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This paper presents comparison of the fast direct solvers for one-periodic transmission

problems for Helmholtz’ equation in 2D. The fast direct solvers for the boundary ele-

ment method based on interpolative decomposition consist of two major types, i.e., the

Martinsson-Rokhlin type compressing the resulting linear equations into multi-levels and

the Ho-Greengard type which constructs a sparse matrix. There is not much study on the

comparison of these methods. In this paper, these methods are applied into one-periodic

transmission problems with the help of multi-trace boundary integral equation. Some

numerical examples are presented to compare the computational times of these methods.

Key Words: Fast direct solvers, Transmission problems, Helmholtz’ equation in 2D,

Boundary element methods, Interpolative decomposition

1. FLoIc
BDREFTRZLEDEHRFIIIGFEEL R VKR LYEZ F
T 22837 TAMNEEIhTVWE D, 24357 )7
VORF RN, FE LY B R AREE I K> TEEY
NdZENE L, MR OMATREIR I B I E S
RO K & X DE@EMEEERIZX$ 5 transmission FIED R
R BUEMIEDRENFEE->T W5, AELBUEMIED —D
LUT, AMSEBEAERE D BHLNTND. 204
ET, BB ERADYILSN—2 LT GMRES 2 ¥ DKE
fRFEZHWD 2 2HIEE LT WS, T 0 ERBU LG
UCEEREN M 5. ZOMEZ MBI T 5 72 OR84745
ICHTALEE 2 i Z & TR HRRNONERFEEZME L TX
BB ZRL 2 OO THi, FiZ Calderon DR %
EERLUZFHEIZEY, GMRES ORI ZEEL B IE
BIENTEBREHREINTVSE &Y —FT, HHhm
PRIERHESL I N TR W EE KEMRE TG AT,
REBBEREMU, BRAFERMIP2E ZeNFHIN
5. £/, B—DRBREFINIHE LU TEROELNEHET S &
SR MEE R IGAEIZIE, TNTNOETITH U T REMIE

2017 4£ 9 A 25 H& A+, 2017 4E 11 H 08 HAZH

EREVIRT IR, B—DHFLIIH LU CREZEGE
IZHARZ S OFERBI PN Z N TRIND.

B, EROKEMEORGORREHKME LT, FED
K % ABITHEGFET 2 2 L B FETTE D EmlEEMRIED
THENEFRAL TV D, SR EREO Sl EHERIEL, R
115 DIEX FER 4> DRI R FEM HEDE NI LT, KE
KD 3DIZHFEIND.

1. interpolative decomposition® (235 < k.
P3N % % W88 12 R 45 9 % Martinsson-Rokhlin 0 7575 (6)
X interpolative decomposition (Z & > TH 5 15 £
INFATHERBZMANTERZHITH 2R L, H
Y VTR < Ho-Greengard @ /i (D R ¥ hidh 5.

2. ZEMEFIZHES HE BRET YV YV OSEME—
AV NP RATEES AR ICE ST L, BEARBTH %
B UL Y VSR < Pals 0 53 8) %, [ UBAT4112
U T B OEEEE % BB U 72 Ambikasaran-Darve
DFHEO BH 5.

3. ACAU1O) %= 35 < Jig:, HATHIO LU iR (10 % A
W7 S (R R A - ik (MDY %, HODLR 1741 %
AWEAE ) 2ehid 5.



QJr

I
ul vz
$~L:1LM

Fig.1 Periodic domain

ZDE2IT, W ODDEFEEEMBEPREINTVDEN
R E R R L OVERE & U 25 IZEFE ORISR Y H
FV AL, PIRIERALOME D) SHEIh TV
EThd.

X SR IC B 1) B transmission [ D3 A 12 (R
STHZDE, St IA DK E WA Green B D ¥ Al
W2 DR TEIZNEDNPPEELREELRS. 1. O
interpolative decomposition (Z %D < 5iikl%, proxy & BEIX
NBEEER 2RV HBEIIB W TOERORABIH X 5 72
O, FMBEZNERNIFEMTELE2LEZILN, 2. DEHE
MEHICE D HIETY, AMLEmE ) LB E LR
fi% 2 EMIEIZB T D level 0 LIV EFA—HT 22T, G
HEMFATES. —/T, 3. D ACAFIZHE D HiEIEH
BEK R AETHY, £ < DEEIZSEW Green B Z W5
RBEDRHY, MO FGEICHEKEL TEL < DRIAERMZLEL T
2LEFEZLND. E/z, 2. DHERFSEBE—AY MNED
FROD, M<MEOXEABRRNITLICERLS U T I A
DEBENBREL 3222 LII/U, 1. OFFEITLER AN
BESTHTOEAME ANEZ L2 TEL, 70774
DEENHHRTHD L WIHENPHD. T I CTARTI, 1.
® interpolative decomposition (23D < FHEBEMEIETH B
Martinsson-Rokhlin @ /5% & Ho-Greengard @ ik & % 2 ¥R
7t Helmholtz 52D 1 A transmission EIZ#EA L, <
DOFERENICET SRR 217 5. EEOMBRY, Th
FNDJFED 1 F transmission RIE AN D@ HH & U Tl
Ho-Greengard O i %1% Greengard 50 ) 0 fih3d % %,
Martinsson-Rokhlin 0 75 (2B U T Gillman 5 »35s¢ (19)
DR TEHFMNTNIEETHD.

ARTIEFE S, JEEH transmission FIEIZ B T 2 A5 D
Fiik (1) % 56 U, multi-trace B2 B A X 07 % v
T Martinsson-Rokhlin D 5%k % 1 J& i transmission [ (2
WH$ 2. %72 Ho-Greengard D HIEIZBALTH, ®i&Z LD
WD 72 &, multi-trace AE D RN E AW ZE XM %
15, THIT, WS OPOBMEFFEHNC & > THliH DMEREL
RZ247 5.

2. Rk
2.1. AH4EEICH 1T % transmission BED E 1L
2.1.1. XEHFERX
2 Xt Helmholtz 522 D E FHIKIZ 5 1) % transmission
RIEDEALEITD. Figl DL DI, z AANZJEAMEZ D

2 RILDRFEIR (2 = (z1,22),—L/2 < 21 < L/2,22 € R)
DOHIZ, BONBERT 2R >ARE Q™ 25 X, TOH
e O L92. MHOLO, o AACEHBEI L=1¢%
5. Z0LE, QF, Q7 IZEWVT Helmholtz /2R
Au(z) + (kT)%u(z) =0, inQF (1)
Au(z) 4+ (E7)%u(z) =0, inQ~ (2)
i M u(z) 2, T ETOBERSM

ut(z) =u"(z), onT (3)
qt(z)=q (z), onT (4)
& R B 5 St
w(L/2,x2) = ePu(—L/2, x2) (5)
ou i3 Ou
8—(L/2,12) =e'P—(—L/2,22) (6)
1 r1

BLY, QF COMILKE v® =u—u’ CZY¢¢§5&5¢%4¢@%
YO IEEEAS. DI, qizsii%, <HY, 0
BWT EE = wy/eERE R, w BEEE, o, 4t 15
EBR, BURTHD. i DD, FERL BRI ZTNT
NOEIZ D> TR T2, wE QT 26T ADud
MR THY, nld T 5 QT TV 240 X O HBALERA
NV ETE. Faul BASE, BIEMMHETH .
2.1.2. ERELAHER

transmission fE % 5lib 9 5 B FEA AREN L U T, PM-
CHWT BRI X 2B RN AR ENMOENT WS, 2L
Martinsson-Rokhlin 0 /4 (©) % fi 2 B2121&, PMCHWT
ERIZEDFED HEREZAVD L, NAOFERIEL W
YEID (T =), EEESEMEDT L TY XANEET B
ZEMERHINTHE 10, Z0AORMETE, & (1)~(6)
IR T RN ARERNE UT, RIZET LD 4 multi-trace
s AR 0D 2H0 3.

Diut(a) — STt (@) - @) =l @) (@)

SN @) D @) - L@ =10 @) @)
ut

L@+ D (@) e S Tq (@) =0 ©)

q+ 1 _ % _
7(35)—&-;]\/ u  (x)—D” ¢ (z)=0 (10)

2SS, D, D, NT i, FhTEN

S u(e) = /F G (z — yu(y)dS, ()
D o(a) = /F %“;‘y)wy)dsy (12)
D" u(a) = /F 2220 pas, (13)
N“M@:piﬂg%%%i%%@m% (14)

Ti%ﬁﬂé%ﬁ?yvvwﬁéo,£?§%@%m%m
BT EORKT Y v VORI 2, By 2B 3%
MMAERL, G (z—y) = —%H((f)(kﬂx —y|) Bk
® 2 X7t Helmholtz FFEROHNBE S HEAMTHS. 221
HE 13 0 R OH 2 1 Hankel IS TH 2. 72, & (14) ho

pf BREBMOYOFRE N EERT. /28T, DY, DY, NT



FENETNR (11)~(14) OWRES K% B LT O Green

B Gt = Z iHél)(k+|xf(y+mel)|)eimﬁ 1T SR

m=—o00

EEDTHD. TIiler i HADBEMNRZ MLTHY,
HSY 13 0 R D45 1 F Hankel I(TH 2. GF, G- I LT
A E, NASOEARE HCD 2RI, HEBEER
B w e ROBBIZENTHZ 1B 5, £THAT LTS
R & i U CREEDO KBRS Z 2 e Hd. TD
2, ZOEAMUITS W THEBERIEEZ VS Z L DR IEKR
ITVEDEERLND.

BH, AMTREREDORGINS, fRon=fa AER
EX 5 — B FEE % O 72 BRI & D EEEE L . R (7))~
(10) % #EEIL T2 2, RO LS ILFFHERRTES.

Dt —etst -4 u;t —u
LNt —Dt* -3 o | -2
L D~ —e~ 87 u; 0
L NT -D77 a; 0
(15)
ZZIT, ST HIRST FRMEULL ATHITH Y, uFF u(x)

FEEBEIL LRI NV THD. £/, TIZBEMFHTHS.
2.1.3. AH Green B
JE 3 Green BB GT I3 HE ) ICHIEEA T2 &, TOM
BOUEMNIETEIZED, T2 DRENREINTS
Y, Kummer 21320 —>Th2 19, K ClarR
KN ~O5EF N RE BB IE X N7z Kummer Z2#% W5,
e, e () 2 RS R.
2.2. BRBEERE
Z ZTCld, EHEEMIEDFET® % interpolative decom-
position (ID)®) % 7 #6 AFE R DI 1 7 10w 7 4551
DIKZ v rEplE, O T®H % Martinsson-Rokhlin D
i ) 8 X 0 Ho-Greengard @ 5 (7 A ® multi-trace 5%
REAABRRNOBEAICOWTHRISHRRS,
2.2.1. ID ICL 2 HERHIMIITIHNDES >~ VL
R(15) %2 Az = f B BRI 202008 TA Y
MIEDT 2 TRIEABEREXSILT, TDiHHOD
fr7av s IcElT AR
A+ Ay = f; (16)
i
LEL DTG JIRERTHY, EITAVNESEHOLD
T Z0EE, MEARROIENMTOY V175 Ay 1k, 5
ARIROVERE X VAR TIME S > 7B RETH 5 728, ID
ZHWT,
Aiwi + Y UiRyViz; = f; (17)
i
LTV 2EMT S, 22, R (15) &V, A, Rij, Ui, V3,
xi, i TN ThRATRIND.

+ + ot I
D} —€TS; -3
1ot +* I
A = =N —D; -3
I _ e
5 D; -~ S

I 1 — —
i LN _D;

+ +qgt+
DM -5 6
P; P} p; P
+ +x
=T Np2p5 *Dpzps
Ry = iPj iPj
D e S5 &
P;P] P;P;
1 N D *
=4V 4 7 4.8
€ P;P; P;P;
U 1 +
P} Uy
U 2 qf"'
U; = Ps U y Li = ~
Up? q;
Vs I
Pj —ui ,
Ve _ 1 (0u
Vi = Pj f; ()i
J — s Ji—
Vp7 0
J
Vs 0
Pj

Z 2T Rij & Ay P OBIENZ WL D DIT pi~pl BT
B p2~pS IZHIET B Ay DB D SHR S NI TH Y,
BIENT, WEENENGTATIVNY, FIAT I NV L IE
End. U, 8LV &, HEHLTWD AV T &5
DERTOE T AV b Ty (Fig.2) & DR DFEHE % rank-
revealing QR 2R (20 % CIEMi L TIER I N175ITH 3.
Ri; DL OMIE H R ROIEN A ITFIDO AT IV NV &8>
TWBZEeNID DRHATH D, 2B T, DY A XFKI VD
T, Uy B8LOV; OFFEICIFIEFE IR 2 NS, TD2D
[ & Ty EOMOREDOFM%Z, T &, T'%& T proxy(IX
MR, (Fig.2) 8L U, ONIIZE £ D T Mo (MLF,
[, SHES) L OROFEDFIICES]MASILTU; B &
OV, DEEZINET S ©), Z DO, BIZ Gillman et al. d
Fik CY 2 iR 20 TIE AL, FABMBEICS T RA,
Pkt o> 4k (10) X [k Table 1 O & 5 12H>T, T, #4540
WENKEILSBENS ESITUA. ZORE, T Do
ENATN RV ELUTEEIND LIS, 78, proxy &
AW U, V; OFFETIE, BTy Yyt EoniEg
&Y, EIIEAE LICHEEL THRELADVNS W& ITIX
JAEARREIZ B W TE A Green B TIZ A <, FEEABARED
GELEARICERAMEH D ZENTEDLEZILNDS.
ZU, WELAPEAPRME EHBEICKRSZREEITIE, T,
DONEIZBEDFAMBAEDERNEENSD I LICLHER
ZERUT, U, V; OFMEEZRR T I L BMBEEERD
nd.
2.2.2. Martinsson-Rokhlin @ %

ID I & 2 ARERDOIENME S DILT > 7 ERIH L
T, AR %2 L WE IZEHE U T# < Martinsson-Rokhlin

B
‘,F2 L )
AR AL,JH

Fig.2 Ti(solid arc), T'2(dashed line) and

I'p(circle in solid curve)



Table 1 Evaluation pattern of proxy

H proposal ‘ (extension of Gillman et al.(zl)) ‘

Uyt Gt (z—y) Gtz —v)
Gtz —y) Gt (z — y)
U"? /l OngOny 48y Mg
Ups G (z—y) G (z—-v)
G (z —y) 0G~ (m—y)
U, / 2z W Vys,
p r, On g Ony
92G+ (x — g —
v / PGy o / oG <x vy
r, Ong0on,
V6 Gt (x — y)ds, / G+(x —y)dSy
Ty
G (z —y) aG
V7 /F “mon, 45 9G (@ =) yg,
y
V,8 G (xz —y)dSy / G (x —y)dSy
Dy
DFFEIZDNT, fHBEIZARRD . BIROL T AV hADsE

KEULTZAARBEZEAL, R (17 2ERL TRAD &
DIZEMT 5.

Ay + ) Rijys = AViAT fi (18)

J#i

2T, A= (VATIUN)TY, yi=Viey THB. 2T, Ry
MIEDRIEARRDAT IV NV EZDEDTHD Zenb, X
(18) HBEEG > VAV M EHALTHESEZIRVEL, proxy
BV U;, Vi ORI HEFEITTED 5B
BAD, 70y s &t~z d LT, R (16) & FABK
WCHEEMTRE RS, 2hE Figd DL 5 IZBIKRT &
2& Y, & (18) IX Lapack V—F VSiZ &), DI MAREHE
JIANTIES 2L TES. /4R (18) TRLNA y 15
VN

= (A7 — AT'UAT VAT fio + AU Asys (19)

ZHIFWIZHNTIROR (16) Offfz; 2 RDD LN TES.
2.2.3. Ho-Greengard D 7%

Ho-Greengard @ /5 ik (M cix, IDCEHEINDZ U, V; %
BN, EXRZBATHZMETS. 0L E, MEAERX
DIEX IR D A% FIRIIEME L, A DFEEITDRVK
»% Martinsson-Rokhlin O 51k & 2745, @i () 2%
XN/, FEE L LT, Martinsson-Rokhlin D /575 TOD
LB E MR ORI AR ROUTE R L RAFOHEDZD
22O R (3.2)7D 2B WT, WALFTH % E Y R E 6T 5

H

reorder

| compress

it B

Fig.3 Martinsson-Rokhlin type fast direct solver

0.010000

T T
Martinsson-Rokhlin type —@—
Ho-Greengard type —¥—

0.001000 -

relative error

0.000100 -

0.000010 L L L
100 1000 10000 100000 1x108

number of discretization of boundary

Fig.4 Confirmation of the validity

Martinsson-Rokhlin type
Ho-Greengard type
pFMM

N

Fig.5 Real part of uw on I'

TEIMRDILENH L. BBIEHM%Z LD D HE T, HAL
FRIOFEFTEL, BIMMAITBEIZRV. RETIXERLL
HATHI O SRS & ORTHE, BRNAIZ & & KR IZIE Intel
MKL @ Direct Sparse Solver Interface )V —F > & W /=

3. BUEETENHI

2 DO EEEERIEDOERELIR D - DB R & 47 7=
BUEF IR EHRFED A==V Ea—R VAT LB %
AL, WHFRETHT, TRNTERFHBEL U, #BELK
IR 0.3 OFBERELA Z FIV, F 72 AT of 3R, JE
WHIEw=2rT, NEOFEERIZ T =1 TRIEELL, &
WMEITpt=12735%.

O E BRI T Rk LT, REMETH B EY
L EMIE R EHEE (AT, pFMM & IR % LIV 2, )
HERTE D K AZ B DRIRD 72 8, pFMM (Z 5Tl Calderon
DOREEEL 7~ PMCHWT kb @) #4757, 4 pFMM
IBIRZEOHERTOERT VY VOO I TRT
A EEARMEE VY, F 2 KEMEICIE GMRES & V72,
%ﬁrmﬁﬁﬁ%Ntﬁéa BB AL DRI HRE R DR
HMBOBITZZNT N, BEEEHETO multi-trace 55 5L
ﬁﬁ&ﬁfi4M]ﬂMMTWHWMHWTiﬁk&&é%
NHERTIH 2N AR5, ZDLOMEOREIIIZONT
FRABOBTIEARL, BERONEBR N 2 THERZT
3. ith? BB RAER T, OFS, FEREMEED
B (10 v Rz, Sk GV it 5Ty 2O BAOH O
RO15MGE L 7.

3.1. REOZLUMDORR

FTFEOZYMEEMERTS. N =100x2°(i =2,3,---,10)

UL, e =1&LEA. 20Dk %%*ﬁﬁﬁli)\%ﬂﬁ%@%@t



100000

10000

1000 -

time(s)

Martinsson-Rokhlin type —@—
Ho-Greengard type —¥—
PEMM ——

.
100

O(N) —
O(NlogN) - = -
Q(N(\ogmz) ==

10 L
1000 10000 100000 1x108

number of partitions of boundary

Fig.6 N vs time

100000

10000

1000 =

memory(MB)

100

Martinsson-Rokhlin type —@—
Ho-Greengard type —¥—
PFMM —h—

10 I I
1000 10000 100000 1x10°

number of partitions of boundary

Fig.7 N vs memory

5. BUEGHEARS R L MR IR & DN EE % Figd IZRT.
Fig.4 7» 5, Martionsson-Rokhlin @ /5% & Ho-Greengard M
FiELWH D, BMAEODEBNEIZRD T LI, HEXFEREMN
121285 TWBd I eNDND. E-BUEMOREEIZDNT
I, MFHLEIFIEA—THo 7.

F72N=12800, e~ =2 & LY &, ThThOBHEMRE

FOFRINAZERT LD uw DEEZ Figh IZRT. Figh
NS, EEEREMEE pFMM & TIRIERUE I E LT
52 ebnd, UEIZLY, mEEEREOEEDZY M
MHEFR T E /2.

3.2. IERBEASSLVUA T FERZICET ILE

WIZN =100x2'(i =4,5,---,10) &L, e” =2, L&
ED, 200 EEEHEMES & U pFMM O Gt 5 O
% Fig.6 IZRY. Fig6 » 513, 2 o0& EEEMEI, W
O(NlogN) 7 O(N(logN)?) BREDFHETH D Lbnd. &
7z Martinsson-Rokhlin ® A %iZ pFMM & LLig$ 23 &, il
XN = 102400 D & X 13K 2.3 (5 DFHEERFHE & R o723, [EHEE
fRiETHE L E2BERINETAICERALEALNDS. &S
Fig.6 {2 35T Martinsson-Rokhlin @ 75 #% 1% Ho-Greengard
DFEE R U CEERM S 5% EE > /2.

/2, AEVHAROLKE Fig.7TIZRT. Fig 75, 47
BIMNKEIVE ZTDOAEY OFHRIZE /D5 Ho-Greengard
D F ik, Martinsson-Rokhlin, pFMM DJHE Z>T W 5.
IZ Ho-Greengard D /5 IZ N = 4000 {3 T2 {fi Fi & A3 1
KUTW3. Ho-Greengard D HiEDHEH AT BAL
e UT, WHYVNSHTEHITH ZHD 2012, %< DOIFFEE
FAABRYBNBBELRD-DEZEZOND. /2, —F pFMM

TIZ 20 MIRBEDODBRNKERBTH o2, @&k E %R

2500

2000 B

1500 ~

time (s)

1000 ~

500 - ~

Martinsson-Rokhlin type —e—
H‘orGree‘ngard‘type Tv—

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

number of right hand sides

Fig.8 Number of right hand sides vs time

300 T T T T T

250 -
200 !

150 - —

time(s)

100 —

50 Martinsson-Rokhlin type —e—
Ho-Greengard type —v—
PFMM ——

) I I I I
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

dielectric constant of scatterers

Fig.9 Dielectric constant e~ vs time(s)

BT LU TABRWARYHHEL R EFAONS.
3.3. ZHALICH Y B ERE D LE

2 DD EEERMEIZDOWT, Fig81Z, N =102400, ¢~
YU, AORZ MU EBHIZIYE— U TAKZ M T/~
HD, F—DRBITIIN U TELBOEAPFET DHBED
FHERFM O % R 9. Fig.8 &V, Martinsson-Rokhlin @
FHIEDFHH, Ho-Greengard D HIEIZHELL T, HUXRT K
NV ORBDOIEINAL D FHERE OEMMPSER N THD Z &M

s, WHoT, A—DRBATINIIK U TEBD LU TTIE
9 3 %4E 121k, Martinsson-Rokhlin @ AED AR ERTH S
LEZOND. BESEDOERMETNTIE, 3ARUEOEANRY
NVDEIET 256, pFMM & W € @l EERED R
{HEZAS LN TEXS.
3.4. FEXRIICNT 25 ERED LR

Fig.91Z, N =12800, ¢~ 2 0.525 30 £T, 05%AT
ZAEX B/ & SOFFERM%EZRT. Fig9» 5, pFMM T,
Calderon D X% FHE L T\ 3 2 OBEELIE A %2 B> TRRIE
HEAORBITHNEED 2 /AYITIH L 8D e = 1(=¢ct)
D& X, FHERMEIARNERY, WADFEEREI K EL
BB/ TEHARMMBEMT 2 AR H S Z LI LT,
2 DD i E AR TE I DEIZ L DM HBRRDOMEE
DEALIZK U CTEERFENZEA LB/ L2V, 85T, A
SR BTILIR I & B AR E O S TR 40 oD B i 08 BR 7 355 0
1%, MEEEREERND LT, LUADARVEERE TR
BERS ZENTEDLHEZOLND. BE pFMM DI
[l & Martinsson-Rokhlin ® /% & FHE KRB MIZIER U & &
%5e” =145 D% XTI, pFMM 2817 %5 GMRES O K& [H
BIX 48 BITH o/,



4. BhYIC

interpolative decomposition(5) WWEDKEBREREDH
HE SR ET & %, Martinsson-Rokhlin @ /3% ©) &, Ho-
Greengard M /i (1) ¥ % multi-trace B H R At (17 12
& 2 A% W T 2 ¥Rt Helmholtz 52 XD — I trans-
mission MREIZHEH U, WH OBMEFHHEMERE % i U 7.

BHEFHEICIVBONABRS LCRIRIFROE) THD.

o FRNTR & BB O LIS & OIS EE ) 2 &
SEMEME OBIZE Y, S EEREDERDZY
ME%HERL 7.

o FHEMFRIIZEI L TlE, Martinsson-Rokhlin ® /5145 Ho-
Greengard O FiEIZLLEE L TH T M ITH,

o R DN EIB %\ Tl Ho-Greengard @ /% %
B X4 B AT fHHEA Martinsson-Rokhlin D /%
WL TE < 25720, KEREMECEEY DR
AEY CHIEZMS DN TEID2BENENTHS.

o [H—BREATHIZHUTELBOALNFET DB A,
FANR D NIVAREO BN AL D B H R O B0 AME %
M7 Martinsson-Rokhlin D GENER L HF 2 65N 5.

o EHEEEMIEDFIARMEIL, BERONNADFEERIIC
HEZZITIIS WD, BRRTTREIZ X 5 KEME
D KAG IO AR AN R 2 5 4120, s B AR E %
AndZ T, FUDRVEERMTHELZM Z L
MTEBHLEZLND.

SBROFE L LT, SEEEBEED 3 RoTHENDE
A%, M ECELAR PO O BCGELAR T AR N D38 72 &35 1 &
Na. 72, FAY Green A DFEMIEIZDWTEHHEDR
WD D. Hl ZIEAE Green O HE L UL THWT WD
Kummer Z#id, FEEIH 17 O G & B s L DFEREEAS 0
DEFIEHOWHEIEL 755 728, Ewald Dk 19 %
Wb ZETHRBOINKDOEI 2HET DI ENEZILND.

SE Xk

(1) F. Capolino, Metamaterials Handbook 1: Theory and
Phenomena of Metamaterials, CRC Press, 2009.

(2) Y. Otani, N. Nishimura, An FMM for periodic bound-
ary value problems for cracks for Helmholtz’ equation
in 2D, Int. J. Numer. Meth. Eng., 73, 381-406, 2008.

(3) K. Niino and N. Nishimura, Preconditioning based on
Calderon’s formulae for periodic fast multipole methods
for Helmholtz’ equation, J. Comp. Phys., 231.1, 66-81,
2012.

(4) H. Isakari, K. Niino, H. Yoshikawa, N. Nishimura,
Calderon’s preconditioning for periodic fast multipole
method for elastodynamics in 3D, Int. J. Numer. Meth.
Eng., 90(4), 484-505, 2012.

(5) H. Cheng, Z. Gimbutas, PG. Martinsson, V. Rokhlin,
On the compression of low rank matrices, STAM Journal

on Scientific Computing, 26, 1389-1404, 2005.

(6) PG. Martinsson and V. Rokhlin, A fast direct solver
for boundary integral equations in two dimensions, J.
Comp. Phys., 205, 1-23, 2005.

(7) KL. Ho and L. Greengard, A fast direct solver for struc-
tured linear systems by recursive skeletonization, SIAM
Journal on Scientific Computing, 34, 2507-2532, 2012.

(8) TP. Pals, Multipole for scattering computations: Spec-
tral discretization, stabilization, fast solvers, PhD thesis
of University of California at Santa Barbara, 2004.

(9) S. Ambikasaran and E. Darve, The inverse fast multi-
pole method, arXiv preprint arXiv:1407.1572, 2014.

(10) M. Bebendorf, Hierarchical matrices, Springer Berlin
Heidelberg, 2008.

(11) #AAZZ A, FraA IR, PR EE, HATFIEE 2 V72 2
Xt Helmholtz 520D 1 J& A 5% 54 0 RE D e 3 16 42
FRIEIZ DWW, FHRBOE T ER SR, 14, 79-84, 2014.

(12) S. Ambikasaran and E. Darve, An O(NlogN) fast di-
rect solver for partial hierarchically semi-separable ma-
trices, J. Sci. Comput., Vol. 57, no. 3, 477-501, 2013.

(13) MAARZHA, PER 7, 2 Y6 Helmholtz 572 20 51 4
812 & 1J % interpolative decomposition (23D /2 &
HE R TE O MERE LU, B T 3 2 3 SR, Vol. 22,
B, 2017.

(14) L. Greengard, KL. Ho, JY. Lee, A fast direct solver for
scattering from periodic structures with multiple mate-
rial interfaces in two dimensions, J. Comp. Phys., 258,
738-751, 2014.

(15) A. Gillman and A. Barnett, A fast direct solver for
quasi-periodic scattering problems, J. Comp. Phys.,
248, 309-322, 2013.

(16) MaAZ5L, PEREE, 2 X7t Helmholtz /i # AX D trans-
mission 5 5t EE O @R EHE IR IOV T, SHEAME T
HEmSCEE, Vol. 16, 97-102, 2016.

(17) R. Hiptmair and C. Jerez-Hanckes, Multiple traces
boundary integral formulation for Helmholtz transmis-
sion problems, Adv. Comput. Math., 37.1, 39-91, 2012.

(18) ZyEEa A, PHAT IR, 5o o 00 8 E A 1 4 12 35
7= 2 ¥ 5t Helmholtz /52X D transmission R IZ & 1
AR S ARENEDOEFR, FHREBEE T %5 CE,
Vol. 16, 73-78, 2016.

(19) CM. Linton, The Green’s function for the two-
dimensional Helmholtz equation in periodic domains,
Journal of Engineering Mathematics, 33, 377-401, 1998.

(20) M. Gu, SC. Eisenstat, Efficient algorithms for com-
puting a strong rank-revealing QR factorization, SIAM
Journal on Scientific Computing, 17, 848-869, 1996.

(21) A. Gillman, PM. Young, PG. Martinsson, A direct
solver with O(N) complexity for integral equations on
one-dimensional domains, Frontiers of Mathematics in
China 7.2, 217-247, 2012.



