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Summary. The difference between the fundamental solutions of differential equa-
tions governing the same physical phenomenon in two different, physical media is in-
vestigated. A stationary expression of this difference is established, leading to a Ritz—
Galerkin procedure. The Ritz—Galerkin system is solved analytically, providing a
representing series for the difference of the two fundamental solutions as a functional
of either one or the other of these functions. The convergence of the series is a consequence
of its construction itself. Physical examples are considered which show that the con-
vergence rate can be partially controlled.

Introduction. Many physical phenomena are well described by partial differential
equations with variable coefficients—for instance, the propagation of acoustical waves
in the sea, of light in the high atmosphere, or the vibrations of complex mechanical
structures. The literature on this topic is full of different methods leading to various
approximations [1]. Nevertheless, no general method seems to have been developed
up to now.

It is well known that the solution of any boundary-value problem can be reached
when the fundamental solution of the governing equation, defined in the whole space
and satisfying a suitable Sommerfeld condition, is known. For this reason, this paper
will deal with the construction of such a fundamental solution; that is, the field of a
point source in the indefinite space is investigated.

Let two physical media be described by two elliptic operators £ and A governing
the same physical phenomenon, but corresponding to two different physical data. Let
G and T be the fundamental solutions of £ and A respectively which satisfy a Sommerfeld
condition expressing that no energy is sent back by points at infinity. Finally, assume
that £ and A differ on a bounded space domain, say w.

Generally, the different methods consider that one of the two operators, say £, is
the perturbation of the other, the fundamental solution of which is known. A perturbation
parameter is pointed out which is assumed to be small according to some norm. The
unknown solution is expressed, as a functional of T, by a series of the successive powers
of the perturbation parameter. The principal disadvantage of such a method is that the
convergence of the series is obtained for the perturbation parameter less than a certain
bound.
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author spent at the Department of Mathematics, Stanford University. He wishes to express his gratitude
to Professor Harold Levine for his helpful advice and criticism.
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Central to the present analysis is the fact that it is not possible to decide which of the
operators £ and A is the perturbation of the other. This remark implies that the quantity
to be investigated is the difference G — T between the two fundamental solutions;
furthermore, ¢ — T must have an expression symmetric with respect to the two media.

It is well known that the difference G — T can be interpreted as the field of fictitious
sources lying in w. But the sources appearing in the first medium have to be associated
with the sources in the second medium in such a way that their respective radiations are
identical, i.e. described by a unique function.

The main result of this paper is the construction of a convergent series representing
the difference ¢ — T between the two fundamental solutions. To reach such a series,
two bases {.} and {¢,} of L*(w) are associated according to the fact that the radiation
in the first medium of a source ¥, must be identical to that of ¢, in the second medium.
Next an approximation of § — T is sought by a Ritz-Galerkin method applied to a
suitable variational formulation of the problem. The Ritz-Galerkin system is solved
analytically which leads to a formal series representing ¢ — T, the convergence of which
is proved. If one of the two fundamental solutions is known, this series provides the other.

In the first section, a variational formulation of the problem is proposed. The second
section deals with the construction of the basis {¢,} as a functional of a given basis {¢,}.
The solution of the Ritz—Galerkin system giving an approximation of G — T is inves-
tigated in the third section; the series representing ¢ — T is derived. The fourth section
proposes several examples in acoustics and mechanics; furthermore, it is shown how a
suitable choice of the first basis function ¢, leads to a good approximation of G — T'
by the first term of the series.

1. A variational formulation of the problem. Let A be the governing operator of
some physical phenomenon in the space R"(n = 1, 2, or 3). The field I',(X) due to a
point source at S and satisfying a suitable Sommerfeld condition at infinity is the
fundamental solution given by:

AxT.(X) = 6,(X) 4+ Sommerfeld condition 1)

(the subscript X in Ay stands for derivations with respect to the variable X).
Let £ be the governing operator of the same physical phenomenon but corresponding
to different physical data. The corresponding fundamental solution G,(X) is given by:

£4G.(X) = 8,(X) + Sommerfeld condition. (2)

1. Hypotheses and notation. The operator A and £ are elliptic partial differential
ones of order 2m with C”-coefficients (they can include integral operators). The difference
of these operators, say I = £ — A, is assumed of order less than 2m and, for simplicity,
with bounded support w.

Let ‘€, ‘A, and ‘I be the transposed operators of £, A, and [, respectively; they are
defined by:

¢, t£‘p) = (‘Sf: ‘P))
(f, tA‘P) = (4f, ‘P)y
(f, tl‘P) = (If, @),

where f is any distribution on R" and ¢ any infinitely differentiable function with bounded
support (¢ € D(RY).
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2. A variational formula. From Egs. (1) and (2) the following relationships can
be derived:

6.(X) - I(X) = —L,(XLS.®] = -G (XLT.@)] ®3)

where

OGS = [ T0LSW) dy,

SOLL.W)] = [ S.OLL.) dy.

When X belongs to w, the first equality (3) is an integrodifferential equation in G,(X),
I,(X) being known; the second equality is an equation in I',(X), G,(X) being known.

Eqgs. (3) make possible the construction of several stationary expressions of G,(Z) —
I',(2); in particular, one gets:

G.(2) — Tu(2) = —G(X)['LTx(®)] — Gx(D)aI.(X)]
+ {“‘(E)”"F'(X)] — GG ENLLE] @)
I (X)L Tx(D)]

(the third term may have the two expressions mentioned above). Eq. (4') is obtained
with the help of the trivial equality:

[S.(X) — Tu(X) + Gz(X)[LT(Z)NN[IxTx(2)] = 0.

Expressed as in (4’), the difference G,(2£) — TI',(Z) is stationary with respect to IxT,(X)
and to ‘IxT'x(Z) because of the equality

PX(Z)[ZXI‘:(X)] = I‘c(X)[‘lxI‘x(E)]-

Similarly, an expression of G,(Z) — TI',(Z) can be derived which is stationary with
respect to 1xG,(X) and ‘IxGx(Z):

Gu(2) — T,(2) = =T (X)['LGx(2)] — Tx(2)[lxG.(X)]

+ {9"(2)”"9’("’] — NG @NLGX)]. @)
G(X)['1xGx(Z)]

When T',(Z) is assumed to be known, the use of the stationarity of (4’) will provide a
series representing G,(Z) — TI',(Z); when G,(Z) is known, expression (4’’) must be used.

2. The basis {y,] associated with any basis {¢,}. Let {¢,] be any orthonormal
basis of L*(w), the space of all square-integrable functions in w. The relationship:

¥a(X) = @u(X) + T(X)[leay)]

@ + [ O dy ®

defines a set of functions ¥, (X). Let us prove that the set {y,.(X)} is another basis of
L*(w). This is true if any function f(X) € L*(w) orthogonal to all the ¢, (X) is identically
zero. The orthogonality relationship
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[ reos0 ix = [ peo)em + [ Lol a|ax -0, v
(f*(X) = imaginary conjugate of (X)) can be written in the form:
[ e@|ra + 1 [ rora|ax -0 va

Because of the completeness of the {¢,(X)} basis, this implies:

PO+ ' [ FOT@dy =0, v XE o,
It is easily seen that a solution of any equation of the form:

uX) + U [ w0 &y = oD,  XE o

is given by

u(X) = ‘Ax [ Sxtupt) dy

because of the facts that ‘I = ‘€ — ‘A and ‘£xGx(y) = §,(X), ‘AxTx(y) = §,(X).

(6)

™

®)

9)

The

unicity of the solution of (9) can be proved as follows. Let the existence of two different

solutions u, and u, be assumed; the function

V) = [ ) - w@Irs) dy

must be a solution of the equation
‘£xU(1Y) =0

satisfying the same Sommerfeld condition that I'y(y) does; U(X) is consequently zero,
and so is the function ‘AyU(X), which is u,(X) — u,(X). This last coneclusion is incon-
sistent with the starting hypothesis. The only solution of Eq. (8) is f¥*(X) = 0, which

proves that the set {{,(X)} is a basis of L*(w).
In a similar way we can define a third basis of L*(w) by:

X)) = enX) + Tx@) [ on®)]
= ouX) + f T2 () Len(y) dy.

Finally, let ¥,(X) and "J.(X) be the functions

WX = LOLa®] = [ LA b,

Wu(X) = Tx@)['Lea®)] = fw Tx(y) Lea(y) dy.

It is easy to see that:

(X)) = SO )],
(X)) = Gx@)'L ¥alw)]-

(10)

€8y

(12)

(1)
(12
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3. Approximation and expression of G,(Z) — I',(Z). As a first step of the present
investigation, a Ritz—Galerkin method is applied to provide a linear algebraic system,
the solution of which enables the construction of an approximate representation of
G.(2) — T,(2). The second step is devoted to the expression of the analytic solution of
this system, leading to a convergent representing series for G,(2£) — TI',(Z).

1. A Ritz—Galerkin method. Let us look for approximations in the distribution sense
of T',(X) and I'y(Z) in the form:

I,(X) ~ g b, ¥:(X)
. (13)
I'x(2) >~ i;o br' ‘¥i(X)

Expressions (13) lead to:
S X)['IxTx(2)] >~ Z by’ “I:i(s)

i=0

Gx(D)[IxT,(X)] =~ Z b, 4:(2)

Tx(E) LX) >~ 2 > b,'bs’ fw ViX)xyi(X) dX 14

i=0 §=0

N N

> 30 [ Lt OnD ax.

i=0 j=0

R

Eq. (4') is approximated by:
g,(E) - P,(E) ~ — é bsi ‘1p,~<8) - ;0 b:‘\ai(z)

+ X E 0 [ 0 X - 3 2 b [ {jggﬁj% dr.  (15)

i=0 ;=0
Now let relation (15) be stationary with respect to b, ( = 0, 1, --- , N), one gets:
5 [ @ X) ; .
by’ }""( xilX) yx _ G2, i=0,1,---,N. 16
2o [ 0 V@), a6

(In (15) and (16) the integrals over w have the two mentioned expressions). The linear
algebraic system (16) determines the by’ insuring the stationarity of (15). The corre-
sponding approximation of G,(Z£) — TI',(Z) is given by:
N
G(Z) — IL(2) ~ — Z) by’ “l;i(s)- a7
=

In a similar way, it is possible to determine the b,’ by the system

;) bn‘ ]; Iy t‘l’i(X)‘f’i(X) dX = “l:i(s)) j=20,1,---,N, (16"

leading to the approximation:

G.(2) — I(2) =~ — > b, ¥:(2). a7

i=0
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Remark. It is important to notice that the accuracy of the approximations (17)
or (17') can be characterized by the accuracy of the approximations (13).

2. Explicit solution of system (16) and representation of G,(2) — T,(Z) by a series.
Let v,"(2) be the approximation of G,(Z) — I',(Z) given by formula (17). Noting the
coefficients of system (16) by D;; , we define the following determinants:

D, = determinant of the D,; matrix,

Doo D01 tee DON—l 1;0(2)

S)N(‘pi(z)) = deter D.w D.“ Tt D.”V—l '%1(2) , as)
Dyo Dy -+ Doy ¥n(2)
Dy, Dy, -+ Doy ‘1/’}0(3)

(' Gu(s) = deter| P Dt D W), 1s’)

DNO DN] A DNN—l '\l;N(s)

Let bz’ be the solution of system (16) corresponding to ¢ = 0,1, -+ , N — 1;j =
0,1, ---, N — 1), and let 8;' and B’ be defined by:

BEi=bEi_bE.i7 j=0;17”’)N—1)
ﬁzN = sz,
B;' =0, +1=20,1,---N — 1,
N-1 .
B;" = \&N(E) - Z bs''Dy; .
i=0
Similarly, the 8, and B,’ are defined by:
Bai=bsi_ba"’ 'I::Oyl:"'lN—ly

BN=BN
Bai=0y j=0:1y"’1N—17

Pu(s) — 3 b, Dy .

1=0

BN

It is easy to show that the 85’ and the 8, are the respective solutions of:

N
> D8 =By, i=0,1,---,N, (19)
i=0
and
N . .
Z DiiBa' = Bn’r 1 = 0» 1, - )N; (19,)

1=0

i

these systems being an immediate consequence of the systems that the by’, bz, b.’,
and b,"* satisfy. The equality
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") —+N'(2) = —B:"8." (20)
is true because of

N N . . N . 'y N . .
> > B:'Dib, = X85  'Yi(s) = 2 By'b, = B8N,

i=0 =0 i=0 i=0
The expression of 8, as a function of B," is easily found because all the B,’(j = 0,1, - - - ,
N - 1) are zero:
Dy,
N — N —_— .
60 - B, DN (21)

Now the B;" and B," are to be determined. For this purpose, let {5 and g, be defined by:
bE'i = _ij/f’ ba'i = _goi/g;
f and g being arbitrary constants. The constants {5/, f, g,’, and g satisfy:

N-1
ZDiifEi'l'J;i(z)f:O) i=0’1;"'vN_1;

i=0
N-1

gmw+mw—&W=m

N-1

Zonigti'l_“pi(s)g:O’ j=01,---,N—1,

N-1
EO Dmg,‘ + (t\l;zv(s) - BaN)g =0

because of (19) and (19’). These two systems will have a nonzero solution if the deter-
minants of their respective matrices are zero. This implies that Bs" and B," are given by:

v On(di(2) v Dn((s)
B="D 0 BT

By using this last result, expression (20) becomes:

5),,(1}.;(2)) ‘ iD_N(‘l/;.- () .

7.2 =7"'@) = - Dy.. D (22)
Finally, making use of the trivial equality
YW=60"=+ET =T+ 6 =)+
and letting N grow to infinity, we get the representing series desired:
6.(5) — TuZ) = — $o@) ol 5 sm(:l%(;)) ‘%.»(‘llif(s)), 23
[ e@bnnx ax = o D

the convergence of which will be proved later.

Remarks. 1) This result is very close to that given by S. Bergmann [2] for the Green
functions of the inner boundary-value problems concerning the Helmholtz equation with
purely imaginary wave parameter. The present investigation avoids Bergmann’s assump-
tion that the operator £ defines a positive definite L*-norm.
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2) In formula (23), the two media described respectively by the operators A and £
play exactly the same role because the ¥; and the ‘y; can be expressed either with T or
with G. This is in agreement with the fact that each medium can be considered as the
perturbation of the other.

3. Proof of the convergence of the representing series. The convergence of (23) is
nothing other than the convergence of the Ritz—Galerkin procedure here proposed. The
proof is obtained by showing that the sequence of approximations of ‘IyI'y(Z) by

N
Iy Tx(Z) ~ 20 b’y "Yi(X)
o
is convergent in the distribution sense; that is:

lim | dX f ['lxrx(z) — 2 bty ‘w,(X):Iw(X, %) dz = 0,
w R? i=0

N-ow
v w(X, 2)E€ D X RY).

If ‘1yTx(Z) € L*(w), the convergence is taken in the L® sense because {‘y;(X)} is a
basis of L*(w).
Using system (16), it is obvious that:

> o) [ X X b w@e® [ b, ) a2

= ;)so.-*(y) fw dX ¢i(X) j; . ‘ITx(Cwly, ) dZ  (24)

(¢:*(y) is the imaginary conjugate of ¢,(y)). But, because {¢,} is an orthonormal basis
of L*(w), for large enough N the functions defined by the first and second member of (24)
are as closed as desired (in the L’(w) sense) to respectively:

N

> L [ vz [ a2 i (25)
i=0 n n
Eq. (24) thus implies that the functions given by (25) can be made arbitrarily closed
to each other by choosing N large enough. As a consequence, for any given small number
e > 0, a M exists such that:

fw f [i by’ ‘1, Wily) — 'l,,l"y(z):lw(y, z) dz dyl <e¢, VN>M.

i=0

This proves the required convergence, and, consequently, that

lim Z bs'i(s) = G.(2) — T(2)

Now =0

in the distribution sense.

This result can be improved, leading to a uniform convergence. As a well-known result
about the behavior at § = 2 of fundamental solutions of elliptic partial differential
equations, the difference is a continuous (m — 1) times continuously differentiable
function; the functions defining series (23) are continuous functions of their arguments;
this implies the uniform convergence of this representing series.

4. Remark on the case of an unbounded domain w. If w is an unbounded domain,
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the convergence of the integrals in the variational formula (4’) is not necessary insured.
However, it is possible to consider (4’) as a formal variational principle and to make use
of it in solving the problem in the way proposed formerly.

Let {¢.(X)} be a basis of L*(w) orthogonal with a weight &(X). As in Sec. 2, a new
basis {¢.(X)} can be defined

¥a(X) = 6(X)ea(X) + L I (X)L GW)eny)) dy ()

and associated with the set

50 = [ LEOLEWR) &

- [ 8.0L4.0) dy. (11%)

In the same way the sets ‘¢,(X) and “J,(X) are defined by
Ya(X) = 50X + [ Tx) L) dy (10°)
Nu = [ 1) Lewenw)

= [ 50 L 0w ay (12

The convergence of all the above integrals is insured by the presence of the weight
function. Now let D;; be the integrals

D;; = .,/:, &(X)p:(X) Uyt ¥i(X) dX.

Dy, Dx(:(2)) and ‘Dy(‘$.(8S)) are defined as in Sec. 3.2. We get for G,(Z) — I',(Z) the
representing series given in (23). The convergence of this series is proved again.

4. Physical examples. This section is mainly devoted to Helmholtz equation; one-
dimensional examples are considered and it is shown that ¢, can be chosen in such a way
that G,(Z) — I',(Z) is approximated well by the only first term of the representing series.
The first physical example is devoted to the plate equation: in the case of a point mass
density perturbation of a constant thickness and mass density plate the first term of
series (23) corresponds to the exact solution, whatever the ¢, are.

1. The plate equation for transverse vibrations [3]. The plate operator corresponding
to a constant thickness and mass density plate driven by a harmonic force is given by:

~2
_ 2 _ mow
A. = A, D, (26)

with @ = circular frequency, m, = mass density per unit area, and D, = rigidity param-
eter.

For a plate with variable thickness and mass density, the corresponding operator
takes the following form in rectangular coordinates (z; , z,):
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e = a4 28D =Dy 4 2Dy — Dr) Dro) 4
D D
n 22 1 8’ [D(A — ») — Do(1 — )] 9. _ me’- (27)
54D dx; dx; dx; ox; D

In this expression the rigidity D, the Poisson’s ratio » and the mass density m are
assumed to be constant and equal to D, , », , m, respectively outside some bounded
domain w.

The fundamental solution of (27) satisfying the Sommerfeld condition deduced from
the energy conservation principle can be expressed in term of the fundamental solution
of (26) by the series (23). Assume that the rigidity of the plate and its Poisson ratio are
constant; the mass density is assumed constant, different from m, , and equal to m in
a small circular domain w. Let w decrease to zero and m increase to infinity in such a way
that the total excess mass M = (m-area of w) is constant; the limit is obtained for a
perturbating point mass M at a point X, . It is important to notice that the approxima-
tion obtained by taking into account only the first term of the representing series is
the exact solution of the problem

2~4
g(® - =LE LI 5
1 — 57 FXo(XO)

whatever the function ¢, . When a perturbation method is considered, it is generally
impossible to obtain approximate formulas providing an exact solution in this case.

Before ending this section, let us mention that the case of a fluid-loaded plate can be
solved in the same way by using the solution given in [4] for constant coefficients. This
problem has a great importance in mechanical and acoustical engineering.

2. The Helmholtz equation with variable index. In this section one-dimensional exam-
ples are considered and the function ¢, is chosen in each case to provide a one-term
approximation in good agreement with the exact solution. The operator £ is defined by

2

d 2
Lo=optk (1 + p(X)].,

the corresponding operator A being
2

- 2 2
A.—dX2+k.

£ and A being self-transposed operators, the function ‘¢, , ‘¥, , and ‘D,(‘§.) are respec-
tively equal to ¥, , ¥, and D.(J,).

The important question is how to choose the function ¢, . This choice is derived from
the fact that the approximation of G(s, £) — T'(s, Z) by the N first terms of series (23)
corresponds to the approximation of I'(s, Z) by:

Y Di(¢i(X)) :Di('pi(s)) .

I, D)~ 3~ [,

(28)

So, the first step of the analysis is to check that (28) is a good approximation formula.
First case: the perturbed region is X > 0, and p(X) = aX; the source S is in the
negative region. Let ¢o(X) be defined by
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¢o(X) = exp (kX — 8X), Re (8 >0
The function ¥,(X) is thus:

bo(X) = —K° f i ay exp (tky — By) Mﬁ/_{)d

2ik
exp (—ikX) k’a

i B—z' or X <0,
_ exp (ikX) { 1 4ik(8 — k) 3

B(—ka)exp( BX)} for X > 0.

The corresponding approximation of I'(s, X) for s < 0 and X > 0 is given by:

exp k(X —s)) B — ik 1 | 4k — ik) B
2k B — 2k {exp (—BX) + [ + 6 — 2k’ exp (—BX)

2kX 1 ka 1 1k -1
+ 56 — 2m) P - BX)}{4(13 ® T+ 286 — 2ik) [B —o T B ilc)z]} - (@)

The corresponding approximation for (s, X < 0) is:

+ X

T(s, X) ~

exp (tk | X —s|)  _exp (=X + 5)) ka
21k 21k 2i(8 — 21k)*

9(8, X< 0) =

1 ka 1 ik -t
{4(6 w1 26 — W)@ — 2k [6 ok T B — k) ]}

If a/k is assumed to be small compared to 1 (slowly varying index), one can choose 8 real
satisfying the double inequality

a/k K B°/k° < 1,
and (29) becomes:

 exp (ik(X — 5)) { a [lc K _
I‘(sy X) _— 21«]5 ex p ( ﬁX) + 22](: ﬁ 62 exp ( BX)
*X
— 5 oxp (— ﬁX):I} (30)
which is a good approximation for small kX. This yields
_ ~ _taexp (—tk(s + Z))
G(s,2) — I'(s,2) ~ 3k 27k for Z <0, (31)

which is in agreement with the asymptotic value of the exact solution given in [5] by

_exp (—tk(s + =) iH, /' (w) — H_p,3" (w)

G(s,.Z) — I'(5,2) = %k iHl/a‘”(w) ¥ H-z/a(l)(w) )
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Conversely a/k can be assumed to be large compared to unity (rapidly varying index);
with the assumption

1 L B/k < a/k,
expression (29) gives:

exp (tk(X —

I'(s,X) ~ = D (1 + 2ikX exp (—BX)) 32)

This is a good approximation for small and large kX. The corresponding approximate
expression of G(s, ) — I'(s, Z) is:

_exp (—tk(s + Z))
21k

GG, 2) — I'(s, Z) =~ (33)
Here again we get the asymptotic value of the exact expression. As a conclusion of this
example, the following choice of ¢,(X):

a

¢o(X) = exp [i — (k) :IkX, 0<a<l1/2,
provided an approximation of G(s, X) — I'(s, X) which corresponds to the exact solution

for the two asymptotic cases a/k < 1 and a/k > 1.
Second case: Here, again, the perturbed region is X > 0; but

p(X) = [exp (V2 akX) — 1]/2

which is a index variation closer to physical data than that considered above; the source S
is in the negative region. Using well-known results (for example see [5]), it can be proved
that the solution is given with the help of Bessel functions of imaginary index by:

V2 J — i exp (—ik(s + X))

S(s, X) - I, X) = \/2 J + ] 2k ,

X<0 (32)
with:

J =J_;,.(1/a), J' = J'_;,.(1/a).
For the two asymptotic cases a < 1 and a >> 1, formula (32) becomes respectively

ia exp (—ik(s + X))

8(8, X) — I'Gs, X) = 8'\/2 2k ’ (321)
V2 — 1 exp (—ikis + X))
Q(S, X) - P(S, X) = ,\/2 +1 2k ' (32//)

Let ¢o(X) have, here again, the form:
¢o(X) = exp (+1ikX — BkX), Re (8) > 0.

The expression for ¥,(X) takes the following form:

b0y = i [P = XD ) ) o (— gy SR LZOV2ID =L,

_ _€exp (—ikX) aV'2

X <0,

4 B+aVv2—2)B— 20’
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_exp(kX) [ —aV2 2 exp (—BkX)
4 B+ av?2) BB — 2)
2i exp (—akV/2 X) exp (—BkX)

B+ av2)B + av?2 — 2)
This yields the following approximation of I'(s, X) for s < 0 and X > 0:
e s))'z(,s 2@ ?ﬁ/z =2 {e"p (=BkX)
+1[ —aV2  2iexp (—BkX) L 2iexp (—aV/'2 kX) exp (—BkX)]}

4 BB + aV'2) BB — 2i) B+ aVv2)(B + a2 — 2i)

{ —aV’2 1 [ 2d’

4B — )28 + a2 — 2) 8 LBB + av2)(B — 2)(B8 + a2 — 2i)

a2
BB + 29)(8 — 1)(28 + a/2 — 2)
a2 -t

B+ aeVB+av2 - 2)(8 + av/2 — )28 + a V2 — 2i):|} (83)

and the approximation for §(s, X < 0):

+ }, X >0.

I'(s, X) >~

+

_exp @k [X —s)  exp (=iki(s + X)) 2a°
§6 X <0) = 2k 2k 8B + a2 — 2)°(B — %)’
’{_ a\/2 n _g[ 2a
48 — )28 + a2 — 2) ' 8iLBB +a V2B — 2)B + aV2 — 20)
V2

t 56 — 206 — )28 + av/Z = 20

_ V2 8
B+ avVB+aVv2 — 2)B 4+ av2 — )28 + av2 — 201)
Let a < 1; (33) gives:
I'(s, X) >~ exp k(X — s)/2ik exp (—BkX), a < Breal « 1, which is a good approxi-
mation. The corresponding approximation of G(s, X) — I'(s, X) is

S(s, X) — T(s, X) ~ 832 exp (—gki(kx +39)

§ <0, X <0.

This is the asymptotic value of the exact solution.
Conversely, assume a >> 1; formula (33) will become

_exp k(X —s) 4[—1, 288 —2) — 1 3 ]
Ie M)~ =" 3 [4iﬂ t T os - a o (FARD)

Under the hypothesis 8 real << 1 and for small enough kX, this last expression takes the
form:

(s, X) o SR X = ST,
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The corresponding approximate solution is

1 exp (—tk(s + X))
6 2tk

The reflexion coefficient (1/6) here obtained is not equal to the exact one
(V2 — 1)/(V2 + 1), but is pretty close to it: the error is about 3%,.

In this second case it is again possible to derive an approximate expression of G(s, Z) —
I'(s, Z) which is in good agreement with the exact formula for the two asymptotic
values of a: in fact the function

eo(X) = exp k[ — e “a”]X, a1

g(s’ E) - F(S, 2) =~

is consistent with the conditions imposed above.

5. Conclusion. In this paper the author has looked for a series representing the
fundamental solution of a partial differential equation with variable coefficients as a
functional of the known fundamental solution of another partial differential equation
of the same kind. Central to the investigation, a Ritz—Galerkin procedure is developed.

The first important result is that the functions used to establish the Ritz—-Galerkin
system are derived in a suitable way from any basis of the L*-space constructed on the
domain where the two differential operators differ.

Because of its construction, the Ritz—Galerkin system can be solved analytically,
leading to a series representation of the unknown fundamental solution. The convergence
of this series is proved, whatever the starting basis. This is the second important result.

The third result is a consequence of the arbitrariness of the starting basis. Because
of it, it is possible to increase the convergence of the representing series by a suitable
choice of the basis. As has been shown in two examples, the first term of the series
can provide a good (even perfect) approximation of the solution.
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