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Method of fundamental solutions for biharmonic equation
based on Almansi-type decomposition
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WE

AWX T, ERMABRACHT 2HAMAEMEL, EAREURMECLOVHETIZL2EX5. i,
EAMEEO Almansi BAFZBE T AX—2%2FX, HRY 2 RTHEBAOPARTH BRI, ELMS
—RECFEETS Y, BIUHENEMAOERICEU CRENCRET S I L 2EHT 5. /-, KEE
BRiz& b, BoNhAREMMISEMRZOREI BV ZISHITVWE I LERENDS.

1 EA

EARBELRE (Method of Fundamental Solutions, MFS) 1%, B AREMD FBRACNTE Ay
7V —ETHY, BWEOXETIX, Kupradze and Aleksidze [14], Kupradze [13] THISHTEDT 1 717
PRREQELIhTWS, £F, MFS OEFRESE2 Z I THELTHI 5. Q % 2 KT Euclid ZR R? A
D, BOPRER 00 2R OFRERL U, XOFEAEMBEEE25 :

Lu=0 inQ,
{Bu =f in OQ.

L, L1F2 BRRRBHERMI/ESE, Bu i Dirichlet, Neumann, Robin BR&MLRE2ERL, ik
N ETEXSNAERTHS. ZOMBIZNLT, MFS BIROFIEIZL D FDELHEL2 52 3.

(1) BER (g}, 2R2\Q 25 “HYIZ" BATLS.
(if) ELE v IR TEDS :
' N
W™ (z) =3 QuE(x — ).
k=1

7L, E3ER%E L OBKBTH 2.
(ii) SR8 {Qu 1L, HBRIRIC L DRET B, 0% 0, BR {z;}), % 00 5> HLI" B, RO &

B EREMEBRT -
W™ (z;) = f(z;), i=1,2,...,N.
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BED, MFSD12D7NTYVALTHSE. Thbb, HROBUSEFAR L OBRAREHE-> TGEUMEEHE
Be5biITthsd. Zhd, BEAIOEELFENTWIHEETEH 5. Tk, LTR, BREEZAVTE
WRADREEREL TV, FIXERN-RELY, MOFETHRECEIET 5 HIERHAN G SHEET
5. LrLads, AMTE, < ETHRAKIINREREL, TOLTHEMIFLED TV ZL LT3,
BEFNROE,SRT, MFSREDE>BAV Y b - BEABZDOPEIITELDTAHEL.

o FIHOAY LA RRHNFTETHS. FRERE, ARERE, 20ELY, XAV TWKI#EEH
BETIX, HROAY Va2 EMNBETHS. — Iz, Ay aDEly, BUEHECSWTHEIR
BREL, A, BEERMELY, ERFERTEILTA Y Y aBAEMNKEY EhapHEIE
B3y, »R0OHERE2ETS. —5T, MFS T, HEBROMNEE L BR LIRS -G
BOT, fHEIA MIFEEITRL, BEEFNELRESAOBBICHBELTWS.

o HUAFRHTCHRENN CHLTEENICERT 2. BELR, BX% SHY I BBTHE, BR7—

RPERAFNTH B L F I, SEMIRENAOR N KL THEMICRET 52 LA ST WS, Th
B, BENAYVad A ZCELTRENCRET S, ARERE, GRAEE, ZE0ELLLEAT.
KELERD, MFSOR#ETH 5.

o MO “HYL” BBOLOORENBIESHIEE LY. £T, A% SEY BETHE, BERN
CEILTHBIICERET 5 LR, @H SEUL” MEROME, RECEHINATWRVWEET
bb. £, RESXLLEID, 2HEHELE o) BEETI2EHS, FERLEETHS. A
i, POIRERE 2 XHBERL S, RDALOSSRE LTRENR, |RES AN, EORAE—
BICHELU P OREN N (B TREMICBET 2 Z AR N3 (10,6, 16, 18], &7z, MRS
FERD Jordan i, “EEMEEERLSIE, FAEREPAVWTAREBR2TS 2L T, ELRIE—FEI
FEL, BEVSEBWICEET S Z2PW5hTW5 (7,8, 11,9, 17, 20). EIFVEE#ICZ> TWAHE
HeUTiE, BRERE BRAERE ZBELETAVLSHTWS, HEOX Y Y afpglizEonEk
BREAVDIZENTERNILHEITONS. BITHEICRONG X 51T, MFS OFZEBITIZIZ,
BUEMT L WD K 01X, DUAMREENLBRRSLEL RS,

LREOBERITES T, MFS OBFMITICERINEZ LI, ROXSCEdHONB,

BER BREMOHORAUICEVERLEZL, EEMIA—BIEFET S L, SLURENERW
KRRTZEERT L.

ERRO—BEEELRTRO VI, ENEREMR S 2E2MTRETH LI LERT I LT, MFS O&FA%

ERLTWB@X B H B (22, 23]&&:) ThiEH ETHRBEUERLTWEEITZBERNDOT, EM

BOBEZOHLDIEITL THARWZ LIZEK2 2T RITHIERS BV,

AT, HRET2HEXLEBNAERCL, MFS ORERFZ2TS. 220, ROMBELEXS :

A% =0 in,
u=f on 99, )
% =g ondf.

L, a2 2 & ‘94 3

< 355 T 252202 - SFEEOERIMEARE, £, g3 00 LTEHES WBRAEE, o

it u®oQ rfo%m%?iﬁ&ﬁ %ﬁi’ ki, 2 %ﬁm&ﬁﬁﬁoﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁuﬁ?6;&4313@@4%&&&
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BARID, ABHEBRITHU T, ZOEFR, BIOREH 2 E T TA-EAE (S0BA I Laplace /£
AR A) ORABERANGZ LT, EMEEERTS. 20, EFMNABRAOEAERNE (1) oL T,
ROEDELRERDD Z 21225 [5,4).

N
M) =Y (A Bl - ) + QP Fo - w)) . )
k=1
JBEU, Ez) = %log |z, F(z) = Siﬂ_lw]?log |z| X E L Zh Laplace fEA% A, ERIMEAR A2 0EX
BTHB. FLT, BREZLVEREHRETS.

(N)
U(N)(w]) = f(xj)’ %"(21) = g(zj)y .7 = 1>2)“ '7N~ (3)

CZNAERD MFS ORAF—LTHD. LIErLEDS, RBIZZIOAF—LADERZ2TE5L T3, LR
D—REEERTRICEBELRRAHKEC S, £k, BTHESER (§4) TRT X, £, ThroRTHO
A &=L @ﬁh*ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁ*; {23, 22T, £91&, BED MFS 222EH L OBEHEAX— L%
BALES., 20-DORL B0, ERAEHO Almansi HHOETH 3. )
Goursat [2] 12 5\"C, ERMES u H5 X 5N, 2 DOEMEMR o, ¢ WEELT, RARY LD L
MNRENE : _
w(z,y) = o(2) +B(2) + 7¢(2) + 29(2) = 2R(p(z) + 7Y (2)).
%D, y(z,y) = 2Rp(2), alz, y) = 2RY(2), B(z,y) =2SY(z) LEETHIL,
u(z,y) = ¥(z,y) + za(z,y) + yh(z,y)

LEFB0T, ERENESERD MBI, 3 OOENEKTEIOIH0 2 DHH/AMTHEHDERD S
MEIZRRETES. & 512, Krakowski and Charnes [12], Bock and Giirlebeck [1] IZ5WT, FAMEHD
HIEER 2 DTRWILHRENE., Thbb, SA5h-ERNEH v LT, WMEKp, ¢,5,7, 5,7
PEELT, ROBBAIEY L.

u(z,y) = p(z,y) + (=* + v)a(=,v) (4)
u(z,y) = (2, y) + zq(z, y)
u(x, y) = 5(-'”» y) + y5(27 y)’

i, (4) REFMERO Almansi HAR EHENS. L oT, 2 DOBWMBEROBEIRERE KD B Z 48
TENE, ZIPOME (1) OENEEBONG LBFTES. AMTIE, %I, Almansi BHE (4) 2% X,
FRIZE DWW MFS D2 % — AORERT 2175, 2% 0, Almansi B4%) (4) 1251 2BMEK p, ¢ DE
Bp™, (M RRATEAB.

N N
PM@) =Y QREE-w), ¢M() =) QlEE - ).
k=1 k=1

ZORR2 LT, BE (1) OEMR N %, ROBTRDZZ Lick? [3]:

. N '
uM(z) =Y (QLE +12*Qf) E(z — ). ®)

k=1
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CEUT, BE{QRH, {QFL, B/ (3) Itk DEDB. Liet al. [15] TH, - Almansi BAZIE I
72 MFS DA% —L (5) DM %1T>TWBH, T2 T, BRETHEARL Trefftz i (H5EOT ¥ —
B/MEE) 2F->TW3. > T, Almansi MAZNZE I\ MFS DAF¥—4 (1), BoCIERE (3) %2
RV B OWPEMITE, TR Q HEIR D, = {z € R? | |z| < p} THBBAITS.

2 EfER

BB WDALR, R® C 2 RA-HUARBRZAVS. BRA (), 25 TR (2,1, #KT
523,

ye =Rl k=1,2,...,N,
zj=p’ Y, j=1,2,...,N

7#L, R> 0, w = exp(27i/N) TH 5.

EE 2.1, BAHER (3) 2T, 6) TERHEINZELR vV H—BIIHEETZDIZE, RV —pV #£1
THBEZENHBETHTHS. :

R RN —pN £ 112, FIRSEBRICB1) 5 Laplace HIBR %% X BT H BB LS DTH 3 ([10, Theorem
) &REX). DY, Almansi BAEEBACTHRITEITS 2 2T, Laplace ARAINT 5 MFS OHHE2Y, &
BAHRRICH LT LI EHMBNTNEDOTHS. ’

B 2.2, fME RN —pV #£1, BEURAL1BRIIDLIRET 3. S5, BRF—X f, g REFKTS
9%, 2%, f, g D Fourier R¥ {fn}nez, {gn}nez 13, HBERMC BLTPbe0,1[1220WT, K%
M- TrTs:

[fnl, lgn] < Cbln', n € Z.

ZDLE, ROFMHEED LD :
o (Ne72) ﬁb(§)2>1;
I imey = 0 (32 (£)") s (2) =1,
d(N(%)N) ﬁb(§)2<L

Laplace HFRRAIHT2REREEAZ L, NP1 2EFRSETBHLTWE I LA b3 ([10, Theorem
20 2R &), Thix, EFMEHZ Almansi AFL TWAZLIZBRTEHDTHBLEX SN S,

3 EHROIHA
AHTR, ERROTEHOHBERRS. FLVWARKE, S. [21) EHERTEFETH 5.
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31 EE 2.1 O
£F, BAHER (3) 1, ROBLHEEHISNBZLIERLES :

GQ =b. (6)
==L,
Gu Gre 2NX2N
G =
(G21 Gzz) €R ’

Gu = (E(z; —w) |3,k =12,...,N) e RV,
Gi2 = (0"E(z; — ) |3,k = 1,2,...,N) = p*Gr € RVXY,

1 wi—t .
Gn=(—%(“ )P&:LZUWN)
27 T — Yk :

2 j—1
Gay = (ZpE(wj - ) + -;—’;ﬂ?( “ ) Ij,lc = 1,2,...,N) =2pG11 + p*Gn € RV*V,

Tj— Yk
Q= (&) e, Q- @@t Qx0T e R,
b= (I) R, = (e S ST €RY, 9= (olar) olas) - glaw) <RV,
B0 P1T Gy WKETATH 505, M Fourir BRW & |

1 -
W={(—— (5-1)(k-1)
(\/._w

Lk:LZHWN)

L DEHL, £ ‘
s (W O 2N x2N

W_(O W)GC x

DT, WYRBHRGH P 2AWT, RBUTH G RO X > 7ay sifakans :

P YWGWP = diag(®, ®1,...,Pn— & — [T 712:).
v mg( 0, ®1 N 1), 1 (72” a2t (7)
=L,

nmu=eup), Mu=pp), Yau=1vi(p), You=2p01(p)+ p*vi(p) (8)

Thh, B o, o RIRTEHEND :

N-1 N-1 m
)= 3 G Rm, w)= 3 e (Y,

= i 2 z— Rw™
Tay 7AiMk (7) &b, GOFNRIX

N-1
detG = H det @,
=0 )
LEEING. $oT, GHERRTHELDIR, TRTO & PHFRRTHEILPBEFNTHS. &
7“:, (8) ; D y
' det ®; = y117221 — Yeuveu = 2p¢1(p)?
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LRBID, GHFBRTHBEDIE, ¢i(p) A0 (1=0,1,...,N—1) BED LT LERE+ATHE T
ERbhork. ZOEXER, BIUCBROBEERFTOLDIZ, Bl ¢, ¥ 2 X VRVRPTVWETRRLTSIS.

W& 3.1. z=rc (re[0,R[,0 €R) IZHLT,

[spesl¥ RN =0,
PR)=9 N1 ryll i,
—62m(§) € (l=l,2,...,N—1)

n=l

MY D, ¥7, z=rd? (r€]0,R[, 0 € R) KHLT,

'¢z(z)_=-% > (%)Inlei"o

ne%%{o}
BEDIELD. 2EL, =B, WOTH N2ELLUTHRIEDHBD LT 3.
@ WEUTIX, 10, Lemma 1] KEROEBRAIRINTWS. o OBRBERASL, ¢ OThE2BE-DOF

 BREEEBTLITRLNG.
T, TOWMELY,

1 N N __N 1 /py\Inl _ _
eolp) = 508l — B, (o) =33 (F) <0 =1, N 1)

n=l
BEDIAD. 5T, GHFHEFRTHB021E, RY —pV £1 DO LD EBBREFSTHY, T5L
T, EH 2.1 BRINE.

32 EH22

T, ME (1) OBREROBNZETR %, Almansi BHE (4) 2HWTRD S, p, ¢ XL I HRES
D, THEMAZDT, WD XS I Fourier EBEMATRETH 5.
In| R In|
p(r,0) = Za,n (1) ™ q(r,0) = an (%) e (0<r<p, #€R).

nezZ p nez

B {an}nez, {botnez WHIRRHI LD, RO &5 KREENS.

n 1 ,
an = (1 + I?|) fn— ‘ggm b = 2—p2(pgn —Inlfs) (n€Z).

ZA5UT, MBI RN TRDZ Z N TER.
R, ERBORGKGERRERDS. D0, BRAER (3) 2ME, KK {QF, QI kp 3.
G' = P-1GP, W = P-WP & +hi,

PWIGWP = (W)™ 'G'W’
THENS, (7) & DRAHY IO :
(W) 1G'W' = diag(®, D1, ..., Bn—1). )
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INBOFAEAVNIE, T4 DB —REER (5) 1k, SEEROET—KAERICES B 5h5.
G'Q =V.
=L,

QI = P—IQ = (Qginllv 12J> ng o )Q’]JV? Q(]]\])Tv
b = P_l.f = (f(ml)vg(xl)y f(zQ)’g(zZ):‘ )f(xN))g(mN))T‘

(9) £, G DHFFL

(@) = () s | kd=1,2,...,N), [(G) s = —Zw‘k")“ Ve, eRP?
=1

LROEND. ko>T, WRF—F f, g O Fourier 55K {fulnez, {gn}necz 2AVT, HH {QDIHL, B
DEIITREAINSG.

Q 1+ <k—5<l-1) -1
() -2 (7o

i=1

™ (gn) w(j—l)é = 3 wkbng (Jg’:) ‘

=1 nez " neL

T, SRR uY) RO & S i BEREICE»N D

N P
u®™) (z) = ZE(Z,_ Yk) (1 |$l2) (gg) :‘;(@ [722n Y12ngn + 212 (=210 fn +’Ylln9n)]

RoT, B lu—u® Loy REPSRD &5 ICFHHE B,

an ((1 + %) (;) " | —Y22n deir;)‘"))

llu — u™|| poo () = sup

5;;;: nez
In| i0
A mO gon(re )
+29n( ( ) +M2n det@n)
n€L
In| i0
r2 |7l| ind pn(re)
an( ( ) € +g21n deth
n€EZ
In| i0
1 /(r ; on(re'?)
+rzzgn( ( ) e — y11n )‘
oyt 2p det @,
< Z(Ifn|eln + |gnle2n + p |fn|33n +9 |gn|e4n)~ (10)
nezZ
7=72L
€jn = sup 7jn(0)7
n . . (pei®
o1 (8) = ‘( |2|) 722n¢d§$ ) an(0) = '"e+7 nﬁ(tp; )
n
: 1 n i0
a3, (0) = ’ 2’ | ln0+721n% ) a4n(6)=‘ _'Ylln(pd (tp; )
n
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Th5. LOFHETKERDIX, Almansi MO & 0 BERAEEFFNERRICOBEINATWLDOT, FNE
BT 2 BRAMEERLAVS Z ENTETWAATHS., —iizik, BERNERIBAEFELBR I A
DT, L& HFMIATETHSZ L2EBLTEL.
(10) ZHH 5 72 DIZIX, ejp OKRBH, L5 CICRANAFESLETHY, TNSRXETNLTHUATOR
BlzRIh3?.
Wl 3.2. HIEFEKC =C(p,R) BWEFHELT, FBD n € Z TN U TUTOFMAR D LD
€ln; €3n < C(l + I'ILD, €3n, €an < C.
i 3.3. HHEEMC = C(p, R) PEELT, +HREB NITHLT,
N- N
e, e30 < C (%) , e, e < CN7! (%)

BIT, 1<n<N/2EHLT

N-2n Cn N-2n
€ln, €3n < C (%) ) €ony €4n < N—n (%)

MR ﬁo.

ZhSHEO—EIE, [10, Lemma 2] KRENTWVWS. Thb 2 20WBER2AVWSZ LT, (10) 75, EH
2.0 HES .

4 HERER
AT, BELBMEROMRLBET 5.

41 Q:HiR
T, QHVBMAMR D, DBEE2ERS. BRF—X f, g RRTEZBZ2IZT 5.

f@) =2t -3 g(a) =4z}, —23)" v, z=(21,22)" (11)

:oﬁ{mw=zf—ﬁﬁwnom%MKmé.ﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ?akwwﬂax—aR&zuaokﬁéo
BRE, M1IRT. BEIODIB LD, Rr OBEFMIL, ENREORIBVEERICIEITY
3. X512, Almansi BHEIE SN MFS OUCKDE X 1E, BEAF—ADZTHE D HEWNZ L ASIEG
Zhhd, Zhizky, BREUT, BEOENELTWS., ZOL> RRELERT S -0I101%, #BaE
BB EL XN3 LEbhBH, THhIZSHOREL L.

42 Q:SEAMRICE Y BTN NEEERKES

Wiz, BR 00 HSHAMM Uy () KL VEASNEBEEERS. L7,

, i
U (2) =2+ z?

THY, U, Doy TEATHSE. ZOBE, KAMAIEVT, Laplace HERICHT S MFS ®
DSM (MFS OJREID 1 DTHETEFHE) KR LT, EQEF—BICHEEL, P ORESERNIIEE
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2 T T T T T

usual MFS
Almansi MFS

-10F

‘12t

-14r

-16

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

1 BRF—2 f,gM¥(11)2 &0 5x5h, BERZEETSADDONRSA—X R%E 212L oKD
BIERBHER, FROMEEAF — 4 (2), FAOKIE Almansi BAZNZE TV A F— 4 (5) ORER
Thd. TLT, RBO=ZAROFIDOMEE X, BRABZIEORS 2RT.

THILHFENTWS [9, 19]. T, Almansi BAHBIZES S/ MFS KHLTS, FEBOBRIHED 3
DI LHHBEND, XIT, TITREMEMICZNNFRD O L EHRT S, BRA {p)), o0
B (2,1 1, BRBM U, HOTRTER S,

ye = Uy g(R*Y), £=1,2,...,N,
z;=Vg(p?™t), j=1,2,...,N.

KL, R=122Lk. BBEEH2IKRT. TOBAILS, Almansi MAHIES Ve MFS ORBEDH
2, BEAX—LALDBRVWIEHbhrD, £, PUROEX X, MFS 25T DSM i2x§ 5 &TMED
BEPSHBEINZLOTHEI Litbh ok, 5T, QFWITIRER Jordan HIC X Y EEh5HE
b, BRBEFESRENDZ LIS,

5 F&&H

AWXTE, ERAMARRIOMBGLEFENESEX, 0OEMEEERAMEND Almansi OS2 %
T MFS THX 7. #RLLUT, EURHS—BIFET 5 0ORE+HRELEE, EHUEEN N 28
UTHBIICHET 5 2 L 2L 7. SUEEBOBRIE, B OMEMRFOME S 2 REEL .
ZZTHEBLTHEL I LT, Almansi RASOE X ZEERNEICHLTERD L. #-T, A%
XTORADT Tu—Fi3, SERMABRRCHT 2 HAERECLEBATES. ZOMEOREDH ML

LT, WD 2O0E 25035, 1 2B, ARXOER%Z RO Jordan FRIZHIETEZ 2 TH5. 40
BUARBWERIX, MFS % DSM iz 2 BRI OBER L AKO Z L 5%, Almansi B &I T MFS
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2 T T T T T
usual MFS
Almansi MFS

1 1 1 I
0 20 40 60 80 100 120

-10 :

2 WRF—X f,gH (11)2 X0 55N, BRAEZEBT3ADONTA—X RE 210k o HD
BIEEBHR. FAOMDBEEAF¥ -4 (2), REOKE Almansi RATIZE IV A ¥ — L (5) DR
TH5. TUT, FBO=AFOFTLOMEE L, MFS 25 TN DSM 23T 3 RITHEORKR» SHIFX
hBMHOES 2HKT.

KHUTHRYMLDZ L EMIRBLTWA. 2 DBIE, Stokes NIz 2 MNEROBMHEGEADEET
»%. Stokes MIIZX T ZHNEEBIIERMABRRA 22T DT, Almansi HENZH I\ MFS %2, 0
BB T E 2R REFET 5.

S
ABEOBEA Y EZ T #EX ok, BHE—EERSTIHEZALECRHBLEITS. £/-, AW
1, EBTHREERE) —F 1 v Ul L0MEEZ D THS.
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