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A FIRST ORDER SYSTEM LEAST SQUARES METHOD FOR THE
HELMHOLTZ EQUATION

HUANGXIN CHEN AND WEIFENG QIU

ABSTRACT. We present a first order system least squares (FOSLS) method for the Helmholtz
equation at high wave number k, which always leads to a Hermitian positive definite alge-
braic system. By utilizing a non-trivial solution decomposition to the dual FOSLS problem
which is quite different from that of the standard finite element methods, we give an error
analysis to the hp-version of the FOSLS method where the dependence on the mesh size
h, the approximation order p, and the wave number k is given explicitly. In particular,
under some assumption of the boundary of the domain, the L? norm error estimate of the
scalar solution from the FOSLS method is shown to be quasi optimal under the condition
that kh/p is sufficiently small and the polynomial degree p is at least O(log k). Numerical
experiments are given to verify the theoretical results.

1. INTRODUCTION

Lots of least squares methods have been extensively studied for the efficient and accurate
numerical approximation of many partial differential equations such as the elliptic, elasticity
and Stokes equations. As mentioned in [10], there are three kinds of least-squares methods:
the inverse approach, the div approach, and the div-curl approach. The interest of this paper
is to consider the div approach least squares method which applies a chosen L? norm to a
natural first order system for the Helmholtz equation with Robin boundary condition which
is the first order approximation of the radiation condition:

~Au—k*u=f inQ, (1.1a)
S—Z —iku=g on 0, (1.1b)

where 2 C RY (d = 2 or 3) is a bounded, Lipschitz and connected domain, the wave number
k is real and positive, and i denotes the imaginary unit. We want to point out that if the
sign before i in is positive, the corresponding least squares method and theoretical
analysis in this paper also hold. We impose further assumptions on the domain €2 in the
following;:
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(A1) There is a constant C' > 0 such that for any f € L*(Q) and g € L?*(912), the Helmholtz
equation ((1.1)) has a unique solution u € H'(Q) satisfying

IVull 2 + Ellull2) < C (I1f]l 2@ + 9l 22000)) -
(A2) The boundary of €2 is analytic.

The above assumptions are intrinsic for the analysis in this paper, while the least squares
method can be applied for more general cases. In fact, [35] shows the assumption (A1) holds
if the domain (2 is star-shaped; and [6l Theorem 1.8] obtains the same estimate without the
star-shaped restriction.

Due to the well-known pollution effect for the numerical solution of the Helmholtz equa-
tion, the standard Galerkin finite element methods can maintain a desired accuracy only if
the mesh resolution is appropriately increased. Numerous nonstandard methods have been
proposed in the literature to obtain more stable and accurate approximation, which includes
quasi-stabilized finite element methods [3], absolutely stable discontinuous Galerkin (DG)
methods [28, 29, 30} 34) 18], continuous interior penalty finite element methods [52, 53], the
partition of unity finite element methods [2, 42], the ultra weak variational formulation [13],
plane wave DG methods [I], 38|, spectral methods [50], generalized Galerkin/finite element
methods [5, 4], meshless methods [4], and the geometrical optics approach [26].

Generally, the linear systems from most of the above nonstandard Galerkin finite element
approximations of the Helmholtz equation with high wave number £ are strongly indefinite.
But the least-squares Galerkin method for the Helmholtz equation always yields a Hermitian
positive definite system [16, [39]. Hence it attracts the design of an efficient solver. For
instance, a div-curl approach least squares method was applied to the Helmholtz equation in
[39], and an efficient solver based on wave-ray multigrid was proposed. Recently, numerical
results in [33] show that a multiplicative Schwarz algorithm, without coarse solver, provides
a p-preconditioner for solving the DPG system. The numerical observations suggest that
the condition number of the preconditioned system is independent of the wavenumber k& and
the polynomial degree p. Since both DPG methods and FOSLS are residual minimization
methods such that their linear systems are Hermitian positive definite, it is promising that
the multiplicative Schwarz preconditioner in [33] will provide similar preconditioning for
FOSLS. We will show the effect of the multiplicative Schwarz preconditioner for our FOSLS
in a separate paper.

A key result revealed by J.M. Melenk and S. Sauter in [46] is that the polynomial degree
p should be chosen in a wavenumber-dependent way to yield optimal convergent conditions.
This important result was analyzed based on the standard Galerkin finite element method.
It shows that, under the assumption that the solution operator for Helmholtz problems is
polynomially bounded in k, quasi optimal convergence can be obtained under the conditions
that kh/p is sufficiently small and the polynomial degree p is at least O(log k).

An objective of this paper is to extend the key result in [46] to the div approach FOSLS
method, which will be called FOSLS method for brevity in the following. We use the standard
Raviart-Thomas finite element space and continuous piece-wise polynomial finite element
space for the discretization of the FOSLS method. The stability of the FOSLS solutions for
the Helmholtz equation can be obtained by the property of FOSLS formulation and a Rellich-
type identity approach. The main difficulty in the analysis lies in the establishment of quasi
optimal convergence for the FOSLS method. We first mimic the technique proposed in [46]
to decompose the Helmholtz solution into an oscillatory analytic part and a nonoscillatory
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elliptic part. A key estimate for the oscillatory analytic part of the Helmholtz solution (cf.
in Theorem is further derived for the error analysis of the FOSLS method for the
Helmholtz equation. Another crucial estimate lies in the derivation of the dependence of
convergence on the polynomial degree p. A new H(div) projection is designed to overcome
this problem, and some important estimates, which reveal the dependence of the projection
error on k, h,p, for this H(div) projection are obtained. In Remark , we explain why
it is necessary to use Raviart-Thomas space instead of vector valued continuous piece-wise
polynomial space to approximate vector fields in H (div,2). In Remark [4.5] we give detailed
explanation why the projection-based interpolation in [20] can not be applied for the quasi
optimal convergent estimate for the Helmholtz equation. The most important part of the
analysis lies in a modified duality argument for the FOSLS method which is motivated by the
duality argument used in [I0]. Roughly speaking, the corresponding dual FOSLS problem
is to find (v, v) € {¥ € H(div,Q) : ¥ - n|oq € L*(0Q)} x H*(Q) satisfying

Ju— Uh||%2(9)

=(ik(¢p — @;,) + V(u — up), ik + Vo)q
(b — )+ V- (@ — ), v+ V - )
T k(@ — ép) n+ (u—un), Y- n+v)on.

Here, ik¢p + Vu = 0, and (¢, up) is the numerical approximation to (¢, u). Then, the
regularity estimates for the oscillatory analytic part (¥ 4,v4) and the nonoscillatory elliptic
part (12, vg2) of the solution of the above dual FOSLS problem are deduced. Since the
above dual FOSLS problem is quite different from the dual problem used in [44], 146], these
regularity estimates, especially the estimate of ||V - 4| g1(q) (cf. in Lemma ,
gets involved with non-trivial modification to the original proof of solution decomposition
in [46]. Finally the quasi optimality of the L? norm error estimate for the scalar solution of
the FOSLS method for the Helmholtz equation can be finally obtained under the conditions
that kh/p is sufficiently small and the polynomial degree p is at least O(log k).

We want to emphasize that FOSLS is closely related to the discontinuous Petrov-Galerkin
(DPG) methods, see [7, 8, O, [1T), 12} 14, 15, 17, 21, 22, 23], 27, 32, 36, 37, 49]. Recently, the
DPG. method, which is of the least-squares type, was proposed in [3I]. The DPG, solution
may yield less pollution error than the general FOSLS with fixed polynomial degree p and on
the same mesh. The analysis for FOSLS in this paper can be useful to develop and analyze
pollution free DPG methods. In addition, the implementation of DPG methods have been
significantly simplified in [48].

The organization of the paper is as follows: We introduce some notation, the FOSLS
method, and the main result in the next section. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of the
stability estimate of the FOSLS method for the Helmholtz equation. In Section 4, we present
some auxiliary results for the regularity estimates of the oscillatory analytic part and the
nonoscillatory elliptic part of the Helmholtz solution, and the approximation properties of
the finite element spaces. The regularity estimates of the solution to the dual FOSLS problem
and the proof of a quasi optimal convergent result of this paper are stated in Section 5. In
the final section, we give some numerical results to confirm our theoretical analysis.
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2. THE FIRST ORDER SYSTEM LEAST SQUARES METHOD, AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Geometry of the mesh. We describe the meshes we are going to use. We first
introduce the concept of generalized cell. Next, we define a C°-compatible mesh and then
the so-called quasi-uniform regular meshes which are the meshes we are going to work with.
Finally, we propose a way to generate quasi-uniform regular meshes.

2.1.1. Reference cells and curved cells. We denote by K the reference cell in R?. This closed
set is the standard unit tetrahedron when d = 3. It is the standard unit triangle when d = 2.
We denote by A, (K ) the collection of all m-dimensional subcells of K for 0 < m < d — 1.
They are all faces of K when m = 2, are all edges of K when m = 1, and all vertexes of K
when m = 0.

Definition 2.1. A closed subset K of R? is aAgeneralized d-dimensional ceAll if there is a
C'-diffeomorphism G from the reference cell K to K such that Gx € C*(K).

We denote by hg the diameter of K. We also denote by A,,(K) the collection of all
m-dimensional subcells of K, which are exactly Gx(An,(K)). Note that all points x in K
are of the form x = Gk (7) where 7 lies in K.

2.1.2. CY-compatible mesh. We denote by 7T, the finite collection of generalized cells in RY
such that for any two different generalized cells K, K’ € T, either KN K'=0 or KNK' €
AN (K) N AL (K) for some 0 < m < d — 1. Here, the parameter A is the maximum of the
diameters hx of the cells K in 7j,.

We denote by Ay_1(7y) the collection of Ay ;(K) for all cells K in T,. Notice that for
any F' € ANg_1(Ty), either I = KN K" with K, K" € T, or F' C 92 where € is an open
subset in R? such that Q = Uger, K.

Definition 2.2. We say that 7, is a C%-compatible mesh if, for any two subcells F , e
Ng_ 1(K), where K, K’ € 7, such that GK(ﬁ) = GK/(ﬁ’), there is an affine mapping
R : F — I’ satisfying
Gklp =Gr|p o R. (2.1)
We call K an element of T,. And, we call F' € Ay_1(T;) a face in 7.

The C°-compatible mesh is introduced in [19].

2.1.3. The quasi-uniform regular meshes. We use the symbol V" to denote derivatives of
order n; more precisely, for a function u : Q@ — R, Q C R?, we define

n n! o
V"u(@)]” = Zaengialn 77| Dw(@) ] (2.2)

Here, Nj is the set of all non-negative integers. Now, we are ready to give the description of
meshes we are going to use in this paper.

Definition 2.3. (quasi-uniform regular meshes) Let {7} }ner be a family of C%-compatible
meshes. We call {7, }rer a family of quasi-uniform regular meshes if for any h € T and any

K €T,
sup ||(VGK(§))_1|| < Ceh™1, sup ||V1GK(§)|| < Coh'~y%il Vi >0,

zekk zeK

where Cg, 7y are a positive constants independent of h and of K, || - || is the Euclidean norm.
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Throughout this paper, we assume that the domain {2 admits a family of quasi-uniform
regular meshes {7}, }ner such that Q = Uger, K for any h € I. As usual, we can always pick
an h in I arbitrarily close to zero.

2.1.4. Isoparametric refinement. Next, we present a way of generating a family of quasi-
uniform regular meshes for . We begin by obtaining a C°-compatible mesh for Q, T,,
and by setting G° := {GY%, VK € T,,}. To obtain a finer mesh 7y,, we first divide the
reference element K uniformly into elements K'. Then we refine the actual element K via
the mapping G%, that is K’ = G%(JA( ). The remaining meshes are obtained by repeating
this process. It is not difficult to verify that the family of meshes obtained in this manner is
quasi-uniform regular if we have that

sup (VG (@) < Cohy's  sup [[V'GR(T)| < Cahiy'i! Vi >0,

TeK ZeK
for any K € T,,. We emphasize that the meshes satisfying [45, Assumption 5.2] are quasi-
uniform regular.

2.2. First order system least squares method. We define complex valued vector field
space and scalar function space

V ={¢ € H(div,Q) : ¢|sn € L2 (OQ;RY)}, W = HYQ). (2.3)
For any mesh 7, and any p > 0, we denote by
V5, = {¢ € H(div,Q) : det(DG ) DG (@i 0 Gi) € RT41 (K) for any K € T}, (2.4a)

~

Wy, ={veW :v|goGk € Ppi1(K) for any K € Ty}, (2.4b)

where RTp1(K) = Pyt (K:RY) + 2P, (K) and P,.1(K) are complex valued Raviart-
Thomas space and complex valued polynomial with order up to p + 1, respectively. Notice
that V', C V' and the restriction of V', on each element K is exactly RTpH(I? ) mapped
onto K via the Piola transform corresponding to G.

The least squares functional is defined as

R((¢,u); (f,9))
=[likg + Vull72q) + lliku+ V- @ +ifk |72
+ | m+u— kil/QQ)H%%an) V(g u) €V x W.
The first order system least squares (FOSLS) method is to find (¢, un) € Vi, x W), by
b((p,un), (¢, v)) (2.5)
=(—ifk ikv+ V- )g + (ig, ¥ - n +v)aq V(b,v) € V), x W),
Here, for any (¢, u), (¢,v) € V. x W,

b((¢, u), (¥,v)) (2.6)
=(ikep + Vu, ikep + Vo)g + (iku+ V - ¢, ikv + V- ) + k(e - n + u, 9 - 1+ v)ag.

For any complex valued functions v and v, we define

(u,v)gz/ﬂuf) (u,’u>agz/mu17.
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If u € H'() is the solution of the Helmholtz equation ((1.1)), then (¢ = ik™'Vu, u) satisfies

b((p,u), (,v)) = (—ifk L ikv+ V- ¥)g+ (ig, ¥ -n+v)aog Y(¥,v) €V xW. (2.7)

We notice that the FOSLS method is very similar to the one in [39] except that
we use the Raviart-Thomas space to approximate ¢ and the Robin boundary condition is
imposed weakly. In Remark [5.2] we explain why it is necessary to use Raviart-Thomas
space instead of vector valued continuous piece-wise polynomial space to approximate vector
fields in H (div, 2). In Remark we explain why we weight with the factor & to the inner
product (¢ - mn + u, v - n + v)yq on the boundary 0.

2.3. Main result. We outline the main result in the following by showing the stability and
the quasi optimality of the FOSLS method for the Helmholtz equation.

Theorem 2.4. (Stability) We assume that the assumption (A1) holds. There is a constant
C, which is independent of the wave number k > kg > 0, such that

1Bl122(0) + lullia) + Elle - n+ ulliaon) < Cb((d,u). (d,u)) V(p,u) €V x W.

Theorem 2.5. (Quasi optimal convergence) We assume that the Assumptions (A1, A2)
hold. (¢, up) is the solution of the FOSLS method . There are constants ¢y, cq, C' > 0
independent of h,p and k > ko > 0 such that if

kh
o < ¢ together with p > co(logk + 1), (2.8)

then for any (¥, vy) € Vi, X Wy, we have
lu = unllL2(0)
<Ch (k¢ = Yullz@) + IV - (& = ¥l 2 + 1V (u — va)|12() + kllu — vl 12(@))
+ Ch'2||(¢ — aby,) - | 1200

3. STABILITY

We give the proof of the stability estimate (Theorem for the solution of the FOSLS
method in the above section.

Proof. (Theorem We define
n=ik¢p+Vu w=iku+V-¢ in (), i=¢ - -n+uon ).
We consider two problems
ik, +Vu; =0 in Q, (3.1)
ikuy + V-9, =w in
¢, -m~+u =p ondf,
and
ik, + Vuy =7m  in Q, (3.2)
ikug +V -y, =0 in Q,
¢y -m+u =0 on .
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According to the assumption (A1), there is a unique solution u; € H'(2) of the following
problem
— Aul — k2u1 = ikw in Q,
8u1

— —iku; = —ikp  on 09,
on

and
IVusl| 29y + Elluill 2 ) < Ck (Jlwll 2 + il z200)) -
We define ¢, by ik¢p; + Vu; = 0 in . Then, we have that (¢, u;) is a solution of the
problem (3.1)) such that ¢, € {o» € H(div,Q) : ¢ - n|pn € L*(0N)} and
@1 1l22() + &~ V|l 2g) + luillz2) < C (lwllzz) + ullz200)) - (3.3)
According to [24, Lemma 4.3] and the assumption (A1) again, there is a solution (¢, us) €
H(div, Q) x H'(Q) of the problem (3.2)) satisfying
@2l 2() + kI Vol 120) + [uz]l2(@) < Cllnllzzq)- (3.4)
It is easy to see that
k() + o) + V(ur +uz) =m  inQ,
ik(ui +u2) + V- (@ + ¢y) =w inQ,
(@) + @) -+ (wr +uz) = on O

By the assumption (A1), u; + ug = u and ¢y + ¢, = ¢. Then, by (3.3]) and (3.4)), we can
conclude that the proof is complete. 0

Remark 3.1. By the same argument in the above proof, for any (¢, u) € V- x W,

Co (11220 + I3y + 16 70+ lZ2(o )
<(ik¢ + Vu,ikp + Vu)g + (iku + V - ¢, iku + V- p)g + (¢ - n+u, ¢ - 1 + u)sq.
4. AUXILIARY RESULTS
In this section, we provide some auxiliary results.

4.1. Decomposition of the Helmholtz solution. The main results of this section are
Theorem and Lemma 4.4, Theorem is the same as [46l Theorem 4.10] except
(4.5d). We emphasize that (4.5d) is essential in the proof of duality argument (cf. in
Lemma of the first order system least squares method for the Helmholtz equation. We
require the Assumption (A2) holds throughout section [4.1]

We need to recall several notations in [46]. We denote by F the Fourier transform for
functions in L*(R%). For functions f € L*(R%), the high frequency filter Hga and the low
frequency filter Lya are defined by

F(Lpaf) = xouF (f),  F(Hpaf) = (1= x) F(f), (4.1)

where X, is the characteristic function of the ball B,;(0) and 7 is a positive parameter
which will be determined later. Let Eq : L*(Q2) — L?*(R?) be the Stein extension operator
[51, Chapter VI]. Then, for f € L*(9), we define

Lof = (Lra(Eaf))lo,  Haof = (Hpa(Eof))lo- (4.2)
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We denote by GV a lifting operator with the mapping property GV : H*(92) — H3/>T3(Q)
for any s > 0 and 9,GVg = g. As mentioned in [46, Remark 4.1], we can choose GV
independent of k. We then define HJ, and L, by

H3o(9) = 0nHa(GN(9)),  Lig(9) = 0nLla(G(g)). (4.3)

We denote by N, the Newton potential operator defined in [46, (4.11)]. We define Sy :
(f,9) — wu to be the solution operator of the Helmholtz equation , and S2 : g — u to be
the solution operator of the modified Helmholtz equation with Robin boundary conditions;
i.e., u= S2(g) solves

~Au+Kku=0inQ, Jyu—iku= g on 9. (4.4)

Lemma 4.1. We assume that the Assumptions (A1, A2) hold. Let q € (0,1). Then,
there are constants C,~y > 0 independent of k such that for any f € L*(Q), the function
u = Sk(f,0) can be written as u = uy + uy2 + 4, where

Elluallz2) + [[Vuallr2@) < C|lfllz2),
|’Vp+2uA||L2(Q) S Ckil’}/p max(p + 2, k>p+2HfHL2(Q) Vp Z 0,
[Aus + K uall o) < CE|l fll2@),
Ellumzll 2 + [ Vugzll @) < b7 f 2@
1wz m2) < Ol fll 2@,
and the remainder 4 = Sk(f, 0) satisfies
—Ai—Ku=f, 0Opu—iki|pg =0,
where
[ fllze) < qllfllz2()-

Proof. According to Theorem [2.4] and [46, Lemma 4.15], it is easy to see that except ||Auy +
K2uallm ) < Ck[ f]l12(), all other statements hold.

In order to prove ||Aua + k*uallgi) < Ck|| f]l12(), we need to go through the proof of
[46, Lemma 4.15]. It is shown that

ug = uly +ull,  ul = Se(Laf,0), ubs = Nu(Hof), uy = Sp(0, L5 (ikut: — Opuls)).
So, it is sufficient to show that
JAd, + K2l oy < CRllf ey 1AW + K2l ey < CRIf 2y

Since uly = S(Laf,0), we have
I8y + bl = 1o ey < C [ (1+1€P)IEaT

:C/]Rd<1 + €)Xk Eaf* < OK||Eafll72) < CE[| 1 720)-

On the other hand, v = Sy (0, LY, (ikul. — Oputy,)) implies that Aulf + k*ul] = 0. So, we
can conclude that |[Aua + k*uallm ) < Ck||f|r20). O
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Lemma 4.2. We assume that the Assumptions (A1, A2) hold. Let q € (0,1). Then, there
are constants C,~y > 0 independent of k such that for any g € HY%(0Q), the function
u = Sk(0,g) can be written as u = ug + ugz + @, where

klluallzz) + IVuallz) < Cllgll gz on),
VP 2uall2) < CE™ 9P max(p + 2, k)P ||gll g/zp0) VP >0,
[Aua + E*uallmi@) < CKllgll 20y,
klluge || 2@ + IVurllzz@) < gk~ Hlgllmz o),
|umz (| m20) < Cllgllmre o).
and the remainder i = Sk (0, g) satisfies
—Al— kU =0, Opi— ikillspq = g,
where
9200y < qllgllmrzan)-

Proof. According to Theorem [2.4] and [46, Lemma 4.16], it is easy to see that except [[Aua +
kual| ) < CEllgll g/2(a0), all other statements hold.

In order to prove [[Aua + k*uallmi) < Ckllgll 20y, we need to go through the proof
of [46, Lemma 4.16]. It is shown that

Uag = Uﬁx + uﬁ{, Uﬁl = Si(0, LJBVQg)v UH2 = Sk (HBQ ), UA = Sp(La(2k UH?) 0).
So, it is sufficient to show that
IIAUQ + R m) < Ckllglmrea),  [Auf + Pl |me) < CElgllmeon-
Since u{ = Sy(Lo(2k*ul,),0), we have

18] + K [y = a2 o) = 247 [ (14 6P L)
=282 [ (+ €l Bniul? < CF | Batllfay < CH

<Ck’ ”9”%1/2(39)'

The last inequality above is obtained by [46, (4.31)]. On the other hand, u!, = Si(0, LY,9)
implies that Aul, +k%ul, = 0. So, we can conclude that ||AuA—|—k:2uAHH1(Q) < Ckllgllgrzo0)-
U

Theorem 4.3. We assume that the Assumptions (A1, A2) hold. Then, there are constants
C,v > 0 independent of k > ko such that for any (f,g) € L*(Q) x HY2(0R), the function
u = Sk(f,g) can be written as u = uy + uy2, where

klluallrz) + 1Vuallize) < C (1 f 2@ + 9l m260) - (4.5a)
IV 2yl o) < CE P max(p + 2, k)P (1 flle) + N9l mzee) Yo >0,  (4.5b)
[AuA + K uall gy < Ck (1l + N9llazon)) (4.5¢)
lupe || a2) + Ellupe |l avo) + B llull2@) < C (1f L2 + N9l meea)) - (4.5d)

Proof. By proceeding in the same way as the proof of [46, Theorem 4.10] with Lemma
and Lemma 4.2 we can conclude that the proof is complete. [l
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Lemma 4.4. We assume that the Assumptions (A1, A2) hold. Then, there are constants
C,v > 0 independent of k > kg such that for any analytic functions f and g in €,

VP28, (f, )| 2 ) < CAP 2k  max(p + 2, k)2 (Hf”LQ(Q) + ||§||H1(Q)> :

KIS(F. )220 + IV SK(F, )z < € (I llzzey + 131mey) -
Proof. We denote by v = S ( 1 g). By the Assumption (A1), we have immediately

Blollzze + IVl 2@y < € (il + 1allme)

By the Assumption (A2) and [40, Theorem 4.18(ii)], it is easy to see v € C*°(1Q2).
In order to show the other estimate, we follow the main steps in the proof of [46, Lemma 4.13].
We take € = k1. It is easy to see that v satisfies
—&Av—v=¢*finQ, 200 = € (€ + iv) on 0Q.

Then, by applying [43, Proposition 5.4.5 and Remark 5.4.6] to the above equation, we can
conclude that the proof is complete. 0

4.2. Approximation properties of finite element spaces. We would like to show ap-
proximation properties of some projection operators for finite element spaces ([2.4).

We define a projection Iy : H'(K;RY) — RT,.1(K) by

(v =) - A, 1) 5 =0, Vi € Ppya(F), F € Dy (K), (4.6a)
My — 1,V x )z =0, V€ Q. o(K), (4.6b)
IV - (Iyep — ¢)||L2 — min. (4.6¢)

Here, Q, (K ) = {¢) € P oA (K ) ; tr¢)|af< = 0}. When d = 3, P ,A%" 2(K) is the
Nédéleclst-kind H (curl) element of degree < p+ 1. When d = 2, P, ,A“2(K) is the

2
Lagrange element of degree < p + 2. r
We emphasize that the projection (4.6) is the same as the projection [20} (201)] except the
way to impose normal component on the boundary of K (see the difference between 1}
and the first condition in [20} (201)]).

Remark 4.5. Since we use the Raviart-Thomas space for the approximation to functions in
V, the natural idea is to utilize the projection-based interpolation T4 in [20, (201)]. We
notice that in [20, Theorem 5.3], the estimate of approximation error |1 — 9| yiv,0)
gets involved with ||| g+ (aiv.0) Where 7 > 0 and the Sobolev norm || - || gr(giv,0) is defined in
Hoérmander’s style. When r is a non-negative integer, the norm || - || gr(giv,0) in Hormander’s

style is equivalent to (Eogingvi : H%z(g)> which is provided in Lemma |5.1 However, it

is not obvious to see how the equivalent constants depend on r. So, we introduce projection
(4.6) and give the following Lemma

Lemma 4.6. There is a constant C' > 0 such that for any @AZ) € Hl(lA(;Rd),
Tly4p — 1/)||1L1(azz‘uf<)

GERT,11(K) PERTp1(K)

SC ( inf ||¢ ¢||H dwK) + inf ~ ||((‘5 o w) ' ﬁ“[ﬁ(@f{)) )
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In addition, we have
Vollyy =PV-g, () filp = Pa(e-alp) VE € Aga(K).  (47)

Here, P and ﬁﬁ are the standard L*-orthogonal projections onto Pp+1(f?) and Pp+1(ﬁ),
respectively.

Proof. 1} can be verified straightforwardly by the definition of ﬁv. In the following, we
give the proof of the inequality for the case d = 3, which is similar to that of [20, Theorem 5.3].
We define P4 : H'(K;R?) = RT,1(K) by

(PWep —4p,V x @)z =0, Vo € Py A (K),
IV - (P4 — )| o ) — min.

PY s introduced in [20, (198)].
We denote by g = HV'gb Pd“"l,b Then,

q-n =y — P™ep) -7 on 0K,
(qaﬁ X ZJS) ) V¢ € Qp—H 0( )

We define p € RT,,,(K) by
p-n=(llyyp — P™4) -7 on 0K,
(Paﬁ X gf;)f{ =0, \V/QE € Qp+1,0(f()7
121l raiv, ) — min.

We claim that p satisfies

p-i = (lyy — P™e) -7 on K, (4.80)
121l i (qiv, ) — min, (4.8b)
14l zraiv.2) < CNPl preaiv, - (4.8¢)

Let sd“’ be the polynomial extension operator in [25, Theorem 7.1]. Then, by 1' we
have

||ﬁV'vA/) - ﬁdivq//\"HH(div,k) = ||QHH(div,f<) < CHpHH(div,f()
SCHE%V((ﬁV@Z - ﬁdiv@) ) ﬁ|af?)”H(divJ?)
<C||(Myyp — PUep) - g2 0R)
<C(IBF = %) Al ooy + 1Tyt =) 7l -1/2z)
<CUP b ~ Plliase i + | Tvtp = ) - Al 120z
SC(HﬁéiV{/} - TZ”H(div,f() + ”(ﬁV'lZ - 17’) ) ﬁ”L?(af?)>~

Then, by combining the above inequality with [20, Theorem 5.2], we can conclude that the
proof is complete. So, we only need to show that the claims (4.8)) are true.
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It is easy to see that

lall 5 (div,K)
<C(lq = Pl + 1Pl 2y + IV - @l 2z
<C(IV- (g = P)ll o) + ||p||L2 % + IV - all %) by 20, Lemma 5.2 case 2]
<C(IV - (@ =Py + 1Pl o) + IV - Pll2zy) by the definition of g
<CUIV - all iy + IV - Plliaiy + 1Pl z)
(HV 'pHLZ(f() + HPHLz(f()) by the definition of g
:CHPHH(div,f{)'

Notice that for any ¢ € QPH’O([A(), we have

A~ ~

(Pp+Vxg) A=p-nomdK, Vx¢ocRT,. (K).

So, we have

||p+ v X ¢||H(dlv ||p||H(d1V Y(K) + “v X ¢||2H(d1v)(l?)
Thus, we can conclude that p satisfies the claims (4.8)). O

For any v € H'(Q;R?), we define Il by
Iy (Gk (7)) = (det DGk (7)) ' DGk (@) Iy ) (F) Vie K,K €T, (4.9)
where (G (7)) = (det DGk (F)) ' DG (%) (7).
Lemma 4.7. Let ¢ € C®(Q;R?) satisfy
V74| 12() < 77 max(p, k)’Cyy  ¥p € N.

Here, Cy, and v are independent of k, h and p. Then, there are C,o > 0 which are also
independent of k, h and p, such that

h p+2 kh p+2
k|[Ty4p — | 120y < Ck(h(p +2))"Cy (h+0) + (U—p) ;

h p+2 Lh p+2
IV - (v 4p — )|y < CR™(A(p + 2))Cy (h+0) *(a_p) ’

h p+2 kh p+2
K2y ap — ) - m|r2o0) < CRY2RT2(h(p + 2))"Cy (h + a) + (0_29)

Proof. We follow the proof of [45, Theorem 5.5]. We start by defining for each K € Ty, the
constant C'x by
VP72

2 =% ) 4.1
O = 20 i (. k)7 10
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It is easy to see that

VP r2(ry < (2y max(p, k))PCx Vp € Ny, (4.11a)
4C
Yker, Cr < ?03,. (4.11b)

We choose K € T, arbitrarily. We define
A(@) = DGk(Z) V7 e K,
(det A)~H (@) A@))(T) = 9(Gx ().
Let IIy, be the projection defined in . Then by standard change of variable, we have
T4 — bl 2oy < O ot A~ ) IAN oy 1TV — Bl 2
IV Ty = 7 - 121y < Ol det A o ) 1P - $) = ¥ Bl oy

d—1)/2 NI O
[Ty e — ) - nll o) < CIANL L S pen, i IPp® - 1) = - 7l oy
P and ]313 are the standard L?-orthogonal projections onto Pp+1(f( ) and PPH(F\), respec-
tively. The last two inequalities above is due to (4.7) and the fact that Piola transform
commutes with both divergence operator and trace of normal component. Then, by the
properties of matrix A in Definition [2.3] and Lemma [£.6] we have

vty — |20 < CR 2Tyt — ] 1o, (4.12a)
<Ch'~? _inf “"7[’ ¢HH div,k) T inf _[[(¢p—)- ﬁ“L?(af()
HERT ;11 (K) PERT,41(K)
IV - Tlvp = V- 4| p2) < CH PV -9h) = V - | o iy (4.12b)
<Ch™? _inf ||V (= @)l pagy = Ch™?  inf ||V -9 =Bl oz,
PERT p11(K) VEPp11(K)
(vt — ) - mllzzor) < ChY 92850 (o) IPE(Y - R) = ml gy (4120)
<Cp=9/2y inf |47 — |05
Fea®  Jof I 27y

By the definition of 1}, we have

¥(7) = adjA(@)p(Gx(T)) V3 € K.

Here, adjA is the adjoint matrix of A. By the properties of matrix A in Definition and
[43, Lemma A.1.3], we have

IVPadjAl| ooy < CRPH19PH 1 (p 4 d — 1)1 Vp € Ny (4.13)
By (4.11a]), the properties of matrix A in Definition [2.3[ and [45, Lemma C.1], we have
VP Yo Gr)ll 27 < Chp+d/27’fmax p, k)PCx  Vp € Np.
L2(K)

Here, v; > 0 is independent of h, k and p. Then, by combining the above inequality with
(4.13)) and applying |43, Lemma A.1.3] again, we have

VPl oy < CH*2 1 (p -+ (p + d — 1)) (hy)? max(p, k) Ci. (4.14)
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Here, the constant C'is independent of h, k and p. Now, we can apply [45, Lemma C.2] with
R=1and C, = Ch*?>Yp---(p+d—1))Ck, such that

inf_ | 1t = @l (i) (4.15)

PEPy11(K;R?
B\ P2 LR\ P2
) )
hoo\ P2 Lh\ P2
)G

According to (4.12a)) and (4.15)), we have
) (@) )

Ty p — |2y < C(h(p + 2))"Cr
h \""™  [kh\PT?
() ()7

Then, by (4.11b)), we have
Ty — lz20) < C(A(p +2))"Cy

We notice that V - 1//; = det AV - @. Then, by similar argument, we have the estimate of
|V - Iyt — )| 12(02)- By (4.12¢]) and (4.15]), we have the estimate of ||(Ily4p — 1)) - 1| 12(a0)-
So, we can conclude that the proof is complete. O
Lemma 4.8. Let ¢ € {p € H'(;RY) : V- o € HY(Q)} satisfy

K[| 2 ) + Bl + IV - llai@) < CCy.
Then, there exists ¥, € V', such that

kY — Yullize) + IV - (¥ — ¥u)ll120) < ChCy,

EV2 (4 = aby) - ml 20y < CRY2ETV2Cy.

<CR*** Y p---(p+d—1))Ck

SChgd/Q_l(p + 2)dCK

Proof. Let ﬁ‘l)ﬂw be the lowest order standard Raviart-Thomas projection on K. We notice
that for any ¥ € H'(K;R?)

Vot =BV -9, (%) -7=D,pn(@h-n) VF e (K).
Here, P and 1807 7 are standard L?-orthogonal projection onto Py(K) and Py(F), respectively.

Then, we define [1%, in the same way as Iy in 1) except that we replace ﬁv by ﬁ%T.
According to the fact that the Piola transform commutes with both divergence operator and
trace of normal component, we immediately have

KT — bllr2) + IV - (Mgpth — )| 12y < ChCy,
K2 (%% — ) - 0| r2ga0) < ChY2ET12Cy,.
So, we can conclude that the proof is complete. 0J

Remark 4.9. We notice that in [47, Theorem 3.5], it is shown that on a reference cube, the
standard H (div)-conforming Nédélec projection 7p has the following approximation property

1TpY — Pl 12z) < OP_1/2||¢||H1(1?)' (4.16)
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However, there is no H(div)-conforming projection on triangle or tetrahedron elements sat-
isfying (4.16]). This is the reason why we use the lowest order standard Raviart-Thomas

projection on K. If there is a H(div)-conforming projection on triangular meshes satisfying
(4.16)), then the convergent result of Theorem can be improved as

[l — unllL2@)
<Chp*/? (k?||¢ — Yl + IV - (@ — )2 + [V — vn)r2@) + Fllu — ?Jh||L2(Q))
+CR2p (¢ — ) - 200,
for any (v, v,) € Vi, x W),
We define two projections Hyy, Iy : H2(Q) — W), by
(Iyv) |k =7 (U o Gl_{l) (ﬁwv> k=7 (v o G;{l) VK € Ty, (4.17)

where 7 and 7 are the projections from H 2([? ) onto PpH(IA( ) introduced in |45, Theorem B.4,
Lemma C'.3], respectively.

Lemma 4.10. Let vy € H*(Q) and v4 is an analytic function in Q. We assume that there
are constants Cy,y > 0 such that

lome a2 < Co [IVP0all2) < 2P max(p, k)PCL.
Then, there are constants C,o > 0 independent of h, k and p such that
k| Thwoa — vall2) + ITwoa — vallaie) + k2 [ Mwva — vall /2 0)
<|(m) (avs) 4 (5) G)l e

k:||HWvH2 — UH2||L2(Q) + ||HWUH2 — UH2||H1(Q) + k:l/2||HWvH2 — UH2||H1/2(8Q)
kh (kR
<Ck'|—+ (—) C,.
p p

Proof. The proof is a simple consequence of the procedure in [45, Theorem 5.5]. We have
used the fact that for any k£ > 1,

k:l/2||v||L2(aQ) <C (k:||v||L2(Q) + ||v||H1(Q)) Vv € HY(Q).

5. DUALITY ARGUMENT
|
We recall 1; that [V7u(2)|? = Soengoin i Du(2)|2

Lemma 5.1. We assume that the Assumptions (A1, A2) hold. Then, for any (p,w) €
V x W, there is (¢,v) € V. x W such that ||w||2q, = b((e, w), (1, v)).

(¢, v) can be written as (Y,v) = (Y4,v4) + (Ypy2,vg2). Here, both ¥, and vy are
analytic functions in Q, W2 € HY(Q;RY), and vz € H*(Q). There are constants C,~y > 0
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independent of k > ko such that

kY allzz) + ¥ all o) < Ckllw|12), (5.1a)
kllvallzz) + lvallme) < Ckllwl|r2(g), (5.1b)
||vp+2¢A||L2(Q) + ||Vp+2UA||L2(Q) < Oy’ max(p, k‘)p+2||w||L2(Q), (5.1c)
K1Yzl 2 ) + k1Y el mi@) < Cllwllz2), (5.1d)
IV Y p2llmie < Cllwlleg), (5.1e)
K lvmzlli29) + Ellonz [ mio) + lvme | r2@) < Cllwllz2 ). (5.1f)

Remark 5.2. Since we can only have ||V - 42| g1 < Cllw| 12 instead of ||t g2 m2) <
Cllw||r2¢q), it is necessary to use Raviart-Thomas space to approximate ¢ and 1) instead
of vector valued continuous piece-wise polynomial space, in order to show quasi optimal
convergence.

Remark 5.3. For any (¢, u), (¢,v) € V x W, we define
b (¢, u), (,0))
=(ik¢ + Vu, ik + Vv)g + (iku+ V - ¢, ikv + V- )g + 7(¢p - n + u, ¢ - n + v)gq,

where 7 is a positive constant. It is easy to see that the exact solution (¢ = ik™'Vu,u)
satisfies

b-((p,u), (,v)) = (—ifk ' ikv + V- )q + 7k g, - n +v)eq V(p,v) €V x W.

As we mentioned in Remark [3.1], the variational form b, is uniformly coercive with respect
to the wave number £ if 7 > 1. However, if we choose 7 to be 1, then the boundary condition

(5.3¢c) in the proof of Lemma will be
¢ -n+v=ikz on 0.

The consequence is that all right hand sides of regularity estimates ([5.1)) have to be multiplied
by an extra factor k'/2, such that the quasi optimal convergent result in Theorem can
not be obtained.

Proof. Let z be the solution of the Helmholtz equation

—Az —k*z2=win Q, %—i—ikz:OonaQ.
on

It is easy to check that
||w||%2(9)
=(Vw, V2)q — k*(w, 2)q — ik(w, 2)aq
=(ikep + Vw, V2)q — (ikep, V2)o — k*(w, 2)q — ik{w, 2)aq
=(ikp + Vw,Vz2)q + (V- p + ikw, —ikz)q + (¢ - n + w, ikz)gq.

According to Theorem and Assumption (A2), z can be written as z = z4 + zg2. 24 is
an analytic function and zy2 € H?(Q2). In addition,

kllzallzz) + lzall @) < Cllwll 2@, (5.2a)
||vp+2ZA||L2(Q) < CyPk~ max(p, k)p+2||w||L2(Q), (5.2b)
||2H2||H2(Q) + /€||ZH2||H1(Q) + /{52||ZH2||L2(Q) < O||w||L2(Q). (5.2C)
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According to Theorem [2.4] we can define (¢,v) € V. x W by

ik + Vo =Vz in Q, (5.3a)
ikv+V .-y =—ikz inQ, (5.3b)
kY2 (4 -m+v) =ik'?2  on 0. (5.3¢)

Obviously, we can write (¢, v) as (3 4, 04) + (¥ 2, Ug2) where

ikep , + Viy = Vzyu ikt o + Vige = Ve in
ikig+ V- ap, = —ikzy ikt + Vs = —ikzy2  in Q,
/2 ((pA ‘n+ @A> — kY22, 12 ({pm 4t UH) — kY22 on 99,
It is easy to see that
ADy + k204 = Azg — k224 AV + B2 = Az — K222 in Q,
0v 0 Oz Ozpp2
v _ ikvg = kza + gzA vmz ikvge = kzge + i on 0f).
on on on

It is easy to see that 94 — z4 = Sp(—2k24, (1 +i)k24). By Lemma [£.4] we have
IVP 24l 20) < IVP2(04 = za)ll22(0) + V7224l 20
<Oy max(p + 2, k)72 (Kl|zall2 @) + [[V2allrz@) + V7224l 120
<Cv" max(p, k)" ?|lwl 120,
kl[oall2) + [0allmr @) < Ckllwllz2@)
Since ik{bA + V4 = Vzu, we have
17724 4[| 20y < C7P max(p, k)P |[w]| 120
Kl allz) + 9 all o) < Ckllwl| ).
By , we have
0Zp2

HAZHQ - :I{Z2ZH2HL2(Q) + ||k‘ZH2 + on

[ e172000) < Cllwlz2()

By Theorem [4.3)and the Assumption (A2) again, 0g2 can be written as g2 = U4 52 + g2, 12
where U4 g2 and Uz g2 are analytic and in H?((2), respectively. In addition, we have

k> ||2~JH2 H2HL2 Q) + /{:H@Hz H2HH1(Q) + ||1~}H2 H2||H2(Q) < CHUJHL2 Q)

We define vy = UA + U4 g2 and vy2 = U2 2. Then, - hold. We write szz as

Py = ¢AH2 +"/)H2H2 such that 1k'¢/)AH2 + Va2 = 0. We deﬁne P =1, —i—'(/JAHz
Then, (5. 1aj 5.1} 5. 1d|) hold.

Now, we only need to prove 1} Since ik a2+ Vigpge =0 and 1} we have

[ikDam2 + V- 4oLy = k2042 + Ava 2| o)

asz
||H1/2<m)) < Cllwlliz).

on

<C (HAZH2 - k22H2”L2(Q) + ||kzg2 +
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Notice that
(ikVg2, g2 + V- {bm,m) + (ikOa 2 + V- "LA,HQ)
—ikbpe + V- Py = —ikzye.
We define )2 = 1 g2 g2 Then, we can conclude that is true. O
Now we can provide the proof for the quasi optimal convergent result in Theorem [2.5

Proof. (Theorem [2.5) We denote by e? = ¢ — ¢, and e* = u — u,. Applying Lemma 5 .
with w = e*, we have
le([72() = b((e?, "), (4, v))
=b((e?,¢"), (ha,va)) +0((e?,€"), (g2, vir2)),
such that ¥ 4, va, Y2, vg2 satisfy . Then, by the standard Galerkin orthogonahty of

the first order system least squares method 1.} we have that for any 1!) A 7,[) g2 € V5, and
any v4,vg2 € Wy,

He“H%g(Q) = b((€¢ e"), (P4 — "»NbA:UA —V4)) + b((€¢7 "), (Y2 — ’;LH%UHQ — Up2)).

We choose 1/)A =y, (ITy defined in 1.) , '(,LHQ to be 1, in Lemma , 4 = Myva
and Vg2 = vy (HW and Iy defined in 1-} Then by Lemma , Lemma, and
Lemma m it is straightforward to see that if (2.8]) holds,

le“]l 20
<Ch (|like® + Ve"| 120 + [ike" + V - €?|| 12())
+ Ch1/2H€¢ ‘n+ e"HLz(aQ).

Finally, by Theorem (the stability estimate) and the standard Galerkin orthogonality
argument for the first order system least squares method ([2.5)) again, we can conclude that
the proof is complete. ([l

6. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present some numerical results of the FOSLS method for the following
2-d Helmholtz problem:

—Au — k?u = f = S5 in Q,
T

%qLi/iu:g on 0f).

Here € is unit square [—0.5,0.5] x [—0.5,0.5], and g is chosen such that the exact solution is
given by

COS K1 cosk +isink Jo(sr)
U= — - KT
ko K(Jo(k) +idi(k) "
in polar coordinates, where J,(z) are Bessel functions of the first kind.

In the following experiments, the FOSLS method is implemented for the pair of finite
element spaces V', x W), with p+1 = 1,2, 3,4, which are denoted by RT'1P1, RT'2P2, RT'3P3
and RT4P4. For the fixed wave number k, we first show the dependence of the relative error
1w — unll (e ull 2y and [l — by /6] (@) om polynomial degree p and mesh size h.
The Figure |1 displaying the relative error is plotted in log-log coordinates. The dotted lines
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in the two graphs are denoted for the convergence rate O(kh?/p?) (left) and O(kh/p) (right)
respectively. Since the dotted lines in each graph of Figure (1| are parallel for different p, we
only plot a single dotted line in each graph to reveal its dependence on h. The left graph
of Figure [1] displays the relative error ||u — up||r2(q)/||u|/12(q) for the case k& = 200 by the
FOSLS method based on RT'1P1, RT2P2, RT'3P3 and RT4P4 approximations, while the
right graph displays the corresponding relative error |[¢ — @, ||12()/||@||L2(). We find that
the relative error for u converges slower than O(kh?/p*) when p = 1 or 2 on the underlying
meshes, however, it converges almost or faster than O(kh?/p?) for higher polynomial degree
p = 3 or 4. The similar phenomenon can also be observed from the right graph of Figure
for the relative error for ¢ compared with the convergence rate O(kh/p).

u-uh\ILQ(m/\lu\ILz(m
v’h”LQ(U)/”n”LZ(U)

Relative error: Il
Relative error: ll¢-¢

’fl—-RT1P1
——RT2P2|
-~RT3P3
——RT4P4|

| —=-RT1P1
——RT2P2
RT3P3
——RT4P4|

1h 1

FIGURE 1. The relative errors lu—wunll2)/llull L2y (left) and || — ¢y, ||2() /1@l 22 ()
(right) for the case k = 200 based on the FOSLS method with different polynomial degree.

e

h” /\IoHLz(m

——RT1P1
——RT2P2|

-~RT3P3|
——RT4P4|

—RTIP1]|
—RT2P2
RT3P3[|
——RT4P4|

Relative error: I‘”'”n"ﬁn)/“"“Lz(m

Relative error: llg-¢ Il 2,

FIGURE 2. The relative errors lu—wunll2)/llull L2y (left) and || — ¢y, ||L2() /1@l 22 (o)
(right) under the mesh condition kh/p = 1.

Figure [2| displays the relative errors for u and ¢ under the mesh condition kh/p ~ 1
respectively. It shows that for the FOSLS method based on different polynomial degree
approximations (p=1,2,3,4), both two types of relative errors cannot be controlled under
the mesh condition kh/p =~ 1 and increase with the wave number k, which indicates the
existence of the pollution error. Figure [3| displays the same relative errors under the mesh
condition kh/p ~ 0.5. We observe that under this mesh condition, although the relative
errors still increase with the wave number k£ for the FOSLS method based on lower order
polynomial approximations, the relative errors are quite small for different wave number &
when the polynomial degree p = 4. The results support the theoretical analysis.

For more detailed comparison between FOSLS methods with different polynomial degree
approximations, we consider the Helmholtz problem with wave number k& = 200. Figure
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—RTiP1 —RTiP1
—-RT2P2 ) o||=-RT2P:
—RT3P3 —RT3P3
——RT4P4 wo|[=-RT4P4|

Relative error: IIu«uhIILz(m/IIulILz(n)
8 s ¢ 8 3 8 s
Relative error: II¢-¢hlILZ(S))/II¢IIL2'KI)

FIGURE 3. The relative errors |[u—upl|2(0)/||ullz2(0) (left) and [|¢ — ¢y || L2() /|9l L2(0)
(right) under the mesh condition kh/p ~ 0.5.

Discrete RT2P2 Solution of u

Discrete RT1P1 Solution of u

" Number of DOFs for u: 263169

" Number of DOFs for u: 263169

Discrete RT3P3 Solution of u Discrete RT4P4 Solution of u

as]
Number of DOFs for u: 332929 Number of DOFs for u: 263169

FIGURE 4. Surface plot of the imaginary parts of the FOSLS solution ;, based on RT1P1
(top-left), RT2P2 (top-right), RT'3P3 (bottom-left), RT'4P4 (bottom-right) approximations
for the case k = 200 under the mesh condition kh/p = 0.5.

displays the surface plots of the imaginary parts of the FOSLS solutions of u;, based on the
RT1P1, RT2P2, RT3P3 and RT4P4 approximations under mesh condition kh/p =~ 0.5.
The traces of imaginary part of the FOSLS solution wu, based on the RT1P1, RT2P2,
RT3P3 and RT4P4 approximations in the zz-plane under mesh condition kh/p ~ 0.5, and
the trace of imaginary part of the exact solution, are both shown in Figure[5] It is shown that
the FOSLS solutions u; based on RT3P3 and RT4P4 approximations have almost correct
shapes and amplitudes as the exact solution, while the FOSLS solution u;, based on low order
polynomial approximations does not match the exact solution well. Thus we can observe
that although the phase error appears in the case of low order polynomial approximation, it
can be reduced by high order polynomial approximation.
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FIGURE 5. The traces of imaginary part of the FOSLS solution u, based on RT'1P1 (top-
left), RT2P2 (top-right), RT3P3 (bottom-left), RT4P4 (bottom-right) approximations for
the case k = 200 under the mesh condition kh/p = 0.5. The trace of imaginary part of the
exact solution is plotted in the green lines.
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