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Shape Holomorphy of Boundary Integral Oper-

ators on Multiple Open Arcs

José Pinto, Fernando Henríquez and Carlos Jerez-Hanckes

Abstract. We establish shape holomorphy results for general weakly-
and hyper-singular boundary integral operators arising from second-
order partial differential equations in unbounded two-dimensional do-
mains with multiple finite-length open arcs. After recasting the corre-
sponding boundary value problems as boundary integral equations, we
prove that their solutions depend holomorphically upon perturbations
of the arcs’ parametrizations. These results are key to prove the shape
(domain) holomorphy of the domain-to-solution maps for the associated
boundary integral equations with applications in uncertainty quantifi-
cation, inverse problems and deep learning.
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1. Introduction

The efficient approximation of maps with high-dimensional parametric in-
puts pose major challenges to traditional computational methods. Indeed,
as the dimension of the parametric input increases, the computational effort
required to construct surrogates of the original map may grow exponentially,
thus leading to the curse of dimensionality. In [8], polynomial surrogates
of high-dimensional input maps are shown to converge independently of the
dimension. Their results are derived from the well-known one-dimensional
approximation properties of analytic functions, a fact proven by the exis-
tence of holomorphic extensions of the original maps onto tensor products of
Bernstein ellipses in the complex plane. We recall that in complex variable,
we refer to holomorphy as the existence of Fréchet derivatives of the maps
on open complex subsets, which is equivalent to the existence of derivatives
of arbitrary order— analytic maps—in the same open subset. By varying the
size of these ellipses on each parameter, namely the anisotropic parameter
dependence, one can prove convergence rates that do not depend on the di-
mension of the parametric input, thereby breaking the curse of dimensionality
in the parametric dimension. Computationally, parametric holomorphy pro-
vides rigorous justification and construction bases for a variety of methods
such as: Smolyak interpolation and quadrature [43, 37]; high-order Quasi-
Monte Carlo [14, 11, 15, 12, 13] integration (HoQMC); deep neural network
surrogates [39, 20, 34, 19], together with its implications in Bayesian inverse
problems [7, 37, 38].

In this work, we consider a family of boundary value problems (BVPs)
set on the complement of a finite collection of open disjoint arcs in two di-
mensions, with either Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions. We study
the smoothness properties of the domain-to-solution map in the context of
complex variable. Given the lack of Lipchitz regularity of the domain, tra-
ditional variational formulations cannot be applied, and hence, the existence
of a holomorphic extension of the domain-to-solution map does not follow
from volume-based formulations, for instance, as in [10]. Consequently, we
recast the volume problems as boundary integral equations (BIEs) posed on
the collection of open arcs, as in [3, 42, 40, 41, 4, 21, 24, 2, 26, 6], and then
we extend the analysis of [18, 17] to the corresponding BIEs.

More precisely, we will assume that each arc admits a representation
arising from a suitable predefined collection of parametrizations. Our goal is
to verify that the solutions of the BIEs depend holomorphically upon pertur-
bations of the boundary shape. In so doing, we prove that the BIOs depend
themselves holomorphically on the arcs’ shape. By recalling that the inversion
of linear isomorphisms defines an analytic map, one can straightforwardly
establish shape holomorphy of the domain-to-solution map as in [18, 17].
Therein, the authors extend the solution map to the complex plane, iden-
tifying geometries with parametrizations, and prove that the corresponding
map is holomorphic for Jordan arcs. Hence, by means of available complex
variable results on Banach spaces, one can state that there exists a complex
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neighborhood of the collection of arc parametrizations for which the domain-
to-solution map admits a bounded holomorphic extension. Consequently, the
derivatives of arbitrary order of the map not only exist, the corresponding
Taylor series expansion converges uniformly on an open neighborhood of each
of the parametric arcs.

We extend significantly the work by [18]. On one hand, our analysis
encompasses a collection of open arcs as well as more general BIOs including
the possibility of vector-valued ones. For example, we show explicit results
for scalar Helmholtz and Stokes problems, the latter also referred to as the
elastic wave equation. The generalization is achieved by assuming the exis-
tence of a fundamental solution with a common structure for second-order
partial differential operators on two dimensions. Thus, we consider general
BIOs whose kernels are given by the assumed structure of the fundamental
solution, and obtain their holomorphic extensions by a slightly more abstract
version of the result for BIOs presented in [18, Theorem 3.12]. Also, by assum-
ing a Maue-type representation formula, readily available for many specific
operators, one may extend the shape holomorphy of the weakly singular BIO
to the hypersingular one.

In contrast with [18], we do not only establish the holomorphism result
from parametrizations sets to the solution in a fixed energy space, but instead
consider the range of the map in a scale of functional spaces defined on the
open arcs. Indeed, in the spirit of [13], the presently obtained results allow
us to mathematically justify the use of multi-level variants of HoQMC in
the context of forward and inverse shape UQ. This provides a functional
framework for high-order numerical methods, such as the one presented in
[24]. In particular, the families of functional spaces considered here correspond
to Sobolev-type spaces defined through Fourier series expansions, mapped
back to open arcs by a cosine transformation (cf. [35, Chapter 11]).

As expected, the solutions of the Dirichlet and Neumann problems here
considered belong to highly regular spaces provided that both the geome-
try and right-hand sides are regular enough. In particular, we assume that
boundary conditions are given by the restriction of entire functions, thus
having arbitrary regularity. Also, the arcs considered here have a limited
regularity in a Hölder-continuous spaces. We thoroughly analyze how this
limited smoothness restricts the functional spaces wherein solutions of the
respective problems are sought.

Outline

The remainder of the article is as follows. After setting notation, the precise
problem under consideration is given in Section 3. Sections 2.1 through 4.6
introduce the necessary tools for applying abstract theorems to our particu-
lar problem. In Section 4.3 we present relevant abstract results to prove the
holomorphic extension of BIOs, and also a result on how we obtain para-
metric holomorphism from the general holomorphic extension. In Section 5
we show holomorphic extensions of the BIOs and derive the holomorphic
extension of domain-to-solution maps. Similarly, in Section 5.3 we conclude
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the parametric holomorphism of domain-to-solution maps. To illustrate our
findings, in Section 6 we apply these results to Helmholtz and time-harmonic
elastic wave scattering by showing that the structural assumptions on the
corresponding BIOs are fulfilled. Lastly, Section 7 presents conclusions and
possible extensions.

Throughout conditions will be specified. For instance, Condition 5.5 en-
sures that we can construct holomorphic extensions of some standard func-
tions. In parallel, Condition 5.1 describes the interplay among regularity pa-
rameters s and m,h, describing functional spaces and the underlying geom-
etry, respectively, such that the weakly- and hyper-singular operators are
bounded on suitable functional spaces. These first results are the building
block upon which all other conclusions are derived. s

2. Preliminaries

Set ı “
?

´1. We define the set of natural numbers N including zero as N0 :“
t0, 1, 2, . . .u. Vectors and matrices are indicated by boldface symbols, while
for general quantities that could be either vectors or scalars we do not use
bold fonts. For a pair of vectors v1,v2 P Cn, with n P N, we define the bilinear
form v1 ¨ v2 “

řn
j“1

v1j v
2
j , and the Euclidean norm }v1}2 “ v1 ¨ v1, where

the conjugate of a vector is understood as component-wise conjugation. Also,
given real numbers a, b, we say that a À b if there exists a positive constant
c, independent of the variables relevant for the corresponding analysis, such
that a ď cb. If a À b and b À a we write a – b.

Let B1, B2 be two Banach spaces over the field K P tR,Cu. We denote
by LpB1, B2q the space of bounded linear operators from B1 to B2. As it is
customary, we equip it with the standard operator norm, thus rendering it a
Banach space itself.

2.1. Hölder spaces

Let Ω1,Ω2 Ă Rd, d “ 1, 2, be non-empty, open connected sets. Given m P N0

and α P r0, 1s, we consider the space Cm,α pΩ1,Ω2q of functions f : Ω1 Ñ Ω2

with derivatives up to order m in Ω1 having a continuous extension to Ω1,
and such that the derivatives of order m are α-Hölder continuous. Endowed
with the norm

‖f‖Cm,αpΩ1,Ω2q :“
ÿ

k:|k|ďm

sup
xPΩ1

∥

∥Bkfpxq
∥

∥ `
ÿ

k:|k|“m

sup
x,yPΩ1

x‰y

∥

∥Bkfpxq ´ Bkfpyq
∥

∥

‖x ´ y‖α
,

where we use the standard multi-index notation [30, page 61], Cm,α pΩ1,Ω2q
becomes a Banach space. The case α “ 0, CmpΩ1,Ω2q, corresponds to func-
tions with m continuous derivatives in Ω1 with norm

‖f‖Cm,0pΩ1,Ω2q :“
ÿ

k:|k|ďm

sup
xPΩ1

∥

∥Bkfpxq
∥

∥ .
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On the other hand, the case α “ 1 corresponds to the one where the m-
derivatives are Lipschitz continuous, and thus the derivatives of order m ` 1

exist and are bounded almost everywhere (see [16, pg. 280]). Notice that for
m1,m2 P N0 and α1, α2 P r0, 1s, such that m1 ` α1 ă m2 ` α2, one has that
the inclusion Cm2,α2 pΩ1,Ω2q Ă Cm1,α1 pΩ1,Ω2q.
2.2. Chebyshev polynomials and periodic Sobolev spaces

Next, we recall definitions and properties of Chebyshev polynomials that will
be employed to define functional spaces. For |t| ď 1, set wptq :“

?
1 ´ t2,

and denote by Tnptq the nth first kind Chebyshev polynomial normalized
according to

ż 1

´1

TnptqTmptqw´1ptqdt “ δn,m, @ n,m P N0,

being δn,m the Kronecker delta. Additionally, let Un denote the nth Cheby-
shev polynomial of the second kind normalized as follows

ż 1

´1

UnptqUmptqwptqdt “ δn,m, @ n,m P N0.

Furthermore, we define penpθq :“ exppıntq?
2π

as the nth Fourier polynomial

normalized in the L2p´π, πq-norm. For any smooth, periodic function u :

r´π, πs Ñ C, its Fourier coefficients are defined as

run “
ż π

´π

upθqpe´npθqdθ.

Similarly, given u : r´1, 1s Ñ C, we define two families of first kind Chebyshev
coefficients:

un :“
ż 1

´1

uptqTnptqdt, and pun :“
ż 1

´1

uptqTnw
´1ptqdt,

and two families of second kind Chebyshev coefficients:

:un :“
ż 1

´1

uptqUnptqdt, and qun :“
ż 1

´1

uptqUnwptqdt

Fourier coefficients of a bi-periodic function u : r´π, πs ˆ r´π, πs Ñ C are
defined as

run,l :“
ż π

´π

ż π

´π

upθ, φqpe´npθqpe´lpφqdθdφ, (2.1)

and similarly for Chebyshev coefficients of bi-variate functions on r´1, 1s ˆ
r´1, 1s. We remark that the above coefficients’ definitions may be extended
to those of distributions by duality respect to the bases [35, Section 5.2].

Throughout, we will make extensive use of periodic Sobolev spaces over
r´π, πs, defined for s P R as

Hsr´π, πs :“
#
u : ‖u‖2Hs “

8ÿ

n“´8

p1 ` n2qs|run|2 ă 8
+
.
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We refer to [35, Chapter 5] for a more rigorous definition. Following [2, 23],
we introduce for s P R the following spaces defined over p´1, 1q:

T s :“
#
u : ‖u‖2T s “

8ÿ

n“0

p1 ` n2qs |un|
2 ă 8

+
,

W s :“
#
u : ‖u‖2W s “

8ÿ

n“0

p1 ` n2qs |pun|
2 ă 8

+
.

These two functional spaces can be defined rigorously by recalling the defi-
nition of Hs and by defining two periodic lifting operators as follows (cf. [23,
Section 4])

pNuqpθq :“ upcos θq| sin θ|, and, p pNuqpθq :“ upcos θq,
which again are extended to distributionsby duality along with the equiva-
lences

u P T s ô Nu P Hsr´π, πs, with, }u}T s – }Nu}Hsr´π,πs

u P W s ô pNu P Hsr´π, πs, with, }u}W s – } pNu}Hsr´π,πs.
(2.2)

In addition, for s P R, we define the second kind spaces over p´1, 1q as

Us :“
#
u : }u}2Us “

8ÿ

n“0

p1 ` n2qs|:un|2 ă 8
+
,

Y s :“
#
u : }u}2Ms “

8ÿ

n“0

p1 ` n2qs|qun|2 ă 8
+
,

These spaces may also be defined from periodic Sobolev spaces via the next
odd periodic liftings

pZuqpθq :“ Nupθq signpsin θq, and, p pZuqpθq :“ pNupθqsignpsin θq,
where the sign function is defined with the convention signp0q “ 0. In addi-
tion, we have the equivalences

u P Us ô pZu P Hsr´π, πs, with, }u}Us – } pZu}Hsr´π,πs

u P Y s ô Zu P Hsr´π, πs, with, }u}Y s – }Zu}Hsr´π,πs.

Using the previous characterizations along with, |p Ču sinp¨qqn| ď |run`1|, one
can readily observe that, for all s P R, it holds that

W s Ă Y s. (2.3)

The dual space of Hs can be identified with H´s in the L2p´π, πq
duality pairing. Thus, by using the lifting operators, one can identify the
dual space of T s with W´s and the dual of Us with Y ´s, now with respect
to the L2p´1, 1q duality pairing.

Furthermore, these duality identifications and (2.3) imply that

Us Ă T s, @ s P R. (2.4)
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From the density of the Fourier basis in Hs using the inverse of the
lifting operators, it is possible to deduce that the functions twUnunPN are
dense in Us.

A mayor role in the analysis of the hyper-singular BIO is played by the
mapping properties of the derivative operator (cf. [23, Section 4]). Specifically,
using the density of the Chebyshev basis one can easily see that

d

dt
: Us Ñ T s´1, and,

d

dt
: W s Ñ Y s´1. (2.5)

Also we recall from [35, Lemma 5.3.2] that the periodic spaces Hsr´π, πs
are compactly embedded for increasing values of s. Hence, the same holds for
the spaces T s,W s, Us, Y s.

Finally, depending on whether the underlying differential operator P
(see Section 3.1) is scalar or vectorial, we use the following notation:

T
s “ T s, U

s “ Us, W
s “ W s, Y

s “ Y s,

or

T
s “ T s ˆ T s, U

s “ Us ˆ Us, W
s “ W s ˆ W s, Y

s “ Y s ˆ Y s,

respectively. We will also consider the Cartesian product spaces

Mź

j“1

T
s,

Mź

j“1

U
s,

Mź

j“1

W
s,

Mź

j“1

Y
s,

with the standard norms.

2.3. Bi-periodic Sobolev and Hölder spaces

Along with the previous spaces, the forthcoming analysis will require the use
of Sobolev spaces of bi-periodic functions, and an immersion result of Hölder
spaces in their Sobolev counterparts. The latter will be needed in Section 4.4.

Given s1, s2 non-negative real numbers we recall the Sobolev norm for
bi-periodic functions [35, Chapter 6]:

}g}2s1,s2 “
8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

ℓ“´8

p1 ` n2qs1p1 ` ℓ2qs2 |rgn,l|2,

where rgn,l, are the Fourier coefficients of the bi-periodic function g defined
in (2.1). Notice that in contrast to standard Sobolev spaces we could have
different levels of regularity s1,s2 on each varible.

Lemma 2.1. Let g P Cm,α pr´π, πs ˆ r´π, πs,Cq be a bi-periodic function with
m P N0 and α P r0, 1s. Provided non-negative real numbers s1, s2 satisfying
s1 ` s2 ă m ` α, one has that

}g}2s1,s2 À }g}2Cm,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq,

where the implied constant is independent of g.

We relegate the proof of the previous lemma to Appendix A.
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Remark 2.2. A similar result to Lemma 2.1 can be established by notic-
ing that the smoothness of g implies a certain decay speed for the Fourier
coefficients. In fact, for a pair of non-negative real values s1, s2 and g P
Cm pr´π, πs ˆ r´π, πs,Cq one recovers the bound of Lemma 2.1, under the
more restrictive condition s1 ` s2 ` 1 ă m. This requirement can be relaxed
to s1 ` s2 ă m when considering functions in Cm pr´π, πs ˆ r´π, πs,Cq with
derivatives of order m ` 1 integrables or of bounded variation.

We also notice that, for s1, s2 P N0, one requires the slightly less restric-
tive condition s1 ` s2 ď m ` α.

2.4. Arc parametrizations

Let p´1, 1q be the canonical interval. Throughout, we will define an open
arc as the image of a continuously differentiable, globally invertible function
r : p´1, 1q Ñ R2. We further assume that the tangent vector is nowhere
null and fix the normal vector to have the same direction of pr1

2,´r1
1q. Rigor-

ously speaking, this definition identifies open arcs with their corresponding
parametrization instead of the set of points that describe the arc in R2. The
function r is also called parametrization of the arc.

Remark 2.3. The parametrization of the open arcs will be taken as elements
of Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
. The shape holomorphy analysis considers complex Ba-

nach spaces in contrast to the real-valued ones used in open arcs parametriza-
tions. We overcome this issue by considering Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,C2

˘
. We will only

use those elements with global inverse and non null tangent vector at every
point. The subset of such functions is denoted by Cm,α

b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
. In some

instances, we will use the Cartesian product space,
śM

j“1
Cm,α
b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
.

This is a subset of the product space
śM

j“1
Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
, equipped with

the standard norm:

}g}ś
M
j“1

Cm,αpp´1,1q,R2q “ max
j“1,...,M

}gj}Cm,αpp´1,1q,R2q.

3. Boundary Value Problems and Boundary Integral

Formulation

3.1. Boundary Value Problems on Open Arcs

Let us denote by Γ the set of M disjoint open finite-length arcs tΓ1, . . . ,ΓMu,
where each arc is characterized by a parametrization rj : r´1, 1s Ñ Γj Ă R2.
In addition, we also refer to Γ as the geometric configuration of the associated
problem.

Let us consider a second-order partial differential operator of the fol-
lowing general form

P “ ´
2ÿ

j“1

2ÿ

k“1

Bxj
Aj,kBk ` A,
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where Aj,k and A can be constant complex-valued scalars or or 2ˆ2 matrices.

In the latter case, we further assume that A
J

j,k “ AJ
k,j and A

J “ A. We
define the co-normal trace operator over the boundary Γp as

Bpu :“
2ÿ

j“1

pnpqj
2ÿ

k“1

Aj,kBku
ˇ̌
Γp
, p “ 1, . . . ,M,

for any smooth function u and where np denotes the unitary normal vector
of Γp. Equipped with these definitions, we consider the following BVPs:

Problem 3.1 (Dirichlet and Neumann BVPs). Seek u such that

Pu “ 0, on R
2zΓ, (3.1)

Condition at infinitypPq, (3.2)

complemented with either boundary conditions:

u “ fD on Γp, p “ 1, . . . ,M, (Dirichlet),

Bpu “ fN on Γp, p “ 1, . . . ,M, (Neumann).

Condition (3.2) specifies the behavior of u far away from Γ and it is
crucial to show uniqueness. Its particular form depends on the specific par-
tial differential operator P . Boundary data fD and fN correspond to the
right-hand sides of the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary value problems, re-
spectively. Throughout, we assume that these are the restriction to Γ of entire
functions in each coordinate in R2. Still, analytic functions on bounded do-
mains can be used without fundamentally changing any result.

In what follows, we assume uniqueness for both Dirichlet and Neumann
BVPs, while existence results will be consequence of the boundary integral
formulation presented next.

Remark 3.2. Certain assumptions on the operator P are worth further com-
ments. Specifically,

(i) The coefficients of P are assumed to be constants. Though this assump-
tion is not entirely necessary, one would require the coefficients to be
at least analytic in the spatial variable. Otherwise, structural assump-
tions on the fundamental solutions of P will not hold as detailed in the
upcoming section.

(ii) We have also assumed that A
J
j,k “ AJ

k,j and A
J “ A, and also that

P lacks any first order derivative term. These conditions ensure that
the co-normal trace is self-adjoint, thus rendering the analysis simpler.
Yet, our results still hold without this condition by suitably modifying
the associated integral operators [30, Chapter 7].

3.2. Boundary Integral Formulation

We now recall the boundary integral formulation of the BVPs for the par-
tial differential operator P introduced in Section 3.1. To this end, we assume
the existence of a fundamental solution associated to the partial differential
operator P , which we denote by Gpx,yq. For further details we refer to [30,
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Chapter 6] and references therein. In addition, we assume that the funda-
mental solution admits a decomposition of the form

Gpx,yq “ F1

`
}x ´ y}2

˘
log }x ´ y}2 ` F2

`
}x ´ y}2

˘
, (3.3)

where the functions F1 and F2 are assumed to be entire complex-valued
scalars or 2 ˆ 2 matrices. Furthermore, whenever F1 is a scalar we assume
that F1p0q ‰ 0 while if matrix-valued then F1p0q should admit an inverse.

Remark 3.3. One could lessen the restrictions for F1, F2 and impose that they
are only analytic on an open connected set of C. If so, our results would still
hold inside the analyticity domain of F1, F2.

Next, we introduce the single and double layer potentials, respectively,
on a generic open arc γ as
´

xSLγ
pλ

¯
pxq :“

ż

γ

Gpx,yqpλpyqdsy,
´

xDLγpµ
¯

pxq :“
ż

γ

pBn,yGpx,yqqJ pµpyqdsy,

where Bn,y denotes the co-normal trace2 in the y variable. The densities
pλ and pµ are defined on γ, and are scalar-valued or two-dimensional vectors
depending on the nature of P . The fundamental solution definition ensures
that both potentials are homogeneous solutions of (3.1) in R2zγ. Furthermore,
we assume that both potentials satisfy the radiation condition (3.2).

Let r : p´1, 1q Ñ R
2 be a parametrization of the open arc γ. We

introduce the transformed densities:

λpτq :“ pλ ˝ rpτq}r1pτq}, µpτq :“ pµ ˝ rpτq, τ P p´1, 1q,

and the pulled-back potentials

pSLr̺q pxq :“
ż 1

´1

Gpx, rpτqq̺pτqdτ,

pDLr̺q pxq :“
ż 1

´1

pBn,yGpx, rpτqqqJ
̺pτq}r1pτq}dτ,

defined for ̺ : r´1, 1s Ñ C. From these definitions it is direct that xSLγ
pλ “

SLrλ, and also that xDLγpµ “ DLrµ.

With these elements, one can now reformulate the BVPs presented in
the previous section as a set of boundary integral equations (BIEs). We do
so by imposing boundary conditions on indirect integral representations built
via the above boundary layer potentials.

Problem 3.4 (Dirichlet and Neumann BIEs). We seek densities λ “ pλ1, . . . , λM q
and µ “ pµ1, . . . , µM q, with each λi and µi defined over r´1, 1s for i “

2The general definition of the double layer potential involves the adjoint of the co-normal

trace operator but under our assumptions on P this operator is self-adjoint.
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1, . . . ,M , such that

Mÿ

j“1

pSLrj
λjq ˝ ri “ fD ˝ ri, i “ 1, . . . ,M, (Dirichlet BIE),

Mÿ

j“1

pBn,xDLrj
µjq ˝ ri “ fN ˝ ri, i “ 1, . . . ,M, (Neumann BIE).

With these, we derive the following solutions for the BVPs (Problem
3.1):

u “
Mÿ

j“1

SLrj
λj (Dirichlet), u “

Mÿ

j“1

Bn,xDLrj
µj (Neumann).

We can rewrite the BIEs in matrix form:

Vr1,...,rM
λr1,...,rM

“ fDr1,...,rM
, Wr1,...,rM

µr1,...,rM
“ fNr1,...,rM

, (3.4)

where

pVr1,...,rM
qi,j :“ pSLrj

q ˝ ri and pWr1,...,rM
qi,j :“ pBn,xDLrj

q ˝ ri

are weakly- and hyper-singular BIOs, and

pfD
r1,...,rM

qi “ fD ˝ ri and pfN
r1,...,rM

qi :“ fN ˝ ri.

The weakly-singular operators can be represented as a Lebesgue integral as
follows

pVr1,...,rM
qi,j̺ptq “

ż 1

´1

Gpriptq, rjpτqq̺pτqds, t P p´1, 1q,

for a function ̺ : r´1, 1s Ñ R. On the other hand, the hyper-singular operator
can only be expressed as a Hadamard’s finite-part integral. However, for every
s P R, and ̺ P Us, we will assume the existence of a Maue-type representation
formula of the form

pWr1,...,rM
qi,j̺ “ d

dt

ż 1

´1

Gpriptq, rjpτqq d

ds
̺pτqds `

ż 1

´1

rGpriptq, rjpτqq̺pτqds,
(3.5)

where rG is a function with the same structure of the fundamental solution,
i.e. as in (3.3) . Such expressions for the hyper-singular operators are well
known for particular cases of P on closed boundaries; see for example [33, 29]
or the general result for scalar operators in [36, Chapter 3.3.4]. Yet, to the
best of our knowledge, there is no known result for the general case. Similar
results to the case of open arcs are derived by zero-extensions of boundary
densities on the arc onto closed curves containing the arc (cf. [22]).

To conclude this section, we remark that since we construct solutions
of the BVPs upon boundary potentials acting on the resulting densitites for
the BIEs above, we in fact show existence results of these BVPs by showing
that of the BIEs. Moreover, as it was pointed out in [24, Remark 3.11], the
uniqueness of the boundary integral formulations can be inferred from the
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uniqueness of the boundary value problems, which was assumed to hold in
the previous section.

4. Holomorphic Extensions

We now introduce the main tools to prove the sought shape holomorphy
property of the BIOs on open arcs. This result is stated ahead in Theorems
5.7 and 5.11. The main ingredient is the holomorpic extension of BIOs to
complex-valued parametrizations. In view of this, in Section 4.1 we intro-
duce the tools concerning holomorphic maps in general Banach spaces. In
Section 4.2, we consider subsets of Banach spaces that are characterized by
countable many parameters (parametric subsets), and introduce the associ-
ated notion of parametric holomorphy in Definition 4.3. We show that the
general holomorpy property, previously introduced, is inherited as parametric
holomorphism when a map is restricted to a parametric subset.

Based on previous work [18, 17], in Section 4.3 we present a general
framework for establishing the holomorphic extension of some general class
of integral operators on arbitrary Banach spaces. Finally, in Sections 4.4, 4.5,
and 4.6 we present the tools that enable us to consider the extension of the
BIOs in Section 3.1 to complex parametrization in the framework of Section
4.3.

4.1. Holomorphic Maps in Banach Spaces

Let B1, B2 be Banach spaces over the field K P tR,Cu. When the under-
lying field of either B1 or B2 is R, we say that B1 or B2 is a real Banach
space, otherwise we refer to them as complex Banach spaces. One can con-
struct a complex Banach space by taking as starting point a real one. For
instance, suppose that B1 is a real Banach space and let ı be the imagi-
nary unit, namely ı2 “ ´1. We define the space BC

1 as the set of elements
of the form b ` id, with b, d P B1, and we refer to it as the complexifica-
tion of B1. The complexification of B1 is also a Banach space with the norm
}b` id}BC

1

:“ supθPr0,2πs }b cos θ ` d sin θ}B1
, and C as the underlying field. If

B1 is a real Banach space, given an arbitrary subset K Ă B1, and δ a positive
real number, we define

Kδ “
!
k P BC

1 such that D b P K : }b ´ k}BC

1

ă δ
)
.

We now introduce the notion of holomorphy in Banach spaces. We refer
to [32] for a more detailed study of complex analysis in Banach spaces.

Definition 4.1. Let K Ă B1. Assume that there exists an open set O Ă BC
1

such that K Ă O. We say that the map f : K Ă B1 Ñ B2 is holomorphic
in K if there exists an extension of f to O, still denoted by f , such that
f : O Ñ B2 is Fréchet differentiable.

The next result states that if an invertible operator admits a bounde
holomorphic extension so does its inverse. The proof is based on well-known
results from complex variable theory.
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Theorem 4.2 ([18, Proposition 4.20]). For K Ă B1, let pAkqkPK be a family
of operators in LpB1, B2q such that:

(i) For every k P K, Ak has a bounded inverse, i.e. A´1

k P LpB2, B1q.
(ii) There exist δ ą 0 such that the map K Q k ÞÑ Ak P LpB1, B2q admits a

bounded holomorphic extension into Kδ.

Then, there exists η, depending of K and δ, such that the map

K Q k ÞÑ A
´1

k P LpB2, B1q
admits a bounded holomorphic extension into Kη.

4.2. Parametric Holomorphy

In concrete applications, such as the ones arising in forward and inverse com-
putational UQ, one is usually interested in using a parametrically defined
compact set that in turn defines the set of admissible parametric represen-
tations. A particular example of this construction consists in considering an
affine-parametric set of the form

K “
#
ky P B1 : ky “ k0 `

8ÿ

n“1

ynkn, y “ tynunPN P U

+
, (4.1)

where k0 P B1 is fixed, U :“ r´1, 1sN and tknunPN Ă B1 is a fixed sequence,
usually referred to as perturbation basis, as one can interpret the elements
ky as perturbations of the nominal value k0 modulated by the parameter
sequence y P U. By assuming t}kn}B1

u P ℓ1pNq, one can prove that K is
compact in B1, as shown in [9, Lemma 2.7]. Within this framework, we con-
sider maps of the form F : U Ñ B2 : y ÞÑ fpkyq where f : B1 Ñ B2 denotes
a holomorphic map in the sense of Definition 4.1. This construction renders
F a Banach-space-valued map with a high-dimensional input.

For a rigorous study of F we make use of the so-called pb, p, εq-holomorphic
maps, originally introduced in [8], a key mathematical property to break the
curse of dimensionality in the approximation of parametric maps with high-
dimensional inputs. Specifically, for ̺ ą 1, we consider the Bernstein ellipse
in the complex plane

E̺ :“
"
̺ ` ̺´1

2
: z P C with 1 ď |z| ď ̺

*
Ă C.

This ellipse has foci at z “ ˘1 and semi-axes of length a :“ 1

2
p̺ ` ̺´1q and

b :“ 1

2
p̺ ´ ̺´1q. Let us consider the tensorized poly-ellipse

Eρ :“
â
jě1

Eρj
Ă C

N,

where ρ :“ tρjujě1 is such that ρj ą 1, for j P N. We adopt the convention
E1 :“ r´1, 1s to include the case ρj “ 1.

Definition 4.3 ([8, Definition 2.1]). Let X be a complex Banach space equipped
with the norm ‖¨‖X . For ε ą 0 and p P p0, 1q, we say that the map

U Q y ÞÑ uy P X
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is pb, p, εq-holomorphic if and only if

(i) The map U Q y ÞÑ uy P X is uniformly bounded, i.e.

sup
yPU

‖uy‖X ď C0,

for some finite constant C0 ą 0.
(ii) There exists a positive sequence b :“ tbjujě1 P ℓppNq and a constant

Cε ą 0 such that for any sequence ρ :“ tρjujě1 of numbers strictly
larger than one that is pb, εq-admissible, i.e. satisyfing

ÿ

jě1

pρj ´ 1qbj ď ε,

the map y ÞÑ uy admits a complex extension z ÞÑ uz that is holomorphic
with respect to each variable zj on a set of the form

Oρ :“
â
jě1

Oρj
,

where Oρj
Ă C is an open set containing Eρj

. This extension is bounded
on Eρ according to

sup
zPEρ

‖uz‖X ď Cε.

In the context of the multiple open arcs problem (Problem 3.1) and
its boundary integral formulation (cf. Section 3.2), we will consider a fixed
geometric configuration parametrized by functions r0

1 , . . . , r
0

M , and perturba-
tions defined for each individual arc in an affine manner as in (4.1). We show
that under some assumptions in the perturbation basis, the map from the
parameter space to the boundary is holomorphic in the sense of Definition
4.3.

We conclude this section by a introducing a result that allows us to
establish parametric holomorphy in the sense of Definition 4.3.

Theorem 4.4. Assume that the sequence tknunPN Ă B1 in (4.1) is such that
}kn}B1

P ℓppNq for some p P p0, 1q. Assume that there exists δ ą 0 such that
the map f : K Ă B1 Ñ B2 admits a bounded holomorphic extension onto
Kδ Ă BC

1 . Then, there exists ε ą 0 such that the map

U Q y ÞÑ fpkyq P B2,

is pb, p, εq-holomorphic with b “ t}kn}B1
unPN and the same p P p0, 1q, and it

is continuous in the product topology.

Proof. The map U Q y ÞÑ ky P B1 is pb, p, εq-holomorphic. The proof follows
the same steps as that of [10, Lemma 5.8], and we skip it for the sake of
brevity. Being f : K Ă B1 Ñ B2 holomorphic itself in the sense of Definition
4.1, the composition of these two maps preserves this property with the same
b P ℓppNq and p P p0, 1q. The continuity statement follows by using the exact
same technique used in the proof of [10, Lemma 5.7]. ˝
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4.3. Holomorphic Integral Operators

We continue by following the framework introduced in [18] so as to establish
the holomorphic dependence of certain classes of BIOs. For the sake of com-
pleteness, we revisit the most important results presented therein and elab-
orate on their extension to the BIOs for two-dimensional screens or cracks.

As in Section 4.2, we consider a real-valued Banach space B1, its cor-
responding complexification BC

1 as introduced in Section 4.1, and a compact
set K Ă B1. For each k P K, we consider the integral operator Pk defined as

pPkuq ptq :“
ż 1

´1

Spt ´ τqpkpt, τqupτqds, (4.2)

where the function S does not depend on the parameter k P K. We further
assume that for each k P K the integral operator Pk introduced in (4.2)
defines a bounded linear operator between two Banach spaces X and Y ,
i.e. for each k P K we have that Pk P LpX,Y q. Furthermore, we assume that
the continuous functions are dense in X . The following result enables us to
construct the holomorphic extension of the map K Q k ÞÑ Pk P LpX,Y q.

Theorem 4.5 ([18, Theorem 3.12]). Assume that

(i) The function S is continuous everywhere except possibly at the origin.
In addition, in a neighborhood of t “ 0 we assume that

|Sptq| À |t|´β

for some β P r0, 1q, and that pk P C0 pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq for each
k P K.

(ii) There exists a δ ą 0 such that the map

K Q k ÞÑ pk P C0 pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq

admits a bounded holomorphic extension onto Kδ denoted by

Kδ Q k ÞÑ pk,C P C0 pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq .

(iii) For δ as in item (ii), the corresponding extension of the integral operator
Pk to Kδ defined as

pPk,Cuqptq :“
ż 1

´1

Spt ´ τqpk,Cpt, τqupτqds

is uniformly bounded upon Kδ, i.e. there exists a positive constant CpK, δq,
depending on K and δ only, such that

sup
kPKδ

}Pk,C}LpX,Y q ă CpK, δq.

Then, the map

K Q k ÞÑ Pk P LpX,Y q
admits a bounded holomorphic extension into Kδ.
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Remark 4.6. In [18], the above result is explicitly proved for continuous func-
tions and then extended by density to an appropriate scale of Sobolev spaces.
A close inspection of the proof reveals that this hypothesis could be further
relaxed. Indeed, it is enough to consider set of functions in L1p´1, 1q that is
dense in B1 so as to apply Fubini’s theorem.

4.4. BIOs on the Canonical Arc

Based on the functional spaces defined on Section 2.1, we proceed to study
the mapping properties of the following three types of BIOs:

pRfuqptq :“
ż 1

´1

fpt, τqupτqds,

pLfuqptq :“
ż 1

´1

log |t ´ τ |fpt, τqupτqds,

pSfuqptq :“
ż 1

´1

log |t ´ τ |pt ´ τq2fpt, τqupτqds,

where f P Cm,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq , for some m P N0 and α P r0, 1s.
We will use the results of this section to establish the mapping properties
of the weakly and hyper-singular operators, as this will enable us to invoke
Theorem 4.5 for the mentioned operators. The analysis follows closely that of
[35, Chapters 6 and 11]. In particular, we consider periodizations of the three
types of integral operators, and then apply [35, Theorem 6.1.3] to obtain
the mapping properties of the operators. However, and in contrast to [35,
Chapter 6], we consider kernels of limited regularity.

Remark 4.7. Let f P Cm,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq be given. Set

σpθ, φq :“ fpcos θ, cosφq, and ϕpθ, φq :“ fpcos θ, cosφq sin θ sinφ.

One can readily observe that both functions are bi-periodic and belong to
Cm,α pr´π, πs ˆ r´π, πs,Cq. Moreover, since trigonometric functions and their
derivatives are trivially bounded, we have that

}σ}Cm,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq – }ϕ}Cm,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq – }f}Cm,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq,

where the implicit constants are independent of f .

4.4.1. Operator Rf . We recall the periodic lifting operators pN ,N ,Z, pZ de-
fined as in Section 2.1. When applied to the operator Rf we obtain the
following periodic operators:

p pNRfuqpθq “ 1

2

ż π

´π

fpcos θ, cosφqNupφqdφ,

pZRfuqpθq “ 1

2

ż π

´π

fpcos θ, cosφq sin θ sinφ pZupφqdφ.
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We will also make use of the following operators:

RN
f upθq :“ 1

2

ż π

´π

fpcos θ, cosφqupφqdφ,

RZ
f upθq :“ 1

2

ż π

´π

fpcos θ, cosφq sin θ sinφupφqdφ,

related to pNRf , and ZRf as follows

pNRfu “ RN
f Nu, ZRfu “ RZ

f
pZu.

The following results follows directly from [35, Theorem 6.1.1], and Lemma
2.1.

Lemma 4.8. Let s P R, and f P Cm,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq the kernel function
of Rf . If one of the following conditions is satisfied

1. s ą ´ 1

2
and s ` 3

2
ă m ` α, or

2. s ď ´ 1

2
and ´s ` 1

2
ă m ` α,

we have that RN
f P LpHs, Hs`1q and RZ

f P LpHs, Hs`1q. Furthermore, they
are compact operators in the corresponding spaces, and satisfy

}RN
f }LpHs,Hs`1q À }σ}Cm,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq,

}RZ
f }LpHs,Hs`1q À }ϕ}Cm,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq,

where σ, ϕ are defined as in Remark 4.7, and the unspecified constants do not
depend on f .

Proof. Let us focus on the operator RN
f as for RZ

f the proof is equivalent
when changing the kernel σ with ϕ. We can directly see that the kernel has
no singularity, and consequently, the integral operator is of arbitrary order,
in particular is of order ´1. Thus, from [35, Theorem 6.1.3], for ν arbitrary
close to 1

2
, we have that

}RN
f }2LpHs,Hs`1q À
8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

p1 ` n2qap1 ` l2qb|rσn,l|2 ` p1 ` n2qcp1 ` l2qd|rσn,l|2,

where a “ s ` 1, b “ maxtν, |ν ´ 1|u, c “ ν, d “ maxt|s|, νu for s ą ´ 1

2
, and

a “ s ` 1, b “ maxtν, |ν ´ 1|u, c “ ν, d “ maxt|s|, νu for s ă ´ 1

2
.

For s “ 1

2
, we use [35, Theorem 6.1.1] so as to get the same bound

as before with a “ maxt|s ` 1|, νu, b “ maxt|s|, νu, with ν as before, and
parameters c, d not specified as the second term of the right-hand side of the
above inequality does not appear in this case. Hence, from Lemma 2.1, if one
of the conditions specified in the hypothesis holds, we obtain the bound

}RN
f }LpHs,Hs`1q À }σ}Cm,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq ă 8,

and therefore, RN
f P LpHs, Hs`1q.

Compactness follows from similar arguments as we can consider that
the operator is of order ´1 ´ ǫ, for arbitrary small ǫ ą 0, and show that
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RN
f P L

`
Hs, Hs`1`ǫ

˘
. Then, by the compact embedding of Hs spaces we

obtain the stated result. ˝

Using the properties of the lifting operators we derive those of the op-
erator Rf .

Corollary 4.9. Let s P R be such that the hypotheses of Lemma 4.8 are fulfilled.
Then, we have that Rf P LpT s,W s`1q, and Rf P LpUs, Y s`1q. Furthermore,
they are compact operators satisfying

}Rf }LpT s,W s`1q À }f}Cm,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq,

}Rf }LpUs,Y s`1q À }f}Cm,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq,

with implicit constants independent of f .

Proof. From the properties of the periodic lifting operator (2.2), and the
previous Lemma, one deduces that

}Rfu}W s`1 – } pNRfu}Hs`1 “ }RN
f Nu}Hs`1 ď }RN

f }LpHs,Hs`1q}Nu}Hs .

We recall that }Nu}Hs – }u}T s (cf. Equation (2.2)), and also by the previous
Lemma and Remark 4.7, we get

}RN
f }LpHs,Hs`1q À }f}Cm,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq,

as stated. The proof is analogous for Us, Y s`1, but using RZ
f instead of

RN
f . ˝

4.4.2. Operator Lf . As in the previous case, we consider the two lifting ver-
sions of Lf :

p pNLfuqpθq “ log 2

2

ż π

´π

fpcos θ, cosφqNupφqdφ

`
ż π

´π

fpcos θ, cosφq log
ˇ̌
ˇ̌sin

ˆ
θ ´ φ

2

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌Nupφqdφ,

and

pZLfuqpθq “ log 2

2

ż π

´π

fpcos θ, cosφq sin θ sinφ pZupφqdφ

`
ż π

´π

fpcos θ, cosφq sin θ sinφ log

ˇ̌
ˇ̌sin

ˆ
θ ´ φ

2

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌ pZupφqdφ.

We see that these two operators can be characterized as the sum of a regular
operator plus a logarithmic one. The logarithmic part gives rise to an operator
of order ´1. Thus, by the same arguments used in the analysis of Rf , we arrive
at the following result:

Corollary 4.10. For s P R, let the hypotheses of Lemma 4.8 hold. Then,
Lf P LpT s,W s`1q and Lf P LpUs, Y s`1q. Furthermore, the bounds

}Lf }LpT s,W s`1q À }f}Cm,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq,

}Lf}LpUs,Y s`1q À }f}Cm,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq,

hold with unspecified constants independent of f .
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4.4.3. Operator Sf . Finally, consider the Sf operator, whose periodic liftings
are

p pNSfuqpθq “ log 2

2

ż π

´π

pcos θ ´ cosφq2fpcos θ, cosφqNupφqdφ

` 4

ż π

´π

log

ˇ̌
ˇ̌sin

ˆ
θ ´ φ

2

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌ sin2

ˆ
θ ´ φ

2

˙
sin2

ˆ
θ ` φ

2

˙
fpcos θ, cosφqNupφqdφ,

and

pZSfuqpθq “ log 2

2

ż π

´π

pcos θ ´ cosφq2fpcos θ, cosφq sin θ sinφ pZupφqdφ`

4

ż π

´π

log

ˇ̌
ˇ̌sin

ˆ
θ ´ φ

2

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌ sin2

ˆ
θ ´ φ

2

˙
sin2

ˆ
θ ` φ

2

˙
fpcos θ, cosφq sin θ sinφ pZupφqdφ.

While these operators are of order ´3, we will consider them as a compact
operator of order ´1. This can be done by analyzing the mapping properties
from T s (resp. Us) to W s`1`ǫ (resp. Y s`1`ǫ). In particular, we can select ǫ

small enough such that the same conditions of Lemma 4.8 apply, hence we
obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.11. Let s P R, such that the same conditions of Corollary 4.10 are
satisfied. Then, Sf P LpT s,W s`1q and Sf P LpUs, Y s`1q, and it is compact
in both cases. Moreover, we have the bounds:

}Sf }LpT s,W s`1q À }f}Cm,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq,

}Sf }LpUs,Y s`1q À }f}Cm,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq,

with unspecified constants independent of f .

4.5. Holomorphic Functions

In the ensuing analysis, we show the existence of holomorphic extensions
for certain recurrently functions (cf. [18, Section 4.1]). However, as we are
working with open arcs, the functions considered herein are not periodic.
The analysis provided in this section lies in the context of spaces of the
form Cm,αpp´1, 1q,R2q, with m P N and α P r0, 1s, with at least m ` α ą 2,
instead of twice continuously differentiable, periodic functions. Consequently,
the holomorphic extension of functions for multiples arcs requires suitable sets
such as the ones below.

Definition 4.12. Let m P N and α P r0, 1s. We say that K is an pm,αq-
admissible set of arc parametrizations if K Ă Cm,α

b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
and if K is

a compact subset of Cm,αpp´1, 1q,R2q.

When dealing with multiple arcs we further need to impose that no two
pair of arcs intersect or touch each other. In the following, we work under
the assumption stated below.

Assumption 4.13. Let K1, . . . ,KM be a collection of M P N pm,αq-admissible
set of arc parametrizations, in the sense of Defintion 4.12, for some m P N
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and α P r0, 1s. For each i, j P t1, . . . , nu with i ‰ j it holds

inf
pr,pqPKiˆKj

inf
pt,τqPp´1,1qˆp´1,1q

‖rptq ´ ppτq‖ ą 0.

Due to the structure of the Gp¨, ¨q, previously introduced in (3.3), we ex-
tensively make use of the logarithmic function, which admits an holomorphic
extension in Czp´8, 0s. Similarly, we also use the holomorphic extension of
the squared distance function between two points located in two—not neces-
sarily different—arcs.

For r,p : p´1, 1q Ñ R2, the squared distance is defined as d2r,ppt, τq “
}rptq ´ppτq}2, and its extension to complex parametrizations takes the form
(cp. [18, Section 4.1])

d2r,ppt, τq “ prptq ´ ppτqq ¨ prptq ´ ppτqq,
where we have used the Euclidean inner product in the bilinear sense, as the
inclusion of the complex conjugation prevents the existence of any holomor-
phic extension. Whenever r “ p we use the notation d2r “ d2r,r.

The following conditions will be later required to establish bounds on
how large are the regions where the BIOs admit holomorphic extensions.

Condition 4.14. Let m P N and α P r0, 1s, and let K be an pm,αq-admissible
set of arc parametrizations. The value δ ą 0 satisfies

δ ă
b
I2

Q ` S2

Q ´ SQ,

where

IQ :“ inf
rPK

inf
tPp´1,1q

}r1ptq}, and SQ :“ sup
rPK

sup
tPp´1,1q

}r1ptq}.

Condition 4.15. Let m P N and α P r0, 1s, and let K1,K2 be two pm,αq-
admissible sets of arc parametrizations satisfying Assumption 4.13. The val-
ues δ1, δ2 ą 0 satisfy

δ1 ` δ2 ă
b
I2

d ` S2

d ´ Sd,

where

Id :“ inf
pr,pqPK1ˆK2

inf
pt,τqPp´1,1qˆp´1,1q

}rptq ´ ppτq},

Sd :“ sup
rPK1

δ1

sup
tPp´1,1q

}rptq} ` sup
pPK2

δ2

sup
tPp´1,1q

}pptq}.

The following result ensures that the square of the distance function
admits a bounded holomorphic extension to a set of the form Kδ for some
δ ą 0.

Lemma 4.16. Let m P N and α P r0, 1s, and let K1,K2 be two pm,αq-
admissible sets of arc parametrizations.

(i) For any pair τ1, τ2 ą 0, the map

K1 ˆ K2 Q pr,pq ÞÑ d2r,p P Cm,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq
admits a bounded holomorphic extension into K1

τ1
ˆ K2

τ2
.
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(ii) There exist δ1 ą 0 and δ2 ą 0 satisfying Condition 4.15 and η ą 0 such
that

inf
pr,pqPK1

δ1
ˆK2

δ2

inf
pt,τqPp´1,1qˆp´1,1q

Retd2r,ppt, τqu ě η ą 0.

Proof. See Appendix B.1. ˝

Another relevant function required to establish holomorphic extensions
of our integral operators is the following. For each arc parametrization r :

p´1, 1q Ñ R2 we define Qr : p´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q Ñ R as

Qrpt, τq :“

$
&
%

d2rpt, τq
pt ´ τq2 , t ‰ τ,

r1ptq ¨ r1ptq, t “ s,

pt, τq P p´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q.

One can prove the following result.

Lemma 4.17. Let m P N and α P r0, 1s, and let K be an pm,αq-admissible set
of arc parametrizations.

(i) There exists δ “ δpKq ą 0, depending upon K only and satisfying Con-
dition 4.14, such that the map

K Q r ÞÑ Qr P Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq
admits a bounded holomorphic extension into Kδ.

(ii) There exists a constant ζ “ ζpK, δq ą 0, depending upon K and δ only,
such that

inf
rPKδ

inf
pt,τqPp´1,1qˆp´1,1q

RetQrpt, τqu ě ζ,

inf
rPKδ

inf
pt,τqPp´1,1qˆp´1,1q

RetQ´1

r pt, τqu ě ζ,

where Q´1
r represents the multiplicative inverse 1{Qr.

(iii) The map

K Q r ÞÑ Q´1

r P Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq
admits a bounded holomorphic extension into Kδ.

Proof. See Appendix B.2. ˝

4.6. Holomorphic Extension of Integral Kernels

We now show that the kernels of the weakly- and hyper-singular BIOs—
according to the representations in (3.3)— have holomorphic extensions. We
do so by extending the integral kernels using our previous results on the
functions d2r,p and Qr.

By (3.3), for two—not necessarily different—arc parametrizations r,p :

p´1, 1q Ñ R2, one can write

Gprptq,ppτqq “ logpd2r,ppt, τqqF1pd2r,ppt, τqq ` F2pd2r,ppt, τqq. (4.3)

The next result follows straightforwardly from Lemma 4.16 and the structure
assumed for Gp¨, ¨q in (3.3).
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Lemma 4.18. Let m P N and α P r0, 1s, and let K1,K2 be two pm,αq-
admissible sets of arc parametrizations satisfying Assumption 4.13. Then,
there exist δ1, δ2 ą 0 satisfying Condition 4.15 such that the map

K1 ˆ K2 Q pr,pq ÞÑ Gprptq,ppτqq P Cm,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq (4.4)

admits a bounded holomorphic extension into K1

δ1
ˆ K2

δ2
.

Proof. By Lemma 4.16 (ii), there exist δ1, δ2 ą 0 such that the real part
of the logarithm argument in (4.3) is bounded from below away from zero.
Hence, the function Gprptq,ppτqq is well defined for all pt, τq P p´1, 1q ˆ
p´1, 1q, and for any non-intersecting arc parametrizations r,p : p´1, 1q Ñ
R2. Furthermore, by Lemma 4.16 (i) along with the fact that the logarithm
is analytic in the branch cut Czp´8, 0s, one concludes that the map in (4.4)
admits a bounded holomorphic extension in K1

δ1
ˆ K2

δ2
. ˝

For the self-interaction case, i.e. r “ p, the result does not follow from
the arguments used in the proof of Lemma 4.18, as a logarithmic singular-
ity inevitably occurs at drpt, tq “ 0, thus breaking the analyticity of the
logarithmic. In this case, we consider the following decomposition:

Gprptq, rpτqq “ GR
r pt, τq ` GS

r pt, τq, (4.5)

where

GR
r pt, τq :“ plogQrpt, τqqF1pd2rpt, τqq ` F2pd2rpt, τqq,

GS
r pt, τq :“ 2 log |t ´ τ |F1pd2rpt, τqq. (4.6)

Notice that now the logarithmic singularity has been isolated in the term GS
r

defined in (4.6). Furthermore, it does not depend on any arc parametrization,
and we have following result.

Lemma 4.19. Let m P N and α P r0, 1s, and let K be an pm,αq-admissible
set of arc parametrizations. Then there exists δ ą 0 satisfying Condition 4.14
such that

K Q r ÞÑ GR
r P Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq and

K Q r ÞÑ F1pd2rq P Cm,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq
admit bounded holomorphic extensions onto Kδ.

Proof. The only part that does not follow directly is the logarithmic term of
GR

r . However, by Lemma 4.17, we are again in the holomorphic domain of
the logarithmic and one retrieves the above statements. ˝

Remark 4.20. We have assumed that the functions F1 and F2 in the decom-
position of Gpx,yq stated in (3.3) are entire, and that they depend solely on
the square of the distance between points x and y. However, less restrictive
cases are to be considered. For example, we will consider cases where F1, F2

are replaced by the functions G1, G2 that take the following form:

Gjpt, τq “ fj
`
r1ptq,p1pτqqFjpd2r,ppt ´ τq

˘
, j “ 1, 2,
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where fj are entire in both coordinates, and Fj are as before for j “ 1, 2. Un-
der this assumption, both Lemmas 4.18 and 4.19 still hold true but the space
Cm,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq has to be replaced by Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq,
as the functions f1, and f2 now depend on the derivative of the arc parametriza-
tions. This loss of one order of regularity has no effect, as we need to consider
the holomorphic extension of the full kernel function which, by the first map
in Lemma 4.19, needs to lie in Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq anyway.

5. Shape Holomorphy of Domain-to-Solution Maps

We now study the holomorphic properties of the boundary-to-solution maps:

pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ λr1,...,rM
and pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ µr1,...,rM

,

where λr1,...,rM
,µr1,...,rM

are the solutions of the Dirichlet and Neumann
boundary integral formulations introduced in (3.4). The study is carried out
in three main steps:

(i) By Theorem 4.5 and the results from Sections 4.4, 4.5, and 4.6, we show
that the following maps have holomorphic extensions

pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ Vr1,...,rM
, pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ Wr1,...,rM

,

on proper compact subsets of
śM

j“1
Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
, where the bound-

ary integral operatos Vr1,...,rM
, Wr1,...,rM

are those from Section 3.1.
(ii) We show that the previous operators have inverses, and then use Theo-

rem 4.2 to obtain the holomorphic extensions of the boundary to solu-
tion map.

(iii) We consider arc parametrizations determined by a countable set of pa-
rameters and we study the parametic holomorphism of the domain-to-
solution map. We do so by combining the above results and the abstract
ones in Section 4.2.

Stages one and two are carried out in Sections 5.1, for a single arc, and 5.2
for multiples arcs. The final step is presented in Section 5.3.

5.1. Single Interaction

Firstly, let us study the weakly-singular BIO between two arc parame-trizations.
Let r,p P Cm,α

b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
be the parametrization of two open arcs. For u

defined in r´1, 1s we set

pVr,puq ptq “
ż 1

´1

Gprptq,ppτqqupτqdτ, t P p´1, 1q. (5.1)

Following the notation of Section 3.2, we have Vri,rj
“ pVr1,...,rM

qi,j , for
i, j “ 1, . . . ,M .

Due to the fundamental solution structure (3.3) as well as Lemmas 4.18
and 4.19, the operator Vr,p (5.1) can be expressed in terms of Rf , Lf and
Sf introduced in Section 4.4. The function Gprptq,ppτqq and its suitable
decomposition will play the role of f in the aforementioned operators on the
canonical arc. This analysis in performed thoroughly in Lemma 5.2 ahead.
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For the hyper-singular BIO, we assume the existence of a suitable Maue’s
formula so as to reuse the shape holomorphy result for BIOs resembling
weakly-singular BIOs.

Based on results of Section 4.4, we introduce the following condition that
will enable us to ensure the continuity of the integral operators on appropriate
spaces.

Condition 5.1. For m P N, α P r0, 1s, s P R, one of the following conditions
needs to hold:

(i) s ą ´ 1

2
, and s ` 5

2
ă m ` α,

(ii) s ď ´ 1

2
, and 3

2
´ s ă m ` α.

Observe that these conditions are exactly as those required in Lemma
4.8 but with m ´ 1 instead of m. This is due to the loss of regularity in
the kernel with respect to the parametrization. Equipped with these results,
we can state the main result concerning the holomorphic dependence of the
operator Vr,p upon a set of arc parametrizations.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that Condition 5.1 holds for some m P N, α P r0, 1s, and
s P R.

(i) Let K be an pm,αq-admissible set of arc parametrizations. Then, there
exists δ ą 0, depending only on K and satisfying Condition 4.14, such
that

K Q r ÞÑ Vr,r P LpTs,Ws`1q and K Q r ÞÑ Vr,r P LpUs,Ys`1q
admit bounded holomorphic extensions into Kδ. Furthermore, for each
r P Kδ it holds that Vr,r P LpTs,Ws`1q is a Fredholm operator of index
zero.

(ii) Let K1,K2 be two pm,αq-admissible sets of arc parametrizations satis-
fying Assumption 4.13. Then, there exist δ1, δ2 ą 0, depending on K1

and K2 and satisfying Condition 4.15, such that the maps

K1 ˆ K2 Q pr,pq ÞÑ Vr,p P LpTs,Ws`1q and

K1 ˆ K2 Q pr,pq ÞÑ Vr,p P LpUs,Ys`1q
admit bounded holomorphic extensions into K1

δ1
ˆ K2

δ2
. Moreover, for

any pr,pq P K1

δ1
ˆK2

δ2
the maps Vr,p P LpTs,Ws`1q, Vr,p P LpUs,Ys`1q

define compact operators.

Proof. For the sake of brevity, we assume that P is scalar and consider only
spaces T s,W s`1, as either vector P or the case of spaces Us, Y s`1 follow
verbatim.

We start by proving item (i), i.e. when p “ r for Vr,r. To this end, let
us recall the decomposition of the fundamental solution (4.5) and define V R

r,r

(resp. V S
r,r) for the integral operator with kernel GR

r (resp. GS
r ). Hence, we

first proceed to show that V R
r,r fulfills the assumptions of Theorem 4.5.

(i) The operator V R
r,r satisfies Theorem 4.5 with S ” 1 and pk “ GR

r .
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(ii) Thus, it follows from Lemma 4.19 that there exists δ ą 0 such that

GR
r P Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq ,

for each r P Kδ. Furthermore, Lemma 4.19 ensures that the map

K Q r ÞÑ GR
r P Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq

admits a bounded holomorphic extension into Kδ.
(iii) By assuming that Condition 5.1 holds for a triple pm,α, sq, it follows

from Corollary 4.9 that for each r P Kδ one has V R
r,r P L

`
T s,W s`1

˘
,

and that, furthermore, it defines a compact operator, satisfying
∥

∥V R
r,r

∥

∥

LpT s,W s`1q
À

∥

∥GR
r

∥

∥

Cm´1,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq
, (5.2)

where the implied constant is independent of the parametrization r :

p´1, 1q Ñ R2. By (5.2) and, again, Lemma 4.19 the quantity }V R
r,r}LpT s,W s`1q

is uniformly bounded over r P Kδ.

It follows from Theorem 4.5 that the map K Q r ÞÑ V R
r,r P LpT s,Ws`1q

admits a bounded holomorphic extension onto Kδ.

Now, let us consider GS
r and decompose it as follows: GS

r “ GS,1
r `GS,2

r

with:

GS,1
r pt, τq :“ 2F1pd2rpt, tqq log |t ´ τ |,

GS,2
r pt, τq :“ 2pF1pd2rpt, τqq ´ F1pd2rpt, tqqq log |t ´ τ |.

The integral operator with kernel GS,1
r (resp. GS,2

r ) is denoted by V S,1
r,r (resp.

V S,2
r,r ). Observe that for each r it holds d2rpt, tq “ 0 for all t P p´1, 1q, and thus,

F1pd2rpt, tqq “ F1p0q. Consequently, V S,1
r,r is independent of the parametriza-

tion and it follows from Corollary 4.10 that V S,1
r,r P LpT s,W s`1q. The map

r ÞÑ V S,1
r,r is trivially holomorphic, as it is constant with respect to the

parametrization r. Moreover, in the representation of the fundamental so-
lution we have assumed that F1p0q ‰ 0. Hence, V S,1

r,r is invertible from T s

into W s`1 (cf. [21]). Notice that when P is a vector-valued operator the con-
clusion still holds as F1p0q is assumed to be an invertible matrix. However,
for the pair Us, Y s`1 this does not hold as the associated integral operator to
the logarithmic term is not an invertible operator on the mentioned spaces.

We proceed to show that the operator V S,2
r,r fulfils the assumptions of

Theorem 4.5.

(i) Taylor’s theorem yields

F1pdrpt, τq2q ´ F1p0q “ drpt, τq2
ż 1

0

F 1
1pηd2rpt, τqqdη,

where we have used drpt, tq “ 0 for all t P p´1, 1q. By expanding the
distance function, for each pt, τq P p´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q we obtain

F1pdrpt, τq2q ´ F1p0q “ pt ´ τq2frpt, τq
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where

frpt, τq :“
ˆż 1

0

r1pt ` ηpτ ´ tqqdη
˙

¨
ˆż 1

0

r1pt ` ηpτ ´ tqqdη
˙

ˆ
ż 1

0

F 1
1pηd2rpt, τqqdη.

We obtain the following representation of GS,2
r

GS,2
r pt, τq “ pt ´ τq2 log |t ´ τ |frpt, τq.

Consequently, for each r P K, the operator V S,2
r,r fits the framework of

Theorem 4.5 with Sptq “ t2 log |t| and pkpt, τq “ frpt, τq.
(ii) It follows from Lemma 4.19 that the map

K Q r ÞÑ fr P Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq
admits a bounded holomorphic extension into Kδ for some δ ą 0.

(iii) Assume that the triple pm,α, sq satisfies Condition 5.1. Then, by Corol-
lary 4.11, for each r P K we have that V S,2

r,r P L
`
T s,W s`1

˘
, and,

furthermore, V S,2
r,r defines a compact operator satisfying the bound

∥

∥V S,2
r,r

∥

∥

LpT s,W s`1q
À ‖fr‖Cm´1,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq . (5.3)

The right-hand side of (5.3) is uniformly bounded on Kδ as a conse-
quence of Lemma 4.19.

It follows from Theorem 4.5 that the map K Q r ÞÑ V S,2
r,r P LpT s,W s`1q

admits a bounded holomorphic extension onto Kδ.
Lastly, we obtain the holomorphic extension of Vr,r by acknowledging

that

Vr,r “ V R
r,r ` V S,1

r,r ` V S,2
r,r ,

since the three operators on the right-hand side have holomorphic extension
at least in Kξ, for 0 ă ξ ă δ. On the other hand V R

r,r, V
S,2
r,r are compact

operators, and since V S,1
r,r is invertible, Vr,r is Fredholm of index zero.

The proof of the second part of the lemma is proved as with the part
involving V R

r,r, but by using Lemma 4.18 instead of Lemma 4.19. We skip it
for the sake of brevity. ˝

We also consider the generic hyper-singular operator interaction and
establish the sought shape holomorphy property for this type of BIOs. To do
so, we employ the previously assumed Maue’s representation formula (3.5),
which takes the form

pWr,puq ptq “ d

dt

ż 1

´1

Gprptq,ppτqq d

dτ
upτqdτ `

ż 1

´1

rGprptq,ppτqqupτqdτ

where again we have Wri,rj
“ pWr1,...,rM

qi,j , and also the next result.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that Condition 5.1 holds for some m P N, α P r0, 1s, and
s P R.
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(i) Let K be an pm,αq-admissible set of arc parametrizations. Then, there
exists δ ą 0, depending only on K and satisfying Condition 4.14, such
that

K Q r ÞÑ Wr,r P LpUs,Ys´1q,
admits a bounded holomorphic extensions into Kδ. Furthermore, for any
r P Kδ one has that Wr,r P LpUs,Ys´1q is a Fredholm operator of index
zero.

(ii) Let K1,K2 be two pm,αq-admissible sets of arc parametrizations satis-
fying Assumption 4.13. Then, there exist δ1, δ2 ą 0, satisfying Condition
4.15, such that the map

K1 ˆ K2 Q pr,pq ÞÑ Wr,p P LpUs,Ys´1q,
admits a bounded holomorphic extensions into Kδ1 ˆKδ2 . Moreover, for
any pr,pq P K1

δ1
ˆ K2

δ2
, the map Wr,p P LpUs,Ys´1q is compact.

Proof. Again, we restrict ourselves to the scalar case. Except for the Fredholm
order, the proof follows directly from Maue’s representation formula, the
mapping properties of the derivative operators (2.5)—also independent of
the parametrizations— and the arguments of Lemma 5.2.

To show the Fredholm order, we use the decomposition of the hyper-
singular operator Wr,p “ W 1

r,p ` W 2
r,p, with

`
W 1

r,pu
˘

ptq :“ d

dt

ż 1

´1

Gprptq,ppτqq d

dτ
upτqdτ,

`
W 2

r,pu
˘

ptq :“
ż 1

´1

rGprptq,ppτqqupτqdτ.

For W 1
r,p, we argue as in Lemma 5.2. We decompose this operators into three

parts: two of them are compact for the same reasons of the previous lemma,
and the remaining part is

2F1p0q d

dt

ż 1

´1

log |t ´ s| d

ds
upτqds, (5.4)

The factor 2F1p0q is assumed to be invertible, and the integral operator is the
standard hyper-singular one for the Laplace equation. Hence, the operator in
(5.4) is invertible as a map in LpUs,Ys´1q (cf. [21]).

The operator W 2
r,p can be analyzed as in Lemma 5.2, so as to find

that W 2
r,p P L

`
Us,Ys`1

˘
. Therefore, by the compact embedding of the cor-

responding spaces (see Section 2.1) we have that W 2
r,p P L

`
Us,Ys´1

˘
is a

compact operator. ˝

Remark 5.4. In practice, the term rG of Maue’s representation formula in-
cludes a factor involving normal vectors. This ensures that the corresponding
functions F1, F2 have the structure described in Remark 4.20. Consequently,
none of the results needs to be modified.
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We can further generalize the structure of the functions G1, G2 in Re-
mark 4.20 by considering the form:

Gjpt, τq “ fj

´
pr1ptq, r2ptq, . . . , rpnqptq,p1pτq,p2pτq, . . . ,ppnqpτq

¯
Fjpd2r,ppt´τqq,

where fj is entire in each coordinate. With the above representation, Condi-
tion 5.1 is changed to:

(i) s ą ´ 1

2
, and s ` 3

2
` n ă m ` α,

(ii) s ď ´1

2
, and 1

2
` n ´ s ă m ` α.

5.2. Multiple arcs (M ą 1)

Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 ensure that for every pair of arcs r,p there exists a
region—depending on the arcs—such that the weakly- and hyper-singular
BIOs have a holomorphic extension. Now we return to the original problem
(Sections 3.1, and 3.2) to prove the BIOs’ holomorphic extension for the inter-
action of M ą 1 arcs (cf. Theorem 5.6). With this, we obtain the holomorphic
extension of the so called domain to solution map for the problem presented
in Section 3.1.

Condition 5.5. Consider M different pm,αq-admissible sets of parametriza-
tions K1, . . . ,KM satisfying Assumption 4.13. Let δ1, . . . , δM be M strictly
positive real numbers, satisfying:

(i) Each δj is such that Condition 4.14 is fulfilled in the compact set Kj,
for j “ 1, . . . ,M .

(ii) For each pδi, δjq with i, j P t1, . . . ,Mu and i ‰ j, Condition 4.15 is
fulfilled in Ki ˆ Kj.

Theorem 5.6. Let s P R, m P N and α P r0, 1s be such that Condition 5.1
is fulfilled. Let K1, . . . ,KM be M pm,αq-admissible sets of parametrizations
satisfying Assumption 4.13. Then there exist δ1, . . . , δM ą 0 satisfying Con-
dition 5.5 such that

K1 ˆ . . . ˆ KM Q pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ Vr1,...,rM
P L

˜
Mź

j“1

T
s,

Mź

j“1

W
s`1

¸
,

K1 ˆ . . . ˆ KM Q pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ Wr1,...,rM
P L

˜
Mź

j“1

U
s,

Mź

j“1

Y
s´1

¸
,

admit bounded holomorphic extensions into K1

δ1
ˆ . . .ˆKM

δM
.

Proof. We prove only the result for the weakly-singular BIO as the hyper-
singular case follows similarly. Our first observation is that one can write

Vr1,...,rM
“

¨
˚̊
˚̋

Vr1,r1
Vr1,r2

. . . Vr1,rM

Vr2,r1
Vr2,r2

. . . Vr2,rM

...
. . . . . .

...
VrM ,r1

VrM ,r2
. . . VrM ,rM

˛
‹‹‹‚.
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It follows from Lemma 5.2 that there exist δ1, . . . , δM ą 0 satisfying
Condition 5.5 such that the maps

Kj Q rj ÞÑ Vrj ,rj
P L

`
T
s,Ws`1

˘
,

Ki ˆ Kj Q pri, rjq ÞÑ Vri,rj
P L

`
T
s,Ws`1

˘
, i ‰ j,

admit bounded holomorphic extension into K
j
δj

and Ki
δi

ˆ K
j
δj

, respectively.

Since each component has a holomorphic extension, by defining the norms

for
śM

j“1
T
s and

śM
j“1

W
s`1 as the standard Euclidean norm of a Cartesian

product space, we directly deduce that

K1 ˆ . . .KM Q pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ Vr1,...,rM
P L

˜
Mź

j“1

T
s,

Mź

j“1

W
s`1

¸

admits a bounded holomorphic extension into K1

δ1
¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ KM

δM
. ˝

From this last result, by Theorem 4.2, and assuming that the right-
hand sides of the BVPs are given by entire functions (Section 3.1), we con-
clude that λr1,...,rM

and µr1,...,rM
, solution to the Dirichlet and Neumann

problems, respectively, depend holomorphically upon perturbations of arc
parametrizations r1, . . . , rM .

Theorem 5.7. Under the same hypothesis of Theorem 5.6, there exists η ą 0

such that the maps

K1 ˆ . . . ˆ KM Q pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ λr1,...,rM
P

Mź

j“1

T
s (5.5)

and

K1 ˆ . . . ˆ KM Q pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ µr1,...,rM
P

Mź

j“1

U
s (5.6)

admit bounded holomorphic extensions into K1
η ˆ . . .KM

η , where for each

pr1, . . . , rM q P K1 ˆ . . . ˆ KM we have that λr1,...,rM
and µr1,...,rM

are the
boundary solutions of the Dirichlet and Neumman problems stated in (3.4).

Proof. As before, we prove only the result for the weakly-singular BIO,
though remarks are given whenever the proof differs for the hyper-singular
BIO.

The proof relies on Theorem 4.2. Firstly, we need to ensure that for
each pr1, . . . , rM q P K1 ˆ . . .KM the maps introduced in (5.5) and (5.6) are
well defined. To this end, we use the block-wise decomposition of the weakly-
singular BIO defined on multiple disjoint arcs into diagonal and off-diagonal
components, i.e.

Vr1,...,rM
“

¨
˚̋
Vr1,r1

. . . 0
...

. . .
...

0 . . . VrM ,rM

˛
‹‚`

¨
˚̋

0 . . . Vr1,rM

...
. . .

...
VrM ,r1

. . . 0

˛
‹‚ (5.7)



Shape Holomorphy for Integral Operators on Open Arcs 31

An equivalent decomposition can be stated for the hyper-singular BIO. It
follows from Lemma 5.2—Lemma 5.3 for the hyper-singular BIO— that the
diagonal part, i.e. the first summand in (5.7), is composed of index zero Fred-
holm operators, while the off-diagonal include compact operators. Recalling
the definition of a Cartesian product space, the block operators are Fred-
holm of index zero. From the Fredholm property, we obtain that Vr1,...,rM

P
L

´śM
j“1

Ts,
śM

j“1
Ws`1

¯
—also Wr1,...,rM

P L
´śM

j“1
Us,

śM
j“1

Y s´1

¯
—is

invertible provided that is injective. As mentioned, this is equivalent to the
unisolvence of the corresponding volume problem presented in Section 3.1
(cf. [24]).

Hence, for each pr1, . . . , rM q P K1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆKM , the operators Vr1,...,rM
,

Wr1,...,rM
are invertible mapping as follows

pVr1,...,rM
q´1 P L

˜
Mź

j“1

W
s`1,

Mź

j“1

T
s

¸
,

pWr1,...,rM
q´1 P L

˜
Mź

j“1

Y
s´1,

Mź

j“1

U
s

¸
.

Thus, we have proved that the maps introduced in (5.5) and (5.6) are well-
defined. It follows straightforwardly from Theorems 4.2 and 5.6 the there
exists η ą 0 such the maps

K1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ KM Q pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ pVr1,...,rM
q´1 P L

˜
Mź

j“1

W
s`1,

Mź

j“1

T
s

¸

K1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ KM Q pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ pWr1,...,rM
q´1 P L

˜
Mź

j“1

Y
s´1,

Mź

j“1

U
s

¸

admit bounded holomorphic extension holomorphic into Kη. Recall that the
right-hand sides of the boundary integral formulations considered are of the
form:

pfD
r1,...,rM

qj “ fD ˝ rj and pfN
r1,...,rM

qj “ fN ˝ rj ,

and we assumed that fD, fN are entire functions. From this representation,
arguing as in Lemma 2.1, but for univariate functions, one can check that
Condition 5.1 ensures that

fD
r1,...,rM

P
Mź

j“1

W
s`1, fN

r1,...,rM
P

Mź

j“1

Y
s`1 Ă

Mź

j“1

Y
s´1.

Furthermore, once again using that fD, fN are entire functions, it is direct
to see that the maps pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ fDr1,...,rM

, and pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ fNr1,...,rM

admit bounded holomorphic extensions to any region. The final result follows
by composition of maps with holomorphic extensions. ˝
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Remark 5.8. Theorem 5.7 enables us to obtain holomorphic extensions for
some linear functionals. In particular, if we consider linear functionals of the
form

pLuq pxq “
ż 1

´1

ϑpx, r1ptq, . . . , rM ptqq ¨ uptqdt, x P R
2,

where u “ λ or u “ µ, solutions of the corresponding BIEs (Problem 3.4),
and ϑ is entire on each coordinate, except possibly on the first one. The
holomorphic extension of this functional is proven by showing that it is a
composition of holomorphic functions. First, we notice that by Theorem 4.5,
pr1, . . . rM q Ñ L¨, has a bounded holomorphic extension, and secondly, by the
previous theorem„ u also have a bounded holomorphic extension. Hence, Lu
have bounded holomorphic extension.

5.3. Parametric Holomorphy of the Domain-to-Solution Map

Throughout this section we denote by r0
1 , r

1
2, . . . , r

0

M a collection of M arc
parametrizations, each of them contained in Cm,α

b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
, and such that

no crossing among them occurs. Specifically, we consider the next affine-
parametric arc parametrizations:

rj,yj
“ r0

j `
8ÿ

n“1

ynj r
n
j , j “ 1, . . . ,M, yj :“ pynj qnPN P U, (5.8)

where, for each j P t1, . . . ,Mu, the sequence trn
j unPN Ă Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
.

For each n P N and j “ 1, . . . ,M , let us set

bnj :“
∥

∥rn
j

∥

∥

Cm,αpp´1,1q,R2q
and bj “ tbnj unPN. (5.9)

In order to restrict ourselves to admissible geometric configurations, i.e. arc
parametrization satisfying rj,yj

P Cm,α
b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
for j “ 1, . . . ,M and

each y P U, such that no crossings or intersections occur as well as to adopt
the framework of Section 4.2, we work under the following assumptions.

Assumption 5.9. We assume that

(i) For each j P N the sequence bj P ℓppNq for some p P p0, 1q.
(ii) There exists a single ζ P p0, 1q such that, for each j P t1, . . . ,Mu, it

holds that

sup
tPp´1,1q

8ÿ

n“1

}prn
j q1ptq} ď ζ inf

tPp´1,1q
}pr0j q1ptq}.

(iii) There exists η P p0, 1q such that, for any i, j P t1, . . . ,Mu and for each
yi,yj P U, one has

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

8ÿ

n“1

yni r
n
i ptq ´ ynj r

n
j pτq

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ď η inf
pt,τqPp´1,1qˆp´1,1q

∥

∥r0

i ptq ´ r0

j pτq
∥

∥ .
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In the following, for j P t1, . . . ,Mu we set

Kj :“
#
rj,y P Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
: rj,y “ r0

j `
8ÿ

n“1

ynrn
j , y “ tynunPN P U

+
.

(5.10)

Observe that due to item (i) in Assumption 5.9 the series in (5.8) converges
absolutely and uniformly with respect to y P U. Moreover, one can now
obtain a proper set of arc parametrizations as shown below.

Lemma 5.10. Let K1, . . . ,KM Ă Cm,α
`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
be as in (5.10) for some

m P N and α P r0, 1s, and let Assumption 5.9 be satisfied. Then K1, . . . ,KM

are pm,αq-admissible arc parametrizations in the sense of Definition 4.13
satisfying Assumption 4.13.

Proof. We start by proving that for each y P U the arc parametrization rj,y :

p´1, 1q Ñ R2 defined as in (5.8) renders an element of Cm,α
b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
.

The proof follows substantially that of [17, Lemma 6.2], however we include
the details for the sake of completeness.

For t, τ P p´1, 1q, we directly have that

‖rj,yptq ´ rj,ypτq‖ “
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

r0

j ptq ´ r0

j pτq `
8ÿ

n“1

ynprn
j ptq ´ rn

j pτqq
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

.

Hence, by the Taylor expansion of rj,y, for every j “ 0, . . .M , there exist
ξ P p´1, 1q such that

‖rj,yptq ´ rj,ypτq‖ “ pt ´ τq
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

pr0

j q1pξq `
8ÿ

n“1

ynprn
j q1pξq

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ě pt ´ τq
˜
∥

∥pr0

j q1pξq
∥

∥ ´
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

8ÿ

n“1

ynprn
j q1pξq

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

¸
.

By Assumption 5.9 (ii), we obtain

∥

∥pr0

j q1pξq
∥

∥ ´
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

8ÿ

n“1

ynprn
j q1pξq

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ě p1 ´ ζq inf
tPp´1,1q

}pr0j q1ptq} ą 0.

We deduce that rj,y is injective for every y P U, thus it has a global inverse.
Furthermore, if we make the same analysis for the tangent vector we have
that

∥

∥prj,yq1ptq
∥

∥ ě
˜
∥

∥pr0

j q1ptq
∥

∥ ´
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

8ÿ

n“1

ynprn
j q1ptq

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

¸
ě p1´ζq inf

tPp´1,1q
}pr0j q1ptq} ą 0.

Thus, the tangent vector is nowhere null, and we have that Kj Ă Cm,α
b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
.

As explained in Section 4.2, it follows from [9, Lemma 2.7] that each Ki is
a compact subset of Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
, thus rendering each of those sets

pm,αq-admissible arc parametrizations.
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To conclude, we verify that under Assumption 5.9 the sets K1, . . . ,KM

fulfill Assumption 4.13. Using item (iii) in Assumption 5.9 For any i, j P
t1, . . . ,Mu and for each yi,yj P U, one has that

∥

∥ri,yi
ptq ´ rj,yj

pτq
∥

∥ “
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

r0

i ptq `
8ÿ

n“1

ynr
n
i ptq ´ r0

j pτq ´
8ÿ

n“1

ynr
n
j pτq

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ě
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∥

∥r0

i ptq ´ r0

j pτq
∥

∥ ´
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

8ÿ

n“1

yni r
n
i ptq ´ ynj r

n
j pτq

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ě p1 ´ ηq ą 0,

as stated. ˝

Let us set for each y P U

λy :“ λr1,y1
,...,rM,yM

and µy :“ µr1,y1
,...,rM,yM

,

where the elements y1,y2, . . .yM P U are defined as

pyjqn “ yj`nM , j P t1, . . . ,Mu, n P N.

We will make use of the set K :“ K1 ˆ . . .ˆKM Ă śM
j“1

Cm,α
`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
,

which can be written as

K “

$
’’’&
’’’%
ky “

¨
˚̊
˚̋

r1,y1

r2,y2

...
rM,yM

˛
‹‹‹‚“

¨
˚̊
˚̋

r0
1

r0
2

...
r0

M

˛
‹‹‹‚`

8ÿ

n“1

ynkn, y “ tynunPN P U

,
///.
///-

,

wherein,

tknunPN “

$
’’’&
’’’%

¨
˚̊
˚̋

r1
1

0
...
0

˛
‹‹‹‚,

¨
˚̊
˚̋

0

r1
2

...
0

˛
‹‹‹‚, . . .

¨
˚̊
˚̋

0

0
...

r1

M

˛
‹‹‹‚,

¨
˚̊
˚̋

r2
1

0
...
0

˛
‹‹‹‚,

¨
˚̊
˚̋

0

r2
2

...
0

˛
‹‹‹‚, . . .

¨
˚̊
˚̋

0

0
...

r2

M

˛
‹‹‹‚, . . .

,
///.
///-

or more rigorously kn “ r
r n
M s

jpnq ejpnq, with
P

n
M

T
the upper integer part of n

M
,

and jpnq is one plus the residual of the integer division n´1

M
. We also define

the parameter norm set:

b :“ t}kn}ś
M
j“1

Cm,αpp´1,1q,R2qunPN. (5.11)

Theorem 5.11. Let Condition 5.1 hold for some m P N, α P r0, 1s, and s P R.
Let Assumption 5.9 be satisfied with bj for j “ 1, . . . ,M as in (5.9) and for
some p P p0, 1q. Then the maps

U Q y ÞÑ λy P
Mź

j“1

T
s, and U Q y ÞÑ µy P

Mź

j“1

U
s

are pb, p, εq-holomorphic for some ε ą 0, p P p0, 1q as in Assumption 5.9, and
b as in (5.11). Also, these maps are continuous when U is equipped with the
product topology.
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Proof. Being a direct consequence of Theorem 4.4, we only need to verify that
the hypotheses are satisfied. The role of the compact set K of Theorem 4.4 is
played by K, which has the desire form and is compact due to the previous
Lemma. Our definition of b (5.11) coincides with that of Theorem 4.4, and
we also have that b P ℓppNq by Assumption 5.9 (i). Finally, we observe that
by Theorem 5.7, the maps

K Q pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ λr1,...,rM
P

Mź

j“1

T
s,

K Q pr1, . . . , rM q ÞÑ µr1,...,rM
P

Mź

j“1

U
s

have bounded holomorphic extensions. Moreover, by definition λy,µy, we
have that λy “ λky

, µy “ µky
, where λky

,µky
are the corresponding ele-

ments fpkyq in Theorem 4.4. The results then follow from Theorem 4.4 as
stated. ˝

Remark 5.12. The result stated in Theorem 5.11 enables us to conclude the
parametric holomorphy of linear functionals acting on λy and µy ( cr. Re-
mark 5.8).

6. Applications: Time-Harmonic Acoustic and Elastic Wave

Scattering

In the following, we consider two particular instances of the operator P ,
namely, Helmholtz and elastic wave operators, and check whether the as-
sumptions to guarantee holomorphic extensions of their corresponding BIOs
are satisfied.

6.1. Helmholtz Equation

The scalar Helmholtz operator with wavenumber κ P R` is given by P “
´∆ ´ κ2. In order to ensure well-posedness, one prescribes the following
behavior at infinity

lim
}x}Ñ8

}x} 1

2

ˆ Bu
B}x} ´ ıκu

˙
“ 0,

known as the Sommerfeld radiation condition. We refer to [42, 25] for unique-
ness of the Dirichlet problem and to [31] for the Neumann one. For the lat-
ter, the co-normal trace becomes the standard Neumann trace, i.e. Bnu “ n ¨
∇u “ Bnu for u smooth enough, with continuous extensions to Sobolev spaces
[30, Lemma 4.3]. The fundamental solution of the operator P “ ´∆ ´ k2 in
two-dimensional space is

Gκpx,yq “ i

4
H

p1q
0

pκ ‖x ´ y‖q, x,y P R
2, (6.1)
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where H
p1q
0

denotes the Hankel function of first kind and order zero, defined

as H
p1q
0

pzq “ J0pzq`iY0pzq for z ‰ 0, where J0, Y0 are the zeroth order Bessel
function of first and second kind, respectively.

Corollary 6.1 (Helmholtz case). Consider the Dirichlet and Neumann BIEs
(Problem 3.4) for the Helmholtz kernel (6.1) with κ ą 0. Then, the arising
BIOs and domain-to-solution maps are shape holomorphic.

Proof. From [1, 9.1.12 and 9.1.13], one has that

Gκpx,yq “ ´ 1

4π
log }x ´ y}2J0pκ}x ´ y}q ` Rpκ}x ´ y}2q,

where the first kind Bessel function J0, and R are entire functions. Further-
more, from [1, 9.1.12], one has that J0p0q “ 1, and also J0pzq “ j0pz2q, with
j0 being an entire function. Hence, the representation of the form of (3.3)
holds with

F1pzq “ ´ 1

2π
j0pκzq, and F2pzq “ Rpκzq.

Therefore, shape holomorphy results for the Dirichlet problem follow directly
from Theorems 5.7 and 5.11.

For the Neumann case, we make use of the corresponding Maue’s rep-
resentation formula [36, Corollary 3.3.24]:

pWΓ1,...,ΓM
qi,juptq “ d

dt

ż 1

´1

Gpriptq, rjpτqq d

dτ
upτqdτ

´ k2
ż 1

´1

pr1
iptq ¨ r1

jpτqqGpriptq, rjpτqqupτqdτ.

Thus, following the notation of Section 3.2 we have that

rGpriptq, rjpτqq “ ´k2pr1
iptq ¨ r1

jpτqqGpriptq, rjpτqq.
Notice that this function has almost the same structure of Gpriptq, rjpτqq
except for the loss of one degree of regularity because of the factors r1

i, and
r1
j . However, as mentioned in Remark 4.20, this does not have any impact,

and we obtain the corresponding results for the Neumann problem. ˝

Remark 6.2. For κ “ 0 (Laplace operator), the fundamental solution becomes
Gpx,yq “ ´ 1

4π
log }x ´ y}2. Thus, well-posedness requires a suitable radia-

tion condition. One particular alternative is to impose solutions to decay at
infinity, which for the Dirichlet problem this implies that we have to change
the space T s for the subspace of functions such that xu, 1y “ 0 (cf. [42, 24]).

6.2. Elastic Wave Operators

In this case, one has that P “ α∆ ` pα ` βq∇∇ ¨ `ω2. The parameters α, β

are called Lamé parameters3, with α ą 0, α`β ą 0, and ω ą 0 is the angular

3Typically, these are denoted µ, λ but we have changed this convention to α, β so as to avoid

any confusion with solutions of Dirichlet and Neumann problems, λ and µ, respectively.
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frequency. We also define two associated wavenumbers

k2p :“ ω2

α ` 2β
, k2s :“ ω2

β
.

The co-normal trace corresponds to the traction operator, defined as:

Bnu “ αnpdivpuqq ` 2βBnu ` βnKpdivpuKqq,

where for v “ pv1, v2q we set vK “ pv2,´v1q. The standard condition at
infinity is called the Kupradze radiation condition [28]. We refer to [26] for
uniqueness of the related BVPs. In this case, the fundamental solution is
given by

Gpx,yq :“ i

4β
H

p1q
0

pksdqI ` i

4ω2
∇x∇x ¨

´
H

p1q
0

pksdq ´ H
p1q
0

pkpdq
¯
, (6.2)

where d :“ }x´y}, and I denotes the identity matrix. Alternatively, following
[26] this can be expressed as

Gpx,yq “ G1pdqI ` G2pdqDpx ´ yq,

where Dpdq “ ddt

}d}2 , and

G1pdq :“ i

4β
H

p1q
0

pksdq ´ i

4ω2d

´
ksH

p1q
1

pksdq ´ kpH
p1q
1

pkpdq
¯
,

G2pdq :“ i

4ω2

˜
2ksH

p1q
1

pksdq ´ 2kpH
p1q
1

pkpdq
d

` k2pH
p1q
0

pkpdq ´ k2sH
p1q
0

pksdq
¸

Using the expansion of Hankel functions [1, 9.1.10 and 9.1.11], we can express
G1, G2 as

Gjpdq “ Rjpdq ` plog d2qJjpdq, j “ 1, 2.

where R1, R2 are entire functions on the variable d2, and

J1pdq :“ ´J0pksdq
4πβ

` 1

4πω2d
pksJ1pksdq ´ kpJ1pkpdqq ,

J2pdq :“ ´ 1

4πω2

ˆ
2ksJ1pksdq ´ 2kpJ1pkpdq

d
` k2pJ0pkpdq ´ k2sJ0pksdq

˙
.

Hence, from the series expansion of Bessel functions of zeroth and first order,
we have that J1, J2 are entire functions in the d2 variable, and also that

J1p0q “ ´ 1

4πβ
´ 1

8πω2
pk2p ´ k2sq, J2p0q “ 0.

Thus, we can express the fundamental solution as

Gpx,yq “ plog d2qJ ` R, (6.3)

where J “ J1pdqI ` J2pdqDpx ´ yq, and R “ R1pdqI ` R2pdqDpx ´ yq. The
only difference with the canonical expression (3.3) is the presence of a factor
Dpx ´ yq. Let us study the properties of this factor.
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Lemma 6.3. Consider two arcs r, and p and define the matrix function Dr,p

as

pDr,ppt, τqqj,k :“

$
’’&
’’%

prjptq ´ pjpτqq ¨ prkptq ´ pkpτqq
d2r,ppt, τq , r ‰ p, or, t ‰ s

r1
jptqr1

kpτq
r1ptq ¨ r1pτq , otherwise

,

where j, k P 1, 2, and also two compact sets K1,K2 Ă Cm,α
b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
for

some m P N, and α P r0, 1s.
(i) For K1 “ K2, if we select δ as in Condition 4.14, then it holds that

r P K1 ÞÑ pDr,rqj,k P Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq , j, k “ 1, 2,

has a holomorphic extension in K1

δ .
(ii) For K1,K2 disjoint sets, if δ1, δ2 as in Condition 4.15, then the map

pr,pq P K1 ˆ K2 ÞÑ pDr,pqj,k P Cm,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq , j, k “ 1, 2,

has a holomorphic extension in K1

δ1
ˆ K2

δ2
.

Proof. For the first part, if t ‰ τ we have that

pDr,rpt, τqqj,k “ Q´1

r pt, τq
ˆ
rjptq ´ rjpτq

t ´ τ

˙
¨
ˆ
rkptq ´ rkpτq

t ´ τ

˙
,

where again Q´1
r pt, τq “ 1{Qrpt, τq, and the results follow as in the proof

of Lemma 4.17. The second part is direct from Lemma 4.16 and elementary
results of complex variable. ˝

Corollary 6.4 (Elastic case). Consider the Dirichlet and Neumann BIEs (Prob-
lem 3.4) for the time-harmonic elastic kernel (6.2) for α ą 0, α` β ą 0, and
ω ą 0. Then, the arising BIOs and domain-to-solution maps are shape holo-
morphic.

Proof. We only need to ensure that the integral kernels can be expressed as in
4.3. The result for the Dirichlet problem follows directly by the decomposition
of the fundamental solution (6.3), Lemma 6.3 and also Remark 4.20 for the
Dr,r factor.

For the Neumann problem, we use the following formula [5, Equation
3.9],

pWΓ1,...,ΓM
qi,ju “

ż 1

´1

G1priptq, rjpτqqujpτqds

` d

dt

ż 1

´1

G2priptq, rjpτqqdujpτq
ds

ds `
ż 1

´1

G3priptq, rjpτqqdujpτq
ds

ds

` d

dt

ż 1

´1

G2priptq, rjpτqqujpτqds,

(6.4)
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where the first kernel function is

G1priptq, rjpτqq :“ i

4

´
ρω2pr1K

i ptqr1K
j pτqT ´ r1

iptq ¨ r1
jpτqIqHp1q

0
pksdq

´ βksspr1K
j pτqr1K

i ptqT ´ r1K
i ptqr1K

j pτqT qHp1q
0

pksdq´

ρω2pr1K
i ptqr1K

j pτqT qHp1q
0

pkpdq
¯
,

which only has logarithmic singularities as it is composed of a combination

zeroth-order Hankel functions. Hence, it corresponds to the term rG in Maue’s
formula (3.5). The holomorphic extension of the corresponding BIO is direct
since the kernel function is of the form described in Remark 4.20.

The second kernel in (6.4) is

G2priptq, rjpτqq “ 4β2AGpriptq, rjpτqqA ` iβH
p1q
0

pksdqI,

where A “
ˆ
0 ´1

1 0

˙
. From the analysis of the weakly-singular BIO, we

obtain the holomorphic extension of the corresponding integral operator.

The third term in (6.4) is

iβr1K
i ptqpriptq ´ rjpτqq

2d

´
ksH

p1q
1

pksdq ´ kpH
p1q
1

pkpdq
¯
A,

which can be shown not to have any singularities4, but the structure still
is the one described in Remark 4.20, only with G1 “ 0. The associated
integral BIO in (6.4) can be seen as a map in L pUs,Wsq, where the range
is in Ws instead of Ys. This is due to the fact that if we start in Us, by
(2.5) the derivative changes the argument in the operator to a function in
Ts´1. Thus, by Corollary 4.9, we obtain the mentioned mapping property.
Though operators with the mentioned mapping properties were not studied,
by (2.3), we can still consider that this operator lies in L pUs,Ysq, and hence
it is compact in L

`
U

s,Ys´1
˘
. The corresponding holomorphic extension then

follows arguing as in the regular part of Theorem 5.2. The final kernel function
is

G4priptq, rjpτqq “
iβpriptq ´ rKpτqqr1K

j pτqT
2d

´
ksH

p1q
1

pksdq ´ kpH
p1q
1

pkpdq
¯
,

which is also a regular kernel, whose structure is described in Remark 4.20,
with G1 “ 0. The mapping properties of the associated operator are not
easily derived since, if uj P Us, the evaluation of the BIO, discarding the
derivative, would lie in Ys`1. Yet, we do not have a characterization of the
derivative map in Ys`1. We circumvent this by using (2.4), and so if uj P Us

then uj P Ts, and hence the evaluation of the integral operator is in Ws`1.
Thus, by (2.5) the full operator is in L pUs,Ysq and compact in L

`
U

s,Ys´1
˘
.

Then, the holomoprphic extension follows as in the previous case. ˝

4This is almost the same as G1 found in the analysis of the weakly-singular operator.
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7. Conclusions and Future Work

We have shown a general framework for establishing parametric shape holo-
morphy of BIEs in two-dimensional space with multiple arcs. Though we
have limited our findings to the case of homogeneous media, heterogenous
coefficients and non-explicit fundamental solutions could also be addressed.
Indeed, as long as the kernel can be decomposed as (3.3) all results hold. Fu-
ture work involves the application of these results in UQ and deep learning.
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Appendix A. Immersion of Hölder Spaces

Herein, the symbol n will be used to denote a vector of two integer, not the
normal of an arc. Also, we denote the non-normalized Fourier basis by enptq “
exp pintq, for n P Z, and the bi-periodic basis as en,lpt, τq “ enptqelpτq, n, l P
Z.

We begin by introducing the Sobolev-Slobodeckij norm for bi-periodic
functions with domain r´π, πs ˆ r´π, πs. Let n “ pn1, n2q P N2

0, and γ “
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pγ1, γ2q P r0, 1s2, we define

}g}2n,γ “
ÿ

pďn1

ÿ

qďn2

}Bp
t Bq

sgpt, τq}2L2pr´π,πsˆr´π,πsq ` |Bn1

t Bn2

s gpt, τq|2γ ,

where the Sobolev-Slobodeckij semi-norm is defined as

|u|2γ “
ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

|upx, yq ´ upt, yq ` upt, τq ´ upx, sq|2
´
sin

|x´t|
2

¯1`2γ1
´
sin

|y´s|
2

¯1`2γ2

dxdydtds.

The semi-norm is generated by the following inner product:

xu, vyγ :“
ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

r∆upx, t, y, sq r∆vpx, t, y, sq
´
sin

|x´t|
2

¯1`2γ1
´
sin

|y´s|
2

¯1`2γ2

dxdydtds,

where, the difference operator r∆ is given by

r∆upx, t, y, sq :“ upx, yq ´ upt, yq ` upt, τq ´ upx, sq.
Following the uni-variate case [27, Theorem 8.6], we derive the following two
results.

Lemma A.1. For pn1, l1q, pn2, l2q P Z2 we have that:

xen1,l1 , en2,l2yγ “ 16rδn1,n2

rδl1,l2Sγ1
pn2qSγ2

pl2q,
where rδn,m “ 2πδn,m, for n,m P Z, and

Sapnq “
ż π

0

´
sin

n

2
u

¯2
ˆ
sin

|u|
2

˙´1´2a

du.

Proof. We compute the inner product between two basis, en1,l1 and en2,l2 .
By permuting integration variables, one has that

xen1,l1 , en2,l2yγ “ 4

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

en1,l1px, yq r∆e´n2,´l2px, t, y, sq
´
sin

|x´t|
2

¯1`2γ1
´
sin

|y´s|
2

¯1`2γ2

dxdydtds.

The right-hand side term is decomposed into the sum of four integrals defined
as

I1 :“
ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

en1,l1px, yqe´n2,´l2px, yq
´
sin

|x´t|
2

¯1`2γ1
´
sin

|y´s|
2

¯1`2γ2

dxdydtds,

I2 :“ ´
ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

en1,l1px, yqe´n2,´l2pt, yq
´
sin

|x´t|
2

¯1`2γ1
´
sin

|y´s|
2

¯1`2γ2

dxdydtds,

I3 :“
ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

en1,l1px, yqe´n2,´l2pt, τq
´
sin

|x´t|
2

¯1`2γ1
´
sin

|y´s|
2

¯1`2γ2

dxdydtds,

I4 :“ ´
ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

en1,l1px, yqe´n2,´l2px, sq
´
sin

|x´t|
2

¯1`2γ1
´
sin

|y´s|
2

¯1`2γ2

dxdydtds.
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We perform the change of variables u “ t ´ x, and v “ s ´ y in the four
integrals, and by the periodicity of the involving factors, we get

I1 :“ rδn1,n2

rδl1,l2
ż π

´π

ˆ
sin

|u|
2

˙´1´2γ1

du

ż π

´π

ˆ
sin

|v|
2

˙´1´2γ2

dv,

I2 :“ ´rδn1,n2

rδl1,l2
ż π

´π

e´n2
puq

ˆ
sin

|u|
2

˙´1´2γ1

du

ż π

´π

ˆ
sin

|v|
2

˙´1´2γ2

dv,

I3 :“ rδn1,n2

rδl1,l2
ż π

´π

e´n2
puq

ˆ
sin

|u|
2

˙´1´2γ1

du

ż π

´π

e´l2pvq
ˆ
sin

|v|
2

˙´1´2γ2

dv,

I4 :“ ´rδn1,n2

rδl1,l2
ż π

´π

ˆ
sin

|u|
2

˙´1´2γ1

du

ż π

´π

e´l2pvq
ˆ
sin

|v|
2

˙´1´2γ2

dv.

Since the Fourier basis elements are enptq “ cospntq ` i sinpntq, onw can use
the symmetries of cosine and sine functions to obtain
ż π

´π

p1´e´n2
puqq

ˆ
sin

|u|
2

˙´1´2γ1

du “ 2

ż π

0

p1´cospn2uqq
ˆ
sin

|u|
2

˙´1´2γ1

du.

Furthermore, we invoke the double-angle formula for the cosine so as to arrive
at
ż π

´π

p1 ´ e´n2
puqq

ˆ
sin

|u|
2

˙´1´2γ1

du “ 4

ż π

0

´
sin

n2u

2

¯2
ˆ
sin

|u|
2

˙´1´2γ1

du.

Using this, we find

xen1,n2
, el1,l2yγ “ 16rδn1,n2

rδl1,l2
ż π

0

´
sin

n2u

2

¯2
ˆ
sin

|u|
2

˙´1´2γ1

du

ż π

0

ˆ
sin

l2v

2

˙2 ˆ
sin

|v|
2

˙´1´2γ2

du.

which is equivalent to the statement of the lemma. ˝

Lemma A.2. Let γ “ pγ1, γ2q P r0, 1s2, and ̺ a bi-periodic function in
r´π, πs ˆ r´π, πs, then

}̺}2γ1,γ2
À }̺}2L2pr´π,πsˆr´π,πsq ` |̺|2γ ,

i.e. the Sobolev norm for two pure fractional orders γ1, γ2 of a bi-periodic
function is bounded by the Sobolev-Slobodeckij norm of order p0, 0q, pγ1, γ2q.
Proof. We consider a function ̺ expanded in terms of bi-periodic Fourier
basis functions. By Lemma A.1, it holds that

|̺|2γ “ x̺, ̺yγ –
8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

|r̺n,l|2Sγ1
pnqSγ2

plq.

From [27, (8.8)], we have that the function Sapnq from Lemma A.1, behave
as Sapnq – pn2qa, for a P r0, 1s. Consequently,

|̺|2γ –
8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

|r̺n,l|2pn2qγ1pl2qγ2 .
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We can now use the well-known inequality p1`n2qγ1 ď pn2qγ1`1—analogously
for l and γ2–, so that

}̺}2γ1,γ2
“

8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

p1 ` n2qγ1p1 ` l2qγ2 |r̺n,l|2 À |̺|2γ ` }̺}2L2pr´π,πsˆr´π,πsq

as stated. ˝

A.1. Proof of Lemma 2.1

We will first show that }g}2s1,s2 can be bounded by the Sobolev-Slobodeckij

norm }g}2n,γ, with n “ prs1s, rs2sq, and γ “ pts1u, ts2uq, where rs1s, rs2s
denote the integer parts of s1, s2 respectively and ts1u, ts2u are the corre-
sponding fractional parts. By definition, one has that

}g}2s1,s2 “
8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

p1 ` n2qts1up1 ` l2qts2up1 ` n2qrs1sp1 ` l2qrs2s |rgn,l|2

Using the inequality p1 ` n2qs À pn2qs ` 1, we get

|g}2s1,s2 À
8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

p1 ` n2qts1up1 ` l2qts2up1 ` n2rs1sqp1 ` l2rs2sq |rgn,l|2

À
rs1sÿ

p“0

rs2sÿ

q“0

8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

p1 ` n2qts1up1 ` l2qts2up1 ` n2pqp1 ` l2qq |rgn,l|2

À
rs1sÿ

p“0

rs2sÿ

q“0

8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

p1 ` n2qts1up1 ` l2qts2up1 ` n2pl2qq |rgn,l|2

We notice that the Fourier coefficients of Bp
t Bq

sg are in fact pinqppilqqrgn,l.
Hence, we obtain that

}g}2s1,s2 À
rs1sÿ

p“0

rs2sÿ

q“0

8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

p1 ` n2qts1up1 ` l2qts2u

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ˆ
ČBrps

t Brqs
s gpt, τq

˙

n,l

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

`

8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

p1 ` n2qts1up1 ` l2qts2u |rgn,l|2 ,

(A.1)

From the last inequality, we notice that for ts1u “ ts2u “ 0 so that

}g}2s1,s2 À
rs1sÿ

p“0

rs2sÿ

q“0

8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ˆ
ČBrps

t Brqs
s gpt, τq

˙

n,l

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

`
8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

|rgn,l|2 .

Then, by Parseval’s identity we obtain

}g}2s1,s2 À }g}2prs1s,rs2sq,p0,0q

In any other case, ts1u ą 0 or ts2u ą 0, for every p P t0, . . . , rs1su and
q P t0, . . . , rs2su we define ̺p,q “ Bp

t Bq
sgpt, τq, and from (A.1) we see that we
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only need to show that
8ÿ

n“´8

8ÿ

l“´8

p1 ` nqts1up1 ` l2qts2u
ˇ̌Ą̺p,q

n,l

ˇ̌2 À }̺}2p0,0q,pts1u,ts2uq,

which holds by Lemma A.2 with ̺ :“ ̺rs1s,rs2s. We conclude that

}g}2s1,s2 À }g}2prs1s,rs2sq,pts1u,ts2uq. (A.2)

To finish the proof we will bound the general norm }g}2n,γ , in terms of a
Cm,α pr´π, πs ˆ r´π, πs,Cq-norm with appropiate m P N0, and α P r0, 1s.
First, from the definition of Hölder norms, it holds that

}g}2n,p0,0q À }g}Cm,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq,

for m ` α ě n1 ` n2. For the purely fractional case, we have that for any
a, b ą 0 such that a ` b “ 1

|g|2pγ1,γ2q À }g}2C0,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq

ˆ

¨
˚̋

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

|x ´ t|2aα
´
sin

|x´t|
2

¯1`2γ1

dtdx

˛
‹‚

¨
˚̋

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

|y ´ s|2bα
´
sin

|y´s|
2

¯1`2γ2

dsdy

˛
‹‚,

and thus, the right-hand side is finite only if α ą γ1 ` γ2. However, this
condition cannot be used whenever γ1 ` γ2 ě 1. For the latter, we assume
that m ě 1, and by the mean value theorem, we see that

|gpx, yq ´ gpt, yq ` gpt, τq ´ gpx, sq| “
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż x

t

B1gpλ, yq ´ B1gpλ, sqdλ
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

“ |x ´ t| |B1gpξ, yq ´ Btgpξ, sq|
ď |x ´ t||y ´ s|α}g}C1,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq.

Similarly, by reordering terms we conclude that

|gpx, yq ´ gpt, yq ` gpt, τq ´ gpx, sq| ď |y ´ s||x ´ t|α}g}C1,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq.

Thus, for every a ě 0, b ě 0 such that a ` b “ 1 we have

|g|2γ À }g}2C1,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq

ˆ
ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

ż π

´π

p|x ´ t|a`αb|y ´ s|b`αaq2
´
sin

|x´t|
2

¯1`2γ1
´
sin

|y´s|
2

¯1`2γ2

dxdydtds,

and one can easily see that integrals in the right hand side are finite if α ą
γ1 ` γ2 ´ 1. Finally, we conclude that

}g}2n,γ À }g}2Cm,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq

ˆ
#

for m1 ` m2 ` α1 ` α2 ă n ` γ if α1 ` α2 ă 1,

for pn1 ` n2 ` 1q ` pγ1 ` γ2 ´ 1q ă m ` α, if γ1 ` γ2 ě 1.

which is equivalent to

}g}2n,γ À }g}2Cm,αpr´π,πsˆr´π,πs,Cq,
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if n1 ` n2 ` γ1 ` γ2 ă m `α. The statement of the lemma then follows from
this last bound and (A.2). ˝

Appendix B. Proofs Lemmas 4.16 and 4.17

We present proofs for Lemmas 4.16 and 4.17. For the latter, we will need the
following auxiliary result.

Lemma B.1. Let m P N, α P r0, 1s and K Ă Cm,α
b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
be a compact

set of Cm,α
`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
.

(i) It holds that

inf
rPK

inf
tPp´1,1q

}r1ptq} ą 0 and sup
rPK

sup
tPp´1,1q

}r1ptq} ă 8.

(ii) There exists δ ą 0 such that

inf
rPKδ

inf
tPp´1,1q

Reptpr1ptq ¨ r1ptqqu ą 0.

i.e. there exists δ ą 0 fulfilling Condition 4.14.

Proof. The first part follows from the continuity of

Iprq :“ inf
tPp´1,1q

}r1ptq} and Sprq :“ sup
tPp´1,1q

}r1ptq}

in Cm,α
b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
. Indeed, if for each r P Cm,α

b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
we consider

any p P Cm,α
`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
such that }r ´ p}Cm,αpp´1,1q,R2q ă ǫ, one has that

|Iprq ´ Ippq| ď inf
tPp´1,1q

∣

∣

∥

∥r1ptq
∥

∥ ´
∥

∥p1ptq
∥

∥

∣

∣

ď inf
tPp´1,1q

∥

∥r1ptq ´ p1ptq
∥

∥ ď }r ´ p}Cm,αpp´1,1q,R2q ă ǫ.

Thus, one concludes that the map r ÞÑ Iprq is continuous, and then the
infimum in K is achieved since K is compact. The supremum case follows
similarly.

For the second part we set

I1 “ inf
rPK

Iprq and S1 “ sup
rPK

Sprq,

and consider any element r P Kδ. Then, there is p P K such that }r ´
p}Cm,αpp´1,1q,R2q ă δ, and it holds that

r1 ¨ r1 “ }r1}2 ` 2pr1 ´ p1q ¨ p1 ` pr1 ´ p1q ¨ pr1 ´ p1q

Therefore,

Repr1 ¨ r1q ě I2

1 ´ 2S1δ ´ δ2,

and the result then follows by selecting δ ă
a
I2
1

` S2
1

´ S1. ˝
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B.1. Proof of Lemma 4.16

First, we prove that the map

r,p P Cm,α
`
p´1, 1q,C2

˘
ˆ Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,C2

˘
Ñ d2r,p P Cm,α pp´1, 1q,Cq

has a Fréchet derivative at every point. Consequently, the holomorphic exten-
sion in compact sets of Cm,α

b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
ˆCm,α

b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
follows directly.

We will limit ourself to the cases where m ě 1, since the result is formulated
in terms of Cm,α

b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
and by convention C0,α

b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
“ H.

Consider two arbitrary functions r,p P Cm,α
`
p´1, 1q,C2

˘
. By defini-

tion, we have that

d2r,ppt, τq P Cm,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq .

For a pair v1,v2 P Cm,α
`
p´1, 1q,C2

˘
, we define

Dd2r,prv1,v2spt, τq :“ 2prptq ´ ppτqq ¨
`
v1ptq ´ v2pτq

˘
,

which is linear in v1,v2 and lies in Cm,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq. Finally, we
notice that

d2r`v1,p`v2pt, τq ´ d2r,ppt, τq ´ Dd2r,prv1,v2spt, τq “ d2v1,v2pt, τq.

By the product derivation rule, we conclude that

}d2v1,v2pt, τq}Cm,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,Cq À2}v1}Cm,αpp´1,1q,C2q}v2}Cm,αpp´1,1q,C2q

` }v1}2Cm,αpp´1,1q,C2q ` }v2}2Cm,αpp´1,1q,C2q

À}v1}2Cm,αpp´1,1q,C2q ` }v2}2Cm,αpp´1,1q,C2q.

Hence, Dd2r,prv1,v2s is in fact the Fréchet derivative of d2r,p. Since r,p are
arbitrary, the distance function is holomorphic in an arbitrary open set of
Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,C2

˘
ˆ Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,C2

˘
.

For the final part, notice that since the sets are admissible, it holds that

Id “ inf
pr,pqPK1ˆK2

inf
pt,τqPp´1,1qˆp´1,1q

}rptq ´ ppτq} ą 0.

Using this along with the fact that for every δ1, δ2, K
1

δ1
, and K2

δ2
are bounded,

we conclude that there exist δ1, δ2 satisfying Condition 4.15. Furthermore, for
every r,p P K1

δ1
ˆ K2

δ2
, we have that

Repd2r,ppt, τqq ě I2

d ´ 2Sdpδ1 ` δ2q ´ pδ1 ` δ2q2,

where Sd, is defined as in Condition 4.15. Lastly, by considering the restriction
on δ1, δ2 due to Condition 4.15, we directly have

Repd2r,ppt, τqq ą 0.



Shape Holomorphy for Integral Operators on Open Arcs 49

B.2. Proof of Lemma 4.17

Consider r P Cm,α
`
p´1, 1q,C2

˘
, with m ě 1, for the same reasons required

for the proof of Lemma B.1. By Taylor expansion, it is immediate that

Qr P Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq .
For v P Cm,α

`
p´1, 1q,C2

˘
, let us define

DQrrvspt, τq “ 2prptq ´ rpτqq ¨ pvptq ´ vpτqq
pt ´ sq2 ,

with the continuous extension for t “ s, given by the Taylor expansions of r
and v. It is clear that DQrrvs is linear in the v variable and also DQrrvs P
Cm´1,α pp´1, 1q ˆ p´1, 1q,Cq. We also have that

d2r`vpt, τq “ d2rpt, τq ` 2prptq ´ rpτqq ¨ pvptq ´ vpτqq ` d2vpt, τq.
Therefore, one has that

Qr`vpt, τq “ Qrpt, τq ` DQrrvspt, τq ` Qvpt, τq.
Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.16, we have that

}Qv}Cm´1,αpp´1,1qˆp´1,1q,C2q À }v}2Cm,αpp´1,1q,C2q,

and one concludes that there is a Fréchet derivative everywhere. Thus, the
function has a holomorphic extension in Cm,α

b

`
p´1, 1q,R2

˘
.

Now, we show that the real part is strictly positive. Using the Taylor
expansion once again, we have that

d2rpt, τq “ pt ´ sq2
ˆż 1

0

r1pt ` δps ´ tqqdδ
˙

¨
ˆż 1

0

r1pt ` δps ´ tqqdδ
˙
.

Consequently, we can write

Qrpt, τq “
ˆż 1

0

r1pt ` δps ´ tqqdδ
˙

¨
ˆż 1

0

r1pt ` δps ´ tqqdδ
˙
.

The result then follows from the mean value theorem and selecting δ as in
Lemma B.1. The results for Q´1

r follows using the fact that the function z´1

is holomorphic away from zero.
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