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AN ADAPTIVE PERFECTLY MATCHED LAYER TECHNIQUE
FOR 3-D TIME-HARMONIC ELECTROMAGNETIC
SCATTERING PROBLEMS

JUNQING CHEN AND ZHIMING CHEN

ABSTRACT. An adaptive perfectly matched layer (PML) technique for solv-
ing the time harmonic electromagnetic scattering problems is developed. The
PML parameters such as the thickness of the layer and the fictitious medium
property are determined through sharp a posteriori error estimates. Combined
with the adaptive finite element method, the adaptive PML technique provides
a complete numerical strategy to solve the scattering problem in the frame-
work of FEM which produces automatically a coarse mesh size away from the
fixed domain and thus makes the total computational costs insensitive to the
thickness of the PML absorbing layer. Numerical experiments are included to
illustrate the competitive behavior of the proposed adaptive method.

1. INTRODUCTION

We propose and study an adaptive perfectly matched layer (PML) technique for
solving the time harmonic electromagnetic scattering problem with the perfectly
conducting boundary condition

(1.1) VxVxE—-EKE=0 inRD,
(1.2) nxE=g onlp,
(1.3) x||(VXE)xx—1kE| -0 as |x| — oc.

Here D C R3 is a bounded domain with Lipschitz polyhedral boundary I'p, E is the
electric field, g is determined by the incoming wave, X = x/|x|, and n is the unit
outer normal to I'p. We assume the wave number k£ € R is a constant. We remark
that the results in this paper can easily be extended to solve the scattering prob-
lems with other boundary conditions such as Neumann or the impedance boundary
condition on I'p, or to solve the electromagentic wave propagation through inho-
mogeneous media with a variable wave number k?(x) inside some bounded domain.

Since the work of Bérénger [5] which proposed a PML technique for solving the
time dependent Maxwell equations, various constructions of PML absorbing layers
have been proposed and studied in the literature (cf. e.g. Turkel and Yefet [24],
Teixeira and Chew [23] for the reviews). Under the assumption that the exterior
solution is composed of outgoing waves only, the basic idea of the PML technique is
to surround the computational domain by a layer of finite thickness with a specially
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designed model medium that would either slow down or attenuate all the waves that
propagate from inside the computational domain.

The convergence of the PML method is studied in Lassas and Somersalo [16],
Hohage, Schmidt and Zschiedrich [I5] for the acoustic scattering problems and
in Bao and Wu [3], Bramble and Pasciak [7] for the electromagnetic scattering
problems. It is proved in [16, [15] [7] that the PML solution converges exponentially
to the solution of the original scattering problem as the thickness of the PML
layer tends to be infinite. We remark that in practical applications involving PML
techniques, one cannot afford to use a very thick PML layer if uniform meshes are
used because it requires excessive grid points and hence more computer time and
more storage. On the other hand, a thin PML layer requires a rapid variation of
the artificial material property which deteriorates the accuracy if too coarse a mesh
is used in the PML layer.

The adaptive PML technique was first proposed in Chen and Wu [I0] for a
scattering problem by periodic structures (the grating problem) and in Chen and
Liu [8] for the acoustic scattering problem in which one uses the a posteriori error
estimate to determine the PML parameters. Combined with the adaptive finite ele-
ment method, the adaptive PML technique provides a complete numerical strategy
to solve the scattering problems in the framework of a finite element which auto-
matically produces a coarse mesh size away from the fixed domain and thus makes
the total computational costs insensitive to the thickness of the PML absorbing
layer.

A posteriori error estimates are computable quantities in terms of the discrete
solution and data that measure the actual discrete errors without the knowledge
of exact solutions. The adaptive finite element method based on a posteriori error
estimates provides a systematic way to achieve the optimal computational com-
plexity by refining the mesh according to the local a posteriori error estimator
on the elements. A posteriori error estimates for the Nédélec H(curl)-conforming
edge elements are obtained in Monk [I7] for Maxwell scattering problems, in Beck,
Hiptmair, Hoppe and Wohlmuth [4] for eddy current problems, and in Chen, Wang
and Zheng [9] for Maxwell cavity problems. The restriction in [I7, 4] that the
domain should be convex or have smooth boundary in order to ensure the regular-
ity of the function in the Helmholtz decomposition is removed in [9] by using the
Birman-Solomyak decomposition [6].

In this paper we extend the idea of using a posteriori error estimates to determine
the PML parameters for solving the electromagnetic scattering problem (ITI)-([T3).
Our technique to prove the PML convergence is different from the methods used in
[7, [3]. The key ingredient in our analysis is the following uniform estimate for the

Hankel function Hl(,l)(z) in [8]:

HD ()] < e mO0ERD g0 @)

for any z € C such that Im(z) > 0,Re(z) > 0 and © € R satisfying 0 < © < |z].
R (2
h?Ll)((z>)
due to Nédeléc [20], leads to the following crucial exponentially decaying property
of the PML extension E()) (see (2:9) below for the definition):

for z >0

This estimate, together with a uniform estimate of d,(z) =1+ 2

. “Im(kp)(1— B5)1/2
1% % EO) ll-2/2(0ivir,) < C(+kR)e™ ™ U0 N 300 -
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Based on this estimate and the stability estimates for the PML equation in the
PML layer, the following error estimate between the solution E of the scattering
problem and the solution E of the PML problem is proved (see Theorem Bl below):

S A —Im(kp)(1— {?’2 1z -
IE — Ellsteurton < CCH1+ kR) agPe” ™ P00 1% x B |l g-1/2 pivars) -

Let Ej, be the finite element solution of the PML problem. The following a posteriori
error estimate which is the basis of our adaptive PML method is derived (see
Theorem 1] below):

”E —Ep ”H(curl;QR)

< Cllg =g la-12ivirn) + CC Hao*(1+ kR) Rl/Q( > 77K)
KeM,,

~ CIm(kp _ _R2\1/2 R
+CO YaoP(1+ kR)Pe ™ PO % % By, [lr-1/2 (Divirn) -

Here gy, is the finite element approximation of the boundary value g and 7ng is the
a posteriori error indicator on the element K of residual type.

The layout of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we recall the PML formulation
for (LI)-(T3). In section 3 we study the existence, uniqueness and convergence of
the PML formulation. In section 4 we introduce the finite element discretization.
In section 5 we derive the sharp a posteriori error estimate which lays down the
basis of the combined adaptive PML and finite element methods. In section 6 we
discuss the implementation of the adaptive method and present several numerical
examples to illustrate the competitive behavior of the method.

2. THE PML EQUATION

Let D be contained in the interior of the ball B = {x € R3, |x| < R} with
boundary I'r. We first recall the series solution of the scattering problem (ITI)-
([T3) outside the ball Br by following the development in Monk [I8]. Let Y;(X),

m=-n,...,n,n=1,2,..., be the spherical harmonics which satisfy
(2.1) Npp, Y (X )+n(n+1)Ym( )=0 on 0By,
where Agp, = ﬁ%(sin 9%) + sml2 55 ¢2 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator for the
surface of the unit sphere B;. The set of all spherical harmonics {Y,”*(X) : m =
-n,...,n,n=1,2,...} forms a complete orthonormal basis of L?(9B).

Denote the vector spherical harmonics

m 1 m

(2.2) U, = mva&yn » Vi =xx Ul

where Vap, Y, = 889 sln@ 8;5 ey4, and {e,, ey, ey} are the unit vectors of the
spherical coordinates. The set of all vector spherical harmonics {U?, VI : m =
—n,...,n,n = 1,2,...} forms a complete orthonormal basis of L?(0B;) = {u €
L2(8Bl)3 :u-x=0o0n 831}

For any ® € H(curl, Bg), X x ®|r,, is in the trace space H~/2(Div; T'r), whose
norm, for any A =307 > a4, UM + by, VI, is defined by

oo n 1

(23) ”/\”H 1/2(Div;I'r) Z Z vV n n+1 ‘anm|2

| nm|2~
n=1m=—n (

1)
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It is also known that for ® € H(curl; Bg), the tangential component (% x ®) X X|r,
belongs to H~'/2(Curl; Tr) which is the dual space of H~/2(Div; T'r) with respect
to the scalar product in L?(I'g) [20, Theorem 5.4.2, Lemma 5.3.1]. In the following
we will always denote by (-,-)r, the duality pairing between H~'/2(Div;T'g) and
H-Y?(Curl; Tg).

Let hgll)(z) be the spherical Hankel function of the first kind of order n. We
introduce the vector wave functions

M7 (r, %) = V x {xhV(kr)Y" (%)}, N™(r,%)= EV x M (r, %),

which are the radiation solutions of the Maxwell equation (LI in R*\{0}. In the
domain R3\ Bg, the solution E of (LI)-(L3) can be written as

A M (1, X) 1k Rb, N (1, X)
(2.4) + L :
nzlm;n WD (kR) ,/ n+1)  2PkR)\/n(n+1)

where 24 (kR) ,(11)(kR) + th,(ll)/(kR), and Gpm, bnm are determined by the
trace of E on I'g through X x E[r, =3 % 3" a5, UM +by,,,, V. The series
in (24) converges uniformly for r > R.

Now we turn to the introduction of the absorbing PML layer. We surround
the domain Qr = Bg\D with a PML layer QPMl = {x € R : R < |x| < p}.
Throughout the paper we assume p < C'R for some generic constant C' > 0. Let
a(r) =1410(r) be the model medium property which satisfies

ceC@R), o¢>0, ando=0 forr<R.
Denote by 7 the complex radius defined by

N B if r <R,
r=r(r) = [y a(t)dt =rB(r) ifr>R.

It is easy to check that the vector wave functions satisfy

(2.5) M7 (r, %) = A (kr)Vap Y(X) X X,
(2.6) N™(r,x) = —kVXMm
1
_ nn+1) misy , Mn+1) 4 mige
= T o (kr)U (%) + Thn (kr)Y," (%)%

We introduce

(2.7) M™(7,%) = hY(EF)Vap, Y™(X) x X,
- 1 -~ -

(2.8) N (7,%x) = EVXMZL

1
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where Vx is the curl operator with respect to the complex spherical variables
(7,0, ¢), that is, for & = ®,.e, + Bgeg + Pyey,

~ 1

B 0 0Py
Vx® = W((%’(smﬁéqb) 8¢>e

L/ 1 0@, (@)Y
sinf 0¢ or o
1 [ O(7F®y) 8<I>¢
tz ( or 9 )
It is easy to check that V x & = AV x B®, where A = diag(6-2, a1~ ,a"1371)

and B = diag(«, 3, ) are 3 x 3 diagonal matrices.
We follow [18] to derive the PML equation. Forany A= >">" " _  a,,U"+

bum VT € H™Y/2(Div; TR), let E(\) (f f{) be the PML extension given by
nmM ke Ry NI (7, %
(2.9) E Z Z (1a (7, %) n 21) (7, %) 7
e b (ER)\/n (n +1) 2y’ (kR)y/n(n+1)

For the solution E of the scattering problem (II)-(L3), let E = E(x x Elr,) be the
PML extension of X x E|p,. Since ¥ = r on I'g, we know that x x E =% < E on

I'r. On the other hand, since hsll)(z) ~ %e‘('z*%"“*%’r) asymptotically as |z| — oo,
heuristically ]:](f, x) will decay exponentially for large r > R. It is obvious that E
satisfies

VxVxE—-KE=0 in R3Bg,
which gives the desired PML equation in the spherical coordinates
V x B(AV x BE) — k*?AT'E=0 in R3\Bg.
The PML problem is then to find E, which approximates E in Qx and BE in

OPML — B \B R, as the solution of the following system:
(2.10) V x BA(V x E) — E*(BA)"'E =0 in Q, = B,\D,
(2.11) nxE=g onl'p, xxE=0 onT,.

The well-posedness of the PML problem (ZI0)-(ZTI1) and the convergence of its
solution to the solution of the original problem ([I)-(L3) will be studied in the
next section.

In the remainder of this section we introduce the equivalent variational form
of the scattering problem ([I)-(L3) and the PML problem ZI0)-(@ZII) on the
bounded domain Q2 = B\ D using the Calderon operators.

Given a tangential vector A on I'g, the Calderon operator G, : H~1/2 (Div;Tr) —
H~/2(Div;T'g) is the Dirichlet to Neumann operator defined by

Ge.(\) = éf{ x (V x E),
where E° satisfies

VxVxE*—E*E*=0 inR3Bg,
xx E* =\ OHFR7
|x|[(V><Es)><§<—1kEs — 0 as |x| — .
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Let A=) > Ul + bannm; the function E*® is given as in (2.4)

A M (1, X) 1k Rby N (1, %)
Z Z (1 T , 7> R
e hn (KR)\/n (n +1) =z (ER)y/n(n+1)

Since kaMm N7, fiVme:M

m, we have

—V « B Z Z amn 'm _ lkamnMZn

1k = = R (kR)\/n ( 1) 2PER)an+1)
Thus, by (Z3)-(2.8),
(2.12) Z Z —1kanm (k:R) U () + anmzn (k:R) VI (%),

2V (kR) 1kRAY (KR)
Let a : H(curl, Qr) x H(curl,Qg) — C be the sesquilinear form

n=1m=-—n

LL(E,<I>):/Q (VXE -Vx®—KkE-®)dx+1k(G.(x x E), (X x ®) x X)r,,.
R

The scattering problem (LI)-(L3)) is equivalent to the following weak formulation:
Given g € H/?(Div;I'p), find E € H(curl; Q) such that n x E = g on I'p, and
(2.13) a(E,®) =0, V® € Hp(curl;QR),
where Hp(curl; Qg) = {v € H(curl; Qg) :nxv=0 onI'p}.

The existence of a unique solution of the variational problem (ZI3]) is known

[18, 20]. Then the general theory in Babuska and Aziz [I] implies that there exists
a constant g > 0 such that the following inf-sup condition holds:

v, o
(2.14) sup M
$cHp (curl;Qr) Hq)HH(curl;QR)

To study the convergence of the PML problem (ZI0)-(2IIl), we need to refor-
mulate it in the bounded domain 2z by imposing the boundary condition

X x (V x BE)|p, =1kG. (% x E|r,,),

where the approximate Calderon operator G, : H~1/2(Div; ') — H~/2(Div; 'g)
is defined as

> pl| ¥l g(curt0r), V¥ € Hp(curl; Qg).

A 1
(2.15) Ge(N) = EX x (V x W),
with ¥ satisfying
(2.16) V x BA(V x @) — k*(BA)™'®¥ =0 in Q"ML
(2.17) xx¥=AonTr, xx¥=0o0nT,.

That the approximate Calderon operator G. is well-defined will be studied in the
next section. Based on the operator G, let a : H(curl; Qg) x H(curl; Qg) — C be
the sesquilinear form

GE,®)= [ (VXE-Vx®—kE ®)dx +1h(G. (X x B), (X x ®) x X)r,.
R
Qr

Then the weak formulation of (ZI0))-(ZII) on the bounded domain Qg is: Given
g € H'/2(Div;Tp), find E € H(curl; Qg), such that n x E = g on I'p, and

(2.18) a(BE,®) =0, V® e Hp(curl;Qp).
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3. CONVERGENCE OF THE PML PROBLEM

We start by considering the Dirichlet problem of the PML equation in the layer

(3.1 V x BAV x v — k*(BA) " 'v =0 in QPML,
(3.2 xxv=0onTg, Xxxv=qonl,
where q € H™/2(Div;T,). Introduce the sesquilinear form ¢ : H(curl; QPML) x

H(curl; QFML) — C as
c(v,®) = / (BAV x v -V x ® — E*(BA) v - ®)dx.
QPML
Then the weak formulation for FI)-(@32) is: Given q € H~/?(Div; I',), find v €
H(curl; QML) such that * x v=0on g, x x v=qon I',, and
(3.3) c(v,®) =0, V® € Hy(curl; Q™M)

We make the following assumption on the fictitious medium property o, which
is rather mild in the practical application of the PML technique

r—R\™ .
I for some constant og > 0 and some integer m > 1.

(H1) a:ao(

From (H1) we know that 8(r) = 1 +15(r), where

R 1 " oo T—R r—R\™
a(r)—r/RU(t)dt—erl - (pR) .

Thus 6 < o for all » > R. Notice that BA = diag(a372,a1,a™1); we have

Re[c(@,‘b)}
1—62+206 1 1
= S X )P (V) @) (9 x @)
/QPML{ (1—}—(5’2)2 ‘( )‘ +|Oé‘2|( )9| +|a|2|( )¢| X
1—-62+260
_k.Q {7¢2 P 2 P 2}d )
/QPML 14 02 | 7‘ +‘ 9| +| ¢| X
Since
1-624+206 1406 1 1-6*+20 1
(14622 ~— (14622~ 1+0% 1+ 02 “1+o2

we know by using the spectral theory of compact operators that (8:3) has a unique
solution for every real k except possibly for a discrete set of values of k (see [12]
Theorem 2] for a similar discussion on the PML equation for acoustic scattering
problems). In this paper we will not elaborate on this issue and simply make the
following assumption:

(H2) The Dirichlet PML problem in the layer (3:3)) has a unique solution.

The uniqueness and existence of the Dirichlet PML problem for the acoustic scat-
tering problem is proved in [8] for sufficiently large og > 0. How to extend the
analysis in [§] to the electromagnetic PML problem in the layer is an interesting
open problem.
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For any ® € H(curl; Q"ML we define

1+o00 1
@2 0me = [ |G X @) (7 x @l

1 1

e |(V x @)? +k2< oo
1+o

It is clear that | ®||, geme is an equivalent norm of H(curl; Q"M¥). Thus by (H2),

there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

P P
(3.4) sup le(®, @) > C||'I’||* orme, YV € Hy(curl; QPME),
WeH( (curl;QPML) Hq)”* QPML

LB+ Rl ¢ [2)]

Without loss of generality we assume C < 1. The following theorem is the main
result of this section.

Theorem 3.1. Let (H1)-(H2) be satisfied. Then for sufficiently large og > 0, the
PML problem (ZI0)-ZII) has a unique solution E € H(curl;Q,). Moreover, we
have the following estimate

- A —Im(kp)(1— B5)/2 . o
IE — Bllfr(eurton) < CC L+ kR) agle” ™ 0702 % % B 172 ivir)
where ag = 1 + 10g.

The proof of this theorem will be given in section 3.3 which depends on the
exponential decay estimates for the PML extension and the stability estimates of
the Dirichlet problem of the PML equation in the layer.

3.1. Estimates for the PML extension. We first recall some estimates for the
Hankel functions. The following estimate which is proved in [§] based on the Mac-
donald formula will play an important role in our analysis.

Lemma 3.2. For any v € R,z € C44 = {#z € C: Im(z) > 0,Re(z) > 0} and
© € R such that 0 < © < |z|, we have

HO ()] < O T 5D 0]

We also need the following important estimate of the spherical Hankel functions
[20, p.195).

_ z(9) : n(n+1)
Lemma 3.3. For any © >0, 6,(0) = o) satisfies |0n(0)| > ooty

Lemma 3.4. Forany A =3 00 5™" 4, U + b, VP € H7V/2(Div; TR), let
E(X)(7, %) be the PML extension in (29). Then we have

N e Rbyy M
—V X E( ) = mnN o mniVly :
ik nz:lm;n h(l) kR \/ ( + ]-) Zn (kR) n(n + 1)
00 n 1) /g.~
ExE(\) = Z B (BT) gmy Eﬂban’”,
== P kR) "7 AV (kR) "
1. - " kR B (KF) . a2 ()
XX (VX E() = Z 3 T Jyn +¥V
! n=1m=-n kR) lkrhn (kR)
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Proof. The first equality follows since £V x M2 = N7 and —LV x N = M.
From the definition of the vector spherical harmonics in (2.2)), we derive from (2.7))

and (2.8) that

(3.5) X x M = /n(n+ 1)aY (k) U,

(3.6) % x NI = \/n(n T 1) o0 () VY

This proves the second and third equalities. (Il

The following exponential decay estimate of the PML extension provides the first
hint of the convergence of the PML problem (ZI0)-(ZT1T).

Lemma 3.5. For any A € H™'/2(Div;T'g), let E(\) be the PML extension in ([23).
Then, for any r > R, we have

N k) (1— 1/2
1% % EQ) lls-1/20iirsy < C(1+ kR)e ™0 7) ||A||H71/2(Dm>.

Proof. By Lemma [B.2] and using the relation h N n+1/2 , we obtain
(3.7) ’ h(l) k7) ‘ < ‘_‘1/2 m (ki) (1— R‘Q y1/2 < eflm(kf)(lf‘}:—;)l”
' WY (kR) - '

Since hg)(z) = —"Tth )(z) + h(ll (2), we have

58) Rz(nl)( )‘ _ ‘_h(l) I};krh(l)'(kr)‘
T 20 (kR) (kR)
_|R—nh )(r) + kb | (kF)
B zgl)(k:R) ‘
<n‘ hi (ki) k] hi (k) b, (kR) D ‘h%”(m)‘
hV(kR) Y kR) BV (kR) 1) 12V (kR)

R2 1/2
(n + kR)|6, (kR)| e ™) (1= 752)

IN

where we use the inequality that \h(l) (kR)| < |h§3)(kR)|, which is a consequence
of the Nicholson integral (see [8, (2.18)]).

It remains to estimate |d,,(0)| for © > 0. Since h,(ll)/(z) = %h%l)( ) — hg}rl( ),
we have

1
5.,() = () _ nt1— 71 (©)
hi () h ()

which implies, for © > 2n+1, |§,(0)| > © — (n+1) > n and thus |§,(0)]7! < n~!
For © < (2n + 1), we resort to the estimate of Nédeléc in Lemma B3 to get

1
0,(©) 7 < ~(1+46), @ <2n+1.

Hence

(3.9) (n+ kR)|6,(kR)|™* < 3(1 +4kR).
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Substitute it into ([B.38]); we conclude that

(1) 1.~
E’ZQ)—M\ < O(1+kR)e
T zy (kR)

The lemma now follows from the second equality in Lemma B4 by using the esti-

mates (B7)), (BI0) and the definition [23)). O

3.2. The PML equation in the layer. In this subsection we derive the stability
estimates for the Dirichlet problem of the PML equation in the layer. We need the
following weighted norm of H(curl; QPME):

”cp”curl;QPML = (” Vx® ”%,Q(QPML) + R72|| ® ||i2(QPML))1/2'

Lemma 3.6. Let (H1)-(H2) be satisfied. There exists a constant C > 0 indepen-
dent of k, R, p and og such that the following estimates are satisfied:

(3.11) |V llewriorme < CC oo llalls-1/2(pivir, )
(3.12)  [[%x % (V x V) [lg-1/2(Divirg) < CC™ 11+ kR)?|ao?(| d[lez-1/2(Divir, ) »
where ag = 1 + 10¢.

Proof. From the definition of the sesquilinear form c it is easy to see that

B v @) < [ {082 <)V < @),
Hal T < V)all(V x Bo| + ol (T x V)T x @)
(o 5 v,y |+ ol Vo] + [l [vaBy]) dx
< (1 +ER)aollv

|*7QPML H(I) ”curl;QPML .

To show B.I0)), let ¥ € H(curl; Q"M¥) be such that xx ¥ = 0on 'z and xx ¥ = q
on I'y; then ® = v — ¥ € Hy(curl; Q"™¥Y). Thus ¢(v,v — ¥) = 0 by @.3), and
consequently

le(v, V)| = le(v, ®)] < C(1 + ER)|aol[|v
Thus by B4),
VIl opre < CO™H(1 4+ kR) o] ¥ curtomse,

|*,QPML H‘I, chrl;QPML~

for any ¥ such that X x ¥ =0 on I'r and x x ¥ = q on I',. By the trace theorem,
we obtain

(3.14) [Vl orne < CCTHA + kR)|aol || q lle-1/2(Divir, ) -
This proves ([BI1)) since
IVIZ gee > Jao] 2|V X v [ p2gemny 4+ B2 o] 7| v [| L2 (gpaa

> Joo| 21+ F RV [Guromme

To show ([BI2)), noticing that v satisfies the differential equation [B.1]), we inte-
grate by parts to get, for any ® € H(curl; Q"™%) such that X x ® =0 on I',,

c(v,®) = —(xx (VxV),(&xxP®P)XX)p,.
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Thus, by (13) and (314,

- c(v,®
I (V5 ) o €, o an
< C+ER)|agl| v [ orme
< CCT'(1+ kR’ q la-1/2(Divir,)-
This concludes the proof. O

3.3. Convergence of the PML problem. We start by introducing the propaga-
tion operator P : H~/2(Div;Tr) — H~Y/?(Div;T,). For any A € H~'/2(Div;Tr),
we define P(A) = x x E(A\)(p, %), where E()) is the PML extension of A in (2.3]).
By Lemma [3.5] we know that
—Im(kp)(1— {?’2 1/2
(815) IO ller-v/2(pier,y < €A+ kR)e ™00 N s/ o
Lemma 3.7. Let (H1)-(H2) be satisfied. We have
| lk(ée —Ge)(N) HH—1/2(Div;FR)
- 2
< Oé—l(l + k‘R)g|O(0|3€71m(kp)(17‘1;?)1/2

|| A ||H_1/2(Div;FR)'

Proof. For any A € H-/2(Div;T'g), by (ZI2) and the third equality in Lemma 3.4
we know that

1. ~
Ge.(\) = X (VXEWN)|rg-
Since V x E(\) = AV x BE(\) and A = diag{1,1,1} on I'g, we have

G.(\) = %f{ x (V x BE(A))|r,-

Now by (ZI6)-(Z1I7), we know that (G —G.)(\) = L% % (V xw), where w satisfies
V x BA(V x w) — k*(BA)"'w =0 in Q"M
xxw=0onTgr, xxw=DBP\)onT,.

By Lemma 3.6 and (3I5]), we have

[ % x (V x Bw) ||H—1/2(Div;FR)

< CCTH 1+ kR)*|aol*|| BP(A) la-1/2(pivir,)
. I (EA)(1— B2 12
e R DY VN
This completes the proof. O

Now we are ready to prove the main theorem of this section.

Proof of Theorem Bl The existence of a unique solution for (ZI8]) follows from
Lemma [B7 by using the small perturbation argument the same as that in [10]
Theorem 2.4]. Next, by (2I3) and (2I8)) we have, for any ® € Hp(curl; Qg),

a(E—E, ®) = a(B, ®) — a(E, ®) = 1k((G. — Go) (X X E), (X X ®) X X)ry.
This yields the desired estimate upon using Lemma [B.7] and (2.T4]). O
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4. FINITE ELEMENT DISCRETIZATION

We start by introducing the weak formulation of the PML problem (2.10))-2.11)).
Let

(4.1) b(P, ) = /Q (BAV x ¥ -V x & — k*(BA)"'¥ . ®)dx.

P

Then the weak formulation of (ZI0)-(EII) is: Given g € H~Y/?(Div;I'p), find
E € H(curl, ,), such that n x E=gonlp, xxE=0on I'y, and

(4.2) b(E,®) =0, V&< Hy(curl;Q,).

Let 1"’;, which consists of piecewise triangles whose vertices lie on I',, be an
approximation of I',. Let QZ be the subdomain of 2, bounded by I'p and I‘}pl. Let
My, be a regular triangulation of the domain QZ We will use the lowest order

Nédeléc edge element [19] for which the finite element space Uy, over My, is defined
by

Up, = {u € H(cur; Q}) : u|x = ag + bg x x,Vag, by € R* VK € M}

Degrees of freedom of functions u € Uy, on every K € M), are fe» u-dli=1,...,6,
where eq, ..., eg are the six edges of K. Denote U, = U;, N Hy(curl; Q’;) In the

[e]
following, we will always assume that the functions in U are extended to the

domain €2, by zero so that any function u € Uy, is also a function in Hp(curl; Q).
The finite element approximation to ([£.2) reads as follows: Find E; C Uj such
that n x E, = gy, onI‘D,anhzoonI";, and

(43) b(Eh, @h) =0, V&, € Uy,.

Here g, is some edge element approximation of g on I'p. Notice that the integral
in b(Ep, ®5) is actually over QF since ®, = 0 in 2,\Q by our convention. The
existence and uniqueness of the discrete problem (3] is a difficult problem due
to the non-coerciveness of the sesquilinear form b : H(curl;Q,) x H(curl;Q,) —
C. Based on a general argument in Schatz [2I], the unique existence of ([@3) for
sufficiently small mesh size h < h* can be proved by using the unique existence of
the continuous problem (€2]). In this paper we are interested in a posteriori error
estimates and the associated adaptive algorithm. Thus in the following, we simply
assume the discrete problem (€3] has a unique solution Ep,.

For any K € M}, we denote by hx its diameter. Let F} be the set of all faces
of the mesh M), that do not lie on I'p and FZ. For any F € Fj, hp stands for its
diameter. For any interior face F' which is a common face of K7 and Ky in My,
we define the following jump residuals across F':

I[l’l X (BAV X Eh)]l =nr X (BAV X (Eh|K1 — Eh‘Kz))a
[£*(BA)'Ej - n] = k*(BA)""(Ep|k, — En|x,) - nr,
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using the convention that the unit norm vector ng to F' points from K; to Kj.
The local error indicator ng for any K € My, is defined as

M = | k*(BA)T'E), — V x (BAV x Ey) |2k

+  h¥%| div(k*(BA)"'Ep) ||L2

+  hkl[nx (BAV x Ep)] ||L2(8K) + hic || [F*(BA) " En - 1] |72k
The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 4.1. Let (H1)-(H2) be satisfied. There exists a constant C depending
only on the minimum angle of the mesh My, such that the following a posteriori
error estimate is valid:

”E — Ep ”H(curl;QR)

< Cllg—gnlu-1/2miviry) + CC lao* (1 + kR) Rm( ) 77K)
KeM,

—Im k — N
+CCap3(1 + kR)3e kA 2R 1% X Bn [[5-1/2(Divirn)-

The proof of this theorem will be given in Section 5.3. One of the key ingredients
of the a posteriori error analysis is the Birman-Solomyak decomposition theorem in
Lipschitz domains [6l, 14, [9]. More precisely, the following result whose proof can
be found in [I4] [9] will be used.

Lemma 4.2. For anyu € Hy(curl,Q,), there exists a ® € Ho(curl, Q,)NH(2,)3
and a ¢ € H}(Q,) such that u=® + Ve in Q,, and

lellae,) + @l @, < Cllullaeure,)

Let V} be the standard H'-conforming piecewise linear finite element space
over My, and Xofh = H} (Q'F}) N V,. In the following, we will also assume that
the functions in ‘O/h are extended to the domain €2, by zero so that any function
in lo/h is also a function in H}(2,). In §5.3, we will use the Clément operator
rht HH(Q,) — Vh [11] and the Beck- Hlptmalr Hoppe-Wohlmuth interpolation op-
erator 7, : H*(Q,)® NHy(curl; Q,) — Uh [4] which satisfy the following estimates:
(4.4)

o —rnellre) < Chrl Ve lliz gy, |0 = rne 2 < Chil®|| Ve L2y
(4.5)

1@ — m@ |2y < Chicl| VR lpa (), | @ = m® [l (ry < Chil*l| V@ |l
where A is the union of elements on M, with non-empty intersection with A,
A=K eMyor FeF,.

5. A POSTERIORI ERROR ANALYSIS

In this section, we prove the a posteriori error estimates in Theorem[Z.Il To begin
with, let ¥ € H(curl; Qg) such that n x ¥ =g — gy on I'p; then E—E;, — ¥ €
Hp(curl; Qg). Thus by ([ZI4) we have

W(E—E, - ¥, &
HE - Eh - ‘Il”H(curl;QR) S C sup | ( P )|
®cHp (curl;QR) H HH(curl;QR)
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Since |a(PT, ®)| < C”\IJHH(curl;QR)||¢||H(cur];QR), we obtain

o(E —Ej, ®
HE - EhHH(curl;QR) < CH‘I’HH(curl;QR) + c sup M
$cHp (curl;Qr) H HH(curl;QR)

The above estimate is valid for any ¥ € H(curl; Q) such that n x ¥ = g — g, on
I'p, we get by the trace theorem
(5.1) HE - EhHH(curl;Qn) < CH g—8n ||H*1/2(Div;FD)

E-—E,®
C o ap  lE-mLE)
$cHp (curl;Qg) ||§HH(Cur1;QR)

5.1. Error representation formula. For any ® € Hp(curl; Q) which satisfies

nx® = 0onI'p, we extend ® to Q"ML denoted by @, through the following
conditions:
(5.2) V x BAV x & — k*(BA)"'® =0 in Q"ME,
(5.3) Kx®=%xx® onlp, xx®=0 onT,.
By (H2) we know that & is well-defined.
Lemma 5.1. Let (H2) be satisfied. For any ®, ¥ € H(curl;Qr), we have
(Ge(x x @), (kX ®) x X)r,, = (Ge(k x T), (X x B) X X)rp,.

Proof. By the definition of the approximate Calderon operator G, in (2.106)-(217)
we know that

1
Ge(X X @|r,) = =% X (VX W)|r,,

1k
where w satisfies
(5.4) V x BAV x w — k*(BA)"'w =0 in Q"ML
(5.5) xxw=xx®onlp, xxw=0o0nT,.

The solution of (54)-(E0]) can be represented as
W= M (FR) + BN (7, %) 4 00, M (7, %) + B, N7 (7, %),
n=lm=-n

where, corresponding to M, N for hgf)(kf) in (27)-23),

M (7,%) = K (ki)Vop, Y (X) X X,
1 -~ ~

N (r,x) = EV x M (7, %)
yn(n+1) ey Mt D AV 212
Tzﬁf) (kT)UTL (X) + Th'g?)(kr)yn (X)X'

Here 232 (k7) = b2 (k) + k#h{? (k7) and AP (2) is the spherical Hankel function of

the second kind of order n. The constants qum, Bnm, Qs Bhm are determined by
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the boundary conditions (5.3). By [B3)-(36) and similar identities for M7, N,
we know that

XX W= i i vn(n+ 1)(anmh£11)(kf) + a;mhf)(kf))U;”(X)

n=1m=-—n

v/t 1) (ﬁnmz(l)(kr)—i—ﬁnm 22 (k) ) Vi (%),

Exx®lr, =0 >0 anm U™ + by, VI, then (5:3) implies

D (KR) + R (KR) = ——2 1, B (k) + 02 (k) = 0,
n(n+1)
Rbum 0 pone
nn+1)

By (H2), the problem (5.2)-(5.3]) has a unique solution, and consequently the above
linear system of equations for v, )., Bmn, Bmn has a unique solution. Denote
by

H, = WD (kR)W (kp) — b (kR)RLY (kp),
I, = 2V (kR)2{P (kp) — 252 (kR) =) (kp);
then H,, # 0,1, # 0, and

hD (kp hi (kp
S 3 ) R S v ) N
Hpy/n(n+1) H,\/n(n+1)
5 GRR o, alR
M L/ T Ly 1)
Since N = LV x M7, N™ = LUXxM2, MI' = — 2V x NP M? = — LU XN,
we have
Ge(% % ®|ry)

I
= gxx (VX W)|rg

o n

X X Z Z (O‘nmNZn - ﬁanZL + a;LmNZL - ﬂ;LmMnm)

n=1m=-—n

I'r
By (35)-@B0) and similar identities for M”*, N”", we then get
G5 <I>|FR>

—/nn+ 1) (apmzV(kR) + o, 22 (ER) ) V™
1kR

n=1m=—n

+/nln+ 1)( — Bumh D (ER) — 5;mh53>(kR))U

Z Z kR’Ynanm RnnbnmUn 5

n=1m=-—n

where v, = (W2 (kp) 2V (kR)— b\ (kp) 2P (kR)) /H,, and 5, = (252 (kp)hY (kR) —
2 (k)R (kR)) /1.



688 JUNQING CHEN AND ZHIMING CHEN

Now suppose that x x ®|p, = > > S" al,, U™+ b V™ then

m=—n

(Xx @) xxlp, = Y > a,, Ul xx+b,Vixx

n=1m=-—n

oo n

n=1lm=—-n

Therefore
(Go(x X ®), X x ®) X K)p, = (Ge(kx®),%x ¥ xX)pr,
o0 n 1 B
= nZ::l m;n _ﬁ’)/nanm&%m + Rnnbnmb/nm-
This completes the proof. (I

Lemma 5.2 (Error representational formula). For any ® € H(curl; Qg), which is

extended to be a function ® in H(curl;Q,) according to (5.2)-G3), and @), € Uy,
we have

W(E—Ey, ®) = —b(Ej, & — ®),) +1k((Ge — Go)(X X Ep), (X X ®) X X)r,,.

Proof. By [213) and the definition of the sesquilinear forms a(-,-) and b(-,-), we
have

a(E—E,, ®) = —/ (VxE,-Vx®—EkE,- - ®)dx
(G (% B, (% % B) x R,
= —b(Ep, ®)+ /PML(BAV X Ej -V x & — k2(BA)'E,, - &)
—1k(Ge (X X E:), (X X ®) X X)r,,.

Integrate by parts and use (B.2) to obtain V x BAV x - kQ(BA)*l*i) =0in

OPML e have
a(E—E,,®) = —b(E, @)+ (nxEynx (BAV x &) x n)r,r,
—1k(Ge(X X Ep), (X X ®) X X)r,,.
Since n X E;, =0 onI'y, and n = —% on I'g for the domain QPML e get
a(E - Ep, @)

= —b(Ep, ®) — (X x Ej, % x (VX ®) x X)p,, —1k(Ge(X x Ep), (X x ®) X X)p,,.

By (ZI0) and (5.2)-(G3), we know that Go(& x &) = 1% x (V x ). Thus
a(E — Eh, ‘I))
= —b(Ep, ®) +1k(X X Ep,, Go(X X ®) X X)p, — 1k(Ge(k x Eyp), (X x &) x X)r,,

= —b(Ep, ®) +16(Ge(% x B), (% x Bp) x )1, — 16(Ge(% x By), (% x ®) x K)r,,
= —b(Ep, ®) +1k((Ge — Go) (X X Ey), (X x ) X X1y,
where in the last equality we have used Lemma [5.1l This completes the proof by

using (Z3)). O
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5.2. Stability estimates for the extension. We start by proving two estimates
for the PML extension in (2.9).

Lemma 5.3. There exists a constant C > 0 independent of k, R,p and oy such
that for any A € H~1/2(Div;T'r),

|V x BEQY) lsarsiy < CRY2|ao2(1+ KR) || Alls-1/2(pivern)-

Proof. Let A =320 5™ Gy U + b, V™ and denote ® = E()\). By Lemma
B4 and 2.7)-(2.8)), we obtain

) n (1) /7.~ (1) /7~
l & = 2 : nm “n N
—V x P = <Cl — %MUZI + lkamn h(l) (]CT) V;n
1k n=1m=-—n 1k7 hn kR) Zn (k‘R)

which yields
. &
(5.6) /Q k2r2|v « B|2dx
STy [l ( fre
n=1m=-—n k2|r|2 h(l)(kR)

+Z Z / KR ‘|bnm\ dr.

n=1lm=-—n

2 Y (k) 12
hD (kR)

By the identity hsbl)/(z) = —%Hhsbl)(z) + hﬁ}ll(z), we get
P12 (k) 2 —nh$ (k7) + kihl | (kF)
/ 2~2‘ ) ’dr - / 2 2’ (1 ‘dr
r FIFP IR (kR) k2|7 ho (kR)

2 R (k Y (k) 2
22/‘(1)(r)‘dr+/ ot )‘
kE2R? Jr Thi" (kR) R

To proceed, we recall the following estimate due to Nédeléc [20, (2.6.59)]:

Y (kR)
/loo

Vn > 1.

A (kr) ‘2 _ 6k2 +n + 1

h (k) T 62+ (2n+1)(n+1)’ -
Thus
oo g (1) oo (1)
hy ' (kr) |2 hy/(kRr) |2
(5.7) / ‘7(1)( )‘ dr = R/ 7(1)( )‘ dr
R 'hy’(kR) 1 " hy/(kR)
6k*R? +n+1

< R-
= 6k2R? + (2n+ 1)(n+ 1)

2 p2
Qan—l( G:—I—Rl)
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Therefore
P ( ) n2 R 6k2R2
——— | dr < . 1 - R
/Rk2|f|2} ‘ r I2R? 2n+1( +n+1)+(p )
1
OR\/ Tl(’fl + 1)(1 + W)’

where we have used (7)), (B7) and the inequality |h£21(@)| < |h7(11)(®)\ for any
© > 0 to conclude that |h£21(kf)| < \h%l)(kR)\. Similarly

, W (1
(5.8) n(n—&—l)/}%ﬁ‘m} r < CRy/n ”+1( szz)

WY (kR)
By B9) we have |5, (kR)|~! < C, thus

IN

P M (27 2
5.9 k2R2M dr = k*R?|5,(kR)|™> -/ 7 dr
M
R zn (ER)
(1)
< CKR / ]7}‘8) (kr)‘ dr
R 'hy ' (kR)
R 6k2 R2
< 2p2 .
< CKR 2n—|—1( + n—|—1)
R

< CK*R*(1 +k*R?)
Substituting (.8)-(E3) into (B0 we get

/QPML 7‘2 |V % 'I)| dx

n(n+1)

4 pa 2 2
< CR(l k2R2 + k*R )nz:lmg:n\/ n(n+ 1)|anm| W‘bn”J
1
= CR(l + 12 2 + k4R4) | A H%—I*1/2(Div;FR)'
Hence

|V x @ ||p2ornny < CRY (14 KR Als-1/2 (Diviry)-

This completes the proof since Vx® = AVx B®, A = diag(3 2, 157, a1 571),
and [372] > |ao| 72, o187 > [ag] 2. O

Lemma 5.4. There exists a constant C > 0 independent of k, R, p, and o¢ such
that for any A € H™1/2(Div;T'r),

I BE(A) [[z(arsy < CRY2|ag| (1 + kR | A -1/ (Divirg)-

Proof. Let A\ =32° 5" 4, U + b, VI and denote & = E()). From (Z3)
and (Z71)-23), we have

- (R z;” h) (k7
q) Z Z (1) ) bnmUzl - %anmvg
(kR) hy/ (kR)

n=1m=-—n
(1) (1.~
—i—E n(n—i—l)hg)i(kr)bmnYnm& .
r zn ' (ER)
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Thus

KD (ki) 12
[ saras = >0 S [T P

n=1m=—-n h(l)(kR

2 () () 12 ,
/ ‘_‘ (‘(17]“;) —I—n(n-ﬁ-l)’%‘)wnm dr.

Since |2\ (k7)| < | (kR)| by Lemma B2, we have

1) (k1)
(5.10) / ’ - ‘dr<p R<CR.
ho (kR)
By [B3) we have |6, (kR)| ™t < Cn_1(1 + kR). Thus by (&), we have
) 2
5.11 / e P L
o) 3f e
- L
_ kR/ e h(l)k ’dr 16, (kR)| 2
1+ kR)?
< k2R2~C’R\/n(n+1)<1+k2R2>-C( n2)
1
< CR————(1+kR)“
nn+1)
Finally, by (&.8) we get
p p2 My 2
(5.12) n(n+1)/ Rzlhli(’“") dr
r 7| )(kR)
k;f)
E*R? -n(n+1) / ————= 1 dr-|6,(kR
n( b kR)] 00 (kR)|~2
kR)?
< 12p2 (1+
< KR CRYn(n+ 1)(1+ k2R2) e
1
< CR————(1+kR)".
n(n+1)

Substituting (B.10)-(E12) into (BI0]), we obtain
—|®?dx < CR(1+kR) nml” + by |*
[ 18P0 < CROAER'S 3 ol + i

n=1m=-—n ]‘)

< CR(]' + kR) || A ||H*1/2(Div;FR)’
which implies
| @ ||z (@rey < CRYZ(1+ ER)?|| A lgr-1/2 (Divirr)-

This completes the proof by using the fact that B = diag(a,5,8) and |af <
|aol, 18] < |l O

The following result on the extension & is the main objective of this subsection.



692 JUNQING CHEN AND ZHIMING CHEN

Lemma 5.5. Let ® be the extension of ® € H(curl;Qg) according to (5.2)-[G-3).
Then we have

@]l curtorae < CC™HaoPRY2(1+ kR)®|| % X @ [|l1-1/2 (Diviry) -
Proof. Let ® = E(x x ®|r,,) be the PML extension of X x ®|p,. Then ® satisfies
V x BAV x ® — k*(BA)™!

X X

0 in R*\Bg,

= )A(Xé OHFR.

i B0

Let w=& — Bi*; then w satisfies
V x BAV xw — k*(BA)"'w =0 in Q"M
*xxw=0onTg, %xxw=-—BP&x®|r,)onl,.
By Lemma [B.6] and (B.I5])
IWleurtorsn < CCHao*|| BE(X x @|ry) [l-1/2(Divir, )

CC™H 1+ kR)|oo*[ % X ® [|gg-1/2(Div:rg)-

A

By Lemmas (E3H5.5] we have

|B@||eurrornn < CRY?(1+ kR)?|ag|*| % X @ ||s-1/2(Diviry) -
This completes the proof by using the triangle inequality. Il
5.3. Proof of Theorem 4.3l Our starting point is (5.1)). To estimate the second
term in (BI)), for any ® € H(curl;Qg) such that n x ® = 0 on I'p, we denote
by @ its extension to QFML according to (5.2)-(5.3). Thus @ € Hy(curl;2,). By
Lemma 2] there exists ¥ € Hy(curl;Q,) (H'(Q,)® and ¢ € H}(£,) such that
d=w+ Ve, and

lellar,) + 1®lao,) < Cllelacure,)-

By Lemma [5.5] and the trace inequality for H(curl; Qg), we then have

(5.13) lellme,) + ¥l (0,) < COT RY2|ag (1 + kR)?||® || s(curtion) -

Let &), = Vrpp+m, ¥, where 1, : H}(Q,) — IO/h and 7, : H'(Q,)* N Ho(curl; Q,)
— IciTh are the interpolation operators defined at the end of §4. By the error
representation formula in Lemma [(.2] we have
a(E — E;, ®)
= —b(Ep, O+ Vo — (1% + Vrpe)) +1k((Ge — Go) (X x Ey), (X X ®) X X)rj,
- —/Q (BAV X Ep -V x (U —m,8) — K2(BA)'Ey, - (¥ — Wh'i'))dx

P

+/ kE*(BA)T'E, - V(¢ — mh@)dx
Q

+1k{(Ge — Go) (X X Ep), (X X &) X X)p,,
= T4 11+ 1IL
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By using integration by parts, the estimates (£4)-([&5]), and the standard argument
in the a posteriori error analysis, we obtain

1/2
enl < e X nk)  (elmo,) + 1¥l,)
KeM,,

. ) ) 1/2
007131/2\ao|3(1+kR)3( Z 77%() 1P|l e (curt;5)
KeMy,

IN

where we have used (513) in the last inequality. By Lemma[37 and trace inequality
for H(curl; Qg), we have

A —Im(kp)(1— BH)1/2
| < COH 1+ kR aglPe ™ P02 % 5 B 172 (Divir) @ accurtiazn) -
This completes the proof by (G.1I). d

6. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

The implementation of the adaptive algorithm in this section is based on the
adaptive finite element package ALBERT [22] and its adaptation to the edge el-
ement by Dr. Long Wang. The computation is carried out on an Origin 3800.
We use the a posteriori error estimate in Theorem 1] to determine the PML pa-
rameters. According to the discussion in section 3, we choose the PML medium
property as the power function and thus we need only to specify the thickness p— R
of the layer and the medium parameter og. Recall from Theorem [L1] that the a
posteriori error estimate consists of two parts: the PML error and the finite element
discretization error. In our implementation we first choose p and o such that the
exponentially decaying factor

(6.1) P U5
which makes the PML error negligible compared with the finite element discretiza-
tion errors. Once the PML region and the medium property are fixed, we use the
standard finite element adaptive strategy to modify the mesh according to the a
posteriori error estimate (cf. e.g. [§]).

In the following we report two numerical examples to demonstrate the competi-
tive behavior of the proposed algorithm.

<1078,

Example 1. Let the scatterer D be the unit ball and £ = 1. We consider the
scattering problem whose exact solution is known:
E = M}(|x|, %) = V x {xhi" (Ix)) Y] (%)}

Figure shows the log Ny-log ||V x (E — Eg) [|L2(qy) curves, where Ni is the
number of edges of the mesh My, and Ey, is the finite element solution of (Z3]) over
the mesh M. It indicates that the meshes and the associated numerical complexity
are quasi-optimal: ||V x (E — Ey) [[L2(,) * C’Nk_l/3 is valid asymptotically.

One of the important quantities in the scattering problem is the far field

Eo (%) = %5{ X /F (nx E)(y)+ (n x %V x E)(y) x X)e **¥qs,.

Figures shows the far fields for different choices of PML parameters p and .
We observe that our adaptive algorithm is robust with respect to the choice of the
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FIGURE 6.1. The quasi-optimality of the adaptive mesh refine-
ments of the error |V x (E — Ey) ||L2(q,) for Example 1.
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FIGURE 6.2. The module of the real part of the far fields in the
direction (1,0, 0) for Example 1.

thickness of the PML layer: the far fields of the scattering solutions are insensitive
to the choices of the PML parameters.

Example 2. This example concerns the scattering of the plane wave E! = e'*3¢;
from a perfectly conducting metal. The scatterer D is shown in Figure

In Figure 6.4 we show the mesh after 18 adaptive iterations when p = 2R

6 with 817078 edges.

Figure shows the log Ny-log & curves, where &
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-
'S

FI1GURE 6.3. The U-shape scatterer for Example 2.

A
Ve
SRR

FIGURE 6.4. The mesh of 817078 edges after 18 adaptive refine-
ments, p = 2R = 6 for Example 2.

(X kem, n%)'/? is the associated a posteriori error estimate. It indicates that the

meshes and the associated numerical complexity are quasi-optimal: &, ~ CN, 1/3
is valid asymptotically.

Figure shows the far fields in the direction (1,0, 0) for different choices of the
PML parameters. Again we observe that the far fields are insensitive to the choices
of the PML parameters.
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FIGURE 6.5. The quasi-optimality of the adaptive mesh refine-
ments of the a posteriori error estimator for Example 2.
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FIGURE 6.6. The module of the real part of the far fields in the
direction (1,0, 0) for Example 2.
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