0oooo0O0oooo
990 0 1997 0 206-215 206

EESBEICH T BRROES OERRRE LURBRBICLSEE

% E— (Norikazu SAITO), #H % (Hirosur FUJITA)
| B RE BT

§1. &

14> &1k (domain decomposition method ; DDM) & 13, w5 FRRICKHN T2 H 2BORER
BR7ZINVITVXLT, 56N EHEERENS DONOBSHEBRICHE L ZEER ETERINZESM
FERENIIBS I EZE>TEAEBRETODLEOBENRER/ LS ETHHFETHD. EBENIC
1%, H. A. Schwarz M3JEIE R/ % kT Dirichlet FIEDEZ#R T 5 & ZITHWEH (Schwarz
alternating method) IZE TEINDIEB T EMTE BN, EETIE, I, BIZFFIIBIT5ERS
FEIRAOERBEFEICHTAREELREES I 2L —2a Y KEBLTEDRFEEL L TREOLEN
5HE OWENRINTNS.

EIRDEEDFFITIISDIXD 3 ONHEIT 5N 5:(1°) BB ZLET A LIk, FEOAMFIL
MERITRA, 6K, FIERERSINZHAHE (T 28EBMED) BEHEND EOMED
HHEICHART I+212) MELRE>TWA. (2°) EBRZRAAIICIRVEZA S ZENS, EDEE
KHoEBROBHINKRBICERINS. (3°) BER5FHEBM LTRELRLZMAFEXRMOEKA, &
SRR 2R EREERATHIENTES.

BERINTVSEBESEEOMEDOL I, BB RREREONRNE, FICREOEERICSH
FARILE DK R EICEFLTNSR, F@d, Th5 SRR, EREKTOMEERE
L, EBAEIC L2 RIEMEORITHREREEZMATS. FiC, BAEEEDS UOBMENLBIR
MEEOPEDHESIIRIFTHEBOERIEREZEE, HELEBOSENIBCEBMNTA—FD
BESBEREZRRBTHIELE2EHEL TS, EE, BoEEOBRIZOVTO, H5HEMEN DN
BAREDTIZ, ALER L TOREOBROES OBHRTELBD LENTELDOT, TNERET
5.
B4 DT EIE, BECHRBRIEARDER & Steklov-Poincaré fEFZR O M Z2 A WS IERARRA
RFHET, 2L [4], 5] REDVWTWS. E£ik, KXRXOERO—IIL, MU [4], [5] THRE= N
HBROWERETHH 5.

ZOMX T, HENREROEBR I 200 T 50806, M 2 XTOBR S M MBS RERN
BOAEEZDIEILTS. Thabb, Bix D target FBIIXD Poisson FFERXD Dirichlet HEF &
FRETH 5;

(1) { —Au = f inQ,

u = B onl=080Q.

2EL QB REAOERRERT, TOERT = 00 URAMICEONTHBETS. A =08%/022+
8%/0y? V¥ Laplace fEEETH D, k7= f € L?(Q),8 € HY2(D) 2IRETS. ZOREDTT (1) 1
—BERMRic HY(Q) 2/FD. B3, f e L2(Q) RO VIC f € HYQ) RELTHUTOHRITE
DEFEATS. i, £EEREZSEIL TTEIRIERI—RICAREHEBBBDT, f € LA(Q)
2RELUTHRIC @ € H2(Q) BRHEQMIII/TE N,
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ERODEELTD, BOWHERDDOEELS. Thbb, SAERQ MATERy IK&>T2D
DEHERRS Q1, W KHABINTNB ERET B;

ﬁ=91UQzU7, QNN =0.

LUy B2 AT SBIFMICORM> TS LS & S (Figure 1,2). v BEBSMTHBETS.
=001\, 2 = O \y EBE, n TEXTWBEEN S DA ZBMERRY MLEETHOL
T3. L, 25T 5L, v LOBMBHRARY MUZDWTORERE-> D LEWDT, oy k
T, v 12&D Q 25 Qy AN D BAEEAY MLERTHDET 5.
FWXIIRDEDITHEREINTNS; §2 TDN REEEFIENS DDM 7))V 33U XADERZE
L, §3 m;tgz!_:a:f;m@ﬁf&%mm‘a §4 TIRBHMEROBRIIH LT, RA DB TEE
i, HBBEHEEERL, LT, TNHORED T CENNSEEEERE LTS, §5 TDN K
EEEANVZREEROBREZRFL, R OEFTERORZ Y, EEERORILRLS. BEIC,
DD-NN R#H&EFIENS DDM 7))V TY XARDWTHEB L ZENESNEDT, ThE, §6
THEEIZBNTT 5.

Q2 Q

Figure 1. Figure 2.

§2. DN R
& U®IT Dirichlet-Neumann (DN) KEEHEMRENEROKEAF—LIZDNTEET 5.
@, WPy, (A®} 2, 2hEh, g, dla,, i, KT8k KOELRET .

DN R#E#: AO % FoggsEs L CEtmos (oM}, (P}, At} k=0,1,--) %
RCTERT 3;

—Au(lk) = f in Q4 —Au%:; =/ in €Y,
(2) ' 'U:(lk) = ﬂ on Pl) 'U:(zk) - ﬂ (k) on F2,
. ugk) — A\® on 7, Ou,y - Ou,y on
on v ’
(3) Alk+1) — (1 0))\(") + Hu(k) on 7.

CT,0<0 <1 EEMNIA—FITHS.

+§J‘/J\é 72 6 ZHENIE, DN REAF—LTERI NZALBOF & BEMR E DOREREAICR
B®95Z tu§<%bnt$%T%é(Wx@UQ)tm:ﬁ%mﬁﬁmmﬁﬂtm:i&0<r<l
Eeo>0BEELT

(4) W) < coF’“llf“’)ll
MEOMDZETHS. T, ||| BdHsELR/ NVLERL, (B 3k HEEORETD v DR
EERT; ' '

(5) ¢E) = 2k _ 3 onvy.
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bmuambﬁam@%m'Boaammmﬁmmax—aowgﬁfﬁb,%@ag@mﬁ@ﬁé@
FHE T OBETHS. ébk,ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁm B EBR L ORMBROERERESIEEVA
NBT LXK TEM/INT A— 5®§ﬁm§ﬁéb FDEZDPERDEIZBHICTHEETHET
»H5.

, DN&@Z#—A@W%@ﬁékomrm:ﬁkwﬁtﬁﬁm~%né¢«5®r%2mmAéﬁ§
bt&l§4r$b<ﬁ«6

§3. ﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁ,f

AzﬁﬁytmDmdmvr % % Neumann 5— 5 BT EIERENRA OBHRIC BN TEE
BEEIERLT. TOBRWIEMFEI Steklov-Poincaré f’ﬁﬁ?ﬁ&@fiﬂ HEEAE T I TY X LADEN
CHLTERBERZLLTRSESNTNS.
| ZOHiTIZ Steklov-Poincaré (B EOEH L EMEEEEAERNABAN OEETS. £, 20
ERAZROZABERICLDERREDNIS J- BREEB LRI, v LolEE, bbb (R oWifke
BRREEHTS. ;

Steklov-Poincaré fEARDERZ —RAITERSZ 72012, LIZS5< DN REEORENSBENT,
—fRE9IZ, Q X R?2 ORSWICESHIER 0Q 2HOERBERE L, COBRO—BE v LT 5.
T = 00\y &8<. X’.ﬁ()MﬁkwﬁﬁwgﬁtméHMwaﬁfbé £V = HL(v)
THRZER CR(v) @ Hil*()- /v

- 1/2
(6) nvnﬂggzm = {Iolra gy + 107 20l32y }

KEBHEERT. pldy OMENSOERTHS. £, BRZEMV = HL(y) d@rzEm
[Hg (1), L2 (M2 ©—FT 3 ([13], [11)).
v OB E ITHLTQ EOBK b = he(z,y) ERTERT3;

Ah=0inQ, h=0onl, h=~E¢onn~.

(Q,) ITHIET 5 Steklov-Poincaré fEF% S = S’(Q,'y) i (BE9IT)
Oh¢
S¢ = n on vy

TEREIND. ZOLDIEHEL 7= Steklov-Poicaré fEFIFE S (D Friedrichs #t3R) 13, i3, BEZ
X = L%(y) LOEMECHRBERETHD, "D DSY2) =V ThH3L £, X LOZKkBRJ
- ,

J[€] = T(Q,7:€] = (S, E)x (= || VRI|Z2(q));

POD(J) =V TEDZE, Z0J BEBARKT, £EDL eV IHLT
@ | | Jigl = 1S* €%

mmnio(mm%%mmmﬁiumnméaﬁénfm)

ST, B DN REEICRES>T 81 = S(Q1,7), Sz = S(Q2,7) £&BZ 5. DN REEOT7I I X
L (2)(3) 25
(8) - = (1 - 0)e® — 0551560 (k=0,1,2,--)

ID(T) iMERE T OEHEBEHSDT. .
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NEBIZHMNS. Z2TER 13 (5) TEHLERTHS. H TS, OBFRRHE2EZRT &1
SHEINSERFET H =556 &8, o

Ag=(1-6I—-6H
EEHETHIE (8) 05, 1 () 13w kY
(9) ¢0) = 4ke@,  (k=1,2,3,--)

ERBETED. I IEFEARTHS. €T 4y & DN KEEICHTSBREDOEIFEAMAFE (amplifi-
cation operator) EIFERZ &I2T 5. Ak DT OF—HRA > hO—DIRV IZFHZNE

& n)v = (537%,84n)x,  forany £,ne V.
EEATBHEIARHS. ZORNMOF TV IZEN Hilbert 227421, KOBEEES.

Lemma 1. BBIERE Ay S LTEDZRNEDTT, V J:O)Eﬁﬁ\'JEE#&EﬂEJﬁﬁ’CZBD x5
I, EBD eV ITH L TROEXMNRDILD;

(10) (46€,6)v = (1 - 0)|15,7°¢l% — 61151 %¢1%-

§4. FEBICHT HRBETLER

FED (9) 15 (4) OBOFREREBBIDITIL, Ag DIERATE VL || Asll = || dollcv) ORIEE
RONEBNWZ EMDMN oz, A4 RV LOHCHBRIEARTHEINS, THITIT, K (468, 8y D
T RDITEN. ETAMN(7) & (10) 2k D, 2, J1[E] = J[Q1,7;¢] % Jo[E] = J[Q2,7;¢]
DEBEEHET D LIRSV, TOZLESHEIBEDD, (,7) THLTERD L S gkl
ZEATS.

Cond.(F,,) and Cond.(F%): m,£>1 &9 5. (Q,v)  Cond.(F,,) &5 Wi& Cond.(F¢) Z#7=
TEE, EBEDEeV ITHLT, ThEN
JilE] S mIaf€] BBV JofE] < L€

MROMLDEZEDT &
Cond.(Fy,) B& U Cond.(Fb) 277 (Q,7) OHRO EIRERHIZ2%ITS &,

Example 1. (Cond.(I,) and Cond.(I)) v 2 y 8 ELORAPETSH. m > 1 ML T, Ty T
c BRSO TMEN Ty 2 (2,y) = (2/m,y) 2RTETS. T,,0; O y @ICET 2HEBROKBE (T,,Q:)
ETD. ZZTTnQ & OT, KEE5BEERLTNS. ZOEE, U (Ths) C O M0
MTHE, (2,7) & Cond.(I,) 2T END. £/2£>1 ML T (Q,y) 2 Cond.(I¥) 27 &
i, (Te1) C Q MROIDEZEES. Eid Cond.(I,,), Cond.(I¥) OFT, THEN

(11) Jif] < mAlf],  J2[€] < €1[€]

MELD ILD.
Example 2. (Cond.(R,;) and Cond.(R%)) vy ZEAZHFLELEENR OFMETS. m > 1
KHUT, TE TEHTE : (r,¢) » (R+ (r — R)/m,¢) ZEET 3. (r,¢) ZEEETHS. TEQ,

2ENUEREMNCEEL T, BIX H = §;2/% . (§1/25;1/%)* . SI2 T 5. L * QHBERREERT.
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D v (HBVIEALK) ICBET 28BROGE (T,Q2) TRT. Z0&E, L (TED,) C O MRY
T, (Q,7) & Cond.(Ry,) £HAETEVNS. 2 £> 1 ITHL T (9Q,7) # Cond.(RY) 2T &
B, (TRQ) C Qo WRODIDEEEES. ZOLED, RILV, Cond.(Rm), Cond.(RY) 0T TEH
Fh (11) BRI D.

Example 3. (Diffuser FI8) EE#I34 < 2%, Figure 2 T5EX 5815 (Q,7) ® Cond.(F,,) & Cond.(F¢)
EHETIEMNEES. IR, p>1Lg>0 IHLT, Q={-1<2<0,0<y<q},fH ={0<
r<p,0<y<z+gq} DLE

(12) J€]1 < alE],  Rle] < alp, 9) TufE]
MDD, KEL,
(prq) = p(3+5) /2 (1<p<yq)
o) = { ng2+2+\/C4—+4)/(2C) 0<g<p),

(=((p,9)=(+q9/qg TH3.
3T, &t Cond.(F,,), Cond.(F4) O TFTIZ,

(- -mo< BEOY gL

<(1-6)-=
e <7
THENS, ROEHZES
Theorem 1. 0 < § < m+1 ML TF=Tned) %

{1_(”%)9, for 0<6< “Tiﬁ

2
(m+1)0—1, , for m§9<m+1

(= UIENT = (€,6)v)

r =

EEHETS. (Q,7) H Cond.(F,) & Cond.(F¢) 2= ET 5. ZDEZ0<F<L T, D (Q,7)
DOMIEELZEDER c1 MEELT

(?3) ||f(k)||H;éz( < a6 gy k=121
MO ILD.
Theorem 2. Cond.(F,n) & Cond.(F) DF TR O = fopy = —+— EBHTEZITLD, (13)
. . m+ 7 + 2 ‘

DFELT

_ m—1

Pt T T2

7

NHENS.

Remark 1. IWROES 75y 2 STRA/NT A—5 DBRO = opy ROHKICS 1 TRER
BIRTHS. Theorem 2 iI2LNIE, 0 = 00 + 125/85 A—% Di&IRIZ Cond.(F,,), Cond.(F¥) 27z
THEED (Q,7) TH L TICROEE 7 "opt &ﬁﬁbf“% —HIZBNT, FErENAERBECRE
ERICEABEICEINL, 02 EDEDITRATY, IGROESNF ro ¢ KDBFERSBNKITH
fIEEPRILFET % (Fujita-Fukuhara-Saito[6]). 97205, 6 = Oopt Pi Cond.(F,,), Cond.(F¢)
DRI DHEHEND/LEED (Q,7) Vﬁbfﬁ:ﬁéﬂﬁé%ﬁ@ﬂﬁ% ropt EHATNWS. Ll
DERTORM/NT A—5 OBRE, S, “—HRUICKRBELSEN/S A —FORR” LRI LT
5. :



Remark 2. Fujita[4], #H - &H -

I2IRI, 9725 Cond.(F
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MR - BIR [5] THRSN TN B ERIZ LD Theorem 1,2 TR
m) DEALDAEENDB/DIFEIIHEL TNS.

Remark 3. m=£=1 D& X 90pt =1/2,Fopt =0 £180— EO RS CRERIES NS,

§5. DN REZEICHT 3 MEEBESR

HRNIBONLEROZYES D NIIBAEZHRT 5720, target FEICH L, LTI ITU X
LITHRENERS B Z 250k THRERICRNT, LR ERD S, BMERN T = log{z? + (y+5)2} T
HBLE, ThbLL, H)RBNTF=0,8=log{z?+ (y+5)2} D&&E%, FHER T =0, U,

U TE2EE Q1, Q2 2 Figure 3 5 W Figure 2 TEXSNBBEEEZ 5.

q q
1 Qs Q| Q9
Y Y
-n 2 —P1 —Pi :
Altype p 1~ B-type b2 P2

Figure 3.

Figure 3 T4 % /=88 Cond.(I,) B&LU Cond. () 2@~ LT3, AW 2 X =a|, kH¥s
=47 version TOE k BB ETS. h IEDEORTHER = Az = Ay =0.05 2%7. SENRFH
HEEAY H0<y<q EOEHETYy=0,q kBT =4 2HLTbNOET 3.

Table 1.
6 0.1 0.3 Oopt 0.5 0.7 0.9
@) k* 17 5 4 2 3 6
a =
Tmax || 0.825 0.476 | 0.418 | 0.127 0.221 0.570
I 0.800 0.400 | 0.333 | # % %%k  * ok k% k¥ kk

(A-type; p1 = 0.5

,p2 = 1.5,¢ = 0.5, Cond.(I3), Cond.(I'), 8,p: = 0.3

7] 0.1 0.3 0opt 0.5 0.7 0.9
(b) k* 20 5 4 20 —— —_
Thax || 0.768 0.392 | 0.260 | 0.768 - —_—

r 0.800 0.400 | 0.333 | * % k%  *kkk ok *k *%

(A-type; p1 = 0.5,p; = 1.5,¢ = 5, Cond.(I5), Cond.(I'), 8,5 = 0.333).

6 01 03 05 | O | 0.7 09

k* 17 5 2 1 3 6
©) e [ 0826 0478 0136 | 0043 | 039 0564

7 |l 0866 0600 0.333 ] 0.200 | 0.400 0.800

(A-type; p1 = 1.5,p2 = 0.5,‘q = 0.5, Cond.(I;), Cond.(I*), GoPt =.0.600).
HENFBENCBIEZETRELEREERE k* TRT; k* X
k 3 k ~ o
e = 1N = Xlzmgry) = ax MO (P) - X(P)| < 107,

EWIZTBNDk THB. TIT, v 13y EOBRTFREKRTSHS. i, EREREITBITHIRR
€k .

’
€k—1

€1 - €2

~k ~k ~%

Ty =—, Ty = —, (R TR =
€o €1
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KB U fipax = max{7Fi]l <k < k*} EEHT 5.

Table 1(a)(b) IZBWNT * % xx I%;, TDOLEFDBR/NS A—4 9 ITH LT, %{%0)Pﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁg7ﬁtﬁﬁ
M Theorem 1 2 SERINCRIE SN TRWARNI L ZEKLTNS. £/ (b) BITS —— 132
KEEERTHOREMRELAD SR EERLTNS.

Table 1 25, #&FI/X5 A—5 OBRRIRKFEOWNKICEABHEERELTVNBZE, UL, ¥

REBHBIEN/NT A—F B ONURET S ZEBRTENS.
' Figure 4(a)-(d) I38#ICREES k %, MEICIEE e ORAMNE (= lnep) 2o bDTH 5.
TROE, INSOY I TIBADEZEDDERTHHEND T &1, v LOEEIRKMICED LT
WBHZEZERLTVD. £k, TNSOEROEENETHBIILIERMNENC L ERL TS, &4
DT O =04pt,0.2,0,4,0.6,0.8 D5 DDFEDERNERTHRRLTHS.

0.01 . . . . 0.01 ¢ ;
T optimal ——
\m RN \ 83 + N
0.001 | ’x;;-_..:‘b ‘-~.\A:::\ ~~~~~ ; 0.001 |\ ™. \\ e g:g e
3 \.‘\\ ~~~~~ . \\ ‘v,E. '\\\ ey —
0.0001 } \ m, SR 0.0001 }  \\ N
® «\ . . \\. -~ o ‘X \ti. \_‘.\
2 % m ., g “a
1e-05 'opti%l.azl _—: \X u ] te05 ¢ \‘-\\ E\ A‘.\.\-x._, 1
04 o\ g -
106t 0§ \ Ve B 1e-06 | = Cgeg
1e-07 - : A 1e-07 : : . :
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
iteration iteration
(a) B-type; p1 = 2.5,p} = 0.5, (c) B-type; p1 = 3.5,p} = 1.5,
P2 =35,phb=15,¢q=1, P2 =2.5,p5 =05,g=1,
Cond.(I7), Cond.(I%/3),8,,: = 0.2083. Cond.(I5/3), Cond.(I7),8,5: = 0.5250.
10000 ——— . ; . 1
optimal. —— : )
0.2 -+ o
1000 gg : ’-’/,—‘ E 0.1 L X
0.8 -+ 7
100 | o )
/,A"/ o 0.01
o 10 ¢ ,./"‘ L o ®
g P g 0001 |
L ,”/x """ * 7 -
o1 | 0.0001 |
0.01 | 1e-05 |
0.001 : — : 1e-06 :
0 2 4 8 8 10 2 4 6 8 10
iteration iteration
(b) B-type; p1 = 2.5,p} = 0.5, (d) B-type; p1 = 3.5,p] = 1.5,
p2=235,p5 =1.5,¢=10, - p2 = 2.5,p5 = 0.5,q = 10,
Cond.(I7), Cond.(I°/3),6,,; = 0.2083. - Cond.(I5/3), Cond.(I"),8,p: = 0.5250.

Figure 4. Iteration number k vs In e, with several 8 s;
for the domains given Figure 3 (B-type).
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Table 1 BXLU Figure 4 5, ROL S RERMNATENS; (1°) MIBEBIBOLLNRHEOKEL
1B\ & FITIE, Theorem 2 B—RANICIRIET S opp SO B H> LHEWIVRE LA DIEF/NT A~
0 DERBHVES. LML, BEZEEL, B Ej(%< LTV &, BROINKRRE 53 0 Off
DERAYICE S N —RAVSRBENE (= Oopt ) IKIET<. (2°) Q2 KB M, DA BT K E W,
$735H 5 Dirichlet Fﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ@<7]‘0)'ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ\ Neumann FEEZM< HFOERED BB KR ENH D,
BROPREZFA D 0 OEFERINFSNL Gopt I DI,

%7z, Figure 5(a)-(d) {3 Figure 2 3 XX Example 3 THEZ S5 N/HE (d.lﬂ'user) IZDONWTOEE
DBBEERANLDDOTHD. WINOBED opt BEBITORVWICROEI EEATNBIE, Th
HE (12) NEVWFHETH S ZENONB. XKz, PROBEINEDREVSN, ThbbEEI N
pRRMULTgERESTIHM, REDPRREEZ S 0 OEVERIIH SN Oop¢ 1D <A
MATENS. .

0.01 & . 0.01 & . ; .
optimal — : optimal —
0.2 -+ WA e 0.2
0.4 -a-- DB
0.001 0.8 = 0001 F A\ ™
] - N Q :
_8: 0.0001 . _g) 0.0001 }
AW
“
>,
1e-05 S o 1e-05 |
3 \)(\"\
.
..
1e-06 B 1e-06
0 2 4 6 8 10 0
iteration ) ' iteration
(@) p=1,¢=1,00p = 0.5913  (c) p=5,9=1,00p; = 0.6595
1 T v T T 1 T T
optimal —— optimal ——
e 0.2
0.1 0.1 ke,
0.01 0.01
Q [}
_8’ 0.001 | -g_) 0.001 i
0.0001 | 0.0001 ¢
1e-05 1e-05 ¢
1e-06 : . : . 1e-06
0 2 4 6 8. 10 . -0 2 4 6 8 10
iteration iteration
(b) p=1,q =5,8,p¢ = 0.5913 (d) p="5,9 =5,00p¢ = 0.6501

Figure 5. Iteration number k vs ln e, with several 6 s;
for the domains given Figure 2 and Example 3.

Remark 4. Figure 3 ® A-type OSHSUC D W TIZEHE THERIRD 5N30, ThETICHRT
U E OEBREE RABHTIC BIELLTE B (Fujita-Saito[6]).
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§6. DD-NN R

Z O TId Dirichlet?-Neumann? (DD-NN) K #i%EMIER %KD DDM 7)L T XAIDWT
ERETD. | -

@, uP) & M,0P) &, BhTR, (@0, dl0,) O2EOEBROFIET S, £722® 2 F|,
DE k ROELHET 3. - B
DD-NN Rigi&: \O zage@s LT, (), ul?), @, o), A6+ (k = 0,1,...) 2xcs
RYB;

(—aa® = mey (-0 = ¢ in (0
, ;o OB
(14) < ugk) = onl'; , A u(2k) = B * on I ,
ugk) = A\ on v Ou, _ _Oug ony
: \ on . 31/
( -—A'ng) = f in Q5 ' _Avgk) = f in
' (k) _
(15) i W =8 oy, y w o =F ool
o = A on v Ovi” _ v ony
) ‘ \ ov on
(16) AkHD) — (1 g — 7)AR) 4 augk) + 'rvgk) on 7.

CZTorie>0,r>0,0<0+1 <1 EHERNS A5 TH5.
DN kEHEDE X LEHKIZEZ S L, DD-NN KEHEIINTIEBEOHEEREIX

(17) | Bor=(1-0—7)~cH—7H

OHICETZZEMEBICONS. 2L H 3B TERLEV FORCHRBERETHS. TiD
by EOB|ER ,
£(k) = Bg,-rg(o)’ (k =1,2,3,-- )

KL OBLRICERENS. L2353 T, v(N)=1-0—1—-0oX—7A7! EEHETHI, B, RETH
RIERAF%E H OBKELT

Ba,‘r = ¢(H) -
EEIFB. £/, Cond.(Fr) KU Cond.(F¢) OFTIE H ODARY MVIZKM [1/L,m] c&Eh 5.
INS5DTE, BEUY ARY MVEHEEZAVWNIL -

|Borllcvy £ sup  [$(N)]
1/£<A<m

235, BR, BB ERBENNIA—FOBRRERDIBE T, ROBREMNESNS.

- Theorem 3. I ZUDIZEHED~D, p = q THHIBEEEZS. 0< 0 <1 B5EHK0 THLT
20 =21 = 0 B{RETS. m,£>1IKHLT, Cond.(Fp,),Cond.(Ff), TS Ic—fiE %> Z &<
m > £ Z{KETIUE, DD-NN KEHICBE L T, —REICBEERN/NS A —F ORI

4m m2 —2m +1
7] = e—— > D T = .
OBt = T emy1 2 TPER Fopt T e emy1
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Theorem 4. m,£ > 1 iIZ¥ L T, Cond.(Fy,),Cond.(F¢), 51— BHEERS & m> L 2R
£ 9 N, DD-NN REFEITBL T, —MBANCBBEIRER /N T A—F OBRI

Oopt = 7, Topt = —-;-, T D,’ ZDEE Topt = > .

ZIELU p=p(m, ) =ml+2(m+L+vVml) +1 TH5.

Remark 5. £ Tii<7z DD-NN RIEHEDOEHEI X 0, JF. Bourgét 5L > TRE I N/ Neu-
mann/Neumann 7))L TY XL ([2]), $B5WEER, THICE> THESNAETEEREER ([9) &
E<ERITHEDS ZEMNTES ([10],]6]).
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