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Abstract

This work introduces a novel Trefftz Continuous Galerkin (TCG) method for 2D Helm-
holtz problems based on evanescent plane waves (EPWs). We construct a new globally-
conforming discrete space, departing from standard discontinuous Trefftz formulations, and
investigate its approximation properties, providing wavenumber-explicit best-approximation
error estimates. The mesh is defined by intersecting the domain with a Cartesian grid, and
the basis functions are continuous in the whole computational domain, compactly supported,
and can be expressed as simple linear combinations of EPWs within each element. This en-
sures they remain local solutions to the Helmholtz equation and allows the system matrix
to be assembled in closed form for polygonal domains. The discrete space provides stable
approximations with bounded coefficients and spectral accuracy for analytic Helmholtz so-
lutions. The approximation error is proved to decay exponentially both at a fixed frequency,
with respect to the discretization parameters, and along suitable sequences of increasing
wavenumbers, with the number of degrees of freedom scaling linearly with the frequency.
Numerical results confirm these theoretical estimates for the full Galerkin error.
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1 Introduction
Wave propagation problems pose significant numerical challenges, especially in the high-frequency
regime. In the 2D acoustic setting, a prototypical model is the homogeneous Helmholtz equation

−∆u− κ2u = 0, in a bounded Lipschitz domain Ω ⊂ R2, (1)

with wavenumber κ > 0. As κ increases, solutions become highly oscillatory and conventional
discretizations require very fine resolution. When the wavelength λ = 2π/κ is small compared to
the size of Ω, standard h-version finite element methods (FEM) demand an excessive number of
degrees of freedom (DOFs) and suffer from dispersion errors [4]; for instance with linear elements
the H1-numerical error scales like ∼ κ3h2 [23]. Several strategies have been proposed to mitigate
this difficulty, among which high-order polynomial methods such as hp-FEM [22, 3, 27] and
Trefftz methods [20] are the most prominent; see [24] for a comparison.
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Plane wave-based Trefftz methods. Trefftz methods offer an attractive alternative by build-
ing discrete spaces from local solutions of the Helmholtz equation itself. This design naturally
incorporates oscillatory behavior into the approximation, thereby reducing dispersion and achiev-
ing high accuracy with substantially fewer DOFs [18]. Notable examples include the Ultra Weak
Variational Formulation (UWVF) [7], Trefftz Discontinuous Galerkin (TDG) methods [18, 19],
the Variational Theory of Complex Rays (VTCR) [31], the Discontinuous Enrichment Method
(DEM) [14], the Fokas method [9, 34], and the Wave-Based Method (WBM) [10, 11].

A common choice of basis functions in Trefftz methods are propagative plane waves (PPWs),
defined as x 7→ eıκd·x with d ∈ S1. An important advantage of PPW-based formulations is that
integration over flat subdomains can be carried out in closed form with κ-independent effort [20,
Sec. 4.1], avoiding numerical quadrature and contributing to the overall efficiency and accuracy
of the method. While PPWs are highly effective in theory, offering local spectral convergence
as the number of basis functions increases [26, 29], their practical use is hampered by severe ill-
conditioning of the discrete linear systems [5, 6, 21, 25]. This instability stems from the nature of
PPW expansions: representing high-frequency components necessarily requires large coefficients
and cancellation, causing stagnation due to round-off errors [30, Th. 4.3]. Indeed, recent insights
from approximation theory [1, 2] have clarified that, in the presence of ill-conditioning, controlling
the coefficient norm, not just the best-approximation error, is crucial for numerical stability.

A promising strategy to overcome these limitations is to enrich the approximation space with
evanescent plane waves (EPWs). EPWs share the exponential form of PPWs, x 7→ eıκd·x, but
use complex-valued direction vectors d ∈ C2 satisfying d · d = 1. They combine oscillatory
behavior with exponential decay while preserving closed-form integration at a κ-independent
cost. Recent studies provide numerical evidence that EPW spaces yield accurate, stable approx-
imations with bounded coefficients [30, 32, 15]. EPWs also feature in WBM, DEM, and Fokas
methods. Nevertheless, a key challenge remains the construction of EPW sets that provably
ensure both accuracy and stability, as, to the best of our knowledge, no rigorous convergence or
coefficient-norm estimates are currently available in a Trefftz-like setting.

A new conforming EPW-based Trefftz space. We introduce a new Trefftz space for the
numerical approximation of the Helmholtz equation (1), built on a mesh obtained by intersecting
the domain Ω with a Cartesian grid Th of mesh size h > 0.

The construction of the Trefftz basis functions starts from local modes defined on a reference
rectangle. An L2-Hilbert basis is chosen on a single edge, extended by zero to the remaining edges,
and then lifted to the rectangle by solving the Helmholtz–Dirichlet boundary value problem, so
that each resulting function has trace supported only on the chosen edge. This construction
resembles that of the WBM method in [11, Sec. 2.5.2], where basis functions are obtained in
the same fashion by considering a Helmholtz–Neumann problem on a rectangular geometry.
These modes [11, Eq. (2.85)] solve a homogeneous mixed problem with impedance/sound-hard
conditions on opposite faces. In both approaches, the functions arise from separation of variables
and admit simple representations as linear combinations of EPWs. On the other hand, unlike the
WBM basis, the single-edge Helmholtz modes used here enjoy several orthogonality properties.

From these local modes, two complementary families of global basis functions are constructed,
associated with the edges and nodes of Th. For each edge, a family of basis functions is defined,
supported on the two adjacent cells and extended by zero elsewhere. On these cells, each function
coincides with a reference mode – oriented so that its nonzero trace lies along the edge itself –
such that it is continuous across the edge, and hence Ω. Node functions are defined analogously,
on a coarser mesh obtained by doubling the mesh size in only one coordinate direction, and only
for edges aligned with this coarsening direction. The resulting discrete space, spanned by Ne

edge and Nn node basis functions, is denoted VN(Th), with N = (Ne, Nn).
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As a consequence, VN(Th) defines a globally H1
κ(Ω)-conforming Trefftz space, in contrast to

standard Trefftz methods, which typically employ discontinuous variational formulations. This
structure allows for a continuous Galerkin discretization. Since VN(Th) is redundant by construc-
tion, a least-squares Petrov–Galerkin formulation with a regularized SVD is adopted, in the spirit
of [1, 2, 30, 15]. This approach ensures stability and robustness despite its higher computational
cost. Numerical results for the full Galerkin error align with the derived best-approximation
estimates.

Main approximation results. We establish wavenumber-explicit stability and accuracy esti-
mates for the discrete space VN(Th) on domains Ω tessellated by a Cartesian grid Th. Specifically,
we provide best-approximation error bounds in standard κ-dependent Sobolev norms – see Def-
inition 2.4 – in terms of the numbers of DOFs, Ne and Nn, namely

• (Algebraic convergence in Ne – analytic solutions). For any Nn ≥ 1, there exists an explicit
constant C > 0, independent of Ne, such that, for any Helmholtz solution u analytic on Ω,

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥H1
κ(Ω) ≤ CN−(2Nn−1/2)

e ∥u∥H2Nn+1
κ (Ω), Ne ≳ κh.

• (Geometric convergence in Nn – analytic solutions). If Ne grows linearly with Nn, with a
sufficiently large factor, then there exist explicit constants C > 0 and τ ∈ (0, 1), independent
of Ne and Nn, such that, for any Helmholtz solution u analytic on Ω,

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥H1
κ(Ω) ≤ CN7/2

n τ2Nn−1/2∥u∥H2Nn+1
κ (Ω), Nn ≳ κh.

• (Square root convergence in Ne – solutions in H2
κ(Ω)). There exists an explicit constant

C > 0, independent of Ne, such that, for any Helmholtz solution u ∈ H2
κ(Ω),

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥H1
κ(Ω) ≤ CN−1/2

e ∥u∥H2
κ(Ω), Ne ≳ κh.

In addition, we establish several stability results. Particularly, we show that the coefficient
norms in the discrete representation are uniformly bounded with respect to Ne and grow at most
quadratically in Nn; see Section 5.4.

The analysis also addresses the high-frequency regime, where the method shows its strengths:

• (High-frequency regime – analytic solutions). Under suitable shape-regularity assumptions
and assuming that the parameters Ne and Nn scale linearly with κh with sufficiently large
factors, there exists an unbounded set K ⊂ (0,+∞) and explicit constants C, η > 0, inde-
pendent of κh, such that, for any Helmholtz solution u analytic on Ω,

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥H1
κ(Ω) ≤ C|Th|(κh)5e−ηκh∥u∥H2Nn+1

κ (Ω), 1 ≪ κh ∈ K.

Equivalently, for any fixed mesh Th, there exists an unbounded sequence of wavenumbers along
which the best-approximation error decays exponentially.

On the one hand, this indicates that achieving a κ-uniform approximation error requires only
the number of DOFs to scale linearly with the wavenumber. In comparison, in 2D, standard
hp-FEM methods typically require #DOF ∼ κ2 to maintain constant accuracy [27, 28]. An
intermediate scaling is given by the Gaussian Coherent State (GCS) method [8], where #DOF ∼
κ3/2. On the other hand, the approximation does not merely maintain accuracy: the error
actually decays exponentially for analytic Helmholtz solutions. Although the previous result is
rigorously proved only for suitable diverging sequences that avoid resonance in the mesh cells,
numerical evidence suggests that this behavior extends beyond such a theoretical restriction.
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Outline of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce a local Trefftz space of Helmholtz solutions
on a reference rectangular cell, focusing on functions with trace supported on a single edge. We
prove that a relevant set of Helmholtz solutions lies in the closure of the span of these basis
functions, which leads to a local exponential approximation result.

In Section 3, we extend this construction globally to a domain partitioned into rectangular
cells. By defining C0(Ω)-continuous edge-based basis functions, we build a H1

κ(Ω)-conforming
Trefftz space. We then prove global approximation properties, but show that this space alone is
insufficient to approximate all Helmholtz solutions, motivating further enrichment.

To address these limitations, Section 4 introduces a complementary H1
κ(Ω)-conforming Tref-

ftz space associated with the mesh nodes. These additional functions are constructed to capture
solution components that cannot be expressed by edge contributions alone. We also establish
key properties of this nodal space that will be needed to derive best-approximation results.

In Section 5, we analyze the accuracy and stability of the full discrete space obtained by
combining edge- and node-based functions. We derive convergence estimates confirming its ef-
fectiveness in stably approximating Helmholtz solutions, thus validating the enrichment strategy.

In Section 6, we introduce the discrete scheme used to compute numerical solutions within
the proposed Trefftz space. A regularized least-squares Petrov–Galerkin method is employed to
address the redundancy of the approximation space and ensure stability. The section conclude
with some numerical experiments that validate the method and support the theoretical analysis.

Throughout the paper, we use the notation N := {0, 1, 2, . . . } for the set of non-negative
integers, and N∗ := N \ {0} for the set of positive integers.

2 Local edge-based Trefftz space
We introduce a local Trefftz space of Helmholtz solutions on a reference rectangular cell, with
nonzero trace restricted to a single boundary edge. Using norm estimates for the basis functions,
we show that their span is rich enough to approximate a wide class of Helmholtz solutions. This
leads to a first local approximation result, establishing exponential convergence.

2.1 Single-edge Helmholtz mode

To ground the analysis, consider a reference rectangle “K and its top edge ŝ, defined by“K := (0, ĥ1)× (0, ĥ2), ŝ := [0, ĥ1]× {ĥ2}, ĥ1, ĥ2 > 0. (2)

Moreover, we introduce the set of ∆-Neumann eigenvalues on “K, denoted by

σ(ĥ1, ĥ2) :=

{Ç
nπ

ĥ1

å2

+

Ç
mπ

ĥ2

å2
}

n,m∈N

. (3)

We adopt the following standing assumption for Section 2:

Assumption 2.1. κ2 is assumed not to belong to the set σ(ĥ1, ĥ2).

The set σ(ĥ1, ĥ2) in (3) includes, in particular, all ∆-Dirichlet eigenvalues, corresponding
to n,m ∈ N∗. Hence, Assumption 2.1 ensures the well-posedness of the Helmholtz–Dirichlet
problem on “K; see for instance [34, Sec. 6.1].

Remark 2.2. For any given wavenumber κ, Assumption 2.1 can always be fulfilled by a suitable
choice of the numerical parameters (ĥ1, ĥ2).
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Figure 1: Basis functions φ̂n associated with the top edge ŝ of “K; κ = 15, ĥ1 = ĥ2 = 1.

To the edge ŝ we associate the following family of solutions to the Helmholtz equation.

Definition 2.3 (Single-edge Helmholtz mode). For any n ∈ N∗, we define

φ̂n(x, y; ĥ1, ĥ2) := sin (κν̂nx)
sin
Ä
yκ
√
1− ν̂2n

ä
sin
Ä
ĥ2κ

√
1− ν̂2n

ä , (x, y) ∈ “K, where ν̂n :=
nπ

κĥ1
, (4)

and
√ · denotes the principal square root.

Assumption 2.1 guarantees that these functions are well defined, while the normalization
ensures that the amplitude of each φ̂n on ŝ is uniformly controlled. The real or imaginary nature
of
√
1− ν̂2n in (4) governs the qualitative behavior of the functions φ̂n:

• If ν̂n < 1, the square root is real, and the function is propagative, exhibiting oscillations in
both the horizontal and vertical directions.

• If ν̂n > 1, the square root is imaginary, and the function is evanescent, oscillating in the
horizontal directions, and decaying exponentially in the vertical direction for decreasing y.

This behavior is illustrated in Figure 1, where the left panel shows a propagative mode and the
right panel shows an evanescent one.

2.2 Fundamental properties
Since we aim for wavenumber-explicit error bounds, we use κ-dependent Sobolev norms.

Definition 2.4 (κ-dependent Sobolev norms). Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a bounded Lipschitz domain, with
d ∈ {1, 2}, and let M ∈ N. We define the κ-weighted Sobolev inner product and norm by

(u, v)HM
κ (Ω) :=

∑
|α|≤M

κ−2|α| (∂αu, ∂αv)L2(Ω) , ∥u∥2HM
κ (Ω) := (u, u)HM

κ (Ω) ,

where α ∈ Nd is a multi-index. The Sobolev space is HM
κ (Ω) :=

{
u ∈ L2(Ω) : ∥u∥HM

κ (Ω) <∞
}
.

We first derive orthogonality properties and norm bounds for the single-edge modes φ̂n.

Lemma 2.5. The two familiesß»
2/ĥ1 sin (κν̂nt)

™
n∈N∗

and
ß
1/
»
ĥ1

™
∪
ß»

2/ĥ1 cos (κν̂nt)

™
n∈N∗

(5)

are Hilbert bases of L2(ŝ). Besides, the former coincides (up to normalization) with {φ̂n|ŝ}n∈N∗ .
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Proof. The result easily follows as the two families in (5) are the Dirichlet and Neumann eigen-
functions of −∆ on (0, ĥ1), respectively; see [13, Sec. 6.5.1].

Lemma 2.6. Let M ∈ N. The functions {φ̂n}n∈N∗ are orthogonal in HM
κ (“K). Besides,

∥φ̂n∥2HM
κ (K̂)

≤ ĥ1π
2(M + 1)2

8κ2ĥ2d̂2
, if ν̂n < 1, (6)

∥φ̂n∥2HM
κ (K̂)

≤ ĥ1(M + 1)2

2κ tanh(κĥ2)

ν̂2Mn√
ν̂2n − 1

, if ν̂n > 1, (7)

where ν̂n is defined in (4), for any n ∈ N∗, and

d̂ := inf
m∈N,n∈N∗:

ν̂n<1

∣∣∣∣√1− ν̂2n − mπ

κĥ2

∣∣∣∣ > 0. (8)

Proof. Since φ̂n are separable functions for any n ∈ N∗, let us introduce the notations

ξ̂n,j(t) := sin

Å
κν̂nt+

jπ

2

ã
, χ̂n,j(s) :=

sin
Ä
κs
√
1− ν̂2n + jπ

2

ä
sin
Ä
κĥ2

√
1− ν̂2n

ä ,

with 0 ≤ j ≤M , t ∈ [0, ĥ1] and s ∈ [0, ĥ2]. It easy to check thatÄ
ξ̂n,j , ξ̂m,j

ä
L2(0,ĥ1)

=
ĥ1
2
δnm, ∥χ̂n,j∥2L2(0,ĥ2)

=
ĥ2
2

∣∣∣∣∣cot(κĥ2
√

1− ν̂2n)

κĥ2
√
1− ν̂2n

− cos(jπ)

sin2(κĥ2
√

1− ν̂2n)

∣∣∣∣∣ ,
(9)

where the orthogonality of the functions {ξ̂n,j}n∈N∗ follows directly from Lemma 2.5. Then,

(φ̂n, φ̂m)
HM

κ (K̂)
=
∑

|α|≤M

κ−2|α| (∂αφ̂n, ∂
αφ̂m)

L2(K̂)
=

M∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
j=0

κ−2ℓ
Ä
∂j1∂

ℓ−j
2 φ̂n, ∂

j
1∂

ℓ−j
2 φ̂m

ä
L2(K̂)

.

Since ∂j1∂
ℓ−j
2 φ̂n= ν̂

2j
n (1− ν̂2n)ℓ−j ξ̂n,jχ̂n,ℓ−j for any n ∈ N∗, 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ ≤M , and from (9), one has

(φ̂n, φ̂m)
HM

κ (K̂)
=

M∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
j=0

ν̂2jn |1− ν̂2n|ℓ−j
Ä
ξ̂n,j , ξ̂m,j

ä
L2(0,ĥ1)

(χ̂n,ℓ−j , χ̂m,ℓ−j)L2(0,ĥ2)

= δnm
ĥ1ĥ2
4

M∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
j=0

ν̂2jn |1− ν̂2n|ℓ−j

∣∣∣∣∣cot(κĥ2
√

1− ν̂2n)

κĥ2
√
1− ν̂2n

− cos((ℓ− j)π)

sin2(κĥ2
√

1− ν̂2n)

∣∣∣∣∣ , (10)

which proves orthogonality.
We now prove the bound (6) assuming ν̂n < 1. From (10), one has that

∥φ̂n∥2HM
κ (K̂)

=
ĥ1ĥ2
4

M∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
j=0

ν̂2jn |1− ν̂2n|ℓ−j

∣∣∣∣∣cot(κĥ2
√
1− ν̂2n)

κĥ2
√
1− ν̂2n

− cos((ℓ− j)π)

sin2(κĥ2
√
1− ν̂2n)

∣∣∣∣∣ .
Due to Assumption 2.1, κĥ2

√
1− ν̂2n /∈ πZ, and hence from Lemma A.1 one obtains

∥φ̂n∥2HM
κ (K̂)

≤ ĥ1ĥ2
4

M∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
j=0

ν̂2jn (1− ν̂2n)
ℓ−j

Ç∣∣∣∣∣cot(κĥ2√1− ν̂2n)

κĥ2
√
1− ν̂2n

∣∣∣∣∣+ 1

sin2(κĥ2
√
1− ν̂2n)

å
≤ ĥ1ĥ2(M + 1)2

2 sin2(κĥ2
√

1− ν̂2n)
≤ ĥ1ĥ2π

2(M + 1)2

8minm∈N |κĥ2
√

1− ν̂2n −mπ|2
.
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Finally, recalling the definition of d̂ in (8), it follows

∥φ̂n∥2HM
κ (K̂)

≤ ĥ1π
2(M + 1)2

8κ2ĥ2 minm∈N,n∈N∗:ν̂n<1 |
√

1− ν̂2n −mπ/κĥ2|2
=
ĥ1π

2(M + 1)2

8κ2ĥ2d̂2
.

We now prove the inequality (7) assuming ν̂n > 1. It follows that
√
1− ν̂2n = ı

√
ν̂2n − 1, and

from (10) one obtains:

∥φ̂n∥2HM
κ (K̂)

=
ĥ1ĥ2
4

M∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
j=0

ν̂2jn |ν̂2n − 1|ℓ−j

∣∣∣∣∣coth(κĥ2
√
ν̂2n − 1)

κĥ2
√
ν̂2n − 1

− cos((ℓ− j)π)

sinh2(κĥ2
√
ν̂2n − 1)

∣∣∣∣∣ .
Hence,

∥φ̂n∥2HM
κ (K̂)

≤ ĥ1ĥ2
4

M∑
ℓ=0

(ℓ+ 1)ν̂2ℓn

Ç
coth(κĥ2

√
ν̂2n − 1)

κĥ2
√
ν̂2n − 1

+
1

sinh2(κĥ2
√
ν̂2n − 1)

å
≤ ĥ1ĥ2(M + 1)2ν̂2Mn

4

Ç
2 coth(κĥ2

√
ν̂2n − 1)

κĥ2
√
ν̂2n − 1

å
≤ ĥ1(M + 1)2

2κ tanh(κĥ2)

ν̂2Mn√
ν̂2n − 1

,

where the second inequality follows from the elementary bound 1/sinh2(t) ≤ coth(t)/t, for t > 0,
and the last from the monotonicity of tanh.

Remark 2.7. The quantity d̂ defined in (8) is strictly positive by Assumption 2.1, and measures
the distance from κ2 to the resonant frequencies with n ∈ N∗ and m ∈ N in σ(ĥ1, ĥ2) from (3).

We now introduce a set of Helmholtz solutions, which will be well approximated by the
single-edge Helmholtz modes {φ̂n}n∈N∗ .

Definition 2.8. Let N,M ∈ N∗ such that N ≤ ⌈M/2⌉. We define the set

SN,M
κ (“K, ŝ) := u ∈ H1

κ(“K)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
−∆u− κ2u = 0 in “K,
u|ŝ ∈ HM

κ (ŝ), u|
∂K̂\ŝ = 0,

∂2n1 (u|ŝ)(∂ŝ) = 0, 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1

 .

Let us first state the following technical lemma.

Lemma 2.9. Let N,M ∈ N∗ with N ≤ ⌈M/2⌉, and µ ∈ N with µ ≤ min(2N,M). Then, for
any u ∈ SN,M

κ (“K, ŝ), it holds

∣∣(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

∣∣ = (κν̂n)
−µ

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ĥ1

0

∂µ1 u(t) sin(κν̂nt+ µπ/2) dt

∣∣∣∣∣ , n ∈ N∗. (11)

Proof. As u ∈ SN,M
κ (“K, ŝ) and µ ≤ M , the quantities in (11) are well-defined. Integrating by

parts µ times, it follows

∣∣(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ĥ1

0

u(t) sin(κν̂nt)dt

∣∣∣∣∣ = (κν̂n)
−1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ĥ1

0

∂1u(t) cos(κν̂nt)dt

∣∣∣∣∣
= (κν̂n)

−2

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ĥ1

0

∂21u(t) sin(κν̂nt)dt

∣∣∣∣∣ = · · · = (κν̂n)
−µ

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ĥ1

0

∂µ1 u(t) sin(κν̂nt+µπ/2)dt

∣∣∣∣∣ .
Integration by parts is performed only up to order µ ≤ 2N , as higher orders introduce non-
vanishing boundary terms and fail to produce additional powers of ν̂−1

n .
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The next proposition shows that any function in SN,M
κ (“K, ŝ) can be written as a linear

combination of the single-edge modes, with coefficients depending only on their trace over ŝ.

Proposition 2.10. Let N,M ∈ N∗ with N ≤ ⌈M/2⌉, and µ ∈ N with µ ≤ min(2N,M). Then,

SN,M
κ (“K, ŝ) ⊂ span{φ̂n}n∈N∗

Hµ
κ (K̂)

.

Besides, for any u ∈ SN,M
κ (“K, ŝ), its expansion coefficients depend only on its trace on ŝ:

(u, φ̂n)Hµ
κ (K̂)

∥φ̂n∥Hµ
κ (K̂)

=
∥φ̂n∥Hµ

κ (K̂)

∥φ̂n∥2L2(ŝ)

(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ), n ∈ N∗. (12)

Proof. Consider u ∈ SN,M
κ (“K, ŝ). We first prove that the series defined by the coefficients in

(12) converges. From the bound (7), there exists a constant C > 0 independent of n such that
∥φ̂n∥2Hµ

κ (K̂)
≤ Cν̂2µ−1

n , for any n ∈ N∗. Besides, ∥φ̂n∥2L2(ŝ) = ĥ1/2, and hence

∑
n∈N∗

∥φ̂n∥2Hµ
κ (K̂)

∥φ̂n∥4L2(ŝ)

∣∣(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

∣∣2 ≤ 4C

ĥ21

∑
n∈N∗

ν̂2µ−1
n

∣∣(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

∣∣2 . (13)

Therefore, due to Lemmas 2.5 and 2.9,

∑
n∈N∗

∥φ̂n∥2Hµ
κ (K̂)

∥φ̂n∥4L2(ŝ)

∣∣(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

∣∣2≤ 4C

κ2µĥ21

∑
n∈N∗

ν̂−1
n

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ĥ1

0

∂µ1 u(t) sin
(
κν̂nt+

µπ

2

)
dt

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ 2κC

π
|u|2Hµ

κ (̂s).

(14)
Now consider

uH :=
∑
n∈N∗

Ç∥φ̂n∥Hµ
κ (K̂)

∥φ̂n∥2L2(ŝ)

(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

å
φ̂n

∥φ̂n∥Hµ
κ (K̂)

,

which is well-defined, since, on one hand, the functions {φ̂n}n∈N∗ are orthogonal in Hµ
κ (
“K) by

Lemma 2.6 and, on the other hand, from (14) it follows that

uH ∈ span{φ̂n}n∈N∗
Hµ

κ (K̂)
, and ∥uH∥2Hµ

κ (K̂)
=
∑
n∈N∗

∥φ̂n∥2Hµ
κ (K̂)

∥φ̂n∥4L2(ŝ)

∣∣(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

∣∣2 < +∞.

In particular, the uniqueness of the expansion coefficients implies:

(uH, φ̂n)Hµ
κ (K̂)

∥φ̂n∥Hµ
κ (K̂)

=
∥φ̂n∥Hµ

κ (K̂)

∥φ̂n∥2L2(ŝ)

(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ).

To conclude the proof, it remains to show that u = uH. By Lemma 2.5, the set {φ̂n|ŝ}n∈N∗ forms
a complete orthogonal system in L2(ŝ), and thus

u|ŝ =
∑
n∈N∗

(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

∥φ̂n∥2L2(ŝ)

φ̂n|ŝ.

Since u = φ̂n = 0 on ∂“K \ ŝ for any n ∈ N, it follows:

uH|∂K̂ =

(∑
n∈N∗

(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

∥φ̂n∥2L2(ŝ)

φ̂n

)∣∣∣∣∣
∂K̂

=
∑
n∈N∗

(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

∥φ̂n∥2L2(ŝ)

φ̂n|∂K̂ = u|
∂K̂
.

As uH is a Helmholtz solution by construction and the Helmholtz–Dirichlet problem is well-posed
under Assumption 2.1, we conclude that u = uH, as claimed.
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2.3 Local approximation results
We conclude this section by studying the approximation properties of the local Trefftz space“VNe := span{φ̂n}Ne

n=1,

spanned by the first Ne ∈ N∗ single-edge Helmholtz modes introduced in (4). Let us define the
H1

κ(
“K)-orthogonal projection onto “VNe :

Πŝ : H
1
κ(“K) → H1

κ(“K), u 7→
Ne∑
n=1

(u, φ̂n)H1
κ(K̂)

∥φ̂n∥2
H1

κ(K̂)

φ̂n. (15)

Proposition 2.11 (Local edge-based approximation result). Let N,M ∈ N∗ such that N ≤
⌈M/2⌉, and r, µ ∈ N with r ≤ µ ≤ min(2N,M). Assume Ne ∈ N∗ such that ν̂Ne = Neπ/(κĥ1) ≥√
2. Then, for any u ∈ SN,M

κ (“K, ŝ), the best-approximation error in “VNe satisfies:

inf
v∈“VNe

∥u− v∥
Hr

κ(K̂)
= ∥u−Πŝu∥Hr

κ(K̂)
≤

√
2(r + 1)»

κ tanh(κĥ2)
ν̂
r−(µ+1/2)
Ne

|u|Hµ
κ (ŝ). (16)

If moreover u ∈ HM+1
κ (“K), then:

inf
v∈“VNe

∥u− v∥
Hr

κ(K̂)
= ∥u−Πŝu∥Hr

κ(K̂)
≤ 2(r + 1)max(1, κĥ2)»

κĥ2 tanh(κĥ2)
ν̂
r−(µ+1/2)
Ne

∥u∥
Hµ+1

κ (K̂)
. (17)

Proof. From Proposition 2.10, since u ∈ SN,M
κ (“K, ŝ), the function Πŝu also coincides with the

Hr
κ(
“K)-orthogonal projection of u onto “VNe , for any r ≤ min(2N,M). As a result, one has that

inf
v∈“VNe

∥u− v∥2
Hr

κ(K̂)
= ∥u−Πŝu∥2Hr

κ(K̂)
=
∑

n>Ne

∣∣∣(u, φ̂n)Hr
κ(K̂)

∣∣∣2
∥φ̂n∥2

Hr
κ(K̂)

=
∑

n>Ne

∥φ̂n∥2Hr
κ(K̂)

∥φ̂n∥4L2(ŝ)

∣∣(u, φ̂n)L2(ŝ)

∣∣2.
Moreover, by Lemma 2.9 and the bound (7) – which applies for any n > Ne, as ν̂n > ν̂Ne ≥

√
2

– together with the fact that ∥φ̂n∥2L2(ŝ) = ĥ1/2, it follows

κĥ1 tanh(κĥ2)

2(r + 1)2
∥u−Πŝu∥2Hr

κ(K̂)
≤ 1

κ2µ

∑
n>Ne

ν̂
2(r−µ)
n√
ν̂2n − 1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ĥ1

0

∂µ1 u(t) sin(κν̂nt+ µπ/2) dt

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ 2

κ2µ

∑
n>Ne

ν̂2(r−µ)−1
n

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ĥ1

0

∂µ1 u(t) sin(κν̂nt+ µπ/2) dt

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤
2ν̂

2(r−µ)−1
Ne

κ2µ

∑
n>Ne

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ĥ1

0

∂µ1 u(t) sin(κν̂nt+ µπ/2) dt

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ ĥ1ν̂
2(r−µ)−1
Ne

|u|2Hµ
κ (ŝ),

with the last inequality derived using Lemma 2.5. Since u ∈ SN,M
κ (“K, ŝ) with µ ≤ M , we have

u|ŝ ∈ Hµ
κ (ŝ), and integration by parts is stopped at µ ≤ 2N due to non-vanishing boundary

terms and lack of gain in decay rates; see Lemma 2.9. Hence, one obtains the first bound (16),
and the second one (17) follows from Lemma A.2.

We conclude this section with a few remarks concerning particular cases.
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Pre-asymptotic regime. The convergence predicted by estimate (17) becomes effective if the
number of basis functions Ne is sufficiently large. This behavior is reflected in the condition
ν̂Ne ≥

√
2, which marks the onset of the asymptotic convergence regime.

Degeneracy as ĥ2 → 0. As ĥ2 tends to zero, the domain “K degenerates into an edge. This
geometric collapse is captured in the bound by the blow-up of the factor (κĥ2 tanh(κĥ2))

−1/2 ∼
(κĥ2)

−1 as ĥ2 → 0. Consequently, the constant in the estimate becomes arbitrarily large, leading
to deterioration in the approximation quality.

High-frequency regime: κĥ1 → +∞. When κĥ1 ≫ 1, the number of basis functions Ne

required to achieve a target relative error ϵ > 0 scales linearly with κĥ1. More precisely, esti-
mate (17) guarantees that

Ne ≥ κĥ1
π

Ñ
2(r + 1)max(1, κĥ2)

ϵ
»
κĥ2 tanh(κĥ2)

é 2
µ+1−r

=⇒
∥u−Πŝu∥Hr

κ(K̂)

∥u∥
Hµ+1

κ (K̂)

≤ ϵ.

This illustrates that the relative error is independent of κĥ1 provided that the number of basis
functions Ne scales linearly with κĥ1.

Low-frequency regime: κĥ1 → 0. Note that in this regime all the basis functions φ̂n cor-
respond to evanescent modes. Assuming κĥ1 ≪ 1, it follows that ν̂Ne ≥

√
2, so estimate (17)

applies. Hence, choosing for instance Ne = 1, the approximation bound in (17) simplifies to

inf
v∈“VNe

∥u− v∥
Hr

κ(K̂)
= ∥u−Πŝu∥Hr

κ(K̂)
≤ 2(r + 1)max(1, κĥ2)»

κĥ2 tanh(κĥ2)

Ç
κĥ1
π

åµ+1/2−r

∥u∥
Hµ+1

κ (K̂)
,

which shows spectral convergence in κĥ1.

3 Global edge-based Trefftz space
We extend the previous construction to a domain tessellated by rectangular cells. For each mesh
edge, we introduce basis functions that coincide in the neighboring cells with the reference modes
from (4), oriented so that their nonzero trace lies on the edge and vanishing elsewhere. This
construction produces C0(Ω)-continuous functions and defines a H1

κ(Ω)-conforming Trefftz space.
The set SN,M

κ (“K, ŝ) is then generalized to the global setting, and the local result in Proposition
2.11 is used to derive global approximation properties. However, this edge-based space alone
cannot approximate all Helmholtz solutions of interest, motivating the enrichment introduced in
Section 4.

3.1 Construction of the edge-based Trefftz space
Consider a domain Ω ⊂ R2 that can be tessellated using a mesh composed of uniform rectangular
open cells of fixed dimensions h1, h2 > 0. We define the mesh size and shape parameter as

h := max(h1, h2), ρ :=
h

min(h1, h2)
≥ 1. (18)
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Here, h denotes the length of the longest side of each cell, while ρ quantifies the aspect ratio. In
particular, ρ = 1 for square cells. Next, we define the mesh, its skeleton, and its set of nodes as

Th :=
⋃
K, Σh :=

⋃
s, Nh :=

⋃
p,

where K ranges over the mesh cells, s over the edges, and p over the mesh nodes, both interior
and boundary. Throughout Section 3, we adopt the following assumption:

Assumption 3.1. Recall the definition of the set σ in (3). We assume κ2 ̸∈ σ(h1, h2).

Remark 3.2. If κ does not satisfy Assumption 3.1, one possible strategy is to adjust the mesh
in order to avoid the resonant frequencies. In practice, this can be achieved by choosing suitable
subdivisions of h1 and h2 that exclude the corresponding integer solutions, or by introducing slight
perturbations of the mesh sizes, which prevent exact matches with the resonant frequencies.

We now introduce some basis functions, denoted by {ϕs,n}s∈Σh,n∈N∗ , associated with the
edges of the mesh Σh.

Definition 3.3 (Edge basis function). Let s ∈ Σh and (xs, ys) ∈ R2.

• If s = [xs, xs + h1]× {ys} is horizontal, its adjacent cells are

K+
s = (xs, xs + h1)× (ys, ys + h2), K−

s = (xs, xs + h1)× (ys − h2, ys), (19)

and, for any n ∈ N∗, the corresponding function ϕs,n : Ω → R is defined as

ϕs,n(x, y) :=

®
φ̂n(x− xs, h2 ± (ys − y);h1, h2), (x, y) ∈ K±

s ,

0, otherwise.
(20)

• If s = {xs} × [ys, ys + h2] is vertical, its adjacent cells are

K+
s = (xs, xs + h1)× (ys, ys + h2), K−

s = (xs − h1, xs)× (ys, ys + h2),

and, for any n ∈ N∗, the corresponding function ϕs,n : Ω → R is defined as

ϕs,n(x, y) :=

®
φ̂n(y − ys, h1 ± (xs − x);h2, h1), (x, y) ∈ K±

s ,

0, otherwise.
(21)

Thanks to Assumption 3.1, these functions are well-defined. Besides, ϕs,n ∈ C0(Ω) for any
s ∈ Σh and n ∈ N∗. Moreover, they are compactly supported in Ω, and are local solutions to
the homogeneous Helmholtz equation (1) in each K ∈ Th, but not globally, as their normal trace
jumps across K±

s interfaces.
The functions ϕs,n inherit the same qualitative behavior as the local basis functions φ̂n: they

exhibit either oscillatory (propagative) or exponentially decaying (evanescent) behavior in the
direction orthogonal to the edge s, depending on the value of n. This is illustrated in Figure 2,
where the left plot shows a propagative mode and the right plot an evanescent one.

We now introduce the following Trefftz space on Ω.

Definition 3.4 (Edge-based Trefftz space). For any Ne ∈ N∗, define

VNe(Σh) := span {ϕs,n}s∈Σh, 1≤n≤Ne
. (22)

where the functions ϕs,n are introduced in (20) and (21).
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Figure 2: Basis functions ϕs,n associated with an horizontal edge s ∈ Σh; κ = 15, h1 = h2 = 1.

It is clear that the dimension of VNe(Σh) is Ne × |Σh|, as the space is generated by the
functions associated with all edges in Σh.

The orthogonality properties of the basis functions on the reference cell “K, stated in Lemma
2.6, are not preserved in this construction; in fact, functions associated with different edges are
generally not orthogonal, leading to redundancy in the approximation space. Moreover, since
any function in VNe(Σh) is solution to the Helmholtz equation (1) in any K ∈ Th and is globally
continuous in Ω, VNe(Σh) is a H1

κ(Ω)-conforming Trefftz space, namely

VNe(Σh) ⊂ {u ∈ H1
κ(Ω) : −∆u− κ2u = 0 in any K ∈ Th}. (23)

3.2 Global approximation results
We introduce broken Sobolev spaces on the mesh Th and its skeleton Σh, equipped with κ-
dependent norms.

Definition 3.5 (κ-dependent broken Sobolev norms). For any M ∈ N, we define the broken
Hilbert spaces equipped with the κ-dependent norms:(

HM
κ (Th), ∥ · ∥HM

κ (Th)

)
: HM

κ (Th) :=
⊕
K∈Th

HM
κ (K), ∥ · ∥2HM

κ (Th)
:=

∑
K∈Th

∥ · ∥2HM
κ (K),(

HM
κ (Σh), ∥ · ∥HM

κ (Σh)

)
: HM

κ (Σh) :=
⊕
s∈Σh

HM
κ (s), ∥ · ∥2HM

κ (Σh)
:=
∑
s∈Σh

∥ · ∥2HM
κ (s).

To analyze the approximation properties of the edge-based Trefftz space VNe(Σh), we present
a global counterpart to the local set described in Definition 2.8.

Definition 3.6. Let N,M ∈ N∗ such that N ≤ ⌈M/2⌉. We define the set

SN,M
κ (Th) :=

u ∈ H1
κ(Ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
−∆u− κ2u = 0 in every K ∈ Th,
u|s ∈ HM

κ (s) for all s ∈ Σh,

∂2n1 (u|s)(∂s) = 0 for all s ∈ Σh horizontal, 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1,

∂2n2 (u|s)(∂s) = 0 for all s ∈ Σh vertical, 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1

 .

For any Ne ∈ N∗, we introduce the global edge-based interpolant into VNe(Σh) as

E : H1
κ(Ω) → H1

κ(Ω), u 7→
∑
s∈Σh

Ne∑
n=1

(u, ϕs,n)L2(s)

∥ϕs,n∥2L2(s)

ϕs,n. (24)
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Proposition 3.7 (Global edge-based approximation result). Let N,M ∈ N∗ such that N ≤
⌈M/2⌉, and let r, µ ∈ N with r ≤ µ ≤ min(2N,M). Assume Ne ∈ N∗ such that

νNe :=
Neπ

κh
≥

√
2. (25)

Then, for any u ∈ SN,M
κ (Th), the best-approximation error in VNe(Σh) satisfies:

inf
v∈VNe (Σh)

∥u− v∥Hr
κ(Th) ≤ ∥u− Eu∥Hr

κ(Th) ≤
2
√
2(r + 1)√

κ tanh(κh/ρ)
ν
r−(µ+1/2)
Ne

|u|Hµ
κ (Σh). (26)

If moreover u ∈ HM+1
κ (Th), then:

inf
v∈VNe (Σh)

∥u− v∥Hr
κ(Th) ≤ ∥u− Eu∥Hr

κ(Th) ≤ C1

Å
r + 1

2

ã
ν
r−(µ+1/2)
Ne

∥u∥Hµ+1
κ (Th)

, (27)

where

C1 :=
8
√
ρmax(1, κh)√
κh tanh(κh/ρ)

. (28)

Proof. Consider u ∈ SN,M
κ (Th) and fix an element K ∈ Th. For any edge s ⊂ ∂K, the trace

satisfies u|s ∈ HM
κ (s) with zero boundary conditions u|s(∂s) = 0. Therefore, the zero extension

to the whole boundary›u|s ∈ H1
κ(∂K). By the well-posedness of the Helmholtz-Dirichlet problem

under Assumption 3.1, there exists a Helmholtz solution us ∈ H1
κ(K) such that us|∂K =›u|s. In

particular, us ∈ SN,M
κ (K, s) for any s ⊂ ∂K, and moreover

u|K =
∑

s⊂∂K

us. (29)

The operator Πŝ from (15) can be extended to any edge s ⊂ ∂K by using the functions ϕs,n,
whose restriction to K coincides – up to a rigid transformation – with the reference modes φ̂n

on “K taking (ĥ1, ĥ2) = (h1, h2) or (ĥ1, ĥ2) = (h2, h1); see Definition 3.3. Specifically, for any
s ⊂ ∂K, we introduce the corresponding H1

κ(K)-orthogonal projection

Πs : H
1
κ(K) → H1

κ(K), u 7→
Ne∑
n=1

(u, ϕs,n)H1
κ(K)

∥ϕs,n∥2H1
κ(K)

ϕs,n|K .

Since us ∈ SN,M
κ (K, s) for every s ⊂ ∂K, Proposition 2.10 implies that:

Eu|K =
∑

s⊂∂K

Ne∑
n=1

(u, ϕs,n)L2(s)

∥ϕs,n∥2L2(s)

ϕs,n|K =
∑

s⊂∂K

Ne∑
n=1

(us, ϕs,n)L2(s)

∥ϕs,n∥2L2(s)

ϕs,n|K

=
∑

s⊂∂K

Ne∑
n=1

(us, ϕs,n)H1
κ(K)

∥ϕs,n∥2H1
κ(K)

ϕs,n|K =
∑

s⊂∂K

Πsus. (30)

From (29) and (30), it follows

∥u− Eu∥2Hr
κ(Th)

=
∑

K∈Th

∥u− Eu∥2Hr
κ(K) ≤

∑
K∈Th

∑
s⊂∂K

∥us −Πsus∥2Hr
κ(K).

Since in (25) we are assuming Neπ
κmin(h1,h2)

≥ νNe ≥
√
2, Proposition 2.11 can be applied to control

the local error ∥us −Πsus∥Hr
κ(K). So, combining the local estimate (16) with the bounds on h1
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Figure 3: H1
κ(Ω)-orthogonal projection of the plane wave u(x) = eıκd·x with d = (1/

√
2, 1/

√
2);

Ω = (0, 1)2, wavenumber κ = 30. Left: plane wave real part ℜu. Center and right: real part of
the plane wave H1

κ(Ω)-projection and absolute error for Ne = 12.

and h2 in terms of the mesh size h and the shape parameter ρ from (18), and exploiting the fact
that us|s = u|s, one obtains

∥u− Eu∥2Hr
κ(Th)

≤
∑

K∈Th

∑
s⊂∂K

4(r + 1)2

κ tanh(κh/ρ)
ν
2(r−µ)−1
Ne

|u|2Hµ
κ (s). (31)

Hence, from (31) we derive the estimate (26), and by additionally applying Lemma A.2 to each
Hµ

κ (s)-seminorm in (31), we obtain the approximation bound (27).

3.3 Approximation limitations
Having established global approximation results in Proposition 3.7 under the assumption u ∈
SN,M
κ (Th), we now test its sharpness with a numerical experiment. Consider the orthogonal

projection of a propagative plane wave onto the discrete space VNe(Σh), using the H1
κ(Ω)-inner

product. This test case is particularly meaningful, as such waves should be well approximated
by any effective Helmholtz-adapted discrete space.

The domain is set to Ω = (0, 1)2, with wavenumber κ = 30, and a mesh Th consisting of four
square cells. The target function is

u(x) = eiκd·x, x ∈ Ω, where d =
Ä

1√
2
, 1√

2

ä
∈ S1. (32)

This function is an analytic solution of the homogeneous Helmholtz equation, but u ̸∈ SN,M
κ (Th),

as it does not satisfy the even-order vanishing condition required in Definition 3.6, namely

∂2n1 (u|s)(∂s) ̸= 0 for all s ∈ Σh horizontal, n ∈ N,
∂2n2 (u|s)(∂s) ̸= 0 for all s ∈ Σh vertical, n ∈ N.

(33)

The numerical results are illustrated in Figure 3. Notably, the maximum absolute error
attains the value 1 precisely at the mesh nodes Nh, since all the edge basis functions ϕs,n vanish
at every node p ∈ Nh. This highlights an intrinsic limitation of the discrete space VNe(Σh),
which, by construction, lacks degrees of freedom at the nodes and thus cannot capture critical
aspects of the exact solution near them. Consequently, even analytic Helmholtz solutions such
as plane waves cannot be accurately approximated, if the property (33) is not satisfied.

This result motivates the need to enrich the discrete space VNe(Σh) with additional functions
that can convey information at the mesh nodes Nh.
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4 Enrichment with node-based functions
In this section, we address the limitations of the discrete edge-based Trefftz space VNe(Σh) in
(22), which, as shown in Section 3.3, is not rich enough to approximate all relevant Helmholtz
solutions. To remedy this, we introduce a complementary space spanned by functions associated
with the nodes of the mesh Nh. We begin by defining some basis functions, localized around the
mesh nodes, satisfying the homogeneous Helmholtz equation (1) in each cell, and constructed
to ensure H1

κ(Ω)-conformity. We then present a series of results that characterize the properties
of this node-based space and provide the tools required to establish the approximation results
that will be presented in Section 5. The constructions presented in this section are intended for
theoretical analysis only and are not part of a practical numerical method.

4.1 Construction of the node-based Trefftz space
The idea is to construct basis functions associated with the mesh nodes p ∈ Nh that are still
globally continuous and compactly supported. These functions are defined in the same spirit as
the edge basis functions introduced in Definition 3.3, but with odd indices n ∈ N∗ and linked to
the horizontal edges of a coarser mesh with doubled cell base 2h1. This is formalized below.

Definition 4.1 (Node basis function). Let p = (xp, yp) ∈ Nh. Its adjacent coarse cells are

K+
p = (xp − h1, xp + h1)× (yp, yp + h2), K−

p = (xp − h1, xp + h1)× (yp − h2, yp), (34)

and, for any n ∈ N∗, the corresponding function ψp,n : Ω → R is defined as

ψp,n(x, y) :=

®
φ̂2n−1(h1 − (xp − x), h2 ± (yp − y); 2h1, h2), (x, y) ∈ K±

p ,

0, otherwise.
(35)

To ensure the functions in (35) are well-defined, for the remainder of the paper we assume:

Assumption 4.2. Recall the definition of the set σ in (3). We assume κ2 ̸∈ σ(2h1, h2).

Remark 4.3. The family {ψp,n}p∈Nh,n∈N∗ in (35) consists of functions of the same type as those
in (20), now associated with horizontal edges of length 2h1. This explains the asymmetry between
2h1 and h2 in Assumption 4.2. One could instead define the functions ψp,n to be associated with
the vertical edges of the mesh obtained by doubling h2, or even include both horizontal and vertical
families; in either case Assumption 4.2 would need to be adjusted accordingly. Our analysis shows
that the horizontal family (35) alone is sufficient to derive good approximation estimates.

For any p ∈ Nh, the nodal basis functions ψp,n ∈ C0(Ω) and are compactly supported on the
four cells surrounding the node p. Like their edge-based counterparts ϕs,n from Definition 3.3,
they satisfy the homogeneous Helmholtz equation (1) exactly on each cell K ∈ Th. Qualitatively,
ψp,n share the same analytical features, exhibiting either propagative (oscillatory) or evanescent
(exponentially decaying) profiles along the vertical direction depending on the index n. This
behavior is illustrated in Figure 4, where both modes are depicted.

We now introduce the nodal Trefftz space on Ω.

Definition 4.4 (Node-based Trefftz space). For any Nn ∈ N∗, define

VNn(Nh) := span {ψp,n}p∈Nh, 1≤n≤Nn
, (36)

where the functions ψp,n are introduced in (35).
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Figure 4: Basis functions ψp,n associated with a node p ∈ Nh; κ = 15, h1 = h2 = 1.

The dimension of the space VNn(Nh) is given by Nn × |Nh|, since it is spanned by Nn basis
functions for each node in Nh. As in the edge-based case, the orthogonality of the reference basis
is lost: in general, functions associated with different nodes are not mutually orthogonal. By
construction, every function in VNn(Nh) solves the Helmholtz equation (1) locally on each cell
K ∈ Th and is globally continuous over Ω. Hence the space is H1

κ(Ω)-conforming and consists
entirely of local Helmholtz solutions, namely

VNn(Nh) ⊂ {u ∈ H1
κ(Ω) : −∆u− κ2u = 0 in any K ∈ Th}. (37)

4.2 Fundamental properties
We now investigate the properties of the node-based Trefftz space (36). The next lemma shows
that, for any p ∈ Nh and m ∈ N∗, the basis functions ψp,m admit continuous even-order partial
derivatives, and that their even ∂1-derivatives vanish at all nodes in Nh except p.

Lemma 4.5. For any n ∈ N, m ∈ N∗, p,q ∈ Nh and i = 1, 2, ∂2ni ψp,m ∈ C0(Ω). Moreover,

(κ−1∂1)
2nψp,m(q) = −δpq(−1)n+mν̃2nm , where ν̃m :=

(2m− 1)π

2κh1
. (38)

Proof. Fix m ∈ N∗ and p ∈ Nh. From (4), for all n ∈ N, one has

∂2n1 φ̂2m−1(x, y; 2h1, h2) = (−1)n(κν̃m)2nφ̂2m−1(x, y; 2h1, h2), (x, y) ∈ “K.
By (35), the function ψp,m is piecewise analytic. Therefore, on each region where it is analytic,
the same identity holds:

∂2n1 ψp,m = (−1)n(κν̃m)2nψp,m. (39)

As ψp,m ∈ C0(Ω), this implies ∂2n1 ψp,m ∈ C0(Ω) as well. A similar argument can be used to
show that ∂2n2 ψp,m ∈ C0(Ω). Moreover, by construction, ψp,m(q) = 0 for any q ̸= p, and

ψp,m(p) = φ̂2m−1(h1, h2; 2h1, h2) = sin(κν̃mh1) = (−1)m−1,

so the identity in (38) follows directly from (39).

Building on this localization property, the following proposition constructs a nodal collocation
system ensuring that, for any sufficiently regular function u, there exists a unique function in
the Trefftz space VN (Nh) that matches the first N even ∂1-derivatives of u at all mesh nodes.
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Proposition 4.6 (Nodal collocation system). Let N ∈ N∗, and u ∈ H2N
κ (Ω). There exists a

unique coefficient vector β ∈ CN |Nh| solution to the collocation system∑
p∈Nh

N∑
m=1

βp,m(κ−1∂1)
2nψp,m(q) = (κ−1∂1)

2nu(q), 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1, q ∈ Nh, (40)

where β = (βp,m)p∈Nh,1≤m≤N . Besides, the following bound holds

∥β∥∞≤ 2ρmax(1, κh)2

h
χN∥u∥H2N

κ (Ω), where χN :=min

Ç
ρeκh

κh
, emax(1, κh)2(N−1)

å
. (41)

Proof. For any 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1, Lemma 4.5 ensures that the values ∂2n1 ψp,m(q) are well-defined.
Moreover, since u ∈ H2N

κ (Ω), the derivatives ∂2n1 u(q) are also well-defined. Using (38), the
linear system in (40) decouples into |Nh| independent collocation systems, one for each node.
Specifically, for any q ∈ Nh, one obtains

Aβq = bq, with βq = (βq,m)Nm=1, (42)

where, shifting the index n from 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 to 1 ≤ n ≤ N for notational convenience,

Anm := (−1)n+mν̃2(n−1)
m , (bq)n := (κ−1∂1)

2(n−1)u(q), 1 ≤ n,m ≤ N. (43)

with ν̃m introduced in (38). The matrix A is invertible, as it is unitarily similar to a Vandermonde
matrix with N distinct nodes ν̃2m, for 1 ≤ m ≤ N , defined in (38). As a result, β ∈ CN |Nh| is
uniquely determined.

From the definition of the right-hand side in (43) and Lemma A.3, it follows that

∥bq∥2∞ = max
1≤n≤N

∣∣∣(κ−1∂1)
2(n−1)u(q)

∣∣∣2 ≤ max
1≤n≤N

∑
K∈Th

∥∥∥(κ−1∂1)
2(n−1)u

∥∥∥2
L∞(∂K)

≤
Å
2max(1, κh1, κh2)

2

min(h1, h2)

ã2
max

1≤n≤N

∑
K∈Th

∥∥∥(κ−1∂1)
2(n−1)u

∥∥∥2
H2

κ(K)

≤
Å
2ρmax(1, κh)2

h

ã2
∥u∥2H2N

κ (Ω) , (44)

where we bounded h1 and h2 in terms of the mesh size h and the shape parameter ρ from (18).
The next step is to bound the norm

∥∥A−1
∥∥
∞. In particular, since A has the structure given

in (43), the explicit formula from [17, Eq. (3.1)] applies with nodes ν̃2m, that is

∥∥A−1
∥∥
∞ = max

1≤n≤N

N∏
m=1
m̸=n

1 + ν̃2m
|ν̃2n − ν̃2m| = max

1≤n≤N

N∏
m=1
m̸=n

1/4 + (κh1/π)
2
+m(m− 1)

|n−m|(n+m− 1)
. (45)

Using standard factorial identities, it easy to verify that, for any 1 ≤ n ≤ N ,
N∏

m=1
m̸=n

|n−m| = (n− 1)!(N − n)!, and
N∏

m=1
m̸=n

(n+m− 1) =
(N + n− 1)!

(2n− 1)(n− 1)!
,

thus the denominator in (45) can be rewritten as

N∏
m=1
m̸=n

|n−m|(n+m− 1) =
(N + n− 1)!(N − n)!

2n− 1
. (46)
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As for the numerator, one can obtain the identity

N∏
m=1
m̸=n

Ç
1

4
+

Å
κh1
π

ã2
+m(m− 1)

å
=

∏N
m=1 (m− 1/2 + ıκh1/π) (m− 1/2− ıκh1/π)

1/4 + (κh1/π)
2
+ n(n− 1)

, (47)

extracting the n-th term and factorizing each remaining term as the product of two complex
conjugates. Moreover, iteratively applying the relation Γ(z + 1) = zΓ(z) for z ∈ C yields

N∏
m=1

(m+ z) =
Γ(N + z + 1)

Γ(z + 1)
, z ∈ C. (48)

Combining (47) with (48), and using the identity Γ(z)Γ(z) = |Γ(z)|2 for z ∈ C, one deduces that

N∏
m=1
m̸=n

Ç
1

4
+

Å
κh1
π

ã2
+m(m− 1)

å
=

Ç
1

4
+

Å
κh1
π

ã2
+ n(n− 1)

å−1 ∣∣∣∣Γ(N + 1/2 + ıκh1/π)

Γ(1/2 + ıκh1/π)

∣∣∣∣2 .
Therefore, substituting into (45) and using (46), the norm can be expressed as

∥∥A−1
∥∥
∞ =

∣∣∣∣Γ(N + 1/2 + ıκh1/π)

Γ(1/2 + ıκh1/π)

∣∣∣∣2 max
1≤n≤N

2n− 1

1/4 + (κh1/π)2 + n(n− 1)

1

(N + n− 1)!(N − n)!
.

(49)
It is straightforward to check that

sup
x∈R

2x− 1

1/4 + (κh1/π)2 + x(x− 1)
=

π

κh1
, and inf

n∈N∗
(N + n− 1)!(N − n)! = N !(N − 1)!,

and hence, since Γ(N) = (N − 1)!, the norm in (49) can be bounded as

∥∥A−1
∥∥
∞ ≤ π

Nκh1

∣∣∣∣ Γ(N + 1/2 + ıκh1/π)

Γ(N)Γ(1/2 + ıκh1/π)

∣∣∣∣2 . (50)

Then, using [12, Eqs. (5.4.4), (5.6.4) and (5.6.6)], namely∣∣∣∣ΓÅ12 + ıx

ã∣∣∣∣2 =
π

cosh(πx)
,

Γ(x+ 1/2)

Γ(x+ 1)
<

1

x1/2
, |Γ(x+ ıy)| ≤ |Γ(x)|, x, y ∈ R,

and since Γ(N + 1) = NΓ(N), we estimate

1

cosh(κh1)

∣∣∣∣ Γ(N + 1/2 + ıκh1/π)

Γ(N)Γ(1/2 + ıκh1/π)

∣∣∣∣2 ≤ 1

π

∣∣∣∣Γ(N + 1/2)

Γ(N)

∣∣∣∣2 ≤ N

π
,

which implies the following bound for (50):

∥∥A−1
∥∥
∞ ≤ π

Nκh1

N cosh(κh1)

π
≤ eκh1

κh1
. (51)

Hence, combining this estimate with the one in (44), we obtain:

∥β∥∞ = max
q∈Nh

∥∥βq

∥∥
∞ ≤

∥∥A−1
∥∥
∞ max

q∈Nh

∥bq∥∞ ≤ 2ρmax(1, κh)2

h

ρeκh

κh
∥u∥H2N

κ (Ω), (52)
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where in the last inequality h1 is bounded in terms of h and ρ.
Besides, if we multiply the system in (42) on the left by the diagonal matrix K defined as

Knn = (κh1)
2(n−1), 1 ≤ n ≤ N,

then the matrix KA has the same structure as A in (43), with the particular choice κh1=1, i.e.

(KA)nm = (−1)n+m

ï
(2n− 1)π

2

ò2(n−1)

.

Hence, the estimate in (51) applies directly to ∥(KA)−1∥∞, yielding

∥β∥∞ ≤
∥∥(KA)−1

∥∥
∞ ∥K∥∞ max

q∈Nh

∥bq∥∞ ≤ 2ρmax(1, κh)2

h
emax(1, κh)2(N−1)∥u∥H2N

κ (Ω), (53)

where in the last inequality h1 has been bounded in terms of h and ρ. Finally, taking the
minimum between the bounds in (52) and (53), we obtain the estimate in (41).

For any N ∈ N∗, we construct the global nodal collocation operator onto VN (Nh) as

V : H2N
κ (Ω) → H1

κ(Ω), u 7→
∑

p∈Nh

N∑
m=1

βp,mψp,m, (54)

where β = (βp,m)p,m is the solution of the collocation system (40). Proposition 4.6 ensures that,
by construction, ∂2n1 Vu(p) = ∂2n1 u(p) for any u ∈ H2N

κ (Ω), 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1, and p ∈ Nh.

Lemma 4.7. Let N ∈ N∗ and M ∈ N. The operator V : H2N
κ (Ω) → HM

κ (Th) is bounded and

∥Vu∥HM
κ (Th) ≤ C2χN (M + 1)

î
N + C3N

3
2 (ρνN )M−1/2

ó
∥u∥H2N

κ (Ω), (55)

where νN and χN are defined in (25) and (41), respectively, and

C2 :=
2π|Nh|ρ3/2 max(1, κh)2√

2κhd̃
, C3 :=

2d̃»
πρ tanh(κh/ρ)d̃0

, (56)

with
d̃ := inf

m∈N,n∈N∗:
ν̃n<1

∣∣∣∣√1− ν̃2n − mπ

κh2

∣∣∣∣ , d̃0 := inf
n∈N∗:
ν̃n>1

√
ν̃2n − 1, (57)

and ν̃n introduced in (38).

Proof. Observe that d̃ > 0 and d̃0 > 0 thanks to Assumption 4.2. From the definitions of the
node basis functions (35) and the operator (54), we have

∥Vu∥2HM
κ (Th)

=
∑

K∈Th

∑
|α|≤M

κ−2|α|

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

p∈Nh

N∑
m=1

βp,m∂
αψp,m

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2(K)

≤ N |Nh|∥β∥2∞
∑

p∈Nh

N∑
m=1

∑
K∈Th

∥ψp,m∥2HM
κ (K)

= N |Nh|∥β∥2∞
∑

p∈Nh

N∑
m=1

(
∥ψp,m∥2

HM
κ (K+

p ∩Ω)
+ ∥ψp,m∥2

HM
κ (K−

p ∩Ω)

)

≤ 2N |Nh|2∥β∥2∞
N∑

m=1

∥φ̂2m−1∥2HM
κ (K̂)

, (58)
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where, in the last inequality, we exploit the fact that, for any p ∈ Nh, the restriction of ψp,m to
its adjacent cells K±

p in (34) coincides, up to a rigid transformation, with the reference function
φ̂2m−1 on “K taking (ĥ1, ĥ2) = (2h1, h2). From the upper bounds in Lemma 2.6, one obtains

N∑
m=1

∥φ̂2m−1∥2HM
κ (K̂)

≤
N∑

m=1
ν̃m<1

∥φ̂2m−1∥2HM
κ (K̂)

+

N∑
m=1
ν̃m>1

∥φ̂2m−1∥2HM
κ (K̂)

≤ Nh1π
2(M + 1)2

4κ2h2d̃2
+
h1(M + 1)2

κ tanh(κh2)

N∑
m=1
ν̃m>1

ν̃2Mm√
ν̃2m − 1

≤ Nπ2ρ(M + 1)2

4κ2d̃2
+
N2π(M + 1)2(ρνN )2M−1

κ2 tanh(κh/ρ)d̃0
,

where d̃ and d̃0 are defined in (57), and the last inequality follows from the bound ν̃2Mm ≤
Nπ
κh1

(ρνN )2M−1 for any 1 ≤ m ≤ N , with ρ the shape-regularity constant from (18). Hence,

κ2

π(M + 1)2

N∑
m=1

∥φ̂2m−1∥2HM
κ (K̂)

≤Nπρ

4d̃2
+
N2(ρνN )2M−1

tanh(κh/ρ)d̃0
≤
(√

Nπρ

2d̃
+

N(ρνN )M−1/2»
tanh(κh/ρ)d̃0

)2
, (59)

and the bound in (55) is derived by combining (58) and (59) with the coefficient bound (41).

Remark 4.8. Similarly to d̂ in (8), the quantities d̃ and d̃0 introduced in (57) provide a measure
of the gap between the wavenumber κ and the node-associated resonant frequencies®Å

(2n− 1)π

2h1

ã2
+

Å
mπ

h2

ã2´
n∈N∗,m∈N

, (60)

which are excluded under Assumption 4.2. If, on the other hand, κ2 coincides with one of these
frequencies, one may adjust the mesh to avoid such resonances, as discussed in Remark 3.2. An
alternative strategy is to remove from the nodal approximation set {ψp,n}p∈Nh,1≤n≤N those basis
functions for which there exists m ∈ N such that κ2 = ((2n−1)π/(2h1))

2+
(
mπ/h2)

2, since in this
case the corresponding functions are not well defined. These functions can then be replaced by an
equal number of additional node basis functions with indices n > N for which no such resonance
occurs. The resulting set remains linearly independent, and thus the collocation system (40) is
still solvable. However, a detailed analysis of the resulting estimates – as in Proposition 4.6 and
Lemma 4.7 – becomes more involved in this case and it is not addressed here.

4.3 Relations between node-based and edge-based spaces
Let N ∈ N∗ and u ∈ H2N

κ (Ω). By Proposition 4.6, we have that ∂2n1 Vu(p) = ∂2n1 u(p) for all 0 ≤
n ≤ N−1 and all nodes p ∈ Nh. The next lemma shows that, if u is furthermore a homogeneous
Helmholtz solution, the same holds for the even ∂2-derivatives, namely ∂2n2 Vu(p) = ∂2n2 u(p).

Lemma 4.9. Let N ∈ N∗, K be a rectangle, and u ∈ H2N
κ (K) be an homogeneous Helmholtz

solution. Then, for any p ∈ K and any 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1, the following equivalence holds:

∂2n1 u(p) = 0 ⇐⇒ ∂2n2 u(p) = 0. (61)
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Proof. Since u ∈ H2N
κ (K), the derivatives ∂2ni u(p) are well-defined for any p ∈ K, 0 ≤ n ≤ N−1,

and i = 1, 2. Moreover, u solves the homogeneous Helmholtz equation in K, so it follows that
(κ−1∂1)

2nu =
[
−
(
κ−2∂22 + Id

)]n
u, for any n ∈ N. Hence, one obtains the binomial identity

b(1)
p = Lb(2)

p , p ∈ K, (62)

where the components, indexed by 0 ≤ n,m ≤ N − 1, are defined as

Lnm :=

®
(−1)n

(
n
m

)
if n ≥ m

0 if n < m
,

Ä
b(i)
p

ä
n
:=
(
κ−1∂i

)2n
u(p), i = 1, 2.

Since L is invertible, (62) yields that b
(1)
p = 0 if and only if b(2)

p = 0.

We now prove that for every sufficiently regular Helmholtz solution u, the function u−Vu be-
longs to the global set SN,M

κ (Th). This result is fundamental in connecting the two approximation
spaces and sets the stage for the subsequent convergence results.

Proposition 4.10. Let N,M ∈ N∗ such that N ≤ ⌈M/2⌉, and u ∈ HM+1
κ (Ω) an homogeneous

Helmholtz solution. Then
u− Vu ∈ SN,M

κ (Th) ∩HM+1
κ (Th).

Proof. Since u ∈ HM+1
κ (Ω) and Vu is piecewise analytic, we have that u− Vu ∈ HM+1

κ (Th).
We now verify that u−Vu ∈ SN,M

κ (Th) by checking the conditions in Definition 3.6. As u ∈
HM+1

κ (Ω) is a homogeneous Helmholtz solution in Ω and Vu belongs to the H1
κ(Ω)-conforming

Trefftz space VN (Nh), it follows that u−Vu ∈ H1
κ(Ω), and satisfies the homogeneous Helmholtz

equation locally in each element K ∈ Th. Moreover, Lemma A.2 ensures that (u−Vu)|s ∈ HM
κ (s)

for any s ∈ Σh. Thanks to Lemma 4.5 and the fact that u ∈ HM+1
κ (Ω) ⊂ H2N

κ (Ω), we have
∂2ni (u − Vu) ∈ C0(Ω) for all 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 and i = 1, 2. Moreover, by Proposition 4.6, we
know that ∂2n1 (u− Vu)(p) = 0 for every p ∈ Nh and 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1. Since u− Vu ∈ H2N

κ (Th)
satisfies the homogeneous Helmholtz equation on each element K ∈ Th, Lemma 4.9 implies that
also ∂2n2 (u− Vu)(p) = 0 for all p ∈ Nh and 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1. Therefore, the vanishing derivative
conditions in Definition 3.6 are satisfied, and u− Vu ∈ SN,M

κ (Th).

5 Combined edge-and-node Trefftz space
This section introduces the combined edge-and-node Trefftz space and its associated interpolation
operator, providing error and stability estimates. These include bounds for fixed κh as the edge
and node parameters, Ne and Nn, vary, as well as results for the high-frequency regime.

5.1 Construction of the combined Trefftz space
Let us introduce the combined Trefftz space, obtained by summing the edge-based space VNe(Σh)
and the node-based space VNn(Nh), presented in (22) and (36), respectively.

Definition 5.1 (Combined edge-and-node Trefftz space). For any Ne, Nn ∈ N∗, define

VN(Th) := VNe(Σh)⊕ VNn(Nh), with N := (Ne, Nn). (63)

Owing to the properties of these two approximation spaces – see (23) and (37) – the combined
space VN(Th) is itself a Trefftz space and inherits global conformity. In particular, it consists of
globally H1

κ(Ω)-regular functions that satisfy the homogeneous Helmholtz equation element-wise:

VN(Th) ⊂ {u ∈ H1
κ(Ω) : −∆u− κ2u = 0 in any K ∈ Th}.
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The combined interpolation operator onto VN(Th) is constructed by combining edge and
node contributions. Let M ∈ N∗ and u ∈ HM+1

κ (Ω) be an homogeneous Helmholtz solution.
The operator is designed so that u− Vu can be effectively approximated within the edge-based
space VNe(Σh). Since at most Nn node basis functions are available, and u has at most Sobolev-
regularity M + 1, the collocation system (40) – and hence Vu – is well-defined for at most

N = min(Nn, ⌈M/2⌉).

This allows us to define the combined interpolant as

I : HM+1
κ (Ω) → H1

κ(Ω), I := E (Id − V) + V ,

with E the edge-based interpolant (24) and V the nodal operator (54). More explicitly, we have

Iu = E(Id − V)u+ Vu =
∑
s∈Σh

Ne∑
n=1

αs,nϕs,n +
∑

p∈Nh

N∑
m=1

βp,mψp,m, u ∈ HM+1
κ (Ω),

where αs,n :=
((u− Vu), ϕs,n)L2(s)

∥ϕs,n∥2L2(s)

, βp,m solutions to (40). (64)

5.2 Accuracy with respect to edge and node parameters
We begin by presenting best-approximation error estimates, focusing on their dependence on the
parameters Ne, Nn ∈ N∗. The results are stated in full generality and then specialized to two
main cases: a Helmholtz solution analytic on Ω and one of low Sobolev-regularity in H2

κ(Ω).

Theorem 5.2 (Edge-and-node based approximation result). Let Ne, Nn,M ∈ N∗, r ∈ {0, 1},
and assume that (25) holds. Then, for any homogeneous Helmholtz solution u ∈ HM+1

κ (Ω), the
best-approximation error in the combined edge-and-node based Trefftz space VN(Th) satisfies:

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥Hr
κ(Ω) ≤ ∥u− Iu∥Hr

κ(Ω)

≤ C1

[
1 + C2χ⌈µ/2⌉(µ+ 2)

(
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3
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2

)]
ν
r−(µ+1/2)
Ne

∥u∥Hµ+1
κ (Ω),

where µ = min(2Nn,M), and χ⌈µ/2⌉ and Ci > 0 for i = 1, 2, 3 are defined in (41), (28) and (56).

Proof. Since N = min(Nn, ⌈M/2⌉) ≤ Nn, it follows that Vu ∈ VN (Nh) ⊂ VNn(Nh), and hence
Iu ∈ VN(Th), with N = (Ne, Nn). Therefore:

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥Hr
κ(Ω) ≤ ∥u− Iu∥Hr

κ(Ω) = ∥(u− Vu)− E(u− Vu)∥Hr
κ(Th). (65)

As u ∈ HM+1
κ (Ω) is a Helmholtz solution and N ≤ ⌈M/2⌉, Proposition 4.10 implies that u −

Vu ∈ SN,M
κ (Th) ∩ HM+1

κ (Th). Moreover r ≤ µ = min(2Nn,M) = min(2N,M), so, applying
Proposition 3.7 to u− Vu, from (65) it follows

∥u− Iu∥Hr
κ(Ω) ≤ C1ν

r−(µ+1/2)
Ne

Ä
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κ (Ω) + ∥Vu∥Hµ+1
κ (Th)

ä
,
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where C1 > 0 is defined in (28). Hence, applying Lemma 4.7 to bound ∥Vu∥Hµ+1
κ (Th)

, we obtain
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)]
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κ (Ω),

where in the last inequality we exploit the fact that N = ⌈µ/2⌉ and 2N ≤ µ+ 1.

Analytic Helmholtz solution. As a consequence, when the exact solution u is analytic on
Ω, the approximation error achieves spectral convergence rates. This behavior is formalized in
the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3 (Analytic Helmholtz solution). Let Ne, Nn ∈ N∗, r ∈ {0, 1}, and let u be a
homogeneous Helmholtz solution analytic on Ω. Assume that the condition (25) holds.

• (Algebraic convergence in Ne). There exists an explicit C = C(ρ, κh, r,Nn) > 0 such that

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥Hr
κ(Ω) ≤ ∥u− Iu∥Hr

κ(Ω) ≤ CN
−(2Nn+

1
2−r)

e ∥u∥H2Nn+1
κ (Ω).

• (Geometric convergence in Nn). If the number of basis functions Ne and Nn are such that

Ne = τeNn, where τe > ρ,

then there exists an explicit constant C = C(ρ, κh, r) > 0 such that

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥Hr
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κ (Ω).

Proof. The first bound follows directly from Theorem 5.2 with µ = 2Nn, namely
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, (66)

where χNn and the constants Ci > 0 for i = 1, 2, 3 are defined in (41), (28) and (56), respectively.
As for the second bound, setting Ne = τeNn in (66), one obtains
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Moreover, for any Nn ∈ N∗,Å
κh

ρNnπ
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ã
, χNn = min
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ρeκh
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)
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, (68)

so from (67) it follows:
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In Corollary 5.3 two distinct regimes are identified:

• Algebraic convergence in Ne with Nn-dependent rate: For any fixed nodal degree Nn, the
interpolation error decays algebraically in Ne, with a rate that improves as Nn increases.

• Geometric convergence in Nn with Ne-dependent rate: If the edge degree Ne is sufficiently
large relative to the nodal degree Nn, for instance Ne = τeNn with τe > ρ, then the error
decays geometrically in Nn, with a rate that improves as Ne increases.

Helmholtz solution in H2
κ(Ω). If u ∈ H2

κ(Ω), Theorem 5.2 guarantees algebraic convergence
in Ne, independently of Nn, as the rate is limited by the regularity of u.

Corollary 5.4 (Helmholtz solution in H2
κ(Ω)). Let Ne, Nn ∈ N∗, r ∈ {0, 1}, and let u ∈ H2

κ(Ω)
be a homogeneous Helmholtz solution. Assume that the condition (25) holds. Then, there exists
an explicit constant C = C(ρ, κh, r) > 0 such that

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥Hr
κ(Ω) ≤ ∥u− Iu∥Hr

κ(Ω) ≤ CN
−( 3

2−r)
e ∥u∥H2

κ(Ω).

Proof. Choosing µ =M = 1 in Theorem 5.2, and since χ1 = min(ρeκh/(κh), e) ≤ e, one has
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ãòÅ
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πNe
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, (69)

where Ci > 0 are the constants defined in (28) and (56) for i = 1, 2, 3.

5.3 Accuracy in the high-frequency regime
In what follows, we derive convergence estimates in the high-frequency regime, distinguishing as
before between analytic and low-regularity homogeneous Helmholtz solutions.

The κ-explicit analysis is complicated by the presence of the resonant frequencies identified
in (60). For any shape-regularity constant ρ ≥ 1 in (18) and κh ∈ (0,+∞), we introduce‹D(ρ, κh) := 1 +

1

d̃(ρ, κh)
+

1»
d̃0(ρ, κh)

, (70)

where d̃ = d̃(ρ, κh) and d̃0 = d̃0(ρ, κh) are defined in (57). The quantity ‹D(ρ, κh) measures how
close κ is to these resonant frequencies, and it blows up as κ approaches any of them.

The next lemma, whose proof is given in Appendix A, will be instrumental in the subsequent
derivation of accuracy and stability estimates in the high-frequency regime.
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Lemma 5.5 (High-frequency regime: κh→ +∞). For any shape-regularity constant ρ ≥ 1 such
that ρ2 ∈ Q, there exists an unbounded set K ⊂ (0,+∞) such that

sup
κh∈K

‹D(ρ, κh)

(κh)2
< +∞. (71)

Remark 5.6. For any ρ ≥ 1 such that ρ2 ∈ Q, the previous lemma identifies an unbounded set
K of positive values κh for which ‹D(ρ, κh) grows at most quadratically with κh, with a constant
C(ρ) > 0 depending only on ρ. The assumption ρ2 ∈ Q is crucial for controlling C(ρ): as shown
in the proof in Appendix A, if ρ2 = p/q with gcd(p, q) = 1, the constant C(ρ) increases with
q. By Dirichlet’s theorem [33, Cor. 1B], approximating an irrational ρ2 requires arbitrarily large
denominators, so C(ρ) becomes unbounded as ρ2 approaches an irrational value.

Remark 5.7. A key difficulty in proving the existence of an unbounded set K for which (71) holds
lies in showing that d̃(ρ, κh) (κh)2 remains uniformly bounded from below in κh for arbitrarily
large values of κh≫ 1. Assume for instance that h1 ≥ h2, so that h1 = h and h2 = h/ρ. In this
case, d̃ = 0 if and only if there exist n ∈ N∗,m ∈ N such thatÅ

(2n− 1)π

2

ã2
+ (mπρ)2 = (κh)2,

situation which we excluded due to Assumption 4.2. Thus, d̃ can be interpreted as a distance-like
quantity between the circle of radius κh and the lattice{Å

(2n− 1)π

2
, mπρ

ã}
n∈N∗,m∈N

. (72)

This is essentially the same kind of question as in the Gauss circle problem [16], which studies the
remainder E(r) in #{(m,n) ∈ Z2 : m2 + n2 ≤ r2} = πr2 + E(r), measuring the discrepancy be-
tween lattice points and the circle’s area. The core difficulty in both settings lies in understanding
how lattice points are distributed near circles, making the analysis of K nontrivial.

Analytic Helmholtz solution. Let us consider a Helmholtz solution u analytic on Ω. If
ρ2 ∈ Q and the numbers of nodal and edge basis functions, Nn and Ne, scale linearly with
respect to κh, then the approximation error decays at a geometric rate as κh → +∞ within an
unbounded set K satisfying (71). Equivalently, for any fixed mesh Th, there exists a sequence
κj → +∞ along which the best-approximation error converges to zero at a geometric rate. This
is made precise in the following result.

Corollary 5.8 (Analytic Helmholtz solution – High-frequency regime: κh → +∞). Assume
ρ2 ∈ Q and r ∈ {0, 1}, let K be an unbounded set satisfying (71), and let u be a homogeneous
Helmholtz solution analytic on Ω. Additionally, let τe, τn ≥ 1 be chosen so that

Ne =
τe
π
κh ∈ N∗, Nn =

τn
π
κh ∈ N∗, and η :=

τe
ρτn

exp

Å
− π

2τn

ã
> 1, (73)

which can always be ensured by an appropriate choice of τe and τn. Then, there exists an explicit
constant C = C(ρ, r, τe, τn) > 0, such that, for any 1 ≪ κh ∈ K,

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥Hr
κ(Ω) ≤ ∥u− Iu∥Hr

κ(Ω) ≤ C|Nh|(κh)5η−
2
π τnκh∥u∥H2Nn+1

κ (Ω).
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Proof. This result is a direct consequence of the estimate (66) in the proof of Corollary 5.3, which
applies with the parameter choices in (73), as the condition (25) is satisfied: νNe = Neπ/(κh) =
τe > τn exp( π

2τn
) >

√
2. Particularly, from the definitions of the constants Ci > 0 in (28) and

(56) for i = 1, 2, 3, one can derive

C1 ≤ 8
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3
2 |Nh|κh√
2d̃

, C3 ≤ 2d̃»
πρ tanh(1/ρ)d̃0

. (74)

Hence, thanks moreover to the bound on χNn in (68) and Lemma 5.5, there exist explicit con-
stants C(ρ) > 0, only dependent on the shape parameter ρ ≥ 1, such that
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where ‹D(ρ, κh) is defined in (70).

Helmholtz solution in H2
κ(Ω). Let us now consider a low Sobolev-regularity Helmholtz so-

lution u ∈ H2
κ(Ω). When ρ2 ∈ Q and 1 ≪ κh ∈ K, where K is an unbounded set satisfying (71),

if the number of edge basis functions Ne scales according to a r-dependent polynomial degree in
κh, for r ∈ {0, 1}, the relative error ∥u−Iu∥Hr

κ(Ω)/∥u∥H2
κ(Ω) is bounded uniformly in κ, with its

dependence on the mesh size h appearing only via |Nh|. This is clarified in the next result.

Corollary 5.9 (Helmholtz solution in H2
κ(Ω) – High-frequency regime: κh → +∞). Assume

ρ2 ∈ Q, Ne, Nn ∈ N∗ and r ∈ {0, 1}, let K be an unbounded set satisfying (71), and let u ∈ H2
κ(Ω)

be a homogeneous Helmholtz solution. Additionally, assume that condition (25) holds. Then,
there exists an explicit constant C = C(ρ) > 0 such that, for any 1 ≪ κh ∈ K,

inf
v∈VN(Th)

∥u− v∥Hr
κ(Ω) ≤ ∥u− Iu∥Hr

κ(Ω) ≤ C|Nh|(κh)5−rN
−( 3

2−r)
e ∥u∥H2

κ(Ω). (75)

Proof. The result follows directly from the estimate (69) in the proof of Corollary 5.4. Thanks
to the bounds in (74) and Lemma 5.5, there exist explicit constants C(ρ) > 0 such that
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with ‹D(ρ, κh) given by (70).
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Remark 5.10. Corollary 5.9 shows that, for Helmholtz solutions of regularity H2
κ(Ω), achieving

a best-approximation error independent of κh requires the edge parameter Ne ∈ N∗ to scale
according to a sufficiently high polynomial power of κh; see (75). Nevertheless, the numerical
results in Figure 9 of Section 6.3 suggest that a merely linear scaling in κh already suffices, even
for solutions of lower regularity than H2

κ(Ω).

5.4 Stability with respect to edge and node parameters
Alongside the approximation results in Section 5.2, we establish corresponding stability bounds,
stated in full generality and then specialized to the two main cases considered previously: a
Helmholtz solution analytic on Ω and a low Sobolev-regularity solution in H2

κ(Ω).
Let α=(αs,n)s,n and β=(βp,m)p,m denote the edge-based and node-based coefficient vectors

associated with the interpolant Iu, as introduced in (64) and (40). The following result shows
that the norms of α and β grow at most quadratically with µ = min(2Nn,M), while remaining
independent of the edge degree Ne. This ensures that the expansion coefficients remain moderate
and can be computed, thus contributing to the numerical stability of the scheme; see [1, 2].

Theorem 5.11 (Edge-and-node based stability result). Let M ∈ N∗ and u ∈ HM+1
κ (Ω) be a

homogeneous Helmholtz solution. Then, for any Ne, Nn ∈ N∗, the following estimates hold:
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∥β∥ℓ2 ≤ 3ρmax(1, κh)2
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2 ⌉∥u∥Hµ+1
κ (Ω), (77)

where µ = min(2Nn,M), and χ⌈µ/2⌉ and the constants C2, C3 > 0 are defined in (41) and (56).

Proof. We begin by considering the bound (76). For any s ∈ Σh, the traces ϕs,n|s form a Hilbert
basis of L2(s), as they coincides, up to a rigid transformation, with the functions φ̂n|ŝ – taking
(ĥ1, ĥ2) = (h1, h2) or (ĥ1, ĥ2) = (h2, h1) – which form a Hilbert basis of L2(ŝ) by Lemma 2.5.
Hence, as ∥ϕs,n∥2L2(s) ≥ h

2ρ for any s ∈ Σh and n ∈ N∗, we have
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where in the last step we exploit the fact that N = ⌈µ/2⌉ and 2N ≤ µ+ 1.
The bound (77) follows directly from the coefficient estimate in (41), in fact
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Analytic Helmholtz solution. If u is analytic on Ω, Theorem 5.11 implies at most quadratic
growth of edge coefficients α and square-root growth of node coefficients β with respect to the
node parameter Nn, while the bounds remain independent of the edge parameter Ne.

Corollary 5.12 (Analytic Helmholtz solution). Let u be a homogeneous Helmholtz solution
analytic on Ω. There exists an explicit constant C = C(ρ, κh) > 0 such that, for any Ne, Nn ∈ N∗,
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Proof. The result follows from Theorem 5.11 with µ = 2Nn and the bound in (68), namely
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and
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where χNn and the constants C2, C3 > 0 are defined in (41) and (56).

Combined with Corollary 5.3, the previous result shows that the family of Trefftz spaces
{VN(Th)}N∈(N∗)2 admits the following properties:

• Algebraic convergence in Ne with uniformly bounded coefficient norms: For any fixed nodal
degree Nn, the coefficient norms are bounded uniformly with respect to Ne.

• Geometric convergence in Nn with at most quadratic growth of the coefficient norm: If
Ne = τeNn for τe > ρ, ∥α∥ℓ2 and ∥β∥ℓ2 grow at most as N2

n and
√
Nn, respectively.

Helmholtz solution in H2
κ(Ω). If u ∈ H2

κ(Ω), Theorem 5.11 ensures that the growth of the
expansion coefficients of Iu is independent of both Ne and Nn.

Corollary 5.13 (Helmholtz solution in H2
κ(Ω)). Let u ∈ H2

κ(Ω) be a homogeneous Helmholtz
solution. There exists an explicit constant C = C(ρ, κh) > 0 such that, for any Ne, Nn ∈ N∗,
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h
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Proof. The result follows from Theorem 5.11 with µ = M = 1 and the simple bound χ1 =
min(ρeκh/(κh), e) ≤ e, with χN as introduced in (41), namely

∥α∥ℓ2 ≤ 8ρmax(1, κh)

h

ï
1

2
+ C2e

Å
1 + C3

…
πρ

κh

ãò
∥u∥H2

κ(Ω), (80)

∥β∥ℓ2 ≤ 3ρemax(1, κh)2
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where the constants C2, C3 > 0 are defined in (56).

Together with Corollary 5.4, this result shows that for every homogeneous Helmholtz solution
u ∈ H2

κ(Ω) andNn ∈ N∗, we achieve algebraic convergence in Ne with coefficient norms uniformly
bounded with respect to both Ne and Nn.
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5.5 Stability in the high-frequency regime
We now present some stability estimates in the high-frequency regime, corresponding to the
results of Section 5.3. Following the same structure as before, we distinguish between analytic
and low-regularity homogeneous Helmholtz solutions.

Analytic Helmholtz solution. Let u be an analytic Helmholtz solution on Ω, and consider
the setting of Corollary 5.8, namely ρ2 ∈ Q and 1 ≪ κh ∈ K, where K is an unbounded set
satisfying (71), with the edge and node parameters Ne, Nn ∈ N∗ chosen to scale linearly with
κh. We now show that the coefficient norm grows at most exponentially with κh.

Corollary 5.14 (Analytic Helmholtz solution – High-frequency regime: κh → +∞). Assume
ρ2 ∈ Q, let K be an unbounded set satisfying (71), and let u be a homogeneous Helmholtz solution
analytic on Ω. Additionally, let τe, τn ≥ 1 be chosen so that Ne, Nn ∈ N∗ are defined as in (73).
Then, there exists an explicit constant C = C(ρ, τn) > 0, such that, for any 1 ≪ κh ∈ K,

∥α∥ℓ2 ≤ C

h
|Nh|(κh)5eκh∥u∥H2Nn+1

κ (Ω), ∥β∥ℓ2 ≤ C

h

»
|Nh|(κh)3eκh∥u∥H2Nn+1

κ (Ω).

Proof. The result follows from Corollary 5.12, with the parameter choices in (73). In fact, from
the estimates (78) and (74), there exist explicit constants C(ρ) > 0 such that

∥α∥ℓ2
∥u∥H2Nn+1

κ (Ω)

≤ C(ρ)κ

1 + |Nh|eκh
d̃(ρ, κh)

+
|Nh|eκh»
d̃0(ρ, κh)

 (τnκh)
2

≤ C(ρ)τ2n
h

|Nh|‹D(ρ, κh)(κh)3eκh ≤ C(ρ)τ2n
h

|Nh|(κh)5eκh,

where we rely on Lemma 5.5 to bound ‹D(ρ, κh) introduced in (70). Similarly, from (79) it follows:

∥β∥ℓ2 ≤ C(ρ)τ
1/2
n

h

»
|Nh|(κh)3eκh∥u∥H2Nn+1

κ (Ω).

Remark 5.15. As the previous corollary shows, the coefficient growth can be at most exponential
in κh, potentially affecting the numerical stability of the method. Nevertheless, in practice such
behavior is not observed in our numerical experiments, as illustrated in Figure 7 of Section 6.3.

Helmholtz solution in H2
κ(Ω). Let u ∈ H2

κ(Ω) be a homogeneous Helmholtz solution, and
consider the setting of Corollary 5.9, where ρ2 ∈ Q and 1 ≪ κh ∈ K, with K an unbounded set
satisfying (71). In this setting, the coefficient norms grow no faster than κ4h3, as shown next.

Corollary 5.16 (Helmholtz solution in H2
κ(Ω) – High-frequency regime: κh → +∞). Assume

ρ2 ∈ Q, Ne, Nn ∈ N∗, let K be an unbounded set satisfying (71), and u ∈ H2
κ(Ω) be a homogeneous

Helmholtz solution. Then, there exists an explicit C = C(ρ) > 0 such that, for any 1 ≪ κh ∈ K,

∥α∥ℓ2 ≤ C

h
|Nh|(κh)4∥u∥H2

κ(Ω), ∥β∥ℓ2 ≤ C

h

»
|Nh|(κh)2∥u∥H2

κ(Ω). (82)

Proof. The statement is a consequence of Corollary 5.13. Thanks to the estimate (80), together
with (74) and Lemma 5.5, there exist explicit constants C(ρ) > 0 such that

∥α∥ℓ2 ≤ C(ρ)κ

1 + |Nh|κh
d̃(ρ, κh)

+
|Nh|

√
κh»

d̃0(ρ, κh)

 ∥u∥H2
κ(Ω)

≤ C(ρ)

h
|Nh|‹D(ρ, κh)(κh)2∥u∥H2

κ(Ω) ≤
C(ρ)

h
|Nh|(κh)4∥u∥H2

κ(Ω).
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Figure 5: A star-shaped domain Ω covered by a rectangular mesh Th. The red square highlights
a mesh element K ∈ Th, while the darker region represents the intersection K ∩ Ω.

Similarly, from the estimate (81), one obtains the upper bound on ∥β∥ℓ2 stated in (82).

6 Discrete scheme and numerical results
This section introduces the discrete scheme used to compute numerical solutions within the
conforming Trefftz framework developed above. We describe the construction and assembly of
the corresponding linear system, noting that for polygonal domains, the integrals involved in the
matrix assembly can be computed exactly in closed form due to the local explicit decomposition of
the basis functions in VN(Th) into EPWs. The section closes with a set of numerical experiments,
showing the stability and effectiveness of the proposed approach in practice.

6.1 Least-square Petrov–Galerkin with regularization
To tackle the redundancy of the edge-and-node approximation space VN(Th) introduced in Def-
inition 5.1, we adopt a least-squares Petrov–Galerkin formulation combined with a regularized
Singular Value Decomposition (SVD), in line with [30, 15]. We use a regularized SVD for its
stability and robustness, despite the higher computational cost, while scalable alternatives, such
as element-wise SVD or QR regularization [5, 6], remain a topic for future study.

As a test case, we consider the homogeneous Helmholtz equation (1) with impedance bound-
ary conditions (∂n − ıκ)u = g on ∂Ω, where g ∈ L2(∂Ω) is given. Hence, we introduce the
following sesquilinear form and the antilinear functional

A(v, w) :=

∫
Ω

(
∇v · ∇w − κ2vw

)
− ıκ

∫
∂Ω

vw, F(w) :=

∫
∂Ω

gw, v, w ∈ H1
κ(Ω).

The variational formulation and its conforming least-squares Petrov–Galerkin approximation are

find u ∈ H1
κ(Ω) such that A(u, v) = F(v), ∀v ∈ H1

κ(Ω), (83)

find uN ∈ VN(Th) such that A(uN, vM) = F(vM), ∀vM ∈ VM(Th), (84)

where VN(Th) with N = (Ne, Nn) is taken as the trial space, and VM(Th) with M = 2N as the
test space. This choice corresponds to oversampling the trial space by a factor of 2.

If Ω ⊂ R2 is a general Lipschitz domain that cannot be exactly discretized by a mesh of
rectangular elements, we can still define the Trefftz space VN(Th) generated by basis functions
associated with a rectangular mesh Th covering Ω; see Figure 5. In this case, the basis functions
are restricted to the intersections Th ∩ Ω.
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The Galerkin problem (84) is implemented by assembling the matrix A and the right-hand
side vector F, defined by evaluating, respectively, A and F to both the edge and nodal basis
functions in VN(Th) and VM(Th). The approximate solution is then obtained by approximately
solving the rectangular linear system

Aξ = F, (85)

where ξ collects the coefficients corresponding to the two families of basis functions. Since the
basis functions have compact support and are localized in the physical domain Ω, the matrix A
is generally sparse.

In finite-precision arithmetic, the matrix A is often ill-conditioned due to redundancy in the
basis functions, that leads to numerical non-uniqueness of the coefficient vector ξ. Neverthe-
less, the associated different expansions may still approximate the exact solution with similar
accuracy, and if some have small coefficient norms, an accurate approximation can be computed
numerically. We achieve this using a regularized SVD in combination with the oversampling in
(85), following the ideas in [1, 2]. The regularized solution procedure follows the steps below:

• Firstly, the reduced SVD of the matrix A is performed, namely A = UΣV∗, where Σ =
diag(σ1, σ2, . . . ) with σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ . . . , and U,V are semi-unitary matrices.

• Then, the regularization involves discarding the relatively small singular values by setting
them to zero. A threshold parameter ϵ ∈ (0, 1] is selected, and Σ is replaced by Σϵ by
zeroing all σn such that σn < ϵσ1. This results in an approximate factorization of A, that
is Aϵ := UΣϵV

∗.

• Lastly, an approximate solution uN,ϵ ∈ VN(Th) for the linear system in (85) is given by

uN,ϵ :=
∑
s∈Σh

Ne∑
n=1

α(ϵ)
s,nϕs,n +

∑
p∈Nh

Nn∑
m=1

β(ϵ)
p,mψp,m,

where

ξ(ϵ) :=

ÇÄ
α(ϵ)
s,n

ä
s∈Σh

1≤n≤Ne

,
Ä
β(ϵ)
p,m

ä
p∈Nh

1≤m≤Nn

å
:= A†

ϵF = VΣ†
ϵU

∗F.

Here Σ†
ϵ denotes the pseudo-inverse of the matrix Σϵ, i.e. the diagonal matrix defined by

(Σ†
ϵ)nn = Σ−1

nn if Σnn ≥ ϵσ1 and (Σ†
ϵ)nn = 0 otherwise.

6.2 Assembly of the linear system
All edge and node basis functions, introduced in Definitions 3.3 and 4.1 respectively, can be
expanded as a superposition of four plane waves eıκd·x, d ∈ C2, in each cell K ∈ Th, by simply
using the trigonometric identity 2ı sin(z) = eız − e−ız, for z ∈ C. For instance, if we take a
basis function ϕs,n in (20), associated to the horizontal edge s = [xs, xs + h1] × {ys}, where
(xs, ys) ∈ Nh, the complex-valued direction vectors involved in its expansion are

dσ,n :=

Å
σ1νn

σ2
√

1− ν2n

ã
∈ C2, νn =

nπ

κh1
, σ = (σ1, σ2) ∈ {±1}2, n ∈ N∗,

and we get

ϕs,n(x) =
∑

σ∈{±1}2

cσ,ne
ıκdσ,n·x, where cσ,n := ±σ1σ2e

−ıκdσ,n·(xs,ys±h2)

4 sin(h2κ
√
1− ν2n)

, x ∈ K±
s ,
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Figure 6: Approximation of u(x) = eıκd·x, with d = (1/
√
2, 1/

√
2) and κ = 30, in Ω = (0, 1)2.

Th has 4 square elements with h = 1
2 . Left: H1

κ(Ω)-norm relative error vs. #DOFs, varying Ne

and for different Nn. Center and right: real part ℜu and absolute error |u−uN,ϵ|, for N = (8, 5).

and K±
s are the cell adjacent to s defined in (19). A similar expansion holds both for functions

ϕs,n associated to vertical edges and node basis function ψp,n. Numerically, it is crucial to handle
the coefficients cσ,n ∈ C with care to avoid introducing potential instabilities. As for the function
ϕs,n, the plane waves eıκdσ,n·x are propagative when νn < 1, and evanescent when νn > 1.

Thanks to this property, all integrals involved in the assembly of the matrix in (85) – and
possibly of the right-hand side – can be computed exactly in closed form whenever Ω is a polygonal
domain. This follows directly from [20, Eq. (15)], to which we refer for details.

6.3 Numerical experiments
We examine the approximation properties of the proposed method by solving a set of Helmholtz
problems using the least-squares Petrov–Galerkin formulation (84) combined with the regular-
ization strategy detailed in Section 6.1, where we fix the truncation parameter to ϵ = 10−14.

Propagative plane wave. We consider the domain Ω = (0, 1)2 with a mesh Th of four square
elements, as in the projection test of Section 3.3. Accordingly, |Σh| = 12 and |Nh| = 9. The
target function is again the PPW u(x) = eıκd·x with direction d = (1/

√
2, 1/

√
2).

Figure 6 shows the numerical results for a fixed wavenumber κ = 30. The central and right
sections display the real part ℜu and the absolute error |u− uN,ϵ|, obtained using Ne = 8 basis
functions per edge and Nn = 5 per node. On the left, the relative error in the H1

κ(Ω)-norm is
plotted against the total number of DOFs, given by #DOFs = Ne × |Σh|+Nn × |Nh|. We vary
Ne for different choices of Nn. As u is analytic on Ω, we observe that the convergence order
predicted by the approximation estimates in Corollary 5.3 is confirmed, with a 1

2 gain.
In Figure 7 we report numerical results for different wavenumbers κ on the fixed mesh Th.

Both edge and node parameters, Ne and Nn, are chosen to scale linearly with κh; specifically
Nn = κh and Ne = τeκh for several values of the tuning parameter τe. On the left, we display
the relative error in the H1

κ(Ω)-norm as a function of κh. These results are consistent with
Corollary 5.8, exhibiting geometric convergence as κh→ +∞, with a higher convergence rate for
larger values of τe. On the right, we report the normalized coefficient norm ∥ξ(ϵ)∥ℓ2/∥u∥H1

κ(Ω)

as a measure of stability, plotted against κh. The coefficients remain small across all tested
regimes. The exponential upper bound of Corollary 5.14 is not realized in practice and largely
overestimates the actual behavior, which in fact does not result in any numerical instabilities.
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Figure 7: Approximation of the plane wave u(x) = eıκd·x with d = (1/
√
2, 1/

√
2) in Ω = (0, 1)2,

where Th consists of 4 square elements with h = 1
2 . H1

κ(Ω)-norm relative error (left) and relative
coefficient norm ∥ξ(ϵ)∥ℓ2/∥u∥H1

κ(Ω) (right) vs. κh, with Ne and Nn scaling linearly w.r.t. κh.

Corner singularities. We consider the domain Ω = (0, 1)×(− 1
2 ,

1
2 ), discretized using the same

computational mesh Th of 4 square elements as in the previous example. We now approximate
more challenging solutions, specifically

uν(x) := Jν(κr)e
ıνθ, x = (r cos θ, r sin θ), where ν ∈ R \ Z, (86)

and Jν is the Bessel function of the first kind [12, Eq. (10.2.2)]. As ν ̸∈ Z, these functions exhibit
a singularity at the origin on the boundary ∂Ω, which becomes stronger as ν decreases. In fact,
the function (86) belongs to H1+ν−λ

κ (Ω) for any λ > 0, but uν /∈ H1+ν
κ (Ω).

In Figure 8, we report the results for a fixed wavenumber κ = 30. In the first row, we set
ν = 19/4, while in the second row, ν = 2/3. The central and right columns show the real part
ℜuν and the point-wise absolute error |uν − uN,ϵ|. In the left column, we plot the relative error
in the H1

κ(Ω)-norm as a function of the number of DOFs, varying Ne and for various choices of
Nn. We observe that the convergence rate initially grows with 2Nn when 2Nn < ν, but saturates
at the rate ν when 2Nn > ν. This behavior indicates that the convergence rate in Theorem 5.2
may be sharpened by a factor of 1

2 , and that the result may extend to all Helmholtz solutions
u ∈ HM+1

κ (Ω) with a real, non-integer M > 0.
In Figure 9 we report numerical results for the case ν = 2/3, and various wavenumbers κ on

the same mesh Th. The edge parameterNe is set to scale linearly with κh – specificallyNe = τeκh
for several values of the tuning parameter τe – while the node parameter is fixed at Nn = 1, as
suggested by the previous analysis due to the limited Sobolev regularity of the target solution.
On the left, we show the relative error in the H1

κ(Ω)-norm as a function of κh. We observe that
the error slightly decreases in κh and eventually plateaus. This suggests that the polynomial
growth predicted by Corollary 5.9 is not necessary in practice, and that a linear scaling of Ne with
κh suffices to ensure κ-independent accuracy – even for solutions with regularity below H2

κ(Ω).
On the right, we report the normalized coefficient norm ∥ξ(ϵ)∥ℓ2/∥u2/3∥H1

κ(Ω) as a measure of
numerical stability, plotted against κh. The coefficients remain small across all tested regimes,
confirming that stability is preserved when Ne grows linearly with κh without requiring any
stronger increase of the edge basis functions.

Star shaped domain. We now consider a star-shaped domain Ω inscribed in the unit circle
{x ∈ R2 : |x| = 1}. The mesh Th consists of 4 rectangular cells, covering Ω as shown in Figure
5, with |Σh| = 12 and |Nh| = 9. The wavenumber is fixed at κ = 30.
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Figure 8: Approximation of corner singularities uν in (86), with ν = 19/4 (top) and ν = 2/3
(bottom), in Ω = (0, 1) × (− 1

2 ,
1
2 ), where Th consists of 4 square elements with h = 1

2 . Left
column: H1

κ(Ω)-norm relative error vs. #DOFs, varying Ne and for different Nn. Central and
right columns: real part ℜuν and absolute error |uν − uN,ϵ|, for N = (30, 3).

First, we approximate the same PPW u(x) = eıκd·x with d = (1/
√
2, 1/

√
2), as in Figure 6.

The results are shown in Figure 10. The center and right panels show the real part ℜu and the
absolute error |u − uN,ϵ|, obtained with N = (8, 8). The left panel plots the relative H1

κ-error
against the number of DOFs, varying Ne and for different values of Nn. Despite the generality of
the domain, which limits the ability of the VN(Th) basis functions to adapt near the boundary,
we still observe good approximation properties, with convergence plateauing at about 10−8.

Then, we consider another numerical test, where we approximate the fundamental solution
to the Helmholtz equation, given by

Φx0
(x) :=

ı

4
H

(1)
0 (κ|x− x0|), x0 /∈ Ω, (87)

where H(1)
0 is the Hankel function of the first kind [12, Eq. (10.2.5)]. We place the singularity

x0 on an edge of the skeleton Σh at distance 3λ/4 from the domain boundary, where λ = 2π/κ
denotes the wavelength. The results are shown in Figure 11. The center and right panels
show the real part ℜΦx0

and the absolute error |Φx0
− uN,ϵ|, obtained with N = (30, 5); the

singularity x0 is marked by a red circle. The left panel plots the relative H1
κ(Ω)-error against the

number of DOFs, for different values of Nn while varying Ne. Despite the domain’s complexity,
which hinders the ability of the VN(Th) basis to capture boundary behavior, we observe good
approximation. Nevertheless convergence stagnates around 10−8. The test is challenging, as the
singularity lies outside Ω but inside the surrounding rectangular mesh.
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Figure 9: Approximation of the corner singularity uν in (86) with ν = 2/3 in Ω = (0, 1)×(− 1
2 ,

1
2 ),

where Th consists of 4 square elements with h = 1
2 . H1

κ(Ω)-norm relative error (left) and relative
coefficient norm ∥ξ(ϵ)∥ℓ2/∥u2/3∥H1

κ(Ω) (right) vs. κh, with Ne and Nn scaling linearly w.r.t. κh.

Internal nodal point source. We return to the domain Ω = (0, 1)2 with wavenumber κ = 30,
using the same computational mesh Th of four square elements as in the previous examples. We
approximate again Φx0 in (87), but this time with a singularity x0 located at the center of
Ω, so that x0 ∈ Nh. In this setting, Φx0

is no longer a solution to the Helmholtz equation
(1), and hence not a solution to the variational problem (83). Instead, it weakly satisfies the
inhomogeneous equation −∆u−κ2u = δx0

, where δx0
denotes the Dirac distribution centered at

x0. We approximate Φx0 by solving the Galerkin problem (84) with a modified right-hand side
F+δx0 , which is well defined on the discrete space VN(Th) ⊂ C0(Ω). However, as δx0 /∈ (H1

κ(Ω))
∗,

it follows that Φx0 /∈ H1
κ(Ω), and no convergence in the H1

κ(Ω)-norm can be expected.
For this reason, the left panel of Figure 12 reports the relative L2(Ω)-error versus the total

number of degrees of freedom. Unlike the previous tests, where the number of DOFs was increased
by raising Ne while keeping Nn fixed, here we keep Ne fixed and increase Nn, as no convergence
is observed numerically when increasing Ne alone. Note that the error analysis of Section 5 does
not cover this case. Besides, the center and right panels of Figure 12 show the real part ℜΦx0 and
the absolute error |Φx0

− uN,ϵ|, respectively, computed with N = (30, 50). The error is clearly
concentrated along the mesh skeleton Σh.

Square-tiled domain. Finally, we consider a conforming mesh Th for a polygonal domain Ω,
tessellated with square cells; see Figure 13. Ω is contained within the rectangle (0, 9) × (0, 8),
and the mesh is composed of |Th| = 56 square cells, each of unit side length, it has |Σh| = 141
edges and |Nh| = 84 nodes, and the domain is contained within the rectangle (0, 9)× (0, 8). We
focus on a high-frequency regime by setting κ = 100, aiming to approximate the fundamental
solution Φx0

given in (87). The characteristic diameter of the domain is diam(Ω) ≈ 11, which
together with the high wavenumber makes this a numerically challenging problem. Besides, the
singularity x0 is placed at a distance dist(x0,Ω) = λ/4 from the domain, with λ = 2π/κ denoting
the wavelength; it is marked by a red circle in Figure 13. The left panel of the figure shows the
real part ℜΦx0

, while the right one displays the absolute error obtained with N = (40, 40),
corresponding to a total of #DOFs = Ne|Σh| +Nn|Nh| = 9 × 103. In this setting, the number
of DOFs per wavelength in each direction can be estimated as

λ

√
#DOFs

diam(Ω)
=

2π

κ

√
Ne|Σh|+Nn|Nh|

diam(Ω)
≈ 0.5.
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Figure 10: Approximation of the plane wave u(x) = eıκd·x with d = (1/
√
2, 1/

√
2) in a star-

shaped domain Ω, where Th consists of 4 rectangular elements with h =
√
2 + φ/2, where φ is

the golden ratio. Left: H1
κ(Ω)-norm relative error vs. #DOFs, varying Ne and for different values

of Nn. Center and right: real part ℜu and absolute error |u− uN,ϵ|, for N = (8, 8).
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Figure 11: Approximation of the fundamental solution Φx0
in (87) with κ = 30 in a star-shaped

domain Ω, where Th consists of 4 rectangular elements with h =
√
2 + φ/2, where φ is the golden

ratio. The singularity x0, marked by a red circle, lies on one edge of Σh at a distance 3λ/4 from
the domain boundary. Left: H1

κ(Ω)-norm relative error vs. #DOFs, varying Ne and for different
Nn. Center and right: real part ℜΦx0

and absolute error |Φx0
− uN,ϵ|, for N = (30, 5).
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Figure 12: Approximation of the fundamental solution Φx0
in (87), with κ = 30 and x0 ∈ Nh

located at the domain center, in Ω = (− 1
2 ,

1
2 )

2, where Th consists of 4 square elements with
h = 1

2 . Left: L2(Ω)-norm relative error vs. #DOFs, varying Nn and for different Ne. Center and
right: real part ℜΦx0

and absolute error |Φx0
− uN,ϵ|, for N = (30, 50).
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Figure 13: Approximation of the fundamental solution Φx0
in (87) with κ = 100 in the space

invader domain Ω, where Th consists of 56 square elements with h = 1. The singularity x0 is
located at a distance λ/4 from the domain boundary and marked by a red circle. Left: real part
ℜΦx0

. Right: absolute error |Φx0
−uN,ϵ|, computed with N = (40, 40), and hence 9×103 DOFs.

Low-order methods usually demand 6-10 DOFs per wavelength for 1-2 digits of accuracy; in
contrast, the presented Trefftz method attains an L∞-error of order 10−8 with only a small
fraction of that resolution.

7 Conclusions
This paper presents a novel Trefftz Continuous Galerkin method. The discrete space, built on a
Cartesian grid, is H1

κ(Ω)-conforming, and spanned by compactly supported basis functions given
locally as simple linear combinations of EPWs. For this space, we establish wavenumber-explicit
stability and error bounds. Numerical results for the full Galerkin discretization confirm the
theoretical bounds and even exhibit better performance, pointing to possible improvements.

Building on these results, several natural directions for further development can be considered.
In particular, a discontinuous Trefftz space can be constructed from the local approximation space
on each cell, offering greater flexibility for problems with piecewise-constant coefficients. This
approach could also allow for the definition of local Trefftz spaces on elements with more general
geometries, potentially enabling the method to handle more complex meshes. Similarly, while
the focus of Section 2 is on Dirichlet boundary conditions, an analogous local approach can be
applied to Neumann problems. By defining edge-based reference modes through a Hilbert basis
and solving local Helmholtz–Neumann problems within each cell, new families of basis functions
can be constructed. This enables the construction of globally conforming spaces in H(div; Ω),
suitable, for instance, for formulations of the Helmholtz equation involving both scalar and vector
fields. Other interesting directions include deriving full Galerkin error estimates, generalizing the
numerical scheme and analysis to the 3D settings, and further extending the approach to time-
harmonic Maxwell and elastic wave equations.

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to Bernardo Cockburn for asking, at the 2024
Trefftz Workshop in Oaxaca, whether Trefftz Continuous Methods were possible, a question that
led to this paper.
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A Appendix
A trigonometric inequality. We begin with a basic trigonometric inequality, which is a key
tool in the proof of Lemma 2.6.

Lemma A.1. The following inequalities hold:∣∣∣∣cot(x)x

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

sin2(x)
≤ π2

4minm∈N |x−mπ|2 , 0 < x /∈ πZ. (88)

Proof. The first inequality in (88) follows directly from the bound | sin(x) cos(x)| ≤ |x| for x > 0.
For the second inequality, note that by periodicity one can write x = nπ ± d, with n ∈ N and

d := min
m∈N

|x−mπ| ∈ (0, π/2],

since x /∈ πZ. Using the elementary estimate sin(t) ≥ 2t
π for t ∈ [0, π/2], we obtain | sin(x)| =

| sin(d)| ≥ 2d
π , which yields the second inequality in (88).

Trace inequalities on the reference cell. We next recall a couple of trace inequalities on
the reference cell “K and its edge ŝ defined in (2). These results, though stated on “K, extend to
any mesh cell K and edge s ⊂ ∂K up to a rigid transformation.

Lemma A.2. Let M ∈ N, and u ∈ HM+1
κ (“K). Then,

|u|HM
κ (ŝ) ≤

 
2

ĥ2
max(1, κĥ2)∥u∥HM+1

κ (K̂)
.

Proof. Let us first assume u ∈ C∞(“K) and M = 0. From the mean value theorem, there exists
y0 ∈ [0, ĥ2] such that

u(x, y0) =
1

ĥ2

∫ ĥ2

0

u(x, t)dt, x ∈ [0, ĥ1],

and, from the fundamental theorem of calculus,

u(x, y) = u(x, y0) +

∫ y

y0

∂2u(x, t)dt, (x, y) ∈ ∂“K.
Hence, it follows that

|u(x, y)|2
2

≤ |u(x, y0)|2 +
∣∣∣∣∣
∫ y

y0

∂2u(x, t)dt

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ 1

ĥ22

(∫ ĥ2

0

|u(x, t)|dt
)2

+

(∫ ĥ2

0

|∂2u(x, t)|dt
)2

≤ 1

ĥ2

∫ ĥ2

0

|u(x, t)|2 dt+ ĥ2

∫ ĥ2

0

|∂2u(x, t)|2 dt, (89)

where we used the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality in the last step. Choosing y = ĥ2 and integrating
in x over (0, ĥ1), we conclude

∥u∥2L2(ŝ) ≤
2

ĥ2

(
∥u∥2

L2(K̂)
+ ĥ22∥∂2u∥2L2(K̂)

)
≤ 2max(1, κĥ2)

2

ĥ2
∥u∥2

H1
κ(K̂)

. (90)
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The formula in (90) readily extends to u ∈ H1
κ(“K) by a density argument. Moreover, if we

now assume u ∈ HM+1
κ (“K), it follows

|u|2HM
κ (ŝ) =

1

κ2M
∥∂M1 u∥2L2(ŝ) ≤

2max(1, κĥ2)
2

ĥ2κ2M
∥∂M1 u∥2

H1
κ(K̂)

≤ 2max(1, κĥ2)
2

ĥ2
∥u∥2

HM+1
κ (K̂)

.

Lemma A.3. Let u ∈ H2
κ(“K). Then,

∥u∥
L∞(∂K̂)

≤ 2max(1, κĥ1, κĥ2)
2

min(ĥ1, ĥ2)
∥u∥

H2
κ(K̂)

.

Proof. By symmetry, it is sufficient to prove the estimate on ŝ. Reasoning as in (89), one obtains

|u(x, y)|2
2

≤ 1

ĥ1

∫ ĥ1

0

|u(t, y)|2 dt+ ĥ1

∫ ĥ1

0

|∂1u(t, y)|2 dt, (x, y) ∈ ∂“K,
and hence, setting y = ĥ2, it follows

∥u∥2L∞(ŝ) ≤
2

ĥ1

Ä
∥u∥2L2(ŝ) + ĥ21∥∂1u∥2L2(ŝ)

ä
.

Combining this formula with (90) yields

∥u∥2L∞(ŝ) ≤
4

ĥ1ĥ2
∥u∥2

L2(K̂)
+

4ĥ1

ĥ2
∥∂1u∥2L2(K̂)

+
4ĥ2

ĥ1
∥∂2u∥2L2(K̂)

+ 4ĥ1ĥ2∥∂1∂2u∥2L2(K̂)

≤ 4

min(ĥ1, ĥ2)2

(
∥u∥2

L2(K̂)
+max(κĥ1, κĥ2)

2|u|2
H1

κ(K̂)
+max(κĥ1, κĥ2)

4|u|2
H2

κ(K̂)

)
≤ 4max(1, κĥ1, κĥ2)

4

min(ĥ1, ĥ2)2
∥u∥2

H2
κ(K̂)

,

so that

∥u∥2
L∞(∂K̂)

= max
s⊂∂K̂

∥u∥2L∞(s) ≤
4max(1, κĥ1, κĥ2)

4

min(ĥ1, ĥ2)2
∥u∥2

H2
κ(K̂)

.

Proofs of high-frequency regime lemma. Let us now turn to the proof of Lemma 5.5. We
recall from (18) that the mesh size is defined as h = max(h1, h2), while the shape parameter is
given by ρ = h/min(h1, h2) ≥ 1. In what follows, without loss of generality, we assume h1 ≥ h2,
so that h1 = h and h2 = h/ρ. The arguments remain unchanged if h1 and h2 are swapped.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. Let ρ ≥ 1, and assume that there exist p, q ∈ N∗ such that gcd(p, q) = 1
and ρ2 = p/q ∈ Q. In order to prove that (71) holds on an unbounded set K ⊂ (0,+∞), we will
exhibit a positive sequence tj ↗ ∞, for j ∈ N∗, and an explicit constant C(q) > 0, such that‹D(ρ, tj) = 1 +

1

d̃(ρ, tj)
+

1»
d̃0(ρ, tj)

≤ C(q)t2j ,

where we recall that, for t > 0,

d̃(ρ, t) = inf
m∈N,n∈N∗:
ν̃n(t)<1

∣∣∣»1− ν̃2n(t)−
mπρ

t

∣∣∣ , d̃0(ρ, t) = inf
n∈N∗:
ν̃n(t)>1

»
ν̃2n(t)− 1, ν̃n(t) =

(2n− 1)π

2t
.
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Let us consider the sorted set{
r1 < r2 < . . .

}
:=

{
r ∈ (0,+∞) : r2 = r2(n,m) :=

Å
(2n− 1)π

2

ã2
+(mπρ)2, (n,m) ∈ N∗×N

}
.

For any j ∈ N∗, define
tj :=

rj + rj+1

2
,

and the two sets

R−
j :=

{
(n,m) ∈ N∗ × N : r(n,m) ≤ rj

}
, R+

j :=
{
(n,m) ∈ N∗ × N : r(n,m) ≥ rj+1

}
.

For any j ∈ N∗, observe that rj < tj < rj+1, and that N∗ × N = R−
j ∪R+

j .
Let us first focus on d̃(ρ, tj). For any (n,m) ∈ R−

j , set r = r(n,m). Since (2n− 1)π/2 ≤ r ≤
rj < tj , one has that ν̃n(tj) < 1. Besides,

mπρ < r ≤ rj < tj , and t2j − r2 > tj(tj − rj) = tj(rj+1 − rj)/2.

Hence, it follows that∣∣∣∣∣∣
√
t2j −

Å
(2n− 1)π

2

ã2
−mπρ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = t2j − r2»
t2j − ((2n− 1)π/2)2 +mπρ

≥
t2j − r2

2tj
≥ rj+1 − rj

4
. (91)

Similarly, for any (n,m) ∈ R+
j such that ν̃n(tj) < 1, if r = r(n,m),»

t2j − ((2n− 1)π/2)2 < tj < rj+1 ≤ r, and r2 − t2j > r(rj+1 − tj) = r(rj+1 − rj)/2,

thus, one obtains∣∣∣∣∣∣
√
t2j −

Å
(2n− 1)π

2

ã2
−mπρ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = r2 − t2j»
t2j − ((2n− 1)π/2)2 +mπρ

≥
r2 − t2j
2r

≥ rj+1 − rj
4

. (92)

Assume now that rj = r(nj ,mj) for some (nj ,mj) ∈ N∗ × N. Then, by direct computation,

r2j+1 − r2j
π2

=
1

4

[
(2nj+1 − 1)2 − (2nj − 1)2

]
+ ρ2

[
m2

j+1 −m2
j

]
=
q(nj+1 − nj)(nj+1 + nj − 1) + p

(
m2

j+1 −m2
j

)
q

≥ 1

q
.

In particular, this implies:

rj+1 − rj =
r2j+1 − r2j

2tj
≥ π2

2qtj
, j ∈ N∗. (93)

Therefore, thanks to the bounds in (91), (92), and (93), one obtains:

tj d̃(ρ, tj) = inf
(n,m)∈R−

j ∪R+
j :

ν̃n(tj)<1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
√
t2j −

Å
(2n− 1)π

2

ã2
−mπρ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ rj+1 − rj
4

≥ π2

8qtj
. (94)
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Concerning d̃0(ρ, tj), observe that the set over which the infimum is taken can be equivalently
expressed as {

n ∈ N∗ : ν̃n(tj) > 1
}
=
{
n ∈ N∗ : (n, 0) ∈ R+

j

}
,

as, by definition, rj+1 = inf{r(n,m) > tj : (n,m) ∈ N∗ × N}. In addition, for any n ∈ N∗ such
that (n, 0) ∈ R+

j , one has that

((2n− 1)π/2)
2 − t2j ≥ r2j+1 − t2j ≥ tj(rj+1 − tj) = tj(rj+1 − rj)/2,

and so from (93) it follows:

tj d̃0(ρ, tj) = inf
n∈N∗:(n,0)∈R+

j

√Å
(2n− 1)π

2

ã2
− t2j ≥

…
tj

(rj+1 − rj
2

)
≥ π

2
√
q
. (95)

Since tj > 1 for any j ∈ N∗, from (94) and (95), one finally obtains:‹D(ρ, tj) = 1 +
1

d̃(ρ, tj)
+

1»
d̃0(ρ, tj)

≤
(
1 +

8q

π2
+

 
2
√
q

π

)
t2j , j ∈ N∗.
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