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Abstract In this paper, we introduce a fast Fourier-Galerkin method for solving boundary integral equations on torus-
shaped surfaces, which are diffeomorphic to a torus. We analyze the properties of the integral operator’s kernel to derive
the decay pattern of the entries in the representation matrix. Leveraging this decay pattern, we devise a truncation strat-
egy that efficiently compresses the dense representation matrix of the integral operator into a sparser form containing
only O(N ln2 N) nonzero entries, where N denotes the degrees of freedom of the discretization method. We prove that
this truncation strategy achieves a quasi-optimal convergence order of O(N−p/2 lnN), with p representing the degree
of regularity of the exact solution to the boundary integral equation. Additionally, we confirm that the truncation strat-
egy preserves stability throughout the solution process. Numerical experiments validate our theoretical findings and
demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed method.
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1 Introduction

Boundary integral equation (BIE) methods have greatly advanced research in solving both initial and boundary value
partial differential equations [2,13,20]. These methods are known for: (1) eliminating volume mesh generation; (2)
producing operators with bounded condition numbers; (3) precisely meeting far-field boundary conditions in exterior
problems; and (4) achieving high convergence rates with smooth domain boundaries and conditions. Due to these
benefits, BIE methods are applied in various fields including analyzing the scattering of acoustic and electromagnetic
waves across different media or obstacles [4,8,21], solving multi-medium elasticity [29], Stokes flows [5], and both
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steady and transient heat conduction problems [14]. Furthermore, with suitable time discretization or linearization, BIE
methods address complex nonlinear partial differential equations, such as fluid-structure interactions [24], dynamic
poroelasticity [31], the Navier-Stokes equations [18], and multiphase flows [26].

With advances in high-order accurate techniques [6,15,17,19], achieving near double-precision accuracy in 2D
with a moderate number of degrees of freedom has become feasible, significantly reducing computational complexity
to linear or quasi-linear levels. However, despite these advancements, fast and high-precision algorithms for 3D surface
BIEs remain limited. Research continues in this field, notably with [3]’s development of a Spectral Galerkin method
using spherical harmonics for equations on surfaces topologically equivalent to a sphere. This method achieves con-

vergence rates of O(N− p+α−1/2
2 ), with degrees of freedom scaling as O(N) and the coefficient matrix size scaling as

O(N2), when the solution belongs to the weighted continuously differentiable function space Cp,α (p ≥ 0, α ∈ (0,1]
and p+α > 1/2). The work presented in [28] utilizes Nyström’s method to address 3D elliptic boundary value prob-
lems on domains with smooth boundaries. It achieves an asymptotic complexity of O(N3/2) and errors bounded by
O(N− p−1

4 ), where N represents the number of discretization points on the boundary of the domain, and the boundary
data is in Cp .

Over the past decade, thanks to advancements in high-precision numerical integration methods for computing sin-
gular integrals [1], numerous effective algorithms have emerged for solving BIEs on rotationally symmetric surfaces.
These equations can typically be expressed as a sequence of BIEs defined on a generating curve. A high-order efficient
scheme utilizing Nyström discretization and quadrature techniques has been developed for these equations on axisym-
metric surfaces [30]. Specific algorithms for solving Helmholtz equations [11,12] and Maxwell’s equations [10,21,23]
have significantly simplified the solution process. The computational cost for forming the corresponding linear systems
of BIEs scales as O(N3/2 lnN), where N represents the number of discretization points on the boundary of the domain
[30].

However, the existing literature on efficient and accurate methods for solving BIEs on non-axisymmetric surfaces is
relatively sparse, and there is a lack of high-precision algorithms with linear or quasi-linear complexity (referring here
to the number of non-zero elements in the discretized coefficient matrix). This paper aims to bridge this gap by con-
sidering a more general case and developing a fast Fourier-Galerkin algorithm to solve the boundary integral equation
derived from the interior Dirichlet problem on surfaces that, while not necessarily axisymmetric, are diffeomorphic to
a torus.

Fast Fourier-Galerkin methods have been widely used to solve two-dimensional BIEs on smooth boundaries [6,15,
16]. The key concept behind these methods is to design truncation strategies for the representation matrices of integral
operators with continuous or weakly singular kernels under the Fourier bases. By truncating a dense matrix to a sparse
one while retaining essential entries, a high order of accuracy can be achieved. It is worth noting that the kernel func-
tions employed in these methods for solving two-dimensional BIEs are typically Lebesgue square integrable functions.
However, in the case considered in this paper, the kernel functions are not necessarily Lebesgue square integrable but
are Lebesgue integrable, which poses additional challenges. Fortunately, after performing a shear transformation on
the kernel function and fixing the sheared variables, we discovered a uniform analytical continuation radius for each of
the remaining variables. Based on this observation, we can deduce the decay pattern of the entries in the representing
matrix of the three-dimensional boundary integral operator and design an appropriate truncation strategy.

As a result, we propose a fast Fourier-Galerkin method to effectively solve boundary integral equations on surfaces
diffeomorphic to a torus. This method achieves a quasi-optimal convergence order of O(N−p/2 lnN) with a quasi-
linear number of non-zero entries in the representation matrix, scaling as O(N ln2 N). Here, p represents the degree
of regularity of the exact solution, and N denotes the degrees of freedom in this Fourier-Galerkin method. In general,
for the Sobolev space Hp, composed of bivariate functions with p-th order regularity, the projection error of these
functions typically scales as O(N−p/2). This characteristic explains why we call our method achieves a quasi-optimal
convergence order.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce the fast Fourier-Galerkin method along with a trunca-
tion strategy for compressing the representation matrix of the integral operator. In Section 3, we demonstrate that after
a shear transformation of the kernel function and fixation of the sheared variables, a uniform analytical continuation
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radius exists for the remaining two variables. This enables us to deduce the decay pattern of the coefficients in the repre-
sentation matrix. In Section 4, we analyze the stability and convergence order of the fast Fourier-Galerkin method. Sec-
tion 5 demonstrates the application of our method to solve boundary integral equations on non-axisymmetric surfaces
through numerical experiments, confirming the method’s high accuracy and efficiency. Finally, Section 6 concludes the
paper with a discussion of the findings and potential future research directions.

2 A fast Fourier–Galerkin method

In this section, we introduce a fast Fourier-Galerkin method for solving BIEs that derived from the interior Dirichlet
problem on a multiply connected bounded open region Ω ⊂R3 with a smooth boundary ∂Ω . Specifically, we consider
cases where ∂Ω is C∞ diffeomorphism mapped onto a torus. This mapping implies an infinitely differentiable bijection
from the torus to ∂Ω , which also possesses a differentiable inverse.

The interior Dirichlet problem involves finding a function u satisfying

∆u(x) = 0, x ∈ Ω ,

u(x) = h(x), x ∈ ∂Ω ,

where h is a given sufficiently smooth function on ∂Ω . For a vector a = [ak : k ∈ Z3] ∈ C3, its 2-norm is defined

as ∥a∥2 :=
√

∑ j∈Z3
|a j|2. It is well known that the solution u can be represented through a double layer potential as

established in Theorem 6.22 of [20]

u(x) =
∫

∂Ω

ρ(y)
∂

∂νννy

(
1

∥x−y∥2

)
ds(y), x ∈ Ω ,

where ∂

∂νννy
denotes the normal derivative in the direction of νννy, the outward unit normal vector at y ∈ ∂Ω , and ds(y)

represents the surface element at y ∈ ∂Ω . Here, ρ represents an unknown double layer density function determined by
solving the boundary integral equation

ρ(x)− 1
2π

∫
∂Ω

ρ(y)
∂

∂νννy

(
1

∥x−y∥2

)
ds(y) =− 1

2π
h(x), x ∈ ∂Ω . (1)

This equation is known to have a weakly singular kernel and is uniquely solvable, as detailed in section 9.1.4 of [2] and
by Theorem 6.23 in [20].

To propose the fast Fourier-Galerkin method for solving (1), we require a parametrization for the boundary ∂Ω .
Define N as the set of positive integers. For any given set A and j ∈ N, the j-fold tensor product of A is denoted by
A j := A⊗A⊗·· ·⊗A. For a vector v ∈ Cn, with n ∈ N, its transpose is denoted by vT . Suppose ∂Ω is characterized
by the differentiable parametric equation Γ (θθθ) := [γ0(θθθ),γ1(θθθ),γ2(θθθ)]

T , θθθ ∈ I2
2π

, where I2π := [0,2π), and γ j is 2π-
biperiodic on R2. Additionally, let L2(I2

2π
) denote the standard Hilbert space of square-integrable functions over I2

2π

with norm ∥ · ∥. For n ∈ N, define Zn := {0,1, · · · ,n− 1}. For all θθθ := [θ0,θ1] ∈ I2
2π

, let dθθθ := dθ0dθ1 and ∂Γ

∂θι
:=[

∂γ0
∂θι

, ∂γ1
∂θι

, ∂γ2
∂θι

]T
, where ι ∈ Z2. For vectors a := [ak : k ∈ Z3]

T and b := [bk : k ∈ Z3]
T in C3, denote their dot product

as a ·b := ∑ j∈Z3
a jb j, and their cross product as a×b := [a1b2 −a2b1,a2b0 −a0b2,a0b1 −a1b0]

T . By substituting the
parametric equation Γ into (1), we reformulate the boundary integral equation as follows,

(I −K )ρ = g, (2)

where g(θθθ) :=− 1
2π

h(Γ (θθθ)), I is the identity operator, and K is the integral operator defined by

(K ϕ)(θθθ) :=
∫

I2
2π

K(θθθ ,ηηη)ϕ(ηηη)dηηη , for ϕ ∈ L2(I2
2π) and θθθ ∈ I2

2π .
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Here, the kernel function K is specified as

K(θθθ ,ηηη) :=− 1
2π

(Γ (θθθ)−Γ (ηηη)) ·
(

∂Γ

∂η0
× ∂Γ

∂η1

)
(ηηη)

∥Γ (θθθ)−Γ (ηηη)∥3
2

. (3)

To guarantee the existence and uniqueness of the solution for (2), the following assumption about the parametric
equation Γ is needed
(A1) there exists a constant C0 > 0 such that for all θθθ ,ηηη ∈ I2

2π
,

∥Γ (θθθ)−Γ (ηηη)∥2 ≥C0ζ (θθθ −ηηη),

where ζ (θθθ) :=
√
(min{θ0,2π −θ0})2 +(min{θ1,2π −θ1})2.

Assumption (A1) implies that Γ is a bijective map from ∂D to I2
2π

. Supported by the proof of Theorem 6.23 in [20],
this assumption enables us to establish the existence and uniqueness of the solution for (2).

We revisit the classical Fourier-Galerkin method used to solve the equation (2). We define Z as the set of all integers.
For all m,n ∈ Z with m ≤ n, let Zm,n := {k ∈ Z : m ≤ k ≤ n}. For each k ∈ Z, we define ek(φ) := 1√

2π
eikφ for φ ∈ I2π ,

where i represents the imaginary unit. Additionally, for any pair k := [k0,k1] ∈ Z2, we set ek(θθθ) := ek0(θ0)ek1(θ1) for
θθθ ∈ I2

2π
. For all n ∈ Z, let Xn denote the finite dimensional space spanned by the basis {ek : k ∈ Z2

−n,n}, and define Pn

as the orthogonal projection from L2(I2
2π
) onto Xn. Then Pn is given by Pnϕ = ∑k∈Z2

−n,n
⟨ϕ,ek⟩ek for all ϕ ∈ L2(I2

2π
),

where ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the inner product in L2(I2
2π
). The goal of the Fourier-Galerkin method for solving (2) is to find

ρn ∈ Xn such that
ρn −Knρn = Png, (4)

where Kn := PnK . For convenience, we denote the degrees of freedom in (4) as N = (2n+ 1)2 throughout this
paper. Define gN :=

[
⟨g,ek⟩ : k ∈ Z2

−n,n
]
, and KN :=

[
Kk,l : k, l ∈ Z2

−n,n
]
, where Kk,l := ⟨K el,ek⟩. Therefore, solving

equation (4) is equivalent to finding ρρρN that satisfies

(IN −KN)ρρρN = gN , (5)

where IN is the identity matrix.
Typically, the entries of KN are nonzero. Constructing this N-th order matrix requires the computation of O(N2)

quadruple integrals, leading to significantly higher computational costs as n increases. To address this challenge, a trun-
cation strategy that approximates KN with a sparse matrix is essential. Truncation strategies for the Fourier-Galerkin
method have been extensively studied when solving two-dimensional BIEs [6,15,16]. In two-dimensional cases, the
kernel functions of BIEs are usually square-integrable, which facilitates in analyzing the decay patterns of the co-
efficient matrix entries and designing truncation strategies that can achieve high accuracy and linear or quasi-linear
complexity. However, in three-dimensional cases, the kernel functions are not square-integrable, and the decay patterns
of their entries under discretization by Fourier basis are not well understood. This means that the truncation strategies
used in two-dimensional cases cannot be directly applied to three-dimensional BIEs.

Fortunately, we have observed that the entries in KN decay slowly along the main diagonal and certain sub-
diagonals (directions parallel to the main diagonal), while the entries decay rapidly in the direction of the anti-diagonal.
This behavior is illustrated by the matrix K121, shown in the images (a) and (b) of Figure 1. In the image (b) of Figure
1, the red dashed line represents the modulus values of the entries of K121 on the main diagonal, while the green solid
line depicts those on the anti-diagonal. Based on these observations, we propose a truncation strategy for KN aimed
at efficiently reducing computational demands while preserving accuracy. A rigorous analysis of the decay pattern of
the entries in KN will be provided in Section 3. This analysis will help estimate the error introduced by our truncation
strategy and confirm that the strategy preserves the convergence order of the traditional Fourier-Galerkin method.

We develop the truncation strategy as follows. For all k := [k0,k1]∈Z2, we define ∥k∥1 := |k0|+ |k1|. For n ∈N and
q > 0, let LN(q) :=

{
(k, l) : k, l ∈ Z2

−n,n and ∥k− l∥1 ≤ q lnN
}

. The truncation strategy involves retaining the matrix
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(a)

(-5,-5) (-3,-5) (-1,-5) (1,-5) (3,-5) (5,-5)
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
diagonal
anti-diagonal

(b)

(-5,-5) (-3,-5) (-1,-5) (1,-5) (3,-5) (5,-5)

(l
0
, l

1
)

(-5,-5)

(-3,-5)

(-1,-5)

(1,-5)

(3,-5)

(5,-5)

(k
0
, 

k
1
)

(c)

Fig. 1 (a) Modulus values of the entries in K121; (b) Modulus values of the entries on the main diagonal and anti-diagonal of K121; (c) Distribution
of nonzero entries of K̃121.

entries Kk,l for (k, l) ∈ LN(q), and replacing all other entries with zeros. Specifically, for each pair (k, l) ∈ Z4
−n,n, we

define

K̃k,l :=

{
Kk,l, (k, l) ∈ LN(q),

0, otherwise.

This results in a sparse matrix K̃N :=
[
K̃k,l : k, l ∈ Z2

−n,n

]
, often referred to as the truncated matrix of KN . The distri-

bution of nonzero entries of K̃121 is illustrated in the image (c) of Figure 1. The truncation strategy leads to the fast
Fourier-Galerkin method which is to find ρ̃ρρN that satisfies

(IN − K̃N)ρ̃ρρN = gN . (6)

We denote the number of nonzero entries in matrix K̃N by N (K̃N).

Theorem 2.1 Let q > 0. Then there exists a positive constant c such that for all n ∈ N, N (K̃N) ≤ cN ln2 N, where c
only depends on q, and N = (2n+1)2 is the order of K̃N .

Proof Given the definition of K̃N , the number of its nonzero entries, N (K̃N), does not exceed the number of entries
in the set LN(q). For q > 0, n ∈ N and k ∈ Z2

−n,n, we define Sk,N(q) :=
{

l ∈ Z2
−n,n : ∥k− l∥1 ≤ q lnN

}
. It is clear that

LN(q) =
{
(k, l) : k ∈ Z2

−n,n and l ∈ Sk,N(q)
}

. Meanwhile, the condition ∥k− l∥1 ≤ q lnN indicates that |kι − lι | ≤ q lnN
for each ι ∈ Z2. This implies that for all k ∈ Z2

−n,n, it holds that ∑l∈Sk,N(q) 1 ≤ (2q lnN +1)2. Consequently, we have

N (K̃N) = ∑
k∈Z2

−n,n

∑
l∈Sk,N(q)

1 ≤ ∑
k∈Z2

−n,n

(2q lnN +1)2 = (2n+1)2(2q lnN +1)2.

Noting that N = (2n+1)2, we achieve the desired result.
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3 Analyzing the entries in KN

In this section, we explore the decay pattern of entries in KN to evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed fast
Fourier-Galerkin method. To facilitate this analysis, we define G(θθθ ,ϑϑϑ) :=K(θθθ ,θθθ +ϑϑϑ) for all θθθ ,ϑϑϑ ∈ I2

2π
. For a function

ϕ defined on I2
2π

and for all k ∈ Z2, we define the Fourier coefficient of ϕ by ϕ̂k :=
∫

I2
2π

ϕ(θθθ)e−k(θθθ)dθθθ . Similarly, for

a function Φ defined on I4
2π

and for all k, l ∈ Z2, the Fourier coefficient of Φ is given by

Φ̂k,l :=
∫

I2
2π

∫
I2
2π

Φ(θθθ ,ηηη)e−k(θθθ)e−l(φφφ)dθθθdηηη .

Given the periodicity of the kernel function K, it is evident that for all k, l ∈ Z2, the relationship Ĝk,l = K̂k−l,l = Kk−l,−l
holds. By analyzing the decay pattern of the Fourier coefficients of G, we can thus determine the decay pattern of the
entries in KN .

The definition of G shows that G is not singular at any point (θθθ ,ϑϑϑ) ∈ I4
2π

where ζ (ϑϑϑ) ̸= 0. Moreover, when the
functions γ j, for j ∈ Z3, exhibit holomorphic properties in a domain of C2, for given ϑϑϑ ∈ I2

2π
satisfying ζ (ϑϑϑ) ̸= 0,

the function G(·,ϑϑϑ) can be analytically extended to a certain domain in C2. This raises a crucial question: How does
the analytic extension domain of the function G(·,ϑϑϑ) vary with changes in ϑϑϑ? Understanding this variation will help
analyze the decay pattern of the Fourier coefficients of G. To answer the above question, we next introduce a concept
called uniformly analytic extension. Utilizing this concept, we then proceed to analyze the decay patterns of both the
Fourier coefficients of G and the entries in KN .

3.1 Uniformly analytic extension

Define W(r) := {z = x+ iy : x ∈R,−r < y < r} for all r > 0. For a given function Φ defined on R2⊗ I2
2π

and r > 0,
if there is a function Φ̃ defined on W(r)2 ⊗ I2

2π
such that for all ϑϑϑ ∈ I2

2π
with ζ (ϑϑϑ) ̸= 0, Φ̃(·,ϑϑϑ) is holomorphic on

W(r)2 and satisfies Φ̃(·,ϑϑϑ) = Φ(·,ϑϑϑ) on R2, then we say Φ̃ is the uniformly analytic extension of Φ , and Φ can be
uniformly analytic extended to W(r)2 with respect to θθθ . To simplify notations in this article, Φ will also denote its
uniformly analytic extension Φ̃ . As part of our preparation for analyzing the decay pattern of the Fourier coefficients
of G, we will next study the Fourier coefficients of Φ which can be uniformly analytic extended to W(r)2 with respect
to θθθ .

The notation | · | denotes the complex modulus. Define U(r) := {z = x+ iy : x ∈ I2π ,−r < y < r} and V(r) := {w ∈
C : e−r < |w|< er} for all r > 0. Let µ(z) := eiz for z ∈U(r), which bijectively maps U(r) to V(r). The inverse of µ is
denoted by µ−1. For any 0 < δ < r, ϑϑϑ ∈ I2

2π
with ζ (ϑϑϑ) ̸= 0, and a function Φ defined on W(r)2⊗ I2

2π
that is continuous

on W(r)2, we define Sδ ,Φ(ϑϑϑ) := 2π sup{|Φ(z,ϑϑϑ)| : z = (z0,z1) ∈ C2, and |Im(z0)| = |Im(z1)| = δ}. For any σ > 0,
define τσ := {w ∈ C : |w|= σ}.

Lemma 3.1 Let Φ be a real-valued function define on R2 ⊗ I2
2π

, and r > 0. If Φ can be uniformly analytic extended to
W(r)2 with respect to θθθ , and function Φ(·,ϑϑϑ) is 2π-biperiodic for any ϑϑϑ ∈ I2

2π
with ζ (ϑϑϑ) ̸= 0, then for all 0 < δ < r,

ϑϑϑ ∈ I2
2π

with ζ (ϑϑϑ) ̸= 0 and k ∈ Z2, there is∣∣∣ ̂(Φ(·,ϑϑϑ))k

∣∣∣≤ Sδ ,Φ(ϑϑϑ)e−δ∥k∥1 .

Proof Let 0 < δ < r, ϑϑϑ ∈ I2
2π

with ζ (ϑϑϑ) ̸= 0 and k := [k0,k1]∈Z2. The conditions of this lemma ensure that Φ(·,ϑϑϑ) is
holomorphic and 2π-biperiodic on W(r)2. Moreover, since µ−1 is a holomorphic mapping from V(r) to U(r)⊂W(r),
the function Fϑϑϑ defined by Fϑϑϑ (w0,w1) := Φ(µ−1(w0),µ

−1(w1),ϑϑϑ), [w0,w1] ∈ V(r)2, is also holomorphic on V(r)2.
Therefore, it follows from Theorem 1.118 in [25] that the function Fϑϑϑ can be represented as the following Laurent
series,

Fϑϑϑ (w0,w1) = ∑
l0∈Z

∑
l1∈Z

al0,l1(ϑϑϑ)wl0
0 wl1

1 , [w0,w1] ∈ V(r)2, (7)
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with the coefficients

al0,l1(ϑϑϑ) :=
1

(2πi)2

∮
τσ0

∮
τσ1

Fϑϑϑ (ξ0,ξ1)

ξ
l0+1
0 ξ

l1+1
1

dξ1dξ0, (8)

where σ0 and σ1 can be arbitrary values in the interval (e−r,er).
Setting l0 = k0, l1 = k1 and σ0 = σ1 = 1, the change of variables ξ0 = eit0 and ξ1 = eit1 in (8) results in the following

expression

ak0,k1(ϑϑϑ) =
1

(2π)2

∫
I2π

∫
I2π

Fϑϑϑ (eit0 ,eit1)

eit0k0+it1k1
dt1dt0. (9)

The definitions of µ and Fϑϑϑ ensure that for all t = [t0, t1] ∈ I2
2π

, there is Fϑϑϑ (eit0 ,eit1) = Φ(t,ϑϑϑ). Substituting this

equality into (9) leads to (Φ̂(·,ϑϑϑ))k = 2πak0,k1(ϑϑϑ). Furthermore, from (8), we can infer that for all e−r < σ0 < er and
e−r < σ1 < er,

(Φ̂(·,ϑϑϑ))k =− 1
2π

∮
τσ0

∮
τσ1

Fϑϑϑ (ξ0,ξ1)

ξ
k0+1
0 ξ

k1+1
1

dξ1dξ0.

Therefore, applying the ML inequality (see Proposition 1.17(b) in [9]) to the right hand side of the above equality
demonstrates that for all e−r < σ0 < er and e−r < σ1 < er,

|(Φ̂(·,ϑϑϑ))k| ≤ 2πMσ0,σ1(ϑϑϑ)σ
−k0
0 σ

−k1
1 , (10)

where Mσ0,σ1(ϑϑϑ) := sup{|Fϑϑϑ (w0,w1)| : wι ∈ τσι
, ι ∈Z2}. Note that µ bijectively maps {x+ iy : x ∈ I2π and y =− lnσ}

to τσ for all e−r < σ < er. Hence, from the definitions of Fϑϑϑ and Mσ0,σ1(ϑϑϑ), we establish that for all e−r < σ0 < er and
e−r < σ1 < er,

Mσ0,σ1(ϑϑϑ) = sup{|Φ(z,ϑϑϑ)| : z = [z0,z1] ∈ C2, Im(zι) =− lnσι , ι ∈ Z2}
≤ sup{|Φ(z,ϑϑϑ)| : z = [z0,z1] ∈ C2, |Im(zι)|= | lnσι |, ι ∈ Z2}. (11)

Therefore, by setting σι = eδ when kι ≥ 0 and σι = e−δ when kι < 0, and substituting (11) into (10), we achieve the
desired result based on the definition of Sδ ,Φ(ϑϑϑ).

Next, we establish an upper bound for the modulus of the Fourier coefficients of Φ which meets the conditions
specified in Lemma 3.1.

Theorem 3.1 Let Φ be a real-valued function define on R2 ⊗ I2
2π

, and r > 0. If function Φ satisfies the conditions
outlined in Lemma 3.1, and there exists M > 0 such that for all 0 < δ < r,∫

I2
2π

Sδ ,Φ(ϑϑϑ)dϑϑϑ ≤ M, (12)

then for all 0 < δ < r and k, l ∈ Z2, there holds
∣∣Φ̂k,l

∣∣≤ M
2π

e−δ∥k∥1 .

Proof By the definitions of Fourier coefficients and Lemma 3.1, we know that for all 0 < δ < r and k, l ∈ Z2,∣∣Φ̂k,l
∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∫I2

2π

(∫
I2
2π

Φ(θθθ ,ϑϑϑ)e−k(θθθ)dθθθ

)
e−l(ϑϑϑ)dϑϑϑ

∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

2π

∫
I2
2π

∣∣∣ ̂(Φ(·,ϑϑϑ))k

∣∣∣dϑϑϑ ≤ e−δ∥k∥1

2π

∫
I2
2π

Sδ ,Φ(ϑϑϑ)dϑϑϑ .

Then, by substituting (12) into the above inequality, we obtain the result of this theorem.

We have demonstrated that the conditions specified in Theorem 3.1 lead to the exponential decay property of Fourier
coefficients for real-valued functions defined on R2 ⊗ I2

2π
. In the next subsection, we turn our attention to verifying that

the function G satisfies these conditions, and show the decay pattern of Kk,l.
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3.2 Decay pattern of Kk,l

Define the distance function d(θθθ ,ϑϑϑ) := ∥Γ (θθθ)−Γ (θθθ +ϑϑϑ)∥2
2 for all θθθ ,ϑϑϑ ∈ I2

2π
. Combining (3) and the definition

of G, we can rewrite G into the form as

G(θθθ ,ϑϑϑ) =− 1
2π

(Γ (θθθ)−Γ (θθθ +ϑϑϑ)) ·
(

∂Γ

∂θ0
× ∂Γ

∂θ1

)
(θθθ +ϑϑϑ)

d3/2(θθθ ,ϑϑϑ)
. (13)

This formulation clearly indicates that for a fixed ϑϑϑ , where the elements of Γ are analytic and the analytic continuation
of the function d(·,ϑϑϑ) is non-zero, the function G(·,ϑϑϑ) is holomorphic. Consequently, to determine the region for the
analytic continuation of G(·,ϑϑϑ), we investigate regions in C2 where the continuation of d(·,ϑϑϑ) remains non-zero.

To achieve this aim, we introduce an additional assumption regarding the boundary Γ , and define some notations.
For a given region B ⊂ C2, the closure of B is denoted by B. Let R0 > 0. We assume that
(A2) For all j ∈ Z3, the periodic extension of function γ j can be analytic extended to W (R0)2.

The complex derivative of Γ is denoted by DΓ . For all ε > 0, there exists a δ > 0 such that for all z ∈C2 and a ∈C2

with ∥a∥2 < δ , ∥Γ (z+a)−Γ (z)− (DΓ )(z)a∥2 ≤ ε∥a∥2 holds (see Definition 1.22 in [25] for details). For an m×m
matrix B, we let ∥B∥2 := max{∥Bz∥2 : ∥z∥2 = 1}. For each j ∈ Z3, let H j(z) := (D(Dγ j(z))T )T . Define M0, j and
M1, j as sup

{
∥Dγ j(z)+Dγ j(Re(z))∥2 : z ∈W(R0)

2
}

and sup
{
∥H j(z)∥2 : z ∈W(R0)

2
}

, respectively. We also define

M0 :=
√

∑ j∈Z3
M2

0, j and M1 :=
√

∑ j∈Z3
M2

1, j. Let b be a real number satisfying

0 < b < min
{

C2
0√

2M0M1
,

R0

2

}
, (14)

and define b∗ := 1
2

(
b+min

{
C2

0√
2M0M1

, R0
2

})
and C1 :=C2

0 −
√

2M0M1b∗. For all ϑϑϑ ∈ I2
2π

, let ϑ̌ϑϑ := [ϑ̌0, ϑ̌1] with

ϑ̌ι :=

{
ϑι , ϑι ∈ [0,π),
ϑι −2π, ϑι ∈ [π,2π),

for ι ∈ Z2.

Lemma 3.2 If assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold, then for all z ∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈ I2
2π

, the following inequality holds

|d(z,ϑϑϑ)| ≥C1(ζ (ϑϑϑ))2. (15)

Proof Let z := [z0,z1]∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ := [ϑ0,ϑ1]∈ I2
2π

. Denote zR := [Re(z0),Re(z1)]. Applying the triangle inequal-
ity yields

|d(z,ϑϑϑ)| ≥ |d(zR,ϑϑϑ)|− |d(z,ϑϑϑ)−d(zR,ϑϑϑ)| , (16)

where

|d(z,ϑϑϑ)−d(zR,ϑϑϑ) =

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
j∈Z3

(γ j(z+ϑϑϑ)− γ j(z))2 − ∑
j∈Z3

(γ j(zR +ϑϑϑ)− γ j(zR))
2

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ∑

j∈Z3

∣∣γ j(z+ϑϑϑ)+ γ j(zR +ϑϑϑ)− γ j(z)− γ j(zR)
∣∣ |γ j(z+ϑϑϑ) (17)

− γ j(zR +ϑϑϑ)− γ j(z)+ γ j(zR)|.

We now discuss the terms of the right hand side in (17). Let j ∈ Z3. The periodicity of γ j ensures that γ j(zR +ϑϑϑ) =

γ j(zR + ϑ̌ϑϑ). Consequently, there is

γ j(z+ϑϑϑ)+ γ j(zR +ϑϑϑ)− γ j(z)− γ j(zR) = (γ j(z+ ϑ̌ϑϑ)+ γ j(zR + ϑ̌ϑϑ))− (γ j(z)+ γ j(zR)).
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Then, utilizing the differential inequality (refer to [22]) leads to

|γ j(z+ϑϑϑ)+ γ j(zR +ϑϑϑ)− γ j(z)− γ j(zR)| ≤
∥∥∥Dγ j(z+λ0, jϑ̌ϑϑ)+Dγ j(zR +λ0, jϑ̌ϑϑ)

∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥ϑ̌ϑϑ

∥∥∥
2
,

where λ0, j ∈ [0,1]. From the definition of M0, j, it follows that∣∣(γ j(z+ϑϑϑ)+ γ j(zR +ϑϑϑ))− (γ j(z)+ γ j(zR))
∣∣≤ M0, j

∥∥∥ϑ̌ϑϑ

∥∥∥
2
. (18)

Define zI := [Im(z0), Im(z1)], implying that z = zR + izI and zI ∈ (−b∗,b∗)2. Then, with the periodicity of γ j, we have
that γ j(z+ϑϑϑ)− γ j(zR +ϑϑϑ)− γ j(z)+ γ j(zR) = (γ j(zR + izI + ϑ̌ϑϑ)− γ j(zR + ϑ̌ϑϑ))− (γ j(zR + izI)− γ j(zR)). Applying the
differential inequality to this equality yields∣∣γ j(z+ϑϑϑ)− γ j(zR +ϑϑϑ)− γ j(z)+ γ j(zR)

∣∣ ≤ ∥∥∥Dγ j(z+λ1, jϑ̌ϑϑ)−Dγ j(zR +λ1, jϑ̌ϑϑ)
∥∥∥

2

∥∥∥ϑ̌ϑϑ

∥∥∥
2

≤ ∥zI∥2

∥∥H j(zR +λ
R
1, jϑϑϑ + iλ I

1, jzI)
∥∥

2

∥∥∥ϑ̌ϑϑ

∥∥∥
2
,

where λ R
1, j,λ

I
1, j ∈ [0,1]. Thus, according to the definition of M1, j, we obtain that

∣∣(γ j(z+ϑϑϑ)− γ j(zR +ϑϑϑ))− (γ j(z)− γ j(zR))
∣∣≤ M1, j∥zI∥2

∥∥∥ϑ̌ϑϑ

∥∥∥
2
. (19)

Note that
∥∥∥ϑ̌ϑϑ

∥∥∥
2
= ζ (ϑϑϑ). Substituting (18) and (19) into (17), and considering the definitions of M0 and M1, we

derive
|d(z,ϑϑϑ)−d(zR,ϑϑϑ)| ≤ (ζ (ϑϑϑ))2∥zI∥2 ∑

j∈Z3

M0, jM1, j ≤ M0M1(ζ (ϑϑϑ))2∥zI∥2. (20)

Meanwhile, assumption (A1) and the periodicity of d imply

d(zR,ϑϑϑ)≥C2
0(ζ (ϑϑϑ))2. (21)

Substituting (20) and (21) into the right hand side of (16) yields

|d(z,ϑϑϑ)| ≥
(
C2

0 −M0M1∥zI∥2
)
(ζ (ϑϑϑ))2. (22)

Note that for all z ∈W(b∗)2, there is ∥zI∥2 ≤
√

2b∗. Thus, according to the definitions of b∗ and C1, for all z ∈W(b∗)2,
there holds C2

0 −M0M1∥zI∥2 ≥C2
0 −

√
2M0M1b∗ =C1. Therefore, from (22), we obtain our desired result (15).

To verify that the function G meets the conditions in Theorem 3.1, it remains to establish a bound for the analytic
continuation of the numerator in the definition of G given in (13). To facilitate this, we introduce the following notations.
Denote the partial derivatives of Γ in the complex domain W(b∗)2 as ∂Γ

∂ zι
, ι ∈ Z2. Specifically, ∂Γ

∂ zι
is defined as ∂Γ

∂ zι
:=[

∂γ0
∂ zι

, ∂γ1
∂ zι

, ∂γ2
∂ zι

]T
. It can be check that DΓ =

[
∂Γ

∂ z0
, ∂Γ

∂ z1

]
(see Exercise 1.47, problem 2 in [25]). Let Z+ := {0,1,2, · · ·}.

For each k := [k0,k1] ∈ Z2
+, we define k+1 := [k0 +1,k1 +1] and k! := k0!k1!. For any z ∈C2 and k ∈ Z2

+, we specify

zk := zk0
0 zk1

1 and ∂ k

∂zk := ∂
∥k∥1

∂ z
k0
0 ∂ z

k1
1

.

Lemma 3.3 If assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold, then there exists a positive constant c such that for all z ∈ W(b∗)2

and ϑϑϑ ∈ I2
2π

, ∣∣∣∣(Γ (z)−Γ (z+ϑϑϑ)) ·
(

∂Γ

∂ z0
× ∂Γ

∂ z1

)
(z+ϑϑϑ)

∣∣∣∣≤ c(ζ (ϑϑϑ))2. (23)
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Proof Let 0 < β < 1 such that βR0 < π . Define Ĩβ := [0,βR0)∪ (2π −βR0,2π). Note that for z ∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈
I2
2π
\Ĩ2

β
, we have 0 < βR0 ≤ ∥ϑ̌ϑϑ∥2 = ζ (ϑϑϑ)≤ π . It follows that∣∣∣(Γ (z)−Γ (z+ϑϑϑ)) ·

(
∂Γ

∂ z0
× ∂Γ

∂ z1

)
(z+ϑϑϑ)

∣∣∣
ζ (ϑϑϑ)2 ≤

∣∣∣(Γ (z)−Γ (z+ϑϑϑ)) ·
(

∂Γ

∂ z0
× ∂Γ

∂ z1

)
(z+ϑϑϑ)

∣∣∣
(βR0)2 .

Hence, from the continuity and differentiability of Γ , we know that there is a positive constant c0 such that for all
z ∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈ I2

2π
\Ĩ2

β
, inequality (23) holds.

To prove this lemma, it remains to show that there exists a positive constant c2 such that for all z ∈ W(b∗)2 and
ϑϑϑ ∈ Ĩ2

β
, inequality (23) also holds. We begin by reformulating the left hand side of (23). Since b∗ < R0, assumption

(A2) confirms that for each j ∈ Z3, the functions ∂ kγ j
∂zk , k ∈ Z2

+, are 2π bi-periodic with respect to the real part over

W(b∗)2. That is ∂ kγ j
∂zk (z) =

∂ kγ j
∂zk (z0 +2πι0,z1 +2πι1) for all z := [z0,z1] ∈W(b∗)2 and ι0, ι1 ∈ Z. Therefore, by noting

that z+ ϑ̌ϑϑ ∈W(b∗)2 for all z ∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈ Ĩ2
β

, utilizing Taylor’s expansion yields

γ j(z) = ∑
k∈Z2

+

1
k!

∂ kγ j

∂zk (z+ ϑ̌ϑϑ)ϑ̌ϑϑ
k
= ∑

k∈Z2
+

1
k!

∂ kγ j

∂zk (z+ϑϑϑ)ϑ̌ϑϑ
k
.

Furthermore, combining with the definitions of ∂Γ

∂ z0
and ∂Γ

∂ z1
, we have that for all z ∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈ Ĩ2

β
,

Γ (z)−Γ (z+ϑϑϑ) =

(
∂Γ

∂ z0
(z+ϑϑϑ),

∂Γ

∂ z1
(z+ϑϑϑ)

)
ϑ̌ϑϑ

T
+E2(z,ϑϑϑ),

where E2(z,ϑϑϑ) is defined by

E2(z,ϑϑϑ) :=

[
∑

∥k∥1≥2

1
k!

∂ kγ j

∂zk (z+ϑϑϑ)ϑ̌ϑϑ
k

: j ∈ Z3

]T

.

Then, through the property of the cross product, we obtain that for all z ∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈ Ĩ2
β

,∣∣∣∣(Γ (z)−Γ (z+ϑϑϑ)) ·
(

∂Γ

∂ z0
× ∂Γ

∂ z1

)
(z+ϑϑϑ)

∣∣∣∣= ∣∣∣∣E2(z,ϑϑϑ) ·
(

∂Γ

∂ z0
× ∂Γ

∂ z1

)
(z+ϑϑϑ)

∣∣∣∣ . (24)

We next establish the bounds of the terms in the right hand side of (24).
Since b∗ < R1 := R0

2 , Cauchy’s integral formula ensures that for all k ∈ Z2
+, j ∈ Z3, z ∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈ Ĩ2

β
,∣∣∣∣∂ kγ j

∂zk (z+ϑϑϑ)

∣∣∣∣= k!
(2π)2

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

τ2
R1

(z+ϑϑϑ)

γ j(w)

(w− z−ϑϑϑ)k+1 dw

∣∣∣∣∣≤ k!

R∥k∥1
1

Mγ , (25)

where τττR1(z+ϑϑϑ) := {w := [w0,w1] ∈ C2 : |wι − zι −ϑι | = R1 for ι ∈ Z2} and Mγ := max{|γι(z)| : ι ∈ Z3 and z ∈
τττR1(z+ϑϑϑ)}. It is easy to check that for all ϑϑϑ ∈ Ĩ2

β
and k ∈ Z2

+ with ∥k∥1 ≥ 2,

|ϑ̌ϑϑ k| ≤ ∥ϑ̌ϑϑ∥2
2(βR1)

∥k∥1−2. (26)

By combining (25) and (26), and after some computation, we derive that

∑
∥k∥1≥2

∣∣∣∣ 1
k!

∂ kγ j

∂zk (z+ϑϑϑ)ϑ̌ϑϑ
k
∣∣∣∣≤ (3−2β )Mγ

(1−β )2R2
1
∥ϑ̌ϑϑ∥2

2.



A Fast Fourier-Galerkin Method for Solving Boundary Integral Equations on Torus-Shaped Surfaces 11

Thus, following the definition of E2(z,ϑϑϑ), we have that for all z ∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈ Ĩ2
β

,

∥E2(z,ϑϑϑ)∥2 ≤
√

3(3−2β )Mγ

(1−β )2R2
1

∥ϑ̌ϑϑ∥2
2.

Meanwhile, the continuity of Γ ensures that there exists a positive constant c1 such that for all z ∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈ Ĩ2
β

,∥∥∥∥( ∂Γ

∂ z0
× ∂Γ

∂ z1

)
(z+ϑϑϑ)

∥∥∥∥
2
≤ c1.

Consequently, noting that ∥ϑ̌ϑϑ∥2 = ζ (ϑϑϑ), from (24), we deduce the existence of a constant c2 such that (23) holds for
all z ∈W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈ Ĩ2

β
. Hence, we obtain our desired result (23).

With the help of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, we demonstrate that under assumptions (A1) and (A2), the function G meets
the conditions specified in Theorem 3.1, as outlined in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1 If assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold, then the periodic extension of G with respect to θθθ satisfies the
conditions in Theorem 3.1, where r in the statement of Theorem 3.1 equals to b∗.

Proof Assumption (A2) ensures that for each ϑϑϑ ∈ I2
2π

, the periodic extensions of both functions (Γ (·)−Γ (·+ϑϑϑ)) ·(
∂Γ

∂ z0
× ∂Γ

∂ z1

)
(·+ϑϑϑ) and d(·,ϑϑϑ) can be analytically extended to W(R0)

2. Meanwhile, Lemma 3.2 shows that for all

ϑϑϑ ∈ I2
2π

with ζ (ϑϑϑ) ̸= 0, the function d(·,ϑϑϑ) has no zeros in W(b∗)2. Hence, it can be easily seen from (13) that the
periodic extension of G with respect to θθθ can be uniformly analytic extended to W(b∗)2 with respect to θθθ . This means
the periodic extension of G with respect to θθθ satisfies the conditions of Lemma 3.1.

On the other hand, integrating (13) with the Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 shows that there exists c such that for all z ∈
W(b∗)2 and ϑϑϑ ∈ I2

2π
, |G(z,ϑϑϑ)| ≤ c

C3/2
1

(ζ (ϑϑϑ))−1. It can be easily seen that the function (ζ (ϑϑϑ))−1, ϑϑϑ ∈ I2
2π

, is Lebesgue

integrable on I2
2π

. Therefore, from the definition of Sδ ,G(ϑϑϑ), we know that there is M > 0 such that for all 0 < δ < b∗,∫
I2
2π

Sδ ,G(ϑϑϑ)dϑϑϑ ≤ M,

which is the desired condition (12) in Theorem 3.1.

Now we estimate the decay pattern of matrix entries Kk,l by combining Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.1.

Corollary 3.1 If assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold, then there exists a constant M > 0 such that for all k, l ∈ Z2,

|Kk,l| ≤
M
2π

e−b∥l−k∥1 . (27)

Proof As 0 < b < b∗, Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.1 imply that there exists a constant M > 0 such that for all
k, l ∈ Z2,

|Ĝk,l| ≤
M
2π

e−b∥k∥1 . (28)

Meanwhile, the definition of G shows that for all k, l ∈ Z2,

Kk,l = ⟨K el,ek⟩ =
∫

I2
2π

∫
I2
2π

K(θθθ ,ηηη)e−k(θθθ)el(ηηη)dθθθdηηη

=
∫

I2
2π

∫
I2
2π

G(θθθ ,ϑϑϑ)el−k(θθθ)el(ϑϑϑ)dθθθdϑϑϑ = Ĝk−l,−l.

Combining the above equality with the inequality (28) yields the desired result (27).
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4 Stability and convergence analysis

In this section, we consider the stability and convergence of the proposed fast Fourier-Galerkin method. We will
demonstrate that the proposed truncation strategy does not ruin the stability, and achieves a quasi-optimal convergence
order. The unique solvability of (6) results from the stability of the fast Fourier–Galerkin method.

To analyze the proposed fast Fourier-Galerkin method, we convert linear system (6) to an operator equation form.
For all n ∈ N, we define the operator K̃n by

(K̃nϕ)(θθθ) :=
∫

I2
2π

K̃n(θθθ ,φφφ)ϕ(φφφ)dφφφ , ϕ ∈ L2(I2
2π) and θθθ ∈ I2

2π ,

where K̃n(θθθ ,φφφ) := ∑k∈Z2
−n,n

∑l∈Z2
−n,n

K̃k,lek(θθθ)el(φφφ), θθθ ∈ I2
2π

and φφφ ∈ I2
2π

. Then solving the linear system (6) is equiv-
alent to finding ρ̃n ∈ Xn such that

ρ̃n − K̃nρ̃n = Png. (29)

We first review the stability and convergence order of the Fourier-Galerkin method for solving (4) without trun-
cation strategies. Since we were unable to find discussions in the literature regarding the stability and convergence of
the Fourier-Galerkin method for solving (4), we provide a brief discussion on these topics in the following theorem
to ensure the self-containment of this paper. This discussion is based on the contents from [2,7,20]. To enhance the
readability of the article, we recall the following notations. For p ∈ N, we denote by Hp(I2

2π
) the Sobolev space of all

functions ϕ ∈ L2(I2
2π
) with the property ∑k∈Z2(1+ ∥k∥2

2)
p|ϕ̂k|2 < ∞ (see Theorem V.2.14 in [27]). For ϕ ∈ Hp(I2

2π
),

the norm is given by ∥ϕ∥Hp :=
(
∑k∈Z2(1+∥k∥2

2)
p|ϕ̂k|2

)1/2
. It is well known that for any ϕ ∈ Hp(I2

2π
),

∥ϕ −Pnϕ∥ ≤ n−p∥ϕ∥Hp . (30)

Theorem 4.1 Let p∈N. If assumptions (A1) and (A1) hold, then the inverse operators of I −Kn, n∈N, exist and are
uniformly bounded for sufficiently large n. Additionally, there exists a positive constant c such that for all g ∈ Hp(I2

2π
)

and sufficiently large n,
∥ρ −ρn∥ ≤ cn−p∥ρ∥Hp , (31)

where g appears on the right hand side of (4), and ρn is the solution of (4).

Proof Combining the equality (13) with the Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 shows that there is c0 > 0 such that for all z ∈W(b)2

and ϑϑϑ ∈ I2
2π

, |G(z,ϑϑϑ)| ≤ c0

C3/2
1

(ζ (ϑϑϑ))−1. Then, from the definition of G, it follows that there exists a positive constant

c1 such that for all θθθ ,φφφ ∈ I2
2π

,
|K(θθθ ,φφφ)| ≤ c1(ζ (θθθ −φφφ))−1.

This confirms that the operator K is compact on L2(I2
2π
) (see Theorem 2.1.7 in [7]). Furthermore, the projection

operators Pn converge pointwise to I on L2(I2
2π
), i.e. Pnϕ → ϕ as n → ∞ for every ϕ ∈ L2(I2

2π
). This, along with the

compactness of K , implies that ∥K −Kn∥→ 0 as n → ∞ (see Lemma 3.1.2 in [2]).
Meanwhile, the compactness of K ensures that the operator I −K is injective on L2(I2

2π
), as proven in Theorem

6.23 in [20]. Consequently, Theorem 3.1.1 in [2] guarantees that there is n∗ > 0 such that for all n ∈ N with n > n∗,
the operator (I −Kn)

−1 exists as a bounded operator on L2(I2
2π
), and it holds that supn≥n∗ ∥(I −Kn)

−1∥ < ∞.
Furthermore, for all n ≥ n∗, it holds that ∥ρ −ρn∥ ≤ ∥(I −Kn)

−1∥∥ρ −Pnρ∥. Additionally, since g is in Hp(I2
2π
), ρ

is also in Hp(I2
2π
) as detailed in section 9.1.4 in [2]. Therefore, the boundedness of supn≥n∗ ∥(I −Kn)

−1∥ combined
with the inequality (30) leads to the result (31).

Next, we establish the stability and convergence order of the proposed fast Fourier-Galerkin method by estimating
the difference between the matrices KN and K̃N . As preparation, we introduce the following notations. For sets A and
B, A \B represents the set {x : x ∈ A and x /∈ B}. For any q > 0, n ∈ N and [k0, l0] ∈ Z2

−n,n, we define n0 := ⌊q lnN⌋,
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where ⌊a⌋ denotes the greatest integer less than or equal to a ∈ R. Recall that N = (2n+ 1)2. For q > 0, n ∈ N with
n > q lnN, and l := [l0, l1] ∈ Z2

−n,n, we define

Il,N(q) := {k ∈ Z2
−n,n : |k0 − l0|> q lnN},

and
Jl,N(q) := {k ∈ Z2

−n,n : |k0 − l0| ≤ q lnN and |k1 − l1|> q lnN −|k0 − l0|}.

The condition n > q lnN ensures Il,N(q) and Jl,N(q) are not empty. To simplify, we denote Il,N(q) and Jl,N(q) as
Il,N and Jl,N , respectively. Define EN := KN − K̃N . For any matrix B := [bkl ] ∈ Cm×m with m ∈ N, let ∥B∥1 :=
maxl∈Zm

{
∑k∈Zm |bkl |

}
, and ∥B∥∞ := maxk∈Zm

{
∑l∈Zm |bkl |

}
. From Corollary 3.1, we can derive the upper bounds

for ∥EN∥1, ∥EN∥∞, and ∥EN∥2, which are detailed in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1 Let q > 0. If assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold, then there exists positive constant c such that for all n ∈ N
with n > q lnN, there hold ∥EN∥1 ≤ cN−qb lnN, ∥EN∥∞ ≤ cN−qb lnN and ∥EN∥2 ≤ cN−qb lnN.

Proof We begin by considering the upper bound of ∥EN∥1. The definitions of Il,N and Jl,N show that for all n ∈ N,
{[k, l] : l ∈ Z2

−n,n,k ∈ Il,N ∪Jl,N}= Z4
−n,n \LN(q). Thus, it follows from the definitions of ∥ · ∥1 and K̃N that

∥EN∥1 = max
l∈Z2

−n,n

 ∑
k∈Z2

−n,n

|Kk,l − K̃k,l|

≤ max
l∈Z2

−n,n

{
∑

k∈Il,N

|Kk,l|+ ∑
k∈Jl,N

|Kk,l|

}
. (32)

Corollary 3.1 provides that there exists a constant M > 0 such that for k, l ∈ Z2,

|Kk,l| ≤
M
2π

e−b∥l−k∥1 . (33)

Substituting (33) into (32) leads to

∥EN∥1 ≤
M
2π

max
l∈Z2

−n,n

{
∑

k∈Il,N

e−b∥l−k∥1 + ∑
k∈Jl,N

e−b∥l−k∥1

}
. (34)

Therefore, to estimate ∥EN∥1, it is crucial to establish the upper bounds for the sums on the right-hand side of (34).
The definitions of Il,N and n0 show that for all n ∈ N with n > q lnN, l := [l0, l1] ∈ Z2

−n,n, and k := [k0,k1] ∈ Il,N ,
there are |l0 − k0|> q lnN ≥ n0 and k1 ∈ Z−n,n. Therefor, for all n ∈ N with n > q lnN and l ∈ Z2

−n,n,

∑
k∈Il,N

e−b∥l−k∥1 ≤

(
∑

|l0−k0|≥n0+1
e−b|l0−k0|

)(
∑

k1∈Z
e−b|l1−k1|

)

≤ 4e−b(n0+1)

(1− e−b)2 . (35)

Similarly, from the definitions of n0, n1 and Jl,N , show that for all n ∈ N with n > q lnN, l ∈ Z2
−n,n, and k ∈ Il,N , there

are |l0 − k0| ≤ q lnN ≤ n0 and |l1 − k1| ≥ n0 −|l0 − k0|+1. Hence, for all n ∈ N with n > q lnN and l ∈ Z2
−n,n,

∑
k∈Jl,N

e−b∥l−k∥1 ≤ ∑
|l0−k0|≤n0

e−b|l0−k0|

(
∑

|l1−k1|≥n0−|l0−k0|+1
e−b|l1−k1|

)

≤ 2 ∑
|l0−k0|≤n0

e−b(n0+1)

1− e−b . (36)
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Notably, the cardinality of set {k0 ∈ Z : |l0 −k0| ≤ n0} equals 2n0 +1. Thus, it follows from (36) that for all n ∈N with
n > q lnN, and l ∈ Z2

−n,n,

∑
k∈Jl,N

e−b∥l−k∥1 ≤ 2(2n0 +1)
(1− e−b)

e−b(n0+1). (37)

Note that n0 ≤ q lnN. Substituting (35) and (37) into (34) yields that there is a positive constant c2 such that for all
n ∈ N satisfying n > q lnN, ∥EN∥1 ≤ c2N−qb lnN.

The definitions of ∥ · ∥∞ and K̃N ensure that

∥EN∥∞
= max

k∈Z2
−n,n

 ∑
l∈Z2

−n,n

|Kk,l − K̃k,l|

≤ max
k∈Z2

−n,n

{
∑

l∈Ik,N

|Kk,l|+ ∑
l∈Jk,N

|Kk,l|

}
.

Then, applying the inequality (33) and following a similar process as for establishing the upper bound of ∥EN∥1, we
derive that there exists a positive constant c3 such that for all n ∈N with n > q lnN, ∥EN∥∞ ≤ c3N−qb lnN. Considering
∥EN∥2

2 ≤ ∥EN∥1∥EN∥∞, it follows that n ∈ N with n > q lnN, ∥EN∥2 ≤
√

c2c3N−qb lnN. By setting c := max{c2,c3},
we achieve the desired result.

With the help of Lemma 4.1, we have the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 4.2 Let q > 0. If assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold, then there exists a positive constant c such that for all
ϕ ∈ L2(I2

2π
) and n ∈ N with n > q lnN, ∥∥∥(Kn − K̃n)Pnϕ

∥∥∥≤ c∥ϕ∥N−qb lnN.

Proof For all n ∈ N, and ϕ ∈ L2(I2
2π
), define ϕϕϕn as a row vector [ϕ̂k : k ∈ Z2

−n,n]. From the definition of EN , it can be
verified that for all n ∈ N, and ϕ,ψ ∈ L2(I2

2π
),〈

(Kn − K̃n)Pnϕ,ψ
〉
=
〈
(Kn − K̃n)Pnϕ,Pnψ

〉
= ∑

k∈Z2
−n,n

∑
l∈Z2

−n,n

ψ̂k(Kk,l − K̃k,l)ϕ̂l

= ψψψnENϕϕϕ
T
n .

Note that for all ϕ ∈ L2(I2
2π
), it must hold ∥ϕϕϕn∥ ≤ ∥ϕ∥. Therefore, from the above equality, it follows that for all n ∈N,

and ϕ ∈ L2(I2
2π
),

∥(Kn − K̃n)Pnϕ∥= sup
ψ∈L2(I2

2π
)

∥ψ∥=1

∣∣∣〈(Kn − K̃n)Pnϕ,ψ
〉∣∣∣≤ ∥ϕ∥∥EN∥2.

This inequality, combining with Lemma 4.1, yields the desired result.

We are now prepared to establish the stability and convergence analysis of the proposed fast Fourier-Galerkin
method. The results of this analysis are presented in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2 Let p ∈ N and assumptions (A1)-(A2) hold. If the operator I −K is injective from L2(I2
2π
) to L2(I2

2π
),

the right hand side g of (2) is in Hp(I2
2π
), 0 < b < min

{
C2

0√
2M0M1

, R0
2

}
and q > 0 with qb ≥ p/2 , then there exists a

positive constant c such that for sufficiently large n and any ϕ ∈ Hp(I2
2π
),

∥(I − K̃n)Pnϕ∥ ≥ c∥ϕ∥, (38)

and
∥ρ − ρ̃n∥ ≤ cN−p/2 lnN∥ρ∥Hp , (39)

where K̃n and ρ̃n depend on q.
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Proof According to Theorem 4.1, the operator (I −Kn)
−1 exists and is bounded for sufficiently large n. By noting

that ∥(I − K̃n)Pnϕ∥ ≥ ∥(I −Kn)Pnϕ∥−∥(Kn − K̃n)Pnϕ∥, we obtain inequality (38) with Lemma 4.2.
Inequality (38) implies there is a positive constant c0 that for sufficiently large n,

∥ρ − ρ̃n∥ ≤ ∥ρ −Pnρ∥+ c0∥(I − K̃n)(Pnρ − ρ̃n)∥. (40)

Since Pn(I −K )ρ = (I − K̃n)ρ̃n, we can express

(I − K̃n)(Pnρ − ρ̃n) = Pn(I −K )(Pnρ −ρ)+(Kn − K̃n)Pnρ. (41)

Note that for all q > 0, it holds that n > q lnN for sufficiently large n. Additionally, since g is in Hp(I2
2π
), ρ is also in

Hp(I2
2π
), as noted in Section 9.1.4 of [2]. Thus, by substituting (41) into (40) along with inequalities (30), and utilizing

Lemma 4.2 with the inequality qb ≥ p/2, we derive our desired inequality (39).

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present two numerical examples to confirm the theoretical order of approximation and compu-
tational complexity of the proposed method. The computer program is run on a personal computer running Windows
10, with a 3.00 GHz Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-9500 CPU, and 16 GB RAM.

Recall that ρn and ρ̃n are the solutions to the Fourier-Galerkin and fast Fourier-Galerkin methods, as described in
equations (4) and (29), respectively. Due to the lack of an analytic solution for equation (2), we estimate the errors
en := ∥ρ−ρn∥

∥ρ∥ and ẽn := ∥ρ−ρ̃n∥
∥ρ∥ using ρ60 as a proxy for ρ . In this context, the matrix KN scales up to N = 14641.

The term “C.O.” stands for the convergence order of the methods, defined by logχ(n)
en

en−10
or logχ(n)

ẽn
ẽn−10

, where

χ(n) := n−10
n . The condition numbers of the matrices IN + K̃N and IN +KN are denoted as “Cond”. Additionally, the

compression ratio “C.R.” of the truncated coefficient matrix K̃N is calculated as C.R. := N (K̃N)
N (KN)

, with N (KN) and
N (K̃N) indicating the number of nonzero entries in KN and K̃N , respectively.

Fig. 2 The bagel-shaped surface (left) and the cruller surface (right)

Example 1. We consider solving the boundary integral equation (1) on the bagel-shaped surface ∂D, depicted on the
left side of Figure 2 and represented by the parametric equation

Γ (θθθ) = [(5+3cosθ0)(1+0.5sinθ1)cosθ1,(5+3cosθ0)(1+0.5sinθ1)sinθ1,3sinθ0)]
T ,

where θθθ := [θ0,θ1] ∈ I2
2π

.
The right hand side function of (1) is defined as h(x) = 2|x−x0|2 ln |x−x0|, where x0 =Γ (π,π)∈ ∂D and x ∈ ∂D.

Obviously, each component of this parameter equation is an infinity differentiable and 2π-biperiodic. It can be checked
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that h ∈ H3−ε(∂D), where ε > 0 is an arbitrary number, implying g ∈ H3−ε(I2
2π
). Moreover, based on Section 9.1.4 of

[2], ρ belongs to H3−ε(I2
2π
), ensuring a theoretical convergence order of 3− ε . In this experiment, we select δ = 1 and

q = 2.3.
We present in Table 1 the relative errors, convergence orders, and condition numbers for both the Fourier-Galerkin

method (referred to as ‘non-truncated’) and the fast Fourier-Galerkin method (referred to as ‘truncated’). The relative
errors en of the Fourier-Galerkin method and ẽn of the fast Fourier-Galerkin method for Example 1 are listed in the
second and the fifth columns, respectively. The last column shows the “C.R.” values of the coefficient matrix for the
proposed fast Fourier-Galerkin method. It can be seen that the “C.R.” values of the truncated matrix K̃N decreases as
n increases. Furthermore, despite the coefficient matrix K̃N exhibits a remarkably high level of sparsity, ẽn remains
comparable to en. Additionally, the condition numbers, listed in the fourth and seventh columns, are consistent at
3.9851, affirming that the fast Fourier-Galerkin method is stable as the Fourier-Galerkin method. The column titled
“C.O.” verifies our theoretical convergence order.

Table 1 Numerical results for Example 1: Solving the boundary integral equation (1) on the bagel-shaped surface

n non-truncated truncated
en C.O. Cond ẽn C.O. Cond C.R.

15 8.8193e-06 - 3.9851 1.0644e-05 - 3.9851 0.3443
25 3.1172e-06 2.04 3.9851 3.2692e-06 2.31 3.9851 0.2026
35 1.4445e-06 2.29 3.9851 1.5206e-06 2.27 3.9851 0.1243
45 7.0882e-07 2.83 3.9851 7.6028e-07 2.76 3.9851 0.0868

Example 2. In this example we consider solving the boundary integral equation (1) on the cruller surface ∂D, which is
shown on the right side of Figure 2. The surface is defined by the parametric equation

Γ (θθθ) = [(1+ω(θθθ)cosθ0)cosθ1,(1+ω(θθθ)cosθ0)sinθ1,ω(θθθ)sinθ0]
T ,

where ω(θθθ) := 1/2+0.065cos(3θ0 +3θ1), and θθθ = [θ0,θ1] ∈ I2
2π

.
It is evident that each component of function Γ is infinitely differentiable, and 2π-biperiodic. We define the

right hand side function h(x) = (x0 − π)2 ln |x0 − π|, where x0 = Γ (π,π) and x := [x0,x1,x2]
T ∈ ∂D. Noting that

h ∈ H3−ε(∂D), with ε > 0, we infer from Section 9.1.4 of [2] that ρ ∈ H3−ε(I2
2π
). This establishes a theoretical con-

vergence order of 3− ε . For our computations, we set δ = 1 and q = 2.3.
In Table 2, we present the relative errors, denoted as en and ẽn, obtained from the Fourier-Galerkin method and the

fast Fourier-Galerkin method for Example 2, respectively. These errors are displayed in the second and fifth columns.
Additionally, the column labeled “C.O.” lists the convergence order.

As shown in the fourth and seventh columns of Table 2, the condition numbers of the matrices IN −KN and IN −K̃N
consistently approach approximately 3.6919. The last column of Table 2 highlights the sparsity of the coefficient matrix
K̃N in our proposed method, as indicated by the “C.R.” values. Furthermore, when K̃N is employed as the coefficient
matrix, the relative error of the solutions remains comparable to those obtained using the non-truncated matrix KN .

These two examples illustrate that by employing the proposed fast Fourier-Galerkin method, we significantly in-
crease the sparsity of the coefficient matrix. Additionally, the solutions obtained from the fast Fourier-Galerkin method
(29) closely resemble those obtained using the original Fourier-Galerkin method (4) in terms of error and convergence
order. Furthermore, the condition numbers of the coefficient matrices remain comparable before and after truncation.

6 Conclusions

We introduce a fast Fourier-Galerkin method for solving boundary integral equations arising from the Dirichlet
problem for Laplace’s equation in domains with boundaries diffeomorphic to a torus. Our comprehensive analysis of
the kernel function helps us understand the decay patterns of its Fourier coefficients, and formulate a high-performance
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Table 2 Numerical results for Example 2: Solving the boundary integral equation (1) on the cruller surface

n non-truncated truncated
en C.O. Cond ẽn C.O. Cond C.R.

15 2.1270e-03 - 3.6919 2.7481e-03 - 3.6923 0.3443
25 7.2865e-04 2.10 3.6919 7.9016e-04 2.44 3.6920 0.2026
35 3.4019e-04 2.26 3.6919 4.0777e-04 1.97 3.6919 0.1243
45 1.7482e-04 2.65 3.6919 2.3748e-04 2.15 3.6919 0.0868

truncation strategy. Through theoretical analysis and numerical experiments, we demonstrate that this truncation strat-
egy maintains stability and does not ruin the convergence order. Looking ahead, we plan to develop a quadrature rule
for calculating the entries in the truncated matrix K̃N and to extend our approach to fast algorithms for solving boundary
integral equations on other geometric shapes, such as surfaces diffeomorphic to a sphere.
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