2 '&’CkNXZ, N)\ —5 o0,
[ull 2

which is in agreement with the analysis givenlin][47, Sec.#4.@he casep > 1
seem to behave differently as we observe

[|u—un|| 2 —(p+1
LZ~eN, P Ny s
[ull 2
]
" _ 2
p=1;—u—k2u=l p=2;-u- kKu=1
) o . ——k=10
10° k- oo
“s N .~
s, e .
= 1072 o, o =
2 10 ‘v, e %
NCD “ee ‘o ~
N, .~ -
T 10 N ®
2 10 . ®
.
——k=10 e,
10°° - * -k=100 S
-0- k=1000
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Fig. 4 Performance ofi-FEM for (2). Top:p =1, p= 2. Bottom:p = 3, p = 4 (cf. ExampleEAb,
L13).

Proof of Remark4]9. By interpolation using the<-functional we can write
H0 = (H1 H?)g, for 8 € (0,1). Hence, every € H9(Q) can be decomposed

asu = up + uy with

[uall1() < teHuHHHG(Q)’ [U2]lHz(q) §t671||u||H1+9(Q)’ (A.3)

wheret > 0 is arbitrary. The proof of Lemma4.8 shows thatandu, can be
approximated fronvy as follows:



46 S. Esterhazy and J.M. Melenk
; 2 2
inf {|uz — Vil 2(q) + N[0z = V)[l2(q) < h*[[U2llnz() + (k)7 [[uzll 20
veWN

Vierch [[ur = V| 2@y + [|B(ur = V) [l 2(q) < hlJua[lyo) (kh)ZHulHLZ(Q)
Usingt = hin (A3) we therefore get

0t lu=Viuz(o) + D=V liz@) < 0 ullysioay + (k) 2oy + zlzioy

The decomposition = u; +u, and the triangle inequality yielfli|[ 2 o) +[[Uz[| 2(q) <

1ull 2q) +2lluall 20y < llullzio) + 2l Utllniq) < lIUllizig) +20°[Ullr(o)- Com-
bining these estimates, we obtain

vierUNHU_VHL2(Q)“"h”D(UZ—V)HLZ(Q) < (hl+e+(kh)2h9) [Ullgoq) + (Kh)?[|ull 20

which concludes the proof. O

Lemma A.6.Let B € [0,1). Then, for every & N there exists a linear operator
Ty Hé (K) — 2, that admits an “element-by-element construction” in thasse
of [61, Def. 5.3] with the following approximation property

pl|u— 75Ul] 2 + U — Tpull 1 ) < Cpi(liﬁ)HrEDZuHLZ(K)

where C> 0is independent of p and u.

Proof. Inspection of the proof of [61, Thm. B.4] shows that the oparar, con-
structed there does in fact not depend on the regularitynpetexs > 1. It has (as
stated in[[61L, Thm. B.4]), the approximation property

pllu— 11Ul o) + U= TUll 1) SCP  Vulysg)  YUEHYK), (A4)

if p>s— 1. Upon writing the Besov spac&zoo as an interpolation spacﬁg’m =
(H2(K),H(K))s 1. forse (1,2), we can infer fos e (1,2) from (&) the slightly
stronger statement

pllu— o)+ U= Tl < CPC Vullgs o VuEBSL(K). (AS5)

Appealing to Lemm&A]l then yields

pllu— npu|||_2(|2) +lu— npU”Hl(K) < Cp7(871>|‘ (A.6)

UHH§>2(©.
We replace the fuIH ( ) norm by the seminorm in the standard way by a com-
pactness argument. Smbl% ) is compactly embedded iH(K) (see, e.g.[T77,
Lemma 4.19]) one obtains i\y@‘yl lu— vHsz(K) <C|rP DZuHLz(@. The proof is

s
completed by noting tha (Al 4) implies thag reproduces linear polynomialsC
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