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ON THE PRESCRIPTION OF BOUNDARY CONDITIONS FOR
NONLOCAL DIFFUSION AND PERIDYNAMICS MODELS

MARTA D’ELIA* AND YUE YU?

Abstract. We introduce a technique to automatically convert local boundary conditions into
nonlocal volume constraints for nonlocal Poisson’s and peridynamic models. The proposed strategy
is based on the approximation of nonlocal Dirichlet or Neumann data with a local solution obtained
by using available boundary, local data. The corresponding nonlocal solution converges quadratically
to the local solution as the nonlocal horizon vanishes, making the proposed technique asymptotically
compatible. The proposed conversion method does not have any geometry or dimensionality con-
straints and its computational cost is negligible, compared to the numerical solution of the nonlocal
equation. The consistency of the method and its quadratic convergence with respect to the horizon
is illustrated by several two-dimensional numerical experiments conducted by meshfree discretization
for both the Poisson’s problem and the linear peridynamic solid model.
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1. Introduction and motivation. Nonlocal, integral models are valid alterna-
tives to classical partial differential equations (PDEs) to describe systems where small
scale effects or interactions affect the global behavior. In particular, nonlocal models
are characterized by integral operators that embed length scales in their definitions,
allowing to capture long-range space interactions. Furthermore, the integral nature of
such operators reduces the regularity requirements on the solutions that are allowed
to feature discontinuous or singular behavior. Applications of interest span a large
spectrum of scientific and engineering fields, including fracture mechanics [32] 46],
anomalous subsurface transport [4, 19, [43] [44], phase transitions [9] 4], 29], image
processing [1}, 23] B1], magnetohydrodynamics [42], stochastic processes [7 17, [34 38],
and turbulence [12] [39] 40].

Despite their improved accuracy, the usability of nonlocal equations is hindered
by several modeling and computational challenges that are the subject of very active
research. Modeling challenges include the lack of a unified and complete nonlocal
theory [13] 18] 20], the nontrivial treatment of nonlocal interfaces [2], [10, [45], 28] 54 [57]
and the non-intuitive prescription of nonlocal boundary conditions [24] [53], 49, 58] [30].
Computational challenges are due to the integral nature of nonlocal operators that
yields discretization matrices that feature a much larger bandwidth compared to the
sparse matrices associated with PDEs. For both variational methods [3] 1T [16] 22]
and meshfree methods [41] 47, 50, 52, 49] 53| 54, 28] 58] a lot of progress has been
made during the last decade, resulting in improved numerical techniques that facilitate
wider adoption, even at the engineering level.

In its simplest form, the action of a nonlocal (spatial) operator on a scalar function
u: R = R is defined as

Lu(x) = / I(z,y,u)dy,
Hs(x)

where H;s(z) defines a nonlocal neighborhood of size § surrounding a point * € R,
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d being the spatial dimension and ¢ the so-called horizon or interaction radius. The
latter defines the extent of the nonlocal interactions and embeds the nonlocal operator
with a characteristic length scale. The integrand function I is application dependent
and plays the role of a constitutive law. Its definition is not straightforward and
represents one of the most investigated problems in nonlocal research [8, 2], 51}, 55], 56].

In this work we focus on the prescription of nonlocal boundary conditions, or
volume constraints, when solving nonlocal equations in bounded domains. The chal-
lenge stems from the presence of nonlocal interactions, for which a point « in a domain
interacts with points outside of the domain that are contained in the point’s neigh-
borhood Hs(x). This fact generates an interaction region of nonzero measure where
volume constraints need to be prescribed to guarantee the uniqueness of a nonlocal
solution [26]. However, often times, input data to a problem are not available (due
to measurement cost or physical impediments) in volumetric regions, whereas they
are only available on the surfaces surrounding the domain. In other words, the only
available data are local. Thus, the question arises of how to convert local boundary
information into a nonlocal volume constraint.

In the nonlocal literature, this issue has been addressed in several works, most
of which propose conversion approaches that are either too restrictive (in terms of
geometry or dimensionality constraints), too computationally expensive (requiring the
solution of an optimization problem), or are not prone to wide usability (requiring a
modification of available codes). Among these works we mention [I5], 53], 58| 30].

The method we propose is inspired by the recent work [24] where the authors
propose to first approximate the nonlocal solution with its local counterpart and then
correct it by solving the nonlocal problem using the local solution to generate volume
constraints. In [24] Neumann local boundary conditions are converted into Dirichlet
or Neumann volume constraints in the context of nonlocal Poisson’s problems and
numerical tests are performed in one dimension. Based on this work we propose
to convert Dirichlet local boundary conditions into Dirichlet or Neumann volume
constraints in the context of both nonlocal Poisson’s and peridynamics equations.
Furthermore, we show applicability of our strategy in a two-dimensional setting using
nontrivial geometries.

The main idea of the proposed method can be summarized in three simple steps.

1. Using available local data, we solve the local counterpart of the nonlocal
problem. This step assumes that the local limit (the limit as 6 — 0) of the
nonlocal operator is knowrﬂ that the local data is smooth enough to guar-
antee well-posedness, and that a solver for the corresponding local equation
is available.

2. We use the local solution to define either the nonlocal Dirichlet data in the
nonlocal interaction domain or to obtain the nonlocal Neumann data by com-
puting the corresponding nonlocal flux. This step numerically corresponds to
a matrix-vector multiplication and does not require the implementation of a
new nonlocal (flux) operator; in fact, as we will explain later, the nonlocal
Neumann operator is the nonlocal operator itself evaluated at points in the
nonlocal interaction domain.

3. Use either the Dirichlet or Neumann data obtained in Step to solve the
nonlocal problem, for which volume constraints are now available.

ILocal limits of nonlocal operators can be obtained by using Taylor’s expansion; both the nonlocal
Poisson’s problem and the peridynamic model considered in this work have well-known local limits,
namely, the (local) Poisson’s equation and the Navier equation of linear elasticity, respectively.
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We summarize the main properties of the proposed approach below.

e This strategy delivers a nonlocal solution that is physically consistent with
PDEs in the limit of vanishing nonlocality. Numerically, when employing
proper numerical discretization methods, e.g., the optimization-based mesh-
free quadrature rule [49,[58], this property guarantees asymptotic compatibility
[48], i.e. the nonlocal numerical solution converges to its local limit as § and
the discretization size h approach 0.

e This technique has no geometry or dimensionality constraints. It can be
utilized with any domain shape and in all dimensions d = 1, 2, 3.

e The conversion of local data into nonlocal volume constraints is inexpensive.
In fact, it corresponds to a matrix-vector product where the matrix is either
a selection matrix (in the Dirichlet case) or a nonlocal flux matrix (in the
Neumann case).

e This strategy does not require the implementation of new software. In fact,
available local and nonlocal solvers can be used as black boxes.

Consequently, this strategy has the potential of dramatically increasing the usability
of nonlocal models at the engineering and industry level thanks to its flexibility,
intuitiveness, and ease of implementation.

Paper outline This paper is organized as follows. In the following section we de-
scribe the nonlocal Poisson’s and linear peridynamic solid (LPS) models. For each of
them, we introduce the strong and weak formulations and discuss conditions for their
well-posedness. In Section [3 we illustrate the proposed strategies for the conversion of
a local, Dirichlet boundary condition into a nonlocal Dirichlet (DtD strategy) or Neu-
mann (DtN strategy) volume constraint. In Section [4| we prove that both approaches
deliver nonlocal solutions that are asymptotically compatible with the corresponding
local solution of both the Poisson’s and LPS problems. Specifically we prove that the
nonlocal solution converges to the local one with quadratic rate. In Section [§| we illus-
trate the properties of our methods with several two-dimensional numerical tests. In
particular, we show that when the solutions are such that local and nonlocal operators
are equivalent our procedure satisfies the consistency property (the nonlocal solution
coincides with the local one). Furthermore, for both models and both approaches we
confirm the quadratic convergence rate of the L?-norm difference between local and
nonlocal solutions. Finally, in Section [6] we summarize our achievements.

2. Preliminaries. In this section we introduce the mathematical models used
in this paper and recall relevant results. In what follows, scalar fields are indicated by
italic symbols and vector fields by bold symbols. Let 2 be a bounded open domain
in R%, d = 1,2, 3, with Lipschitz-continuous boundary 9.

2.1. The nonlocal Poisson’s problem. For the function u(z): R — R we
define the nonlocal Laplacian £M: R? — R of u(z) as

(2.1) LN u(x) = 2/ (u(y) — u(x)) v(x,y) dy x € RY,
Rd

where v(x, y) is a nonnegative symmetric kerneﬂ such that, for ¢ € Q

{ Y(x,y) >0  Vye Bs(x)

(2.2)
y(z,y) =0 Vy e R4\ Bs(x),

2For more general, sign-changing and nonsymmetric kernels we refer the reader to [35] and [17],
respectively.
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Fi1G. 1. The domain Q, the support of v at a point ® € Q, Bs(x), and the induced interaction
domain Qr for the nonlocal Poisson’s problem (left) and the LPS model (right).

where Bs(z) = {y € R? : ||z —y|| < §, x € Q} and § is the interaction radius
or horizon. For the Laplacian operator £V, we define the interaction domain of
associated with kernels like in (2.2)) as follows

(2.3) Qr={yeRI\Q: |ly—=z| <4, forsomez e Q},

and set Q = QUQ;. The domain Q; contains all points outside of 2 that interact with
points inside of £2; as such, ; is the volume where nonlocal boundary conditions, or
volume constraints, must be prescribed to guarantee the well-posedness of the nonlocal
equation associated with £V [26]. We refer to Figure [1| (left) for an illustration of a
two-dimensional domain, the support of v and the induced interaction domain. Here,
the interaction domain is divided into the nonoverlapping partition Q; = Q70 UQ0c-
In what follows we assume that nonlocal data is available on €2,,;,. whereas only local
information is available on the physical boundary of ;,¢, i.e. on I'jpe = 000 N O

An important property of the Laplacian operator in is its d-convergence, i.e.
as § — 0 to the classical, local Laplacian A. In fact, when the kernel v is properly
scaled, we have the following pointwise relationship:

(2.4) Lu(z) = Au(z) + O(6%).

With the purpose of prescribing Neumann volume constraints, we introduce the
nonlocal flux operator:

Q

NYPy(x) = — / (u(y) — u(x))y(x,y) dy x € Q.

To provide an interpretation of the interaction operator, we note that the integral
sz NNP(v) de generalizes the concept of a local flux faﬂ q-ndA through the bound-
ary of a domain, with A/ (v) being the nonlocal counterpart of the local flux density
q-n. We refer to [26] for additional details regarding the nonlocal vector calculus and
results such as integration by parts and nonlocal Green’s identities.

We introduce the nonlocal energy semi-norm, nonlocal energy space, and nonlocal
volume-constrained energy space

lollf? = /ﬁ /ﬁ (u(y) — u(@))*(, y) dy de

(2.5) V(@) = {ve L2@Q) : |||v|llg < oo}

Va(Q):={veV(Q) : v=00onACQ}.
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We also define the volume-trace space Vi (Q) := {v|x : v € V(Q)}, for A C Q;, and
the dual spaces V/(Q) and V{ () with respect to L?-duality pairings.

We consider kernels such that the corresponding energy norm satisfies a Poincaré-
like inequality, i.e. [[vfloq < Cpull|v]]| for all v € VA (), where Cp,, is the nonlocal
Poincaré constant. For such kernels, the paper [36] shows that C, is independent
of § if § € (0, dp] for a given dp. In this paper we consider a specific class of kernels,
namely, integrable kernels such that there exist positive constants v; and v, for which
1 < Jgy(x,y)dy and [59*(x,y)dy < 73 for all x € Q. In this setting V(€2) and
VA (Q) are equivalent to L?(Q) and L2(Q2) and the operator £ is such that £ : L?(Q) —
L3(Q) [25)].

Strong form We introduce the strong form of a nonlocal Poisson’s problem with
Dirichlet or mixed volume constraints. We refer, again, to the configuration in Figure
(left) and recall that Q; = Qo U Qoe such that Qo N Qoe = 0. For s € V/(Q),

Un € V. (Q), and w, € Vay,,.(€0) we define the Dirichlet Poisson’s problem as: find
un, € V() such that

LNy, = s x e
(2.6) Uy, = Wy L E Doe
Up = Up T E Qo

where ([2.6)2 and (2.6))3 are two distinct Dirichlet volume constraints. Similarly, given
s e V'(Q), v, € Va,,..(Q), and g, € V'(Qoe), we define the mized Poisson’s problem

as follows: find w,, € V(Q) such that

LNy, = s xeQ
(2.7) ~Nu, = g TEQoe
Uy, = VUp TE inow

where (2.7 is the nonlocal counterpart of a flux condition, i.e. a Neumann boundary
condition. As such, we refer to it as Neumann volume constraint.

Weak form With the purpose of analyzing the §-convergence of our strategies, we also
introduce the weak form of problems and . By multiplying both equations
by a test function and using nonlocal integration by parts [25], we obtain the following
weak formulations. _ B

For s € V'(Q), v, € Vq,,..(Q), and w,, € Vq,,.(Q) we define the Dirichlet Pois-
son’s problem as: find u,, € V.(Q) such that u,, = w, in Qe, Up = vy, in Qypoe and,

for all z € V(Q),

ey @) @)@ - ey dyde = [ s

Q

or, equivalently, a(u, z) = F'(z), where the bilinear form is given by a(u, z) = (u, 2)v;,, -
It can be shown [25] that for every ~(:,-) satisfying the Poincaré inequality a(:,-) is
coercive and continuous in Vo, () x Vo, (Q) and that F(-) is continuous in Vo, (Q).
Thus, by the Lax-Milgram theorem problem is well-posed.
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Similarly, given s € V/(Q), v, € Va,,..(Q), and g, € V'(oc), one can define the
mized Poisson’s problem as follows: find w, € V() such that u, = v, in Q. and

for all z € Vq,,,. (),

29) [ [ (@) - @)@ - @n @y dyde = [ gzdo [ sde
QJQ Qioc Q

or, equivalently, a(u,z) = Fy (z). Also in this case, it can be shown that a(-,-)

is coercive and continuous in Vg, , (), provided the kernel induces a Poincaré in-

equality. Furthermore, the functional F,, is continuous on Vg, (2). Thus, by the
Lax-Milgram theorem problem (2.9)) is also well-posed.

2.2. The linear peridynamic solid model. For the displacement function
u(x): R? — RY we define the linear peridynamic solid (LPS) [27] operatorﬂ L£Ers: rd -
R? as

£ u(a) ks [ (0= (ly =) (= 20 (00 + 0(3) dy

(2.10)

G2 X%
sy Jantiy DTS S (i) )y,

where the dilatation 6 : R — R is defined as
2
9X::7/ - X —x)-(u —u(x))dy.
09 = 5 [y =Dy =) - (uty) ~ u() dy

Here, for d = 2, Cy = 2 and C5 = 16. The kernel function vy is nonnegative and radial
and satisfies the same assumptions as in (2.2)). Furthermore, we consider kernels =
such that m, defined as

mww=/ Yy - x|) Iy — x| dy
Bjs(x)

is bounded. This guarantees well-posedness of the volume constrained problem as-
sociated with £ [37]. The constants p, A are the shear and Lamé modulus, that,
under the plane strain assumption [6], are related to the Young’s modulus E and the

Poisson ratio v of a material, i.e. A = m, w= 2(17% It can be shown [37]

that the LPS operator £ converges to the Navier operator below
(2.11) L= -V -Ar(E)I+2uE) = —(A — p)V[tr(E)] — uV - (2E + tr(E)I),

1
where E := §(Vu + (Vu)7T) and tr(E) = V - u. In particular, we have the following

pointwise relationship
(2.12) LS u(x) = Liu(z) + O(62).

For the LPS operator £ we define the interaction domain of  as
(2.13) O ={y e R\ Q: |y —z| <26, © €},

and set Q = QU Q7. Note that in this case, {7 is a layer of thickness 26 surrounding
Q; this is due to the presence of a double integral in the definition of the operator.

3Note that this model holds in the assumption of small displacements [27].
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As before, Q; is the volume where nonlocal boundary conditions must be prescribed
to guarantee the well-posedness of the nonlocal equation associated with £, We
refer to Figure [1| (right) for an illustration of a two-dimensional domain, the support
of v and the induced interaction domain. The same division as in Section into a
nonoverlapping partition is performed.

For the prescription of nonlocal flux conditions, we consider the following nonlocal
flux operator for the LPS model. Let £ € A C 7, we have

NS u(e) = [ (=)l = x1) (v =) (000) +603) dy

(2.14)

& / Y —x)®(y-x%)
+ py(ly —x|) (u(y) —u(x))dy,
m(6) Ja ly — x|
where 0 and m are defined as above. For more details on nonlocal flux conditions for
nonlocal mechanics problems we refer the interested reader to [33].
As for the Laplacian operator, we introduce the energy norm and the correspond-
ing spaces [37].

|30 = / | . M =2 ((y) — ua)) - (v — )P dy dx,

ly — x/?
2.15
(2.15) VEPS(Q {ue (L2 [[|ul||zps < o0}
VLPS( ={ueV"(@Q):u=00nAcCQ}

Note that |||ul||Lps = 0 if and only if u represents an infinitesimally rigid displacement,
ie.

u(z) € {Qz +b,Q € R4 QT = —Q,b € R?}.
We also define the volume-trace space ‘N/,{‘PS(ﬁl = {v|p s v e VIPS(Q)}, for A C Qy,
and the dual spaces (VE)(Q) and (VEF9), (Q) with respect to L?-duality pairings.

Note that when v is an integrable function, similarly to the nonlocal Laplacian oper-
ator, the LPS operator acts as a map from [L2(2)]? to [L?(2)]%.

Strong form We introduce the strong form of the LPS problem with Dirichlet or
mixed volume constraints. We refer, again, to the configuration in Figure [1| (right).
For s € (VI (Q), v, € XN/S%Z“EC (©), and w,, € Vgﬁf(ﬁ) we define the Dirichlet LPS
problem as: find u,, € V9(Q) such that

LM%, = s x e
(2.16) u, = W, &€ Q.
u, = V, =€ Qo

where (2.16)2 and (2.16])3 are distinct Dirichlet volume constraints. Similarly, given
e (VY (Q), v, € VTS (Q), and g, € (V) (Qoc), we define the mized LPS
problem as follows: find u,, € VI (Q) such that
—LM, = s x e
(2.17) NSy, = g, x€ W

u, = V, € Qioc.
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Weak form With the purpose of analyzing the d-convergence of our strategies, we
also introduce the weak form of problems and . For clarity, and to
avoid heavy notation, we present the formulations in the scalar setting. We first
introduce the following integration by parts result [20, 25]: for every u € VI (Q)
and z € Vg (Q), we have

/Q LIPSy () 2() dar
Sade [ [ Ay = x) =)+ (u(y) — u) dy} <

[ty =5ty =) () — =) dy | ax

(2.18) ;
2m2(/g) /ﬁ/ﬁv(ly —x[)(u(y) — u(x))(2(y) — 2(z))dydx

+ [ NESy(x)z(x) dz
Qr

=al5 (u, 2) —|—/ NESy(x)2(x) da.

Qioc

+

It is important to note that the bilinear form a(-,-) induces a norm in the space
VEPS (Q), for all A C Qy, or, in other words, a(u,u) is equivalent to |[||ul[|7pg for all
u € VHS(Q). Thus, a(-,-) is continuous and coercive.

By multiplying both equations (2.16) and (2.17) by a test function and using
nonlocal integration by parts, we obtain the following weak formulations. For s €

(VIPSY(Q), vy, € 175{‘51 (©), and w,, € ‘Nfgﬁlf(ﬁ), u, € VIP(Q) is a weak solution of
the Dirichlet LPS problem if u,, = w,, in Qoc, Un = vy in Qyyoe and

(2.19) a ™ (u, z) = /Qsz dx, vz e Vi ().

Similarly, given s € (V) (Q), v, € ?S%ch(ﬁ)’ and g, € (VIS (Qe), un €
VIPS(Q) is a weak solution of the mized LPS problem if u, = v, in Q0. and

(2.20) a5 (u, z) = / gnzdx +/ szdx, Yz e VIS (Q).
Qioe Q

nloc

The well-posedness of and follows from the fact that a™™(-,-) is
continuous and coercive in V#®(Q) and from the continuity of the right-hand sides.
In fact, these properties allow us to apply the Lax-Milgram theorem that guarantees
existence and uniqueness of solutions.

3. Proposed strategies. In practice data may only available on the boundary
0Q and not in Qy; in particular, values of the diffusive quantity, for the nonlocal
Poisson’s equation, and of the displacement, for the LPS model, may be available on
parts of €, while nonlocal volume constraints may be available on the remaining part
of ;. Thus, as indicated in Figure [I} we split the interaction domain in two parts: a
“nonlocal part”, Q,;0, where nonlocal volume constraints are available, and a “local
part”, ., where only local, boundary data are available. As this is not enough for
the well-posedness of the problem, we now introduce a strategy that, starting from
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this incomplete data set, delivers volume constraints on €., hence allowing for the
solution of the nonlocal problems. We present our strategies for the nonlocal Poisson
equation, as the approach is identical for the LPS model (the properties of the method
are analyzed for both models).

Assumption 1 Only the following data are available:

1. w, € H? (T'joc): local Dirichlet boundary data on Iy = 0Q0e N OL;
2. v, € Va,,.(9): nonlocal Dirichlet data in Qpjoc;

3. s € V'(Q): forcing term over Q.

We design two strategies to automatically convert w; into a nonlocal volume
constraint (either of Dirichlet or Neumann type) on ... As we show in the following
section, the most important property of our strategies is their asymptotic compatibility,
i.e.

(3.1) U, —u as 0 =0 in V(Q) and L*(Q).

Here, u, is the nonlocal solution corresponding to the proposed nonlocal volume
constraints and u; is the solution of the following Poisson’s equation

—Auyy=s e
(32) up = wy T c 1—‘loc

Uy = Un T < 1_‘nloca
i.e. the solution of the local problem with boundary data as in Assumption 1 on
Qo and with boundary data v,|r,,.., with Tyniee = 0Qnioc N 0. Note that, by
prescribing the Dirichlet condition on Iy we are assuming that v,|r,,,, exists and

is such that v,|p,,,. € H2(I'p). We emphasize that we are not we are not assuming
vy € HY(Qnioc), but only that v, has a well-defined trace on 'y

3.1. Dirichlet-to-Dirichlet strategy. The first proposed strategy, referred to
as Dirichlet-to-Dirichlet (DtD) strategy, consists in using the local solution u; of prob-
lem as Dirichlet volume constraint for the nonlocal problem in £2;,.. We sum-
marize the procedure below.

1 Solve the local problem (3.2)) to obtain u;. Note that u; € ‘7(9100)~

2 Solve the (well-posed) nonlocal problem:

—LNLun = s xe
(3.3) Uy = U € Qoe
Up, = Un X € o

3.2. Dirichlet-to-Neumann strategy. The second strategy, referred to as
Dirichlet-to-Neumann (DtN) strategy, consists in using the local solution u; of prob-
lem to generate a Neumann volume constraint for the nonlocal problem in €;,,.
We summarize the procedure below.

1 Solve the local problem (3.2) to obtain u;. Note that N'VEu; for & € Q. is well-
defined and belongs to V'(Q4c)-
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2 Solve the (well-posed) nonlocal problem:

LNy, = s x e
(3.4) —NNLun = —NNLul x € Qe
Up = Up T € Qnioe-

4. Convergence to the local limit. In this section we study the limiting
behavior of the solution as the nonlocal interactions vanish, i.e. as 6 — 0 and we show
that holds true with a second order convergence rate for both the Poisson’s and
LPS models.

For both the Dirichlet-to-Dirichlet strategy and Dirichlet-to-Neumann, the fol-
lowing propositions provide bounds for the errors

(4.1) ep,NL = |[lun —wll|, erp,ps = ||[un —wl||Lps,
’ eonL = [lun —wllyg, eorrs = [, —wllyg-

THEOREM 4.1. Let §g € (0,00) and U; := {u; € C*Q) : w; solves (3.2) for § €
(0,80]} be solutions to (3.2)). Then,

(42) €E,NL = 0(52)

Proof. We only prove for the DtD strategy and refer the reader to [24] for
the DtN strategy as the steps of the proof are the same. In fact, for DtN, the only
difference with the approach presented in that paper is step 1 (solution of a local
problem), where, instead of solving a mixed boundary condition Poisson’s problem,
we solve a fully Dirichlet problem.

By definition of u,, and u;, we have

—Lu, =s=—-Au;, x€f)
(43) Un = Uy T € Qyoc
Uy = Up T € Qnioc-

We introduce a nonlocal auxiliary problem for the local solution u;, keeping in mind
that v,, is compatible with the local solution.

Lu— s = — [ (w(y) — w(@) (@ y)dy e
Q
(4'4) U = Uy T € Qoc
U = Up T < inoc~

In order to estimate eg n; we first consider the point-wise difference s(z) — s;().
Property (2.4) implies that

(45 |s(@) - si@) = /Q (wr(y) — (@)@, y) dy — A

Next, we consider the weak forms of (4.3]) and (4.4 and use, in both of them, the test
function z € Vo, (€2); we have

@0 [ [ @ - @)@ - @)@y dyde = [ sz,

Q

= 0(82).
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an [ [ ) - ww)e) - ) dyde = [ sz
Subtraction gives

[ @) = @) = ) + ) @) = ()3 () gl = | (5= 0) 2l
To prove the error estimate we then choose z = u, —u; € Vq, (ﬁ) We have
[l —wll* < /Q(S—Sz) (un—w) dz < ||s=sflo.elldn —wllo.e < O(62)Cpnl|[un —wlll-

By dividing both sides by |||u, — w||, the error bound follows. O
Before addressing the error bound for the LPS model, we introduce the local
problem corresponding to the operator £; introduced in (2.11)), i.e.

L, = s zeQ
(48) wy = w x € e
uy = vy LS Fnlow

where, w; is the available local Dirichlet data on I'j,., and v,, is the available nonlocal
Dirichlet volume constraint on I'yjoe = OQnioe N 0. As for the local Poisson’s equa-
tion, we assume that the nonlocal Dirichlet data v,, has a well-defined trace on I'y;0c
and is compatible with the local solution. We can now state the the following theo-
rem, whose proof, based on , follows exactly the same steps used in Theorem
and is, hence, omitted.

THEOREM 4.2. Let §y € (0,00) and U := {u; € C*(Q) : w; solves (48) for 6 €
(0,80]} be solutions to (4.8)). Then,

(4.9) ep,ps = O(6°).

Remark 4.3. An immediate consequence of Theorem [£.1] implies that the conver-
gence rate of ey is at least quadratic. This result can be obtained by applying the
Poincaré inequality, i.e.

eo,NL = |lun — wlly g < Conlllun — wll] = Cpnep nr = O(5?).

Following the same arguments, we can also show that the same bound holds for the
LPS model. In fact, paper [37] provides a Poincaré-type inequality associated with
the LPS operator L5 with constant C’ﬁfs . Thus, as a consequence of Theorem
we have
eo,cps = [[un — wllg g < Cot®|[Ju, — wl|| = CptPep 1ps = O(8%).

5. Numerical tests. We report the results of several two-dimensional numerical
tests that illustrate our theoretical results and highlight the efficacy of the proposed
methods.

In all tests we utilize a particle discretizations of the strong form of the nonlocal
Poisson’s problem and the LPS model introduced in Section and [2.2] respectively.
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Dirichlet-to-Dirichlet Dirichlet-to-Neumann

/ 5210(: \ / Sznloc \

(1,1) (1,1)

> Q <> Q Ql c

(0,0) (0,0)

- / - /

F1a. 2. Two dimensional configuration utilized in the nonlocal Poisson’s consistency and con-
vergence tests for the DtD strategy (left) and DtN strategy (rught).

The meshfree discretization method we use is based on an optimization-based quad-
rature rule developed and analyzed in [49, 54] 53] [58]. In this approach, we discretize

the union of the domain and interaction domain, €2, by a collection of points

Xn = {®i}fi=1,2,. my C O,

then solve for the solution ug;) ~ wu,(x;) at x; € x5, using a one point quadrature
rule. Although the method can be applied to more general grids, in all numerical
tests below we require x to be a uniform Cartesian grid:

xn = {(k@yh, - k@h)lk = (k@ k) € 273 N

Here h is the spatial grid size. To maintain an easily scalable implementation, in our
d-convergence studies [5] we assume h to be chosen such that the ratio % is bounded
by a constant as § — 0. This meshfree discretization method based on optimization-
based quadrature rules features simplicity in implementation and is asymptotically
compatible, i.e., it is such that the nonlocal solution converges to its local counterpart
as d, h — 0. For further implementation details, we refer interested reader to [28] [58].

5.1. Consistency tests for the nonlocal Poisson’s equation. Theorem 4]
implies that when the data are smooth enough to have £Nu; = Aw, then u, =
u;. We use this observation to conduct a consistency test for the proposed method.
Indeed, we consider local solutions u; such that Lu; = Awu; and expect to observe that
the local and nonlocal solutions coincide (up to discretization error).

We refer to the two-dimensional configuration reported in Figure 2] Here, Q =
(0,1)? and €7 is a layer of thickness § surrounding the domain. We use two different
configurations for the DtD and DtN strategy. For the former we refer to the config-
uration on the left of Figure [2| where Q; = ;,.; whereas for the latter we refer to
the configuration on the right where ;. only covers the right side of the interaction
domain, i.e. Qo = [1,1 4 6] x [0,1]. In all our consistency tests we use the constant
kernel

(1) 1@ 9) = 5 X, (9)

and the following set of solutions
o f(x) =0, u(x) =x1 + T2 on 0N, up(x) = 1 + T2 on Qyyoe. Note that this
solution corresponds to u; = x1 + @.
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sinusoidal polynomial
1) ) rate 1) €o rate
0.25 1.837e-4 - 0.31 9.571e-3 -
0.125 | 4.443e-5 | 2.0473 | 0.155 | 2.198e-3 | 2.1226
0.0625 | 1.098e-5 | 2.0174 | 0.0775 | 5.290e-3 | 2.0547
0.03125 | 2.730e-6 | 2.0071 | 0.0388 | 1.299¢e-4 | 2.0255

TABLE 1
For the nonlocal Poisson’s equation, L%-norm errors and convergence rates for the DtD strategy.

sinusoidal polynomial
1) €o rate 1) €o rate
0.25 2.551e-4 - 0.31 1.094e-2

0.125 | 7.257e-5 | 1.8136 | 0.155 | 2.929e-3 | 1.9014
0.0625 | 1.953e-5 | 1.9455 | 0.0775 | 7.720e-4 | 1.9239
0.03125 | 5.069¢-6 | 1.8941 | 0.0388 | 1.990e-4 | 1.9561

TABLE 2
For the nonlocal Poisson’s equation, L2-norm errors and convergence rates for the DtN strategy.

o f(x)=—6(x1+x2), w(x) = 3 +x3 on 0Q, u,(x) = 3 +x3 on Qpioe. Note
that this solution corresponds to u; = x3 + x3.
Consistently with our theory, in both cases and for both strategies (i.e. DtD and
DtN) the nonlocal solution coincides with the local solution up to machine precision.
In fact, we observe eg ~ O(10717). Note that this is possible because our mesh free
discretization method can reproduce exactly both linear and cubic polynomials.

5.2. Convergence tests for the nonlocal Poisson’s equation. We test the
convergence of u, to the local solution u; as § — 0. For the same constant kernel
defined in and for the same configurations illustrated in Figure |2} we consider
the following set of solutions

o f(x) = —2sin(xy) cos(xz), ui(x) = sin(xy) cos(xz) on 0L,
up(x) = sin(xq) cos(az) for © € Qpoc; the corresponding local solution is
w(x) = sin(x ) cos(x2).
o f(x)=—12(x? + x3), w(z) = =] + x4 for x € 9N and u,(x) = =} + =3 for
x € Qnioe; the corresponding local solution is given by w; = f + x3.
Convergence results are reported in Table [I] for the DtD strategy and in Table [2] for
the DtN strategy. Here, we report, for decreasing values of 6, the L? norm of the
difference between local and nonlocal solution, i.e. ey and the corresponding rate of
convergence. We recall that in our discretization scheme § and the node spacing h
are related, i.e. their ratio is constant and it is set to 2.5 for the sinusoidal solution
and to 3.1 for the polynomial one. In both cases, the smallest & is set to 0.1 and then
halved at every run. The observed quadratic rates are in alignment with our theory,
see Remark We point out that the faster converge of the DtD strategy is due to
the fact that the nonlocal solution is closer (by construction) to the local one. In fact,
they coincide on the interaction domain.

5.3. Numerical tests for the LPS model. We consider the LPS model in-
troduced in Section and we test consistency and convergence with respect to § of
both strategies. In all our tests we consider the deformation of a hollow cylinder as il-
lustrated in Figure[3| and refer the two-dimensional configurations reported in Figure
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Initial exterior diam=3

Initial interior diam=2

\

o

N

~
magnitude of u

Undeformed Cylinder Deformed Cylinder

Fic. 3. Two dimensional hollow cylinder problem settings.

Fic. 4. Two dimensional configuration utilized in the LPS consistency and convergence tests
for the DtD strategy (left) and DtN strategy (right).

[4 for details on the domain parameters. Specifically, we set Q = By 5(0)\ B1(0). The
interaction domain is then defined as a layer of thickness 26 surrounding the disc, both
inside and outside. For the DtD strategy we use the configuration on the left where
Qioc = Oy, i.e. we assume that only local boundary conditions are available. For the
DtN strategy we consider the configuration on the right where 2, only corresponds
to the inner portion of the interaction domain, i.e. 2, = B1(0)\ B1_25(0).

To test the consistency of both procedures, we consider the linear function u; =
[10x1 + 222,321 + 4x5]. This function is such that £X%u; = Lju;, where £
and L£; are defined as in and , respectively. Thus, as for the nonlocal
Poisson’s model, we expect the nonlocal solution obtained with both the DtD and
DtN procedures to be such that u,, = u;. Our results indicate, once again, that the
two solutions are identical, up to machine precision, i.e. eg = O(10717).

To test the convergence with respect to & we consider an analytic solution of
the local Navier equation (4.8). Under a plane strain assumption and subject to an
internal pressure pg = 0.1, the classical, local displacement solution for the hollow
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v=0.3 v =0.49
1) €o rate 0 eo rate
0.3 4.547¢-6 0.3 3.253e-5

0.15 7.698e-7 | 2.5625 0.15 4.836e-6 | 2.7498
0.075 | 1.714e-7 | 2.1673 | 0.075 | 1.002e-6 | 2.2711
0.0375 | 4.053e-8 | 2.0801 | 0.0375 | 2.291e-7 | 2.1291

TABLE 3

For the LPS model, L?-norm errors and convergence rates for the DtD strategy and different
values of Poisson’s ratio.

v=20.3 v =0.49
1 eo rate 0 €o rate
0.3 7.651e-6 - 0.3 2.460e-4

0.15 | 2.025e-6 | 1.9179 | 0.15 | 7.133e-5 | 1.7863
0.075 | 4.900e-7 | 2.0470 | 0.075 | 1.694e-5 | 2.0737
0.0375 | 1.111e-7 | 2.1412 | 0.0375 | 3.824e-6 | 2.1478

TABLE 4
For the LPS model, L?-norm errors and convergence rates for the DtN strategy and different
values of Poisson’s ratio.

cylinder is given by

Bx Bx
u = A:B1—|—2712,A.’E2—|—2722
Ty + T3 Ty + Ty

where
L0 2By (L )RR

K(Rt - R) ' K(R? — Rj)
Ry =1 and R; = 1.5 are the interior and exterior radius of the (undeformed) hollow
cylinder. We report the results of our tests in Table [3| for the DtD strategy and in
Table [] for the DtN strategy. In both cases, we consider two values of Poisson’s ratio
v = 0.3 and 0.49 respectively. Also in this case, the ratio between § and h is fixed
and set to 3.2; the coarser computational domain is such that h = 0.0937. The node
spacing is then halved at each run of the convergence test. The L?-norm errors show
a quadratic convergence rate, confirming our theoretical predictions in Remark

A:(

6. Conclusion. In this work we introduced a technique to automatically convert
local boundary conditions into nonlocal volume constraints. A first approximation to
the nonlocal solution is provided by the computation of the corresponding local solu-
tion, for which local boundary data are available. The local solution is then used to
define either a Dirichlet or Neumann nonlocal volume constraints. The latter guar-
antee that the nonlocal problem is well-posed and that its corresponding solution is
physically consistent, i.e. it converges quadratically to the local solution as the nonlo-
cality vanishes. Our conversion method does not have any geometry or dimensionality
constraints and is inexpensive compared to the computational cost incurred in when
solving nonlocal problems. The theoretical quadratic convergence with respect to the
horizon ¢ is illustrated by several two-dimensional numerical experiments conducted
by meshfree discretization. The consistency, convergence and effectiveness of our ap-
proach is demonstrated for both scalar nonlocal Poisson’s problems and for nonlocal
mechanics problems (namely for the linear peridynamic solid model).
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This work sets the groundwork for the deployment of nonlocal models at the
engineering and industry level where the use of such models is often hindered by
the technical difficulties that arise when dealing with the lack of volume constraints
necessary for the well-posedness and numerical solution of nonlocal equations.

Acknowledgments. M. D’Elia is supported by by the Sandia National Labo-
ratories Laboratory Directed Research and Development program. Sandia National
Laboratories is a multi-mission laboratory managed and operated by National Tech-
nology and Engineering Solutions of Sandia, LLC., a wholly owned subsidiary of
Honeywell International, Inc., for the U.S. Department of Energy’s National Nuclear
Security Administration under contract DE-NA0003525. Y. Yu would like to ac-
knowledge support by the National Science Foundation under award DMS 1753031
and Lehigh’s High Performance Computing systems for providing computational re-
sources at Sol. X.

This paper, SAND2021-7745 R, describes objective technical results and analysis.
Any subjective views or opinions that might be expressed in the paper do not nec-
essarily represent the views of the U.S. Department of Energy or the United States
Government.

REFERENCES

[1] A. A. Buabgs, B. CoLL, AND J. MOREL, Image denoising methods. a new nonlocal principle,
SIAM Review, 52 (2010), pp. 113-147.

[2] B. AraLl AND M. GUNZBURGER, Peridynamics and material interfaces, Journal of Elasticity,
120 (2015), pp. 225-248.

[3] E. Aurisa, G. CAPODAGLIO, A. CHIERICI, AND M. D’ELIA, Efficient quadrature rules for finite
element discretizations of nonlocal equations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.0882, 2021.

[4] D. BENSON, S. WHEATCRAFT, AND M. MEERSCHAERT, Application of a fractional advection-
dispersion equation, Water Resources Research, 36 (2000), pp. 1403-1412.

[5] F. BoBaru, M. YaNG, L. F. ALves, S. A. SILLING, E. AskARrI, AND J. Xu, Convergence,
adaptive refinement, and scaling in 1d peridynamics, International Journal for Numerical
Methods in Engineering, 77 (2009), pp. 852-877.

[6] A. F. BOWER, Applied mechanics of solids, CRC press, 2009.

[7] N. BurcH, M. D’ELIA, AND R. LEHOUCQ, The ezit-time problem for a markov jump process,
The European Physical Journal Special Topics, 223 (2014), pp. 3257-3271.

[8] O. Burkovska, C. GLuUsA, AND M. D’ELIA, An optimization-based approach to parameter
learning for fractional type monlocal models, Computers and Mathematics with Applica-
tions, (2021). in print.

[9] O. BURKOVSKA AND M. GUNZBURGER, On a monlocal cahn-hilliard model permitting sharp
interfaces, Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences, (2021). in print.

[10] G. CapopaGLIO, M. D’ELIA, P. BOCHEvV, AND M. GUNZBURGER, An energy-based coupling
approach to nonlocal interface problems, Computers and Fluids, 207 (2019), p. 104593.

[11] G. CapopacLiOo, M. D’ELiA, M. GUNZBURGER, P. BOCHEV, M. KLAR, AND C. VOLLMANN,
A general framework for substructuring-based domain decomposition methods for models
having nonlocal interactions. arXiv preprint arXiv:2008.11780, 2021.

[12] P. CrARrK D1 LeoNI, T. A. ZAKI, G. KARNIADAKIS, AND C. MENEVEAU, Two-point stress—strain-
rate correlation structure and non-local eddy viscosity in turbulent flows, Journal of Fluid
Mechanics, 914 (2021), p. A6, https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.977.

[13] O. DEFTERLI, M. D’ELIA, Q. DU, M. GUNZBURGER, R. LEHOUCQ, AND M. M. MEERSCHAERT,
Fractional diffusion on bounded domains, Fractional Calculus and Applied Analysis, 18
(2015), pp. 342-360.

[14] A. DELGOSHAIE, D. MEYER, P. JENNY, AND H. TCHELEPI, Non-local formulation for multiscale
flow in porous media, Journal of Hydrology, 531 (2015), pp. 649-654.

[15] M. D’ELia, P. BocHEv, D. LITTLEWOOD, AND M. PEREGO, Optimization-based coupling of
local and nonlocal models: Applications to peridynamics, Chapter in Handbook of nonlocal
continuum mechanics for materials and structures, (2017).

[16] M. D’ELIA, Q. Du, C. GrusAa, M. GUNZBURGER, X. TIAN, AND Z. ZHOU, Numerical methods
for monlocal and fractional models, Acta Numerica, (2020). To appear.


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.977

PRESCRIPTION OF BOUNDARY CONDITIONS FOR NONLOCAL PROBLEMS 17

M

M.

M.

M.

M.

M.

M.

M.

M

=

=

M

. D’ELiA, Q. Du, M. GUNZBURGER, AND R. LEHOUCQ, Nonlocal convection-diffusion problems

on bounded domains and finite-range jump processes, Computational Methods in Applied

Mathematics, 29 (2017), pp. 71-103.

D’ELiA, C. FLORES, X. L1, P. RADU, AND Y. YU, Helmholtz-Hodge decompositions in the

nonlocal framework. well-posedness analysis and applications, Journal of Peridynamics and

Nonlocal Modeling, 2 (2020), pp. 401-418.

D’ELIA AND M. GULIAN, Analysis of anisotropic nonlocal diffusion models: Well-posedness

of fractional problems for anomalous transport, arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.04289, (2021).

D’ELiA, M. GULIAN, H. OLSON, AND G. E. KARNIADAKIS, A unified theory of fractional,

nonlocal, and weighted nonlocal vector calculus. arXiv:2005.07686, 2020.

D’ELIA AND M. GUNZBURGER, Identification of the diffusion parameter in nonlocal steady

diffusion problems, Applied Mathematics and Optimization, 73 (2016), pp. 227-249.

D’ELiA, M. GUNZBURGER, AND C. VOLLMAN, A cookbook for finite element methods for

nonlocal problems, including quadrature rule choices and the use of approrimate neighbor-

hoods, M3AS, (2020). in print.

D’ELiA, J. D. Los REYES, AND A. TRUJILLO, Bilevel parameter optimization for nonlocal

image denoising model, Journal of Mathematical Imaging and Vision, (2021). in print.

. D’EL1A, X. T1AN, AND Y. YU, A physically-consistent, flexible and efficient strategy to con-
vert local boundary conditions into nonlocal volume constraints, Accepted for publication
in SIAM Journal of Scientific Computing, (2020).

. Du, M. GUNZBURGER, R. LEHOUCQ, AND K. ZHOU, Analysis and approzimation of nonlocal

diffusion problems with volume constraints, SIAM Review, 54 (2012), pp. 667696, https:
//doi.org/10.1137/110833294, http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/110833294l

. Du, M. GUNZBURGER, R. B. LEHOUCQ, AND K. ZHOU, A nonlocal vector calculus, nonlocal

volume—constrained problems, and nonlocal balance laws, Mathematical Models and Meth-
ods in Applied Sciences, 23 (2013), pp. 493-540, http://www.worldscientific.com/doi/abs/
10.1142/S0218202512500546.

. EMMRICH, O. WECKNER, ET AL., On the well-posedness of the linear peridynamic model

and its convergence towards the navier equation of linear elasticity, Communications in
Mathematical Sciences, 5 (2007), pp. 851-864.

. Fan, X. TiaN, X. YANG, X. L1, C. WEBSTER, AND Y. YU, An asymptotically compatible

probabilistic collocation method for randomly heterogeneous monlocal problems, preprint,
(2021).

. FIFE, Some nonclassical trends in parabolic and parabolic-like evolutions, Springer-Verlag,

New York, 2003, ch. Vehicular Ad Hoc Networks, pp. 153-191.
Foss, P. RADU, AND Y. YU, Convergence analysis and numerical studies for linearly elastic
peridynamics with dirichlet-type boundary conditions, preprint, (2021).

. GILBOA AND S. OSHER, Nonlocal linear image regularization and supervised segmentation,

Multiscale Model. Simul., 6 (2007), pp. 595-630.

. D. HA AND F. BoBARU, Characteristics of dynamic brittle fracture captured with peridy-

namics, Engineering Fracture Mechanics, 78 (2011), pp. 1156-1168.

. B. LEHOUCQ AND S. A. SILLING, Force flux and the peridynamic stress tensor, Journal of

the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 56 (2008), pp. 1566-1577.
. MEERSCHAERT AND A. SIKORSKII, Stochastic models for fractional calculus, Studies in math-
ematics, Gruyter, 2012.

. MENGESHA AND Q. DU, Analysis of a scalar nonlocal peridynamic model with a sign changing

kernel, Discrete & Continuous Dynamical Systems-B, 18 (2013), pp. 1415-1437.

. MENGESHA AND Q. Du, The bond-based peridynamic system with Dirichlet-type vol-

ume constraint, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 144 (2014), pp. 161-186,
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0308210512001436} http://0-dx.doi.org.library.unl.edu/10.1017/
S0308210512001436.

. MENGESHA AND Q. DU, Nonlocal constrained value problems for a linear peridynamic navier

equation, Journal of Elasticity, 116 (2014), pp. 27-51.

. METZLER AND J. KLAFTER, The random walk’s guide to anomalous diffusion: a fractional

dynamics approach, Physics Reports, 339 (2000), pp. 1-77.

. Pang, M. D’ELIA, M. PARKS, AND G. E. KARNIADAKIS, nPINNs: nonlocal Physics-Informed

Neural Networks for a parametrized nonlocal universal Laplacian operator. Algorithms and
Applications, Journal of Computational Physics, 422 (2020), p. 109760.

. Pang, L. Lu, aND G. E. KARNIADAKIS, fPINNs: Fractional physics-informed neural net-

works, STAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 41 (2019), pp. A2603-A2626.
. PASETTO, Enhanced Meshfree Methods for Numerical Solution of Local and Nonlocal The-
ories of Solid Mechanics, PhD thesis, UC San Diego, 2019.


https://doi.org/10.1137/110833294
https://doi.org/10.1137/110833294
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/110833294
http://www.worldscientific.com/doi/abs/10.1142/S0218202512500546
http://www.worldscientific.com/doi/abs/10.1142/S0218202512500546
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0308210512001436
http://0-dx.doi.org.library.unl.edu/10.1017/S0308210512001436
http://0-dx.doi.org.library.unl.edu/10.1017/S0308210512001436

18

(42]

[43]

[44]

X X =

M. D’ELIA AND Y. YU

SCHEKOCHIHIN, S. COWLEY, AND T. YOUSEF, Mhd turbulence: Nonlocal, anisotropic,
nonuniersal?, in In IUTAM Symposium on computational physics and new perspectives
in turbulence, Springer, Dordrecht, 2008, pp. 347-354.

SCHUMER, D. BENSON, M. MEERSCHAERT, AND B. BAEUMER, Multiscaling fractional
advection-dispersion equations and their solutions, Water Resources Research, 39 (2003),
pp. 1022-1032.

. SCHUMER, D. BENSON, M. MEERSCHAERT, AND S. WHEATCRAFT, Eulerian derivation of the

fractional advection-dispersion equation, Journal of Contaminant Hydrology, 48 (2001),
pp. 69-88.

. SELESON, M. GUNZBURGER, AND M. L. PARKS, Interface problems in nonlocal diffusion

and sharp transitions between local and nonlocal domains, Computer Methods in Applied
Mechanics and Engineering, 266 (2013), pp. 185-204.

. SILLING, Reformulation of elasticity theory for discontinuities and long-range forces, Journal

of the Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 48 (2000), pp. 175-209, https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0022-5096(99)00029-0.

. A. SILLING AND E. ASKARI, A meshfree method based on the peridynamic model of solid

mechanics, Computers & structures, 83 (2005), pp. 1526-1535.

. TIAN AND Q. Du, Asymptotically compatible schemes and applications to robust discretiza-

tion of nonlocal models, STAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 52 (2014), pp. 1641-1665.

. Trask, H. You, Y. Yu, AND M. L. PARKS, An asymptotically compatible meshfree quadra-

ture rule for monlocal problems with applications to peridynamics, Computer Methods in
Applied Mechanics and Engineering, 343 (2019), pp. 151-165.

. WANG, K. WANG, AND T. SIRCAR, A direct O(N log?N) finite difference method for frac-

tional diffusion equations, Journal of Computational Physics, 229 (2010), pp. 8095-8104.

. XU, M. D’EL1A, AND J. FOSTER, A machine-learning framework for peridynamic material

models with physical constraints. arXiv:2101.01095, 2021.

. Xu, C. GLusA, M. D’ELIA, AND J. FOSTER, A feti approach to domain decomposition for

meshfree discretizations of nonlocal problems. arXiv preprint arXiv:2105.07309, 2021.

.You, X. Lu, N. Task, AND Y. YU, An asymptotically compatible approach for neumann-type

boundary condition on nonlocal problems, ESAIM: Mathematical Modelling and Numerical
Analysis, 54 (2020), pp. 1373-1413.

. You, Y. Yu, AND D. KAMENSKY, An asymptotically compatible formulation for local-to-

nonlocal coupling problems without overlapping regions, Computer Methods in Applied
Mechanics and Engineering, 366 (2020), p. 113038.

. You, Y. Yu, S. SILLING, AND M. D’ELIA, Data-driven learning of nonlocal models: from

high-fidelity simulations to constitutive laws. Accepted in AAAI Spring Symposium:
MLPS, 2021.

.You, Y. Yu, N. TRASK, M. GULIAN, AND M. D’EL1A, Data-driven learning of robust nonlocal

physics from high-fidelity synthetic data, Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and
Engineering, (2020).

.Yu, F. F. BArRGOs, H. You, M. L. PArRKS, M. L. BITTENCOURT, AND G. E. KARNIADAKIS, A

partitioned coupling framework for peridynamics and classical theory: analysis and simula-
tions, Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, 340 (2018), pp. 905-931.

. Yu, H. You, AND N. TRASK, An asymptotically compatible treatment of traction loading

in linearly elastic peridynamic fracture, Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and
Engineering, 377 (2021), p. 113691.


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-5096(99)00029-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-5096(99)00029-0

	1 Introduction and motivation
	2 Preliminaries
	2.1 The nonlocal Poisson's problem
	2.2 The linear peridynamic solid model

	3 Proposed strategies
	3.1 Dirichlet-to-Dirichlet strategy
	3.2 Dirichlet-to-Neumann strategy

	4 Convergence to the local limit
	5 Numerical tests
	5.1 Consistency tests for the nonlocal Poisson's equation
	5.2 Convergence tests for the nonlocal Poisson's equation
	5.3 Numerical tests for the LPS model

	6 Conclusion
	References

