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Abstract

Helmholtz decompositions of elastic fields is a common approach for the solution of Navier
scattering problems. Used in the context of Boundary Integral Equations (BIE), this approach af-
fords solutions of Navier problems via the simpler Helmholtz boundary integral operators (BIOs).
Approximations of Helmholtz Dirichlet-to-Neumann (DtN) can be employed within a regularizing
combined field strategy to deliver BIE formulations of the second kind for the solution of Navier
scattering problems in two dimensions with Dirichlet boundary conditions, at least in the case of
smooth boundaries. Unlike the case of scattering and transmission Helmholtz problems, the approx-
imations of the DtN maps we use in the Helmholtz decomposition BIE in the Navier case require
incorporation of lower order terms in their pseudodifferential asymptotic expansions. The presence
of these lower order terms in the Navier regularized BIE formulations complicates the stability
analysis of their Nyström discretizations in the framework of global trigonometric interpolation
and the Kussmaul-Martensen kernel singularity splitting strategy. The main difficulty stems from
compositions of pseudodifferential operators of opposite orders, whose Nyström discretization must
be performed with care via pseudodifferential expansions beyond the principal symbol. The error
analysis is significantly simpler in the case of arclength boundary parametrizations and consider-
ably more involved in the case of general smooth parametrizations which are typically encountered
in the description of one dimensional closed curves.

Keywords: Time-harmonic Navier scattering problems, Helmholtz decomposition, boundary
integral equations, pseudodifferential calculus, Nyström discretizations, regularizing operators.

AMS subject classifications: 65N38, 35J05, 65T40, 65F08

1 Introduction

Elastic waves in homogeneous media, that is solutions of the time harmonic Navier equations, can be
expressed via Helmholtz decompositions as linear superpositions of P-waves and S-waves, which are
in turn solutions of Helmholtz equations with different wavenumbers related to the Lamé constants
of the medium in which they propagate. The enforcement of Dirichlet boundary conditions in this
approach leads to coupled boundary conditions for the pressure and the shear waves featuring normal
and tangential derivatives on the boundary of the scatterer. This simple observation affords the
possibility to use Helmholtz potentials corresponding to the pressure and shear wave numbers and
their related boundary integral operators (BIOs) to solve time harmonic Navier scattering problems
in homogeneous media. This approach has to be contrasted to the classical BIE approaches based on
Navier Green’s function potentials [16, 14, 15, 17, 22, 11, 19].
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The combined field approach [7], which is the method of choice to deliver robust BIE formulations
for Helmholtz scattering problems at any frequencies, leads in this context to systems of BIE of the
first kind (pseudodifferential operators of order one) owing to the presence of Helmholtz hypersingular
BIOs. To compound the difficulty, the principal symbols (in the pseudodifferential operator sense) of
these combined field formulations are defective matrix operators [21, 20]. The regularized combined
field methodology [3] relies on approximations of Dirichlet to Neumann (DtN) operators to construct
intrinsically well conditioned boundary integral equations, which, in the case of smooth boundaries,
are always of the second kind. This strategy was successfully applied to the design of well conditioned
Navier BIE by incorporating suitable approximations of Navier DtN operators [9, 10, 19, 8]. The
Helmholtz decomposition approach bypasses the need to construct the latter, as only Helmholtz DtN
are required [20]. However, in order to mitigate the aforementioned defective property, the DtN
approximations require incorporating lower order terms in the pseudodifferential asymptotic expansion
of DtN operators [20]. Leveraging arclength parametrization, the pseusodifferential calculus beyond
the principal symbol can be carried out within the framework of periodic Fourier multipliers. This
calculus gets more delicate in the case of arbitrary parametrizations, and we present in this paper
such a generalization that is invariant of the parametrization.

We introduce and analyze stable Nyström discretizations of the regularized BIE for the solutions
of Navier scattering problems in the Helmholtz decomposition framework. The stable Nyström dis-
cretization of the composition of pseudodifferential operators of opposite orders that typically feature
in regularized BIE formulations must be done with care [6]. A stable approach for handling such com-
positions within the global trigonometric framework involves isolating the principal parts of pseudod-
ifferential operators with opposite orders and explicitly composing them using Fourier multiplication
calculus. Once the principal parts were dealt with, the composition of pseudodifferential operators
of negative orders is benign, and can be realized by simple multiplication of Nyström discretization
matrices. Our Nyström approach relies on Kussmaul-Martensen kernel logarithmic splittings [27, 28],
which leads naturally to constructing asymptotic pseudodifferential expansions of the Helmholtz BIOs
and therefore to carrying out operator compositions per the prescriptions above. This approach was
adopted and developed in the 80s of the previous century by R. Kress and collaborators to provide
a full discretization of the four layer operators for Helmholtz equations for which a rigorous proof
of stability and convergence was given in the Sobolev framework cf [25, 24] (see also [5, 18]). For
Helmholtz equation, the resulting scheme is known to be superalgebraically convergent, that is, faster
than any negative power of the number of points used in this discretization, provided that the exact
solution is smooth. We stress that same convergence order is stated in this work for this more complex
equation (see Theorems 4.5 and 5.4).

The error analysis of the Nyström discretizations of the regularized BIE considered in this paper
is conducted along the guidelines above, with extra complications that are inevitable to the presence
of several terms in the pseudodifferential expansions of some of the key BIOs in our formulations,
including the regularizing operators and the DtN approximations themselves. We chose to present the
analysis both in the simpler arclength parametrization framework, as well as in the more complicated,
yet more realistic case of general smooth parametrization of closed boundary curves. The use of
smooth but non-arc length parametrizations is often necessary. In practice, it is not difficult to
compute numerically sufficiently accurate approximations of the arc parametrization, even for rather
complex geometries. However, such parametrizations result in an approximately uniform distribution
of points along the curve, failing to distinguish between regions of rapid or slow variation in the curve
(i.e., regions of high or low curvature). Since some of the most popular numerical schemes, such as
the superalgebraically convergent Kress-Nyström discretization of the Helmholtz boundary integral
operators we consider in this paper, use second and even third derivatives of the parametrization in
the definition, this results in poor performance and/or very high sensitivity to round-off errors arising
in the splitting of the kernels of the integral operators into smooth and singular parts. We provide
evidence of these phenomena in the numerical experiments section.

We also believe that the design of other discretizations -such as those based on Petrov-Galerkin,
Collocation or Qualocation spline based methods (see [2, 33, 30, 31] and references therein) or even
deltaBEM schemes [13, 32]- and their mathematical analysis, are also possible up to some extent. How-
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ever, in addition to the high order the Nyström method enjoys, there is a notable feature that makes
the method considered and fully analysed here attractive: Both the regularizer and the approximation
we propose for the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator used in the pressure and shear wave representation
formula are diagonal Fourier operators (i.e., convolution operators) for arc-length parametrizations
of the curve which favours a simple integration with the solver. For general parametrizations this is
only true for their principal parts, which is still advantageous. On the other hand, we are confident
that Nyström discretization can also be analysed for the Neumann problem -the integral equation is
in this case of order 1 (i.e. it behaves as a derivative)- by employing similar tools as those we have
developed in this paper in a more complex and/or technical analysis. Numerical experiments support
clearly this conjecture (see [20]).

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we introduce the boundary value problem for
Navier equations in two dimensions and we present the Helmholtz decomposition approach and a
first boundary integral formulation for this problem. In Section 3 we rewrite the boundary integral
equations as periodic operator equations by means of arc-length parametrizations of the boundary
of the Navier problem domain. The required regularizer is then introduced and the well-posedness
of the equation is stated. In Section 4 we introduce the Nyström method and prove stability and
superalgebraically convergence for this equation; in Section 5 we construct the regularizing operators
for general parametrizations, we extend the Nyström discretization for the regularized formulations and
show that stability and superalgebraically convergence is preserved. Finally, we present in Section 6
a few numerical experiments to illustrate the second kind nature of the regularized formulations,
the superalgebraically convergence proved in this paper as well as comparisons between the iterative
behavior of Nyström solvers for both types of parametrizations considered in this paper.

2 Navier equations and boundary element method

2.1 Boundary value problem and Helmholtz decomposition

For any vector function u “ pu1, u2qJ : R2 Ñ R2 (vectors in this paper will be always regarded as
column vectors) the strain tensor in a linear isotropic and homogeneous elastic medium with Lamé
constants λ and µ is defined as

ϵpuq :“
1

2
p∇u ` p∇uqJq “

„

Bx1u1
1
2 pBx1u2 ` Bx2u1q

1
2 pBx1u2 ` Bx2u1q Bx2u2

ȷ

.

The stress tensor is then given by

σpuq :“ 2µϵpuq ` λpdivuqI2

where I2 is the identity matrix of order 2 and the Lamé coefficients λ are assumed to satisfy λ, λ`2µ ą

0. For Ω a smooth bounded domain with boundary Γ, the exterior Dirichlet problem for the time-
harmonic elastic wave (Navier) equation is

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

divσpuq ` ω2u “ 0, in Ω` :“ R2zΩ,
γΓu “ ´uinc,
+Kupradze radiation condition

(2.1)

where the frequency ω P R` and the divergence operator div is applied row-wise. Here uinc is a
solution of the Navier equation in a neighborhood of Ω, typically in R2, although point source elastic
waves are also supported.

The Kupradze radiation condition at infinity [1, 26] can be described as follows: if

up :“ ´
1

k2p
∇ divu, us :“ u ´ up “

ÝÝÑ
curl curl u (2.2)

(
ÝÝÑ
curlφ :“ pBx2φ,´Bx1φq, curlu :“ Bx2u1 ´ Bx1u2 are respectively the vector and scalar curl, or
rotational, operator) with

k2p :“
ω2

λ` 2µ
, k2s :“

ω2

µ
(2.3)
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the associated the pressure and stress wave-numbers wave-numbers, then

Bup

Bpx
pxq ´ ikpuppxq,

Bus

Bpx
pxq ´ iksuspxq “ o

´

|x|´1{2
¯

, px :“
1

|x|
x.

In view of (2.2), a common approach to the solution of Navier equations is to look for the fields u
in the form

u “ ∇up `
ÝÝÑ
curlus (2.4)

where up and us are respectively solutions of the Helmholtz equations in Ω` with wave-numbers kp
and ks satisfying the Sommerfeld radiation condition at infinity which is in itself a simple consequence
of the Kupradze radiation condition. Specifically, the scalar fields in the Helmholtz decomposition are
solutions of the following Helmholtz problems

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

∆up ` k2p “ 0, in Ω`

B
pxup ´ ikpup “ op|x|´1{2q, as |x| Ñ 8

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

∆us ` k2s “ 0, in Ω`

B
pxus ´ iksus “ op|x|´1{2q, as |x| Ñ 8.

(2.5)

If n denotes the outward unit normal vector to Γ, t, the positively (counterclockwise) oriented tangent
field given by

t “ ´Qn, Q :“

„

0 1
´1 0

ȷ

(2.6)

which satisfy
∇up ¨ n “ Bnup ∇up ¨ t “ Btup

ÝÝÑ
curlus ¨ n “ Btus

ÝÝÑ
curlus ¨ t “ ´Bnus

(Bn and Bt are then the exterior normal and the positively oriented tangent derivative), the Dirichlet
condition in problem (2.1) leads to the following boundary conditions on Γ for up and us:

Bnup ` Btus “ ´uinc ¨ n, on Γ,
Btup ´ Bnus “ ´uinc ¨ t, on Γ.

(2.7)

The reformulation of the Navier scattering problem with Dirichlet boundary conditions in the Helmholtz
decomposition framework is readily amenable to boundary integral formulations, as we will explain in
what follows.

Remark 2.1 Throughout this article we will assume that Γ, the boundary of the domain Ω`, is of
length 2π. The general case can be reduced to this particular scenario by replacing the wawenum-
ber(s) k, and the complexifications rk we will introduce later, by Lk{p2πq, its characteristic length, and
Lrk{p2πq, where L is the length of the curve.

2.2 Helmholtz BIOs

For a given wave-number k ą 0 and a functional density φΓ on the boundary Γ we define the Helmholtz
single and double layer potentials in the form

SLk,ΓrφΓspxq :“

ż

Γ
ϕkpx´ yqφΓpyqdy, DLk,ΓrφΓspxq :“

ż

Γ

Bϕkpx´ yq

Bnpyq
φΓpyqdy, x P R2zΓ

with

ϕkpxq “
i

4
H

p1q

0 pk|x|q

the fundamental solution of the Helmholtz equation (H
p1q

0 is then the Hankel function of first kind
and order zero).

The four BIOs of the Calderón’s calculus associated with the Helmholtz equation are defined
by applying the exterior/interior Dirichlet and Neumann traces on Γ (denoted in what follows by
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γ`
Γ {γ´

Γ and B`
n{B´

n respectively) to the Helmholtz single and double layer potentials cf. [23, 29, 31].
Specifically,

γ˘
Γ SLk,Γ φΓ “ Vk,Γ φΓ, B˘

n SLk,Γ φΓ “ ¯
1

2
φΓ ` KJ

k,Γ φΓ,

γ˘
Γ DLk,Γ φΓ “ ˘

1

2
φΓ ` Kk,Γ φΓ, B˘

n DLk,Γ φΓ “ Wk,Γ φΓ

(2.8)

where, for x P Γ,

pVk,Γ φΓqpxq :“

ż

Γ
ϕkpx´ yqφΓpyqdy, (2.9)

pKk,Γ φΓqpxq :“

ż

Γ

Bϕkpx´ yq

Bnpyq
φΓpyqdy, (2.10)

pKJ
k,Γ φΓqpxq :“

ż

Γ

Bϕkpx´ yq

Bnpxq
φΓpyqdy, (2.11)

pWk,Γ φΓqpxq :“ f.p.

ż

Γ

B2ϕkpx´ yq

Bnpxq Bnpyq
φΓpyqdy

“ Btpxq Vk,ΓrBtφΓspxq ´ k2tpxq ¨ pVk,ΓrtφΓsqpxq (2.12)

are respectively the single layer, double layer, adjoint double and hypersingular operator. In the latter
operator, “f.p.” stands for finite part since the kernel of the operator is strongly singular. However,
as noted, the hypersingular operator can also be written in terms of the single-layer operator and the
tangent derivative Bt operator, an alternative expression which is sometimes referred to as Maue’s
formula. The following not-so-well-known identities:

BtpxqpSLk,Γ φΓqpxq “ pBtVk,Γ φΓqpxq, (2.13)

BtpxqpDLk,Γ φΓqpxq “
1

2
Btφpxq ` k2pVk,ΓpnφΓqqpxq ¨ tpxq ´ pKJ Btφqpxq, (2.14)

again with x P Γ, will be used in the formulation of the method. We refer the reader to [20, Th. 3.5]
for a proof.

Remark 2.2 From now on we will denote the layer operators and potentials associated to the Helmholtz
equation with a generic wave-number k with the subscript “k”. When we want to refer to kp or ks,
the pressure and strain wave-numbers associated to the Navier equation, we will use simply p and s
for lighten the notation.

We propose then a solution of (2.4) in the form of a combined potential formulation for up and us:

up “ DLp,Γφp,Γ ´ SLp,ΓYp,Γφp,Γ,

us “ DLs,Γφp,Γ ´ SLs,ΓYs,Γφs,Γ,
(2.15)

in terms of densities φp,Γ, φs,Γ. Here Yp,Γ and Ys,Γ are suitable approximations, which will be
described precisely below, of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators DtNp and DtNs corresponding to
exterior Helmholtz problems for kp and ks respectively. By construction, up and us are solutions of the
Helmholtz equations satisfying the radiation (Sommerfeld) conditions at infinity. It is worth noting
that with the use of such operators, the equation (2.15) resembles the representation formula of the
exterior solutions of the Helmholtz equation in terms of the Dirichlet and Neumann data:

uk “ DLk,ΓγΓuk ´ SLk,ΓBnuk.

By imposing the Dirichlet conditions in the pn, tq frame on Γ, and making use of the identities
(2.8)–(2.14), the combined field approach leads to the following system of BIE for the densities φp,Γ

and φs,Γ

Acomb,Γ

„

φp,Γ

φs,Γ

ȷ

“

„

fn,Γ

ft,Γ

ȷ

, fn,Γ “ ´γΓu
inc ¨ n, ft,Γ “ ´γΓu

inc ¨ t
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where

Acomb,Γ :“ ADL,Γ ´ ASL,Γ

„

Yp,Γ

Ys,Γ

ȷ

(2.16)

with

ADL,Γ :“

„

Wp,Γ
1
2Bt ` k2st ¨ Vs,Γrn ¨ s ´ KJ

s,Γ Bt
1
2Bt ` k2pt ¨ Vp,Γrn ¨ s ´ KJ

p,Γ Bt ´Ws,Γ

ȷ

(2.17)

ASL,Γ :“

„

´1
2 I`KJ

p,Γ BtVs,Γ

BtVp,Γ
1
2 I´KJ

s,Γ

ȷ

. (2.18)

Equation (2.16) is unsuitable for numerical approximation, regardless of the choice of the operators
Yp,Γ and Ys,Γ. Indeed, the operators Acomb,Γ : Hs`1pΓq ˆ Hs`1pΓq Ñ HspΓq ˆ HspΓq, where HspΓq

is the Sobolev space on Γ of order s, although continuous, are not Fredholm operators due to the
fact that their kernels and coimages of the principal part are not finite-dimensional. The root of the
problem goes deeper, and can be traced to the Helmholtz boundary conditions themselves. Indeed, the
boundary conditions in the pn, tq framework (2.7) can be recast via the exterior Helmnoltz Neumann-
to-Dirichlet operators NtDk,Γ (inverses of the DtN operators) in an alternative form featuring the
matrix operator

C :“

„

I BtNtDs,Γ

´BtNtDp,Γ I

ȷ

: HspΓq ˆHspΓq Ñ HspΓq ˆHspΓq. (2.19)

For any Helmholtz exterior solution u we can express

NtDk,ΓpBnuq “ γΓu “ ´2Vk,Γ Bnu´ 2Kk,Γ γΓu. (2.20)

Besides, if V0,Γ is the Single Layer Operator for the Laplace operator, it holds Kk,Γ,Vk,Γ ´V0,Γ :
HspΓq Ñ Hs`3pΓq, i.e. operators of order ´3. Therefore

C “

„

I ´2BtV0,Γ

´2BtV0,Γ ´ I

ȷ

loooooooooooooomoooooooooooooon

“C0

`K2

with K2 of order ´2. The principal part of C, C0, is defective, actually nilpotent, module operators of
´8 order. Indeed

C2
0 “

„

I`4BtV0,Γ BtV0,Γ

I`4BtV0,Γ BtV0,Γ

ȷ

“

„

I 0
0 I

ȷ

pKJ
0,Γq2

due to the identities

BtV0,Γ Bt “ W0, W0,ΓV0,Γ “ ´
1

4
I`pKJ

0,Γq2.

(That is, formally (2.12) with k “ 0 and Calderon identities for Laplace equation). KJ
0,Γ is known to

be an integral operator with smooth kernel. So

C2
0 : HspΓq ˆHspΓq Ñ HrpΓq ˆHrpΓq

for any s, r (i.e., a pseudodifferential operator of order ´8).
Naturally, this defective character is inherited by the matrix BIOs ASL and ADL. Nevertheless, reg-

ularizing operatorsR can be employed to render the compositionAcomb,ΓR : HspΓqˆHspΓq Ñ HspΓqˆ

HspΓq continuously invertible. For instance, it can be shown that A2
comb,Γ : Hs`1pΓq ˆ Hs`1pΓq Ñ

Hs`1pΓq ˆ Hs`1pΓq is invertible [20, 21], and thus the obvious choice R “ Acomb,ΓpA2
comb,Γq´1 could

be a regularizing candidate. However, its numerical evaluation becomes too expensive for it to be a
viable option in practice. Hence more efficient alternatives have to be considered.

While we postpone the proper definitions of R and Y to the next section since they require a
principal symbol pseudodifferential calculus, we can provide a general overview of our robust BIE
approach. Assuming proper regularizing operators R are available, our method of solution is outlined
below

6



(i) With fn,Γ “ ´γΓu
inc ¨ n, ft,Γ “ ´γΓu

inc ¨ t find pλp,Γ, λs,Γq such that

Acomb,ΓR
„

λp,Γ
λs,Γ

ȷ

“

„

fn,Γ

ft,Γ

ȷ

. (2.21)

(ii) Define
„

φp,Γ

φs,Γ

ȷ

“ R
„

λp,Γ
λs,Γ

ȷ

. (2.22)

(iii) Construct up and us according to (2.15).

In the next section, we will introduce the parameterized Sobolev space which will be essential for the
development of the principal symbol Fourier multiplier calculus, which, in turn, allows us to construct
a regularizer operator R. We will analyze the resulting combined field equations, we will describe a
Nyström discretization for their numerical solution, and we will establish the stability together with
the order of convergence of the resulting scheme in the case of arc-length parametrizations. We turn
our attention to the case of arbitrary smooth parametrizations, which is considerably more complex,
in Section 4.

3 Regularized BIEs with arc-length parametrizations

We restrict ourselves in this section to work with a regular positive oriented arc-length parametrization
of Γ. Such an assumption simplifies considerably the construction of the aforementioned regularizing
operators, as well as the stability analysis of the Nyström discretizations of the ensuing regularized
integral formulations. As we have already mentioned, we return in Section 5 to the case of arbitrary
boundary parametrizations.

3.1 Periodic Sobolev spaces and some useful operators

Let then x “ px1ptq, x2ptqq : R Ñ Γ be smooth, 2π´periodic parametrization such that

|x1pτq| “

b

px1
1pτqq2 ` px1

2pτqq2 “ 1, @τ

The unit tangent and normal parameterized vector to Γ (at xpτq) are then given, see (2.6), by

tpτq “ x1pτq, npτq “ Qx1pτq.

We will identify functions (or distributions) on Γ, φΓ : Γ Ñ C, with functions, or distributions, on the
real line via

φpτq “ φΓpxpτqq, (3.1)

so that
pBtφΓq ˝ x “ φ1 “: Dφ.

Similarly, we denote

pVk φqptqq “

ż 2π

0
ϕkpxptq ´ xpτqqφΓpxpτqqdτ

as the parameterized version of Vk,Γ. We follow the same convention for the remaining of the BIOs
and potentials of Helmholtz Calderón calculus.

Sobolev spaces HspΓq, s P R, can be then identified with 2π´periodic Sobolev spaces (see for
instance [25, Ch. 8]) given by

Hs “

!

φ P D1pRq : φp¨ ` 2πq “ φ, }φ}s ă 8

)

(D1pRq is the space of distributions in R). Here

}φ}2s “ | pφp0q|2 `
ÿ

n‰0

|n|2s| pφpnq|2,

7



is the Sobolev norm of order s, where

pφpnq “ pφ, e´nq :“
1

2π

ż 2π

0
φpτqe´npτqdτ, enpτq :“ exppinτq

is the n´th Fourier coefficient. (The integral must be understood in a week sense for non-integrable
functions φ). Clearly

Dφ “ i
ÿ

n‰0

npφpnqen.

We will also need integer, positive and negative, powers of D, and the averaging operator J, defined
in the following manner

Drφ :“ pDφqr “
ÿ

n‰0

p2πinqr pφpnqen, r ‰ 0, Jφ :“ pφp0q. (3.2)

The periodic Hilbert operator

Hφ :“ i

„

pφp0q `
ÿ

n‰0

signpnq pφpnqenp¨q¨q

ȷ

“ p.v.
1

2π

ż 2π

0
cot

¨ ´ τ

2
φpτq dτ `

i

2π

ż 2π

0
φpτqdτ (3.3)

(“p.v.” stands for the Cauchy principal value; obviously the integral has to be understood in a
distributional sense for non integrable functions.) will also play an essential role in what follows.
We will refer to these operators as Fourier multipliers since they are diagonal in the Fourier basis of
complex exponentials tenunPZ.

Clearly, Dr : H
s Ñ Hs´r and H : Hs Ñ Hs are continuous for any s. We then say that Dr and H

are pseudodifferential operators of order r and 0, respectively and will write

Dr P OPSprq, H P OPSp0q.

If A P OPSprq for any r, such as the mean value operator J introduced above, we simply write
A P OPSp´8q. It is a well-established result that OPSp´8q can be identified with periodic integral
operators with smooth kernels [23, 31].

These notation will be extended to matrix operator in such a way that we write

A “

„

A11 A12

A21 A22

ȷ

P OPSprq

if Aij P OPSprq. Similarly, we will say that A is a Fourier multiplier operator if so are Aij .

3.2 Parameterized Boundary Integral Operators

Let us introduce for r “ 0, 1, 2, . . .

Λrφ :“
1

2π

ż 2π

0
ρrp¨ ´ τqφpτq dτ “

8
ÿ

n“´8

pρrpnqφpnqen,

ρrpτq :“ ´pe1pτq ´ 1qr´1 log
´

2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
sin

τ

2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

¯

.

(3.4)

We point out that

Λ1φ “
1

2
HD´1φ (3.5)

which is equivalent to stating that

pρ1pnq “

$

&

%

1
2|n|

, n ‰ 0,

0, n “ 0.
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Similarly, it can be easily proven from the relation

pρrpnq “ pρr´1pnq ´ pρr´1pn´ 1q “

r´1
ÿ

j“0

ˆ

r ´ 1

j

˙

p´1qj´r`1
pρ1pn´ jq

that

pρrpnq “
1

2r

ˆ

n

r

˙´1

signpnq, n ‰ 0, 1, 2, . . . , r.

More specifically,

pρ2pnq “

$

’

&

’

%

1
2 , n “ 0,

´1
2 , n “ 1,
signn

2npn´1q
, n ‰ 0, 1,

pρ3pnq “

$

’

&

’

%

´3
4 , n “ 0, 2,

1, n “ 1,
1

|npn´1qpn´2q|
, n ‰ 0, 1, 2,

pρ4pnq “

$

’

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

’

%

11
12 , n “ 0,

´7
4 , n “ 1,

7
4 , n “ 2,

´11
12 , n “ 3,

3 signn
npn´1qpn´2qpn´3q

, n ‰ 0, 1, 2.

(3.6)

Lemma 3.1 It holds

Vk “ V
p1q

k

“ Λ1 ` V
p3q

k “
1

2
HD´1 ` V

p3q

k

“ Λ1 `
k2

4
Λ3 ` V

p4q

k “
1

2
HD´1 ´

k2

4
HD´3 `

k2

4
pΛ3 ` HD´3q
looooooomooooooon

POPSp´5q

`V
p4q

k

where, for j “ 1, 3, 4, V
pjq

k P OPSp´jq are integral operators which can be written in terms of periodic
integral operators with explicit kernels as

V
pjq

k φ :“

ż 2π

0
Apjqp¨, τqpe1p¨ ´ τq ´ 1qj´1 log

ˆ

4 sin2
¨ ´ τ

2

˙

φpτqdτ `

ż 2π

0
Bpjqp¨, τqφpτq dτ (3.7)

where Apjq and Bpjq are smooth bi-periodic functions.

Proof. The proof is based on the decomposition of the fundamental solution of the Helmholtz equation

ϕkpxq “ ´
1

4π
J0pk|x|q log |x|2 ` Cp|x|q

with J0 the Bessel function of first kind and order zero and C a smooth function. We refer the reader to
[23, §10.4] and [20] or [25, Ch. 12] for the decomposition of the integral operator. It is a well-established
result that integral operators of this kind define operators of order ´j (see, for example, [31, Ch. 7]). l

As consequence, we derive the following expansion for the single layer operator

Vk “
1

2
HD´1 ´

k2

4
HD´3 ` OPSp´4q.

Actually, it can be shown with little effort that the remainder is of order ´5. However, we do not use
this additional regularity order.
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Lemma 3.2 It holds

Wk “
1

2
HD `

k2

4
HD´1 `

k2

4
pDΛ3D ` HD´1q

looooooooooomooooooooooon

POPSp´3q

`W
p2q

k

where
W

p2q

k :“ DV
p4q

k D ` k2rV
p3q

k P OPSp´2q

with

rV
p3q

k φ “

ż 2π

0

rAp3qp¨, τqpe1p¨ ´ τq ´ 1q2 log

ˆ

4 sin2
¨ ´ τ

2

˙

φpτq dτ `

ż 2π

0

rBp3qp¨, τqφpτqdτ (3.8)

and

rAp3qpt, τq :“ Ap3qpt, τqtptq ¨ tpτq `
k2

4πpe1pt´ τq ´ 1q2
p1 ´ tptq ¨ tpτqq,

rBp3qpt, τq :“ Bp3qpt, τqtptq ¨ tpτq.

are smooth and biperiodic.

Proof. It is consequence of the Maue’s formula (2.12) which in this context can be written as

Wk “ DVk D ` k2t ¨ Vkrt¨s

“
1

2
HD `

k2

4
HD´1 ` DV

p4q

k D ` t ¨ V
p3q

k rt¨s `
k2

2
pt ¨ HD´1rt¨s ´ HD´1q ,

with (3.4) and Lemma 3.1. l

Notice that

rAp3qpt, tq “ Ap3qpt, tq ´
k2

8π
κ2ptq

where κ is the signed curvature given by

κ “ ´n ¨ Btt “ |x2|. (3.9)

Lemma 3.3 The adjoint double layer operator and double layer operator can be written as

KJ
k φ :“

ż 2π

0
Cp¨, τqpe1p¨ ´ τq ´ 1q2 log

ˆ

4 sin2
¨ ´ τ

2

˙

φpτqdτ `

ż 2π

0
Dp¨, τqφpτqdτ,

Kkφ :“

ż 2π

0
Cpτ, ¨qpe1pτ ´ ¨q ´ 1q2 log

ˆ

4 sin2
¨ ´ τ

2

˙

φpτqdτ `

ż 2π

0
Dpτ, ¨qφpτqdτ

with C and D smooth, which implies that K, KJ P OPSp´3q.

Finally, we analyze the integral operator

rVk,t,nφsptq “ tptq ¨ Vkrnφsptq.

Lemma 3.4 It holds

Vk,t,nφ “ ´
1

2π

ż 2π

0
Atp¨, τqpe1p¨ ´ τq ´ 1q log

ˆ

4 sin2
¨ ´ τ

2

˙

φpτq dτ `

ż 2π

0
Btp¨, τqφpτqdτ (3.10)

where

Atpt, τq :“
1

e1pt´ τq ´ 1
ptptq ¨ npτqqAp1qpt, τq,

Btpt, τq :“ Bp1qpt, τqptptq ¨ npτqq,

with Ap1q and Bp1q as in Lemma 3.1. Furthermore, Vk,t,n P OPSp´2q.

Proof. Straightforward from the definition, Lemma 3.2 and (3.5). l

Let us point out that in this case

Atpt, tq “ ´
i

2π
κptq.
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3.3 Arc-length parameterized regularized integral equations

We are now in the position to construct the DtN (Dirichlet-to-Neumann) approximations as well as
the regularizing operators featured in equations (2.21).

In view of the results of the previous subsection, we have that the (arclength-) parameterized
versions of the operators ADL,Γ, ASL,Γ are given by

ADL :“
1

2
H0HD `

1

4

„

k2p
´ks

ȷ

HD´1 `
1

4

„

k2p
´k2s

ȷ

pDΛ3D ` HD´1q

`

«

W
p2q
p k2sVs,t,n ´ KJ

s D

k2pVp,t,n ´ KJ
p D ´W

p2q
s

ff

,

ASL :“
1

2
H0 `

1

4

„

k2p
k2s

ȷ

HD´2 `
1

4

„

k2s
k2p

ȷ

pΛ3 ` HD´3qD

´

«

KJ
p DV

p4q
s

DV
p4q
p ´KJ

s

ff

.

(3.11)

In the expressions above

H0 :“

„

I ´H
´H ´I

ȷ

(3.12)

that satisfies H2
0 “ 0 (see the discussion below (2.19)). That is, the principal part for both ADL P

OPSp1q and ASL P OPSp0q is defective.
We turn our analysis now to the DtN approximation operator. The representation formula for

the exterior Helmholtz solutions (2.20) and the jump relations for the boundary layer potentials (2.8)
imply

DtNk “ 2Wk ´ 2KJ
kDtNk “ 2Wk ` OPSp´2q.

This supports the idea of replacing DtNk in regularizer formulations by the hypersingular operator
cf. [4]. The real wave-number k is typically replaced by the complexified wavenumber rk “ k ` iϵ in
the definition of approximations to DtN operators in order to ensure the invertibility of the ensuing
regularized operators. We follow this idea and, in view of Lemma 3.2, we introduce (see (3.2) and
(3.3))

Yk “ HD `
rk2

2
HD´1 ` J (3.13)

with rk “ k ` iϵ and ϵ ą 0. Clearly
Yk : Hs Ñ Hs`1

is invertible, as a Fourier multiplier operator it suffices to examine its action on tenunPZ, i.e, Yk P

OPSp1q and
Yk ´ 2Wk, Yk ´ 2DtNk P OPSp´1q. (3.14)

The choice

Y “

„

Yp

Ys

ȷ

in the representations (2.15)-(2.16) is then fully justified.
The regularizer operator we will use is suggested by the first terms in the definition of ADL and

ASL such as it is presented in (3.11), namely

R :“ H0HD `
1

2

«

rk2s
´rk2p

ff

HD´1 `

„

J
J

ȷ

. (3.15)

Clearly, R P OPSp1q. This choice ensures that R is an approximate right zero divisor of the principal
part of the operator Acomb, as will be seen in the following theorem. We refer the reader to [20] for a
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thorough analysis of this kind of regularizers. Notice in passing that the principal part of R is again
nilpotent: Hence

R2 “
1

2

«

2rk2sI prk2s ´ rk2pqH

prk2s ´ rk2pqH 2rk2pI

ff

pI ´ Jq `

„

J
J

ȷ

P OPSp0q

which can be easily seen to be invertible with inverse

2

prk2p ` rk2sq2

«

2rk2sI ´prk2s ´ rk2pqH

´prk2s ´ rk2pqH 2rk2pI

ff

pI ´ Jq `

„

J
J

ȷ

.

With these choices of regularizing operators, we are now in the position to analyze the ensuing
regularized formulations featuring the operator composition AcombR. To this end, we first introduce
the decomposition

Acomb “

ˆ

1

2
H0HD `

1

4

„

k2p
´ks

ȷ

HD´1 `
1

2
H0Y `

1

4

„

k2p
k2s

ȷ

HD´2Y
˙

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

Ap´1q

comb,pp

`
1

4

„

k2p
´k2s

ȷ

pDΛ3D ` HD´1q `
1

4

„

k2s
k2p

ȷ

YpΛ3 ` HD´3qD
loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

Ap2q

comb,pp

`

˜«

W
p2q
p k2sVs,t,n ´ KJ

s D

k2pVp,t,n ´ KJ
p D ´W

p2q
s

ff

´

«

KJ
p DV

p4q
s

DV
p4q
p ´KJ

s

ff

Y

¸

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

Ap2q

comb

.

(3.16)

We stress that Ap´1q

comb,pp P OPSp1q and Ap2q

comb,pp P OPSp´2q are Fourier multiplier operators. Further-

more, Ap2q

comb P OPSp´2q.

Theorem 3.5 It holds

AcombR “ ´
1

4

»

–

´

k2p ` k2s ` rk2p ` rk2s

¯

I ´

´

k2p ` k2s ´ rk2p ´ rk2s

¯

H
´

k2p ` k2s ´ rk2p ´ rk2s

¯

H
´

k2p ` k2s ` rk2p ` rk2s

¯

I

fi

fl ` OPSp´1q

and both the main part as well as the operator AcombR itself are invertible.

Proof. We refer the reader to [20]. The decomposition can be derived from straightforward calcula-

tions on the term Ap´1q

comb,ppR as it is done in (5.26). l

Remark 3.6 From previous Theorem, the identity

„

φp

φs

ȷ

“ RpAcombRq´1

„

fn
ft

ȷ

,

the fact that R,Y P OPSp1q, the continuity of the trace operator HrpΩq Ñ Hr´1{2pΓq, the continuity

of the boundary layer potentials DLk,Γ : HspΓq Ñ H
s`1{2
loc pΩ`q, SLk,Γ : Hs´1pΓq Ñ H

s`1{2
loc pΩ`q (for

s ě 0; see [12] or [29, Ch. 6 & 8] and references therein for the limit case s “ 0), we can infer that
for r ą 3{2 there exists C ą 0,

}up}Hr´1
loc pΩ`q

` }us}Hr´1
loc pΩ`q

ď C}u}Hr
locpΩ`qˆHr

locpΩ`q

which can be understood as a result on the stability of the Helmholtz decomposition for the solution of
the Dirichlet problem for Navier equations.
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4 Nyström discretization for arc-length parametrizations BIEs and
error analysis

In this section, we introduce a complete discrete Nyström method to solve (2.21). Then, we prove
stability and convergence in Sobolev norms.

4.1 Nyström method

Let N be a positive integer and denote the discrete space

TN “ spanxen : n P Z, ´N{2 ď n ă N{2y. (4.1)

On TN we consider the interpolation operator

TN Q QNf s.t. pQNfqpmhq “ fpmhq, m P Z

where tmhumPZ are the grid points with mesh size h :“ 2π{N .
The Nyström discretization we propose is basically a projection method in the space TN ˆ TN .

Hence the action of the operator AcombR on the elements of the space TN must be either explicitly

available or sufficiently well approximated. In the first case, we have Ap1q

comb, pp, A
p´1q

comb, pp, R and
Y, due to the fact the four of them are Fourier multiplier operators and therefore act TN ˆ TN to
itself. Hence, the design of a Nyström discretization hinges on the construction of sufficiently accurate
approximations

Ap2q

comb,N « Ap2q

comb “

«

DV
p4q
p D ` rV

p3q

p k2sVs,t,n ´ KJ
s D

k2pVp,t,n ´ KJ
p D ´DV

p4q
s D ` rV

p3q

s

ff

´

«

KJ
p DV

p4q
s

DV
p4q
p ´KJ

s

ff

„

Yp

Ys

ȷ

.

In other words, we have to describe which quadrature rules are going to be used in the approximations

of the different integrals arising in the operators presented in the matrix Ap2q

comb. For these purposes we
consider singular product integration rules, first introduced in [25] and widely used since then, which

take care of the different logarithmic singularities present in the definition of the operator Ap2q

comb. In
addition, we also have to consider the action of the derivative operator when acting on elements which
are not in TN .

In short, the following operators must be approximated via singular quadratures

DV
p4q

k D, rV
p3q

k , Vk,t,n, KJ
k D, KJ

k , DV
p4q

k . (4.2)

We will describe in what follows such approximations. In view of Lemma 3.3 we see that the approxi-
mation of the operators KJ

k (recall that these operators are in OPSp´3q) involves dealing with integral
operators of the following form

pKJ
k φqptq “

ż 2π

0
Cpt, τqpe1pτ ´ tq ´ 1q2 log

ˆ

4 sin2
t´ τ

2

˙

φpτqdτ `

ż 2π

0
Dpt, τqφpτqdτ.

We then define the semi-discrete approximations

pKJ
k,N φqptq :“

ż 2π

0
pe1pt´ τq ´ 1q2 log

ˆ

4 sin2
t´ τ

2

˙

pQN pCpt, ¨qφqpτq dτ `

ż 2π

0
QN pDpt, ¨qφqpτq dτ.

(4.3)
Clearly, in the case of a regular kernel Dpt, τq we have

ż 2π

0
QN pDpt, ¨qφqpτqdτ “

π

2N

N´1
ÿ

j“0

Dpt, tjqφptjq
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which is a simple application of the trapezoidal rule to the underlying integral. Furthermore, singular
quadratures for the first integral operator in the right hand side of equations (4.3) can be easily derived
from the identity, see (3.6),

´
1

4π

ż 2π

0
pe1pτq ´ 1q2 log

´

4 sin2
τ

2

¯

e´npτqdτ “ pρ3pnq

The operator KJ
kD is approximated in the same way, i.e.,

KJ
k,ND « KJ

kD (4.4)

since as we will see later, the derivative operator is applied formally only on trigonometric polynomials
in which case it can be computed exactly.

Furthermore, the same technique as in (4.3) is applied to discretize the operator rV
p3q

k , which

appears in the regular part of the hypersingular operator W
p2q

k . Similarly, see Lemma 3.1,

rV
p4q

k,N φsptq :“

ż 2π

0
pe1pt´ τq ´ 1q3 log

ˆ

4 sin2
t´ τ

2

˙

pQN pAp4qpt, ¨qφqpτqdτ

`

ż 2π

0
QN pBp4qpt, ¨qφqpτqdτ « rV

p4q

k φsptq

(4.5)

which can be computed explicitly using the Fourier coefficients of ρ4 (see again (3.6)) so that we can
introduce

W
p2q

k,N :“ DQN V
p4q

k,N D ` rV
p3q

k,N « DV
p4q

k D ` rV
p3q

k “ W
p2q

k . (4.6)

Observe that the leftmost derivative operator has undergone the approximation of D « DQN , but
such an approximation is not needed for the rightmost one.

Similarly, we construct

DQN V
p4q

k,N « V
p4q

k .

The last remaining operator is rVk,t,nφsptq “ tptq ¨ Vkrnφsptq that can be dealt with in a similar
manner

rVk,t,n,N φsptq :“
1

2π

ż 2π

0
QN pAtp¨, τqφqpτqpe1pτq ´ 1q log

ˆ

4 sin2
t´ τ

2

˙

dτ

`

ż 2π

0
QN pBtpt, ¨qφqpτqdτ « rVk,t,n φsptq

(4.7)

and whose evaluation is carried out with the help of the expressions pρ2pnq (see again (3.6)).

Remark 4.1 Notice that all the discretizations above follow the same prototype.

(a) First, we have the continuous operator:

pAδφqptq “
1

2π

ż 2π

0
Apt, τqδpt´ τqφpτqdτ “

ÿ

nPZ

pδpnqφApt;nqenptq

φApt;nq “ {rApt, ¨qφspnq “
1

2π

ż 2π

0
Apt, τqφpτqe´npτqdτ.

(b) Second, its numerical approximation is constructed, with ν “ tn{2u, via

pAδ,Nφqptq “
1

2π

ż 2π

0
QN pApt, ¨qφqpτqδpt´ τq dτ “

N´ν´1
ÿ

n“´ν

pδpnqφA,N pt;nqenptq

φA,N pt, nq “ {rQN pApt, ¨qφspnq “
1

2π

ż 2π

0
QN pApt, ¨qφqpτqe´npτqdτ.
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In these expressions, the Fourier coefficients ppδpnqqn are explicitly known which makes possible the
exact evaluation of Aδ,N . Furthermore, the trigonometric interpolating polynomial QN or the discrete
(Fourier) approximation of the derivative DQN « D can be fit into this frame with A ” 1 and δ “ 2πδ0,
δ0 being the Dirac delta at zero, in the first case and δ “ 2πδ1

0 in the second case. This explains why
we will be able to deal with apparently different convergence estimates in the same manner.

Besides, it actually holds

φA,N pt, nq “ h
N´1
ÿ

ℓ“0

pApt, ¨qφqpℓhqe´npℓhq, n “ ´ν, . . . , N ´ 1 ´ ν, h “
2π

N
,

which is just consequence of exactness of the rectangular rule in T2N´1. In particular, it makes FFT
techniques directly applicable in the implementation.

Hence, when the action of the operators are evaluated at the node points tjhujPZ, such as the
Nyström method requires, we reduce this calculation to the matrix-vector product

ψN “ Aδ,NφN , as approximation of ψ “ Aδφ

where

ψN « pψpℓhqqℓ“0,...,N´1 P CN , φN “ pφpℓhqqℓ“0,...,N´1 P CN ,

This matrix Aδ,N can be fast computed with

Aδ,N “ AN d ∆N ,

where “ d” is the Hadamard or element-wise matrix product and AN :“ pApℓh,mhqq
N´1
ℓ,m“0. Finally,

∆N is the matrix given by

∆N “
1

N
pPNWN q˚WN “

1

N
W ˚

NPNWN

PN “ diag ppδp0q, pδp1q, . . . , pδpN ´ 1 ´ µq, pδp´µq, pδp´µ` 1q, . . . , pδp´1qq,

WN “ pexpp´2πiℓm{Nqq
N´1
ℓ,m“0 .

That is to say,
∆N “ iFFTJpFFTpPN qq.

where FFT and iFFTJ are the Discrete Fourier Transform and the inverse Discrete Fourier Transform
applied column-wise and row-wise respectively.

Numerical method

Using the singular quadratures above, we can define with

Ap2q

comb,N “

»

–

DQN V
p4q

p,N D ` rV
p3q

p,N k2sVs,t,n,N ´ KJ
s,N D

k2pVp,t,n,N ´ KJ
p,N D ´DQN V

p4q

s,N D ` rV
p3q

s,N

fi

fl ´

«

KJ
p,N DQN V

p4q

s,N

DQN V
p4q

p,N ´KJ
s,N

ff

„

Yp

Ys

ȷ

(4.8)
the discrete approximation of Acomb,R

Acomb,R,N :“
´

Ap´1q

comb,pp ` Ap2q

comb,pp ` QNAp2q

comb,N

¯

R, QN :“

„

QN

QN

ȷ

. (4.9)

Then, the numerical method can be written as follows: find pλp,N , λs,N q so that

Acomb,R,N

„

λp,N
λs,N

ȷ

“QN

„

fn
ft

ȷ

,
(4.10)

Notice that λp,N , λs,N P TN because so does the right hand side. In other words, the true unknowns
are the values of λp,N , λs,N at the grid points tmhu

N´1
m“0, h “ 2π{N . Besides, this way of writing

the equation will simplify the analysis in next subsection. Finally, we can define the densities, the
numerical counterpart of (2.22), as

TN ˆ TN Q

„

φp,N

φs,N

ȷ

:“ R
„

λp,N
λs,N

ȷ

. (4.11)
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4.2 Error analysis

Our error analysis relies on two main results. The first one is a classical result concerning the error
in the trigonometric polynomial interpolation in (periodic) Sobolev norms: for any q ě 0, r ě 0 with
q ` r ą 1{2, there exists Cq,r ą 0 such that

}QNf ´ f}q ď Cq,rN
q´r}f}q`r (4.12)

for any N and f P Hq`r cf. [31, Ch. 8]. As a byproduct, we have

}QNf}q ď Cq}f}q (4.13)

for q ą 1{2 and, for q ě 0
}QNf}q ď }f}q ` CqN

´1}f}q`1. (4.14)

This last inequality will be useful to carry out the error analysis for Sobolev exponents q P r0, 1{2q

since (4.13) cannot cover this case. We will also use the inverse inequalities:

}QNf}q`r1 ď CN r1

}QNf}q

which hold for any r1 ě 0.
Let us stress that we will express the above and forthcoming estimates as operator convergence

estimates in appropriate Sobolev norms. Hence, we will write, for instance,

}QN ´ I}Hq`rÑHq ď Cq,rN
´r, q ě 0, r ě 0, q ` r ą 1{2,

}QNA}Hq`rÑHq ď Cq}A}Hq`rÑHq ` CN´1}A}Hq`rÑHq`1 , q ě 0,

}QN}Hq`rÑHq`r1 ď Cq,r,r1N r1

}QN}Hq`rÑHq , r1 ě 0,

where I is the identity and A is an arbitrary linear continuous operator between the corresponding
Sobolev spaces.

The second main result concerns the error in operator norm between the continuous integral
operators and the different semi-discrete approximations proposed in this paper (recall Remark 4.1)
that can be summarized as follows.

Proposition 4.2 Let δ P Hs, for some s, with

|pδpnq| ď cp1 ` |n|q´m, n P Z

and for A smooth and bi-periodic, define

pAδφqptq :“
1

2π

ż 2π

0
Apt, τqδpt´ τqφpτq dτ “

ÿ

nPZ

pδpnqφApt;nqenptq

φApt;nq “ {rApt, ¨qφspnq “
1

2π

ż 2π

0
Apt, τqφpτqe´npτq dτ

and its approximation

pAδ,Nφqptq :“
1

2π

ż 2π

0
QN pApt, ¨qφqpτqδpt´ τq dτ “

N´ν´1
ÿ

n“´ν

pδpnqφA,N pt;nqenptq

φA,N pt, nq “ {rQN pApt, ¨qφspnq “
1

2π

ż 2π

0
QN pApt, ¨qφqpτqe´npτqdτ.

Then for q `m ą 1{2, with r ě ´m there exists Cq,r ą 0 such that

}Aδ ´ Aδ,N}Hq`rÑHq ď Cq,rN
´r´mintq,mu.
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Proof. The proof is based on the same techniques as those presented in [25, Ch. 12 and 13]. We also
refer the reader to [6] and [18]. l

Remark 4.3 Let us point out that the operator norm convergence estimates for the numerical dis-
cretizations used in this paper follow in all cases the prototype

}L ´ LN}Hq`rÑHq ď CN´r´mintq,mu (4.15)

where ´m is the order of L (i.e. A P OPSp´mq), with q ` r ą 1{2 and r ě ´m. Note that the first
restriction ensures, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, that these operators act on continuous functions
and therefore the interpolating operator QN , which is essential in the definition of all considered
discretizations LN , can be applied.

Hence, (4.15) can be easily verified for the pairs tV
pmq

k ,V
pmq

k,Nu (logarithmic operators with indices
m ě 1), tI, QNu (m “ 0) or even for the differentiation operator tD,DQNu (now with m “ ´1).

This observation paves the way for a better understanding of the underlying convergence estimates
in the following subsection and greatly facilitates the subsequent proofs of the results that will be pre-
sented below.

Theorem 4.4 For any q ě 1, r ě 0 with q ` r ą 3{2 it holds

›

›

›
Ap2q

combR ´ QNAp2q

comb,NQNR
›

›

›

Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq
ď Cq,rN

´r´mint1,q´2u

with Cq,r independent of N .

Proof. Note first the order of the operators involved, Ap2q

comb and R, the estimate of convergence for
the interpolating operator and the inverse inequality for TN implies that for any q, r ě 0 there exists
C ą 0 such that
›

›

›
Ap2q

combR ´ Ap2q

combQNR,
›

›

›

Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq
ď C }I ´QN}Hq`r´1ÑHmaxtq´2,0u ď CN´r´mint1,q´1u

}QNR}Hq`rˆHq`rÑHq`rˆHq`r ď CN,
›

›

›
pI ´ QN qAp2q

combQNR}

›

›

›

Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq
ď C }I ´QN}Hq`rÑHq }QNR}Hq`rˆHq`rÑHq`rˆHq`r ,

ď CN´1´r

(second bound is just an inverse inequality) and therefore

›

›

›
Ap2q

combR ´ QNAp2q

comb,NQNR
›

›

›

Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq

ď CN
›

›

›
Ap2q

comb ´ Ap2q

comb,N

›

›

›

Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq
` CN´r´mint1,q´1u.

According to the definition of the operators involved (see (3.16) and (4.8)), and noticing that D,Yk P

OPSp1q, we see that the results is consequence of

}DV
p4q

k ´QNDV
p4q

k,N }Hq`r´1ÑHq (4.16a)

ď }DV
p4q

k ´QNDV
p4q

k }Hq`r´1ÑHq ` }QNDV
p4q

k ´QNDV
p4q

k,N }Hq`r´1ÑHq

ď Cq,rN
´r´2 ` }QND}Hq`1ÑHq}V

p4q

k ´V
p4q

k,N }Hq`r´1ÑHq`1

ď Cq,rN
´r´mint2,q´1u (4.16b)

and the estimates (recall that Vk,t,n is a logarithmic operator of order ´2)

}Vk,t,n ´ Vk,t,n,N}Hq`rÑHq ď Cq,rN
´r´mint2,qu, (4.16c)
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}rV
p3q

k ´ rV
p3q

k,N}Hq`rÑHq ď Cq,rN
´r´mint3,qu, (4.16d)

}KJ
k ´ KJ

k,N}Hq`r´1ÑHq ď Cq,rN
´r´mint2,q´1u. (4.16e)

The result is then proven.
l

We are ready to state the stability and convergence of the method:

Theorem 4.5 For N large enough the equations of the numerical method (4.10) admits a unique
solution pλp,N , λs,N q which satisfies, for any q ą 2,

}λp,N}q ` }λs,N}q ď Cq

`

}λp}q ` }λs}q
˘

with C independent of pλp, λsq, the exact solution of (2.21), and N . Furthermore, we have the
following error estimate

}λp ´ λp,N}q ` }λs ´ λs,N}q ď Cq,rN
´r

`

}λp}q`r ` }λs}q`r

˘

with Cq,r ą 0 independent of N and pλp, λsq.

Proof. We recall again the relation between exact

AcombR
„

λp
λs

ȷ

“

´

Ap´1q

comb,pp ` Ap2q

comb,pp ` Ap2q

comb

¯

R
„

λp,N
λs,N

ȷ

“

„

fn
ft

ȷ

(4.17)

and numerical (see (4.10)) solution:

Acomb,NR
„

λp,N
λs,N

ȷ

“

´

Ap´1q

comb,pp ` Ap2q

comb,pp ` QNAp2q

comb,NQN

¯

R
„

λp,N
λs,N

ȷ

“

„

QNfn
QNft

ȷ

. (4.18)

As consequence of Theorem 4.4, and for q ą 2,
›

›

›
pAp2q

comb,N ´ Ap2q

combqR
›

›

›

HqˆHqÑHqˆHq
Ñ 0

and therefore Acomb,NR : Hq ˆ Hq Ñ Hq ˆ Hq is uniformly continuous with uniformly continuous
inverse provided that N is large enough.

Furthermore,

}λp,N ´ λp}q ` }λs,N ´ λs}q ď

›

›

›

›

Acomb,NR
„

λp,N ´ λp
λs,N ´ λs

ȷ›

›

›

›

q

“

›

›

›

›

´

Ap2q

combR ´ QNAp2q

comb,NQNR
¯

„

λp
λq

ȷ›

›

›

›

q

`

›

›

›

›

„

QNfn ´ fn
QNft ´ ft

ȷ
›

›

›

›

q

ď Cq,rN
´r´mint1,q´2u

`

}λp}q`r ` }λs}q`r

˘

` C 1
q,rN

´r
`

}fn}q`r ` }ft}q`r

˘

ď C2
q,rN

´r
`

}λp}q`r ` }λs}q`r

˘

where in the last step we have used the continuity AcombR : Hq`r ˆHq`r Ñ Hq`r ˆHq`r. l

Corollary 4.6 Let pφp, φsq be the given by (2.22), and pφp,N , φs,N q that given by (4.11). Then for
any N large enough, and for any q ą 1, r ě 0 there exists Cr,q, C

1
r,q ą 0 so that

}φp ´ φp,N}q ` }φs ´ φs,N}q ď Cq,rN
´r

`

}φp}q`r ` }φs}q`r

˘

ď C 1
q,rN

´r
`

}fn}q`r`1 ` }ft}q`r`1

˘

Proof. It is straightforward, since
„

φp ´ φp,N

φs ´ φs,N

ȷ

“ R
„

λp ´ λp,N
λs ´ λs,N

ȷ

R P OPSp1q and, by Theorem 3.5, AcombR P OPSp0q is invertible. l
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5 Arbitrary parametrizations

Although arc-length parametrizations x : r0, 2πs Ñ Γ can be constructed for rather general geometries,
it is important to analyze Nyström discretizations for arbitrary smooth 2π-periodic parametrizations
qx : R Ñ Γ, and we show in this section how to extend the analysis to the general case. The main
difficulty arises from the fact |x1| is no longer constant, which in turn makes the regularizing operators
Y and R, as well as the tangential derivative Bt, to no longer be Fourier multiplier operators. Fur-

thermore, the principal part operator Ap´1q

comb,pp `Ap2q

comb,pp requires a more delicate analysis in order to
extract its principal symbol in Fourier multiplier form, so that the remainder is a sufficiently regular
operator, a trick which is essential to the numerical analysis we have presented in the previous sections.

5.1 The construction of the regularizing operators

Let us then start then from an arbitrary smooth 2π´periodic parametrization qx : R Ñ Γ and set from
now on

ηpτq “ |qx1pτq| (5.1)

the norm of the parametrization. Then

qDφ :“
1

η
Dφ “ pBtφΓq ˝ qx

is just the parameterized tangent derivative. Define also

qD´1φ “ D´1pηφq

so that for any φ of zero mean.

qD´1
qDφ “ φ, if

ż 2π

0
φη “

ż

Γ
φΓ “ 0.

We extend this operator for negative integer values of r,

qD´rφ “ D´rpηrφq

and introduce the averaging operator accordingly:

qJφ :“ Jpηφq “
1

2π

ż

Γ
φΓ.

Notice then qJ1 “ 1 (recall Remark 2.1).
On the other hand, it is not difficult to prove that (recall the notation φ “ φΓ ˝ qx and assume the

parameterizations x and qx both start from the same initial points)

Hφ´ p.v.

ż 2π

0

ηpτq

|xp¨q ´ xpτq|
φpτq dτ “ Hφ´ p.v.

ż

Γ

1

|xp¨q ´ y|
φΓpyq dy P OPSp´8q.

(It suffices to show that, using (3.3), the difference between the two operators is an integral operator
with smooth kernel) As a simple consequence, if for any parametrization z we set Hz : HspΓq Ñ HspΓq

the operator defined by
pHz φΓq˝z :“ Hφ,

we have that Hx ´H
qx is a smoothing operator. In other words, the Hilbert transform when seeing

acting on functions on Γ by means of two different smooth parametrizations differ by an operator of
order ´8.

The (parameterized) Dirichlet-To-Neumann and the regularizer operator becomes now

qYk “ η´1DH`
rk2

2
HD´1η ` η´1J, qY :“

«

qYp

qYs

ff

P OPSp1q. (5.2)
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Note that η´1J is used above for qYk instead of the perhaps more natural qJ “ Jη because it simplifies
the analysis. Note, however, that these two alternatives differ in a OPSp´8q operator.

We also define

qR “
1

η
H0HD `

1

2

«

rk2s
´rk2p

ff

H qD´1 `

«

qJ
qJ

ff

“
1

η
H0HD `

1

2

«

rk2s
´rk2p

ff

HD´1η `

„

J
J

ȷ

η P OPSp1q, H0 “

„

I ´H
´H ´I

ȷ

.

(5.3)

The newly defined operators qYk and respectively qR are parametrization invariant regularizers (module
regularizing operators of order ´2). Indeed, it is a simple matter to prove the following regularizing
properties with respect to arclength parametrization versions

qYkφ´ pDtoNk φΓq ˝ x “ OPSp´2q, qRpφp, φsq ´ pRpφp,Γ, φs,Γqq ˝ x “ OPSp´2q.

The first result above follows from (3.14) and (5.8) below. The second result is obtained by substituting
Dm with qDm and utilizing the fact that ηH´H η P OPSp´8q (see discussion about (5.24) below),
which leads to the simpler expression for R as proposed above. Furthermore, the following result
holds

Proposition 5.1 We have

(a) qYk P OPSp1q and invertible.

(b) qR P OPSp1q and injective.

Proof. We will prove only (b), since (a) can be shown using the same techniques. Let pφ1, φ2q P N p qRq

and consider

@

„

ηφ1

´ηφ2

ȷ

, qR
„

φ1

φ2

ȷ

D

:“ pφ1,HDφ1q ` pφ2,HDφ2q ` pφ1,Dφ2q ´ pφ2,Dφ1q

`
1

2
rk2ppηφ1,HD´1ηφ1q `

1

2
rk2spηφ2,HD´1ηφ2q ` |Jηφ1|2 ´ |Jηφ2|2.

Using integration by parts and noticing that HD is positive semi-definite we have that the imaginary
part of the scalar product above is given by

ℑx

„

ηφ1

´ηφ2

ȷ

, qR
„

φ1

φ2

ȷ

y “
1

2
ℑ

´

rk2ppηφ1,HD´1ηφ1q ` rk2spηφ2,HD´1ηφ2q

¯

.

But,

ℑ
´

rk2ppηφ1,HD´1ηφ1q ` rk2spηφ2,HD´1ηφ2q

¯

“ 0

if and only if ηφ1 and ηφ2 are constants (notice that ℑrk2p, ℑrk2s ą 0 and that HD´1 is positive definite

in H
1{2
0 :“ tφ P H1{2 : pφp0q “ 0u).

Assume then that pφ1, φ2q “ pα1η
´1, α2η

´1q P N p qRq. Then,

0 “ qJ qR
„

φ1

φ2

ȷ

“ Jη

ˆ

Jη

„

φ1

φ2

ȷ˙

“

„

α1

α2

ȷ

from which we conclude α1 “ α2 “ 0.
l

Having presented the construction of the regularizer operators, we are ready to introduce the
parametrized combined field regularized formulation. Hence, set

qAcomb “ qADL ´ qASL
qY, qY “

«

qYp

qYs

ff

(5.4a)
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qADL :“

«

|Wp
1
2

qD ` k2st ¨ qVsrn ¨ s ´ qK
J

s
qD

1
2

qD ` k2pt ¨ qVprn ¨ s ´ qK
J

p
qD ´|Ws

ff

(5.4b)

qASL :“

«

´1
2 I`qK

J

p
qDqVs

qDqVp
1
2 I´qK

J

s

ff

. (5.4c)

Note that the following notation convention has been employed:

qAk qφ “ pAk,ΓφΓq ˝ qx, qAk P tVk,K
J
k ,Wku

(As a reminder, in this work we have used the convention: qφ “ φΓ ˝ qx).
Then, the boundary integral formulation, counterpart of (2.21)-(2.22), is the following: For

qfn :“ pγΓu
inc ¨ nq ˝ qx, qft :“ pγΓu

inc ¨ tq ˝ qx

we solve first

qAcomb
qR

«

qλp
qλs

ff

“ ´

«

qfn
qft

ff

, (5.5)

followed by
„

qφp

qφs

ȷ

“ qR

«

qλp
qλs

ff

. (5.6)

The Helmholtz decomposition for the solution of the Navier equation u can be next constructed from
the pair p qφp, qφsq using the boundary layer potential ansatz (2.15) with qYk instead.

5.2 Parameterized Helmholtz BIO

We start from the single layer operator for which it is possible to prove

qVk “
1

2
H qD´1 `

k2

4
H qD´3 ` qV

p4q

k

where

qV
p4q

k “
k2

4
pΛ3 ´ HD´3qη3 ` rV

p4q

k P OPSp´4q (5.7)

and

rV
p4q

k φ “

ż 2π

0

qAp4qp¨, τqpe1p¨ ´ τq ´ 1q3 log

ˆ

4 sin2
¨ ´ τ

2

˙

φpτqdτ `

ż 2π

0

qBp4qp¨, τqφpτqdτ

for certain smooth bi-periodic functions qAp4q and qBp4q. The proof follows from the same techniques
used in Lemma 3.1 but noticing now that ηpτq “ |qx1pτq| ‰ 1,

Next, it holds

|Wk “ qDqVkηqD ` k2t ¨ qVkpt¨q.

Then, straightforward calculations show

|Wk “
1

2η
HD ´

k2

4
η´1HD´2η

2D ` qDqV
p4q

k D `
1

2
k2HD´1η ` k2qV

p2q

k,t

with

qV
p2q

k,tφ “

ż 2π

0

qAtp¨, τqpe1p¨ ´ τq ´ 1q log

ˆ

4 sin2
¨ ´ τ

2

˙

φpτqdτ `

ż 2π

0

qBtp¨, τqφpτq dτ P OPSp´2q

where

qAtpt, τq “
1

pe1pt´ τq ´ 1q

„

qAp1qpt, τqptptq ¨ tpτqq `
1

4π

ȷ

,

qBtpt, τq “ qBp1qpt, τqptptq ¨ tpτqq,
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qAp1q, qBp1q being the functions arising in the splitting in logarithmic and smooth part of the kernel of
qVk .

Using
η2Dη´1 “ Dη ´ 2η1I.

we can finally rewrite

|Wk “
1

2η
HD `

k2

4
HD´1η `

k2

4
ppHD´1 ´ η´1HD´1ηq ` 2η´1HD´2η

1qη

`η´1DqV
p4q

k η´1D ` k2qV
p2q

k,t.

Hence,

|Wk “
1

2η
HD `

k2

4
HD´1η ` |W

p2q

k (5.8)

with

|W
p2q

k :“
k2

4
Cp2q
η η `

k2

4η
HD´2pη2q1 ` η´1DqV

p4q

k D ` k2qV
p2q

k,t P OPSp´2q. (5.9)

We have defined above

pCp2q
a φqptq :“ pHD´1φqptq ´ a´1ptqpHD´1aφqptq

“ ´
1

4π

ż 2π

0

aptq ´ apτq

aptqpe1pt´ τq ´ 1q
pe1pt´ τq ´ 1q log

ˆ

4 sin2
t´ τ

2

˙

φpτqdτ

“
1

2π

ż 2π

0
rapt, τqρ1pt´ τqφpτqdτ P OPSp´2q

(5.10a)

where

rapt, τq :“

$

&

%

´ia1ptq t´ τ “ 2πℓ, ℓ P Z
aptq ´ apτq

aptqpe1pt´ τq ´ 1q
, otherwise

(5.10b)

turns out to be a smooth bi-periodic function. Notice then, equivalently,

pCp2q
a φqptq “

8
ÿ

n“´8

rpρ0pnq ´ pρ0pn´ 1qsφrapt;nqenptq “

8
ÿ

n“´8

pρ1pnqφrapt;nqenptq

where
φrapt;nq “ {rrapt, ¨qφspnq.

The analysis is quite similar for the operators qK
J

k , and
qVk,t,n :“ t ¨ qVkrn ¨ s, and therefore we omit

further details for these operators for the sake of brevity.
Summarizing, we have

qAcomb :“ qADL,pp ´ qASL,ppη
qY ` qAp2q

comb. (5.11)

with

qADL,pp :“
1

2η
H0HD `

1

4

„

k2p
´k2s

ȷ

HD´1η P OPSp1q

qASL,pp :“
1

2η
H0 `

1

4η

„

k2s
k2p

ȷ

HD´2η
2 `

1

2η

„

0 i
i 0

ȷ

J P OPSp0q

qAp2q

comb :“

«

|W
p2q

p k2s
qVs,t,n ´ qK

J

s
qD

k2p
qVp,t,n ´ qK

J

p
qD ´|W

p2q

s

ff

´

«

qK
J

p
qDqV

p4q

s

qDqV
p4q

p ´qK
J

s

ff

qY P OPSp´2q

(5.12)

where, according to (5.2),

qY :“
1

η

„

I
I

ȷ

pDH`Jq `
1

2

«

rk2p
rk2s

ff

HD´1η.

We notice, however, that unlike what happens with arc-length parametrizations, operators qADL,pp,

qASL,pp,
pY, and neither pR, are Fourier multipliers. Further manipulations are needed to decompose

them as sums of Fourier multipliers and sufficiently smoothing operators.
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5.3 Nyström discretization

We are now in the position to describe the semi-discretizations of some of the integral operators

entering the regularized formulations. First, in order to deal with qAp2q

comb, we set

qV
p4q

k,N :“
k2

4
pΛ3 ´ HD´3qQNη

3 ` rV
p4q

k,N « qV
p4q

k (5.13a)

|W
p2q

k,N :“
k2

4
C

p2q

η,Nη `
k2

4
QNη

´1HD´2QN pη2q1 ` η´1DQN V
p4q

k,N η´1D ` qV
p2q

k,t,N « |W
p2q

k (5.13b)

C
p2q

a,Nφptq :“
1

2π

ż 2π

0
QN prapt, ¨qφqpτqρ1pt´ τqdτ “

N´ν´1
ÿ

n“´ν

pρpnqφra,N pt;nqenptq (5.13c)

(see (5.10) for the last expression) as well as qK
J

k,N « qK
J

k , and
qVk,t,n,N « qVk,t,n .

We also introduce the discretization for qR and qY, which is what is expected in view of what we
have discussed so far:

qRN “
1

η
H0HD `

1

2

«

rk2s
´rk2p

ff

HD´1QNη `

„

J
J

ȷ

QNη, H0 “

„

I ´H
´H ´I

ȷ

(5.14)

qYN “

«

qYp,N

qYs,N

ff

, qYk,N :“ η´1DH`
rk2

2
HD´1QNη ` η´1JQN (5.15)

For these operators we can prove the following convergence result:

Proposition 5.2 For any q ` r ą 1{2, q ě 0

}qV
p4q

k ´ qV
p4q

k,N}Hq`rÑHq ď Cq,rN
´r´mintq,4u, (5.16)

}|W
p2q

k ´ |W
p2q

k,N}Hq`rÑHq ď Cq,rN
´r´mintq,2u, (5.17)

}qK
J

k ´ qK
J

k,N}Hq`rÑHq ď Cq,rN
´r´mintq,3u, (5.18)

}qVk,t,n ´ qVk,t,n,N}Hq`rÑHq ď Cq,rN
´r´mintq,2u, (5.19)

and

} qYN ´ qY}Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq ď Cq,rN
´r´mintq,1u, (5.20)

} qRN ´ qR}Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq ď Cq,rN
´r´mintq,1u, (5.21)

where Cq,r, possibly different in each occurrence, depends only on q, r.

Proof. These results follow from a careful application of the error estimates for the trigonometric
interpolating operator cf. (4.12) and Proposition 4.2 to the different terms involved which includes
the new estimate

}Cp2q
η ´ C

p2q

η,N}Hq`rÑHq ď CN´r´mintq,2u. (5.22)

(Recall also Remark 4.3). l
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Next, simple, but tedious calculations, show that the principal part of (5.11) can be rewritten as

qADL,pp ´ qASL,ppη
qY “ qApp ´

1

η
H0J

`
1

4

„

k2s
k2p

ȷ

`

η´1HD´2η
2HD ` D´1η ` η´1HD´2η

2J
˘

`
1

4

«

rk2s
rk2p

ff

pH´η´1H ηqHD´1η

`
1

8

«

k2s
rk2s

k2p
rk2p

ff

η´1HD´2η
3HD´1η `

1

2η

„

i
i

ȷ

J `
1

2η
H0J

`
1

4

«

irk2s
irk2p

ff

η´1JηHD´1η

with

qApp “
1

η
H0pHD ` Jq `

1

4

«

pk2p ` rk2pqI pk2s ´ rk2sqH

pk2p ´ rk2pqH ´pk2s ` rk2sqI

ff

HD´1η P OPSp1q.

We can simply further the expressions above to facilitate the analysis. We first note that

H0J “

„

1 ´i
´i ´1

ȷ

J.

On the other hand, recall that C
p2q
a P OPSp´2q as specified in (5.10). We can then define accordingly

Cp3q
a :“ HD´2 ´ a´1HD´2a P OPSp´3q, Cp8q

a :“ H´a´1H a P OPSp´8q.

Indeed, and since

HD´2φ :“ ´i
ÿ

n‰0

1

n2
pφpnqen Hφ :“ i

„

pφp0q `
ÿ

n‰0

signpnq pφpnqen

ȷ

it is straightforward to show that (see also (5.13c))

Cp3q
a φptq “ i

«

φrapt; 0q ´ φrapt; 1qe1ptq `
ÿ

n‰0,1

2n´ 1

n2pn´ 1q2
φrapt;nqenptq

ff

(5.23)

Cp8q
a φptq “ 2iφrapt; 0q “

i

π

ż 2π

0
rapt, τqφpτqdτ. (5.24)

Besides, noticing that H2 “ ´ I and using the identity

D´1η “ ´HD´2HDη “ ´HD´2H η
1 ´ HD´2H ηD “ D´2η

1 ´ HD´2H ηD,

we can rewrite

η´1HD´2η
2HD ` D´1η “ pη´1HD´2η ´ HD´2qηHD ` HD´2ηpH´η´1H ηqD ` D´2η

1

“ ´Cp3q
η ηHD ` HD´2ηC

p8q
η D ` D´2η

1.

In conclusion, we can write

qADL,pp ´ qASL,ppη
qY “ qApp ` qAp2q

pp

where

qAp2q
pp “ ´

1

4

„

k2s
k2p

ȷ

´

Cp3q
η ηHD ´ HD´2ηC

p8q
η D ´ D´2η

1 ´ η´1HD´2η
2J

¯

`
1

4

«

rk2p
rk2s

ff

Cp8q
η HD´1η `

1

8

«

k2s
rk2s

k2p
rk2p

ff

η´1HD´2η
3HD´1η `

1

2

„

´1 2i
2i 1

ȷ

η´1J

`
1

4

«

irk2s
irk2p

ff

η´1JηHD´1η

P OPSp´2q.
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After (right-)multiplying the principal part qApp by the regularizer

qR “
1

η
H0HD `

1

2

«

rk2s
´rk2p

ff

HD´1η `

„

J
J

ȷ

η (5.25)

and using that H2
0 “ 0, we obtain that with the following operator

Hp,s :“ ´
1

4

»

–

´

k2p ` k2s ` rk2p ` rk2s

¯

I ´

´

k2p ` k2s ´ rk2p ´ rk2s

¯

H
´

k2p ` k2s ´ rk2p ´ rk2s

¯

H
´

k2p ` k2s ` rk2p ` rk2s

¯

I

fi

fl , (5.26)

which will turn out to be the principal part of qApp
qR (see also Theorem 3.5), it holds

qApp
qR “ Hp,s `

1

8

«

rk2spk2p ` rk2pq I ´rk2ppk2s ´ rk2sqH
rk2spk2p ´ rk2pq I rk2ppk2s ` rk2sqH

ff

pHD´1ηq2

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

qAp2q

pp,R

`
1

2

«

rk2p
´rk2s

ff

C8
η `

1

η

„

I H
´H I

ȷ

DC8
η η

´1HD

`

„

1 ´i
´i ´1

ȷ

η´1Jη

„

HD D
D ´HD

ȷ

`
1

4

»

–

´

k2p ` k2s ` rk2p ´ rk2s

¯

´

´

k2p ` k2s ` rk2p ´ rk2s

¯

i
´

k2p ` k2s ´ rk2p ` rk2s

¯

i
´

k2p ` k2s ´ rk2p ` rk2s

¯

fi

fl J

`
1

2

«

rk2s
rk2pi

´rk2s i
rk2p

ff

η´1Jη `

„

1 ´i
´i ´1

ȷ

η´1Jη

`
1

4

»

–

´

k2p ` rk2p

¯

I
´

k2s ´ rk2s

¯

H
´

k2p ´ rk2p

¯

H ´

´

k2s ` rk2s

¯

I

fi

flHD´1ηJη

“ Hp,s ` qAp2q

pp,R ` qAp8q

pp,R.

In short, the associated pseudodifferential operator to (5.12) can be expressed as

qAcomb
qR “ Hp,s ` qAp2q

pp,R ` qAp8q

pp,R ` qAp2q
pp

qR ` qAp2q

comb
qR

loooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooon

“:Ap1q

comb,R

(5.27)

where the key feature in the latter decomposition is

Ap1q

comb,R P OPSp´1q.

We point out that the Hp,s is a continuous Fourier multiplier operator with a continuous inverse from

Hs ˆ Hs into itself. On the other hand, the operators qAp8q

pp,R and qAp2q

comb depends only on kp, ks and

η. Finally, it is the operator qAp2q that retains the major dependence on the parametrization qx of the
curve Γ via the regular part of the BIOs.

In order to present our full Nyström discretization of the regularized combined field equations (5.5)
we introduce

qAp2q

pp,R,N :“
1

8

«

rk2spk2p ` rk2pq I ´rk2ppk2s ´ rk2sqH
rk2spk2p ´ rk2pq I rk2ppk2s ` rk2sqH

ff

pHD´1QNηq2

(5.28a)

qAp8q

pp,R,N :“
1

2

«

rk2p
´rk2s

ff

C8
η `

1

η

„

I H
´H I

ȷ

DQNC8
η,Nη

´1HD (5.28b)
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`

„

1 ´i
´i ´1

ȷ

η´1JQNη

„

HD D
D ´HD

ȷ

`
1

4

»

–

´

k2p ` k2s ` rk2p ´ rk2s

¯

´

´

k2p ` k2s ` rk2p ´ rk2s

¯

i
´

k2p ` k2s ´ rk2p ` rk2s

¯

i
´

k2p ` k2s ´ rk2p ` rk2s

¯

fi

fl JQN

`
1

2

«

rk2s
rk2pi

´rk2s i
rk2p

ff

η´1JQNη `

„

1 ´i
´i ´1

ȷ

η´1JQNη

`
1

4

»

–

´

k2p ` rk2p

¯

I
´

k2s ´ rk2s

¯

H
´

k2p ´ rk2p

¯

H ´

´

k2s ` rk2s

¯

I

fi

flHD´1QNηJQNη. (5.28c)

qAp2q

pp,N :“ ´
1

4

„

k2s
k2p

ȷ

´

C
p3q

η,NηHD ´ HD´2ηC
p8q

η,ND ´ D´2QNη
1 ´ η´1D´2QNη

2J
¯

`
1

4

«

rk2p
rk2s

ff

C
p8q

η,N HD´1QNη `
1

8

«

k2s
rk2s

k2p
rk2p

ff

η´1HD´2QNη
3HD´1QNη

`
1

2

„

´1 2i
2i 1

ȷ

η´1J `
1

4

«

irk2s
irk2p

ff

η´1JQNηHD´1QNη (5.28d)

qRN :“
1

η
H0HD `

1

2

«

rk2s
´rk2p

ff

HD´1QNη `

„

J
J

ȷ

QNη, H0 “

„

I ´H
´H ´I

ȷ

(5.28e)

qAp2q

comb,N :“

«

|W
p2q

p,N k2s
qVs,t,n,N ´ qK

J

s,Nη
´1D

k2p
qVp,t,n,N ´ qK

J

p,Nη
´1D ´|W

p2q

s,N

ff

´

«

qK
J

p,N η´1DQN
qV

p4q

s,N

η´1DQN V
p4q

p,N ´qK
J

s,N

ff

YN , (5.28f)

qYN :“

«

qYp,N

qYs,N

ff

, qYk,N “ η´1DH`
rk2

2
HD´1QNη ` η´1JQN (5.28g)

In the expression above, C
p8q

η,N and C
p3q

η,N are the discretizations of C
p8q
η and C

p3q
η constructed using

Proposition 4.2, as C
p2q

η,N , introduced in (5.13c), is of C
p2q
η . Hence, it is easy to check that it holds

}Cpαq
η ´ C

pαq

η,N}Hq`rÑHq ď CN´r´mintα,qu, α P t3,8u. (5.29)

Then the method is as follows: solve

Acomb,R,N

«

qλp,N
qλs,N

ff

“

´

Hp,s ` QNAp1q

comb,R,N

¯

«

qλp,N
qλs,N

ff

“ QN

«

qfn
qft

ff

. (5.30)

where
Ap1q

comb,R,N “ qAp2q

pp,R,N ` qAp8q

pp,R,N ` qAp2q

pp,N
qRN ` qAp2q

comb,N
qRN P OPSp´1q (5.31)

and construct next
„

qφp,N

qφs,N

ȷ

:“ qRN

«

qλp,N
qλs,N

ff

. (5.32)

Notice again that since Hp,q is a Fourier multiplier operator, and by construction of the operators

involved, the pairs pqλp,N , qλs,N q, p qφp,N , qφs,N q belong to TN ˆ TN . That is, the unknowns in (5.31)
and the densities in (5.32) are uniquely determined by the values of these functions at the grid points
tmhu, h “ 2π{N .

Finally, we are in the position to establish the approximation properties, in operator norm of

Ap1q

comb,R,N cf. (5.31) to Ap1q

comb,R cf. (5.27).
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Theorem 5.3 For any q, r ě 0 with q ` r ą 3{2, and N sufficiently large, there exists Cq,r so that
›

›

›
Ap1q

comb,R ´ QNAp1q

comb,R,N

›

›

›

Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq
ď CN´r´mint1,q´2u.

Proof. By (4.14)

}ψ ´ QNφ}q ď }QN pψ ´φq}q ` }ψ ´ QNφ}q ď C 1
`

}ψ ´φ}q `N´1}ψ ´φ}q`1 `N´r}φ}q`r

˘

.

Setting ψ “ Ap1q

comb,Rpφp, φsqJ and φ “ Ap1q

comb,R,N pφp, φsqJ, and taking into account that Ap1q

comb,R P

OPSp´1q, we can reduce the result to bound
›

›

›
Ap1q

comb,R ´ Ap1q

comb,R,N

›

›

›

Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq
`N´1

›

›

›
Ap1q

comb,R ´ Ap1q

comb,R,N

›

›

›

Hq`rˆHq`rÑHq`1ˆHq`1
.

The result follows from the following estimates:

(a) Estimate

} qAp2q

comb
qR ´ qAp2q

comb,N
qRk,N}Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq ď CN´r´mintq´1,1u

which can be derived from Proposition 5.2, specifically estimate (5.21),

} qY ´ qYN}Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq ,

with estimates (5.17)-(5.19), that imply

} qAp2q

comb ´ qAp2q

comb,N}Hq`r´1ˆHq`r´1ÑHqˆHq ď CN´r´mintq´1,1u

combined with estimate (5.21)

} qR ´ qRN}Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq ď CN r´mintq,1u. (5.33)

(Recall that qR P OPSp´1q.)

(b) Estimate

} qAp2q
pp

qR ´ qAp2q

pp,N
qRN}Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq ď CN´r´mintq´1,1u

which can be derived from

} qAp2q
pp ´ qAp2q

pp,N}Hq`r´1ˆHq`r´1ÑHqˆHq ď CN´r´mintq´1,1u

using (5.29) and (5.33).

(c) Estimate

} qAp2q

pp,R ´ qAp2q

pp,R}Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq ď CN´r´mintq´2,2u.

which follow from the easy-to-prove estimate

}pHD´1q2´pHD´1QNηq2}Hq`rÑHq

ď C p}HD´1 ´ HD´1QN}Hq`r`1ÑHq ` }HD´1 ´ HD´1QN}Hq`rÑHq´1q

ď C 1N´r´mint2,qu

(d) Estimate

} qAp8q

pp,R ´ qAp8q

pp,R}Hq`rˆHq`rÑHqˆHq ď CN´r´q`1.

l

As consequence we can state stability and convergence of our Nyström method:

27



´1 0 1

´1

0

1

´2 ´1 0 1

´1

0

1

´0.5 0 0.5

´0.5

0

0.5

Figure 1: Geometries for the experiments considered in this section: The ellipse, the kite and the
cavity domain. Notice that all the curves are of length 2π.

Theorem 5.4 For N large enough the equations of the numerical method (5.30) admits a unique
solution pqλp,N , qλs,N q which satisfies, for any q ą 2,

}qλp,N}q ` }qλs,N}q ď Cq

`

}qλp}q ` }qλs}q
˘

ď C 1
q,rN

´r
`

} qfn}q`r`1 ` } qft}q`r`1

˘

for any qλp, qλs, solution of (5.5)with Cq ą 0 independent of N and of the true solution. Furthermore,
we have the following error estimate

}qλp ´ qλp,N}q ` }qλs ´ qλs,N}q ď Cq,rN
´r

`

}qλp}q`r ` }qλs}q`r

˘

,

and, if p qφp, qφsq are the densities given by (5.6), and p qφp,N , qφs,N q those given by (5.32), it holds

} qφp ´ qφp,N}q ` } qφs ´ qφs,N}q ď Cq,rN
´r

`

}qλp}q`r`1 ` }qλs}q`r`1

˘

.

Proof. Follows along the same lines as Theorem 4.5. Notice that for the last result, and since qRN is
not longer a Fourier multiplier operator, we can use error estimate (5.33). l

6 Numerical experiments

We will present some numerical experiments for illustrating the theoretical results. First, we describe
the considered domains for the different problems

1. The ellipsoid Γe centered at p0, 0q and semiaxes pr, 2rq with r « 0.6485 with the parametrization

qxeptq :“ rpcos t, 2 sin tq.

2. The kite shaped curve Γk parameterized with

qxkptq :“ r pcos t` cos 2t, 2 sin tq , r « 0.6348

3. The cavity domain Γc given by the parametrization

qxcptq “ r
`

4
5 cos 2t` 2

5 cos tq,
7
12 sin t` 17

48 sin 2t` 3
8 sin 3t´ 1

24 sin 4t
˘

, r « 0.6799

In all these cases the curves are of length 2π (this constrained set the values of parameters r above).
The right-hand-side is taken so that

uspxq “ Φpx´ x0q

„

1
1

ȷ
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N Γe Γk Γc

ω “ 10 ω “ 100 ω “ 10 ω “ 100 ω “ 10 ω “ 100

32 1.42E-05 4.88E-02 1.08E-02 6.69E-02 4.44E-03 9.52E-02
64 1.61E-09 3.10E-02 5.97E-03 9.18E-03 1.44E-03 2.98E-02
128 3.63E-14 3.29E-04 2.84E-04 2.31E-03 8.28E-04 2.87E-03
256 2.64E-14 1.73E-12 9.78E-04 9.19E-04 1.61E-04 1.56E-04
512 4.20E-14 1.11E-12 1.50E-06 1.11E-04 4.93E-06 5.85E-06
1024 5.11E-14 6.94E-13 3.42E-07 2.12E-06 4.62E-09 3.28E-09

Table 1: Error of the method for the three considered curves, Γe (ellipse), Γk (kite curve) and Γc the
cavity problem for ω “ 10 and ω “ 100. In all these three cases the arc-length parametrization has
been considered.

where Φ is the 2 ˆ 2 squared function matrix given

Φpxq “
1

µ
ϕ0 pksrq I2 `

1

ω2
∇x∇J

x pϕ0 pksrq ´ ϕ0 pkprqq ,

the fundamental solution for Navier equation. In all these cases x0 is a point taken in the interior of
Γ. The Lamé parameters and the wave-numbers are taken to be

λ “ 2, µ “ 1.

In the first series of experiments we have used arc-length parametrization for N “ 32, 64, 128,
. . . , 1024. We have measured the error far away from curve, specifically at 1024 points uniformly
distributed at the circle of radius 4 and centered at origin. The evaluation of the potentials is carried
out by the rectangular rule which is optimal in the current frame: smooth periodic functions. Let
us emphasize that these points are sufficiently far away to benefit from the superconvergence of the
algorithms involved, the numerical method and the quadrature rule. However, for points closer to the
boundary we can expect, and it has been observed numerically, that this fast convergence is achieved
only for (very) large values of n. This phenomenon can be easily explained by the fact that the
kernels (and their derivatives) of the Helmholtz single and double layer operators, although smooth,
are nearly singular. Naturally, this affects the convergence of the rectangular quadrature rule employed
in evaluating the potentials. Certainly, this is not a new phenomenon in Boundary element methods,
but something quite common for which new careful strategies have to be considered such as increasing
the number of quadrature points (evaluation of the density outside of the grid), special quadrature
rules or techniques based on continuous expansion of the potentials to the boundary or interior of the
domain. Although not used in our experiments, we are confident that these strategies could also be
applied in our cases.

In Table 1, we present the results for ω “ 10 (which results in kp « 3.53 and ks « 5.77) and
ω “ 100 (and so kp « 35.3 and ks « 57.5) for arc-length parametrizations. Fast, superalgebraically
convergence is observed for the ellipse, which is what theory predicts in view of Theorem 4.5. The
convergence behavior for the kite and cavity curve varies significantly. We hypothesize that this poor
convergence arises because the arc-length parametrization only introduces a large number of points
at the complex parts of the domain for very large values of N , but the second and third derivatives of
the arc-length, although formally smooth, are very steep peak functions at various points. This causes
numerical instabilities that deteriorate the convergence of the method.

Same problems are solved in Table 2 but with the natural parametrizations, i.e. the parameteriza-
tions used in the definition of the curves. In these instances, the fast convergence stated in Theorem
5.4 is evident across all three cases examined. In this case the parametrizations pxk, pxc behave far
better which makes the method converge at his full potential.

We point out that the underlying operator defined by the method is a compact perturbation of
the invertible operator Hp,s (see Theorem 3.5 and (5.26)). It is not difficult cf. [20] to check that

the eigenvalues of this operator are t´pk2p ` k2sq{2,´prk2p ` rk2sq{2u which implies that the eigenvalues
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N Γe Γk Γc

ω “ 10 ω “ 100 ω “ 10 ω “ 100 ω “ 10 ω “ 100

32 3.75E-06 5.50E-02 1.14E-02 6.88E-02 1.25E-02 1.49E-01
64 2.49E-11 4.19E-01 1.36E-03 1.17E-02 4.43E-03 3.61E-02
128 5.77E-16 5.92E-03 8.38E-03 5.39E-02 2.10E-03 1.97E-02
256 1.24E-15 9.05E-08 2.02E-04 6.84E-05 6.42E-07 1.85E-06
512 1.34E-15 6.92E-13 9.03E-11 1.79E-12 3.18E-15 6.79E-13
1024 2.10E-15 3.89E-13 6.79E-15 5.97E-13 1.06E-15 4.67E-13

Table 2: Error of the method for the three considered curves, Γe (ellipse), Γk (kite curve) and Γc the
cavity problem for ω “ 10 and ω “ 100. In all these three cases the parametrization chosen is the
natural one.
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Figure 2: Left panel: Eigenvalue distribution in the complex plane for the three geometries, with
N “ 1024 and ω “ 10, with natural parametrization. Right panel, a detail (zoom at) around the
accumulation points, the eigenvalues of Hp,s.

of Acomb,R are clustered around these points in the complex plane Since Acomb,R,N converges in
operator norm to the continuous one, the eigenvalues of the matrices of the numerical method inherit
this property. As a consequence, we expect that in solution of the corresponding linear system Krylov
iterative methods such as GMRES converge in a low number of iterations which, moreover, is essentially
independent of the level of discretizations.

This behaviour has been observed for the three experiments as it is shown for N “ 1024 (which
means that 2048 eigenvalues are displayed for each matrix) and ω “ 10 in Figure 2 and ω “ 100 in
Figure 3. Regarding GMREs convergence, we displayed in Table 3 and 4 the iterations required to
attain convergence, tolerance has been set in all the cases equal to 10´9, for arc-length and non-arc-
lengh parametrizations. We observe that there are very minor gains in iteration counts when using
the arclength parametrization for ω “ 10, and no gains at all for the high-frequency problem. In
other words, the regularizer operator originally proposed for arc-length parametrizations has been
successfully extended to arbitrary parametrizations.

We emphasize that the linear systems considered in this numerical section can still be solved
straightforwardly using Gaussian elimination. Our goal in exploring the convergence behavior of
GMRES is rather to investigate whether these techniques can potentially be applied in two-dimensional
for very large problems and to to gain insight into what we can expect for three-dimensional problems.
In the latter case, the use of iterative methods becomes almost mandatory, even for moderate values
of ω.
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Figure 3: Left panel: Eigenvalue distribution in the complex plane for the three geometries, with
N “ 1024 and ω “ 100. Right panel, a detail (zoom at) around the accumulation points, the
eigenvalues of Hp,s

N Γe Γk Γc

ω “ 10 ω “ 100 ω “ 10 ω “ 100 ω “ 10 ω “ 100

32 26 65 42 65 39 65
64 24 129 42 129 39 129
128 24 222 41 224 39 233
256 24 234 40 237 39 249
512 24 233 40 238 39 249
1024 24 233 40 238 39 249

Table 3: Number of GMRES iterations required to achieve convergence, using a tolerance level of 10´9,
for the considered geometries. Γe (ellipse), Γk (kite curve) and Γc (the cavity problem) for ω “ 10
and ω “ 100. In all these three cases the arc-length parametrization has been used.

N Γe Γk Γc

ω “ 10 ω “ 100 ω “ 10 ω “ 100 ω “ 10 ω “ 100

32 34 65 48 65 50 65
64 34 129 49 129 49 129
128 34 226 50 231 47 235
256 34 234 46 240 44 250
512 34 233 46 238 44 248
1024 34 233 46 235 44 248

Table 4: Number of GMRES iterations required to achieve convergence, using a tolerance level of 10´9,
for the considered geometries. Γe (ellipse), Γk (kite curve) and Γc (the cavity problem) for ω “ 10
and ω “ 100. In all these three cases the natural parametrization has been used.
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7 Conclusions

We analyzed in this paper Nyström discretizations of regularized combined field integral formulations
for the solution of Navier scattering problems with smooth boundaries and Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions using the Helmholtz decomposition approach in two dimensions. In order to deliver integral
equations of the second kind the regularization strategy we propose relies on compositions of the clas-
sical Helmholtz BIOs with approximations of DtN operators. We present and analyze in this paper
stable discretizations of these compositions of pseudodifferential operators of opposite orders, both in
the simpler case of arclength boundary parametrizations as well as in the more challenging case of
general smooth parametrizations. The main idea in the analysis is to isolate via logarithmic kernel
splittings the principal parts of the pseudodifferential operators involved and compute explicitly their
compositions in the framework of Fourier multipliers. The operator composition of more regular re-
mainders, which are all pseudodifferential operators of negative orders, amounts to simple Nyström
matrix multiplication and is amenable to a rather straightforward stability analysis. Extensions to
the case of Neumann boundary conditions is currently underway.
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