Kwame NKkrumah University Of Science And
Technology

DIVERGENCE REGULARIZATION METHOD
FOR SOLVING ILL-POSED HELMHOLTZ EQUATION

by

Benedict Barnes, (MPhil in Mathematics)

A Thesis Submitted To Department Of Mathematics
In Partial Fulfillment Of The Requirements For The Degree
of
Doctor of Philosophy

College of Science

June, 2016



Declaration

[ hereby declare that this submission is my own work towards the Doctor of
Philosophy (PhD) and that, to the best of my knowledge, it contains no material
previously published by another person nor material which has been accepted for the
award of any other degree of the University, except where due acknowledgement has
been made in the text.

Benedict Barnes (PG8107212) e e
Student and ID Signature Date

Certified by:

Anthony Y. Aidoo (Prof.) e

Supervisor Signature Date

Certified by:

Emmanuel Osei-Frimpong (Dr.) e

Supervisor Signature Date

Certified by:

S.K. Amponsah (Prof.) s e

Head of Department Signature Date

ii



Acknowledgements

[ express my profound gratitude to my two supervisors, Professor Anthony Y.
Aidoo and Dr Emmanuel Osei-Frimpong, for their help and guidance in the course of
my studies. To my children, I thank them for their advice and support they gave
during the course of the work. My work would have been a much harder and a longer
road to traverse without their assistance.

To Department of Mathematics, KNUST especially Mr. K. F. Darkwah and Dr.
Joseph Ackora-Prah for your companionship and encouragement over the years has
made this work successful.

Finally, I thank my friends especially, Herry Oppong Tuffour at the Department of
Crop and Soil Sciences, and students of KNUST.

iii



Abstract

In this work, we introduce Divergence Regularization Method (DRM) for
regularizing the Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation where the boundary
deflection is not equal to zero in Hilbert space H. The DRM incorporates a positive
integer scaler which homogenizes inhomogeneous boundary deflection in Cauchy
problem of the Helmholtz equation to ensure the existence and uniqueness of
solution for the equation. The DRM employs its regualarization term (1 + a?m)e™ to
restore the stability of the regularized Helmholtz equation, and guarantees the
uniqueness of solution of Helmholtz equation when it is imposed by Neumann
boundary conditions in the upper half-plane. The DRM gives better stability
approximation when compared with other methods of regularization for solving
Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation where the boundary deflection is zero.

In the process, we introduce Adaptive Wavelet Spectral Finite Difference (AWSFD)
method to obtain the approximated solutions of the regularized Helmholtz equation
with regularized Cauchy boundary conditions, regularized Neumann boundary
conditions in the upper half-plane, and finally with regularized both Dirichlet and
Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is equal to zero. The
AWSFD method captures the boundary points to obtain approximated solution of
Helmholtz equation. This method reduces the Helmholtz equation in two dimensions
to one dimension which is then solve spectrally using a suitable wavelet basis. The
solutions by AWSFD method confirms the analytic solutions of regularized Helmholtz
equation by DRM. The norm of relative error between the analytic solution by DRM
and the approximated solution by AWSFD method is minimal. Moreover, we introduce
interpolation scheme in the AWSFD method to obtain the approximated solutions of

the regularized Helmholtz equation with above boundary conditions.
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Chapter 1

1.0 Introduction

In this chapter, we discuss the ill-posed second-order linear partial differential
equations. We restrict ourselves to homogeneous Helmholtz equation, an elliptic
partial differential equation. Ill-posed Helmholtz equation comes about as a result of
imprecise readings of the boundary data, given by physical instruments (Bertero et
al., 1988). This noise causes distortion in signal transmission. Secondly, the number
and type of auxiliary boundary conditions imposed on the equation can lead to ill-
posedness. If the number of auxiliary boundary conditions are too many, then the
solution to the Helmholtz equation may not exist, but if there are too few, the
Helmholtz equation may have more than one solution.

In most practices, experiments with nearly similar boundary conditions do not
yield the same results. The solution to Helmholtz equation with boundary conditions
may be continuously differentiable, but may suffer numerical instability when solved
with finite precision. Numerical simulations of ill-posed Helmholtz equation together
with boundary conditions often lead to large errors, wrecks and catastrophes (Petrov
and Sizikov, 2005). Undoubtedly, the number of imposed boundary conditions
should not only bring about the existence and uniqueness of solution to the
Helmholtz equation, but also restore the stability of the solution to the Helmholtz
equation.

Solution space of the equation is another important factor which cannot be
overemphasized. Inappropriateness of solution space can lead to ill-posed elliptic
Helmholtz equation. Spaces like Hilbert space admit classical solution to the

Helmholtz equation.



1.1 Background

In this section, we discuss the ill-posed Helmholtz equation with Cauchy boundary
conditions where the boundary deflection is not equal to zero, with Neumann
boundary conditions in the upper half-plane and finally with imposed both Dirichlet
and Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is homogeneous. In
addition, we identify the cases where if the Helmholtz equation is imposed with one
of the above boundary conditions then the Helmholtz equation has no solution, has
more than one solution and also, the case where a unique solution exists, but the
solution does not depend continuously on the small changes in the boundary
conditions. Moreover, we provide proofs of some of the rigorous results related to
the issues that have been discussed above. Definitions and theorems which are
relevant, necessary and sufficient to establish the claims will be provided in this
work.

An ill-posed Helmholtz equation has no practical application or is physically
meaningless (Hadamard as cited in Petrov and Sizikov, 2005). However, in vibrating
membrane system and laser beam models, ill-posed Helmholtz equation has
applications (Petrov and Sizikov, 2005). Thus, such an equation needs regularization
for certain imposed boundary conditions. Regularizing ill-posed Helmholtz equation
together with the boundary conditions requires additional information in the
construction of stable solutions (Lavrentoev et al., 1997). We prescribe appropriate
constraints in the Helmholtz equation, as well as boundary conditions to make the
equation wellposed. Regularized Helmholtz equation provides better understanding
in the study of stationary processes. Undoubtedly, if the Helmholtz equation is well-
posed, then numerical stability is feasible when solved with finite precision, or with

errors in the data.

Our method is the Divergence Regularization Method (DRM) for the construction

of stable solutions to ill-posed Helmholtz equations with Cauchy boundary



conditions where the boundary deflection is not equal to zero, with Neumann
boundary conditions in the upper half-plane and then Helmholtz equation with both
Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is
homogeneous in Hilbert space. We achieve this result by applying divergence
theorem in two dimensions, Green’s first identity and then introduction of
homogenization of boundary deflection in the Cauchy boundary conditions.

Also, we show that our solutions of the regularized Helmholtz equation with
regularized boundary conditions meet all the three conditions of well-posedness
given by Hadamard. Afterwards, we apply the DRM to solve the equations. In the case
of Neumann problem for the Helmholtz equation, we apply a shift operator on the x-
spatial variable instead of homogenization of the boundary deflection.

In order to confirm our solutions of the regularized Helmholtz equation with
above regularized boundary conditions, we introduce a numerical technique, called
Adaptive Wavelet Spectral Finite Difference AWSFD method. This (wavelet) method
approximates the solutions of the regularized Helmholtz equation in Hilbert space.
In addition, we introduce interpolation scheme in the AWSFD method and compare
the solutions of regularized Helmholtz equation with the same regularized boundary
conditions by DRM and by AWSFD method. We compare the solution of regularized
Helmholtz equation by DRM and solutions by existing methods of regularization for
cases where if both methods are able to regularize the Helmholtz equation.

We state some definitions and theorems that useful in understanding ill-posed

Helmholtz equation with imposed boundary conditions as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (Hadamard Theorem) If the Laplace operator in the Helmholtz equation
A:Q cRZ-R2is C2(Q) and kAw(xy) 1k <y < +00, V w(xy) € Qand y ER

where

a‘z 6)2

A= 4+ 7
On? * dy?,



then the A is a homeomorphism of () onto R2.

Proof : See for example (Ortega and Rheinboldt, 1970).

We state the Hadamard theorem in the context of operator equation as follows.

Definition 1.1 (ill-posedness) Let the operator equation

Aw(xy) = f(x) (1.1)

where w(x,y) is the sought solution, fis a known function, Y and F are Hilbert spaces and
A is a Laplace operator occurring in the Helmholtz equation. Thus, A : Y = F is an
operator from a Hilbert space Y into a Hilbert space F. The problem of solving equation
(1.1) presents a well-posed according to Hadamard if 1. for any f € F, there exists an

element w(x,y) € Y such that

Aw(xy) = flx). That is,
the the range of the operator
R(A)=F

is closed. Thus, the solution of equation (1.1) exists.
2.1f the
N(A)=0.

This implies that the null space of A is trivial. Thus, the Helmholtz equation with
boundary conditions has a unique solution.
3.the solution w(x,y) depends continuously on the data function f(x) . That is, the
inverse Laplace operator A-1in the Helmholtz is continuous. Thus, the solution is
stable with respect to small perturbations in the data function. Otherwise equation

(1.1) is ill-posed (Petrov and Sizikov, 2005).



The third condition of well-posedness can be ensured by the bounded inverse
theorem.

We see that the Helmholtz equation has a solution if the smoothness requirement

is satisfied together with other conditions, which we will give them later.

Definition 1.2 (Smoothness Requirement) The conventional homogeneous form of

equation (1.1) is as follows:

2

i(2)0%w(x, .

Lw = — E ai(T) - Lf (@ y)—é—(fu_.'(:z:,y) =0 in
ox?

i=1 g Q (1.2)

where x € Q, c¢(x) € R%, a(x) € R2x2 are the coefficients. The coefficients aiand c satisfy

the following conditions:
ai€C(Q), i=12
cecC),

0€CQ)

and
2

2
Za,;(.r)e? > éZEf Ve= (e, €2) €N
i=1

i=1

(Su’li, 2012).

The Cauchy problem or Neumann problem of the Helmholtz equation will have a

solution if the additional condition; data compatibility condition is satisfied.

Theorem 1.2 (Data Compatibility Condition: Duchateau and Zachmann, (1989)) Let Q
denote a bounded region in R? having smooth boundary 9{). The Neumann problem

Aw(xy) + kK2w(x,y) = 0inQ,
ow(x,a)
= g(x)ondQa
dy



ow(b,y)
= f{y) on 0Qs

ox
has no solution unless the data functions 0, g(x) and f(y) satisfy the compatibility

condition

0=Z.g(x)dx="1 fly)ady.
a0 0Qs

When the compatibility condition is satisfied, then the solution exists for the
Helmholtz equation. Thus, the range of the Laplace operator R(4) in the Helmholtz
equation is closed. In the case of Dirichlet problem of the Helmholtz equation, no such
condition is useful. We state the definitions of the domain, the range and the null space

of A as follows:
Definition 1.3 Let X and Y be normed linear spaces. The operator A : X — Y is said to be

a linear operator from a Hilbert space X to another Hilbert space Y if,
A(uwi(xy) + nwa(xy)) = uA(wi(xy)) + nA(wz(xy)),
where wi(x,y),w2(xy) € X and u, n € R. The domain of the operator D(A) is defined as
D(A)y={w € X‘A(’w(:}:, y)) is defined}

the range of the operator R(A) is
R(A)={ve Y’t) = A(w(z,y)), for some w(x,y) € D(A)}

and the null space is

N(A) = {w(x. XAA(w0(T, —0
(Atkinson and Han, 2009). (A) ={w(z,y) € (w(z,y)) = 0}

The Riesz representation theorem gives the uniqueness of solution to Helmholtz

equation with imposed boundary conditions, on the grounds that the Laplace



operator in the Helmholtz equation is bounded on the domain in the Hilbert space.
We use other conditions of uniqueness to establish the claim where it is necessary
and appropriate.

Theorem 1.3 (Riesz representation theorem) Let A be a bounded linear operator
defined on a subspace () of a Hilbert space H. Then there is a unique solution wu(x,y) €

Q c H such that

A(w(xy)) = hw(xy),wu(xy)i, v w(xy) € Q.

In addition,

|A|cH-= kwu(x,y)k

(Coleman, 2012).
Proof: Set S = KerA(w(x,y)). If H = S, then
w(xy) =0,

we set

wu(x,y) = 0.

If wesetS=6 H,there exists w(x)y) € S such that

A(w(xy)) =06.

However, we observe that

w(xy) = wi(xy) + wa(xy),

where wi(x,y) € S and w2(x,y) € S1and so A(wz(x,y)) = 06 . For w(x,y) € S, we obtain



A(w(z,y)) A(ws(2,y))

) )) B 2(1; y)
A(w(z,y)) ) wy(x,y) = Alw(z,y w

D7 Ayl y)) )2
A(’w(m y i((t:u(x y) )
A(w(a:,:u) Alwa(z,y) /)"

(z.y) =
that
A(w(z,y) wzﬂf?l) Thi lies
Aw(T,Y) = Tan@a) - (w l ;I
> (w(w,y)




We then set

Alws(z,y))
wy(z,y) = ———222 (2,1
@) = e, gy 225 Y)

7

then we obtain

hw(xy),wu(x)y)i =A(w(xy)).

By contradiction, suppose there are two solutions wui(x,y) and wu2(x,y) satisfy the first

condition of the Riesz representation theorem, then

Dw(xy),wui(xy) — wuz(x))E = 0.

This implies that
wu1(x,y) = wuz(xy).
Thus, wu(x,y) is unique.
Finally, we show that

kAka.= kwu(x,y)k.
To see this, we set
A=0.

This follows from the previous result. We set wu(x,y). If kw(x,y)k < 1, then
lAG DIl = (e y), e )|

< flwe, y) |l (e, gl

< lwu(z;y)]-
Thus,
kAka. < kwu(x,y)k.
In addition, we see that
Wy lT, Y
Iy
([ (2, y) |l

7’

and



A(SE] = [y )
= lwalz, y)l-

8
Hence,

|A]o. = kAk.

The homeomorphism of the A from () into R% which implies well-posedness of the
Helmholtz equation with imposed boundary conditions.
Definition 1.4 Let X and Y be two normed spaces. An operator A : X — Y is said to be
homeomorphism if A is continuous from X to Y and the inverse operator A-1: Y — X is

continuous (Oden, 1979).

1.2 Helmholtz Equation with Different Boundary

Conditions

In this section, we discuss three different kinds of ill-posedness of Helmholtz equation
with Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous,
with both Cauchy and Dirichlet boundary conditions where the boundary deflection
is homogeneous and finally, when the equation is imposed with Neumann boundary
conditions in the upper half-plane. In summary, the mixed boundary conditions, as
well as Neumann boundary conditions are imposed on Helmholtz equation.

Definition 1.5 (Boundary of the Domain) Let Q be a domain in a Hilbert space H. A

point (x1,y1) € H is called a boundary point of Q if every neighbourhood of (x1,y1)

intersects both () and its complement

Qe=H\ Q

10



The set of all boundary points of 1 is called the boundary of 1 and is denoted by 0X).

(Akcoglu et al,, 2009).

1.2.1 Helmholtz Equation with Cauchy Boundary Conditions where
the Boundary Deflection is Inhomogeneous

In this subsection, we show that when Cauchy boundary conditions are imposed on
homogeneous Helmholtz equation where boundary deflection is not equal to zero,
then the equation has no solution. The Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation

where the boundary deflection is not equal to zero is as follows.
Pw(x,y) O*w(x,y) T

4 = <xr < —, <qy<?2
72 + 2 + Fw(z,y) =0, O_T_2 0<y<2rm
Jw(x, 0 1
(“(();) — Hsin(n:r), 03z 3 % (1.3)
.zl'!(xf 0) = Or 0<x < 7—21—

By the method of separation of variables, we obtain

sin(nz) sinh(y/(n? — k?)y)

(
w(z,y) ; k)
For the above function w(x,y) to be called a solution to equation (1.3) together
with Cauchy boundary conditions it must satisfy the smoothness requirement
condition as well as data compatibility condition. In equation (1.3), we can see that

the integral of the boundary deflection Iwgy(x0) over [0,%] is

! 1 .
/2 —sin(nz)dr = =[1— cos(%)]
0

n n?
Thus,
— YYo=, .
"[1— (%)]= %, Vn=26,10,...

0, Vn=4,812 %

2 ]
/ - sin(nz)dr #0, Vn=oddorn=26,...
Jo

Equation (1.3) does not satisfy the data compatibility condition. This implies that the

function

11



o0

1
w(x,y) = Z Y o sin(naz) sinh(vn? — k2y), Vnel"

is not a solution of equation (1.3). Hence, equation (1.3) is ill-posed in the sense of

n=1

Hadamard.

1.2.2 Helmholtz Equation with Neumann Boundary Conditions in
the Upper Half-plane

In this subsection, we show that the Neumann problem on the upper half-plane for
the Helmholtz equation has solution but not unique. We provide the rigorous proof
for our claim. We impose Neumann boundary conditions on homogeneous Helmholtz

equation on the upper half-plane as follows:

2
aXz ayz = < < Sﬂ})
aW(—1;J’) 6W(1;_V) aZW(X,y) + kZW(X;y) —

0] 1 X
0x < ’
ad
ow(x,0) - L0y 1
15)% § s
ow(x,1) R\ =
A= 0, O y 1 = 0 1 X 1
(1.4)
— = cos(2mx) 1 x 1
Oy —

Using the method separation of variables, we obtain the following result from equation
(1.4) as follows:

w(xy) XX)Y ) (1.5)

XY () XY Q) + k2X(X)Y () =0
Yo)+k2Y () _ -X°(x) _ N
Xx) 7

+

(1.6)

12



Y(y)

where A = constant > 0. From equation (1.6), we obtain

v v KO-
X(x) = :
- Misin( Ax)+  Adzcos( Ax)
X0x) + AX(x)=0
X(x) = Aicos(VAx) + Azsin(VAx) (1.7)

When Xo(-1) = 0, we obtain
X0(-1) = V41 sin(VA. - 1) +VAdz2 cos(VA. - 1) = 0 A1sin(vA) + A2 cos(vVA) = 0

(1.8)=>
When Xo(1) = 0, we obtain
X0(1) = —VAA1 sin(VA.1) + VAA2 cos(VA.1) = 0 A1 sin(VA) + A2 cos(VA) = 0 (1.9)

ﬁ -—
Summing equation (1.8) and equation (1.9) gives
\/'
2A2cos( A)=0
For trivial solution, we let
Veos( A) =
0, A2=06
= d nm?, n=13,5,.
(1.10)
A= 0
2

are eigenvalues. Substituting equation (1.10) into equation (1.7) yields

nmx nmx
X(x) = Aicos(_—_)+Azsin(__)

13



2 2 nmx nmx
Xn(x) = cos(_ _)+sin(_ ) n=135,.
2 2
are the eigenfunctions which correspond to eigenvalues’\ - (%)2
Also, subtracting equation (1.9) from equation (1.8) yields
V 241 sin(
A) =
0
\/
=>sin( A) = 0  A16=0
A = (nm)? n=0123,..
are eigenvalues. Substituting equation (1.12) into equation (1.7) yields

X(x) A1 cos(nmx) + Az sin(nmx)

Xn(X)

cos(nmx) + sin(nmx), n=0,123,.

are the eigenfunctions which correspond to eigenvalues A = (nm)2. Again,

in equation (1.6), we obtain
Y (y) = Bycosh(y/[ A2 — k2] y) + By sinh(y/[ A2 — k2] u)
When Y 0(0) = 0, we obtain
Y (y) = B, cosh(y/ (A — k?)y)

Substituting equations (1.11) and (1.14) into equation (1.5) yields

wilxy) = Z Cn Cosh(\/((?)2 — k;Q)y)((‘:os(T) + 5111(7)) 4

n=1,3,5
J

nmx

(1.11)

(1.12)

(1.13)

(1.14)

nm nmx

dw(xy)

dy

ow(x1) X — o rnm)z2-k2).en — sinh(r((nm2 — )2-

k2).1)(cos(nmx2 ) + sin(nmx2 ))
((

2 n=1,3,5

ay

cos(2mx)
r((—nm)2 - k2).cnsinh(r((—nm)2 - k2))(cos(——nmx) + sin(_—_nmnx))

2 2 2

14

Z \/((%r)z —k2?).c, Sinh(\/((g—w)? _ k2)y)(ms(g) +sin(
1=1,35

=) 5

[ee)



X n=1,3,5

= cos(2mx).

Since the eigenfunctions
X,(z) = (s() sin(5)

are orthogonal under the inner product, we obtain

r ((_)2-k%.cnsinh(r((_ )2 - k?)) x nmw

nm
Z 2 21
nmx nmx nmx nmx
Z [cos(__)+sin(__)][cos(—_) +sin(___)] dx
-1 2
r
2 2 21
Z nmx nmx
=cos(2mx)[ cost— ) +sin(— )] dx
-1 2 2
=(()2 - k2).cnsinh(r(( )2-k2)) x nm nm
2 21 1
nmx nmx nmx nmx

{ [cos2( ) +sin2( )] dx+2Z cos(—)sin(— )dx}
-1 2 2 -1 2 21 1
nix nix
=7 cos(2mx)cos(——)dx + Z cos(2mx)sin(— )dx. (1.15)

5 2 Sl 2
We observe that

.1 19 » 1 ‘
/ cos(%) sin(%)dw =0= ] cos(2mx) sin(%)day Yn=1,2,...

1 1

and
Z
("2 - k2).casinh(r((__"")2 - k2))Z 1 1dx = 1 cos(2mx)cos(—nmx)dx.

2 2 -1-1 2

15



2 2\/M222nn2\/ﬂzz 2 Vn= 1,5,...

ATl etem sV (e — Y

-2nm n= 3,7,... (116)

(n-16)7f- (C  )-k)sinh(  (( ~ )-k))

Substituting for c1, we obtain
00 2n7. cosh(4 /(5 )2 —k2)y)(cos(25E ) +sin( 152)) _ 15
_ n=15 (n2-16)m2. /((%F)2—k2) sinh(y /()2 —k2)) n=150...
n (ZL'? y) - ZOO —2nm. cosh(y /(75" )2 —k2)y)(cos(“5% ) +sin( “5*)) n—3.7

n=3T (n2-16)n2.4 /()2 —k?) sinh(1/((5F)?=%2)) T (1.17)
When
n=0 =ada=sb);
We obtain
Yo(y) = cocos(ky) + co1sin(ky)

Y0(y)
When Y 0(0) = 0, we obtain

—kco sin(ky) + kco1 cos(ky)

=c01=0

Substituting equations (1.12), (1.13) and (1.15) into equation (1.5) yields
we(z,y) = cocos(ky) + Z cn cosh(y/((nm)? — k2)y))(cos(nme) + sin(nmz))
n=1

ow(z, 1)

o = —kecgsin(k.1)

5 i V((nm)? — k?).e, sinh(+/((nm)? — k2).1))(cos(nmx) + sin(nax))

oo

= —keysin(k) + Z ((nm)? — k2).c, sinh(y/((nm)? = k2)))(cos(nmz) + sin(nmx))

n=1

= cos(2mx) (1.18)

Since the eigenfunctions

Xn(x) = (cos(nmx) + sin(nmx))
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are orthogonal under the inner product, equation (1.18) becomes

p((1 nm)2 - k2).casinh(p[ (nm)% - k2] )) x

Z [ cos(nmx) + sin(nmx)] [ cos(nmx) + sin(nmx)] dx

-1
1

=cos(2mnx)[ cos(nmx) + sin(nmx)] dx
-1
1 1

P =((nm)?2 - k?).cnsinh(p((nm)? - k2)){Z-1 1dx + 2Z-1 cos(nmx)sin(nmx)dx}

Z

=cos(2mx)cos(nmx)dx + Z cos(2mx)sin(nmx)dx
-1 -1
But we observe that

S| o1
/ cos(nmx) sin(nrx)dr = 0 = / cos(2mx) sin(nrx)dr, VYn=1,2,...

1 1
which implies that

1
2y/((nm)? — k?).sinh(y/((nm)* — k2))) (1.19) Substituting c2 into
wz(x,y), we obtain

= (o =

=, cosh(y/((n7)2 — k2)y))(cos(nmrz) + sin(nrz))
wa(Thy) = Z 2 2) g 2 2
g 2+/((nm)? — k?).sinh(/((nm)? — k2)) (1.20)
By equations (1.16) and (1.20), we obtain
( ZOO 2nar. cosh(4/((55)2 —k?)y)(cos(#5% ) +sin("57))

n=1,5,9,... {712—16)172.\/{(%)2—&‘2)sinh(\/((%)2—k2))’

oo —2n7. cosh( /(5 )2 —k?)y)(cos(2TE ) +sin( 252))

n=3,7,11,... (n2—16)ﬂ'2.\/((%)2—k’2)sinh(\/((%)j—kz))
Zoo cosh(4/((nm)2—k2)y))(cos(nma)+sin(nwx))

[ "= 2/((nm)2—k2).sinh(y/((n7)2—k2))) (1.21)

w(z,y) =
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We can see that all the coefficients of partial derivatives appearing in equation
(1.4) are continuously differentiable and the expression on the right hand side of
equation (1.4) is zero which continuous. Thus, equation (1.4) meets the smoothness

requirement condition. In addition, we observe that all the boundary conditions are

Ow(z,1)
Zero except dy

= cos(QWI)_ We can see that

1
/ cos(2mx)dr =0

1

This implies that the function that appears in equation (1.21) is a solution of equation

(1.4).
1.2.2.1 Uniqueness of Solution to Helmholtz Equation with Neumann Boundary
Conditions in the Upper Half-plane
In this subsection, we show that equation (1.4) has more than one solution in LZ([-1,1]x
[0,1]). Let
Proof: By contradiction, Let u(x,y) and v(x,y) be two different solutions of equation (1.4)

such that

w(xy) = u(xy) - v(xy).
Multiplying both sides of equation (1.4) by w(x,y) and integrating over ([-1,1] x [0,1]), we

obtain

" 1 S| o1 1
/ / w(x, y)Aw(e, y)dedy + A2/ / lw(z, y)Pdrdy = 0
0o J- 0 Pl

Applying the Green’s first identity to the first term on the left hand side of the above

equation, we obtain

1 1 1 1

Z
Zy, w(xy)Aw(xy)dxdy =0~ Z,yZ;, |[Vw(x,y)|2dxdy

01 - - 1 1
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= ZoZ 1wi(xy)Aw(xy)dxdy + k2 ZoZ 1 |w(xy)|2dxdy = k2 Zo Z 1 |w(xy)|2dxdy

1- - -

Z

Z -0Z1|Vw(xy)|?dxdy =0

= k20Z 1 |w(xy)|?2dxdy — ZoZ 1 |Vw(x,y)|2dxdy = 0

The above equation holds if w(x,y) is zero in the domain ([-1,1] x [0,1]). But, we can see

that

w(xy) 6=0 Vxye€([-11] x[0,1]).

Thus, the solution w(x,y) in equation (1.21) alternates sign from negative to positive
in the domain ([-1,1] x [0,1]). This implies that the equation(1.4) has more than one

solution. Hence, equation (1.4) is ill-posed in the sense of Hadamard.

1.2.2.2 Stability of Solution to Helmholtz Equation with Neumann Boundary
Conditions in the Upper Half-plane

In this subsection, we show that solutions of the same Helmholtz equation with small

changes in boundary conditions that are close to each other remain close for some

1
values of x. In equation (1.4), we choose 1 = €, where 0 < €< 2, in the initial

deflection as given below.
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82 (. 82’ N, 1
w(z,y) n II(F‘?J)Jrkgw(f}?,y):U: —-1<z<1, 0<y<1

ox? dy?
dw(=1,y) Ow(1, y)
_ ; — 0. 0<y<l1
O Ox ' -0
ow(z,
M = 0 =1<2<1
dy
Jw(e, 1
w‘(E’ ) = cos(2me) —1<2<1
dy

Equations (1.16) and (1.20) become

1
1/ (( WT — k?).c,, sinh( m — k2)) ld:I? + Qf 005(%) sin(—— nre )da}
-1

= / (‘OE)(Q?TE)(OS( 5 )d:r—i—/ cos(?m)sm(ngx)d:c
—1 — il

1 1
and +/((nm)? — k2).c, sinh(y/((nm)? — kz)){/ ldx + 2/ cos(nmx) sin(nmwx)dr}
J-1 1

1 1
= / cos(2me) (7os(n,7r:1:)d:1:+/ cos(2me) sin(nnz)de,

1 J =1

respectively. The corresponding solution is

( ZOO 2 cos(2me). cosh( /[ (F)2—k2] y)[ cos(™F®)+sin(5%)]

e nA/((% )2 =k2) sinh(y/[ (*5)2=K?] ) ’

ey —2 cos(2me). cosh(y /[ (%5)2—k2] y)[ cos(BEE)+sin(5E)]

wy(x, 1) = { p=3,7, LI /[ (55)2—k?] sinh(y/[ (BF)2—k?] ) ’

0, = 2,4,...

0, e 1,2). ..

\

1
Again, we perturb from?1 = € t0 T = d, where 0= S 2 0> €. We obtain the following
results:

A" oy - < < s+7 O2w(xy)
ow(-1y) ow(Ly) d2w(xy) +
kew(xy) =0,
1 X 1,0 e
= =0, 0<ys1
ox dx
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ady
ow(s,1)
owx0)— =0 1x1ady -<<

= cos(2md) i " |

and the corresponding solution is given below

© 2cos(2md).cosh(
(C ) =k )y)[ cos(
)+sin( )1,
PPn=1,5,9,...nn.\/((\/M\/2 JnaV22-nmp 2k?2pm)2sinh2 22(\/2[ (\/Mzm)uzzz—zkmzz] )2 232 2
a on=3,7,11,... ~2cos(2mén.). cosh((O)[ (-k ))sinh-k (] )[[ (cos() -K)+] )sin(
)1,
wz(xy) =
0, n=24,..
0, n=12,.

The change in the boundary deflection Iwgyx0) is as follows

lim |dw1((e, 1) Ows(d,1)
n—oo ()y ay

| = lim |cos(27e) — cos(2m9)|

< lim (]| cos(2me) || + || cos(276)||)
n—o0

But
cos(2me) < 1

cos(2md) < 1
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Owi(e,1)  dws(4,1)

P

2y oy | = AmH
= 2

- lim ‘c)wl((-:,l) B 831)2((5,].)' < 9

" nooo Ay Ay
This is implies that there is a small change in boundary deflection. The corresponding

change in the solution w(x,y) is
i s (2,) = w2, )
, =, 2cos(2me). cosh(/[ ()% — k] y)| Cos('”“) + sin("3*)]
= lim |{ Z nw 2 mr
oo mr.,/((—) — k2) sinh( \/[ ) — k)
i 2(05(271’( )-cosh(/[ (%)% — k2] y)[ o) + sin(#5F)]

D TRVl 4 T ¢ = s
B —~  2cos(2md). cosh(y/[ (%57)? — k2] y)[ cos("5*) + sin(“5*)]
{zg ./ ((%5)? — k) sinh (/] (55)% — k7] )

B . 2cos(2md). cosh(\/[ ()2 — k?] y)| cos(™5%) + sin("5*)]
2 B =R/ (Er =)

i 2 cos(2me). cosh(+/[ (%)% — k%] y)[ cos("5%) +sin(*5%)]
-l ./ ((5)? — k2)sinh (/[ (F)* = #2] )

IA
5.

>~ 2cos(2m0). cosh(y/[ (57)? — k2] y)[ cos("5%) + sin(“3%)]

B V(s IO (o ey o
i ARG
a e 135, Inm./((%5)% = k2| sinh(y/T (57)* — k2] )|
N f: 12 cos(2m0)]J.[| cosh (/[ (*5)* — KT )l ||<‘0"(””)||+Hblﬂ( il

n=1,3,5.0n lInm.\/((*55)% — k)| sinh(y/ (55)* = k2] )l
- A eV T )y
< lim

nﬁoon:lZ;,... n. ((% k'2 ( / mf 2 kz )

oo 8

nlim-e ||wi(,1) =—— w2(,1)| €| =nlim-ew X3 00, n.p((az2 )2 - k2)

n=1

limwi(,1) w2(,1)0asn .">w

22



This implies that a small change in the boundary deflection way(x1) from

1 = €to x2 = § results in a small change in solution. Thus, the solution (1.21) to
equation (1.4) is stable. The equation (1.4) violates the second condition of well-
posedness.

Hence, equation (1.4) is ill-posed in the sense of Hadamard.

1.2.3 Helmholtz Equation with both Dirichlet and Cauchy
Boundary Conditions where the Boundary Deflection is
Zero

In this subsection, we show that when Helmholtz equation is imposed with both
Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary condition where the boundary deflection is
homogeneous then the equation has one solution, but this solution does not depend
continuously on the changes in the boundary deflection of the Cauchy boundary
conditions. The Dirichlet and Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation where the
boundary deflection is homogeneous is given below:

0w(xy) O0<x<2m0<sy<l1

7

+ a_vgggg v )R (1.22)
axz y J
w(0y) = w(2my)=0, 0<y=<1
w(x,0) 1_

~ sin(nx), 0<x<2m

n
ow(x,0)
= 0 0 x 2m
dy <<

By the method of separation of variables, we obtain

> _cosh ( 1 o A;2)y) sin ()

w(z,y) = Z_:l > (1.23)

We can see that equation (1.22) satisfies smoothness requirement. Also, we observe that

the boundary deflection condition is
Ow(x,0)

: 0
dy
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This implies that the function that appears in equation (1.23) is a solution of equation
(1.22). In order to show that the function in (1.23) is the only solution to equation
(1.22), for example, see [42].

We then show that solutions of the same Helmholtz equation with small changes in

boundary conditions that are close to each other remain close for some values of

— 1ain(
x. In equation (1.22), we choose Z1 = € in boundary condition®(€,0) = 7 Sin(n€y \where 0
< €< {5 and the corresponding solution is as follows:

c_ 4sin(ne) cosh( ((5)? AZ)U) sin(“F)

n?m

w(z,y) =
n=1,3...
|
Again, we perturb from #1 = € to x2 = § in the boundary condition w(§,0) == sm(nﬁ)’

where 0= ¢ < 35 and the corresponding solution is given as follows:

> 4sin(nd) cosh ( e k2 )J) sin(*F)

(2, ) E
n2m

n=1,3..

The change in the boundary deflection is as follows:

1
lim |w(e, 0) — w(4,0)] = lim |# sin(ne) — — sin(nd)|
n— o0 n

n—oc T}

< lim l(|| sin(ne)|| + || sin(nd)||)

T n—ooo

2

[

[

2
— =0 as n— o
1

This is implies that there is a small change in the boundary deflection.

The corresponding change in the solution w(x,y) is
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> 4sin(ne) cosh ( (32— kz)y) sin(12)
lim |wy(z,y) —wa(x,y)] = lim |

n—r00 n—00 7127l—
n=1,3...

4 sin(nd) cosh ( ((2)2 - kZ).y) sin ()

o0
- Z 3 |

= || sin(e) = sin(nd)||[| cosh (VA(Z)7 = Ky )l sin()|
lim |wy(z,y) —wa(z,y)| < 4 lim

n—00 n—o00 H'n.2ﬂ'||

' ‘ W (32K
lim |wy (2, y) —we(z,y)| < 8 lim Z —FN—
n—oo

n—00 —] TL27T
NG
e 2
1 wi (.. — wWo .. < 111 .
i fonC 1) — o D) < 8 lm ) ==
n—=
R
((5)%- k%)

We observe that the numerator 8e grows faster than n2, which in turn, produces

a large growth in

8eV(()2-k)

n?m
Thus,

lim |wi(,1) - w2(,1)| = c0asn — oo,

n—)OO

This implies that a small change in the boundary deflection w(x,0) from x1 = 0 to
x2= 0 results in a large change in solution. Thus, the solution (1.23) to equation (1.22)
is unstable. The equation (1.22) violates the third condition of well-posedness.

Hence, equation (1.22) is ill-posed in the sense of Hadamard.

1.3 Statement of Problem

We showed that Helmholtz equation with Cauchy boundary conditions where
boundary deflection is inhomogeneous has no solution. Thus, all the three

requirements of existence, uniqueness and continuous dependence of small changes
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in the Cauchy boundary conditions do not hold. Hence, the Helmholtz equation is ill-
posed in the sense of Hadamard. In addition, the Neumann problem in the upper half-
plane has no more than one solution. Thus, second condition of well-posedness is
violated. Revealing the literature, we observed that the existing methods of
regularization can be used to restore the well-posedness of the Helmholtz equation
with Cauchy boundary conditions, as well as Neumann problem in the upper half-
plane. These existing methods of regularization are insufficient and inefficient for
solving ill-posed Helmholtz equation with imposed Cauchy boundary condition
where boundary deflection is inhomogeneous as well as Neumann boundary

conditions in the upper half-plane.

1.4  Objectives of Study

In this thesis, we introduce Divergence Regularization Method (DRM) for regularizing
Cauchy problem of Helmholtz equation, where the boundary deflection is
inhomogeneous. The Helmhotz equation occurs in laser beam models, vibrating
membrane problem. To ensure the existence of a solution, the DRM incorporates a
positive integer scaler which homogenizes the inhomogeneous boundary deflection
in the Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation. By this method , the uniqueness of
the of solution for the regularized problem is guaranteed. Furthermore, the DRM
employs its regularization term (1 + a?m)e™ to restore the stability of the solution of
the regularized Helmholtz equation. Nevertheless, the DRM guarantees the
uniqueness of solution of Helmholtz equation when it is imposed by Neumann
boundary conditions in the
upper half-plane.

Also, in order to solve Helmholtz equation in irregular domain, we introduce an
Adaptive Wavelet Spectral Finite Difference (AWSFD) method to obtain the
approximated solutions of the regularized Helmholtz equation with Cauchy boundary

conditions, then with regularized Neumann boundary conditions on the upper plane
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and finally with regularized Dirichlet and regularized Cauchy conditions where the

boundary deflection is equal to zero.

1.5 Organization of Thesis

In chapter 1, we discuss the ill-posed homogeneous Helmholtz equation with Cauchy
boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous, with both
Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is
homogeneous and then finally with Neumann boundary conditions in upper half-
plane. The type of ill-posedness associated with Helmholtz equation together with
each of these boundary conditions is presented by following the conditions of ill-
posedness given by Hadamard. This chapter also deals with introduction, objectives,

relevance and organization the the work.

In chapter 2, we discuss available literature on regularization of ill-posed
Helmholtz equation with Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection
is inhomogeneous, and with both Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary conditions where
the boundary deflection is homogeneous and then with Neumann boundary
conditions in the upper half-plane. Thus, we present the problems for the Helmholtz
equation which cannot be solved by the existing methods of regularization as well as
the problem for the Helmholtz equation which can be solved by these methods. In
addition, any existing method of regularization which does not give minimal error in
regularizing the problem for Helmholtz equation will be given.

The DRM is introduced for solving ill-posed Helmholtz equation with Cauchy
boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous, then with
both Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is
homogeneous, and finally with Neumann boundary condtions in the upper half-plane
is discussed in chapter 3. Then we apply the DRM to solve equations (1.3) and (1.22).

In this chapter, we make use of shift operator on the x- spatial variable instead of
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homogenization of boundary deflection in the DRM to solve Neumann problem of the
Helmholtz equation in the upper half-plane. For each regularized Helmholtz equation
with regularized boundary conditions, we show that the solution exists, is unique and
depends continuously on the small changes in the imposed boundary conditions in
Hilbert space.

Chapter four of this thesis contains is the Adaptive Wavelet Spectral Finite
Difference (AWSFD) method for approximation of solution of regularized Helmholtz
equation together with above boundary conditions. In addition, an interpolation
scheme is introduced for the AWSFD method. Comparison of the solutions of the
regularized Helmholtz equation by DRM and by AWSFD method are provided in this
chapter. Comparison of results are done for regularized Helmholtz equation with the
same regularized boundary conditions. Also, we compare the results by DRM with the
results by the existing methods of regularization. Thus, the strength of the DRM is
discussed.

Chapter 5 contains a summary of main the findings, conclusions and suggestions for

future research.
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Chapter 2

Existing Methods of Regularization
of Helmholtz Equation and Their

Demerits

In this chapter, we discuss the methods for regularizing Helmholtz equation with
both Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is
equal to zero, Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is not
equal to zero and Neumann boundary conditions in the upper half-plane. The ill-
posedness of Helmholtz equation comes as a result of boundary conditions imposed
on it. The existing methods of regularization such as Tikhonov regularization method
(Tikhonov, 1963), spectral regularization method (Xiong and Fu, 2007), quasi-
reversibility method (Lattes and Lions, 1967), quasi-boundary value method (Clark
and Oppenheimer, 1994) and an iterative regularization method (Cheng et al., 2014),
are well-known for restoration of well-posedness of Helmholtz equation. These
existing regularization methods regularize only Helmholtz equation or the boundary

conditions or the solution.

Existing methods of regularization cannot restore the well-posedness of Helmholtz

equation when Cauchy boundary conditions where boundary deflection not at zero are

imposed on it. We give rigorous proof of how each of these methods works and also show

where each of the methods fails to regularize Neumann problem for the Helmholtz equation

in the upper half-plane.
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2.1 Tikhonov Regularization Method

In this section, we consider the Tikhonov regularization method (TRM) and show
how the TRM can be applied in regularizing the class of boundary conditions, which
when imposed on the Helmholtz equation and also, the class of boundary conditions,
which when imposed on the Helmholtz equation that cannot be solved by TRM
(Tikhonov,
1963).

The following theorem and definitions are useful in applying the TRM to
regularize Helmholtz equation with boundary conditions. The boundedness of
Laplace operator in the Helmholtz equation A ensures the range of 4 is closed and the

null space of A is trivial.
Definition 2.1 (Boundedness) Let H be a Hilbert space. A (linear) Laplace operator A

: Q0 € H - H is said to be bounded provided there is a constant M > 0 for which

kA(w(xy))ks < Mkw(x,y)ka, Y w(xy) € Q.

The infimum of all such M is called the operator norm of A and is denoted by kAk. The
collection of bounded linear Laplace operators from Q to Y is denoted by L({),H) (Royden
and Fitzpatrick, 2010).

We then state the bounded inverse theorem (BIT) that ensures that a bounded below
Laplace operator in the Helmholtz equation with boundary conditions has a
continuous inverse operator. The proof of the BIT requires the definition of bounded

below Laplace operator. We state them below.

Definition 2.2 (Bounded below operator) The Laplace operator A: Q0 c H—

H is bounded below if and only if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

kAw(x,y)kn = Ckw(x,y)ka, VY w(xy) €Q
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(Oden, 1979).

Definition 2.3 (Compact operator) Let X and Y be two normed spaces. An operator A
: X = Yis said to be compact if it maps bounded sets in X into relatively compact sets in

Y (Chidume, 1989).

Theorem 2.1 (Bounded Inverse Theorem) Let A be a bounded linear below Laplacetype
operator in the Helmholtz equation from a subspace () in a Hilbert space H into a Hilbert
space H. Then A has a continuous inverse operator A-1 from its range R(A) into (.

Conversely, if there is a continuous inverse operator

A1:R(A) - Q,

then there is a positive constant C such that

kAw(x,y)ku = Ckw(x,y)ka, VY w(xy) € Q

(Oden, 1979).

Proof : Suppose that A is bounded below. If an inverse Laplace-type operator
exists, then A is an injective operator of () onto its range. By definition (2.2), we see

that it is certainly onto R(A). The Laplace-type operator is injective if its range,
R(4) = 0.
This follows from definition (2.2). To see this, let

Awi(xy) = Awz(xy) = v,
then

kAwi(xy) - Awz(x,y)ku

Il
o

\%

Ckwi(xy) — wz(xy)ka.
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This implies that
wi(xy) = wa(xy).

Thus, A-1exists on R(A). To show that A-1is continuous from the R(A4) to (), we see that

kA-lv(xy)ke = kw(xy)ka
1
< _KkAw(xy)kn
C
1
=v(xy) "
Ck ky

Hence A-1is bounded.

Assume that A-1exists and is continuous on R(A). Then there is a constant C > 0 such

that

< 1
A (2, y)|lo < 5“"0(33: )|l u
Setting
v(xy) = Aw(xy)

shows that 4 is bounded below. The BIT encompasses both definitions (2.1) and (2.2).
Thus, the BIT is useful is studying the three well-posedness conditions given by
Hadamard. In this section, the BIT is used in studying the stability of unique solution
of the Helmholtz equation. For the sake of brevity, we will use theorem 1.2 in the
studying the existence of the solution to the Helmholtz equation.

The Tikhonov regularization method is also called variational regularization method

[65]. Using the TRM, we assume that there is a linear bounded operator
02 0?
A= —+—
Ox? s oy?
from a Hilbert space X into another Hilbert space Y . We regularize the Laplace
operator, where x,y € D(A), that appears in the Helmholtz equation. Thus, we put

constraints on both the (exact) solution and on the variations of the data function in
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the Helmholtz equation so as to control the blow-up of the data function from its
emanated errors (Tikhonov and Arsenin, 1977).

Let consider the inhomogeneous operator Helmholtz equation as:

Aw(xy) = fx),

where w(x,y) is the unknown solution in X. Based on the principles of TRM, we formulate the
above equation as:

Catw )y =Y [ [ coplua.y)Pdrdy
JJQ

r=0

where C is the constraint (linear) operator from X to Y, c¢r are weights (positive
functions) and w((x,y) denotes the rth partial order derivative of w(x,y). In order to
solve the above equation, we combine two minimal conditions; the Gauss least-
squares method (LSM) and the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse matrix method

(PIMM). Using the Lagrange method of undetermined multipliers, we obtain

kAw(xy) - fix)k2v+ akCw(xy)k?y = min, (2.1)

Xy

where a > 0 is a regularization parameter, is called Euler-Tikhonov equation (Tikhonov,
1963).

We minimize the equation (2.1), which means that the derivative of the discrepancy

kAw(xy) - f(x)k2r+ akCw(x,y)k?y

with respect to the spatial variable y and equate it to zero, which yields regularized solution

wa(x,y) = (A*A + al)TA*f(x),
where

CcC=]

I is a unit operator from a Hilbert X to another Hilbert space Y and wq(xy) is the
regularized solution. As the regularization parameter increases, the discrepancy

increases and the normed solution decreases. Thus, the normed solution becomes
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more and more stable until a moderate «a is obtained. The regularization parameter
is chosen in a posteriori way (Engl et al., 1990).

There are different ways of selecting a in equation (2.1). The regularization
parameter can be selected in a manner that among the whole set of solutions wq(x,y),
the

kAw(xy) - f(x)kr< g,

where € are errors in setting the boundary conditions on the Helmholtz equation. We find

the solution w(x,y) that minimizes

kCw(xy)k

Thus, we search for a unique a that solves

kAwq(x,y) - f(x)ky= €.

This is called the Morozov’s discrepancy principle (Morozov, 1966). But if, the regularization

parameter is chosen in a way that the minimal solution satisfies

kAwq(xy) - flx)kr< &

and

kCw(xy)k < E,

where E'is the priori bounded solution. Thus, in this case, we choose

—
s

T — —_— 2
a = E)
(Miller, 1970). Moreover, we choose

then equation (2.1) becomes
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kAw(xy) - f{x)k?y= min.

X,y

The TRM coincides with Gauss LSM. In this case, the solution to the Helmholtz
equation becomes unstable. Thus, the TRM fails to regularize the Helmholtz equation
with boundary conditions (Petrov and Sizikov, 2005). Using the TRM, in [29], they
showed that the conditions that guarantee the convergence rate for the regularized
solution of the Helmholtz equation. Moreover, their result confirmed the
compactness of the nonlinear Laplace operator in the Helmholtz equation in order to
ensure the stability of its solution.

A closely related approach of the TRM is one given by [32,35,57,84]. In this
method, A4 is a linear, self-adjoint and compact Laplace-type operator from L?[a,b] —
L%[a,b] for ¢ < y < d. The operator equation is formulated from a known unstable

unique solution w(x,y) of the Helmholtz equation with given boundary conditions as

AWIw(xy) = ¢(x), csys<d (2.2)

where @(x) € Y is the (noisy) boundary condition at x-axis. Then we find the
expression of the inner product of w(x,y) and the eigenfunctions X» of the solution.
The express for the Laplace-type operator is then obtained from above two equations
and use it to form Euler-Tikhonov equation. We solve Euler-Tikhonov equation by
assuming that

A*=A,

see [67], which yields regularized operator equation

alwa(xy)+A*Awa(xy) = A*p(X). (2.3) We then solve the above equation to obtain the
regularized solution below:
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wa(x)) = (al + A1) 1Ap(x) (2.4)

Unlike the approach by Tikhonov (1963), this method works for both homogeneous
and inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation. In [84], they applied the TRM to regularize
the Cauchy problem of the homogeneous linear elliptic partial differential equation
with variable coefficients where the boundary deflection is homogeneous.

Recently, [17] modified TRM by considering the variables in three different spaces.
In their method, we define

S:D(S)-»U
denotes the operator from the parameter space to state space, and

B:U—-2Z

is a linear bounded operator from the state to the corresponding data function. We
assume that the operator from the parameter to state is well-posed whiles the from
the state to the data function is ill-posed. In this case, we minimize the quadratic

functional

kAw(xy) - fix)k2z+ akS(y) — Uk2y = min(x,y),

all the variables and parameter have usual meanings except U being the parameter space.
We show the class of boundary conditions, which when imposed on the Helmholtz

equation is regularized by TRM. Using the approach by [57], we write equation (1.22)

as
wia,y) =3 cosh (1/(5)” = k)y ) (B(e), Xa) Xe
n=1 ’
where,
1 nx
1 nx
Xn r =sin( ), VO<sx<2mm
2
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P(x) = sin(" )
n 2

We obtain both the operator Helmholtz equation and the regularized Helmholtz equation

as
1 %
A)w(ziy)= ~sin(=), 0<y<1
n 2
and
. 1 %
alwa(z,y)+A%w. (2, y) = Ax - sin(n—;)l 2.5)

respectively. We see from equation (1.22), that the inner product of w(x,y) and X»
is 7
n .
(w(z,y), Xn) = (#(x), X,) cosh ( (5 - kz)y)

From the operator and above equation, we obtain
o (w(@,y), Xn) X
Agyu(e ) =3 )

n=1 cosh (\/((g)g—_kz) ’y)

and
1

cosh (\/Wy)

Using assumption by [67], and substituting A(y) and ¢(x) into equation (2.4), we obtain

Ay) =

the regularized solution as:
= cosh( @2 = k?)y) sin(22)
nm1 (1 + o cosh® ( Ny, 3ray kz)y)) 2.6)

wa (2, y) =

We observe that equation (2.5) satisfies both the smoothness requirement in
definition (1.2) and data compatibility condition in theorem (1.2), respectively.
Therefore, the function (2.6) is a solution to equation (2.5).

We show that the function (2.6) is the only solution to equation (2.5).

Proof: By contradiction, Let u(x,y) and v(x,y) be two different solutions of equation (2.5)

such that
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W(X,_y ) = u(le ) - V(le );
Multiplying both sides of equation (2.5) by the solution (2.6) and integrating over

([0,2m] % [0,1]), we obtain

1 2w 1 2m
Z
0 Zo al|wa(xy)|2dxdy + Zo Zo wa(x,y) A2We(x,y)dxdy 1 2
1 nx

-_nZoZo wa(xy)Asin(_2 )dxdy =0

Applying the Green’s first identity to the second and third terms on the left hand side of

the above equation, we obtain

1 2 1 2
z Z al|lwa(xy)|2dxdy +Z  Z Wa(x,y)V3we(x,y)dxdy
0 0 0
1 2m 1 2m
Z 7 2dxdy + 227 Zwa(xy).Vcos(nx2 ~ )dxdy
-0 0 |Awa(xy)] n o o
2 1 o« nx

- n2ZoZo  Vwa(xy).Vcos(__2 )dxdy =0

n

Since theV cos(f) vanishes on both the boundary and in the domain ([0,27]x[0,1]).

The fourth and fifth terms of the above equation are zero, we have
1 2m 1 2m
Z

= o0Zo al|lwa(xy)|?>dxdy + ZoZo wa(xy)V3wa(x,y)dxdy
1 2m

~ZoZo |Awa(x,y)|%2dxdy = 0
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We observe that the solution (2.6) we(x,y) = 0V x,y on 9([0,2r] x [0,1]) and x,y

in ([0,27] x [0,1]).

This implies that solution (2.6) is unique to equation (2.5).

We show that the regularized solution (2.6) is stable with respect to changes in the
boundary condition. We observe that if ¥11 = € 111 w(e,0) = sn(1€) where
0 <€ <15 and the corresponding solution is

> —4sin(ne)n cosh ( ((5)% — kg)y) sin( %)

2

n=1 n (1 + « cosh? (mg))

. 4. o < 0 &
But, when x is perturbed from 1 €to x2= 06, where 0 24, the

u'l(rﬂft}) =

corresponding solution is obtained as

o —4sin(nd)n cosh (\/((%)27—142)99 sin(%)
n=1 n (1 + o cosh? ( ((%)2 7 kQ)y))

The change in boundary condition is as follows:

wa(,y) =

1 1
lim [w(z1,0) = w(zs,0)] = lim |E sin(ne) — ;sin(n6)|
2
S -

n
cow(z,0) —w(x2,0)] — 0 as n = oo

This implies that there is a small change in the boundary condition. The corresponding

change in the solution is as:

lim |wy(2,y) — wa(z,y)| =

n—roo

> —4sin(ne)n cosh ( ((3)?— k?)y) sin(”2)

2

Ji—l& | ~ary n (1 + ovcosh? ( ((3)*— kQ)y))

o —~4sin(nd)n cosh ( ((5) — A:Q)g) sin(%)
=1 M (1 + a cosh® ( ()

lim |w;(2,y) —wa(z,y)| —
n—roo

O wiz
j=)
"
'3 -
1
&

Hence, the operator equation (2.3) is well-posed in the sense of Hadamard.
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We now consider the Helmholtz equation with both Neumann and Cauchy boundary

conditions as follows:

< < < <
0x2 ay?
ow(Oy) _ dwlmy) = o p<y<1 2.7)
ox ox N
w(x0) ~ - sin(nx), 0<x<2rm
ow(x,0)

02w(xy) + 0?w(xy) 2w(xy)=0,0x2m, 0y 1 + k

dy < <

Using a similar approach to the both Cauchy and Dirichlet problems of the Helmholtz except

that we replace

2 nx
r Xn=sin( ;V0=x<2nm?2
with
2 VO0<x<2m
X, =1/ — COS(E)
T 2

J

Using the approach by [57], we obtain
= ncosh ( ((3)2 — kQ)y) COS(%)

n=odd Tl (1 + o cosh? ( ((_’_:)2 > ;,;Q)y))

Wa(x,y) =

All the three requirements for well-posedness of equation (2.7) are the same as the one
shown above. Hence, equation (2.7) is well-posed in the sense of Hadamard.
Thirdly, we consider the Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation where the boundary

deflection is homogeneous as follows:
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< —0wlxy) +

0x2 dy? < <2  wlon e
ow(x,0) T o) =, )
x _m0 y 1
ay < <2

i Vi

w(x0) = —sin(nz), 0<z<- = o
_(2.8)
n 2

Using the approach by [57], we obtain
n cosh ( (n? — k:g)y) sin(na)

n(l+ a cosh? ( (n?2 — k2) ))

w(z,y) =
(2.9)

We observe that regularized equation (2.2) satisfies smoothness requirement in definition

(1.2). On the data compatibility condition, we observe that

Z =0w(x0) w2
dx = O0dx

Il
=]

a constant, which satisfies it. This implies that the solution (2.9) is a solution to equation
(2.8).

The proof that equation (2.8) with the boundary conditions has only one solution, follows
the proof of uniqueness of equation (2.5).

The stability of equation (2.8) to small changes in boundary deflection is similar
to the stability of equation (2.4). Hence, equation (2.5) is well-posed in the sense of
Hadamard.

On the contrary, we show a class of boundary conditions which when imposed on
Helmholtz equation cannot be solved (regularized) by TRM. Firstly, we apply the TRM

to equation (1.3) as follows:
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Apw(xy) =  @(x), 0<y<2m

= alwa(xy) + A*Awa(X,)) = A*p(x). (2.10)

and
(w(z,y), Xn) = {o(x), X,,) sinh ( (n? — ka)y)

where,

L .
o(x) S sin(na)

1
Xn = A
n2 -k v sin(nx),

and A(y) and I have usual meanings. From the operator and above equation, we obtain

A(y)w(z, y) = i (w(z,y), Xn) X,

n—1 sinh (\W’y)

and
Ay) =

il
sinh (\/my)_

Using assumption by [67], and substituting A(y) and ¢(x) into equation (2.4), we
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obtain the regularized solution as:
Z@O: sinh (\/ n? — k'?y) sin(nr)
Wa(2,y) = :
el n(l + asinh? (\/(n2 - k?)yD

’

a has the usual meaning,.
Moreover, we can see from boundary deflection condition of equation (2.10) that

7] 1 n
/ —sin(nr)dr = —=[1— cos(n?ﬂ)]
J0

n n?
Thus,
1nm nni2s, Y n=1,3,. _p2[1-cos(
_2)]=,Vn=26,.
0, Vn=48,..
.% 1
Thus, /0 > sin(nz)dz #0, Vn=oddorn=26,...

Equation (2.10) does not satisfy the data compatibility condition, theorem (1.2).
Thus, the TRM does not homogenize the boundary deflection in the Cauchy boundary

conditions imposed on the Helmholtz equation. This implies that the function
i sinh (\/n2 - kzy) sin(nx)
wa(x,y) = :
=y n(l + arsinh? ( (n? — k‘z)y))

is not a solution of equation (2.8). Equation (2.10) has no solution. Hence, equation (2.8)

’

is ill-posed in the sense of Hadamard.
Also, we apply the TRM to regularize equation (1.4). The regularized operator equation
(2.3) becomes

= alwa(xy) + A*Awa(xy) = A* cos(2mx), (2.11)



the varibles and parameter have usual meanings. The inner products of the exact solution

and X, are
nm..
(1(@,), Xa) = (6(@), Xu)er cosh (1/ (502 = #2)y)

40 ,

where,

X, = ms(%) + sin(?)

J

and ci1 are provided in equation (1.16), and
(wa(2,y), Xn) = (¢(x), Xy)es cosh (\/((mr)‘2 — k’2)y)

where,

Xn = cos(nmx) + sin(nmx),

and cz are provided in equation (1.19). The operators are then obtained as

1
Aw) =
¢y cosh ( U= kz)y)
and
Aly) = -

¢ cosh ( ((nm)2 = kz)y).

respectively, and substitute each equation into equation (2.4) which yields the regularized

solution of the Helmholtz equation as:

Zoo ¢ cosh(,/((%)kaa)y)(CGH(%)Jrsin(ﬂ;’))
n=odd
Wo(x,y) = 1+ cosh? ( ((%)Lk'z)y)

oo cacosh(4/((nm)2—k2)y)(cos(nmx)+sin(nmx))

=t 1+acosh?(y/((nm)2—k2)y) (2.12)

We observe that the boundary conditions of equation (2.11) satisfy both the

smoothness requirement in definition (1.3) and data compatibility condition in
theorem (1.1), respectively. Therefore, the function (2.12) is a solution to equation
(2.11).

We now show that the equation (2.11) has more than one solution.
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Proof: By contradiction, Let u(x,y) and v(x,y) be two different solutions of equation (2.11)

such that

w(xy) = u(xy) - v(xy).
Multiplying both sides of equation (2.11) by the solution (2.12), using condition by

[67] and integrating over ([-1,1] x [0,1]), we obtain

11 1 1

7 7 al|lwa(xy)|2dxdy +Z  Z Wa(x,y)A2wa(x,y)dxdy

1 1

~Z0oZ-1wa(x,y)Acos(2mx)dxdy = 0

Applying the Green’s first identity to the second and third terms on the left hand side of

the above equation, we obtain

11 1 1 1 1

Z 7 allwe(xy)|?dxdy+Z 7 Wa(X,y)V3Wa(X,y)dXdy ~Z Z |Awa(x,y)|2dxdy
0.1 90 -1 0 ~1%1 1 1 1

11
- 21 ZoZ-1wa(x,y).Vsin(2mx)dxdy + 27 Zo Z-1 Vwa(x,y).Vsin(2mx)dxdy = 0

11 +—t
Z

= oZ-1al|wa(xy)|2dxdy ~ ZoZ-1|Awe(x,y)|?dxdy = 0

The above equation holds if wq(x,)) is zero in the domain ([-1,1] x [0,1]). But, we observe

that

wa(xy) 6= 0 v xy € ([-1,1] x [0,1]).
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Thus, the regularized solution we(x,y) alternates sign from negative to positive in the
domain ([-1,1] x [0,1]). In the first expression solution (2.12), the sin( %)Changes
sign from positive to negative and also, cos(2nm) in the second expression in the same
solution (2.12), which give non-value in the domain ([-1,1] x [0,1]). This implies that
the equation (2.11) has more than one solution. The second condition of well-
posednes is violated. Hence, the Helmholtz equation with Neumann boundary

conditions in an upper half-plane is ill-posed in the sense of Hadamard.

2.2 Spectral Regularization Method

A closely related approach of the TRM is the spectral regularization method (SRM) [81].

In this method, we assume that there is a bounded self-adjoint Laplace-type
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operator

A:X-Y,

with A-1a self-adjoint inverse operator, which solves equation (2.2). In this case, the norm

of A-1and the noise level § is observed as:

(6, A=) = sup{|A~"¢’ (@) ~w(a ) | |w(z, y) € M, ¢ (x) € Y, | Aw(a, )¢ (@) < 6}

7

where M € Xis abounded set, ¢(x) and ¢?(x) are noise-free and noisy boundary conditions
which satisfies

kpd(x) - p(x)k < 6.

To use SRM to regularize Helmholtz equation with boundary conditions, we give
a definition of compact inverse operator, which will be useful in studying the stability

of the unique solution to the Helmholtz equation with boundary conditions.

Definition 2.4 (Compactness) Let a linear self-adjoint Laplace-type operator in the
Helmholtz equation

A:X-Y,

where X and Y are Hilbert spaces. Let M be any bounded set in Y, A-1is bounded if,
kA-1w1(xy)k < kA-1k|wi(x))|, vV wi(xy) €Y.

The set A-1(M) is bounded in Y. Hence, A-1is compact in Y (Attouch et al.,, 2005).

Unlike the TRM, we restore the stability of unique solution to Helmholtz equation by A-1

iscompacton M €Y.

In order to regularize equation (2.2) using the SRM, we restore the boundedness
of A-1. Thus, the exact (unstable) solution has to satisfy the source condition as

follows. Let



M, g = {'11}(:1:, y) € X‘w(.’r, y) = [(,’)(A*A)ﬁ’l,‘._

ol < £}

43
be a source set, where the operator function

*

p(A*A) = / P(N)dEy

0 ’

the spectral decomposition of

A A = / NE,
Jo ,

the constant

az kA*Ak,

{Ex} denotes a set of the spectral of the A4 and E is a priori bounded solution which
satisfies

kw(,0)kx < E.

Moreover, the following assumptions are made in using SRM in regularizing equation

(2.2). The function
¢ (0,a] - (0,0)

is continuous and satisfies

lim ¢(A) = 0, 20

¢(A) is monotonically increasing on (0,a], and
¢(A) =2¢71(A) : (0,¢(a)] = (0,a(a)]

is convex. We obtain the regularized form of equation (2.2) as:
A= @a(A*A)AY, (2.13)

where @q(A) satisfies
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lim ¢, (A) = 1

a—0 A

a is the regularization parameter. We solve equation (2.12) to obtain the regularized

solution

wa(xy) =A1pd(x) (2.14) (Xiong and Fu, 2007).
The SRM can be classified into four types. They are spectral method 1, which is defined

as:
1
da(N) =14
a

and the second spectral method is given by

o=

VX , A<a

In the SRM, the spectral method 3 is also called Tikhonov regularization and singular

value decomposition (TSVD) method, which is given by

| 3 A>a
Gu()\) =
0, A<«

and the fourth method is called Tikhonov regularization method

1

In [73], they extended the SRM to the Neumann problem of the Laplace equation.
In [31], they used pseudo-differential operator instead of Laplace operator in
regularizing the solution of the Helmholtz equation. In [19,54,55,59], the authors
applied the SRM to regularize the Cauchy problem of the elliptic equations where the
boundary deflection is homogeneous.

Next, we apply the spectral method 1 to regularize Helmholtz equation. The
spectral methods 2 and 3 are similar to the spectral method 1. The spectral method 4
(TRM) has been discussed above. We regularize equation (1.22) by applying SRM,

which gives regularized solution



cosh ( ((%)2*5@2)11) sin(45") n

Zi‘il n Be!
w(z,y) = 1 sth( ((%)2—1»-2):;)\2
3 Dmet nany) ) - <«
\ cosh ( ((%)2—k2)y) | cosh ( ((%)2—k2)y) 2
45 (2.15) We

observe that function (2.15) satisfies smoothness requirement in definition (1.2) as well
as data compatibility condition in theorem (1.2). This implies that the function (2.15) is
a solution to equation (2.13). The proof of uniqueness of regularized solution (2.15) is
similar to that of equation (2.5).
We prove the stability of solution (2.15) to equation (2.13) as follows. In equation
(1.22), we choose 1 = €, where 0 < € < 51 in the boundary condition w(x,0) =

1 Ginin . ] .
n sm(n.r:) and the corresponding solution is
{

4sin(ne) cosh (\ /((%)27}62)3;) sin(%F)
2on=t - >«
n=1,3 n2rm — -2
wy (2, Y) = 4 | cosh ( ((%)Lkz)y)\*
27 sin(ne) sin( &
izzo:l n“m sin(ne) sin("4*) : P -
cosh (1 / ((%)2 —Arz)y) | cosh ( /((?2_1)2_;‘,2)?1,) 2

\

We perturb w(xy) from #1 = ¢ {0 22 =, where 0 < 0 < f5 and < 6. The
corresponding solution is:

;

4 sin(nd) cosh (\ /((%)27.3;2)';;) sin( %57 )
Zf:l,:s pog 2 >
ny2_ 2 2
wy(z, y) = X ICOSh( ((5)*—F )?f)\
% ZO:I n? sin(nd) sin(5F) : £ o
\ cosh ( ((’—g)szzm) | cosh ( ((%)Lkz)y) 2
The change in boundary condition is observed as:
: | e L .
lim |w(xy,0) —w(z2,0)] = lim |—sin(ne) — = sin(nd)|
n—oo n—oo 1l n
Sow(x,0) —w(ae,0)] — 0 as n— o0
is small.
w(x,y) for - <«

| cosh ( ((%)Lkz)y) 2

Also, the corresponding change in the solution
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is as follows:
1 o~ n’msin(ne)sin(%)

lim |wy(z,y) —wa(x,y)] = lim |- 2
e " cosh (VB = Py)
l o=~ n’msin(nd)sin(%)

a 2_*: cosh ((CEP ~2)y )

1. <X |[n2w||| sin(nd)|||| sin( 2
lim |w(2,y) —wa(z,y)] < 21lim || Il sin(na) I sin(%5°)|
n—r0oo

w0 Y cosh (VG =) |

1 2= n2m
lim |w(..1) —ws(.. 1) < 2 lim — A —
Al 1) (D)< n.—moa;e (32
lim |wi(.,1) —ws(.,1)] — 0 as n — .

n—o0

This implies that a small change in the boundary deflection w(x,0) from 1 = €tox2=
6 results in a small change in solution. Hence, using the SRM, equation (1.22) is well-
posed in the sense of Hadamard.

We apply the SRM to regularize equation (2.7) as:

o oo (VPR ) conzp)
Zn:odd P 0 —3 -
ux(a:,y) = \cos]l( ((5)2-k )y)|

00 n cos(F ) .

1
o 2n=odd ;
7 i cosh ( ((%)szQ)y) | cosh (\ /((%)Q*Fﬁ)y) [2

n >

< .

\

All the three requirements for well-posedness of equation (2.7) are the same as the
one shown above. Hence, by SRM, equation (2.7) is well-posed in the sense of
Hadamard. Thirdly, we apply SRM to regularize equation (2.8) to obtain equation

(2.13). This gives the regularized solution as:
L sin(na) cosh (\/ (n? — k:Q)y), L > o
| cosh (\ / (nsz'z)-y) |2

iy sin(nx) i 1 < «, (216)

an cosh (\/mil) 4 | cosh (\/m?;‘) I

w(z,y) =

We observe that equation (2.16) satisfies both the smoothness requirement in definition
(1.3). On the data compatibility condition, we observe that
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7 m aW(X,O) 2 dx
=7 0dx
0 dy 0
3 ()

which implies that equation (2.16) is the solution to equation (2.8).

The proof that regularized equation (2.13) has only one solution, follows the proof
of uniqueness of equation (2.5). In addition, the stability of equation (2.13) is similar
to the stability of solution (2.16). Hence, equation (2.13) is well-posed by SRM.

We show the kinds of boundary conditions, which when imposed on Helmholtz
equation cannot be regularized by the SRM. By the applying SRM to equation (1.3),
we obtain regularized equation (2.13), where

1
dalz) = N sin(nx)

which yields the regularized solution

L sin(nz) sinh («/(n2 — kQ)-y), ! > o
| sinh (\/ (n,z—kg)y) <

1 o3 X ,
—Lsinh (\/(-712 — Az)y), L <«
| sinh (\ /(n2 7k’2)y) |2

w(e,y) =

We observe that

/% L sin(nx)dr = l[ 1— cos(%r)]

which implies that

1 nm w2l ¥ 0 = 1,3,5,.. __nz[ 1 - cos(

_2)]=,¥n=2610,..

00 VvVn=4812,..
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Thus,

2]
/2 —sin(nx)dr #0, Vn=oddorn=2,6,...
Jo

Since equation (2.7’13) with above boundary condition does not satisfy data
compatibility condition. This implies that equation (2.13) with above boundary
condition has no solution. Hence, by SRM, equation (2.13) with above boundary
condition is ill-posed in the sense of Hadamard.

Next, we apply the SRM to equation (1.4), we obtain the regularized equation (2.13)
with

Pa(x) = cos(nx)
and the corresponding regularized solution as:

V. -

? ? ?
PPoo=15 2(nm.n2-cosh(T6)z (((Mzmzz)z)—zzk-zk)zyz))(sinhcos((m\/ 2nmx( (2) +nx28in) 2 (~nmkznm2))) Y

>
|T1l]z2— &

Bleon=3,7.... —(2nn7r.2—cosh[16)n2.\/ ((((Mz))z——kk)Zy))(sinhcos((\/ (O+nx2 sin)2-(k2)))), [t1l22 &

w(xy) = PP®n=15,. a(n22—16)nzz.\/\/((m22

Y222 - fez5) [COSSinh((m\/\/MZZ(()+m2251n)22(—"”""”szzzz))))COSh(\/\/((mngZ )22-k22)y), lrilpa < a
0 -2nm.(cos( )+sin( )) o 1 <a
Pn:3,7,...\/ a\/(n -216)22m.2 ((\/) ~k2)sinhz2( (( \/) -k))z2coshz(  (()-k)y)iz IT]
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Ploon=1 cosh(Z\/ ((((mrmr)z)——kkz).)sinh(y))(cos\/ (((nmxnm)+)2-sinkz(nmx))) ), |T1ll2 = O

Poon=1 2((nm) -k ).sinh((cos(((nmxnm)+)
—sink()))nmxcosh)) ((nm) =k ), il < a (2.17)
where,

71 = cosh( ((n—;)z — k2)y)

We observe that equation (2.13) together with above boundary condition satisfies
both the smoothness requirement in definition (1.2) and data compatibility condition
in theorem (1.2),respectively. Therefore, the function (2.17) is a solution to equation
(2.13) with above boundary condition.

The proof that equation (2.13) with above boundary conditions has more than one
solution is similar to that of equation (2.11). Hence, by SRM, equation (2.13) with

above boundary condition is ill-posed in the sense Hadamard.

2.3 Quasi-Reversibility Regularization Method

In this section, we discuss the strength and shortcomings of quasi-reversibility

regularization method (Q-RRM). The Q-RRM assumes that a linear operator

A: X-Y

where
0> 02
~ o oy

is bijective but the inverse operator A-1is not continuous from one Hilbert space H to

A

another Hilbert space H (Lattes and Lions, 1967).
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The Q-RRM regularizes only the Helmholtz equation by the subtraction of a
product of a square of a regularization parameter @ and a mixed fourth-order partial
derivative from the Laplace-type operator appearing in the Helmholtz equation.
Thus,

0 ? \ b

FI%) o WJZ — W
For example, see [62,63,79]. In [13,14,16,41,58] applied Q-RRM to regularize the
solution of Helmholtz equation. In [56], the authors showed that the operator A«is a
unitary from L2(R) to L2(R) to regularize the Helmholtz equation with Cauchy
boundary conditions.

We demonstrate a class of boundary conditions which when imposed on
Helmholtz equation is regularized by the Q-RRM. Applying Q-RRM to equation (1.22),

we obtain the regularized Helmholtz equation as follows:

0x?2 dy? - 0x%0y? < < < <
w(0y) =w(2my) = 0, 0<sy<1
w(x0) = 1
ow(x,0) n <Xx<2msin(nx), 0 (2.18)
02w(xy) + 0?w(xy) + Kwkxy)a:___ 0d*w(xy) =0,
0 X 2m, 0 y 1
= - S O—0—x—2m
dy < <

By the method of separation of variables, we obtain

w(xy)= XXy )Y
oo(y) + k2Y (y) —Xoo(x)

=2, constant.
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(Y ) - azY 00(y)) X(x)

By separation of variables equation, we obtain

X0(x) +AX(x) = 0.

When
w(0y) = w(2my)=0,
= X(0) = X(2m)=0,
we obtain
nx

Xn(z) = sin(j)

Also, from separation of variable, we observe that:

.
Y (y) = By cosh ( (ﬁ)y) + By sinh (
When
Qu(z,9) 54 yio) =0
Ay >
we obtain
BQ —y U
n? — 4k?
Y(y) = Bjcosh ( (—4 s a%ﬂ)y)

Substituting the expressions for X(x) and Y (y) into the product solution, we obtain

w(z,y) = Z(’” LObh( (nz _4k2)y) Sin(ﬂ;;)

4+ a?n?
At
(@, 0y =~ sin(nz)
wila, = — SIn\nix
0) = sin(ue)
then

e

n.

Substituting the expression for cnback into the above expression, we obtain
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2_ApR2 ‘
o0 (3031‘1( (Lafi?)y) sin(7%57)

we) =Y
n

n=1 ' (219)

We observe that equation (2:18) satisfies both the smoothness requirement in
definition (1.2) and data compatibility condition in theorem (1.2), respectively.
Therefore, the function (2.19) is the solution to equation (2.18).

The proof that equation (2.18) has only one solution, is similar to the proof of uniqueness
of equation (2.5).

We show that the regularized equation (2.18) is stable with respect changes in the
boundary condition. We observe that if x1 = 0, then w(x,0) = 0 and the corresponding
solution is:

wi(xy) =0.
Also, when x2 = 8, where 0< 0 < T2 and the corresponding solution is

> —4sin(nd) (1()sh( (”2—’4@)9') sin(%")

4+p2n?

w(z,y) = =
n=odd ;

The change in boundary condition observed as:

1
=“Tim |0’= Esin(-n6)|

n—oo

1
S =
n
ow(zy,0) — w(zs,0)] = 0 as n— oo
is small and the corresponding change in the solution is:

i —4sin(nd) cosh (\/my) sin(22)

lim |w(z,0) —w(a,,0)]

Tim uy(z.y) — (e, y)| = lim [0 - A |
n=odd
o< [4]][sin(nd) | cosh (/=) Y[ sn())
lim |wy(z,y) —wa(z,y)| < lim
n—00 n—00 |TL27['|
n=odd

( n2—4k2 )
o 4€ 4.+a2n.2

Jn (1) —wa( 1) < lm B =

n=odd

We observe that 4 + (nu)? > n? - 4k?for a > 1. This implies that
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e <
I 4+n2-p24nk22 o0 n2-4k2

r(4+a2n2)

= nlim-ew [wi1(,1) = w2(,1)| = nlim-conX=0dd_ n2g < oo,

The w(x,y) is stable for @ > 1. Hence, by Q-RRM, equation (2.18) is well-posed in the sense
of Hadamard.
We regularize Helmholtz equation with both Neumann and Cauchy boundary conditions

by Q-RRM as follows:

o2 a2 ~ 0x20y2 < < < <
ow(Oy) ow(@my) _ 0O, O<y=<1
ox ox :
w(x0) = —sin(ne), 0<2<2r (2:20)
n
dw(x,0)
?w(xy) + 02w(x,y) + KRwkxy)a:___ d*w(xy) =0,
0 X 2m, 0 y 1
- =0 0 x 2m
dy < <

and the corresponding solution is

~ cosh (\/@y) cos( ")
w(x,y) = Z

T

n=odd
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All the three requirements for well-posedness of equation (2.20) are the same as the one
shown above. Hence, equation (2.19) is well-posed in the sense of Hadamard.

Thirdly, we apply Q-RRM to regularize the Helmholtz equation with Cauchy
boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is equal to zero. The regularized

Helmholtz equation is obtain as:

0’w(xy) 5 \ il
* a—w%ﬂ"'kzw(xl)’)—aza sz,z =0 0sx<_20sy<1
Ox2 dy ox< ,
ow(x,0) -
= =0, 0<x <=
2 (2.21)
ay .
1 . T
w(x0) = -—sin(nz), 0<z<-— )
with the corresponding solution as:
1 . (n? — k?)
w(x,y) = —sin(nx) cosh(y | ————=1
() = 5 ) oy e 222)

We observe that equation (2.21) satisfies both the smoothness requirement in definition

(1.2). On the data compatibility condition, we observe that

Z »0w(x0) = dx
=7Z  0Odx
0 dy 0

which satisfies theorem (1.2). Hence, the function (2.22) is a solution to equation
(2.21).

On the uniqueness of equation (2.21) is similar to the proof of uniqueness of
equation (2.5). The stability of equation (2.21) is similar to that of equation (2.18).
Hence, by Q-RRM, the equation (2.21) is well-posed.

59



We provide a class of boundary conditions, which when imposed on Helmholtz
equation, cannot be regularized by the use of Q-RRM. First, we regularize equation

(1.3) by using the Q-RRM, which gives the regularized Helmholtz equation as:

Pw(x,y) Pw(x,y) o o, tw(x, y) T
pr = oy + krw(z,y) — @ W =0, 0<x< 5 0<y<l1 (2.23)
Jw(x,0) I T
- 7 — — ). 0 < B < -
oy . sin(na), <z < 5
w(r,0) = 0, 0<x< T

-2
By the method of separation of variables, we obtain the function
(1+ a2n?)
(n? — k?)

2 _ 1.2
sin(nx) sinh( %y
(1 + a2n?) ) (2.24)

1
w(z,y) = —
v(z,y) = -
Moreover, we see from the boundary deflection condition of equation (2.23) that:

2

21 1
/ o sin(ne)de = —[ 1 - COS(%)]
0 o

n n
Thus,
SV n =148, ..~
1 nm ,
S[1—cos()] ={ &, Vn=26,10,...

Vn=4,812,...
We observe that

.El
/zﬁsm(”fﬁ)dﬁ?%o- Vn=oddorn=26,...
o

The function (2.23) does not satisfy the data compatibility condition. Thus, theorem
1.2 is not satisfied by function (2.23). This implies that equation (2.23) has no
solution. Hence, by Q-RRM, equation (2.23) is ill-posed in the sense of Hadamard.

Also, we take into account of a Neumann problem for the Helmholtz equation in
an upper half-plane. By applying Q-RRM to equation (1.4), we obtain the regularized
equation as:

ax2 dy? - 0x20y?
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OW(— Ly)

ox

-0 ow(x,0)

dy
ow(x1)

dy

ow(1y)

ox

cos(2mx)

_ 0*w(xy) +
_ J*w(xy)+
< Skzw(x,y) az
_ 0*w(xy)
— < <
0 y 1

and the corresponding regularized solution as:

{

oC

2nm. cosh ( (

*_:'R‘H'!z— 2 nwT 2 nwT
4+a2(njrk):2 ) y) (cos(#5=)+sin(#3%))

n=1,5,...
(n2—16)72. (

(nm)2—ak

2 . | (nw)2—ak2 ’
4+a?(nw)? S 4+a?(nm)? L

—9nz. cosh (1 / (%) y) (cos(BEZ ) 4sin( 21z ))

wlz) = 5
w Jr;y Y n=38,7,.. 242 ( )2 %) (2.26)
(n2—16)72.; (ii—’;m) sinh ( (m)y)
cosh ( (T(:'—"%Z(_—k;) _1,') (cos(nmz)+sin(nmx))
Zm (a3 nmw

n=1 -
(s
\ s

(nm)2—k2 ;
1+a?(nw)2 y

We observe that equation (2.25) satisfies both the smoothness requirement in

definition (1.2) and the data compatibility condition in theorem (1.2), respectively.

Hence, the function (2.26) is a solution to equation (2.25).

The proof that equation (2.25) has more than one solution is similar to that of

equation (2.11). Hence, by the Q-RRM, the Helmholtz equation with Neumann

boundary conditions in an upper half-plane is ill-posed in the sense of Hadamard.
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2.4 Quasi-Boundary Value Method

In this section, we discuss the strength and weaknesses of the quasi-boundary value
method (Q-BVM) in regularizing Helmholtz equation with above boundary conditions
(Clark and Oppenheimer, 1994). We state the definition which is useful in the study
of the Q-BVM as below.

Definition 2.5 Let H be a Hilbert space. Let A : D(A) € H = H be a bounded linear Laplace-

type operator. The

A*:H-> H

hAx,yi = hx,A*yi, V x € D(A4), y € D(A%).

The operator A~is called the adjoint of A.
The operator A : H — H is called self-adjoint if,

A=A
is normal if,
A*A = AA~
and is a unitary if,
AA*=A*A =]

where [ is an identity operator (Chidume, 1989).

The Laplace-type operator in the Helmholtz equation

A: X-Y,

where
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o2 o2
=53 + 0

is a linear self-adjoint and unbounded from a Hilbert space X into another Hilbert
space Y . Thus, in the Q-BVM, the ill-posedness means a unique solution to the
Helmholtz exists, but the solution does not depend continuously on the imposed
boundary conditions of Helmholtz equation (Clark and Oppenheimer, 1994).

Unlike TRM, SRM and Q-RRM, the Q-BVM regularizes the boundary conditions
imposed on the Helmholtz equation by adding a product of a regularization

parameter a, where a € R*, and boundary condition at one of the axes of the spatial

variable

[4].

In [14], the authors regularized the same problem by subtracting awo(0) instead
of adding aw(0), to the initial condition w(T). Using the Q-BVM, [72] and [71]
regularized homogeneous linear and nonlinear heat equation, respectively. In [82],
the authors applied Q-BVM to regularize unbounded Dirichlet boundary of the

Poisson equation in L2(R) space. In [9,30] applied Q-BVM to regularize the solution of

the Helmholtz equation.
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We show the class of boundary conditions, which when imposed on Helmholtz
equation can be regularized by the use of Q-BVM and the boundary conditions, which
when imposed on Helmholtz equation cannot be solved by the Q-BVM. We regularize
the boundary conditions imposed on the Helmholtz equation using the QBVM given
by (Clark and Oppenheimer, 1994). Firstly, we apply the Q-BVM to regularize equation
(1.22) by adding aw(x,1) to the w(x,0), that occurs in equation (1.22). The regularized

Helmholtz equation is obtained as:

0x2 ay? < <

I\
I\

w(0y) = w(l2my)= 0, O<y<1
1

w(x0) +aw(x,1) =

aw(x0) n <x<2msin(nx), 0 (2.27)

02w(xy) + d2w(xy) +lkew(xy) = 0, 0 x2m0 y 1

T =L ON%, Fn,
dy < <

By the method of separation of variables, we obtain

w(x,y) Xx)Y ()
Yoo(y) + k2Y (y) —Xoo(x)
¢ =1,  constant. Y (y)

X(x)
At w(0,y) =w(2my) = 0, it implies that:
X, () = sin()

Also, from the separation of variables equation, we observe that

Yy) = Dy cosh —)* —k*)y ) + Bysinh —)2 —k?)y
Y B, cosl 22 o2 ot 2’2 Ji2

At
ow(x,0)



= Yo(0)

1
(e}

and obtain

Y (y) = B, coshi(1/((5)* = K)u)

58
Substituting the expressions for X(x) and Y (y) into the product solution yields

w(x,y) = Z ¢, cosh ( ((g)z A k2)-y) sin(%)

n=1

At

1
w(z,0) + aw(x, 1) = = sin(nx)
n 5

we obtain
1

n (1 + cosh ( ) k:z)))
Substituting c» back into w(x,y) yields

5o, cosh (VB = K2)y) sin(5)
nm (1 + « cosh ( ¥ A kz))) (2.28)

We observe that the function (2.28) satisfies both the smoothness requirement and

Cn =

Wo(r,y) =

data compatibility condition in theorem (1.2), respectively. Therefore, the function
(2.28) is a solution to equation (2.27).

We show that the function (2.28) is the only solution to equation (2.27).

Proof: By contradiction, Let u(x,y) and v(x,y) be two different solutions of equation

(2.27) such that

W(le ) =u (le ) — V(le )l

Multiplying both sides of equation (2.27) by the solution (2.28) and integrating over
([0,2m] x [0,1]), we obtain

1 21 1 21
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Z 7 wa(xy)Awa(xy)dxdy + k% Z Z |wa(x,y)|2dxdy = 0
0 0 0 0

Applying the Green'’s first identity to the first term on the left hand side of above

equation, we obtain

+1 27 1 2m
/ / wal,y) Aw(z, y) dady = 0 / ] Vo, y)Pdrdy,
0 0 0 0

which implies that

1 21 1 2n

-Z0Zo |Vw(xy)|%dxdy + k? ZoZo |w(x,y)|2dxdy = 0.

For the above to hold, we restrict both

1 2m

0Zo  |w(xy)|?dxdy =0
and
Z |Vwea(x,y)|2dxdy = 0.

0 0

We see that the above equations hold, if

we(xy) = 0
= walxy) = 0 in([0,2m] x [0,1])
and
Vwae(xy) = 0
=>wa(xy) = 0 in([0,2m] x[0,1])

This implies that we(x,y) is a function (2.28) in the domain and on the boundary of the

domain. Thus,

u(xy) = v(xy)
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This implies that solution (2.28) is the only solution to equation (2.27).

We show that the regularized solution (2.27) depends continuously on the

boundary conditions. We observe that whenZ1 = ¢, where 0= ¢ < 21in the boundary

w(e, 1) + aw(z,1) = + sin(

condition "Iy and the corresponding solution is:

> 4sin(ne) cosh ( 2P - k:Q)y) sin(12)
n=odd ’NJT(I + a cosh ( ((3)2— k2)))

Again, we perturb x fromZ1 = € t0 T2 = 0, where 0 < 0 < TTfrzand < 6. The

w(z,y) =

corresponding solution is
~_ 4sin(nd) cosh ( (2 k2)y) sin("57)

n—odd -mr(l + acosh ( LB kz)))

The change in boundary condition is observed as:

w(x,y) =

2
lim |(w(€,0) + aw(d,1)) — (wa(z, 0) + aws(z, 1))] < -
n—o00 ),

lim |(ws(€,0) + aw(d,1)) = (wa(z,0) + aws(x,1))] — 0 as n— o0
n—roo

This implies that the change in the boundary condition is small and the corresponding

change in the solution is as follows:

oo 4sin('n€) cosh ( ((?2&)2 N kz)y) sin(%)

lim |wy(z,y) —wa(z,y)] = lim |
n—o0 n—00 ] 'Tl-ﬂ'(]. + O{COSh ( ((%)2 - k2)))

= leosh (\AGPE=F)y)I
lim |wy(z,y) — we(z,y)| < 8 lim :
n—oo n—oo = |TL7T||| (1 + a cosh ( ((3)2 _ kZ))) ||

= leosh (VG =)
lim |w(.,1) —wq(.,1)] < 8 lim
e nree T |nwl|| (1 + « cosh ( (32— RQ))) I

But, we observe that
| cosh (V{37 = 1))
I (1 + avcosh ( (O k2))) I

<1

This implies that
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n-o [W1(.,1) = w2(,1)] < —
ntm lim

lwi(,1) - wz(,1)| = 0Oasn— oo,
Hence, using the Q-BVM, equation (2.27) is well-posed in the sense of Hadamard.

Secondly, we apply Q-BVM to regularize both the Neumann and the Dirichlet
problems of the Helmholtz equation by adding aw(x,1) to the inhomogeneous

boundary condition. We obtain the regularized equation as below:

w(xy)  0*w(xy) 2
< < < <
0x? a_yz
ow(Oy) _ ow(2my) _ O, 0<y<1 (2.29)
0x ox .
w(x,0) +aw(x1) = - sin(nx), 0<z<2om
dw(x,0)

+ + kwkxy)=0, 0 x 2m, 0 y 1

— S 0 x 2m
ay

I\
IN

with the corresponding solution as:

D neodd COSh (\/W y) cos( )
n (1 + cosh ( ((5)? — kz)))

w(x,y) =

All the three requirements for well-posedness of equation (2.29) are the same as the
one shown above. Hence, equation (2.29) is well-posed.

Thirdly, we regularize, by using the Q-BVM, the Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz
equation where boundary deflection is homogeneous. We obtain the regularized

equation by adding aw(x,1) to w(x,0) in the boundary conditions as follows:

02w(xy) 0’w(xy) 2 T

<

IN

Ox2 ay? < <2
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ow(x,0) -
= =0, 0 <~
= - USTES 0 230 K
dy w(xy) =0,
7 X -0
1W(X,O) +aw(x1l) = —sin(nz), 0<z<-—
n 2
The corresponding solution to equation (2.30) is:
cosh (\/ n? — k:zy) sin(nax)
w(z,y) =
n(l + avcosh(v/n? — kz)) (231)

We observe that equation (2.30) satisfies the smoothness requirement in definition
(1.2). On the data compatibility condition, we observe that

ow(x,0)

=) . d

J

b | 3

which satisfies theorem (1.2). The proof of uniqueness of equation (2.30) is similar to
the one above. The function in (2.31) is a unique solution to equation (2.30).
On the stability of the regularized solution (2.31), we observe that if x1 = 0 then

w(0,0) + aw(0,1) = 0, and the corresponding solution is
wi(xy) =0

Also, when x2 = 8§, where 0= 0K 112, the corresponding solution is

cosh (\/ n? — kgy) sin(nd)
n (1 + acosh(v/n? — k?))

'U-"(.T, U) —

The change in the boundary deflection is

~|w1(0,0) = w2(0,1)] > 0asn — oo,
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This implies that there is a small change in the boundary deflection.

corresponding change in solution is, therefore as follows:

cosh (\/112 - k?y) sin(nd)

lim |wy(z,y) —we(x,y)| = lim |0—

|
e " -n(l + acosh(v/n? — kz))

lwi (., 1) —ws(., 1) — 0 as n— oc.

Hence, using the Q-BVM, equation (2.31) is well-posed.

The

We present a class of boundary conditions, which when imposed on Helmholtz

equation, cannot be regularized by the use of Q-BVM. Using the Q-BVM, we regularize

equation (1.3) by adding aw(x,1) to the inhomogeneous boundary deflection wy(x,1).

The regularized equation is obtain as:

0x?2 ay? = =2 8
ow(x,0) 1 T
kew(xy) =0, 0 X _m, 0 y 1
+aw(x,1) = _sin(nx), Osxs_ (2.32)

ay n 2
s
w(x0) = 0, O<x=<_.
2

By the method of separation of variables, we obtain
sinh ( (n? — kz)y) sin(nzx)
'n,(\/('n,2 — k?) + acsinh(v/n? — I.’:Q))

w(x,y) =

IN

d2w(xy) +

d2w(xy) +

(2.33)

Moreover, we can see from boundary deflection condition of equation (2.32) that

<2 1 nm
—sin(nx)dr = —[ 1 — cos(—
/U = sin(nz)da nz[ cos( 3 )]

Thus,
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5, Vn=135,...

nm ,
— 1—(:()5(%)} =9 &, Vn=206,10,...
0, Vn=4812, ...

We observe that

2 ]
/ - sin(nz)de #0, VYn=oddorn=2,6,...
Jo

Equation (2.32) does not satisfy the data compatibility condition. This implies that the

function
sinh (\ /(n? — k’g)y) sin(nx)
n(\/ (n® —k2)BE asinh(m))

is not a solution of equation (2.32). Hence, using the Q-BVM, the equation (2.32) is ill-

'U-"(.T, U) =

posed in the sense of Hadamard.
Next, we consider a Neumann problem for the Helmholtz equation in an upper
half-plane. Using the Q-BVM, we add aw(x,1) to wy(x,1) in the boundary conditions of

equation (1.4). The regularized Helmholtz equation is obtained as:

?w(xy) *w(xy ) + Kw(xy )=0 in Q

+ ay')
0x?
aW - 1, aW!]‘l! )
= =0, 0<s y<
ox ox 8 L
ow(x,0)
= 0 -1=<x<1 (2.34)
dy
6_14?2)(,_1] + aw(x, 1) = cos(2mx) -1<sx<1
y
with the corresponding solution as:
W e
fo'e) ')n-rrr‘neh( (( A —l(\u\fr‘nc( Jtsinl \)}

7 = 212 J ™ 2
PPn=15... a(nzz—16)n2\/2.\/\/m((2M2M2M222)22—2 kzzz)sinh(m\/z\/mz((MZMZ)Zz—mzkmzzz])
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W(X,y) = BIn®°=37,. _a\/Z(nTr.n —cosh(16)2m.2(((() ) k-kW))(sinhcos(((Q+sin) (-k))))

Poon=1 cosh(Za\/ ((((nnnn))z——kkz)).ysinh())(cos\/ (nmx((nm)+)2sin-k(2nmx))) )) (2.35)

We see that equation (2.34) satisfies both the smoothness requirement in definition
(1.2) and the data compatibility condition. The function (2.35) is a solution to equation
(2.34).

To see the proof that equation (2.34) has more than one solution.

Proof: By contradiction, Let u(x,y) and v(x,y) be two different solutions of equation

(2.34) such that

W(X,_y ) = U(X,y ) = v(x,y )l

Multiplying both sides of equation (2.34) by the solution (2.35) and integrating over
([-1,1] x [0,1]), we obtain

1 "1 1 "1
[ / wWa (2, 9)Awa (2, y)drdy + k* [ / |wa (2, y)|*dedy = 0
Jo J-1 Jo J-u

Applying the Green'’s first identity to the first term on the left hand side of above

equation, we obtain

1 1 1 1
/ / o) N b [ [ [Vavo(z, ) Pdeds
JO J—=1 J0O J =1

which implies that

1 1 1 1
- / / \Vw(x,y)|*dedy + k* / / lw(x, y)|*dedy = 0
JO J-1 JO J—1 .

For the above to hold, we restrict both
1 1

0Z-1 |wa(x,y)|?dxdy = 0

and
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0Z-1 |Vwa(xy)|2dxdy = 0.

Z
We see that the above equation that

wa(xy)

has two different values; a zero and a non-zero in ([-1,1]x[0,1]). The equation (2.34)
has more than one solution. Thus, the second condition of well-posedness according
to Hadamard is violated. Hence, using the Q-BVM, the Helmholtz equation with
Neumann boundary conditions in an upper half-plane is ill-posed in the sense of

Hadamard.

2.5 An Iterative Regularization Method

In this section, we use the iterative regularization method (IRM) to solve Helmholtz
equation with above boundary conditions. The IRM assume a unique solution to the
Helmholtz equation exists, but the solution does not depend continuously on the
imposed boundary conditions. Thus, we regularize neither the Helmholtz equation
nor its boundary conditions. We regularize only the solution of the Helmholtz
equation. Using the IRM, we restore the stability of the solution by introducing the
iterative scheme into the exact solution. We obtain the stabilized solution as the
number of iterations increases (Cheng et al., 2014; Zhang and Wei (2014)). Thus, using

the IRM, we assume that the Laplace-type operator in the Helmholtz equation

A:H -H
02 0d2where A
= ox2 + dy2

is bounded L2(R) space to another L2(R), but the inverse Laplace-type operator A-1is
unbounded.

Using the IRM, we introduce the iterative scheme as:
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Wi (2,7) = (1= N)™05,_,(2,9) + Acosh(y/|y|? — k2) sin(%) m=1,2,3, ...

where, m is the number of iterations, into equation (1.22) and simplify to obtain the

regularize solution as below:
cos(y/k? — |y|?) sin(%7)), ly| < k

(1= A)mig(e,y) + (1 = (1= A)™) cosh(y/[y[> — k) sin(*5), |yl >k  (2.36)

w(z,y) =

where

A =e VPR o

where A is the regularization parameter and Uopis a priori-bounded solution. The proof
of the existence and uniqueness of the regularized solution (2.36), follows from the
existence and uniqueness of equation (1.22).

On the stability of the regularized solution, we observe that if x1 = 0 then w(0,0)+

aw(0,1) = 0, and the corresponding solution is
wi(xy) =0

Also, we perturb w(xy) from x1 = 0 and x2 = 6, where 0 <0< 12 that the

corresponding solution is

cos(y/k? — [y[?) sin(%), ly| < k
(1= X)mag(z, y) + (1 = (1 = A)™) cosh(+/[y[* — k) sin(%). |yl > &

The change in the boundary deflection is

w(z,y) =

~ |w1(0,0) = w2(0,1)| > 0 asn — oo.

This is implies that there is a small change in the initial deflection. The corresponding
change in solution is as follows:

n-w |[W1(Xy) = w2(x,y)| = lim

N_s00 myS,(x,y) + (1 - (1 = A)m)cosh(ply|? - k?)sin(né2 )| -
lim [0-(1-2)
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lwi(,1) - wz(,1)| = 0Oasn— oo,

The above regularized solution meets all the three conditions of well-posedness.
Hence, using the iterative regularization method, the Helmholtz equation with Cauchy
boundary conditions where boundary deflection is equal to zero is well-posed in the
sense of Hadamard.

We show for a number of boundary conditions, which when imposed on
Helmholtz equation cannot be solved by the iterative regularization method. Firstly,
we impose Cauchy boundary conditions with boundary deflection not equal to zero

on Helmhotz equation. The regularized solution is obtained as

r Tl T sin(nx) < I
sin(/(k? = n )y).—n\m, Vin|l <k
w(r,y) =1 (1—a)"we(x,y) + (1 = (1 —a)™)x

(= ), Vol > k

where «a is the regularization parameter and m is the number of iterations. Equation
(1.4) has no solution since it faces the same problem as the previous methods
discussed above. Hence, by an iterative regularization method, equation (1.4) is ill-
posed in the sense of Hadamard. The Helmholtz equation with imposed Neumann
boundary conditions in the upper half-plane yields a similar result the one above.

In summary, the Tikhonov regularization method, spectral regularization method,
quasi-reversibility regularization method, quasi-boundary value method and iterative
regularization method regularize Helmholtz equation which imposed both Dirichlet
and Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is homogeneous.
These methods of regularization cannot solve Helmholtz equation with Cauchy
boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous. In addition,
Neumann problem in the upper half-plane for the Helmholtz equation cannot be

regularized by any of the above discussed method of regularization.
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Chapter 3

Regularized Neumann, Cauchy

problems of Helmholtz Equation

In the previous chapter, we showed that Helmholtz equation with Cauchy boundary
conditions where boundary deflection is not equal to zero none of the existing
methods of regularization can be used to restore the well-posedness of the equation.
In addition, these existing methods of regularization cannot be used to solve ill-posed
Helmholtz equation with Neumann boundary conditions in the upper halfplane.
Therefore, the three requirements of existence, uniqueness and continuous
dependence of small changes in the these boundary conditions do not hold. Hence,
these existing methods of regularization are insufficient and inefficient for solving
illposed Helmholtz equation with imposed Cauchy boundary condition where
boundary deflection is inhomogeneous as well as Neumann boundary conditions in
the upper half-plane.

In this chapter, we introduce a Divergence Regularization Method (DRM) to solve
ill-posed Helmholtz equation with Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary
deflection is not equal to zero. This method enables the solution of Helmholtz equation
with Neumann boundary conditions in the upper half-plane. Thirdly, the DRM solves
Helmholtz equation with both Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary conditions where the
boundary deflection is homogeneous. Lastly, we show that our regularized Helmholtz

equation meets all the three conditions of well-posedness in the sense of Hadamard.
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3.1 Divergence Regularization Method for Regularizing

Cauchy Problem for Helmholtz Equation

In this section, we present some background information regarding the
propoundment of the DRM in Hilbert space, and the basic ideas of divergence theorem.
When the Helmholtz equation is imposed with Cauchy boundary conditions where the
boundary deflection is inhomogeneous then the analytic function in a neighbourhood
of the hyper-surface is not well-posed. To see this, consider Cauchy problem, in which
initial data; w(x,0) and wy(x,0), are specified on the characteristic curve C in the (x,y)-
plane for the Helmholtz equation. Both the Cauchy’s boundary data and the
coefficients that appears in the Helmholtz equation can be expanded as power series
in the neighbourhood of C. We see that the coefficients of second partial derivative and
higher order derivatives of w(x,0) (with respect to y) do not vanish on C, on the
grounds that higher derivatives can be deduced from the Helmholtz equation and
construct their power series solutions (King et al., 2003).

As a consequence, the Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation is inconsistent
as the boundary data propagate into the (x,y)-plane on the characteristic curve. In
addition, any function obtained from the Cauchy problem depends on only the
boundary conditions that lie between the two characteristics through (x,y)-plane.
Moreover, the discontinuities in the higher order derivatives of w(x,0) can propagate
on characteristic curves (King et al., 2003).

Thus, all the three conditions of well-posedness according to Hadamard are
violated. Even the Helmholtz equation with C»(Q) boundary data and Cauchy’s
analytic result does not guarantee the existence of the solution as well as uniqueness.
These Cauchy data are provided on the arc of the boundary d() instead of the entire
boundary of the domain ().

In order to restore well-posedness of Helmholtz equation with Cauchy boundary
conditions where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous, we introduce the DRM.

First, we extend the arc of the boundary (hyper-surface) d{) to the whole entire
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boundary of the domain Q. Thus, we quadraturize the boundary of the domain of
Cauchy data to piecewise smooth boundary of two disjoint complementary parts. The

following theorems and definitions are useful in proposing the DRM.

Definition 3.1 (Quadrature domain) A bounded domain in Euclidean space R?is called
a quadrature domain if there is a signed (Borel) measure u, with compact support in ),

such that

h(x)dx =Z hdu
Q

for every integrable (harmonic) function h on ( (Gardiner and Sjo"din, 2000).
Thus, a bounded domain () € R?is a quadrature domain if there exists finitely many

points x1,..,xm and the coefficients ckj € R? such that

m ng-1

w(xy)dA = cw(xy)(ax), w(xy)
Q Xk=1 Xj=0 Ve

where dA denotes area measure. The above expression is called a quadrature identity

and

is the order of the quadrature identity. The akare the (partial) derivatives of w(x,y) at

ak (Gardiner and Sj odin, 2000).
Theorem 3.1 Every positive function on a quadrature domain £ is integrable on ()

(Gardiner and Sj“odin, 2000).
Corollary 3.1 If Q1 is a quadrature domain with respect to a signed measure y with

compact support in Q, then it is also a quadrature domain with respect to some positive

measure with compact support in Q (Gardiner and Sjo"din, 2000).
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Theorem 3.2 (Divergence theorem) Let () denote a bounded region in R? with a
smooth boundary 02 with

N=N(xy)

denoting the unit outward-normal vector to 0C). Then for a smooth-valued function
2
wle ) = 3 e vl
=1 ,
we have

div w(x,y)dxdy = Z w(xy) - NdS
Q 0Q

Duchateau and Zachmann (1989).

Proof: See Duchateau and Zachmann (1989).

Theorem 3.3 A necessary condition for the existence of a solution of the Neumann
problem

FPwixy) —MW X, kzw(xy )=0 in Q

e ayz
0x?
dw(x)
= g(kx) on 0Q
on
Is
Z
g(x)dx=0
a0 (King

etal., 2003).
Proof : We integrate the above homogeneous Helmholtz equation over the
boundary of the domain Q) and apply the divergence theorem to the Laplace operator

that occurs in the Helmholtz equation to obtain the result. Thus,

Viw(xy)d?x z _ InVw(xy)dx =7 g(x)dx=0.

Q a0 a0
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Definition 3.2 (Scalar) Let w(x,y) € Llioc(R%) and a fixed n € R*, n is called a scalar with
respect to x if
WTLO(le ) = W(’IX:)’ )

Muthukumar (2013).

DRM entails the introduction of the term

(1 +a?m)em

as a regularization term, where a € (-00,-1)U(1,0) is the regularization parameter
and m € Z*is a positive integer, and then, combine with w(x,y) as another variable
(unknown function) in the divergence theorem. We show that this term regularizes
the Helmholtz equation as well as Cauchy boundary conditions by restoring the
stability of the equation. We then apply the Green’s first identity to the Laplace
operator of (1 + a?™)emand w(x,y) appearing in the Helmholtz equation. This produces

piecewise smooth boundary of two disjoint complementary parts d{21 and 9Q2 with

w(x,0) and awgy(xD are prespecified on dQ1 and w(ly) and Iwgx(0)) on the rest

of the boundary of the domain.

The DRM ensures that Helmholtz equation with Cauchy boundary conditions
where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous has a solution. Thus, when the
inhomogeneous boundary deflection becomes zero, we scale the x- co-ordinate by an
even positive integer n. This scalar n ensures that the periodic function at x
inhomogeneous boundary deflection becomes zero. Also, homogenization of
inhomogeneous boundary deflection in Cauchy boundary conditions by a positive
integer scale together with applications of divergence theorem and Green’s first
identity ensures the uniqueness of solution of the regularized Helmholtz equation.

The result is then written as an equation with regularized Cauchy boundary
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conditions. Hence, the name divergence regularization method. We state the DRM
theorem for Helmholtz equation with imposed Cauchy boundary conditions in Q € H:

Theorem 3.4 (Divergence Regularization Method) Let Cauchy boundary conditions

be imposed on Helmholtz equation where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous as:

0’w(xy) + 0?w(xy) + kaw(x,y) = 0 in Q

0x2 dy?
ow(x,0)
= h(x) on 0()
dy
wx0) = 0 on 00
where,
Z
h(x)dx = 06,
20

then the regularized Helmholtz equation with regularized Cauchy boundary conditions

is given below:

0x? ay2 n,0
owno(x,1)
= (1 + a?m)-le-mh(nx), on 01
dy
wy(x0) = 0, on 0Q1 (3.1)
dwn,0(0,y)
= 0, on 092
dx
wno(Ly) = (1+ azm)-1e-mh(y), on 05z,
where
d2wn,0(x,)) + _ dwwpo(xy) + (1 + azm)-1e-mkaw (xy)=0,
in Q
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7Z h(nx)dx =0,

0
h(x)=06,h(y)=06,a € (-o0,-1) U (1,0) is the regularization parameter, m € Z*is
a positive integer, k as the wave number, [0,[] is the square domain with [ is a radian

number and 7 is any even positive integer.

Proof : We write the linear homogeneous Helmholtz equation as

V- (vWw(xy)) + K2w(xy) =0
By the dot product and product rule, we obtain

V- (vWw(xy)) + K2w(xy) = Vw(xy) - Vv + vAw(xy) + k2w(xy) =0
Integrating both sides over (), we obtain

27V - (vWw(xy))dxdy + ZZ k*w(x,y)dxdy

Q Q

= ZZ.Vw(xy) - Vvdxdy + ZZovAw(x,y)dxdy + ZZa k*w(x,y)dxdy = 0

Q

In order to restore the stability of the equation, we substitute v = (1 + a?m)e™into the

above equation which yields
0+ZZ (1 + azm)emAw(x,y)dxdy + ZZ k?*w(x,y)dxdy = 0 (3.2)

Q Q

Applying Green'’s first identity to the first term of equation (3.2), we obtain
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// (14 a®)e™ Aw(x, y)dedy + k* // w(x,y)dzdy
dw(x,1) )
= 1 4 a®™)e™ ( : —w(x,0) ) da
./()521 ( ) Ay ( )
+ / (14 a*™)e™ (u*(l, y) — M) dy
Jog, du

We then scale the x- co-ordinate of the unknown function w(xy) of the above

equation by a factor n. This scalar makes the trigonometric function at
inhomogeneous boundary deflection of Helmholtz equation becomes zero, which

when integrated over the boundary of the domain.

// (1+ a®™)e™ Awyo(z, y)drdy + Kk /f Wyol(z,y)dedy
JJa Q

= / (14 a®™)e™ (W - w,,,_o(:r,o)) dx
901 Ay '

4 / (1 _|_(}2m) Jm (“)n[)(] ?) dﬂ‘lho((]vy)) dy
Joq dr

We see that the above regularized Helmholtz equation together with the regularized

Cauchy boundary conditions is written as:

0x? dy2 n,002wno(xy) +
owno(x,1) 2m-1-m 02wn,0(x,y)
dy 1
wno(x0) = 0, on 001
aWU,O(O;Y)
= 0 on 092
ox
wio(ly) = (1+azm)-1e-mh(y), on 90z,

2m)-1e-mk2w  (xy) =0, inQ+(1+a

= (1+a ) e h(nx), on 0Q
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3.1.1 Existence and Uniqueness of Regularized Helmholtz Equation
with regularized Cauchy Boundary Conditions

In this section, we show that the regularized Helmholtz equation with regularized
Cauchy boundary conditions, equation (3.1), has a solution and also demonstrate that
the solution of regularized Helmholtz equation together with regularized boundary
conditions is unique.

To prove that there exists a solution to equation (3.1), we show that the
inhomogeneous boundary deflection satisfies theorem (3.1). In equation (3.1), we can
see that

(1 + a?2m)-le-mh(nx)dx,
oQ

since 7 is any positive integer which makes periodic function h(nx) to take *1 for
sin(nx) values and zero for cos(nx), depending on the non-zero endpoint of the

boundary, which in effect h(nx) becomes zero, we obtain

(1 +a?2m)-lemx 0 dx Z 0dx

0Q 00

= constant=0

By theorem (3.3), equation (3.1) has a solution.
We prove that the DRM provides a unique solution of regularized Helmholtz

equation together with regularized Cauchy boundary conditions as follows.

Theorem 3.5 (Uniqueness) Suppose that Q) denotes a rectangular domain whose
boundary consists of two disjoint, complementary parts Q1 and 0X)2. Let h(nx) and h(y)

denote given data functions, then equation (3.1) has at most one smooth solution.

Proof: Suppose that equation (3.1) has two different smooth solutions denoted by

uno(x,y) and vno(x,y). Also, we let

84



wno(xy) = uno(xy) = vao(xy)

and be the solution of equation (3.1).

wno(x,0) = uno(x0) - vno(x,0)
wno(x,0) = 0
dwno(x,1) u (xl) ov . (xl)
= dy dy
dy
wno(x) 2m-1-m = (1+a)
(h (nx) h (nx))
ay 1 -2
wno(ly) = uno(Ly) - vao(ly)
woo(ly) = (1+ a®™)'e ™ (h,(v) - h,(¥))
owno(0y) _ du (Oy) ov_.(0y)
0x ox
ox
Multiplying Ao - both  sides  of
equation (3.1) gx by wpo(xy) and
integrating over a domain (), we obtain
d2wno(xy) d2wn,o(x,y)
wno(xy) — 1T ST dxdy +
wno(xy)dxdy
YAAY) ox ZZa dy?
+ 77 (1 + a2m)le=mkZ|wyo(xy)|2dxdy = 0. (3.3)
Q
Applying the Green’s first identity to the first two terms on the left hand side of
equation (3.3), we obtain
y)dxd = dwno(x1) Z Own,0(0y )
27 wy,0(xy)Awn,0(xy)dxdy W 0(x 0) wiolxl) ., woo(ly ) Whn,0 dy
2

901 oy 20 0x

Q

Zo [Vwno(xy)|?dxdy
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Z 0x(1+a?m)-le-mh(nx)dx
00

7 (1 +a?m)lemh(y) x 0dy - ZZa [Vwno(x,y)|?dxdy

+

002

0 - ZZa |Vwno(xy)|2dxdy

27 wy,0(xy)Awn,0(xy)dxdy =7Za |Vwno(x,y)|?dxdy (3.4)

Q

Substituting equation (3.4) into equation (3.3) yields

02wno(x,Y) d2wno(x,y)
wno(x.y) 2 dxdy +
whno(x,y)dxdy

YNAY) 0x YAAY) dy?2

+ 77 (1 + a?m)-le-mik2|\wno(xy)|2dxdy = ~ZZ |Vwyo(xy)|2dxdy

Q Q

+ 77 (1 + a?m)-le-mk2|wno(xy)|2dxdy

Q

0 = -ZZ |Vwno(xy)|2dxdy + ZZ (1 + a2m)-le-mkZ|wy,o(x,y) |2dxdy
Q Q

In the above equation, it follows that
(1 + azm)-1e-mk2 ZZ |wno(x,y)|2dxdy

Q
=>wpo(xy) = 0 inQ
and
ZZ0 |Vwno(xy)|2dxdy =
0= Vwyo(xy)= 0
=>wno(xy) = constant=0inQ

Also, we observe that
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[Vwno(xy)] = 0ondQ2
= wpo(xy) = constant=0 on Q2
and
h(nx) = 0on o
[Vwno(xy)| = 0
= wno(xy) = constant=0on d1

Thus, wyo(x,y) is smooth and zero in the domain  and its boundary 9d(). This implies
that

Ur),O(X,YJ = VT)»O(XIy)'

Hence, equation (3.1) has only one smooth solution.
By applying the Divergence Regularization Method to equation (1.3) by choosing
n = 4 to restore well-posedness of that equation. The regularized form of equation

(1.3) together with regularized Cauchy boundary conditions is given as follows:

ox?

dy? 4,0 < < < <2
wao(x,0) = 0, 0<sx<2m
- 1
Ow0(X, 12) (1 + a2m)-lem_sin(4nx), 0<x<2mn
dy (3.5)
0ws,0(0,)) =
= 0<y<—
= 0 »
o0x
2my—1_—m 1 . ™
wao(2my) = ) = (1+a™) e o sinfny) 0<y< 5
. 02wao(xy) + . 02wao(xy) + (1 + azm)-1e-mk2w(x,y) =0, 0
X 2m, 0 y T
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We split equation (3.5) into two independent equations as follows:

02w4,0(x,y) 2 0<r<2m 0<y<~—
a d B B — & = H =Y
Wgo!zxz ) H(1+ aZm) 1, mszn,o(X,y )=0 2
axz .y 7’
wao(x0) = 0, 0<x<2m
Owa,0(x, n2) -0 0<x<2m
dy (3.6)
dw4,0(0,y) T
= 0 O<sys_
ox 2
Zm)-1g-m 1_sin(ny), 0 <y <mwao(2my) = (1
+a
n 2
and
d2w
ox: dy2 7,0 A < <2
wao(x,0) = 0O, 0<x<2m
- 1
Ow4,0(x, z2) (1 +a?m)le-m_sin(4nx), 0<x<2mn
dy (3.7)
dws,0(0,y) T
=0, O<y=s_2
()
wa,0( 2T, R
(27y) 0, O<ys<_2
4,0(xy) ¥ d2wno(xy) + (1 + azm)-1e-mkow(x,y) =
0,0 X 2m, 0 y _T



We obtain the classical solution to equation (3.6) by the method of separation of variables

as:
Y (y) = sin(ny), n=1,3,.

and

X(x) = Bjcosh (\/[n? —(1+ a2m)w-1eﬁmk,2]$)
+ Bysinh (\/[nz - (1 + a2m)—18—mkg]x)

When Xo(0) = 0, we obtain

X(x) = By cosh (\/[n? £ (15 a2m)“e"'”k2]x)

81
Thus,

wao(x,y) Z ¢, cosh ( = ¥ an)*le*mkz]m) sin(ny)

n=1,3,.

When-t (27) = (1 + Of2m) B « (1Y), e obtain

Wao(z,y) = Z ¢, cosh (QW\/[TL? (1+ azm)‘lc*mk?]) sin(ny)

Foc

1
=N (et (12"‘)*167’“5 sin(ny)

= Z ¢, cosh (27r Vn?— 1+ (x?m)‘le‘mk?]) sin(ny)

n=1,38.

; 1
= (1+a®™) 'e™™=sin(ny).
n

Using the orthogonality of eigenfunctions, we obtain

1
Cn =
n(1+ a*m)e™ cosh (271'\/ (1+a2m)- le—mk?])
Substituting the expression for c»into the above equation yields:
0 cosh (\/ [n? — (1 + aQ’”)‘le—mk?]x) sin(ny)
Wyp(2,y) =
n=13,... n(1 + a*™)e™ cosh (27\/ (14 a2m)- 16*’”11:2])

In a similar manner, we obtain solution to equation (3.7) with

wao(xy) =0



as equation (3.6) since

sin(4nx) (?os(%)
is orthogonal over [0,27]. By the principle of superposition, we obtain solution to equation
(3.5) as:
o cosh (\/[n? -1+ 012”")*1(?*7”k2}x) sin(ny)
’Uf4.(1(513~ U) = Z
n—13... «“‘(1 a1 (_}‘Zm)em (30511 (27{- \/[?72 _ (1 < &2711)—16_-;71.]{32})

82
We show that equation (3.5) satisfies the three requirements of well-posedness.

First, we show that our regularized boundary deflection of equation (3.5) satisfies
lemma (3.1). We can see from boundary deflection condition of equation (3.5) that
2
7 [ cos(4nx)]o
1 Zm)em .sin(4nx)dx = 4n?(1
i

+ aZm) em— 2w

0o n(l+a

= 4n2(1 + azm)em[ -1 + 1]

=0

Thus, lemma (3.1) is satisfied. We conclude that equation (3.5) has at least a solution.
The proof of uniqueness of regularized equation (3.5), is similar to the proof of
theorem (3.3) above.

Finally, we demonstrate that regularized equation (3.5) is stable to small changes

in the boundary condition. In equation (3.5), we choose ¥ = € in the boundary

™

conditionW10(27,y) = (14 a?") e ™ sin(ny)' where 0= € ¥ 35. We obtain the
regularized Helmholtz equation (3.5) together with new boundary condition as given

below:

. 1
wyo(2m,€) = (1 + cﬁ”")*le’”ﬂﬁ sin(ne) 0

IA
IA
v =

and the corresponding solution is as below:



> 4sin(ne) cosh (\/[nz —(1+ (12’”)*16*7’”!{2]3?) sin(ny)

n=1a,.. (1 + a*™)e™ cosh (27r\/[-n2 —(1+ (Jz?m)*le*”"kz})

wi (z,y) =

We perturb from

. 1
11)4’0(27]" E) — (1 i aZm)-lefm_Lsill(TLE) 0 f y S g
T 7’
to
2my—1 —:rrL1 . m
wyo(2m,8) = (1+a*) e - sin(nd) 0<y< 5

where 0 < 9 < 555 0 > € yith the corresponding solution as:
> 4sin(nd) cosh (\/[n2 —(1+ (x?”")—‘e‘mk2]3;) sin(ny)
NEEES

n=13,... ™n(1 + a*™)e™ cosh (27r\/[n2 - 1+ az"”')—'e—mkfz])
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We observe the following inequalities:
| sin(ne)|| <1, ||sin(nd)|| <1 and || cosh(y)| <€

The change in the boundary condition is:
1
lim  |wyo(2m,€) — wao(2m,8)] = lim [(14 o®™)"'e™.— sin(ne)
SN—ro0

m m,n—oa n

. 1
— (1+ Ozzm)*le’mﬁ sin(nd)|

1
lim (1+Q2m)—1€—m_7

< . sn(nd

s m n(” sin(ne)|| + || sin(no)||)
1
li 11.0(2 — w28 < 2 1 2my—1,-m =
m‘}fl}oomzl,n( T, €) — wapo(2m,0)] < m,?}zgloo(l_l_a ) e .

lim |wyo(2m,€) —wao(2m,0)] — 0 as m,n — .
00

m

This implies that there is a small change in the boundary condition. Moreover, we

observe the corresponding change in the solution w(x,y) as:

lim  |wy(2,y) — wa (2, y))

m,n—00

> 4sin(ne) cosh (\/[n2 —CL az"‘)*le*mk?]:c) sin(ny)

= lim
m,n—rco o £ wn(l 3 a2m)€m cosh (277\/[712 4 (]_ -+ Q{2m)—16—mk2})

. n—lzi (1l + a*™)e™ cosh (271'\/[712 - (1+ a2m)—le—mk2]) ‘

‘ 1 % cosh (\/[n2 —(1+ an)_le_mk‘Q}fL')
lim ———— . H
mn—oo (1 + a®™)e n=13,.. Cosh (27r\/['n2 —(1+ oﬂm)‘le‘mk‘z])

4 sin(nd) cosh (\/[n2 —(1+ aQT”)‘le‘"‘kQ]x) sin(ny)

VAN

x H(H sin(ne) || sin(ny)|| + || sin(na)|[|[ sin(ny)|)

] 6\/(7127(1+a2m)—1e—mk2).z

. ; o (T < < :
mlglgnw |U)1(T, y) ng(’l'd y)‘ - m'lTlerOO 71'(1 + an)em egﬂ.\/(,’,ﬂ_(1+Q21n)71977nk2)

We observe that
sup ;| < 2,
0<ae<L21

which yields
8
Iim |w(z.y) —ws(z.y) < Im ——m—-——
-m,n—}oo' 1( u/) 2( J)' = oo 7T(1 + a?-m.)em
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We can see that

(1 + azm)-1e-m —-0asm- o

= lim lwi(xy) =wz(xy)| 2 0as mn — 0. mn-o

This implies that a small change in the boundary condition was,0(2m,y) from 21 = ¢to

x2 = 6 results in a small change in solution

© cosh ( ViIn2—(1+ (IQ”’)_16_”"]’{2]1’) sin(ny)

n=13,.. n(1 + a?™)e™ cosh (271'\/[71-2 —(1+ ()P’”)*lc*mk:‘z])

Thus, the regularized equation (3.5) is stable. Hence, the regularized Cauchy problem

for the regularized Helmholtz equation is well-posed.

3.2 Regularized Helmholtz Equation with Neumann
Boundary Conditions

In this section, we regularize equation (1.4) together with its boundary conditions.
We shift the x spatial variable to the right hand side by one.

Let w(xy) € Lloc(R?) and for fixed numbers 1,0 € R?, we introduce the shift

operator:

TL0w(xy) = w((x + 1)),

substitute v = (1+a2m)em into equation (3.2) and applying Green’s first identity, we

obtain
(1 + azm)em Z drrow(0y)dy +Z (1 +azm)em— Odti,ow(2,y)dy
2 ox 20 ox
+Z(1+azm)em— Odt,ow(x0)dx +Z(1 + azm)em— dti,ow(x,1)dx
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20 dy 20 ay

= 0+ZZ (1 + a?m)emAti,ow(xy)dxdy + k? ZZ t1,0w(x,y)dxdy

Q Q
We write the above equation in a form:
0%T1,0w(xy) )
O TLow(xy ) +(1+ a®™) e "kKrrow(xy )=0 in Q
dy? )
0x2
Iw(0) ow(2,
- . =0 on 01
0x ’
ow(x,0)
= (1+ azm)-1e-m, on 02
dy
ow(x1)
= (1 + azm)-1e-mh(x), on 02
Oy

By divergence regularization method with shifting of x- spatial variable, the
regularized form of equation (1.5) is as follows:

2 2
Friow(xy) : %@M +(1+ a™) e "KProw(xy )=0 , 0sx<2 0<y<1
0x?
dt1,0w(0,y) dtLow(2y ) 0
= ox v O<y=<1
ox
0t1,0w(x,0)
=\ (1 el O<sxs<?2 (3.8)
ady
dtrow(x1) = (1 + a?m)-le-mcos(2mx) 0<x<?2
dy
where

cos(2m(x + 1)) = cos(2mx).

We split equation (3.7) into two independent equations as follows:
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Ox2 ay? 1,0 < < < <
otLow(0y) = odr, w(2y) 0
S x 0<ys<1
ox
dt1,0w(x,0)
oy < <02m,0w(xYy) +
5 1 . d02t1,0w(x,y)
TLow(x, 2m)-1e-mk2t  w(xy) =
0 O X 2,0 y
1+(1+a
= (1+a ) e cos(2mx) 0<xs<2
dy
and
ax?2 dy2 1,0 < < < <
dt1,0w(0y) atLow(2,y)
ox ox -
dt1,0w(x,0) sl B 0w (xy)+
02t1,0w(xy)
+ (1 + azm)-1e-mkat w(xy)=0,0 % 2,0 y 1
= = 0, 0 y 1
= (1+a ) e O0<x<?2 (3.10)
dy
ot
1L,ow(x,1) = 0. 0 X 2
ady <> <

We obtain classical solution to equation (3.9) by the method of separation of

variables as:
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Xn(z) = A, Cos(m;lc

), n=0,1,2,...,

and

) = Buoosh (12 = (1 atm)temizly )+ Busint (I - (14 )ty

When Y 0(0) = 0, we obtain
Y (y) = B, cosh (\/[(E)2 — Wl + ORGP 18"’”1{;2]11)

When
n=0 =>A=0
and
Y,(y) = ¢, cos (\/((1 + azm)_le‘mkz)y)
Thus,

For consistent system, we observe that

co=0

and

\/ 5 (1 + a2m)~le-mk2)c, sinh (\/((n?ﬁ)z 15, (}2771)—1e—mk:2)) COS(%)
_ (1 + a2m) COS(QW-T)

We obtain cnin the above equation in a similar manner. Thus,

w(r,y) = € cos (\/((1 + azm)*le*mﬂ)y)
+ icn cosh (\/((n'—;)? -1+ a?m)—le—mkz)y) cos(n—?i)

= —/((1 +a?m)=le~mk2).c,sin(y/((1 4 a2m)-le=mk?))

i Z\/ mr 1+O¢2m) le—ka] Cn sinh (\/{ (njﬂv)"? _ (1 Jrazm)—le—ka] )

(1+a*™) e ™ cos(2m)

ow(x, 1)
:> _
Ay

X cos( ;rr)
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i cosh(7yy) cos("5*)

w(z
(1 + a?m)emr sinh()

n=1
where
T = \/[ (%)2 4 (1 + a?m)—le—mkﬂ]
In a similar manner, we obtain solution to equation (3.9) as follows:
= 2sin(nm) cosh(m (1 =y)) cos(*5*)
’LU(:C, y) - Z : 2m\ om o3
— nm(1l+ a®™)e™ sinh(n)
By the principle of superposition,
w(xy)= Xnw (1 +cosh(a t1y)cos(umz )+ Xeo
2sin(nm)cosh(2zm1)(1lem-sinh(y))cost1)(nnx2 )
Zm)emT
=1 tsinh(r1) n=1 nr(l+a
w(xy)= Xnow=1 (1 +cosh(azmt1)ye)mcost1 sinh((am2 )71) (3.12)

We show that equation (3.12) satisfies the three requirements of well-posedness.
We first discuss the existence of solution to equation (3.8). We see from equation (3.8)

that its coefficients are continuously differentiable. On the data compatibility

condition, we observe that all the boundary conditions are zero except 9

ar ow(zx,1)
(1 +a?2m)-le-mand  du

2
/ 1+ e ™de = (L+a™™) e ™[ 2]}
0

2
(1 + a?m)em

o = 2m\ =l m . o
= (1+0a™) 7™ cos(2T2) we can see that

But we observe that

2
(14 a®m)em

.2
3 ] (1 4+ an)—le—mdm =0
0 .

— 0asm — oo.
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Also,

zm)-1 cos(2mx)dx = (1 + a?2m)"11 [ — sin(2nx)] 2o
(1+a
0 2T

Since the boundary conditions of equation (3.8) satisfy lemma (3.1), we conclude that
the regularized equation (3.8) has at least a solution.

We now show that the regularized equation (3.8) has only one solution. To see
this, we suppose that equation (3.8) has two different smooth solutions denoted by

T1,0u(xy) and t1,0v(xy). Also, we let
wio(xy) = T0u(x)y) - T1,0v(X))

and be the solution of equation (3.8).

ow(0y) = du(0y) dv(Oy)

0x
0x ox <z
ow(0,y) ox 0 0
1 ow(2y) = du(2y) 5 av(2y) !
ox
< < Ox ox
0x ow(2,)
ow(x0) = OJu(x 0) Jv(x 0) . 0 =
dy ay d 3 4
dy < <
ow(x,0) dy
7 0 x 2(3W(x,1) du(x, 1) 0dv(x 1)
= dy dy
ay
aW(X, 1) 2m-1-m
= (1+ a ) e
(cos(2mx1) - cos(2mx2)),0 <x< 2.
ay
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Shifting the x- co-ordinate of equation (3.8) by 1, multiplying by t1,0w(x,y) and

integrating it over a domain [0,1] x [0,2], we obtain 1 2
rLow(xy) 1 2 02t1,0w(x,y)
0
T1,0W(Xy) 2 dxdy + T,0w(xy)dxdy

o Zoox ZoZo Qy2
1 2

+7 Z (1 + a?m)-le-mk2|t1,0w(xy)|%dxdy = 0

0 0
Applying the Green'’s first identity to the first two terms on the left hand side of

above equation, we have 121

ow(0y)
AR/ Z
TLow(xy)AtLow(xy)dxdy =
ad]e™_ __dy
Z
000  Ox1
ow(2y) + (1 + atmem___dy

2 0x 2
dw(x,0)

y/ 4 (1 oy azm)em

o dy2
Z ow(x1)
+(1 + a?m)em
0 dy
1 2
' |VT1,0w(xy)|%dxdy
0 0
12
= 0°Z Z |Vriow(xy)|?dxdy
0 0
1 21 2
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Z

Z nowkxy)Atow(xy)dxdy = “Z Z  |Vtiow(xy)|2dxdy
00 0 0
Thus,
Z 12 d2tiow(xy)1 2 Z d2t1,0w(x,))
Z Z Tmowkxy - 0x2 dxdy + 0Zo t1,0w(x))
dy2  dxdy
Z 00
121 2
Z

+Z (1 + a?2m)-le-mk2|t1,0w(xy)|%dxdy = " Z Z
|VT1,0w(xy)|%dxdy

0 00 0
1 2
+Z (1 + azm)-1e-mk2|T1,0W(X,y)|2dxdy
0 0
21 2
0 = "Z |VT1,0w(xy)|2dxdy + Z Z (1 + a2m)-le-mk2|71,0w(xy)|2dxdy
0 0 0 0

In the above equation, it follows that
1 2

1
o

(1 + azm)-1e-mk2Z " |TLow(x,y)|2dxdy

= T1,0W(XY) 0 in[0,2] x[0,1]

and

1
o

= Vri,ow(xy)
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= 1,0w(xy) = constant=0in[0,2]x[0,1] Z Z

Also, we observe that

0 on 0902

|[VTLow(xy)|

= TL,0W(xy) 0 on 0[0,2]
|[VtiLow(xy)|2dxdy = 0
0 0

Thus, t1,0w(x,y) is smooth and zero in the domain ) and its boundary 91). This implies

that
T10u(xy) = TL0v(XY)

Hence, equation (3.8) has only one smooth solution. We conclude that equation (3.12)
is the only solution to the regularized equation (3.8)

Lastly, we show that equation (3.8) is stable to small changes in the boundary
07'1,[;?.1,'(:1'.1)

T=6 15" where 0

deflection ___ 9m05,wx1) [n equation (3.8), we choose
< e

1
1s» €is any value in the interval [0,2]. We obtain regularized equation (3.8) together
with new initial deflection

Ot ow(e 1 |
Omowlel) g 4 amyle7 cos(2ie
8y ) 0<x<?2

and the corresponding solution is

oo

—2sin(nm) cosh (1 (1 = y)) COS(H_;”:)
w (2,) = Z nm(1l + a®™)7 sinh(m)

n=1

We perturb the boundary deflection from

aﬁ ow(ﬁ 1) 9my—1  —
s ? — (1 my—1 > m ‘ 2
7S — (14 a"™) e ™ cos(2me)

to
o ow(0, 1)

5 = (1 + a®™)~ e ™ cos(270)
'Y

’

1 ]
0 <0 <55, 9> €and the corresponding solution is
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o0

Z —2sin(nm) cosh(7 (1 — y)) cos("5*)

nm(1+ a?m)emr sinh(m)

wo(x,y)

The change in the boundary deflection is:
|()U |(F 1) _ (()’LUQ(& 1)

lim . | =1 lim |(14 a®™) ‘e ™ cos(2me) = (14 a®™) e cos(276)|
m—ro0 C)j ()'U m—00
gt 1) Ows(d,1 1
lim | 016 )— 2( )| < -2 %81
m—oo dj dy m—oo (]_ + an)em
But

1

————— =0 as m—0
(1+a.2ni)em

7

which in turn, implies that

lim dwl’(e, 1) Ows(4, 1)
m—soco Ay Ay

| =0 as m =

Hence, there is a small change in boundary deflection.

We discuss corresponding change in the solution w(x,y) as
‘ Z 2sin(nm) cosh(r,(1 —y)) cos(*5*)

nm(1 + a?m)emry sinh(m)

lim |w(z,y) = ws(x,y)| = lim

m,n—roo m,n— o0

i 2sin(nm) cosh(m (1 — y)) cos(“5

n(1+ a?™)e™n sinh(n)

)1
n=1
= 11111 Jwi(z,y) —wa(z,y)| = 0 as m,n = oco.

m,n—r

Thus, the regularized equation (3.8) is stable to the small changes in the initial
deflection. Hence, the regularized Neumann problem for the Helmholtz equation is

well-posed in the sense of Hadamard.

3.3 Regularized Helmholtz Equation with Cauchy and
Dirichlet Boundary Conditions where the

Boundary Deflection is equal to zero

In this section, we regularize equation (1.22), as well as its boundary conditions. We
obtain boundary conditions in a different form. Applying Green’s first identity to

equation (3.2), we obtain the following boundary conditions:
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w(0y)= w(2my)=0, 0<y<1

1
w(x0) = n(1+ azm)emsin(nx),0 < x < 2m
ow(x,0)
= 0, 0 x 2m
dy < <

We obtain classical solution to equation (3.5) together with the above boundary

conditions by the method of separation of variables as:

> cosh (\/[ (2)2 — (]_ + &271’1)—16—171.]{2} y) Sill(%)
"0 LR (3.13)

w(x,y) =

n=1
We show the existence of solution to regularize equation (3.5) with the above
boundary conditions. We see that equation (3.5) satisfies definition (1.3) On the data

compatibility condition, we observe that
ow(x,0)

=0
Ay

Thus, lemma (3.1) is satisfied. Therefore there exists a solution to regularize equation
(3.5) together with the above boundary conditions.

The proof that equation (3.5) together with above boundary conditions has only
one solution, follows the proof of theorem (3.3). We conclude equation (3.13) is the
only solution to the regularized equation (3.5) with the above boundary conditions.

Lastly, we show that the regularized equation (3.5) is stable to small changes in
boundary condition w(x,0). In equation (3.5), we choose = = ¢, in w(x,0), where

it
0 < € < 57, We obtain a new boundary condition

wy(x,0) = sin(ne)

.n(l + a.2’m,)e'm

with the corresponding solution
~_ 4sin(ne) cosh (\/((%)2 —(1+ (12"”)—161—"%'2)3;) sin( %)

n?(1+ a?m)emm

w(x,y) =

n=1,3
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We perturb from

wiy(x,0) = sin(ne)

Tl(l + an)em
to

wy(x,0) = sin(nd)

T?(l +a2m)€m
1

where 0 < 9 < 557> 9 > €and the corresponding solution is

> 4sin(nd) cosh (\/((g)? - (1+ a"z"'b)“e"”’*k?)y) sin(%")

n?(1 4+ a?*m)emn

w(z,y) =

n=1,3

We observe the change in the boundary condition as
1 1

it (@, 0) —wa(, O = iy =g sin(ne) — g Sin(m9)l
N N
P | sInmuar

1

— e 0 as m,n — oc.
n(1l+ ™)

Thus, there is a small change in boundary condition.
The corresponding change in the solution w(x,y) is given below.

lim w2, y) = w22, y)]

(L

oo 4 sin(ne) cosh (\/((g)Q —(1+ am)_le"mk?z)y) sin(%")
= lim

M, n—00 n?(l + O!Zm)em.n-
n=1

_4sin(nd) cosh (\/((%)2 —(1+ Oz?m)‘le_mk%y) sin(%)
- 2 2m\ om ‘
ot n? (I elaigetgge
V(B -(1+a2m)~Te=miZ)y)
le(]. + a,2m)em7r
We observe that

(1+ azm)-1e-m—> 0 asm — oo,

so that the numerator

V(32 —(1+oPm)=lezmk2)y) ~ "By et s oo,

Also, we observe that
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sup |yl <1
0<y<1

’

the expression

n2(1 + azm)emm
decays faster than the growth of e2Y
1

lim — 2 =0 as m,n — 0o
m,n—oo 1 (]_ + m)emﬂ_

This implies that a small change in the boundary condition w1(x,0) to wz2(x,0) brings a
small change in the solution. Thus, equation (3.5), together with the above boundary
conditions is stable. The equation (3.5) together with the above boundary conditions
satisfies all the three conditions of well-posedness. Hence, equation (3.5) together
with above the boundary conditions is well-posed in the sense of Hadamard.

In summary, the divergence regularization method DRM regularizes Cauchy
problem of Helmholtz equation by introducing a regularization term (1 + a2m)em,
which restores the stability of the equation, and then, applies Green’s first identity to
Laplace operator of (1 + a?m)e™ and w(x,y) appearing in the Helmholtz equation. This
produces piecewise smooth boundary of two disjoint complementary parts d(11 and
002 where, w(x,0) and ____ 5D are prespecified on dQ1 and w(ly) and

—a”’.go,"y ) on 9,
agx .

Finally, this method incorporates an even positive integer scale n in x-coordinate
of the unknown function w(xy) which makes the inhomogeneous boundary
deflection in Cauchy boundary conditions zero. This 1 depends on the kind of periodic
function imposed on inhomogeneous boundary deflection in Cauchy boundary
conditions, as well as, non-zero endpoint of the boundary of the domain.

1
We observe that whenn COS(”‘T) is imposed at boundary deflection in the Cauchy

problem of Helmholtz equation, we obtain
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*w(x,y) Pw(x,y) . m T
— ‘ Fw(r,y) =0, 0<y<—=, 0<y<=
ez T Tap wa,y) =0, 0sy<g, 0sy<g
w(z,0) = 0, 0<z< g
ow(x,0 1 T
# = —cos(nz), 0<zr< i
Ay n 2

then the regularized Helmholtz equation is obtained by a similar procedure, except
that, we choose scaling factor n = 2. We see from the above that, non-zero endpoint of
boundary of the domain is /2, so we choose n = 2. That is, the denominator of the
non-zero endpoint of the boundary of the domain. The regularized equation is given
below:

o2wzo(xy) + ————— 02w20(2xy) 2m)-1e-mkawzo(xy) =
0,+(1+a
Oy
0x?
(0
Osxsm0O0sys<_
2
w20(x,0) = 0O, O<x<m
= 1
Ow20(x, n2) (1 +a?m)-le-m_cos(2nx), O0<x<mn
dy
ow2,0(0,y) =
= <y <=
- S <=
ox
; il vis
woo(my) = ) = (1+ a‘zm)’le””; cos(2ny) 0<y< 5

J

But if,:_z sin(na ), is imposed at boundary deflection in the Cauchy problem of Helmholtz
equation, then we choose 1 = 4 instead of 2.

In conclusion, we observe that when z SN (122 i5 imposed at boundary deflection
in Cauchy problem of Helmholtz equation, then we choose 1 = 2m, whereas when
. COS(”'T) is imposed then we choose n = m, where m is denominator of the non-zero
endpoint of the boundary of the domain in the Cauchy boundary conditions. The DRM

regularizes ill-posed Helmholtz equation with periodic function such as sin(nx) and

cos(nx) imposed at boundary deflection in the Cauchy problem.
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In regularizing Neumann problem of Helmholtz equation we make use of a shifting
operator 71,0 of X coordinate of unknown function w(xy), regularization term (1 +

a’m)emand then apply Green’s first identity. That is, the DRM solves

Aw(xy) = f

where the null space

N(A) ={w: Aw(xy) = 0}

is not trivial.

Unlike other methods of regularization discussed in the previous chapter, the new
DRM regularizes Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation where the boundary
deflection is inhomogeneous, as well as Neumann problem for Helmholtz equation in
the upper half-plane. Moreover, the DRM regularizes both Dirichlet and Cauchy

problems of the Helmholtz equation where boundary deflection is homogeneous.
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Chapter 4

Adaptive Wavelet Spectral Finite
Difference Method for Regularized
Helmholtz Equation

In the previous chapter, we introduced a DRM for solving ill-posed Helmholtz
equation with Cauchy boundary where the boundary deflection is not equal to zero,
Neumann boundary conditions in the upper half-plane and both Dirichlet and Cauchy
boundary conditions, where boundary deflection is equal to zero. The analytic
solutions provided for problems in the previous chapter are not easy to compute and
require a lot of computational time owing to the complexity of the functions. Also, the
Fourier transform or series method analyzes the global regularity of the solutions to
the regularized Helmholtz equation with regularized boundary conditions only in the
frequency domain. The solution functions are made of infinite number of terms.

We seek solutions to the regularized Helmholtz equation that are fast and require
less computational effort to execute as compared to other methods. The well-known
quantitative methods such as finite-difference method, finite element method, finite
volume method, Euler method, do not give time-domain information on the
regularized equation but rather fail to include boundary information when the
domain is irregularized by partition. Irregular partitioning of the domain enables us
to assess the regularity of the solutions of the equation being sought.

In this chapter, we introduce Adaptive Wavelet Spectral Finite Difference (AWSFD)
method to obtain the approximate solutions to equations (3.5), (3.8) and (3.5) with

both Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is equal
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to zero. In addition, we give the interpolation scheme in the AWSFD method which
approximates the solution of the regularized Helmholtz equation.

This chapter is divided into three main sections; section 4.1 gives the brief account
on the wavelets and their properties, section 4.2 contains the Adaptive Wavelet Finite
Difference Method for solving the regularized Neumann, Cauchy and both Cauchy and
Dirichlet problems of Helmholtz equation. In section 4.3, we provide the analysis of
solutions of regularized Helmholtz equation by DRM and by AWSFD method. We also

compare the results by DRM with other regularization methods.

4.1 Overview of wavelets

The wavelet method for solving the type of equation considered earlier is efficient,
fast and above all provides time-frequency information on the regularized Helmholtz
equation. This method analyzes the pointwise regularity of the solutions being sought
for the regularized Helmholtz equation with Cauchy or Neumann boundary
conditions. Moreover, in the wavelet method, the partial sums of the series converge,
irrespective of the order of terms that are taken for approximation. These series are
unconditional bases for ) < H subspace. Moreover, wavelet methods of
approximation includes the boundary of the domain in approximating the solution of

the regularized Helmholtz equation.

Definition 4.1 (Wavelet) A family of functions constructed from the translation and

dilation of a single function Y (x), is called the mother wavelet

1 z—Fk
— —— (=), kER, j#0

¥, (2) 7l P( ; ’

where j is the dilation/scaling parameter which measures the degree of compression or

scale, and k is the translation parameter which determines the time location of the

wavelet

(Debnath and Shah, 2015).
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The compressed versions and high frequencies of the mother wavelet are
observed when the modulus of the scaling parameter is less than one. As the scale
decreases, the resolution in the time domain decreases (finer), whereas that in the
frequency domain increases (coarser). On the other hand, if the modulus of the scaling
parameter is equal or greater than one, then the mother wavelet is stretched and low
frequecies are observed. The function or the signal becomes coarser in the time
domain and finer in the frequency domain as the scaling parameter increases. These
variations in the two domains are determined by the Heisenberg uncertainty
principle. These wavelet functions are called first generation wavelets. The
construction of any of these wavelet functions satisfies the so-called multiresolution

analysis MRA.

Definition 4.2 (Multiresolution Analysis) Let {@o.} be an orthonormal system in
L%(R). The sequence of spaces {Vj, j € Z}, generated by ¢(x) is called a multiresolution

analysis MRA of Q0 C H if it satisfies the following properties:

1. VicVw,  jEZ

p

[ Vi=L2(R)
jez
3. nNjezlj={0}
4. flx)eVie f(2x) € Vin

5. fl)eEViefix-keV,YkeZ

6. there exists a function @(x) (called scaling function or
father wavelet) such that

Qik(x) = 22¢p(2x-k), ke Z
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constitute an orthonormal basis for corresponding subspace V;
(Urban, 2009).

The following theorem is key to our results which will follow.

First generation wavelet methods have been applied successfully over the last two
decades to obtain closed form solutions to partial differential equations. See for
example, [1,2,50,61,83]. Irregular sampled data points on the regularized Helmholtz
equation cannot be approximated by any of the first generation wavelet methods.
Recently, the second generation wavelets have been introduced by (Sweldens, 1996).
These wavelets are a generalization of biorthogonal wavelets, which are desirable for
applications to regularized Helmholtz equation whose solutions are sought on a
general domain than R™. Thus, they are suitable for irregular grids or intervals. All the
properties of the first generation wavelets are maintained in the second generation
wavelets with the exception of the translation and dilation properties. These wavelets
can generally be constructed by the use of lifting scheme which facilitates the
calculation of wavelet filters; high pass and low pass, in turn, gives wavelet algebraic
equation. Unlike the first generation wavelets, second generation wavelets are

endowed with dual multiresolution analysis

M ={V;cL|je]}.

The spaces Ij, are spanned by dual scaling functions ¢k, which are biorthogonal to

the primal scaling functions. The scaling functions @ik are expressed as

@jk = X hjkjpji+1,
IEKj+1
where, hiijare the filter coefficients [59]. Studies such as [75,76,77,80] have made use

of second generation wavelets to obtain approximate solutions of variants of partial
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differential equations. Apart from the MRA, the wavelet functions must meet the

following conditions.

A wavelet is be said to admissible if,
00 f‘“ L2
Cy = / W( ) dw < 00

Jooo | @] ,

where “w is the Fourier transform of w(x). If (x) € L2(R), then y;k(x) € L%(R) for all j k

€ Z. The corresponding norm of the wavelet is

2= e e ) 2 k()
b (P

= kyk

and its Fourier transform is given by

ViK' (w) lj|-1/2Z o |e-ioxtp (x—jH}H2dx

—00

lj|1/2e-ikot)"(jw)

(Stark, 2005).

Secondly, the wavelet must satisfy the vanishing moment.

Definition 4.3 The kth vanishing moment of a wavelet is defined as

/ a ) (x)dr = 0
JR

J

where k 2 0. For example, see (Beylkin, 1992).
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The vanishing moments indicate the flatness at both ends of the wavelet function
on the defined domain. The greater the number of vanishing moments, the fewer the
wavelet coefficients needed for the approximation of the regularized Helmholtz
equation, and faster the convergence of the approximated solution (wavelet series)
in 0 c H. The regularity of the wavelet function, as well as, localization property
cannot be overemphasized. The admissibility condition of the wavelet function
together with smoothness and localization properties gives rise to another desirable
property called bandpass filters. These bandpass filters also determine the rapid

decay of the frequency response as w approaches infinity.

4.2 Adaptive Wavelet Spectral Finite Difference Method
for solving the Regularized Neumann, Cauchy and
both Cauchy and Dirichlet Problems of Helmholtz

Equation

A number of wavelet functions have been introduced for obtaining approximate
solutions of equations. Traditional wavelet functions such as morlet, mallat, maxican
hat, etc are not supported compactly. Another undesirable property of these wavelet
functions is the complexity of the calculation of wavelet coefficients needed for the
construction of approximate solution to a regularized Helmholtz equation. The
wavelet functions with compact support are simple and easier in usage for the

construction of orthonormal solutions in Q) € H.

The compactly supported wavelet functions like B-splines
T+%
Bo(2) = By * Bo(x) = / B, _1(t)dt, neN
1
S
where

)

forn € 7+
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(n+1)
2 )

are C"-1(Q) functions. This implies that B-spline wavelets have n - 1 degrees of

én, — B‘n, (-T -

regularity which are proportional to the number of their vanishing moments. The
Franklin wavelet and the Battle-Lemari’e wavelet are second and nt order of Bspline
wavelets, respectively. Haar wavelet function is not continuously differentiable on
[0,1) [7,11,18,36,40,49]. Constructions of approximated solution with compact
support involve construction of connection coefficients.

In order to obtain approximated solutions for the regularized Helmholtz equation,
together with the above regularized boundary conditions, we make use of wavelet
function with high degree of regularity defined on compact support and many
vanishing moments. The desirable property of vanishing moments depend on the
smoothness and support of the wavelet function. The smoother the wavelet function,
the greater the number of vanishing moments, the lesser the number of wavelet
coefficients needed for the construction of orthonormal solutions, and the faster the

convergence of approximated solutions in ) C H.

A Daubechies wavelet function of order N has the largest number of vanishing
moments which are compactly supported on [0,2N - 1]. Moreover, the high number
of vanishing moments lead to high compressibility of orthonormal solution in Q c H.
With the use of Daubechies wavelet function, we can include the boundary
information of the domain in obtaining the approximate solution of the regularized
Helmholtz equation.

Owing to the properties of the Daubechies wavelet function, we use it in the
Adaptive Wavelet Spectral Finite Difference (AWSFD) method to obtain approximate
solutions of regularized Helmholtz equation. In addition, we give the interpolation

scheme for the AWSFD method, which approximates Daubechies scaling function.
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The unknown function w(x,y) of regularized Helmholtz equation is approximated
as a linear combination of integer shifts of the Daubechies scaling functions. Thus,
w(xy) is approximated as piecewise polynomials of degree (N — 1) in Q < H. The
function w(x,y) is represented as a limit of successive approximations, each of which
is a finer version of the previous approximations. Each successive approximation

corresponds to a different level of resolution (scale).

Definition 4.4 (Daubechies wavelets) For N € N, a Daubechies wavelet of class

D2N is a function ) = Yn € L2(R) defined by

2N—-1
U(x) = V2 E (—1)*hon—1-x (22 — k)
k=0

7

where ho,..,h2n-1are constant filter coefficients satisfying the condition
N-1 N-1
1
E hop = —= = E haj+1
k=0 V2 k=0

aswell as, for1=0,1,..,N - 1,

2N —-1421 1\ Zf l 4 0
Z fi,kh,k,g,f — J
k=2l O.- Zfl ?é 0

and where @ =n @ : R = R is the (Daubechies) scaling functions, given by
2N

é(x) = V2 > hip(2w — k)

and satisfying
p(x)=0, forx € R\[0,2N - 1]
as well as
Zrp(2x - k) (2x - )dx = 6k,
where

1, k=1
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Okl =
0, ke6=1I

(Andreas de Vries, 2006).
Thus, Daubechies wavelets are defined in terms of their scaling functions. These
(scaling) functions determine the nature of the wavelet function. The area under the

scaling functions is normalized to be one. That is,

fﬂcb(m)d:c = 1.

The scaling function ¢(x) and its translates are orthonormal and the wavelet function
Y(x) has N vanishing moments.

From the definition of Daubechies wavelet, we need additional formulae for the
calculation of constant filter coefficients for the implementation of the AWSFD
method to obtain the approximated solution of regularized equation with above
regularized boundary conditions. We state the following definitions, theorems and
lemmas which would be incorporated in the AWSFD method to obtain closed form
solutions to regularized Helmholtz equation with above regularized boundary

conditions.

Theorem 4.1 For any scaling function @(x) € L%(R) the following conditions are

equivalent:
(i) The system
{pon=@(x-n),n€Z}
is orthonormal.
(i)

D Jo(w + 2km)* = 1
k=—00 ; (41)
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almost everywhere a. e.(Debnath and Shah, 2015). Proof: By

Fourier transform, we have

@(x-n)

Po,n(x)

e—inw(p(a))

Applying Parseval relation for the Fourier of the inner product of two different scaling

functions, we have

h@onpomi = hoo,@om-ni

1
__2mh¢"0,0,¢0"0,m-ni

1 )

= _ 7 e-imno:|@(w)|2dw

2T -
1 > 2m(k+1)
= X 7 e-itm-nw* |@"(w)|2dw
27T 21k k=00
) o
= e-i(m-n)w ¢ (w + 2mk) 2dw
21 Zo " iX=-o0 | |

Thus, it follows from the completeness of

{e—inw, ne Z}

in L2(0,2m) that

h(pO,n,(pO,mi = 6n,m,

if and only if
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> lo(w+2rk)P =1

k=—00

Theorem 4.2 (Biorthogonality) For any two functions ¢(x), Y(x) € L2(R), the set of
functions

{pon=@(x-n),n€Z}
and

{Yon=1Y(x-n), n€Z}

are biorthogonal, that is,

hponpomi=0, VnmezZ

if and only if

o

3" Glw+ 2ak) (@ + 2mk) =0
k=—o00 ,a.e

Proof: See Daubechies (1992).

Lemma 1 Suppose that equation (4.1) holds then the Fourier transform of the scaling

function @(x) satisfies the following condition:

Bw) = Mm(5)(5)

J

where

TP
mw) = —= E cpe ke
VO£ . (4.2)

is a 2m-periodic function and satisfies the orthogonality condition

Im*(w)|2+ M (w+m)|2=1, a.e (4.3)
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(Burrus et al., 1998).

Proof: Let ¢(x) € viand define
d1p() = V20(22 — k)

is an orthonormal basis for vi. The scaling function ¢(x) can be written as

olz) =2 i crp(2r — k)

k=—oc0 ;

where

ck=h(x),@1k

and

oo
Z len]? < 00

k=—o0 .

Applying the Fourier transform of the above equation yields

P = ¥1 o ckew (o)
2 kX=-o 2
¢ (@) = m(®)e (V).
2 2

We have obtained result for the first part of our claim. To prove for result in equation

(4.3), we substitute the above equation into equation (4.3) which yields

2 wH22mk vw + 21k
k=—o00
> {m(%’ + wk-)qﬁ(%‘ Frk)? = 1
k=—o00

Since the functions "'m(w) and ¢"(w) are 2m-periodic functions, the results also hold

for multiples of w. Substituting w by 2w into the above equation, we obtain

3" finw + Th)G(w + TR = 1

k=—o00
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Separating the above infinity sum into even and odd integers and applying

2m—periodic property of the function "m(w), we obtain

Z [ia(w + QTFk?)‘Q‘Q?)(w + 2’1ka)|2 B Z (w4 2k + Do) Plo@ + 2k + D)7))* =1

k=—o0 k=—o0

= Z \-ﬁa‘(w)|2|q:')(w + 27ka)|2 + Z | (w + 7r)|2[q3(w T 27TF:;)|2 =1
k=—oc k=—o0
= [i(w)* + [i(w + ) =1
(4.4)

Theorem 4.3 If ¢(x) € C™, support ¢(x) c [O,N - 1], and
N-1
p(x) =) a2 — k)
k=0 p

then(N-1)2m+ 1.

Proof: See Daubechies (1992). We
can see from equation (4.2) that
m’(m) =0,
implies that "m(w) has a factor at w = mw and
m’(0) = 1.

Also, we can see that the infimum of the inequality in theorem (4.3) implies that (x)
€ CN(Q). It follows from definition (4.3) that Daubechies wavelet of order N has N

vanishing moments. We can write equation (4.2) as a generating function
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A ] . — 1+(,—1u1 IAl
Mo(w) ( 2 ) (w)’ (4.5) where, L"(w) is 2m—periodic function in CV((1). We then
derive a polynomial equation of order N - 1 to generate Daubechies scaling functions.
Using equation (4.3), we obtain

1 = |h(w)]* + e (w + 7))

1 = 1ie(w)iie(—w +m,,(vu+ )Mo —(w + 1))
_ ( 1+s*“~ )N ( 1+;*‘ ) (w)|* + ( %(“*“) )N( w )N|ﬁ(w—|—7r)|2

1 = (((Jb (g)) R(cosw) + ((05 (w—i_w))NR(—cosw)

where, |L"(w)|?is a polynomial of the form
|L"(w)]?= R(cosw)

and

L (@ + 1)|2 = R(-cosw).

We can see from above equation that
} N N
| = (1—s111‘2(%)) R(1 = 2sin*(5)) + (sinz(%)) R(~1+ 25in%(5))
1 = (1-y)"R(1-29) + 9 R(1—2(1—y))
1 = @—y"Pyvay) +yVPya(l—y ) (4.6)
where

o — qin2(
y 5111(2)'

and
0< sin?(%) e

Hence,

P(y) = 0.
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The polynomial Pn-1(y) of order N - 1 is insufficient on the grounds that there is

no formula to generate its values. In order to evaluate the values of polynomial

Pn-1(y), we derive a algebraic polynomial of degree N_jy, Thus,

N—-1 T
2N —1 .
L = (L—y)ty¥
k=0 k
N-1 r aN—1 .
2N —1 : 2N —1 i
1 = (1 - y)‘“'yz“\"l‘k + Z (1 _ _y)k,yz,\—L_;L
k=0 k k=N k

Substituting n = 2N - 1 - k as an index in the second term of the right hand side, we
obtain

Xeeon@21 -k (1 - Y)ky2N-1-k + Xn=0 -Nk1 (1 = Y)2N-1-nyn

- 2N

yNNXin=0 1218 " k1 BE(1 “ny)nkynvi-1-k+ (1 = y)nXn=0- =B 2N ~ k1 (1 - Y)N-1-nyn

1 =
1 = yP-(1-y)+(1-»P-0)

N-1 2N 1 N-1 2N 1
where
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N-1 ,
2N — 1 o
Pyay) = 2 (1—y) 'y

k=0 k (4 7)

Pn-1(y) is a polynomial of degree N - 1 (Walnut, 2002).

The equations (4.6) and (4.7) generate Daubechies scaling coefficient in manner

that

(=1)kh2n-1-k= 26k

We provide the main procedure of AWSFD method for obtaining the
approximated solutions to equations (3.5), (3.8) and (3.5) with both Dirichlet and
Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is zero. The AWSFD
method, is a composite method comprising finite difference, Daubechies wavelet
function and spectral analysis. We begin with equation (3.5) as follows:

The AWSFD method involves two different ways of discretization; the
discretization of one of the independent variables in the Helmholtz equation followed
by the discretization of the other independent spatial variable using suitable wavelet
basis. Algebraic equations (4.12) and (4.14), are obtained after the Helmholtz
equation has been discretized twice. Both equations are used to obtain the
approximated solution of the Helmholtz equation. The coarser equation (4.12) is
obtained when i =6 k, which acts as an initial approximation for the equation (4.14)
at a finer scale j + 1. The equation (4.14) is performed recursively to obtain the
approximated solution of the Helmholtz equation.

Thus, the current approximated solution wjk(x,y) is a scaled version of the

previous approximations. By MRA,

m

Vm+1=Vo M(MWm)

m=0
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At each level of scale j, we calculate the Daubechies scaling filter coefficients to a
desirable order N using equations (4.6) - (4.7) and then substitute these values into
equation (4.10) to obtain approximated solution at that scale.

Moreover, unlike other adaptive wavelet approximations, we introduce
interpolation scheme in the AWSFD method to mimic the approximation errors. We
introduce AWSFD method to obtain the numerical solution of equation (3.5). By this

method, we obtain

w4,0(x,))

(1 )28 k2

w(xy)
and f3

in equation (3.5) which yields:
Pw(x,y) e Pw(x.y)
dy? Ox?

+ pw(z,y) =0

We discretized w(x,y) at n points of y— spatial window [0,%] into M + 1 equally
spaced samples with

T
0 = Yo<Y1<..<YyM=_
2
T
Ay = yr-yi= .
2M
using difference quotient, we obtain
wit1(x) - 2whiy(2x) + wi-1(x) + d2dxw(2x) j(x) =0
+ fw
wi*l(x) + (n 2wx)+w-lix)+__ =0, (4.8)
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dx? n d*wi(x)
where,
0 = pAy2

Let
£=01,..,n-1

be the sampling points, then
x = Ax¢

where Ax is the spatial interval between two sampling points. We then project w/(x)

in a Vo space as

u" = w’ Zu' — keZ
" (4.9)

where wi/(€) are approximation coefficients. Substituting wi(§) and x = Ax¢ into

equation (4.8), we obtain

Zuﬂ“ )6 =k) + (9 =2) Y wi(€)d( — k+2w b€ — k)
k=—0c0 k==c0 k=—c0
+ oy ) wi(©)e"(E—k) =0,
k=—00
where,
Ay?
—Arz

Multiplying the above equation by ¢(¢ - i), where i = 0,1,..,n — 1 and taking the

inner product with ¢(& - k), we obtain

0 j+1 2m/Ax

X owik(§Zo (€ - K)p(& - D)dE k-

© j 2m/Ax
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+ (V-2)X= wi(§Zo P& - Ke(§-DdS

00 j 1 2m/Ax

+ k= wi (920 @(§-K)e(§-DdS

-0

© j 2m/Ax

+  yiX= wk(&)ZO @oo(é-Kk)p(E-1)dE=0.

—00

By definition (4.4), we can see from the above equation that

i+N-2
v E QF wi=0, fork#i
k=i—N+2
or
i+N—-2
J41 i i—1 i . )
w T (=2l +w! T+ E Q ,w, =0,% for k=1, i=0,1,2,...,n—1
k=i—N+2

2 . ol 4
where, Qi—t are second-order connection coefficients defined as

: 27 [ Ax
02, = / &"(6 = R)g(& — i)de
J0

and its n x n second-order derivative circulant connection coefficients matrix is:

QZO -QZl— cee 00C oog 921
Q2 y+2 - »
020 N Qa2n-2
2i kAR v Qoo e 0 - Q22
- (4.10)
0-210-22 - 0-- Qon-3 - Qo2RRGEEA
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from the above equation. For the evaluation of second-order connection coefficients

see appendix 3.

. . il ]
For the sake of consistency, we change the subscript of Wk 'O Wi_; to match Qi-x.
Thus,

i+N—-2 ,
¥ Z QF w!_, =0 for k#i
k=i—N+2 (4.11)

or
i+N—2

w4+ (9 = 2w! +w! T 44 Z 02wl =0, for k=i,
k=i— N+2
We see from equation (4.11) that

#XN-2 2 wij-k=0

Qi-k

k=i-N+2

Thus, we have

-N+2

Il
(@)

det( X yQ2-- Al) (4.12)

r=N-2

andwd =6 0,

where r = i-k which is an initial approximation for equation (4.14). where A are the
eigenvalues of a matrix containing elements (J?-and w# are associated eigenvectors. /

is an n x n identity matrix.

Several methods like circular convolution method, penalty function method have

been proposed for treating the boundary conditions. For example, see [25,34,38].
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In this work, the ghost point w/-1is approximated from the y-spatial boundary
condition as

j+1 -1 3
W —w P sin(4nx)
24y - KW
; A
Swy-1 o= wi - %Z sin(4nx)
S whsl = Wi, V sin(4nx) = 0.

Substituting w#-1into the above equation yields

—N+2 —N42 —N+2
2 apd 1 ) Jo1A )2 .1'_0 r k=i
w! ™+ ( ) wl+ 7y cw, =0, for k=1,
r=N-2 r=N-2 r=N-—-2
—N+2 —N+2 —N+2
Z Wit = —Z[(9 —2) E Cwiy E Qwl] for k=i, and j=0
r=N-2 r=N-2 r=N-2 .

Forj = 1, we obtain

—N+2 —N+2 —N+2
Z T 2;+1 [(¥-2) Z wi+y Z Qwl] for k=i
r=N-2 r=N-2 r=N-2 (413)

For second and subsequent approximations, we use the expression on the right

hand side of equation (4.13) without the negative sign which gives

~N+2 ~N+2 —N+2
= 2. & ; 11
3 u,J+l_W W—2) > w+y Y Quil; for j=1 . (4.14)

r=N-2 r=N-2 r=N-2

where,
O0<y < 1
-N+2 Wrj
0
> r=XN-2

We use equation (4.14) to approximate the solution of the regularized Helmholtz
equation with Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is
inhomogeneous. The approximated solution of the regularized Helmholtz equation is

obtained by increasing the level of resolution j.
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Also, we implement an interpolation scheme into AWSFD method as follows. We
write equation (3.5) as a polynomial of degree p - 1 for w/(§) in the neighbourhood of

&= 0. Thus, we rewrite equation for w/(§) as
p-1

wi(&) = Xci& (4.15)
j=0

Applying inner product of the expressions on both left and right hand sides of
equation

(4.15) with (& - i), we obtain

2m/Ax p-1 2m/Ax
0 wi(Q@/(§-1Dd§  =Xj=0¢Zo (& - 0)dE
Z
p-1
wi(§) = Xj=oui(), 1= -1 8- N+2 (4.16)
where,

. P
WO = [ gie =i
are the moments of the scaling function. Since there is no explicit formula for
calculating Daubechies scaling functions, we use an interpolation scheme obtained
from equation (4.16). The values of the interpolant at location ¢/(¢ - i) would be

constructed as a polynomial P2n-1(7) of order (2N - 1) on the values of the function at

J .
location®#+1 and evaluate them as w(&K+1). Thus,

N
HGE Z Bf;!,,u,r(fi“)
= N+1 , (4.17)

129



where Bi/ is the Daubechies scaling coefficients and N is the order of Daubechies

scaling function.

In order to obtain adaptive wavelet solution of equation (3.5), we solve equation

(4.16) recursively. First, we approximate the left hand side equation (4.16) by the

boundary conditions of equation (3.5) with respect to & and the right hand side by

the substitution the values of wi(§), given by the equation (4.17), into equation (4.16),

which gives the constant coefficients cojs. Thus,

w-jj102 Hoo1 g1t

Upp--111 o

ARAARwW 2 ARRRARRRAARNRARARNRAR o Np+22 1 NU+22
pcl... AR AIE R

Wj N+2 7} u ST ) c-1

We can solve the above matrix as

c = A-lwii(d),

where A-1is an n x n inverse matrix of
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0 1
Ky My
0 1
A — H-o Hoo
0 1
| H-Nev2  H-N2

We then compute wi(§) as

p—1
wi! (&) = chuffn({f), i=n—-1)—p+1,(n—=1)—p+2,...,n—1
=0

as a second iteration. The associated matrix is of the formula

J
Win-1)-p+1

and
tl’(r:71)711+'2

J
U“,(nfl)

D

0 1
K pt1 ru—p+l

0 1

K=y -y

p—1 1
Hp
p—1

M—p-}-l

p—1
M=y

(4.18)

Cp—1

The left hand side of the above matrix is obtained using the finite difference

scheme of wi*1(1). The Cj5are then substituted into equation (4.15) for

to derive the matrix for

J
ur(nf

as

aynd
Wiy

j
¥
Wit 1)—p+2

J
Wi _1)+N—2

i=nn+1,..,n+N-2

g

1)—p+1? u'!(vzfl)prrZ’ ARG

11 g

L

0 1
| M N2 Mg

p—1
M

p—1

H_Ni2 ]

Co

Cp—1

The approximation coefficients are substituted into equation (4.12) to obtain the

connection coefficients.
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In equations (3.8) and (3.5) with Cauchy boundary conditions, where the
boundary deflection is equal to zero, we discretize x spatial variable by difference
quotient instead of y spatial variable, project the result orthogonally in Vo space and
then find the inner product with ¢(é-k) to obtain two algebraic equations for k =6 i
and k = i. The equations are solved spectrally.

In a nutshell, the AWSFD method approximates regularized Helmholtz equation
together with either Cauchy boundary conditions or Neumann boundary conditions
in the upper half-plane or both Cauchy and Dirichlet boundary conditions (where
boundary deflection is zero) with minimum error. Unlike other wavelet methods, this
method approximates the regularized equation by first discretizing the one of the
spatial variables which obtains of ODEs and then project the discretized equation
orthogonally in appropriate space Vjusing Daubechies scaling function. This provides
two sets of system of algebraic equations. We solve the first equation spectrally and

the result is substituted into the second equation.

4.3 Numerical Results

In this section, we provide the numerical solution of equation (3.5), (3.8) and (3.5)
together with both regularized Cauchy and Dirichlet boundary conditions where the
boundary deflection is homogeneous. We compare the analytic solutions of the
regularized Helmholtz equation by DRM with wavelet solutions by the AWSFD
method.
All plots of the solutions by DRM, as well as solutions by AWSFD method are obtained
using matlab.

In figure 4.1, we display the solution of the regularized Helmholtz equation with
regularized Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is
inhomogeneous in two dimensions co-ordinates. The regularized solution w(x,y) of

the regularized Helmholtz equation increases slowly as n increases with other
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parameters held constant. In figure 4.2, we display a similar graph of solution of the
regularized Helmholtz equation by increasing n = 5, and finally perturbing «a from 2

to 50 in figure 4.3.

Figure 4.1: Regularized Helmholtz equation with regularized Cauchy boundary

conditions forn =3, a =m =k = 2 in two dimensions co-ordinates
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Figure 4.2: regularized Helmholtz equation with regularized Cauchy boundary

conditions forn =5, « = m = k= 2 in two dimensions co-ordinates
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Figure 4.3: regularized Helmholtz equation with regularized Cauchy boundary

conditions forn =3, « =50, m = k = 2 in two dimensions co-ordinates

We perform similar analysis of equation (3.5) in one dimension co-ordinate, we
plot w(.,y) against y with spatial variable x at equilibrium as shown in figure 4.4. We
observe that the solution of regularized Helmholtz equation w(.y) grows slowly as
the spatial variable y increases with other parameters held constant. These solutions

become asymptotically to x as m becomes large.
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regularized solution by DRM for n=3
regularized solution by DRM for n=5

Figure 4.4: The solution of regularized Helmholtz equation with regularized Cauchy

boundary conditions for n =3 a = m = k = 2 in one dimension co-ordinate

We perform the quantitative analysis of equation (3.8). In figures (4.5) and (4.6),
we analysis the regularized Helmholtz equation in two dimensions co-ordinates and
one dimension co-ordinate, respectively. We see from figure 4.5 that changes in both
spatial variables x and y result in small changes in solution w(x,y). Similar trends are
shown in figure 4.6, which confirms the stability of the regularized solution. Also, we
observed that varying the values of m, of the regularization parameter «, leads to the
stability of the regularized solution of the regularized Helmholtz equation, see figure

4.7.
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0.3+

Figure 4.5: Solution of regularized Helmholtz equation with regularized Neumann

boundary conditions for n = 3 in two dimensions co-ordinates

The solutions of equation (3.5) with both Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary
conditions where the boundary deflection is homogeneous in two dimensions co-
ordinates are shown in figure 4.8. We display similar solution in one dimension co-
ordinate by plotting w(.,y) against y with x held at equilibrium, see figure 4.9. The
regularized solution w(,y) starts at approximately zero increases slowly to
approximately 0.03.

The growth of the regularized solution becomes very slow as n increases.
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xlO3

Figure 4.6: Solution of regularized Helmholtz equation with regularized Neumann

boundary conditions in one dimension co-ordinate for n = 3

In order to confirm the analytic solutions by DRM, we give the quantitative
solutions of equations (3.5), (3.8) and equation (3.5) together with both Dirichlet and
Cauchy boundary where boundary deflection is homogeneous by ADSFD method.
Firstly, we display solutions by AWSFD method of equation (3.5). In figure 4.10, we
display the initial approximated solutions by equation (4.12) and equation (4.14),
respectively. We observe that solution given by equation (4.12) starts at
approximately 2.5 and ends 4.4, whereas solution given by equation (4.14) starts
increases steady from 0.2 and grows steadily to about 1.2. In figure 4.11, we compare
the solutions by AWSFD method at different resolution levels (j = 10,11,12) with
regularized solution by DRM fork=m=a=2and n =3.

By AWSFD method, the approximated solution gets better as the resolution level
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Figure 4.7: Comparison of solutions of regularized Helmholtz equation with

regularized Neumann boundary conditions for different values of m

increases. Thus, solution at j = 11 is better than solution at j = 10 and so on. At each j
+ 1 resolution level, equation (4.14) is updated by the current resolution j.
Comparatively, we observe that end points of solutions by AWSFD method do not
grow sharply as that of the solution given by DRM. This is due to additive of the
regularization term (1 + a)-2"e-™ in the equation (4.14) of the AWSFD method.
Notwithstanding, the y reduces the growth in the determination of eigenvalues in
equation (4.12).

Also, we perform similar analysis on equation (3.8) as follows. In figure 4.12, we
display solution given by equation (4.12), which is the initial approximated solution
for equation (4.14) in the space Vo. We can see that the solution by equation (4.12) is
slightly deviated from the solution given by equation (4.14) on the grounds that

equation (4.12) does not involve the regularization term (1 + a)-2me-m. Secondly,
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Figure 4.8: Solution of equation (3.5) together with both regularized Dirichlet and

Cauchy boundary conditions for n = 4 in two dimensions co-ordinates

equation (4.12) provides only approximated solution of the regularized Helmholtz at
resolution level j = 0. For the sake of comparison, the solution by DRM and the
solutions by AWSFD method, we display solutions by AWSFD method for resolution j
= 10,11,12 and by DRM for m = n = k = a = 2, see figure 4.13. We observe that
approximated solution by AWSFD method is better for a low level of resolution.

Last but not least, we display the solutions of equation (3.5) together with both
Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is
homogeneous by AWSFD method. In figure 4.14, we display quantitative solutions of
equation (4.12) and of equation (4.14) by AWSFD method and then compared with
solution by DRM. We can see that an initial approximated solution given by equation
(4.12) is farther away from the other two solutions. The first approximated solution

by equation (4.14) of AWSFD method at resolution j = 1 (magenta) is close to so-
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Figure 4.9: Solution of equation (3.5) together with both regularized Dirichlet and

Cauchy boundary conditions for n =4 in one dimension co-ordinate

lution by DRM (red). The approximation by AWSFD is sharp. We then increase the
resolution level of the AWSFD method from j = 1 to 2 and so, see figure 4.15.
Comparatively, the solutions by AWSFD method draw close to solution by DRM as the

resolution level increases from zero to one, two, three and four.
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Figure 4.10: The regularized solution by DRM, initial approximated solution of

equation (4.12) and solution of equation (4.14) with AWSFD method atj=1
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Figure 4.11: Comparison of the regularized solution by DRM and solutions using

AWSFD method forj=10,11,12
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Figure 4.12: Comparison of regularized solution by DRM, initial approximated
solution by equation (4.12) and solution by equation (4.14) of AWSFD method atj =
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Figure 4.13: Comparison of solution by DRM and solutions by AWSFD method for
6,7,8

2.5

151 7

Figure 4.14: Comparison of the regularized solution by DRM, initial approximated
solution given by equation (4.12) and solution given by equation (4.14) of AWSFD

method atj=1
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Figure 4.15: Comparison of the regularized solution by DRM, initial approximated

solution given by equation (4.12) and solution given by equation (4.14)

Chapter 5

Summary, Concluding Remarks and

Suggestions for future work

In this chapter, we summary the main findings of the thesis. We discuss the strengths
of the DRM for solving ill-posed Helmholtz equations with Cauchy boundary
conditions where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous, then with Neumann
boundary conditions in the upper half-plane and finally with both Dirichlet and
Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is homogeneous, and the
AWSFD method for the above equations. We give a brief summary of the previous

chapter whilst the most siginificant conclusions of each chapter are highlighted.
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5.1 Outline of the Previous Chapters

In this section, we summarize each of the four previous chapters. In chapter one, we
showed the three kinds of boundary conditions, which when imposed on Helmholtz
equation lead to ill-posedness. Thus, we proved that the Helmholtz equation with
Cauchy boundary conditions has no solution. None of the three conditions of
wellposedness according to Hadamard is satisfied. Secondly, we showed that
Neumann problem of the Helmholtz equation has no unique solution. We then proved
that when Helmholtz equation is imposed with both Cauchy and Dirichlet boundary
conditions, a unique solution exists, but the solution does not depend continuously
on the small changes in the boundary conditions.

In the chapter two, we showed that the TRM, SRM, Q-RRM, Q-BVM and IRM cannot
regularize the Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation where the boundary
deflection is inhomogeneous, as well as Helmholtz equation with Neumann boundary
conditions in the upper half-plane. We observed that neither the regularized
Helmholtz equation nor the regularized solution by the use of these existing methods
of regularization satisfy the Riesz representation theorem. In the case of both Cauchy
and Dirichlet problems of the Helmholtz equation all the existing methods of
regularization ensured that the inverse operator is continuous. Thus, these methods
of regularization do not satisfy bounded inverse theorem.

To circumvent the regularization of Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation
where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous, as well as Neumann problem, we
showed in chapter three of the thesis that the (introduced) DRM regularizes both the
Helmholtz equation and the imposed boundary conditions. We gave the DRM in
theorem 3.3. The alternative characterization of the DRM theorem, theorem 3.3, in

terms of the Laplace operator in the Hilbert space is as follows:

Theorem 5.1 Let A : QO € H = H be a (linear) Laplace operator in the Helmholtz
equation from the subspace of a Hilbert space () into a Hilbert space H, where

Aw(xy) = 0, in



ow(x,0)

with = h(x) on 0Q
dy
wx0) = 0 on 0Q),
and
h(x)dx = 06,

00

then the regularized Helmholtz equation with reqularized Cauchy boundary conditions
Is:

Awno(xy) = 0, in Q
owno(x1) 2™
dy ' (1+a)
wn(%0) = O, on a0 h(nx), on 0Q
dwn,0(0,))
= 0, on 002
ox
wno(ly) = (1+azm)-1e-mh(y), on 0z,
where
Z h(nx)dx =0,
o0

h(x) =06, h(y) =06, a € (-90,-1) U (1,0) is the regularization parameter, m € Z*is a
positive integer, k as the wave number, [0,l] is the square domain with I is a radian

number and n is any even positive integer.

Thus, using the DRM, we showed that the range of the operator R(A) is closed, the null

space of the operator N(A4) is trivial and the inverse operator

A-1:R2- ()

is continuous. In other words, the operator 4 is a homeomorphism of {0 € R2 onto R2
in the case of Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation. In the case of the Neumann

problem of the Helmholtz equation, we established that
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N(A) =0

and A-1: R?2 - () is continuous. Finally, we showed that when Helmholtz equation is
imposed with both Cauchy and Dirichlet boundary conditions, 4-1: RZ — Q is
continuous with use of DRM. This satisfies closed graph theorem.

The AWSFD method is shown chapter four to confirm the analytic solutions given
by DRM. The solutions obtained using the AWSFD method were compared with the
regularized solutions by DRM. At lower wavelet resolution, the solution by AWSFD
method not close to the regularized solution, but as the wavelet resolution increases

the solution becomes close to the regularized solution by DRM.

5.2 Concluding Remarks

We observed that the DRM solves the Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation
where the boundary deflection is not equal to zero. The DRM employs a positive
integer scaler n in x spatial variable of the unknown function w(xy), which
homogenizes the inhomogeneous boundary deflection in the Cauchy boundary
conditions. The integer scaler 1 ensures the existence of solution to Helmholtz
equation. The value of n depends on the periodic function such as sin(nx), cos(nx), as
well as scalar multiplier of spatial variable (angle) imposed at inhomogeneous
boundary deflection in Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation. The regularization
term (1+a)-2me-"restores the stability of the Cauchy problem of Helmholtz equation.
Homogenization of inhomogeneous boundary deflection in Cauchy boundary
conditions by a positive integer scale together with applications of divergence
theorem and Green’s first identity ensures the uniqueness of the solution of the
regularized Helmholtz equation.

In order to establish uniqueness of solution to the Neumann problem for the
Helmholtz equation in the upper half-plane, the DRM employs shifting operator

instead of a positive integer scale to shift the x spatial variable to a suitable fixed
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number. On the other hand, the methods of regularization: TRM, SRM, Q-RRM, Q-BVM
and IRM cannot solve Cauchy problem (where the boundary deflection is
inhomogeneous) of Helmholtz equation, as well as Neumann problem in the upper
half-plane of the Helmholtz equation.

In the case of both Dirichlet and Cauchy boundary conditions (where the
boundary deflection is equal to zero) of Helmholtz equation, all the above methods of
regularization solve the problem. We observed that DRM provides the best
approximated solution as compared with these existing methods of regularization.
This is observed when a positive integer m of the regularization term (1 + a)-2me-m
increases. The solution becomes consistent and stable.

We observed that the coarser scale equation (4.12) of the AWSFD method does
not give good approximated solution of equation (3.5). This coarser scale equation
does not contain the regularization term (1+a)-2me-m. It leads to approximated
solution only in resolution level j = 0. Equation (4.12) acts as an initial approximation
for finer scaler equation (4.14), which results in the approximated solution of
equation (3.5) by performing a series of iterations. Thus, equation (4.14) gives
approximation at a finer scale j + 1.

Using the AWSFD method, we solved the equations (3.5), (3.8) and equation (3.5)
together with regularized Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary
deflection is equal to zero for Daubechies wavelet of order six (6) numerically. We
observed that the solution by AWSFD method approximates the solution by DRM
when the resolution level is increased, as well as, the regularization term (1 +
a)-2me-m_At resolution j = 0, the solution by AWSFD method has a greater estimated
error compared to the DRM.

Our results show that the AWSFD method provides best approximation at a low
wavelet resolution level for solving the Helmholtz equation with both Dirichlet and
Cauchy boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is homogeneous and the

Neumann boundary conditions in the upper half-plane and then by Cauchy boundary
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conditions where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous. This is due to the fact
thatin the case of both Dirichlet and Cauchy problems, where the boundary deflection
is zero for the Helmholtz equation, we restored only the stability of the solution as
compared with other discussed problems for the Helmholtz equation.

Similarly, AWSFD method provides best approximation at a lower wavelet
resolution level of Neumann problem for the Helmholtz equation in the upper
halfplane than Cauchy problem where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous for
the Helmholtz equation on the grounds that we restored uniqueness and stability in
the Neumann problem for the Helmholtz equation as compared with the non-

regularized Cauchy problem for the Helmholtz equation.

5.3  Suggestions for future work

Most of the stationary problems in acoustic are nonlinear in nature. These nonlinear
problems have linear part which plays the central role in optimizing their solutions.
We are of the view that the extension this work will help in the full understanding of
the Helmholtz equation as a stationary process.

Firstly, We intend to investigate the Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation
where the boundary deflection is imposed with either transcendental function In(x)

or inverse trigonometric functions like sec(nx),cosec(nx), 0 < x < m.

The well-posedness of the Cauchy problem of Poisson-Boltzmann equation in
unbounded domain could be investigated by modifying the DRM.
We intend to investigate the regularization of p(x)-Laplace equation with Cauchy

boundary conditions where the boundary deflection is inhomogeneous.

150



Bibliography

[1]

[2]

Ablaouri-Lahmar, Behamiti O. and Bahri M.S. (2014), A new Legendre wavelets

decomposition method for solving PDEs Malaya journal of matematik. pp. 72-81

Aghazadeh N., Atani G. Y. and Noras P. (2014). The Legendre wavelet method for
solving singular integro-differential equations. Computational methods for

differential equations, vol. 2, No.2. pp. 62-68

Akcoglu M. A, Bartha P. F. A. and Ha D. M. (2009). Analysis in vector spaces: A

course in advanced calculus. John Wiley and Sons, Inc., New Jersey, USA.

Ames A. K., Clark W. G., Epperson F. ]. and Oppenhermer F. S. (1998). A
comparison of regularizations of an ill-posed problem. Mathematics of

computation, vol.67, No. 224. pp. 1451-1471

Atkinson K. and Han W. (2009). Theoretical numerical analysis: a functional
analysis framework. Springer science + business media. doi:10.1007/978-1-

44190458-2

Attouch H., Butazzo G. and Michaille G. (2005). Variational analysis in Sobolev and

BV spaces: applications to PDEs and optimization. SIAM, Philadelphia,

Balaji S. (2014). A new approach for solving Duffing equations involving both
integral and non-integral forcing terms. Ain shams engineering journal, vol. 5. pp.
985-990.

Bertero M., Poggio A. T. and Torre V. (1988). Ill-posed problems in early vision.
Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 76, No. 8. pp. 869-889

Bessila K. (2014). Regularization by a modified quasi-boundary value method of
the ill-posed problems for differential-operator equations of the first order. Journal

of mathematical analysis and applications, vol. 409, No. 1. pp. 315-320
151



[10] Beylkin G. (1992). On the representation of operators in bases of compactly
supported wavelets. SIAM ]. Numer. Anal., Vol. 6, No. 6. pp. 1716-1740

[11] Biazar J. and Ebrahimi H. A. (2011). Strong method for solving systems of integro-
differential equations. Applied mathematics, vol. 2. pp. 1105-1113.

[12] Birnir B., Ponce G., and Svanstedt N. (1996). The local ill-posedness of the modified
Kdv equation. Annales de [ol.H.P., section c, tome 13, No.4. pp. 529-535

[13] Bourgeois L. and Darde ]. (2010). About stability and regularization of ill-posed
elliptic Cauchy problems: the case of Lipschitz domains. Applicable analysis. pp.
11-24

[14] Bourgeois L. (2005). A mixed formulation of quasi-reversibility to solve the Cauchy
problem for Laplace’s equation. Inverse problems, vol. 21, No. 3. pp. 1087 - 1104.

[15] Burrus S. C., Gopinath A. R. and Guo H. (1998). Introduction to wavelets and

wavelet transforms: A primer. Prentice-Hall, Inc., New Jersey, USA

[16] Chang J-R., Liu C-S. and Chang C-W. (2007). A new shooting method for
quasiboundary regularization of backward heat conduction problems.

International journal of heat and mass transfer, vol. 50, No. 11-12. pp. 2325-

2332.

[17] Chavent G. and Kunisch K. (1993). Regularization in state space, Rairo model.

Math. Anal. Numer., vol. 27. pp. 535-564
[18] Chen C. F. and Hsiao C. H. (1997). Haar wavelet method for solving lumped and

distributed-parameter systems. IEE proc.-control theory appl, vol. 144, No.1

[19] Chen H., Fu C. L. and Feng X. L. (2011). An optimal filtering method for the Cauchy
problem of the Helmholtz equation. Appl. Math. Lett., vol. 24. pp. 958964

152



[20] Cheng H., Zhu P. and Gao J. (2014). An iterative regularization method to solve the
Cauchy problem for the Helmholtz equation. Mathematical problems in

engineering. pp. 2-9

[21] Chidume C. E. (1989). Functional analysis: An introduction to metric spaces.

Longman, Nigeria Ltd, ISBN 978-139-7764

[22] Clark G. W. and Oppenheimer S.F. (1994). Quasireversibility methods for nonwell

posed problems. Electronic journal of differential equations, No. 8. pp. 1-9

[23] Daubechies 1. (1992), Ten lectures on wavelets. NSF-CBMS conference series in

applied mathematics. SIAM publications, vol. 61, Philadelphia.

[24] Debnath L. and Shah A. F. (2015). Wavelet transforms and their applications

Second edition. Springer science+business media, New York,

[25] Dianfeng L., Tadashi O. and Zhu L. (1996. Treatment of boundary Conditions in the
application of wavelet-Galerkin to a SH wave problem. Akita university,

Japan ftp://ftp.mathsoft.com/pub/wavelets/bc.ps.gz

[26] Duchateau P. and Zachmann D. (1989). Applied partial differential equations,

Dover publications, inc, New York, USA.

[27] Denche M. and Bessila K. (2005). A modified quasi-boundary value method for ill-
posed problems. Journal of mathematical analysis ans applications, vol. 301. pp.
419-426.

[28] Engl H. W., Hanke M. and Neubauer A. (1990). Tikhonov regularization of
nonlinear differential equations: Inverse methods in action Springer-Verlag, New

York, .

[29] Engl H. W,, Kunisch K. and Neubauer A. (1989). Convergence rates for Tikhonov
regularisation of nonlinear ill-posed problems. Inverse problems, vol. 5. pp.

523540

153



[30] Feng X. L., Eld’en L. and Fu L. C. (2010). A quasi-boundary-value method for the
Cauchy problem for elliptic equations with nonhomogeneous Neumann data.

Journal of inverse ill-posed problems, vol. 18, No.6. pp. 617 - 645.

[31] Fu C. L. and Qian Z. (2010). Numerical pseudodifferential operator and Fourier
regularization. Adv. Comput Math., vol.33. pp. 449-470

[32] Gao ]J., Wang D. and Peng J. (2012). A Tikhonov-type regularization method for
identifying the unknown source in the modified Helmholtz equation. Mathematical

problems in engineering. doi. 10.1155/2012 /878109

[33] Gardiner S. ]. and Sjodin T. (2000). Potential theory in denjoy domains,

www.mai.liu.se/ tomsj64/denjoy.pdf

[34] Gopalakrishnan S. and Mitra M. (2010). Wavelet methods for dynamical problems:
with application to metallic, composite, and nano-composite structures. Taylor and

Francis Group, 6000 broken sound parkway NW, suite 300, USA

[35] George S. and Kunhanandan M. (2010). Iterative regularization method for
illposed Hammerstein type operator equation with monotone nonlinear part. Int.

Journal of Math. Analysis, vol. 4, No. 34. pp. 1673-1685

[36] Hariharan G. (2011). Haar wavelet method for solving the Klein-Gordon and the
Sine-Gordon equations. International journal of nonlinear science vol. 11, No. 2.,
pp. 180-189

[37] Lattes R. and Lions J. L. (1967). Methode de Quasi-Reversibilite” et applications.

Dunod, Paris.

[38] Latto R., Resnikoff H. L. and Tannenbaum E. (1999). The evalution of connection
coefficients of compactly supported wavelets. Aware, Inc., Cambridge, U K.

http://www2.appmath.com : 8080/site/ftp/con3s.pdf

154



[39] Lavrentoev M. M., Romanov V. G. and Shishatskii S. P. (1997). Ill-posed problems

of mathematical physics and analysis. AMS, Providence.

[40] Lepik U™ (2007). Numerical solution of evolution equations by the Haar wavelet

method. Applied mathematics and computations, vol. 185. pp. 695-704

[41] Li X-X,, Yang F., Liu J. and L. Wang (2013). The quasireversibility regularization
method for identifying the unknown source for the modified Helmholtz equation.

Journal of applied mathematics, //dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013 /245963

[42] Kabanikhim S. L., Shishlenin M.A. , Nurseitov D. B., Nurseitova A. T. and Kasenov
S.E. (2014). Comparative analysis of methods for regularizing an initial boundary

value problem for the Helmholtz equation. Journal of applied mathematics,

http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2014 /786326

[43] Miller K. (1970). Least squares methods for ill-posed problems with a presribed
bound. SIAM |. Math. Anal., vol. 1. pp. 52-74

[44] King A. C., Billingham J. and Otto S. R (2003). Differential Equations: linear,

nonlinear, ordinary, partial. Cambridge press, UK

[45] Klibanov M. V. and Santosa F. (1991). A computational quasi-reversibility method

for Cauchy problems for Laplace’s equation. SIAM ]. Appl. Math., vol. 51, No. 6. pp.
1653-1675.

[46] Morozov V. A. (1966). On the solution of functional equations by the method of
regularization. Soviet Math. Dokl., vol. 7. pp. 414-417
[47] Muthukumar, T. (2013). Sobolev spaces and applications. tmk@iitk.ac.in

[48] Nair M. T., Schock E. and Tautenhahn U. (2003). Morozov’s discrepancy principle
under general source conditions. Zeitschrift fu'r analysis and ihre anwendungen,

vol. 22, No. 1. pp. 199-214

155



[49] Naresh B., Panchal D. and Parihar C. L. (2014). Solution of differential equations
based on Haar operational matrix. Palestine journal of mathematic, vol. 3, No. 2.

pp. 281-288

[50] Nasab K. A, Kilicman A., Babolian E. and Atabakan P. E. (2013). Wavelet analysis
method for solving linear and nonlinear singular boundary value problems.

Applied mathematical modelling, volume 37. pp. 5876-5886.

[51] Ortega J. M. and Rheinboldt W. C. (1970). Iterative solution of nonlinear equation

in several variables. Academic press, New York, USA.

[52] Petrov, Y. P. and Sizikov, V. S (2005). Inverse and ill-posed problems series:
well-posed, ill-posed and intermediate problems with applications. Brill academic

publishers, martinus nijhoff publishers and VSP, USA.

[53] Oden T. ]. (1979). Applied functional analysis: A first Course for students of

mechanics and engineering science. Prentice-hall, Inc., New Jersey, USA.

[54] Qian A. (2013). Spectral method and its application to a Cauchy problem of the
Laplace equation. [JRRAS, volume 14, issue 1. pp. 51-57

[55] Qian A., Mao J. and Liu L. (2000). A spectral regularization method for a Cauchy
problem of the modified Helmholtz equation. Boundary value problems, doi:

10.1155/2010/212056

[56] Qian A-L., Xiong X-T. and Wu Y-J. (2010). On a quasi-reversibility regularization
method for a Cauchy problem of the Helmholtz equation Journal of computational
and applied mathematics, 233. pp. 1969-1979.

[57] Qin H. H. and Wei T. (2010). Two regularization methods for the Cauchy problems
of the Helmholtz equation. Applied mathematical modelling, vol. 34. pp. 947-967

156



[58] Qin H. H. and Wei T. (2009). Modified regularization method for the Cauchy
problem of the Helmholtz equation. Applied mathematical modelling, vol. 33. pp.
2334-2348

[59] Regi'nska T. and Tautenhahn U. (2009). Conditional stability estimates and
regularization with applications to Cauchy problems for the Helmholtz equation.

Num. Funct. Anal. and Optimiz., vol. 30. pp. 1065-1097

[60] Royden H. L. and Fitzpatrick P. M. (2010). Real Analysis. Pearson Education, Inc.,
Boston, USA

[61] Sahu P.K and Ray S. S (2015). Legendre wavelets operational method for the
numerical solutions of nonlinear Volterra integro-differential equations system.

Applied mathematics and computation, volume 256. pp. 715-725.

[62] Showalter R. E. (1974). The final value problem for evolution equations. Journal of

mathematical analysis and applications, vol. 47. pp. 563-572.

[63] Showalter R. E. (1983). Cauchy problem for hyper-parabolic partial differential

equations: Trends in the theory and practice of non-linear analysis, Elsevier, USA.

[64] Stark H-G. (2005). Wavelets and signal processing: An application-based

introduction. Netherlands, Springer,

[65] Sweilam N. H., Nagy A. M. and Alnasr M. H. (2009). An efficient dynamical systems
method for solving singularly perturbed integral equations with noise.

Computers and mathematics with applications, vol. 58. pp. 1418-1424
[66] Sweldens W. (1996).4 construction of second generation wavelets. SIAM Journal

of mathematical analysis. Mathematics subject classification 42C15.

[67] Tautenhahn U. (1996). Optimal stable solution of Cauchy problems for elliptic
equations. Z. Anal. Anwendungen, vol. 15, No. 4. pp. 961-984

157



[68] Thapa N. and Gudejko M. (2014). Numerical solution of heat equation by spectral
method. Applied mathematical sciences, vol. 8, No.8 pp. 397-404.

[69] Tikhonov A. N. (1963). Solution of incorrectly formulated problems and the
regularization method. Soviet Math. Dokl., vol. 4. pp. 1035-1038

[70] Tikhonov A. N. and Arsenin V. Y. (1977). Solution of ill-posed problems. Wiley,
New York.

[71] Trong D. D., Quan P. H. and Tuan H. N. (2009). A quasi-boundary value method for
regularizing nonlinear ill-posed problems. Electronic journal of differential

equations, No. 109. pp. 1-16. http://ejde.math.txstate.edu

[72] Trong D. D. and Tuan H. N. (2009). A nonlinear backward heat problem:
regularization and error estimates . Electronic journal of differential equations,

NO. 33. pp. 1-12. http://ejde.math.txstate.edu

[73] Tuan N. H and Hoa N. V (2012). Regularization for a Laplace equation with

nonhomogeneous Neumann boundary condition. Acta universitatis apulensis. pp.

257-282

[74] Urban K (2009). Numerical mathematics and scientific computation: wavelet

methods for elliptic partial differential equations. Oxford University press, UK.

[75] Vasilyev V.0 (2003). Solving multi-dimensional evolution problems with localized
structures using second generation wavelets. International journal of
computational fluid dynamics, volume 17, issue 2. pp 151-168.

[76] Vasilyev V.0 and Bowman C (2000). Second-generation wavelet collocation
method for the solution of partial differential equations. Journal of computational

physics, volume 165. pp. 660-693.

[77] Vasilyev V.0. and Paolucci S. (1996). A dynamically adaptive multilevel wavelet

collocation method for solving partial differential equations in a finite domain.

158



Journal of computational physics, volume 125. pp 498-512.

[78] Vries D. A. (2006). Wavelets. FH S'udwestfalen university of applied sciences.

Hagen, Germany.

[79] Waber C. F. (1981). Analysis and solution of the ill-posed inverse heat conduction
problem. Int. ]. Heat Mass Transfer, vol. 24, No.11 pp. 1783-1792

[80] Wang Y., Chen X and He Z (2012). A second-generation wavelet-based finite
element method for the solution of partial differential equations. Applied
mathematics letters, volume 25. pp 1608-1613.

[81] Xiong X-T. and Fu C. L. (2007). Two approximate methods of a Cauchy problem for
the Helmholtz equation. Journal of computational and applied mathematics, vol.

26, No. 2. pp. 1-23.

[82] Yang Y., Zhang M. and Li X-X. (2014). A quasi-boundary value regularization
method for identifying an unknown source in the Poisson equation. Journal of
inequalities and applications.

http://www.journalofinequalitiesandapplications.com/content/2014/1/117

[83] Yin F., Tian T. Song ]J. and Zhu M. (2015). Spectral methods using Legendre
wavelets for nonlinear Klein/Sine Gordon equations. Journal of computational and
applied mathematics, volume 275. pp. 321-334.

[84] Zhang H. (2014). Modified Tikhonov method for Cauchy problem of elliptic
equation with variable coefficients. American journal of computational

mathematics, vol. 4. pp. 213-222

[85] Zhang H. W. and Wei T. (2014). Two iterative methods for a Cauchy problem of the
elliptic equation with variable coefficients in a strip region. Numerical algorithms,

vol. 65. pp. 875-892

159



Appendix 1

matlab code solving Helmholtz equation.
script file a =input('a’); k=input(’k’);
n=input('n’); r=linspace(a,b,20) t =
linspace(c,d,20) [x,y] = meshgrid(r,t) p =
(1/(1+ at2m ))*exp(-m); p1= sqrt(n-
p*k); f=(1+ a?m)*exp(m); d =
(1/d).*cosh(p1*x)*sin(n*y); surf(x,y,z)
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Appendix 2

matlab code for calculating connection coefficients The

function of [cc2] = concoeff(L,0,y,e)

M=L/2; a=zeros(1,L-1);

D = (factorial(2 * M - 1)/(factorial(M - 1) * (4M - 1))))?; for
i=1:2:L-1 m=(i+1)/2;

a() = ((-1)m - 1)) = D/(factorial(M - m) * factorial(M + m - 1) * i); end
b2=zeros(L-1,L-1); for I=0:L-2 if

2*j=L-2

i=2*xLb2(1+1,i+1)=2"end

for k=1:L/2 i1=2*1-2*k+1;

ifil<=L-2andil>=0i=i];

b2(l1+1,i+1)=b2(l+1i+ 1)+ (2(n-1)) xa(2 k- 1); elseif
il>=-L+2andil<0i=-i];

b2(1+1,i+1)=b2(1+Li+ 1)+ ((-1)7) * (2n-1)) xa(2 * k- 1) b2(l
+1i+1)=b2(l+ Li+ 1)+ (2n - 1)) * a(2 x k - 1); elseif il > = -L+2
and il <0

i=-il;

b2(1+ 1Li+1)=b2(l+ Li+ 1)+ ((-1)n) * (2(n-1)) *a(2 x k- 1); end
i2=(2*1+2*k-1);

ifi2<=L-2andi2>=0
i=1i2;

b2(I+1Li+1)=b2(1+Li+1)+(2n-1)) *xa(2 x k- 1); else

ifi2>=-L+2andi2<0i=-i2;
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b2(1+1,i+1)=b2(l+1Li+ 1)+ ((-1)) * (2n-1)) *xa(2 * k- 1); end
end end for g=1:L-1 b2(g,g)=b2(g,g)-1; end r=null(b2);

NM = sqrt2; for i=2:L-1 [a,b] = eig(yb2);

m=length(b) ; for j=1:m g(j)=g(j) d

=abs(sum(a(:e))) ; y= al*exp(g(j)*x) k = k

+ (i - ") = r(); cc2 = ((-1)7) * r =

factorial(n)/(2 * NM); end end

Appendix 3

Connection coefficients of order two

Let the 2nd order connection coefficients be

A2 = / &(y — b)o()dy

By the definition of 2nd order derivative of the scaling function

N-=1

¢*(z) = 4 Z ard*(2x — k)
k=0 a

Substituting the second-order derivative of the scaling function into equation for

second order connection coefficients, we obtain

N-1N-1 2
Bt =4y > ai, [ o2y =2k =)oy — )y
i=0 j=0 -

Integrating by substituting u = 2y, we obtain
Ao = 2aiqjZ @*(u~2k=j+De)duXi=Xji0 o S

N-1N-1

Aze = 2 aiqjA22k+j-i(2x = 1)
Xi=0 Xj=0
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