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Coarse spaces using extended generalized
eigenproblems for heterogeneous Helmholtz
problems

Emile Parolin[0000—0002—6512—7980] and
Frédéric Nataf[0000700037281373481]

Abstract An abstract construction of coarse spaces for non-Hermitian problems
and non-Hermitian domain decomposition preconditioners based on extended gen-
eralized eigenproblems was proposed in [7] and analyzed on the matrix formulation.
Building upon this work, we consider instead here the specific case of heterogeneous
Helmbholtz problems, and the derivation and analysis is performed at the continuous
level. Albeit different from its derivation, its use of oversampling and the underlying
eigenproblems, our approach shares similarities with the methods of [4] and [6].

1 Optimized Restricted Additive Schwarz method

Model problem. Let d € {1,2,3} and Q c R be an open and bounded domain.
We consider the heterogeneous Helmholtz equation for w > 0

-V (uVu) —w*vu = f, inQ,

(D
Uohu —1wu = g, on 0Q,

Find u € H'(Q) such that: {

where y and v are two variable but positive and bounded coefficients, f € L?(Q)
and g € L?(9Q) model the source terms, and n is the outward unit normal vector to
the boundary Q.

The model problem (1) takes the following variational form

Findu € H'(Q) such that:  aq(u,u’) = lo(u’), VYu' e H(Q), (2)
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where we introduced, for any D C Q and any u,u’ € H 1 (D):

ap(u,u') = (uVu, Vu') 2 (pya — 0> (v, u') 12y — 10, u') 2 opragy.  (3)
Ip(u") == (f.u")r2(p) + (8- u") 12 (aDna0) - )
The above model problem (2) is well-posed using standard arguments based on the

Fredholm alternative and a unique continuation principle.

One-level domain decomposition algorithm. We introduce a decomposition of Q
into J € N, J > 0, overlapping open subdomains ;, j = 1,...,J, associated to a
partition-of-unity function y; € W'*(Q;) such that

Q= UQ_, Xj 20, xjlaaoa =0, ZEijulsz, =u, Yu € H(Q),

J
&)
where E; is an extension-by-continuity operator. More precisely, we require that
E;: H! (Q)) — H'(Q) continuously and such that supp(E uj) C ﬁ for any
uj € H' (Q;) and for some extended open subdomain Q such that Q; Q C Q.
Starting from an initial guess uI € H'(Q), the one- level (the 1ndex I stands for
one-level) Optimized Restricted Additive Schwarz (ORAS) algorithm defines the
sequence

Wt =l +ZEJX, Lm0, (6)

where v7*! is solution of: Find v/}*! € H'(€Q;) such that:
bo,; (v}, 0}) = I, (Ejv)) —ag (ufl5  Ejv), Vo) € HY(Q)), ()
where we introduced, for any D ¢ Q and any v,v’ € H'(D):

bp(v,0") := ap(v,0") —10(v,0") 12 (9p\50) - (8)

By similar arguments as for the model problem, the local problem (7) is well-posed.

One-level error analysis. For n > 0, the one-level error is defined as

el i=y— Ut = el - ZE,)(J-U;’” = Z Ejx;j(efla; — v;-”l). 9)
J

From (7), we have,
ba, (ef'la, = vj*! u}) = ba, (efla,. v)) — ag (e l5,. Ejv}). Yvj € H'(Q)), (10)

so that

n+1 Z E]XJR ef |Q , (1)
J

where R; : H'(Q;) — H'(Q;) is defined for any 7, € H'(Q;) as
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~ ~ ~ 1
bg; (R;v;,0}) = ba, (Vjla,,v}) - ag, (vj, Ejv}), Vo', € H' (Q;). (12)

The operator R; is well-defined since the local problems (12) are well-posed.
We measure the error in the energy norm given by the following sesquilinear
form: for any D ¢ Q and any u,u’ € H'(D), let

cp(u,u’) = (uVu,Vut)Lz(D)d + wz(vu,ut)Lz(D), ||u||2D :=cp(u,u). (13)

The error can be estimated as follows

lef*! I < ko 3 jRjef g I, < kot ) lleflg I < kokiéllef Il (14)
J J

where we introduced

CEou? X llulg 1%
kO = M, kl = sup —ZJQJ’ (15)
@ g llugll, orueH! (@) llullg
0#u;eH (Q;) ’
||XjRjuj||g22j
§i=sup&j, &= sup (16)
J 0%i;eH (Q;)) ||”j||§j

The estimate (14) shows that a sufficient condition to have convergence of the
algorithm is that kok & < 1, which is unlikely to be satisfied. The two constants kg
and k; can be bounded uniformly of the parameters u, v, w of the problem and only
depend respectively on the maximum number of neighbors for a subdomain (see
e.g. [1, Lem. 7.9]) and the maximum number of subdomain intersection multiplicity
(see e.g. [1, Lem. 7.13]). For reasonable partitions, both quantities can be bounded
uniformly of the number of subdomains. On the other hand, ¢ depends on the
parameters of the problem. In the next section, we propose the construction of a
coarse space and associated two-level domain decomposition algorithm that allows
to control each ¢; independently, hence &.

2 Two-level ORAS method

Local generalized eigenproblem The definition of &; suggests considering the
following local generalized eigenproblem: Find (i1;,1,) € H'(Q;) x R such that:

ca, (XjR;lty, X;R,W5) = Ajeg (@), Vi € H'(Q)). (17)

This problem is equivalent to the following saddle-point formulation:
Find (uj,vj,05,4;) € Hl(Qj) X Hl(Qj) X Hl(Qj) X R such that:
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CQj()(jUj,XjU;-)—ij(U;,O'j) =0, VU;. € H'(Q)),
—bgj(vj,O'J[.) +bg; (ﬁjlgj,o}) - ag, (ﬁj,Ejo-J’.) =0, \/o'j’. € H'(Q)), (18)
bg, (ﬁ;lg_i,()'j) - aﬁj(ﬁ;,Ejo-j) = /ljcﬁj(ﬁj,ﬁ;.), VﬁTj e H'(Q)).

The following result shows that each £; (hence £) is finite and that the eigenvalues
A; solutions to (17) converge to 0.
Proposition 1 The operator K : u; € Hl(fzj) — xjRjuj € HI(Q]-) is compact.
Proof. The result is based on a Caccioppoli inequality which we establish next (see
also [5, Lem. 2.7]). From (12) we have, for any u; € H! (Q)),
bo, (Rjiij, x;Rii;) =0, (19)

which implies (adding (19) and its conjugate) that

(ﬂXjVRjijaXjVRjij)L2(Qj)d + (ﬂRjﬁjV)(j,XjVRjﬁj)Lz(Qj)d
+ (/,IXJVRJ;IJ, RjﬁjVXj)LZ(Qj)d - wz(VRjﬁj’ij‘Rjizj)[}(Qj) =0.

On the other hand, we have, for any #; € H' Q ),

by Riiijll, = ca; OciRjij. xjR;t;) = (R x s Riitj VX)) 2 ;)
+ (,u/\/jVRjﬁj,,\(jVRjiZj)Lz(Qj)d + (pRjﬁjV)(j,/\(jVRjiTj)Lz(gj)d
+ (X VR;iLj R VX)) 12000 + @0 (VG R;iTj XRiE 120,
= (MR . RV X )12 @)a + 207 (VR XGRT) 12 () < ClIRE T2 g -

for some constant C > 0 depending on w, upper bounds on the coefficients u, v
and the partition-of-unity ;. The result then follows by application of the Rellich—
Kondrachov theorem. O

Coarse space. For a user-defined parameter T > 0, we introduce the coarse space

Ur = @ span{E;x;R;u; : (u;,A;) solution of (17) such that A; > 7}. (20)

J

The coarse space U is made of local Helmholtz solutions R i that are extended-by-
zero globally thanks to E; after being multiplied by the partition-of-unity function
x ;. Indeed, for u; solution of (17), we have R;u; = v; solution of (18) which satisfies
(testing with o} € H}(Q;) in (18))

(uVv;, V') 1200, ya = 0 (v0),05)12(q,) = 0, Vo' € Hy(Q)). (21

Moreover, thanks to the partition-of-unity, the coarse space is conforming, namely
U, c H'(Q). Finally, Proposition 1 ensures that U, is finite dimensional.
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Two-level domain decomposition algorithm. Starting from an initial guess u‘IJI €

H'(Q), we define a sequence of solutions u!i € H'(Q) (the index i stands for
two-level),

n+l ._ n ] n+l
ug = MII+ZEJX]wj +wy n>0, 22)
j

where w;.’” is solution of: Find w;.’” € H'(Q;) such that:
bo, (Wit wh) = I, (Ejw}) - aﬁj(uﬁIQi,ij;), Vo' e H'(Q)), (23)
and w(')“rl is solution of: Find w(’)“r1 € U, such that:
ag(witt, wh) = lo(wh) — aq(uf; + ZEj)(jw;”l,wf)), Yy € Ur. (24)
J
Assumption 1. For any anti-linear form L on H' (Q), consider the two problems

Findu € H (Q) such that:  ag(u,u’) = L(u'), Yu' € H'(Q), (25)
Find uy € U, such that: aq(ug, ug) = L(up), Yul, € U,. (26)

In the following, we assume that the coarse problem (26) is well-posed and that there
exists o > 0, independent of T and L, such that the following stability bound holds

lu = uolla < ollulle. @27

Assumption 1 implies that the problem (24) is well-posed. The validity of As-
sumption 1 can be argued for large enough coarse spaces U, (i.e. taking the user-
controlled parameter 7 sufficiently small). For instance, well-posedness of the coarse
problem and a quasi-optimality estimate implying (27) can be obtained using the
so-called Aubin—Nitsche duality trick and Schatz argument, see [3, Lemma 5.1].

Two-level error analysis. For n > 0, the two-level error is defined as

n+l . _ n+l _ n v+l o+l
ey = U —up —u—uH—ZE])(ij wy” . (28)
J

From (23), we have,
b, (efila,~wit!, wh) = ij(@ﬁmj,w;)—aﬁj(eﬁbj,ij}), vu', € H'(Q)), (29)
and from (24), we have

ag(w(')”l, wh) = ag(z Ejxj(eqla; - w}”’l), wy), Vwy € Us, (30)
J

so that
et = (1= Po) ) EjxiR;efils, 31)
J
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where we introduced Py : H'(Q) — H'(Q) defined as: for any u € H'(Q),
Pou € U, such that:

aq(Pou,uy) = ag(u,uy), Vuy € Us. (32)

Provided Assumption 1 holds, the operator Py is well-defined. Besides, Py is an
oblique projection on the closed space U, and the operator norm of I — Py for cg is
bounded by the stability constant o (see (27)) of the coarse problem, namely

I-P
wp 10— Poulla .

oxuer (@) llulle
We can now state our main result, which is the counterpart for the heterogeneous
Helmbholtz problem of the matrix formulation result stated in [7, Th. 2.12].

Theorem 1 [f the user-controlled parameter 1 is taken to be sufficiently small such
that Assumption 1 holds and p := oVkok1T < 1, then the iterative solution uj
defined in (22) converges towards the exact solution u of the model problem (2), in
the norm given by cq defined in (13), and with rate p, namely

llu = uillg < p"llu —upllg, — n>0. (34)
Proof. LetIl; be the g, -orthogonal projection on the finite dimensional space
span{u; : (u;,A;) solution of (17) such that A; > 7}. (35)

Then, by construction of the coarse space, the image of > E;x;R;I1; is in the
kernel of I — Py, hence

eft! = (1=Po) D Ejx; Ry [T+ (=TI efilg, = (1=Po) D Ejx;R;(I-T1))efg .
7 7
(36)

and moreover (see e.g. [1, Lem. 7.7])
xRy (1-T)efilg llg, < TllA-T)efilg 115 <tllefilg 1% . 37
j o Rej J U Q;j J Q)
The error can hence be estimated as follows
2
e B < o2 % EviRi=Telg [ < ko D iRy (1= el I,
J J

2 2 2 2
<o k0T§ llenlg, g < o kokitlleyllg- (38)
- J
J

O

In practice, Krylov acceleration is used, and one iteration of the above algo-
rithm (22) is used as a preconditioner. Theorem 1 also implies convergence of the
Krylov iterative method.
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3 Numerical illustrations

We conclude with some numerical experiments on the Marmousi model, which
represents a realistic geological structure with varying velocity ¢ (see Figure 1) and
fits within the model problem (1) with v = ¢™2, u = 1. A homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary condition is applied on the surface and Robin boundary conditions are
imposed on the remaining boundaries. The source term f is a regularized Dirac
mass (sharp Gaussian function) centered near the surface (and g = 0).

The implementation is performed in FreeFEM using the FFDDM framework. The
discretization consists of P, Lagrange finite elements. We perform a weak scaling test
using a frequency ramp, so that the number of degrees of freedom in each subdomain
remains constant around ~ 36000 (~ 780 on the subdomain boundary). We compare
results for the one-level ORAS preconditioner and the two-level preconditioners for
three coarse space sizes. In practice, instead of using the parameter 7 to filter the
eigenvalues, we compute a fixed number of eigenpairs per subdomain given as a
percentage of the number of degrees of freedom on the boundary of the subdomain
(which is an upper bound on the meaningful eigenvectors to include on the coarse
space). This strategy avoids computing too many unnecessary eigenpairs and allows
more sensible run time comparisons. The numerical results are reported in Table 1
and in Figure 2.

The results show the poor scalability of the one-level preconditioner for increasing
w. For a large enough coarse space, the second-level preconditioner converges in a
much reduced number of iterations, albeit still growing with respect to w. This is
however achieved at the expense of a larger setup time (including factorization of
local matrices, computation of eigenvalues, assembly and factorization of the coarse
problem). At some point, the reduction in iterations obtained by increasing further
the coarse space is offset by the larger computational effort for building the coarse
space and solving the coarse problem.

Additional numerical results providing a numerical comparison with alternative
methods (including the coarse spaces in [4, 6]) are given in [2].

one-level two-level (7.5%) two-level (10%) two-level (12.5%)

w J N It Tscmp Tsolver| CS It Tsclup Tsover| CS It Tsctup Toover| CS It Tsclup Tsolver
30 32 1106441 (224 1.6 37 |1884 25 55 54 [2512 16 79 4.1 [3140 13 105 3.9
427 64 2167257 (314 1.7 62 3732 46 55 93 |4976 20 80 5.0 |6220 15 107 4.2
60 128 4420881 478 1.5 125 |7524 94 58 20 (10032 27 84 6.7 [12540 20 113 5.7
84 256 8662193 (645 1.7 267 |14865 202 67 70 19820 42 96 17 |24775 26 134 14
1207t 512 17673761|915 2.2 1120 {30297 389 74 178 (40396 62 109 28 |50495 37 150 21

Table1 Angular frequency w, number of subdomains J, number of degrees of freedom N, number
of GMRES iterations to reach a relative residual of 10~8 (It), setup time (Tsewp) and solver time
(Tsolver) for the one-level preconditioner and two-level preconditioners for three coarse space sizes
(CS) given as a percentage of the number of degrees of freedom on the skeleton (X%).
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Fig. 1 Velocity profile (top) and real part of the solution u for w = 607 (bottom).
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Fig. 2 GMRES iteration count (left) and total run time (right) with respect to w.
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