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Shape Holomorphy of Boundary Integral Oper-
ators on Multiple Open Arcs

José Pinto, Fernando Henriquez 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 Holder-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 ¢ = 4/—1. We define the set of natural numbers N including zero as Ny :=
{0,1,2,...}. 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 v', v2 € C*, with n € N, we define the bilinear
form v! - v? = 3% | vjv?, and the Euclidean norm [[v'|* = v' - %', where
the conjugate of a vector is understood as component-wise conjugation. Also,
given real numbers a, b, we say that a < b if there exists a positive constant
¢, independent of the variables relevant for the corresponding analysis, such
that a < c¢b. If a < b and b < a we write a >~ b.

Let By, By be two Banach spaces over the field K € {R, C}. We denote
by L(B1, B2) the space of bounded linear operators from By to Bs. As it is
customary, we equip it with the standard operator norm, thus rendering it a
Banach space itself.

2.1. Hoélder spaces

Let Q1,9 < R%, d = 1,2, be non-empty, open connected sets. Given m € Ny
and «a € [0, 1], we consider the space C"™* (1, Q2) of functions f : Q; — Qs
with derivatives up to order m in €; having a continuous extension to Qi
and such that the derivatives of order m are a-Hélder continuous. Endowed
with the norm

ok f(x) — ok
Hf”cm~a(91792) = Z sup ||8kf(w)H + Z sup || f( ) f(Y)H

(0%
Fo: | k| <m XS24 k;|k|:mx;§§}1 [x -yl

)

where we use the standard multi-index notation [30, page 61], C™* (Q1, Q)
becomes a Banach space. The case a = 0, C™(Q4,2), corresponds to func-
tions with m continuous derivatives in €21 with norm

||fHCm~0(Ql,QQ) = Z sup Hakf(93)||

Fe:| | <m BEH
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On the other hand, the case @ = 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,ma € Ng and a1, as € [0, 1], such that m; + @1 < mg + g, one has that
the inclusion C™2%2 (Qq, Q) < C™ 1 (Qq, Q).

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| < 1, set w(t) = /1 —¢2,
and denote by T, (t) the nth first kind Chebyshev polynomial normalized
according to

1
f T ()T ()~ ()t = 5y ¥ 1ym € No,
1

being 0y m the Kronecker delta. Additionally, let U,, denote the nth Cheby-
shev polynomial of the second kind normalized as follows

1
J Un,()Up, (O)w(t)dt = 6y, ¥V 1, m € No.
—1

~ t . .
Furthermore, we define ¢€,(6) := exp(int) as the nth Fourier polynomial

V2r

normalized in the L?(—m,7)-norm. For any smooth, periodic function w :
[—m, 7] — C, its Fourier coefficients are defined as

Up = f u(f)e_,(0)do.
Similarly, given v : [—1, 1] — C, we define two families of first kind Chebyshev
coefficients:

1 1
n ::f W Ty (B)dt, and i, m f w(t) Ty~ (£)dt,
—1 —1

and two families of second kind Chebyshev coefficients:
1 1
iy = f u(t)Uy(t)dt, and 4, = f u(t)Upw(t)dt
—1 —1

Fourier coefficients of a bi-periodic function u : [—m, 7] X [-m, 7] — C are
defined as

Bt e f j:uw,qﬁ)e_n(o)a_lw)dedqs, (2.1)

and similarly for Chebyshev coeflicients of bi-variate functions on [—1,1] x
[—1,1]. 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
[—7, 7], defined for s € R as

0
He[-7,7] = {u: ||u|\§1 = Z (1 +n?)%|a,)? < oo}.

n=—a
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We refer to 35, Chapter 5| for a more rigorous definition. Following [2, 23],
we introduce for s € R the following spaces defined over (—1,1):

T° = {u|u|2T Z (1+n?) |un|2<oo},
[e0]
W* = {u: [ullfy. = Y (1 +n?) > < oo}.

n=0

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

(Nu)(8) := u(cosf)|sinb|, and, (Nw)(6) = u(cosb),

which again are extended to distributionsby duality along with the equiva-
lences

uweT® < Nue H*[—m x|, with, 7o = [Nul| ge[—r 7]
we W* < Nue H°[-m, 7], with, |ufw: = H./\A/uHHs[,mr].

(2.2)

In addition, for s € R, we define the second kind spaces over (—1,1) as

U = {u:mc— 2 (1) |un|2<oo}
[00)
s {u el = 2L+ |un|2<oo}

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

(Zu)(0) := Nu(6)sign(sin§), and, (Zu)(6) := Nu(6)sign(sin6),

where the sign function is defined with the convention sign(0) = 0. In addi-
tion, we have the equivalences

weU* < Zue H'[-m, ], with, |ufp. = Hé\uHHs[,ﬂm]

weY® & Zue H[-m,n], with, |ullys = |Z2u]|gs[—r

Using the previous characterizations along with, |(u§B(/))n| < |Up41], one
can readily observe that, for all s € R, it holds that

We cy®. (2.3)

The dual space of H* can be identified with H~* in the L2(—m,)
duality pairing. Thus, by using the lifting operators, one can identify the
dual space of T with W% and the dual of U? with Y ~*, now with respect
to the L?(—1,1) duality pairing.

Furthermore, these duality identifications and (2.3) imply that

UscT?® VseR (2.4)
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From the density of the Fourier basis in H® using the inverse of the
lifting operators, it is possible to deduce that the functions {wU,},en are
dense in U®.

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 L TTS s—1 d . s s—1
dt'U — T dt'W - Y (2.5)
Also we recall from [35, Lemma 5.3.2| that the periodic spaces H*[—m, ]
are compactly embedded for increasing values of s. Hence, the same holds for
the spaces T°, W* U® ) Y".
Finally, depending on whether the underlying differential operator P
(see Section 3.1) is scalar or vectorial, we use the following notation:

VJ]:‘S — TS, US — US, WS — WS7 YS — YS,

and,

or
T =T%xT* U =U*xU* W =W xW?* Y =Y*xY?

respectively. We will also consider the Cartesian product spaces
M M M M
[Tre Tl [Twe [Ty,
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1

with the standard norms.

2.3. Bi-periodic Sobolev and Hdélder 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 Hélder
spaces in their Sobolev counterparts. The latter will be needed in Section 4.4.

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

0 0
l9lZ, e = D3 Dy (40" (L +€2)%[Gugl?,

n=—00 f=—o0

where g, ;, are the Fourier coefficients of the bi-periodic function g defined
n (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 € C™* ([—m, 7| x [—m, 7], C) be a bi-periodic function with
m € Ny and a € [0,1]. Provided non-negative real numbers si, ss satisfying
$1+ So < m + «, one has that

HQH;,SZ S Hgﬂgma([_w,w]x[_W77r]7(c),

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 €
C™([-m, 7] x [—=m,7],C) one recovers the bound of Lemma 2.1, under the
more restrictive condition s1 + so + 1 < m. This requirement can be relaxed
to s1 + s2 < m when considering functions in C™ ([—m, 7| x [—m, 7|, C) with
derivatives of order m + 1 integrables or of bounded variation.

We also notice that, for s1,s2 € Ng, one requires the slightly less restric-
tive condition s1 + so < m + «.

2.4. Arc parametrizations

Let (—1,1) be the canonical interval. Throughout, we will define an open
arc as the image of a continuously differentiable, globally invertible function
r: (=1,1) — R2. We further assume that the tangent vector is nowhere
null and fix the normal vector to have the same direction of (4, —r). 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 7 is also called parametrization of the arc.

Remark 2.3. The parametrization of the open arcs will be taken as elements
of C™ ((—17 1), Rz). 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 C™* ((—17 1), (CQ). 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 C,"* ((—1, 1),R2). In some

instances, we will use the Cartesian product space, 1—[]1\11 ¢ ((—1,1),R?).

This is a subset of the product space 1—[]1\11 cme ((—17 1),R2), equipped with
the standard norm:

HQHn;V;l cme((—1,1),R2) = j:ff?_b_?fM lgjlema((-1,1)r2)-

3. Boundary Value Problems and Boundary Integral
Formulation

3.1. Boundary Value Problems on Open Arcs

Let us denote by T the set of M disjoint open finite-length arcs {T'1, ..., T},
where each arc is characterized by a parametrization r; : [-1,1] - I'; < R?.
In addition, we also refer to I" as the geometric configuration of the associated
problem.

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

P =— Z (’}mjAj,kak + Aa

2
j=1k=1

J
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where A;; and A can be constant Complex—valued scalars or or 2 >< 2 matrices.

In the latter case, we further assume that A k= _4 and A = A. We
define the co-normal trace operator over the boundary F as

2
Bpu := Z(np)j Z Aj,kakuyrp, p=1,..., M,
=1 k=1

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

Problem 3.1 (Dirichlet and Neumann BVPs). Seek u such that
Pu=0, on RT, (3.1)
Condition at infinity(P),
complemented with either boundary conditions:
u=fP onT,, p=1,...,M, (Dirichlet),
Byu=fN onT,, p=1,...,M, (Neumann).

Condition (3.2) specifies the behavior of u far away from I' and it is
crucial to show uniqueness. Its particular form depends on the specific par-
tial differential operator P. Boundary data f” and f~ 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 I' 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 mot 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 k AT- and A" = A, and also that
P lacks any first order derwatwe 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 G(x,y). 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

G(x,y) = Fi (|x = y|*) log |x —y[* + F2 (|x — ¥|?), (3-3)

where the functions F; and Fb are assumed to be entire complex-valued
scalars or 2 x 2 matrices. Furthermore, whenever Fj is a scalar we assume
that F1(0) # 0 while if matrix-valued then F1(0) should admit an inverse.

Remark 3.3. One could lessen the restrictions for Fy, Fy 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 Fy, Fs.

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

(SL )\ J G(x, y y)dsy, (]ﬁwﬁ) (x) = J (Bn,yG(x,y))Tﬁ(y)dsy,

~

where By, , denotes the co-normal trace? in the y variable. The densities

X and i1 are defined on ~, 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 R?\¥. Furthermore,
we assume that both potentials satisfy the radiation condition (3.2).

Let r : (—1,1) — R? be a parametrization of the open arc 7. We
introduce the transformed densities:

A7) = Xor(Dr' (D, w(r)=for(r), Te(-11),
and the pulled-back potentials

(SLyo) (x J G(x,r(7))o(r)dT
(PLd) ()= [ (B G0 o)1),

defined for g : [-1,1] — C. From these definitions it is direct that ﬁvx =
SL,A, and also that [/)iwﬁ = DL, pu.

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 A = (A1,..., Apm)
and p = (U1,...,un), with each N; and p; defined over [—1,1] 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
M
Y(SLy,Nj)ori = fPom, i=1,....M, (Dirichlet BIE),
j=1

M
Y (BnwDLypij)ori = fNor;, i=1,...,M, (Neumann BIE).

Jj=1

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

M M
u = Z SL,;A;  (Dirichlet), u= Z Bp,«DLy,pj  (Neumann).
j=1 Jj=1
We can rewrite the BIEs in matrix form:
V"'17~~~77‘AIA7'17---77'A1 = fr,i,...,rMa WT‘u---,"'zw“"'h---,‘f'zw = fv{Y,...,rM’ (34)
where
(Verroma )i = (SLyy) oy and - (W, gy )inj o= (Br,aDLy,) oy
are weakly- and hyper-singular BIOs, and

( £;~~~7"°1V1)7: = fD or; and (f'l{\j,mﬂ“M)i = fN oT;.
The weakly-singular operators can be represented as a Lebesgue integral as
follows

1
Vo, )ise®) = | G075 ()e(r)as, 1o (<1.1),

for a function g : [—1,1] — R. On the other hand, the hyper-singular operator
can only be expressed as a Hadamard’s finite-part integral. However, for every
s € R, and p € U?®, we will assume the existence of a Maue-type representation
formula of the form

Wrvoomige = 57 | Gty oards + [ Glrite)m(retr)ds,
(3.5)

where G 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 By, B2 be Banach spaces over the field K € {R,C}. When the under-
lying field of either By or Bs is R, we say that By or Bs 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 B; is a real Banach space and let 2 be the imagi-
nary unit, namely > = —1. We define the space BY as the set of elements
of the form b + id, with b,d € B;, and we refer to it as the complezxifica-
tion of Bi. The complexification of Bj is also a Banach space with the norm
|6+ id| e = supge[g 25 [bcos + dsin b p,, and C as the underlying field. If
B is a real Banach space, given an arbitrary subset K < Bj, and § a positive
real number, we define

Ks = {keBiC such that 3b e K : b~ k| e <5}.

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 < By. Assume that there exists an open set O Bic
such that K < O. We say that the map f : K € By — By is holomorphic
in K if there exists an extension of f to O, still denoted by f, such that
f: O — By 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 < By, let (Ag)kex be a family
of operators in L(B1, Ba) such that:

(i) For every k € K, Ay, has a bounded inverse, i.e. A;' € L(Ba, By).
(ii) There exist 6 > 0 such that the map K 3 k — Ay € L(By, B2) admits a
bounded holomorphic extension into K.

Then, there exists n, depending of K and §, such that the map
K3skw— A '€ L(By, By)
admits a bounded holomorphic extension into K.

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

0
K= {ky €B1:ky=ko+ Y Ynkn, Y = {Yn}nen € U} . (4)
n=1
where ko € By is fixed, U := [—1,1]Y and {k, }nen © B is a fixed sequence,
usually referred to as perturbation basis, as one can interpret the elements
ky as perturbations of the nominal value ky modulated by the parameter
sequence y € U. By assuming {||k,|5,} € ¢*(N), one can prove that K is
compact in B, as shown in [9, Lemma 2.7]. Within this framework, we con-
sider maps of the form F : U — By : y — f(ky) where f : By — B> 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 (b, p, £)-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 ¢ > 1, we consider the Bernstein ellipse
in the complex plane

Lot
£, = {%:ze@with1<|2|<9}cc

This ellipse has foci at z = +1 and semi-axes of length a = %(g + 071 and
b= %(Q — 07 1). Let us consider the tensorized poly-ellipse

Ep =&, = CY,
j=1
where p := {p;};>1 is such that p; > 1, for j € N. We adopt the convention
&1 = [—1,1] to include the case p; = 1.
Definition 4.3 ([8, Definition 2.1]). Let X be a complex Banach space equipped
with the norm ||-|| . For e >0 and p € (0,1), we say that the map

Usy—uyeX
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is (b, p,e)-holomorphic if and only if
(i) The map U 3y — uy € X is uniformly bounded, i.e.

sup [|uy | x < Co,
yeU

for some finite constant Cy > 0.

(11) There exists a positive sequence b := {b;};>1 € (P(N) and a constant
C. > 0 such that for any sequence p = {p;};j=1 of numbers strictly
larger than one that is (b, e)-admissible, i.e. satisyfing

Dl —1b; <,

j=1
the map y — uy admits a complex extension z — u that is holomorphic
with respect to each variable z; on a set of the form

Op = ® Op;
j=1
where O, < C is an open set containing E,,. This extension is bounded
on &, according to

sup [[uzx < Ce.
ze€,

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 79, ..., r,, 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 {ky}nen < By in (4.1) is such that
lknllB, € €P(N) for some p € (0,1). Assume that there exists § > 0 such that
the map f : K € By — By admits a bounded holomorphic extension onto
Ks < BY. Then, there exists € > 0 such that the map

USny(ky)EBQ,

is (b, p,€)-holomorphic with b = {||ky| B, }nen and the same p € (0,1), and it
s continuous in the product topology.

Proof. The map U sy — ky € By is (b, p, e)-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 € By — By holomorphic itself in the sense of Definition
4.1, the composition of these two maps preserves this property with the same
b e ¢P(N) and p € (0,1). The continuity statement follows by using the exact
same technique used in the proof of [10, Lemma 5.7]. a
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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 Bj, its cor-
responding complexification BY as introduced in Section 4.1, and a compact
set K < Bj. For each k € K, we consider the integral operator Py defined as

(Pgu) (t) = f_l St — 7)pr(t, T)u(r)ds, (4.2)

where the function S does not depend on the parameter k € K. We further
assume that for each k € K the integral operator Py introduced in (4.2)
defines a bounded linear operator between two Banach spaces X and Y,
i.e. for each k € K we have that Py € £(X,Y"). 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 3 k — Py € L(X,Y).

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

1S®)] < [t7°

for some B € [0,1), and that pr € C°((—1,1) x (=1,1),C) for each
ke K.
(ii) There exists a § > 0 such that the map

Kak— Pk € CO ((_15 1) X (_17 1)5(C)
admits a bounded holomorphic extension onto Ks denoted by
K53k preceC®((—1,1) x (=1,1),C).

(i4i) For§ as in item (i), the corresponding extension of the integral operator
Pi to Ks defined as

(Pr,cu)(t) == f—1 St — 7)prc(t, T)u(r)ds

is uniformly bounded upon Ks, i.e. there exists a positive constant C(K,J),
depending on K and 6 only, such that
sup HPk,CHE(X,Y) < C(K, 5)
keKs
Then, the map
Kskw—PreL(X,)Y)

admits a bounded holomorphic extension into Ks.
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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
relazed. Indeed, it is enough to consider set of functions in L*(—1,1) 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:

(Ryu)(t f ft,7)
(L0 = [ r0g = rlr e ryutrias,

(Spu)(t) :== fﬂ log |t — 7|(t — 7)%f(t, T)u(T)ds,

where f € C™<((-1,1) x (-=1,1),C) , for some m € Ny and a € [0,1].
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 € C™*((—1,1) x (—=1,1),C) be given. Set
0(0,¢) := f(cosb,cos ), and ¢(0,¢):= f(cosb,cos)sinfsin ¢.

One can readily observe that both functions are bi-periodic and belong to
C™ ([—m, ] x [-m, 7], C). Moreover, since trigonometric functions and their
derivatives are trivially bounded, we have that

lollema —mmx[-m.m1.c) = l¢lememmx-mm.c) = |flemai-1,0x(-10.0),
where the implicit constants are independent of f.

4.4.1. Operator R;. We recall the periodic lifting operators ./\A/,./\/, Z, Z de-
fined as in Section 2.1. When applied to the operator R; we obtain the
following periodic operators:

(./\A/Rfu)(ﬁ) = %fj f(cos 8, cos )Nu(p)do,

(ZRsu)(8) = %Jj f(cos @, cos @) sin@sin¢§u(¢)d¢.
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We will also make use of the following operators:

R?/u(e) = % :r f(cos B, cos p)u(p)do,
R?u(@) = % ' f(cos B, cos @) sin 0 sin pu(¢)de,

—Tr

related to A/ Ry, and ZRy as follows
NRpu=RYNu, ZRpu=R%Zu.

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

Lemma 4.8. Let s € R, and f € C™* ((—1,1) x (—1,1),C) the kernel function
of Ry. If one of the following conditions is satisfied

1. s>—% ands+%<m+a, or

2. sg—% and—s+%<m+0z,
we have that R?f € L(H®*, H**') and R} € L(H®, H**"). Furthermore, they
are compact operators in the corresponding spaces, and satisfy

|RY | £ oo mre1y < |0 lemea ([—mm]x [—mm],C):
HR?HL‘,(HS,HS'H) < HSDHCMYQ([—TFJT]X[—71'771']7([:))

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

Proof. Let us focus on the operator R}v as for R}z the proof is equivalent
when changing the kernel ¢ with ¢. 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 v arbitrary
close to %, we have that

HR?/HQL(H-"‘,H-""H) S

[e¢] [e¢]
Z Z (1+nH(1 + lz)b|5n71|2 + (1 +n?)°(1+ l2)d|5n7l|2,
n=—ol=—ow

where a = 5+ 1, b = max{v, |[v — 1]}, ¢ = v, d = max{|s|,v} for s > —1, and
a=s+1,b=max{v,|v—1|}, c = v, d = max{|s|, v} for s < —3.
For s = %, we use [35, Theorem 6.1.1] so as to get the same bound
as before with a = max{|s + 1|,v}, b = max{|s|, v}, with v as before, and
parameters ¢, 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

HR?/HL(HS,HM) S llollema(—ma]x[=mx].0) < 9

and therefore, R?/ € L(H®, HtY).
Compactness follows from similar arguments as we can consider that
the operator is of order —1 — €, for arbitrary small ¢ > 0, and show that
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Rﬁy € L (H*,H**'*). Then, by the compact embedding of H* spaces we
obtain the stated result. =

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

Corollary 4.9. Let s € R be such that the hypotheses of Lemma 4.8 are fulfilled.
Then, we have that Ry € L(T*,Wt1), and Ry € L(U*,Y*T1). Furthermore,
they are compact operators satisfying

IRflcers we+ry S [fllema(—1,1x(~1.1),0);

IRf o vty S [ flema=1,1)x(~1,1),0)
with implicit constants independent of f.

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

|Rpulwers = INRyul gers = | RY Nulgess < |BY | egare mosn) [N ul 1=

We recall that |[Nu|gs = ||u]rs (cf. Equation (2.2)), and also by the previous
Lemma and Remark 4.7, we get

|BY I eqae ooy S [ Flemn(-1.0)x(-1.1).0)5
as stated. The proof is analogous for U*,Y**! but using R}g instead of
RY. o

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

_log2 (7
2

us

+ f(cos, cos @) log

—Tr

(/\A/qu)(O) f(cos 0, cos p)Nu(p)de

—T

sin (#) ‘ Nu(gp)dg,
and

(ZLyu)(0) = 2

82 fﬁ f(cos B, cos ¢) sin 0 sin qbé’\u(qb)dqb

2
)
sin (T)

s
+ f(cos B, cos ¢) sin O sin ¢ log
-7
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 Ry, we arrive
at the following result:

Corollary 4.10. For s € R, let the hypotheses of Lemma 4.8 hold. Then,
Lye L(T*,W*tY) and Ly € L(U®,Y*TY). Furthermore, the bounds

~

Zu(¢)do.

HLfHE(TS,WSH) < HfHCm’”((—l,l)x(—1,1),([:)7
IL¢l s ysrry S Ifllemeq=1,1)x(=1,1),0)>
hold with unspecified constants independent of f.
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4.4.3. Operator S;. Finally, consider the Sy operator, whose periodic liftings
are

(./\/Sfu)( )= 1O§ 2 j (cos @ — cos ¢)? f(cos B, cos p)Nu(p)de

+ 4]77 log sin< — ¢> sin <9_T¢> sin? (9—1—7(;5) f(cos 8, cos ))Nu(p)de,
and

(ZSpu)(0) = log 2 J7r (cos 6 — cos ¢)% f(cos B, cos @) sin 0 sin pZu(¢)dd+

4f log [sin <9_?¢) sin?

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°% (resp. U?®) to W*T1+¢ (resp. Y5+17¢) In particular, we can select €
small enough such that the same conditions of Lemma 4.8 apply, hence we
obtain the following result.

(55 (25) o st

Corollary 4.11. Let s € R, such that the same conditions of Corollary 4.10 are
satisfied. Then, Sy € L(T*, W) and Sy € LU, Y**), and it is compact
in both cases. Moreover, we have the bounds:

IS¢l cers w1y S [ flema((=1,0)x(=1,1),0)5
ISt cs,ys+ry S [ flema=1,1x(=1,1),0)

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 C"™%((—1,1),R?), with m € N and « € [0, 1], with at least m + o > 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 € N and o € [0,1]. We say that K is an (m,a)-
admissible set of arc parametrizations if K < C;"" (( 1,1),R ) and if K is
a compact subset of C™((—1,1),R?).

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 K, ... . K™ be a collection of M € N (m, a)-admissible
set of arc parametrizations, in the sense of Defintion 4.12, for some m € N
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and a € [0,1]. For each i,j € {1,...,n} with i # j it holds
l7(t) = p(7)[| > 0.

inf inf
(r,p)eKixKJ (t,7)e(—~1,1)x(~1,1)

Due to the structure of the G(-, ), previously introduced in (3.3), we ex-
tensively make use of the logarithmic function, which admits an holomorphic
extension in C\(—o0,0]. Similarly, we also use the holomorphic extension of
the squared distance function between two points located in two—mnot neces-
sarily different—arcs.

For r,p : (—1,1) — R?, the squared distance is defined as dZ ,(t,7) =
|r(t) — p(7)|?, and its extension to complex parametrizations takes the form
(cp. [18, Section 4.1])

dy (t,7) = (r(t) = p(7)) - (r(t) — p(7)),
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 » = p we use the notation d2 = d2 ,..

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 € N and « € [0,1], and let K be an (m, «)-admissible
set of arc parametrizations. The value 6 > 0 satisfies

5<4/I(22+8622—SQ,

Ig := inf inf |r'(t)], and Sg:=sup sup |[r'(t)].
e I 0] e Bl

Condition 4.15. Let m € N and o € [0,1], and let K, K? be two (m,a)-
admissible sets of arc parametrizations satisfying Assumption 4.13. The val-

ues 01,02 > 0 satisfy
01 + d2 <4/I§+S§—Sd,

where

where
Ty = inf inf t) —
T o ks (e 1,y T~ PO
Sa:= sup sup [r@t)|+ sup sup |[p(t)].
rngl te(—1,1) p€K§2 te(—1,1)

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

Lemma 4.16. Let m € N and «a € [0,1], and let K',K? be two (m,q)-
admissible sets of arc parametrizations.

(i) For any pair 71,72 > 0, the map
K'x K?3 (r,p) —d. ,€C™* ((-1,1) x (-1,1),C)

admits a bounded holomorphic extension into K! x K2 .
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(ii) There exist 61 > 0 and J2 > 0 satisfying Condition 4.15 and n > 0 such

that
inf inf Re{d? (t,7)} =n > 0.
(r,p)e%1XK§2 (t,‘r)E(—Ell)x(—l,l) eldrp(t:7)} 20
Proof. See Appendix B.1. o

Another relevant function required to establish holomorphic extensions
of our integral operators is the following. For each arc parametrization r :
(—1,1) —» R? we define Q, : (=1,1) x (=1,1) > R as

dp(t, 7)

Qr(t,7) =% (t—7)%’
r'(t)-r'(t), t=s,

t#7, (t,7) € (=1,1) x (=1, 1),

One can prove the following result.
Lemma 4.17. Let m € N and a € [0,1], and let K be an (m, a)-admissible set
of arc parametrizations.
(i) There exists 6 = §(K) > 0, depending upon K only and satisfying Con-
dition 4.14, such that the map
Ksr— QT € Cmil’a ((_17 1) x (_]—a 1)a C)

admits a bounded holomorphic extension into K.
(it) There exists a constant ( = ((K,§) > 0, depending upon K and § only,

such that
inf inf Re{Q(t, = G,
’f'ler}(a (t77_)€(7¥’11)><(71’1) Q{Q( T)} C
inf inf Re{Q, 1 (t,7)} =¢,

reKs (t,7)e(—1,1)x (—1,1)
where Q1 represents the multiplicative inverse 1/Qy.
(ii) The map
Kasr—Q,'eC™ 1 ((-1,1) x (-=1,1),C)
admits a bounded holomorphic extension into K.

Proof. See Appendix B.2. o

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 dj ,, and Q..

By (3.3), for two—not necessarily different—arc parametrizations r, p :
(—1,1) — R?, one can write

G(r(t),p(r)) = log(dy ,(t, 7)) F1(d] (¢, 7)) + Fa(dy (¢, 7). (4.3)

The next result follows straightforwardly from Lemma 4.16 and the structure
assumed for G(-,-) in (3.3).
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Lemma 4.18. Let m € N and « € [0,1], and let K',K? be two (m,a)-
admissible sets of arc parametrizations satisfying Assumption 4.13. Then,
there exist d1,02 > 0 satisfying Condition 4.15 such that the map

Kl X K2 3 (T7p) = G(T(t)7p(7-)) eCc™ ((_15 1) X (_17 1)7(C) (44)
admits a bounded holomorphic extension into Kgl X ng,

Proof. By Lemma 4.16 (ii), there exist 1,02 > 0 such that the real part
of the logarithm argument in (4.3) is bounded from below away from zero.
Hence, the function G(7(t),p(7)) is well defined for all (t,7) € (—1,1) x
(—1,1), and for any non-intersecting arc parametrizations r,p : (—1,1) —
R2. Furthermore, by Lemma 4.16 (i) along with the fact that the logarithm
is analytic in the branch cut C\(—o0,0], one concludes that the map in (4.4)
admits a bounded holomorphic extension in Kj x K§ . o

For the self-interaction case, i.e. 7 = 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 d,(t,t) = 0, thus breaking the analyticity of the
logarithmic. In this case, we consider the following decomposition:

G(r(t),r(r)) = GE(t,7) + Go(t,7), (4.5)
where
G(t,7) = (log Qu(t, 7)) Fi(dy(t, 7)) + Fa(d(t, 7)),
G5 (t,7) = 2log |t — 7| Fy(d2(t, 7). (4.6)
Notice that now the logarithmic singularity has been isolated in the term G5

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

Lemma 4.19. Let m € N and « € [0,1], and let K be an (m,«)-admissible
set of arc parametrizations. Then there exists § > 0 satisfying Condition 4.14
such that

Kasr— GEec™ b ((~1,1) x (~1,1),C) and
Ksrw— Fi(d2)eC™"((—1,1) x (=1,1),C)
admit bounded holomorphic extensions onto K.
Proof. The only part that does not follow directly is the logarithmic term of

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

Remark 4.20. We have assumed that the functions Fy and F» in the decom-
position of G(x,y) stated in (3.3) are entire, and that they depend solely on
the square of the distance between points  and y. However, less restrictive
cases are to be considered. For example, we will consider cases where Fy, Fy
are replaced by the functions G1, G2 that take the following form:

Gi(t,7) = f; (v' (1), p' (D) Fy(dy (k= 7)), j=1,2,
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where f; are entire in both coordinates, and F; are as before for j = 1,2. Un-

der this assumption, both Lemmas 4.18 and 4.19 still hold true but the space

C™ ((—1,1) x (=1,1),C) has to be replaced by C™~ 1 ((—=1,1) x (—1,1),C),

as the functions f1, and fo 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 C™~ 1 ((=1,1) x (=1,1),C) anyway.

5. Shape Holomorphy of Domain-to-Solution Maps
We now study the holomorphic properties of the boundary-to-solution maps:

(T17~~~7T]V[) ad Arl,...,TM and (T17~~~7T]V[) = My rar

where Ap, . rus Mry,...ry 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

(7‘1, SR TM) = V"'17~~~7"'ZW) (’I"l, v 7TJW) = W7'17---77'1w7

on proper compact subsets of H;Vil cme ((—1, 1), RQ), where the bound-
ary integral operatos Vg, . .., Wy, . ., 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.

(ili) 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,peC;"" ((—17 1), RQ) be the parametrization of two open arcs. For u
defined in [—1, 1] we set

1
(Vepu) (t) = f G(r(t),p(r)u(r)dr, te(-1,1). (5.1)
-1
Following the notation of Section 3.2, we have V,, ... = (Vo . ry )i, for
ij=1,..., M.

Due to the fundamental solution structure (3.3) as well as Lemmas 4.18
and 4.19, the operator V., (5.1) can be expressed in terms of Ry, Ly and
Sy introduced in Section 4.4. The function G(r(t),p(7)) 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 e N, a € [0,1], s € R, one of the following conditions
needs to hold:

(i) s>—1 ands+2 <m+a,

(ii)) s<—%, and 3 —s <m+a.
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 V,. , upon a set of arc parametrizations.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that Condition 5.1 holds for some m € N, a € [0, 1], and
s e R.

(i) Let K be an (m,«)-admissible set of arc parametrizations. Then, there

exists 6 > 0, depending only on K and satisfying Condition 4.14, such
that

Kare Vepe LTS, W) and Ksr e V., e LU, Y

admit bounded holomorphic extensions into Ks. Furthermore, for each
r € K it holds that V.. € L(T*, W*T1) is a Fredholm operator of index
zero.

(ii) Let K, K? be two (m,a)-admissible sets of arc parametrizations satis-
fying Assumption 4.13. Then, there exist d;, 63 > 0, depending on K
and K? and satisfying Condition 4.15, such that the maps

K'x K3 (r,p) = Vype L(T, W) and
K' x K% 3 (r,p) — Vpp e LU, Y1)

admit bounded holomorphic extensions into Kgl X K§2. Moreover, for
any (r,p) € K5 x K3 the maps Vy p € L(T*, WsH1) V., e L(U®,Y*)
define compact operators.

Proof. For the sake of brevity, we assume that P is scalar and consider only
spaces T°, W5T1, as either vector P or the case of spaces U®,Y**! follow
verbatim.

We start by proving item (i), i.e. when p = 7 for V,. ,.. To this end, let
us recall the decomposition of the fundamental solution (4.5) and define Vf”,,
(resp. V,?,.) for the integral operator with kernel GZ (resp. G7). Hence, we
first proceed to show that Vf”,, fulfills the assumptions of Theorem 4.5.

(i) The operator V,7, satisfies Theorem 4.5 with S =1 and p, = GF.
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(if) Thus, it follows from Lemma 4.19 that there exists 6 > 0 such that
GRecm 1o ((-1,1) x (-1,1),0C),
for each r € K. Furthermore, Lemma 4.19 ensures that the map
Ksr— GEec™ b ((~1,1) x (—1,1),C)

admits a bounded holomorphic extension into K.

(iii) By assuming that Condition 5.1 holds for a triple (m,a, s), it follows
from Corollary 4.9 that for each r € K5 one has V. € £ (T%, Wst1),
and that, furthermore, it defines a compact operator, satisfying

V2ol oo gy < 1G]

cm=la((=1,1)x(—1,1),C) ’ (52)

where the implied constant is independent of the parametrization r :

(—1,1) — R%. By (5.2) and, again, Lemma 4.19 the quantity |V,2 | z(7s ws+1)

is uniformly bounded over r € Ks.

It follows from Theorem 4.5 that the map K 3 r — Ve L£(T*, W**!)
admits a bounded holomorphic extension onto Kj.

Now, let us consider G and decompose it as follows: G = G5! + G2
with:

Gl (t,7) = 2F) (d2(t, 1)) log |t — 7],
GS2(t,7) = 2(F1(d2(t,7)) — Fi(d2(t,t))) log |t — 7|.

The integral operator with kernel Gy'! (resp. G3?) is denoted by V,%;! (resp.
V,5;2). Observe that for each r it holds d2 (¢, ¢) = O for all ¢t € (—1,1), and thus,
Fi(d2(t,t)) = F1(0). Consequently, V,%! is independent of the parametriza-
tion and it follows from Corollary 4.10 that V%! € £(T*, W**!). The map
r +— V21 is trivially holomorphic, as it is constant with respect to the
parametfization r. Moreover, in the representation of the fundamental so-
lution we have assumed that F3(0) # 0. Hence, V,%! is invertible from 7'
into W*+1 (¢f. [21]). Notice that when P is a vector-valued operator the con-
clusion still holds as F}(0) is assumed to be an invertible matrix. However,
for the pair U®, Y**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,%:2 fulfils the assumptions of
Theorem 4.5. /

(i) Taylor’s theorem yields
1
Fi(dy (7)) — F1(0) = do(t,7)? f Fl(nd2 (¢, 7))dn,
0

where we have used d,.(t,t) = 0 for all t € (—1,1). By expanding the
distance function, for each (¢,7) € (—1,1) x (—1,1) we obtain

Fi(dy(t,7)%) — F1(0) = (t — 7)2 fo(t, T)
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where

fer) = ([ (ol - oan) - ([ (i ) )

0 0
1
X f Fi(ndz (¢, ))d.
0

We obtain the following representation of G2
G§72(ta T) = (t - T)Q IOg |t - T|f7°(t7 7—)'

Consequently, for each r» € K, the operator Vf;? fits the framework of
Theorem 4.5 with S(t) = t?log |t| and pi(t,7) = fr(t, 7).
(i) It follows from Lemma 4.19 that the map

Karw— f,eC™ b ((-1,1) x (-1,1),C)

admits a bounded holomorphic extension into K; for some § > 0.
(iii) Assume that the triple (m, «, s) satisfies Condition 5.1. Then, by Corol-
lary 4.11, for each 7 € K we have that V,%;? € £ (T*,W**t!), and,

furthermore, V,f;? defines a compact operator satisfying the bound

||V'I°S,;‘2||[,(T.<7Ws+l) S ”f"'”C’”—l"“((fl,l)x(fl,l),([j)- (53)

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

It follows from Theorem 4.5 that the map K 3 r — V5% € L(T*,W**!)
admits a bounded holomorphic extension onto Kj.

Lastly, we obtain the holomorphic extension of V., by acknowledging
that

Ver =VE 4V 4+ V52,

since the three operators on the right-hand side have holomorphic extension
at least in K¢, for 0 < £ < 6. On the other hand VTI?T,VT%;Q are compact
operators, and since V,%;! is invertible, V;. ,. is Fredholm of index zero.

The proof of the second part of the lemma is proved as with the part
involving V,2., but by using Lemma 4.18 instead of Lemma 4.19. We skip it
for the sake of brevity. o

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

Wrp) () = 3 | GO0.pE)utr)dr + [ Er(e)ptr)ur)ir

where again we have Wy, ., = (Wy,  r\ )i, and also the next result.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that Condition 5.1 holds for some m € N, a € [0, 1], and
seR.
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(i) Let K be an (m,«)-admissible set of arc parametrizations. Then, there
exists § > 0, depending only on K and satisfying Condition 4.14, such
that

K 570 Wep € L(U°,Y°7),

admits a bounded holomorphic extensions into Ks. Furthermore, for any
r € Ks one has that W, , € L(U?, Y*~1) is a Fredholm operator of index
zero.

(ii) Let K, K? be two (m, a)-admissible sets of arc parametrizations satis-
fying Assumption 4.13. Then, there exist 1,02 > 0, satisfying Condition
4.15, such that the map

K' x K23 (r,p) — Wy pe LU, Y1),

admits a bounded holomorphic extensions into Ks, x Ks,. Moreover, for
any (r,p) € Kgl X K§2, the map W, , € L(U*,Y*71) 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 Wy, = W, , + W}, with

(W) 0= 5, | Glr(0).p(r) -0l

1
(W2p0) () = | &r(o). pr)ulr)dr,
-1
For W,{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

1
2F1(0)%f_110g|t—s|%u(r)ds, (5.4)
The factor 2F; (0) 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 £(U*, Y1) (¢f. [21]).

The operator W,%p can be analyzed as in Lemma 5.2, so as to find
that Wf’p eL (US, YS‘H). Therefore, by the compact embedding of the cor-
responding spaces (see Section 2.1) we have that Wf’p e L (US,stl) is a
compact operator. o

Remark 5.4. In practice, the term G of Maue’s representation formula in-
cludes a factor involving normal vectors. This ensures that the corresponding
functions Fy, Fy 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:

G(t.) = £ (0,77 (0), .7 (0, (1), P (1), P (7)) Fy (2 (1)),

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

(i) s>—3%, and s+ 3 +n<m+a,
(ii)) s< 5, and 3+n—s<m+a.

5.2. Multiple arcs (M > 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 > 1 arcs (¢f. 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 (m, «)-admissible sets of parametriza-
tions K, ..., KM satisfying Assumption 4.13. Let 6y,...,0n be M strictly
positive real numbers, satisfying:
(i) Each &; is such that Condition 4.14 is fulfilled in the compact set K7,
forj=1,...,M.
(11) For each (8;,9;) with i,j € {1,...,M} and i # j, Condition 4.15 is
fulfilled in K* x K7,

Theorem 5.6. Let s € R, m € N and « € [0,1] be such that Condition 5.1
is fulfilled. Let K1,..., KM be M (m,«)-admissible sets of parametrizations
satisfying Assumption 4.13. Then there exist 61,...,0p > 0 satisfying Con-
dition 5.5 such that

s+1>

),

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

V’I‘l,’l‘l V’I‘l,’l‘z tee V’I‘l,’I‘M

V’I‘z,’l‘l V’I‘2,7‘2 tee V’I‘z,’I‘M

M
K'x...x KM s (r,...,r0) = Vi, meﬁ(]_[

n:]z L:li

M
Kl><...><KMa(rl,...,rM)»—>Wr1,m,r (H
XKJVI

admit bounded holomorphic extensions into K51 X ...

V7’1:~~~7"'1V1 =

V"'}\/I sT1 V"'}\/I sT2 t V"'}\/I ST M
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It follows from Lemma 5.2 that there exist d1,...,d) > 0 satisfying
Condition 5.5 such that the maps

K7 537>V, € L(T, W),
K'x K7 5 (ri,rj) = Vi, oy € L(T5, W) 4 £ 4,

admit bounded holomorphic extension into K gj and Kgi x K gj, respectively.
Since each component has a holomorphic extension, by defining the norms
for Hj\il T® and H;‘il W4*1 as the standard Euclidean norm of a Cartesian
product space, we directly deduce that

M M
K'x . . . KMs(ry,...,r0) = Ve v €L (H T*, HWS“)
j=1 j=1

admits a bounded holomorphic extension into K gl ox KM o

Onrt

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 Ay, .. r, and py, . r,,, solution to the Dirichlet and Neumann
problems, respectively, depend holomorphically upon perturbations of arc
parametrizations rq,...,7ras.

Theorem 5.7. Under the same hypothesis of Theorem 5.6, there exists n > 0
such that the maps

M
Kix...x Ky s (... ,my) o Apy ey € [ [ T° (5.5)
j=1
and
M
Kl X ... X K]u =] (7‘1, e ,TM) = oy ey € HUG (56)
j=1
admit bounded holomorphic extensions into K% X K,é‘/f, where for each
(r1,..., ) € KY x oo x KM we have that Ay, ..y and fip, .y 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 (r1,...,7a) € K x ... K™ 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.

Vorwr e 0 0 o Viiwy
V7‘1,~~~,7‘M = + (57)
0 N A Vesern o 0
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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 V., ., €

L (Hj.”il T, 1Y, WSH) —also Wiy €L (Hjﬂil U1, YS*l)—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 (r1,...,7p) € K x --- x KM the operators Vi, .,
W, ...y are invertible mapping as follows

M M

(Viywn) €L (]‘[ Wert, ]‘[TS) :
Jj=1 Jj=1
M M

(Woyon) LEL (]_[ YL ] IUS) :
j=1

=1

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 n > 0 such the maps

M M
K'x o ox KMa(r,...,rp) = (Vayown) L €L (H Wett) H’JI‘S>
j=1

j=1
M M

K'x oo ox KMs(ry,....rp) = (We o) L €L (]‘[ Yo, HUS>
j=1 j=1

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

( £,~~,rM)j = fD or; and (fT{Y’...mM)j _ fNOrj,

and we assumed that fP, fIV 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

M M M
D s+1 N s+1 s—1
Tl "M € HW 4 f7‘1,~~,'l°M € HY = HY .
j=1 j=1 j=1

Furthermore, once again using that f2, fV are entire functions, it is direct
to see that the maps (r1,...,ra) — £2 . cand (ri,...,ry) — £N
admit bounded holomorphic extensions to any region. The final result follows

by composition of maps with holomorphic extensions. o
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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

(Lu) (x) = fﬂ O, (t), ..., rar(t)) - u(t)dt, xeR?,

where uw = X or u = pu, solutions of the corresponding BIEs (Problem 3.4),
and 9 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,
(r1,...7rym) — L, has a bounded holomorphic extension, and secondly, by the
previous theorem,, w 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 79,73, ... 77'%1 a collection of M arc
parametrizations, each of them contained in ;" ((—17 1), Rz), and such that
no crossing among them occurs. Specifically, we consider the next affine-
parametric arc parametrizations:

e}
Tjy, = r? + Z yiry, j=1,...,M, wyj:=(y])nen €U, (5.8)
n=1

where, for each j € {1,..., M}, the sequence {r}},en = C™ ((—17 1),R2).
ForeachneNand j =1,..., M, let us set

b;’ = Hr;l and bJ = {b?}neN (59)

HC’"””((*LI),R%
In order to restrict ourselves to admissible geometric configurations, i.e. arc
parametrization satisfying r;,, € C;"* ((—=1,1),R?) for j = 1,...,M and
each y € 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 € N the sequence bj € (P(N) for some p e (0,1).
(i1) There exists a single ¢ € (0,1) such that, for each j € {1,..., M}, it
holds that

[e0]
n\/ : 0y/
sup r2) ()| < inf r:) (t)].
o SVl <c 1680
(ii) There exists n € (0,1) such that, for any i,j € {1,..., M} and for each
Yi,Y; € U, one has

. 0 _ .0
S (t,T)E(—Hllf)x(—l,l) Hrl &)= (T)H '

0
DL uri(E) — gy (r)
n=1
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In the following, for j € {1,..., M} we set

0

K; = {rj,y e ™« ((—17 1),R2) Iy = 7';-) + Z y'ri, Yy = {y"}nen € U} .
n=1

(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 € U. Moreover, one can now
obtain a proper set of arc parametrizations as shown below.

Lemma 5.10. Let K1,..., Ky < C™ ((—1,1),R?) be as in (5.10) for some
m €N and a € [0,1], and let Assumption 5.9 be satisfied. Then Ki,..., Ky
are (m,a)-admissible arc parametrizations in the sense of Definition 4.13
satisfying Assumption 4.13.

Proof. We start by proving that for each y € U the arc parametrization r; , :
(—1,1) — R? defined as in (5.8) renders an element of C;" ((—1,1),R?).
The proof follows substantially that of [17, Lemma 6.2], however we include
the details for the sake of completeness.

For ¢t,7 € (—1,1), we directly have that
[e0]
() = () + Dy (rp(t) — (7))
n=1
Hence, by the Taylor expansion of 7;,, for every j = 0,...M, there exist
&€ (—1,1) such that

175,5(8) = 73,4 (T =

|7y (t) —7jy(T)]| = (t—7)

> (t-7) (n o -

By Assumption 5.9 (ii), we obtain

Iy @l -

We deduce that r; 4 is injective for every y € U, thus it has a global inverse.
Furthermore, if we make the same analysis for the tangent vector we have
that

(s O] > (||<r9->’<t>|| -5

Thus, the tangent vector is nowhere null, and we have that K; < ;" ((—1,1),R?).
As explained in Section 4.2, it follows from [9, Lemma 2.7] that each K is

a compact subset of C™¢ ((—17 1),R2), thus rendering each of those sets

(m, a)-admissible arc parametrizations.

5 e

>(1-¢) inf @2 @)]>0.

te(—1,1)

te(—1,1)

) (1=¢) _inf [(r5)'(t)] > 0.
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To conclude, we verify that under Assumption 5.9 the sets Ki,..., Ky
fulfill Assumption 4.13. Using item (iii) in Assumption 5.9 For any ¢,j €
{1,..., M} and for each y;,y; € U, one has that

[7ig: (8) = 75, ()| = | 70@) + D g (1) = 70(7) = D yar} (1)

0
> |[[r20) =)@ = || X v @) =y (D] = (L—n) >0,
n=1

as stated. =
Let us set for each y € U
Ay = Ary i rary,, A Py =Ly
where the elements y1,ys,...yy € U are defined as
Yi)n = Yjanm, Je{l,...,M}, neN.

We will make use of the set K := K; x ... x Kj; © H;Vil cme ((-1,1),R?),
which can be written as

1,y T?
0 0
T2,y, T2
K =<4k, = = + D Ynkn, Y= {yn}nen € U ¢,
. n=1
"M,y T%4
wherein,
T 0 0 r? 0 0
1 2
T3 0 0 T3 0
{kn}nEN = : ’ : PR ’ : ) 5. ’
0 0 T 0 0 r3,
or more rigorously k, = rj[g)] €j(n), with [%] the upper integer part of 7,
and j(n) is one plus the residual of the integer division ”—]\7[1 We also define
the parameter norm set:
b= {[knlp | ema(-1,1)r2) bnen (5.11)

Theorem 5.11. Let Condition 5.1 hold for some m € N, a € [0,1], and s € R.
Let Assumption 5.9 be satisfied with b; for j =1,...,M as in (5.9) and for
some p € (0,1). Then the maps

M M

Usy—Aye [T, and Usy—pye]]U°

Jj=1 Jj=1
are (b, p, €)-holomorphic for some e > 0, p€ (0,1) 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(N) by Assumption 5.9 (i). Finally, we observe that
by Theorem 5.7, the maps

M
K5 (ri....;tu) = Ay € | [ T2
Jj=1

M
K> (’I"l, s 7TJW) = Hry,..ryn € HUQ

Jj=1

have bounded holomorphic extensions. Moreover, by definition Ay, py, we
have that Ay = Ay, gy = pi,, where Ay, pi, are the corresponding ele-
ments f(ky) in Theorem 4.4. The results then follow from Theorem 4.4 as
stated. o

Remark 5.12. The result stated in Theorem 5.11 enables us to conclude the

parametric holomorphy of linear functionals acting on Ay and py (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 x € Ry is given by P =
—A — k2. In order to ensure well-posedness, one prescribes the following
behavior at infinity

lim |x|? <a—“ - mu) —0,
Jac|—c0 ||
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. B,u = n -
Vu = 0npu for u smooth enough, with continuous extensions to Sobolev spaces
[30, Lemma 4.3]. The fundamental solution of the operator P = —A — k? in
two-dimensional space is
i

T (sl —yl). xyeR?, (6.1)

Gr(x,y) =
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where Hél) denotes the Hankel function of first kind and order zero, defined

as Hél)(z) = Jo(z) +iYo(z) for z # 0, where Jy, Yy 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 k > 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

1
Gr(x,y) = =~ log[x — y|*Jo(klx — y|) + R(s[x — y|*),

where the first kind Bessel function Jy, and R are entire functions. Further-
more, from [1, 9.1.12], one has that Jy(0) = 1, and also Jo(2) = jo(2?2), with
Jjo being an entire function. Hence, the representation of the form of (3.3)
holds with

Fi(z) = —%jg(nz), and F5(z) = R(kz).

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]:

W, radigult) =5 [ Gty (n) s

1
—k? Ll(ri;(t) (M) G(ri(t), mi(7))u(r)dr.

Thus, following the notation of Section 3.2 we have that

G(ri(t), (7)) = =K*(ri(t) - 75(r))G(ri(t), r;(7)).

Notice that this function has almost the same structure of G(r;(t),r;(7))
except for the loss of one degree of regularity because of the factors r;, and
r’.. However, as mentioned in Remark 4.20, this does not have any impact,

J
and we obtain the corresponding results for the Neumann problem. o

Remark 6.2. For k = 0 (Laplace operator), the fundamental solution becomes
G(x,y) = —4 log||x — y|%. 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? for the subspace of functions such that {u,1) =0 (cf. [42, 24]).

6.2. Elastic Wave Operators

In this case, one has that P = aA + (a + B)VV - +w?. The parameters «, 3
are called Lamé parameters?, with o > 0, a+ 3 > 0, and w > 0 is the angular

3Typically, these are denoted 1, A but we have changed this convention to «, § so as to avoid
any confusion with solutions of Dirichlet and Neumann problems, A and p, respectively.
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frequency. We also define two associated wavenumbers

2 2
2. W 2, W

= kii=—.
PToa+28 7 Jé;
The co-normal trace corresponds to the traction operator, defined as:
Bnu = an(div(u)) + 280,u + Ant(div(ut)),

where for v = (vi,v2) we set v = (vg, —v;). 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
G _ g ¢ (1) )
(5,y) = 1 HS (o) + —5 VsV (" () = B (ky) ) (6.2)
43 4w?

where d := |x—y|, and I denotes the identity matrix. Alternatively, following
[26] this can be expressed as

G(x,y) = G/ (I + G*(d)D(x —y),

dd’

where D(d) = FIEk an

d

1 ,_L (1) _ i
G (d) := 46H0 (ksd) 1o

() i i (P Ched) — 20 H} (k)
T 4dw? d

(ke HEY (ko) = by H{ (k) )

+ k2HSY (kpd) — kaé”(ksd))

Using the expansion of Hankel functions [1, 9.1.10 and 9.1.11], we can express
G', G? as
GI(d) = R/ (d) + (logd®)J?(d), j=1,2.

where R', R? are entire functions on the variable d?, and

Jo(ksd 1
Jl(d) S 04(7(6 ) + Tr2d (kle(ksd) — prJl (kpd)),
1 [ 2k J1(ked) — 2k, J1 (kyd)
J*(d) := ~ o < y PP+ k) Jo(kpd) — K2 Jo(ksd) |

Hence, from the series expansion of Bessel functions of zeroth and first order,
we have that J!, J2 are entire functions in the d? variable, and also that

1 1
1 - - kQ _ k2 2 =0.
TN0) = 5~ gk~ KD ) =0
Thus, we can express the fundamental solution as
G(x,y) = (logd®)J + R, (6.3)

where J = JY(d)I + J?(d)D(x — y), and R = RY(d)I + R*(d)D(x —y). The
only difference with the canonical expression (3.3) is the presence of a factor
D(x —y). Let us study the properties of this factor.
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Lemma 6.3. Consider two arcs r, and p and define the matriz function D, p

(rj(t) = p;(7)) - (r&(t) = pi(7)) r#p,or,t#s
(D p(t, 7))k = d( t,7)

otherwise

where j, k € 1,2, and also two compact sets K*, K* < C;"* ((—1,1),R?) for
some m € N, and « € [0,1].

(i) For K' = K2, if we select § as in Condition 4.14, then it holds that
reE Kl g (DT‘J')jJﬂ € Cm—l,a ((_17 1) X (_17 1)) (C) ) ja k = 1; 27

has a holomorphic extension in Kj.
(ii) For K',K? disjoint sets, if 01,02 as in Condition 4.15, then the map

(r,p) € K' x K? > (Dyp)jr € C™* ((—1,1) x (=1,1),C), j,k=1,2,
has a holomorphic extension in Kgl X ng,

Proof. For the first part, if ¢ # 7 we have that

(Dol r)e = Q22 7) (rj (t) — rj(T)) . (rk(t) - m(ﬂ) ’

t—T1 t—T1

where again Q. 1(¢,7) = 1/Q.(t,7), 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. o

Corollary 6.4 (Elastic case). Consider the Dirichlet and Neumann BIEs (Prob-
lem 3.4) for the time-harmonic elastic kernel (6.2) for a >0, a+ > 0, and
w > 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
D, . factor.

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

Wov i = | Ga(ri(0).ry () (r)ds

1 i\T ' ui (T
+% Ll Gz(Ti(t)vTj(T))dué—yds + Ll Gs(ri(t),r; (T))d éi )ds (6.4)

+% Jil G’Q(T‘i(t), T (T))Uj (T)ds,
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where the first kernel function is

i

G (ri(0),5(r) = |

— B (i (n)e ()T — () ()T HY (ked)—

? J

p? (r- (OrH () HSY (k) )

(p? - @rs- ()T = i) - v (DD HGY (kod)

which only has logarithmic singularities as it is composed of a combination
zeroth-order Hankel functions. Hence, it corresponds to the term G 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

Go(ri(t),m;(7)) = 4B2AG(ri(t), 7; (7)) A + iBHY (kd)I,

where A = <(1) _01> 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

PBri-)(ri(t) —r;(1)
2d

which can be shown not to have any singularities*, but the structure still
is the one described in Remark 4.20, only with G; = 0. The associated
integral BIO in (6.4) can be seen as a map in £ (U, W#), where the range
is in W* instead of Y°. This is due to the fact that if we start in U®, 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 £ (U®,Y#), and hence
it is compact in £ (US, stl). The corresponding holomorphic extension then
follows arguing as in the regular part of Theorem 5.2. The final kernel function
is

(Rt (ko) = iy H (k) ) A,

; 1 1L \T
Ga(ri(t),rs(r)) = L) r2 d(T))TJ S (R (o) — ke H ) )
which is also a regular kernel, whose structure is described in Remark 4.20,
with G; = 0. The mapping properties of the associated operator are not
easily derived since, if u; € U®, the evaluation of the BIO, discarding the
derivative, would lie in Y**!. Yet, we do not have a characterization of the
derivative map in Y**!. We circumvent this by using (2.4), and so if u; € U*
then u; € T, and hence the evaluation of the integral operator is in W*+1,
Thus, by (2.5) the full operator is in £ (U*, Y*) and compact in £ (U*,Y*~!).
Then, the holomoprphic extension follows as in the previous case. o

4This is almost the same as G! found in the analysis of the weakly-singular operator.



40

José Pinto, Fernando Henriquez and Carlos Jerez-Hanckes

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 Holder 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 e, (t) =
exp (int), for n € Z, and the bi-periodic basis as e, i(¢,7) = e, (t)e)(7), n,l €
Z.

We begin by introducing the Sobolev-Slobodeckij norm for bi-periodic
functions with domain [—m, 7] x [—m,7]. Let n = (n1,n2) € N3, and v =
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(71,72) € [0, 1]2, we define
HgH?I’Y = Z Z Hafagg(t, T)H2L2([—7r,ﬂ']><[—7r,7r]) + |8;l1 (‘)229“77—) ?Y
p<ny g<nz

where the Sobolev-Slobodeckij semi-norm is defined as

e[ [ [ [ |ua:y—u<t P bultr) —ule D

1+2 127
bln |z— t‘) " (bll’l ly— S‘) "
2

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

Cu,v)y = f J J f Au(z,t,y, $)Av(z, t,y, s) drdydids,

‘T t| 142y ly—s| 14272
sin 3

where, the difference operator A is given by
A’U,(J?’ ta Y, 5) = ’U,(J?7 y) - U’(ta y) + U’(ta T) - 'U:(J?, 5)

Following the uni-variate case [27, Theorem 8.6|, we derive the following two
results.

Lemma A.1. For (ny,l1), (na,l2) € Z* we have that:
<€n1,l17€n2,l2>~y = 165”1777:2511712‘971 (nQ)S’Yz (l2)7

where gnm = 270p,m, forn,meZ, and

B T . n 2 |’U,| 1—-2a
Sa(n) = L (sm §u) (bln 7) du.

Proof. We compute the inner product between two basis, ey, ;, and en, ,.
By permuting integration variables, one has that

n A —n2,—l2 )
<€n1,l17€n2,l2>7 f f f f c 17[1 z y) c it (x t Y, 8 ) dxdydtds

|z—t| 7t\ 14271 ly—s| 14272
Sln (Sln )

2

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

as
. eny i1 (T, Y)€—ny,—15 (X, Y)
I := J‘,w Jﬂr Jﬂr J‘,W ‘Tl t} I+271 2 \;—SI 27, dadydtds,
(Sln T)
eny, (T, Y)e—ny,—1 (8 Y)
J f J f e, dedydids,
—mJ—rmJ—mJ—7 Sln \ac t| (Sln |y S‘)
2

€nyip (T y)e,n _1,(t, 1)
Is= J‘, J, J, J‘, \Tltll 1+2m ( 2 ;—s|)1+2w2 drdydrds,
si 2

IQZ

S

€ny,l Z‘ y)e_ 1l (x S)
I4 : f J‘ f J‘ = tl 1+2v = T+272 dxdydtds
—nrJ—nmJ—mJd—7 Sln \w | (Sln |y25‘)
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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

e —1-2v T —1—272
I = 6py 001y 00 f sin M duf sin M dv,
) ’ . 2 . 2
T 7172’71 T 7172’}/2
Iy := —6pny 0y 01005 J €_ny(u) (sin |—Z|) duf (sin %) dv,

m —1-2v ™ —1-27
€_ny(u) (sin %') du f e_1,(v) (sin %) dv,

—T

- N T |u| —1-2v T |’U| —1—272
I = _5"1’n'26l1’12f <sin 7) duf e_1,(v) <sin 7) do.

Since the Fourier basis elements are e, (t) = cos(nt) + i sin(nt), onw can use
the symmetries of cosine and sine functions to obtain

r (1=, () (sin %') T ru—cos(ngu)) <sin %) T

—m 0

I3 = g’nl,nzéll,lz J‘

—T

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

" A J mguy2 (o Ju[ T
f (1 —e_pn,(u)) <sm 5 du=4 . (sm 5 ) sin = du.

—T

Using this, we find

<en17nzaell712>’)’ = 165"1@2511712

T  nou 2 ) |u| —1—-2v T ) lQ'U 2 ) |'U| —1—2~2
(sm —) sin — du sin — sin — du.
0 2 2 0 2 2
which is equivalent to the statement of the lemma. o

Lemma A.2. Let v = (y1,7%2) € [0,1]%, and o a bi-periodic function in
[—7, 7] x [—m, 7], then

lol3, s S Tl Z2(onmyx[—ma)) + l2f3s
i.e. the Sobolev norm for two pure fractional orders 1,72 of a bi-periodic

function is bounded by the Sobolev-Slobodeckij norm of order (0,0), (v1,72)-

Proof. We consider a function g expanded in terms of bi-periodic Fourier
basis functions. By Lemma A.1, it holds that

02 = ooy = Y, Y 18nal*Sy (1) S5, (1)

n=—0o |=—0

From [27, (8.8)], we have that the function S,(n) from Lemma A.1, behave
as S,(n) = (n?)?, for a € [0, 1]. Consequently,

o0 o0
o2 = Y Y [GaalP(n?) (12,

n=—0o0 [=—0o0
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We can now use the well-known inequality (1+n?)" < (n?)” +1—analogously
for | and 7,—, so that

0 0
lol3, 0o = D0 25 W+n*) (1421300 < [0l + |l m g —me)

n=—0o[l=—0

as stated. o

A.1. Proof of Lemma 2.1
We will first show that ||g|? ., can be bounded by the Sobolev-Slobodeckij

norm [g|3 ,, with n = ([s1],[s2]), and v = ({s1},{s2}), where [s1], [s2]
denote the integer parts of si, sy respectively and {s1},{s2} are the corre-
sponding fractional parts. By definition, one has that

0 [ee]

Il e = 25 25 (L) B )01 n?) Il (1 4 7))

n=—0l=—0ow

Using the inequality (1 +n?)® < (n?)® + 1, we get

0 0
|9H§1,52 < Z Z (1+n2){31}(1"‘12){32}(1"‘”2[31])(1+12[SQ])|§n,l|2

n=—o |=—w0
[ 1] [s2] ©
DU DT @ e+ )R+ ) (1 4 129) (G
szq On=—wl=—w
[s1] [s2] ©
< > (1+n2) (14 2) 020 (14 020129 (5, 0]

We notice that the Fourier coefficients of d¥0g are in fact (in)P(il)%gn,;.

Hence, we obtain that
(a[”] o T))
n,l
[ee] 0

s1] [s2] oo o)

HgHsl,sz < Z Z 1+n ){51}(1 + 12){52}
Z Z (1 +n2){s1}(1 + lz){82} |§n7l|2,
n=—00l=—op

2
+

—

p=0qg=0n 1=

(A1)
From the last inequality, we notice that for {s1} = {s2} = 0 so that
[s1] [s2] 2 0 0 )
VD D WD W (CRET) IS S Wi AT
p=0q=0n=—00 l=—00 n,l n=—0mwl=—0o0
Then, by Parseval’s identity we obtain
1912, 5 =< 19015, 521.0.0)
In any other case, {s1} > 0 or {s2} > 0, for every p € {0,...,[s1]} and

q€{0,...,[s2]} we define g7 = 0¥ 09g(t, ), and from (A.1) we see that we
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only need to show that

0

0
—~ 2
Z Z (1 +n)teb (1 +12)te2d gra, | < lelfo,00, (51} 1521)

n=—0o |=—o00

which holds by Lemma A.2 with o := pl*1}:[52], We conclude that

HgH91,92 ~ HgH([el [s2]),({s1},{s2})" (A2)

To finish the proof we will bound the general norm [g|3 ., in terms of a
C™ ([—m, ] x [-m, 7], C)-norm with appropiate m € Ny, and « € [0,1].
First, from the definition of Holder norms, it holds that

HgH ,(0,0) ~ HgHCm o ([—m, ] x[—m,7],C)s

for m + a = ny + no. For the purely fractional case, we have that for any
a,b> 0suchthat a+b=1

190¢1:.72) = 191200 ([ 71 [-,71,0)
|Z‘ _ t|2ao¢ |y _ 8|2ba
f J |a: t\ 1+2’y1 ‘TI 5| 1+272d5dy )
e sm YT sm

and thus, the right-hand 81de is finite only if @ > v1 + 2. However, this
condition cannot be used whenever v; + 72 = 1. For the latter, we assume
that m > 1, and by the mean value theorem, we see that

9(e.) — g(t,9) + 9(t,7) — 9(a. )| = J 21900 y) — g, s)dA\

= |z —t||019(&y) — drg(§, s)|
< |z =ty = s|*[glera (—mm)x[—7.7],0)-

Similarly, by reordering terms we conclude that

lg(z,y) = g(t,y) + 9(t,7) — g(z, 5)| < |y — sllz = t|*[gllcro (= w1 x[~m.71.0)-
Thus, for every a > 0,b = 0 such that a + b = 1 we have

|g|2 ~ HgHCI & ([—m, 7] x[—7,7],C)

(jz by — sfpreo)?
dxdydtds’
J‘—Tr f—w f—ﬂ' J‘—Tr bln ‘w tl 1+2m <bln ly— 5|)1+272 Y
2

and one can easily see that mtegrals in the right hand side are finite if o >
Y1 + v2 — 1. Finally, we conclude that

lgla < HgHZ”“"‘([—W,ﬂ']><[—7r,7r],(C)

formi+mot+ar+as<n+vyifa; +as <1,
for(ny+ne+1)+(m+1—1)<m+a,ify +vy > 1.

which is equivalent to

1902~ S 191m (o m]x[m.7].C);
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if ny +ng + 1 + 72 < m + . The statement of the lemma then follows from
this last bound and (A.2). o

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 me N, a € [0,1] and K < ;" ((—1,1),R?) be a compact
set of C™ ((—1,1),R?).
(i) It holds that

inf inf |r'(t)] >0 and sup sup |[r'(t)| < oo.
reK te(—1,1) reK te(—1,1)

(ii) There exists § > 0 such that
inf inf Re({(r'(t)-r'(t))} > 0.

reKs te(—1,1)

i.e. there exists § > 0 fulfilling Condition 4.14.

Proof. The first part follows from the continuity of
Z(r) = inf |7'(t)] and S(r):= sup |[r'(¢)]
te(—1,1)

te(—1,1)
in C;"* ((—1,1),R?). Indeed, if for each r € €} ((—1,1),R?) we consider
any p € C"™® ((—17 1),R2) such that |r — p[em.a((—1,1),r?) < €, one has that

Z(r) = Z(p)l < _inf [[[r'@®)] - [[p' O]

te(—1,1)

< inf ") —p' )] < llr — pllema_ )
t6(1£1171)||7'() p( )H lr = pllema(—1,1)r2) <€

Thus, one concludes that the map r — Z(r) 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

7, = inf Z(r) and S; = supS(r),
reK rek

and consider any element r € Kjs. Then, there is p € K such that |r —
p‘|Cm,a((71’1)’]R2) < 5, and it holds that

v = P 2 =)D+ (') (7 - D)
Therefore,
Re(r' - ') = I7 — 25,6 — 62,

and the result then follows by selecting § < /Z? + S8 — S;. o
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B.1. Proof of Lemma 4.16

First, we prove that the map
r,peC™* ((—-1,1),C*) x €™ ((-1,1),C%) — d} , € C™* ((—1,1),C)

has a Fréchet derivative at every point. Consequently, the holomorphic exten-
sion in compact sets of C; " ((—1,1),R?) xC;* ((—1,1), R?) follows directly.
We will limit ourself to the cases where m > 1, since the result is formulated
in terms of ¢/ ((~1,1),R?) and by convention C;"* ((—1,1),R?) = .

Consider two arbitrary functions r,p € C™¢ ((—1, 1),((:2). By defini-
tion, we have that

d7 ,(t,7)eC™ ((—-1,1) x (—1,1),C).
For a pair v', v? e C™® ((—17 1), (CQ), we define
Dd; v, v?](t,7) :=2(r(t) — p(7)) - (v'(t) — v*(7)),

which is linear in v',v? and lies in C"™% ((—1,1) x (—1,1),C). Finally, we
notice that

d? (t,7) —dp ,(t, 7) — Dd; p[v', v*](t,7) = don o (t, 7).

r+vl,p+v? vl 2

By the product derivation rule, we conclude that

[d21 2 (t, D)oo (1,1 % (=1,1),0) S2[0" lem.a(—1,1),02)0* [ema((=1,1),c2)
+ Hlegma((—Ln,«:z) + HvzHgm~a((—1,1),c2)
<[v'2 + 0?2
~ cme((—1,1),C%) cme((—1,1),02)-
Hence, Ddﬁ,p[vl,UQ] is in fact the Fréchet derivative of d37p. Since r,p are
arbitrary, the distance function is holomorphic in an arbitrary open set of
Cme ((S1,1),C) x Cme ((—1,1),C2).
For the final part, notice that since the sets are admissible, it holds that

I;= inf |r(t) —p(r)] > 0.

inf
(r,p)eK'xK?2 (t,7)e(—1,1)x(—1,1)

Using this along with the fact that for every d1, 2, K gl, and K §2 are bounded,
we conclude that there exist 1, d2 satisfying Condition 4.15. Furthermore, for
every r,p € Kj x Kj , we have that

Sﬁe(di’p(t, 7')) = Ig — 28(1((51 + 52) — (51 + 52)2,

where Sy, is defined as in Condition 4.15. Lastly, by considering the restriction
on 61,92 due to Condition 4.15, we directly have

Re(d2 ,(t,7)) > 0.
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B.2. Proof of Lemma 4.17

Consider r € (™ ((—1, 1),((:2), with m > 1, for the same reasons required
for the proof of Lemma B.1. By Taylor expansion, it is immediate that

Qr e C™ 1 ((—1,1) x (=1,1),C).
For v e C™® ((—17 1), CQ), let us define

2(r(t) —r(7)) - (v(t) —v(r))
D r tv = )
Qulv](t,7) o
with the continuous extension for ¢t = s, given by the Taylor expansions of r
and v. It is clear that DQ,[v] is linear in the v variable and also DQ.[v] €
Cm=1e((=1,1) x (=1,1),C). We also have that
o (t,7) = d7(8,7) + 2(r(t) — (7)) - (v(t) — (7)) + d (L, 7).

Therefore, one has that

Qriv(t,7) = Qr(t,7) + DQr[v](t,7) + Qu(t, 7).

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.16, we have that

|Qullem—ra(—1,1)x(=1,1),c2) S [01Em.a(_1.1).02)s
and one concludes that there is a Fréchet derivative everywhere. Thus, the
function has a holomorphic extension in ;" ((—1,1), R?).
Now, we show that the real part is strictly positive. Using the Taylor
expansion once again, we have that

d2(t, 1) = (t —s)? (fl r(t+6(s —t))d6> : Ul r’(t+5(s—t))d5> .

0 0
Consequently, we can write

Qnt,r) = (fl P (t+ 5(s — t))dé) - (fl P (t + 6(s — t))dé) .

0 0
The result then follows from the mean value theorem and selecting ¢ as in
Lemma B.1. The results for Q,.! follows using the fact that the function z~!
is holomorphic away from zero.
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