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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

—Au — K*u =0, in a bounded Lipschitz domain © C R?, (1)

with wavenumber xk > 0. As k increases, solutions become highly oscillatory and conventional
discretizations require very fine resolution. When the wavelength A = 27/ is small compared to
the size of Q, 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 H'-numerical error scales like ~ x3h? [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.



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 +— e"*4* with d € S'. An important advantage of PPW-based formulations is that
integration over flat subdomains can be carried out in closed form with x-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 + ¢4 but
use complex-valued direction vectors d € C? satisfying d -d = 1. They combine oscillatory
behavior with exponential decay while preserving closed-form integration at a k-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
coeflicient-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 2 with a Cartesian grid 7, 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 Ty,. 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 2. 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 N, node basis functions, is denoted Vn(7r), with N = (Ne, Ny,).



As a consequence, Vi(7) defines a globally H}(£2)-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(7T},) 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 Vi (75,) on domains (2 tessellated by a Cartesian grid 7. Specifically,
we provide best-approximation error bounds in standard k-dependent Sobolev norms — see Def-
inition 2.4 — in terms of the numbers of DOFs, Ne and Ny, namely

e (Algebraic convergence in Ne — analytic solutions). For any Ny, > 1, there exists an explicit
constant C' > 0, independent of Ne, such that, for any Helmholtz solution u analytic on €,

: _ —(2Na—1/2) . >
st o= vl o) < ONe ull grzvnt1 ), Ne 2 kh.

e (Geometric convergence in N,, — analytic solutions). If Ne grows linearly with Ny, with a
sufficiently large factor, then there exist explicit constants C' > 0 and T € (0,1), independent
of N¢ and Ny, such that, for any Helmholtz solution u analytic on 2,

infu = oly@) < ON2 T2 Y2 ul o Na 2 h.

veEVN (7—;1 (Q) ’

e (Square root convergence in N, — solutions in H2(Q2)). There exists an explicit constant
C > 0, independent of Ne, such that, for any Helmholtz solution u € H2(1Q),
inf uU—v < CN;Y?||u , Ne 2 kh.
it = vl < ONG A ulle -2
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 Ny; see Section 5.4.
The analysis also addresses the high-frequency regime, where the method shows its strengths:

e (High-frequency regime — analytic solutions). Under suitable shape-reqularity assumptions
and assuming that the parameters Ne and Ny scale linearly with kh with sufficiently large
factors, there exists an unbounded set K C (0,400) and explicit constants C,n > 0, inde-
pendent of kh, such that, for any Helmholtz solution u analytic on Q,

. _ 5 _—nkh
ve\}gfﬂ,) lu — vl g1 Q) < C|Thl(kh)%e l[ull grzxn+r g, 1 < kheK.

Equivalently, for any fixed mesh 7j, there exists an unbounded sequence of wavenumbers along
which the best-approximation error decays exponentially.

On the one hand, this indicates that achieving a k-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 ~ k? to maintain constant accuracy [27, 28]. An
intermediate scaling is given by the Gaussian Coherent State (GCS) method [8], where #DOF ~
k32, 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.



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 C°(2)-continuous edge-based basis functions, we build a H}(£2)-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 H}({2)-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 8, defined by

—~ ~

K :=(0,h1) x (0,h),  &:=[0,h1] x {ha},  hi,hs > 0. (2)

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

7, a) :{<h) *<h> }m ¥

We adopt the following standing assumption for Section 2:
Assumption 2.1. x? is assumed not to belong to the set U(?Lh//”\bg).

The set a(ﬁl,ﬁg) in (3) includes, in particular, all A-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 k, Assumption 2.1 can always be fulfilled by a suitable
choice of the numerical parameters (hy, hs).
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Figure 1: Basis functions @,, associated with the top edge § of f(\; Kk =15, ﬁl = }\LQ =1.

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

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

sin (ym/l - ﬁ%)

~ ~ PR = N nw
Pn(x,y; h1, ho) := sin (kD) . , (z,y) € K, where Up = —, (4)
sin (hgm/l — D?L) Kkh1

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 @,, on § is uniformly controlled. The real or imaginary nature
of v/1 — 72 in (4) governs the qualitative behavior of the functions $,:

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

e If U, > 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 k-dependent Sobolev norms.
Definition 2.4 (x-dependent Sobolev norms). Let Q C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain, with
d € {1,2}, and let M € N. We define the k-weighted Sobolev inner product and norm by
(1, 0) e ) 7= Z P A %) 120y » ||U|\12Hy(sz) = (wu) g (g
loe|<M
where a € N* is a multi-index. The Sobolev space is HM () := {u € L*() : [l g ) < 0o}
We first derive orthogonality properties and norm bounds for the single-edge modes @,,.
Lemma 2.5. The two families
{\/2/71 sin (,@ant)} o and {1 /\/ET} U {\/2/71 cos (Hsﬁnt)} ) (5)
neN* neN+

are Hilbert bases of L*(8). Besides, the former coincides (up to normalization) with {Pn|s}nen--



Proof. The result easily follows as the two families in (5) are the Dirichlet and Neumann eigen-
functions of —A on (0, hy), respectively; see [13, Sec. 6.5.1]. O

Lemma 2.6. Let M € N. The functions {@y }nen+ are orthogonal in H,i\/[(l?) Besides,
- ham2(M 4 1)2

1201700 ) S if U <1, (6)
~ hl(M + 1)2 /V?LM A

|| n”HM(K) —~ =5 B Zf Uy > 1, (7)

2k tanh(khg) /Y5 — 1
where Uy, is defined in (4), for any n € N*, and
d:= inf 1-2 - 2Zf o (8)
mE?I,nEN*: thg
Dn<1

Proof. Since @, are separable functions for any n € N*, let us introduce the notations
sin (/@3\/1 - U2+ %)
sin (/{Hm/l - ﬁ%) 7

with 0 < j < M, t €[0,hy] and s € [0771\2]. It easy to check that

-~ . ~ j 0 ~
&n,j(t) :==sin </wnt + %) , Xn,j(8) =

~ =~ B Elé hg cot(khay/1 — 02) cos(jm)
(g ms) ooy = 5 O [Rnilliagom, = 5 _

Khyy/1T— 02 sin?(rhyy/1—22) |
(9)

where the orthogonality of the functions {En,j}neN* follows directly from Lemma 2.5. Then,

(@m@m)]_]'y(?) _ Z o2l (8a$n’ ZZ -2/ (6Ja€ J(pmajag—j@m)ll?(?) .

|| <M £=0 j=0

Since 870575, =02 (1 —p2)¢~ fn]Xng _jforanyn € N*, 0 < j < /¢ < M, and from (9), one has

, (10)

M ¢
(‘Pm@m HM(K ZZ J|1 A2‘e J (gnjvfm])L2(0h)(XnZ JvaZ j)L2(0h2)
(=0 j=0
T M ¢ = .
1ha ZZAQJH 52t cot(khay/1—2) cos((£ — j)m)

Kkhay/1— D2 sm2(/<£2\/1 —v2)

=0 j=0

which proves orthogonality.
We now prove the bound (6) assuming 7, < 1. From (10), one has that

||SOnHHM hlh? ZZAng P2t cot(mhg\/m) B cos(A(K —i)m) |
® - =0 j=0 1-12 sin? (khay/1 — D2)
Due to Assumption 2.1, /@hg\/l—iﬁ,% ¢ w7, and hence from Lemma A.1l one obtains
2 Biho e oo (| cot(rha/T=72)
E1h2(M +1)2 < E1ﬁ27r2(M +1)2

= 2sin?(khoy/T — 02) ~ 8minmen |khaoy/1— 02 — mna|2

1
sin?(khoy/T — ﬁ%))




Finally, recalling the definition of d in (8), it follows

ham?(M +1)2 (M +1)?

18013 < =~ = =~
"HY (K ) K32h2 MilyeNneNs 5, <1 |\/1 — V2 — mn/khg|? 8Kk2hyd?
We now prove the inequality (7) assuming 7,, > 1. It follows that /1 — D2 = 14/V2 — 1, and
from (10) one obtains:

7T M ¢

1Bal2 . hy h P22 _ 1)t COth(KJhQ\/ -1)  cos((£—j)m) '
gy (8) ~ yir ot Kkhar/D2 — 1 sinh?(kho /D2 — 1)
Hence,
~ o~ M T =
152 < hiha Z(er )52t coth(khar/V2 — 1) n 1
MEME) =g yourt " kho/D2 — 1 sinh?(rkhyy/D2 — 1)

< hiha(M + 1)2p2M 2cothA(/sﬁ2\/ﬁ%7—1) - hi(M + 1A)2 p2M
a 4 khoy/V2 — 1 " 2k tanh(khg) /U2 — 1

where the second inequality follows from the elementary bound 1/sinh?(t) < coth(t)/t, for ¢t > 0,
and the last from the monotonicity of tanh. O

Remark 2.7. The quantity d defined in (8) is strictly positive by Assumption 2.1, and measures
the distance from k2 to the resonant frequencies with n € N* and m € N in o(hy, ha) from (3).

We now introduce a set of Helmholtz solutions, which will be well approximated by the
single-edge Helmholtz modes {@,, }nen«-

Definition 2.8. Let N, M € N* such that N < [M/2]. We define the set
—Au—r2u=0 inf(\7
SNM(K ) :={ue H(K) | uls € HM(3), ulpzns = 0;
97" (uls)(98) =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 pn € N with p < min(2N, M). Then, for
any u € SYM(K8), it holds

ha

|(u, &n)r2()| = (K0p) " O u(t) sin(kvpt + pr/2) dt|, n € N*. (11)

0

Proof. As u € S,iv’M(E, §) and p < M, the quantities in (11) are well-defined. Integrating by
parts p times, it follows

hl ﬁl
|(u, Bn) 28| = ’/ u(t) sin(kD,t)dt| = (kD,) " O1u(t) cos(kvpt)dt
0 0
;\ll ?Ll
= (kD) 72 Otu(t) sin(kDpt)dt| = - - = (kD) H M u(t) sin(kvpt+pr/2)dt| .
0 0

Integration by parts is performed only up to order p < 2N, as higher orders introduce non-
vanishing boundary terms and fail to produce additional powers of 7, *. O



The next proposition shows that any function in SN (E ,8) can be written as a linear
combination of the single-edge modes, with coefficients depending only on their trace over S.

Proposition 2.10. Let N, M € N* with N < [M/2], and p € N with y < min(2N, M). Then,
= BE—— S
SNM(K,8) € span{Butnen -
Besides, for any u € S,iV’M(f,é), its expansion coefficients depend only on its trace on §:

(u7 @n)H'g(f{\) _ H@TLHH,{;(R'\)

— = — (u, &n)L2(3), n € N*. (12)
1@nllgem,  18ala ©

Proof. Consider u € SNM (E ,§8). 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

H<,0n|| s@ < Copt=t, for any n € N*. Besides, [|§nl|7:) = h1/2, and hence

1Bnll?,, 4C
Z W ’(u7$n)L2(§)~2 < ? Z 52pn—1 ‘(u, @n)L2(§)|2 . (13)
neN* nllL2(s) 1 neN+

Therefore, due to Lemmas 2.5 and 2.9,

||$TLH§{N(K) 2 4C o~
Y = WG < —= D vt

neN* H<pn”L2(S) I{2“h% neN*

~ 2

O4'u(t) sin (m/nt + —) dt 210
0

< ke

(14)
Now consider

H‘TO\HHH#‘ K N @n
Un ‘= Z (";()(u’(p")m(é) =

neN* ||80n||L2(§) H‘Pn”Hg(f(‘)

which is well-defined, since, on one hand, the functions {@, }nen+ are orthogonal in H ,‘j(f ) by
Lemma 2.6 and, on the other hand, from (14) it follows that

Hff(f(\) 2 ||SOTL||H#(K) . )
L) T > Ton o |(u, @) r2s)|” < +oo.

uy € span{@y }nen- ) and HUH”H I
neN=* ¥n L (S

In particular, the uniqueness of the expansion coeflicients implies:

(UH,@n>H;;(f<\) _ ||95nHHﬁ'(f<\)

= = PN (Ua@n)ﬂ 8)-
||<Pn||H5(f5) ||</7n||2L2(§) ©

To conclude the proof, it remains to show that « = uy. By Lemma 2.5, the set {@,|s}nen+ forms
a complete orthogonal system in L?(8), and thus

(u, Pn)L2(s
ulg = Y O Gl

neN* H‘PnHL2(s

Since u = @, = 0 on IK \ § for any n € N, it follows:

o (’Uﬂ@n)LZ(é) —~
quaf(\ = Z =12 Pn

Pnlor = ulpz-
neEN* ||90n||L2(g) nlok — ok

-y (4, Dn)r2(s)

”‘Pn”p(s

9K  mEN*

As uy is a Helmholtz solution by construction and the Helmholtz—Dirichlet problem is well-posed
under Assumption 2.1, we conclude that u = wy, as claimed. O]



2.3 Local approximation results

We conclude this section by studying the approximation properties of the local Trefftz space

Vi, = span{@a 102,
spanned by the first N, € N* smgle edge Helmholtz modes introduced in (4). Let us define the
H!(K)-orthogonal projection onto Vi, :

17> 17> U; @n) HL(K)
I : H'(K) > H(K), uw— Z T, P (15)

n=1 "||H1(K)

Proposition 2.11 (Local edge-based approximation result). Let N, M € N* such that N <
[M/2], and r,p € N with r < p < min(2N, M). Assume Ne € N* such that Uy, = Nem/(kh1) >
V2. Then, for any u € SNM (K 8), the best-approzimation error in Vi, satisfies:

V2(r+1) o 1/2)

inf ||u - UHH;(E) = ||u - H§UHH;(E€) < —F———Vn, U|H,‘$(§)~ (16)
veVN, k tanh(khz)

If moreover u € HM+Y(K), then:

. 2(r + 1) max(1, mhg)AT +1/2)
inf lu = vl ) = llv = Wsull g 2y < = VN, (12 lull gy (17)
vEVN, ths tanh(khg)

Proof. From Proposition 2.10, since u € S,J{V’M(ﬁ,é), the function ITzu also coincides with the
H] (K)-orthogonal projection of u onto Vi, for any r < min(2N, M). As a result, one has that

18nll?

H‘Pn”

7

K)\“% Jr2e)|”

| ‘ u, n HT(K)‘
inf u—vllf, = lu = Hsul ) = Z 18l 7 =

vEVN,g n>Ne

Moreover, by Lemma 2.9 and the bound (7) — which applies for any n > N, as D, > Uy, > /2
— together with the fact that ||, ]|7.) = h1/2, it follows

2

rhy tanh(khs) 5 1 plr=m 7” N
——— " |lu = sul/,, = < () sin(kUyt + pr/2) dt
2(7. + 1)2 S (K) K/Z[L n>ZN \/7
2 a ’
< Y g / O u(t) sin(kPnt + i /2) dt
k n>Neg 0
9p2(r—m) =1 B 2
< NQT > O'u(t) sin(kDnt + pr/2) dt
K 0
n>Ne

71 12\,(7 - 1| ‘Hg(g)v

with the last inequality derived using Lemma 2.5. Since u € S,iV’M(IA(, §) with p < M, we have
uls € HM(8), and integration by parts is stopped at p < 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. O

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 N, is sufficiently large. This behavior is reflected in the condition
Un, > v/2, which marks the onset of the asymptotic convergence regime.

Degeneracy as /};2 — 0. As /i\zg 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 (rxhy tanh(rhy))~1/2 ~
(Hﬁg)_l as ﬁg — 0. Consequently, the constant in the estimate becomes arbitrarily large, leading
to deterioration in the approximation quality.

High-frequency regime: khi, — +0o. When khy > 1, the number of basis functions Ne
required to achieve a target relative error € > 0 scales linearly with xh;. More precisely, esti-
mate (17) guarantees that

2
khi [ 2(r + 1) max(1 Khs) e llu— Héu”HT([?)
N, > T ’ _ o HW

i e\/ khs tanh(ﬁ/ﬁg) ”uHHg“(f() -

This illustrates that the relative error is independent of n/ﬁl provided that the number of basis
functions N scales linearly with xhq.

Low-frequency regime: I{El — 0. Note that in this regime all the basis functions {,, cor-
respond to evanescent modes. Assuming xh; < 1, it follows that Dy, > v/2, so estimate (17)
applies. Hence, choosing for instance N, = 1, the approximation bound in (17) simplifies to

2(r 4+ 1) max(1, /1712) (/-i/\hl> w2

inf u— vl ) = v = Tsull g, ) < [l g )

vEVN, Hﬁg tanh(/ﬁ/ﬂg) 0

which shows spectral convergence in xhy.

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 C°(£2)-continuous functions and defines a H!(Q2)-conforming Trefftz space.
The set SN-M ([A( ,8) 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 2 C R? that can be tessellated using a mesh composed of uniform rectangular
open cells of fixed dimensions hi, hs > 0. We define the mesh size and shape parameter as

h
h:= maX(hl, hQ), p = m Z 1. (18)

11



Here, h denotes the length of the longest side of each cell, while p quantifies the aspect ratio. In
particular, p = 1 for square cells. Next, we define the mesh, its skeleton, and its set of nodes as

’Th::UK, >h ::Us, Ny, ::Up,

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 o in (3). We assume k% &€ o(hy, hs).

Remark 3.2. If k 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 ho 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 {¢sn}sex, nen+, associated with the
edges of the mesh ¥,

Definition 3.3 (Edge basis function). Lets € ¥, and (zs,ys) € R
o Ifs=[xs,xs + hi1] X {ys} is horizontal, its adjacent cells are
K: = (xsvxs"_hl) X (ysvys+h2)7 Ks_ = (x57xs+h1) X (ys_thys)a (19)

and, for any n € N*, the corresponding function ¢s , : Q@ — R is defined as

~ ) =
Qbs’n(zv, y) = Pn (:L‘ Ts, h2 (yS y)7 hl; h2)7 (.T, y) G s s (20)
0, otherwise.
o Ifs={xs} x [ys,ys + ha] is vertical, its adjacent cells are
Ks+ = (xsaxs + hl) X (ys>ys + h2)7 Ks_ = (‘TS — h’hms) % (ys’ys + h2)7
and, for any n € N*, the corresponding function ¢s , : Q@ — R is defined as
— L .
¢S7n($7y) — on(y —ys, h1 £ (xs — x); ha, hy), (z,y) ?KS , (1)
0, otherwise.

Thanks to Assumption 3.1, these functions are well-defined. Besides, ¢s, € C°(Q) for any
s € ¥ and n € N*. Moreover, they are compactly supported in €2, and are local solutions to
the homogeneous Helmholtz equation (1) in each K € Tj, but not globally, as their normal trace
jumps across KSi interfaces.

The functions ¢s p, inherit the same qualitative behavior as the local basis functions @,: 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 €.

Definition 3.4 (Edge-based Trefftz space). For any N € N*, define

VNe (Eh) ‘= span {Qbs,n}segh, 1<n<Ne (22)

where the functions ¢s , are introduced in (20) and (21).
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e

Figure 2: Basis functions ¢, associated with an horizontal edge s € ¥p; K =15, hy = hy = 1.

It is clear that the dimension of Vi_(X5) is Ne X |Xp|, as the space is generated by the
functions associated with all edges in Xj,.

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 Viy_(3) is solution to the Helmholtz equation (1) in any K € 7, and is globally
continuous in €2, Vi, (23) is a HL(Q)-conforming Trefftz space, namely

Vn.(Zn) C{u€ HY(Q) : —Au — k*u=0 in any K € T} (23)

3.2 Global approximation results

We introduce broken Sobolev spaces on the mesh 7} and its skeleton ¥, equipped with k-
dependent norms.

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

E (T, | N ry) : HY(Th) = @ HM (K 1 e (75 => |- 50 (¢
KeTh KeTy

(EY (S, - ) - HY(Sh) = €D B (s), |- a5y = S 72 s)-
sEXy, s€Xy

To analyze the approximation properties of the edge-based Trefftz space Vi, (2},), 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
—Au—r*u=0 in every K €Ty,

uls € HM(s)  for alls € oy,
07" (uls)(0s) =0 for all s € Xy, horizontal, 0 <n < N —1,
03" (u|s)(0s) =0 for all s € Xy, vertical, 0 <n < N — 1

SNM (T =S ue HY(Q)

For any N, € N*, we introduce the global edge-based interpolant into Viy_(X}) as

E:HLQ) = HLUQ), um Y Z (0 fon) 2 S (24)

seX, n=1 |¢S n||L2(S)

13



Proposition 3.7 (Global edge-based approximation result). Let N, M € N* such that N <
[M/2], and let r,p € N with r < g < min(2N, M). Assume Ne € N* such that

Nem
= —— > V2 25
Z/Ne Iih [t \[ ( )

Then, for any u € SY-M(T},), the best-approzimation error in Vy,(Xn) satisfies:

2/2(r + 1) i (;L+1/2)|U‘H“

inf u— || gr <||lu— Eul|gr < —= . 26
L l (7)) <l lzrem) < tonn (i) (Sh) (26)
If moreover u € HM*Y(Ty,), then:
. r+1 r—(p+1/2)
it ol < = Sl < (S )i il e (20
where . L
0, = Sypmax(lrh) (28)

khtanh(kh/p)

Proof. Consider u € SN¥M(T,) and fix an element K € T;,. For any edge s C 0K, the trace
satisfies u|s € H}(s) with zero boundary conditions u|s(ds) = 0. Therefore, the zero extension

to the whole boundary u|s € H}(0K). By the well-posedness of the Helmholtz-Dirichlet problem

under Assumption 3.1, there exists a Helmholtz solution us € HL(K) such that us|grx = uls. In
particular, us € SNM(K,s) for any s C 9K, and moreover

ulg = Y us. (29)

sCOK

The operator IIg from (15) can be extended to any edge s C K by using the functions ¢S ny
whose restriction to K coincides — up to a rigid transformation — with the reference modes @,
on K taking (hl,hg) (h1,he) or (hl,hg) (ha, h1); see Definition 3.3. Specifically, for any
s C K, we introduce the corresponding H!(K)-orthogonal projection

Ne
L : HY(K) > HY(K), uw— Z (8 Fsn) 1 10) sk

[ e

Since ugs € SNM(K,s) for every s C 9K, Proposition 2.10 implies that:

il = Y 3 e m;wﬂm YBP I LTI
s,n s,n |2

sCOK n=1 sCOK n=1 (s)
e u 7¢ 77/
=2 > ||S¢ s|| ¢S"|K_ > Maus. (30)
sCOK n=1 s,n sCOK

From (29) and (30), it follows

lu — Eully iy = D0 Nu—Euld e < S0 37 llus — Maus |2, ).

KeTy, KeTnsCOK

Since in (25) we are assuming m > vy, > /2, Proposition 2.11 can be applied to control
the local error |lus — Isus|| g+ (k). So, combining the local estimate (16) with the bounds on h;
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Figure 3: H}(Q)-orthogonal projection of the plane wave u(x) = e*4* with d = (1/v/2,1/v/2);
Q= (0,1)2, wavenumber x = 30. Left: plane wave real part Ru. Center and right: real part of
the plane wave H!({)-projection and absolute error for Ng = 12.

A

and hg in terms of the mesh size h and the shape parameter p from (18), and exploiting the fact
that ug|s = uls, one obtains

Ar + 1% oopy-1y 0
lu—Eulfrimy < > D ——————y |ul e (s) - (31)
e A K tanh( Hh/p)

Hence, from (31) we derive the estimate (26), and by additionally applying Lemma A.2 to each
H!(s)-seminorm in (31), we obtain the approximation bound (27). O

3.3 Approximation limitations

Having established global approximation results in Proposition 3.7 under the assumption u €
SNM(T.), we now test its sharpness with a numerical experiment. Consider the orthogonal
projection of a propagative plane wave onto the discrete space Vi_(X,), using the H}(Q)-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 Q = (0, 1)?, with wavenumber x = 30, and a mesh 7}, consisting of four
square cells. The target function is

u(x) = e, x €, where d= (\[ f) esh (32)

This function is an analytic solution of the homogeneous Helmholtz equation, but u ¢ SN (Ty,),
as it does not satisfy the even-order vanishing condition required in Definition 3.6, namely

07" (uls)(0s) # 0 for all s € ¥y horizontal, n € N, (33)
95" (ul

27 (u|s)(9s) # 0 for all s € X, vertical, neN.

The numerical results are illustrated in Figure 3. Notably, the maximum absolute error
attains the value 1 precisely at the mesh nodes NV, since all the edge basis functions ¢s , vanish
at every node p € Nj. This highlights an intrinsic limitation of the discrete space V. (Xp),
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 Vy_(35,) with additional functions
that can convey information at the mesh nodes Nj,.
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4 Enrichment with node-based functions

In this section, we address the limitations of the discrete edge-based Trefftz space Vy_(2p) 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 Nj,. 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 H}(Q2)-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 € N}, 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 2h;. This is formalized below.

Definition 4.1 (Node basis function). Let p = (2p,yp) € Nj. Its adjacent coarse cells are
K; = (xp —hi,xp + hy) x (ylihyp + ha), K; = (xp —hi,xp + hyi) x (yp - h27yp)v (34)

and, for any n € N*, the corresponding function g, : @ = R is defined as

SBanl(hl - (irp - (E), h2 + (yp - y)a 2h1u h2)7 (x7y) € ﬁv

. (35)
0, otherwise.

Ypn(2,y) = {

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 o in (3). We assume k? € o(2hy, ha).

Remark 4.3. The family {tp n }pen, nen in (35) consists of functions of the same type as those
in (20), now associated with horizontal edges of length 2hy. This explains the asymmetry between
2h1 and ho in Assumption 4.2. One could instead define the functions vp 5, to be associated with
the vertical edges of the mesh obtained by doubling hs, 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 approzimation estimates.

For any p € N}, the nodal basis functions ¢, , € C°(Q2) and are compactly supported on the
four cells surrounding the node p. Like their edge-based counterparts ¢s , from Definition 3.3,
they satisfy the homogeneous Helmholtz equation (1) exactly on each cell K € T,. Qualitatively,
1p,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 €.

Definition 4.4 (Node-based Trefftz space). For any N, € N*, define

VNa (W) i=span{¥p.n} e n,  1<n<n, - (36)

where the functions Yy, are introduced in (35).
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Figure 4: Basis functions v, ,, associated with a node p € Nu; k=15, hi = ho = 1.

The dimension of the space Vi, (N) is given by Ny x [Ny, since it is spanned by N,, basis
functions for each node in NV},. 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 Vy, (N}) solves the Helmholtz equation (1) locally on each cell
K € T, and is globally continuous over €. Hence the space is H}(£2)-conforming and consists
entirely of local Helmholtz solutions, namely

VN, NL) C{u € H(Q): —Au—k?u =0 inany K € Tj,}. (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 € AV}, and m € N*, the basis functions 9y, ,, admit continuous even-order partial
derivatives, and that their even 9;-derivatives vanish at all nodes in A}, except p.

Lemma 4.5. For anyn € N, m € N*, p,q € N}, and i = 1,2, 9?"p.m € C°(Q). Moreover,

2m —1
(K7200) P m(Q) = —0pq(—1)" ™52, where Ty, = % (38)
1

Proof. Fix m € N* and p € NV},. From (4), for all n € N, one has

—~

07" Bom—1(x,y; 2h1, ha) = (= 1) (k)" Pom—1(z,y; 2h1, ha), (x,y) € K.

By (35), the function vy, ., is piecewise analytic. Therefore, on each region where it is analytic,
the same identity holds:

0" pm = (=1)" (KDm)*" Pp,m. (39)

As Ypm € C°(Q), this implies 87"pp m € C°() as well. A similar argument can be used to
show that 03", m, € C°(Q2). Moreover, by construction, ¢ (q) = 0 for any q # p, and

Up,n(P) = Gam—1(h1, ho; 201, ho) = sin(kPh) = (=1)™7,
so the identity in (38) follows directly from (39). O

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 Viy(AN},) that matches the first N even d;-derivatives of u at all mesh nodes.
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Proposition 4.6 (Nodal collocation system). Let N € N*, and u € H*N(Q). There exists a
unique coefficient vector B € CNWil solution to the collocation system

N
DY Boml5 10 pm(@) = (57'01)* u(@),  0<n<N-1, q€N,  (40)

pENh m=1
where B = (Bp,m)peN,,1<m<nN- Besides, the following bound holds

enh

18|00 < XN||U||H'%N(Q)7 where XN::min(pﬁh,emaX(laﬁh)Q(N_l)) . (41)

2pmax(1, kh)?

h
Proof. For any 0 < n < N — 1, Lemma 4.5 ensures that the values apr,m(q) are well-defined.
Moreover, since u € H2N(Q), the derivatives 97"u(q) are also well-defined. Using (38), the
linear system in (40) decouples into |N},| independent collocation systems, one for each node.
Specifically, for any q € N}, one obtains

ABq=bq,  with  Bq = (Bam)m—1, (42)
where, shifting the index n from 0 <n < N —1 to 1 <n < N for notational convenience,
A = (1) 2, (bg)n == (K7 '01)*" Vu(q), 1<n,m<N. (43)

with 7, introduced in (38). The matrix A is invertible, as it is unitarily similar to a Vandermonde
matrix with N distinct nodes 72, for 1 < m < N, defined in (38). As a result, 3 € CNWrl is
uniquely determined.

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

”quio: max_|(k 10, )Q(n 1)( ‘ max Z H “to)? (n=1) H

1<n<N L>=(8K)

2max(1, khq Kh2)2> H 1421 ||?
) ) 6 (n 1) H
( min(hq, ho) 1%33}{1\71(2 (k7°01) b H2(K)

2pmax(1, kh)? ?
< (22 LY o (44)

where we bounded h; and hg in terms of the mesh size h and the shape parameter p from (18).
The next step is to bound the norm HA‘1 Hoo In particular, since A has the structure given
n (43), the explicit formula from [17, Eq. (3.1)] applies with nodes 72, that is

N N 2
B 1472 1/4 + (khy/m)” +m(m — 1)
1
||A ||oo 1<n<N H | — 12 | 1I<I}La§XN ’VV‘LH=1 |n_m|(n+m_ 1) . (45)
m#n

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

(N+n-1)!
|[n —m| = (n—1)(N —n), and n+m—-1)= —-—F+—"—
7;!_[1 gl (2n—1)(n—1)!
thus the denominator in (45) can be rewritten as
N
(N+n—-1IN —n)!

H|n—m|(n+m—1): S . (46)
m=1

#
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As for the numerator, one can obtain the identity

N 1 (kh _Hanzl(m—l/2+mh1/7r)( —1/2—mh1/7r)
H ( +< @ >+m( 1))_ 1/4+ (khy/7)* + n(n —1)

1 (47)

m#n

extracting the n-th term and factorizing each remaining term as the product of two complex
conjugates. Moreover, iteratively applying the relation I'(z + 1) = 2I'(z) for z € C yields

N

H(erz)I%, z € C. (48)

m=1

Combining (47) with (48), and using the identity I'(2)['(z) = |T'(z)|? for z € C, one deduces that

, 2
[T (5 () s mon—0) = (5 (%) o) M

m=1
m¥#n

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

1A = (N + 1/2 + wkhy /7) |2 i on —1 1
< | T(1/2 +wkhy/T) 1<n<N 1/4 + (khy/m)2 +n(n—1) (N +n— 1IN —n)!l’
(49)
It is straightforward to check that
su 201 =T and inf (N+n—1I(N—-n)!=NI|(N-1)!
Ieg 1/4+ (khi/T)2 +z(xz—1)  khy' neN ' T ”
and hence, since I'(N) = (N — 1)!, the norm in (49) can be bounded as
T(N +1/2 + why /) |2
1470 < e [ FV 50)
o = Nkhy |[T(N)T(1/2 +1khy /7)
Then, using [12, Egs. (5.4.4), (5.6.4) and (5.6.6)], namely
1 2 T Iz +1/2) 1
(= - T < | R
rGro)| —mm tore <me T@rwl <@L syeR,
and since T'(N + 1) = NT'(N), we estimate
1 D(N +1/2+why/m) [° _ 1|T(N+1/2) _N
cosh(khy) |D(N)T(1/2 +wkhy /)| — @ I(N) T
which implies the following bound for (50):
N cosh(khy) _ e
A u <. 51
At < g Meoshlehy) e )
Hence, combining this estimate with the one in (44), we obtain:
2pmax(1 kh)? p
1811 = max |18qll, < 147", ma bl LA 22 ey, (52
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where in the last inequality h; is bounded in terms of A and p.
Besides, if we multiply the system in (42) on the left by the diagonal matrix K defined as

Knn = (k)21 1<n<N,
then the matrix KA has the same structure as A in (43), with the particular choice khy =1, i.e.

(KA),,, = (1™ {(2?1;1)7rr<n1> |

Hence, the estimate in (51) applies directly to ||(KA)™!| s, yielding

2pmax(1, kh)?

1811 < (1A 1K max flball. < emax(L, RPN D ull s s (53)

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

For any N € N*, we construct the global nodal collocation operator onto Vi (A},) as

N
VHN©Q) = HA(Q),  ue YD Bomtpm, (54)

PEN} m=1

where 8 = (8p,m)p,m i the solution of the collocation system (40). Proposition 4.6 ensures that,
by construction, 97" Vu(p) = 9i"u(p) for any u € H2N(2),0<n < N — 1, and p € N,.

Lemma 4.7. Let N € N* and M € N. The operator V : H2N (Q) — HM (T},) is bounded and

IVl a7,y < Coxn (M +1) [N + CsN2 (oun)M 2] [[ul| 2w (55)
where vy and xn are defined in (25) and (41), respectively, and
2 3/2 max(1, kh)? 2d
02 — 7T|Nh|,0 maf( y K ) ’ 03 — —, (56)
V2khd \/7rp tanh(kh/p)do
with
di=  inf  |V1-2— 25| d= inf /72— 1, (57)
meN,neN*: Kkho TLEN*I:
U, <1 Up >

and Uy, introduced in (38).

Proof. Observe that d >0 and 50 > 0 thanks to Assumption 4.2. From the definitions of the
node basis functions (35) and the operator (54), we have

N
Wl = 3 S w7200 | S5 400

KeTh |a|<M PEN, m=1

2

L?(K)
N

<NNIBIR 3 S S 1p e

PEN, m=1KET;,
N

= NNIBIZ 3 3 (ol et ey + 8omlEpr e e

pE/\/h m=1

N
<2NINWPIBIZ D 1B2m—1llF 0 )0 (58)

m=1
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where, in the last inequality, we exploit the fact that, for any p € N}, the restriction of ¢y, to
its adjacent cells Kff in (34) coincides, up to a rigid transformation, with the reference function

Pom_1 ON K taking (El,ﬁg) = (2h1, hg). From the upper bounds in Lemma 2.6, one obtains

N N N
m=1 m=1 m=1

<1 Vi >1
_ Nr? (M +1)? (M +1)? A
- 42 hyd? rtanh(khy) £ /72 —1
U >1
< N72p(M +1)? n N27(M +1)2(pvy)?M-1
N 45242 k2 tanh(kh/p)do 7

where d and dy are defined in (57), and the last inequality follows from the bound 72M <
N7 (pyn)?M=1 for any 1 < m < N, with p the shape-regularity constant from (18). Hence,

K:hl

2

Nrp  N2(pvn)* ™4 (VNmp N(pyy)M—1/2

N 2
K
—rs ) NP1l S = = _< ~ = ) (59)
(M +1)? mZ:1 HY(E) ™ 442 tanh(kh/p)do 2d \/tanh(kh/p)do
and the bound in (55) is derived by combining (58) and (59) with the coefficient bound (41). O

Remark 4.8. Similarly to d in (8), the quantities d and dy introduced in (57) provide a measure
of the gap between the wavenumber k and the node-associated resonant frequencies

{(W) - (T)}NM (60)

which are excluded under Assumption 4.2. If, on the other hand, k% 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 approzimation set {ip n }pen;, 1<n<n those basis
functions for which there exists m € N such that k* = ((2n—1)7/(2h1))?+ (mm/h2)?, 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 € H2V(Q). By Proposition 4.6, we have that 97" Vu(p) = 8?"u(p) for all 0 <
n < N —1 and all nodes p € NV},. The next lemma shows that, if v is furthermore a homogeneous
Helmbholtz solution, the same holds for the even ds-derivatives, namely 93" Vu(p) = 93" u(p).

Lemma 4.9. Let N € N*, K be a rectangle, and u € H2N(K) be an homogeneous Helmholtz
solution. Then, for any p € K and any 0 < n < N — 1, the following equivalence holds:

Oi"u(p) =0 <= 95" u(p)=0. (61)
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Proof. Since u € H2N (K), the derivatives 92"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
(k7101)?"u = [~ (k=203 +1d)]" u, for any n € N. Hence, one obtains the binomial identity

1 2 N7
bl =LbY), pek, (62)
where the components, indexed by 0 < n,m < N — 1, are defined as
| P— {0 ms (bp )n = (k710) " u(p), =12
Since L is invertible, (62) yields that bg) = 0 if and only if bg) =0. O

We now prove that for every sufficiently regular Helmholtz solution wu, the function v —Vu be-
longs to the global set SX¥*(7;,). 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 v € HM*Y(Q) an homogeneous
Helmholtz solution. Then
u—Vue SNM(T)n HMT(T,).

Proof. Since u € HM*1(Q) and Vu is piecewise analytic, we have that u — Vu € HMT1(T3,).
We now verify that u — Vu € SY-M(T},) by checking the conditions in Definition 3.6. As u €
HM*1(Q) is a homogeneous Helmholtz solution in 2 and Vu belongs to the H!(Q)-conforming
Trefftz space Vi (Ny), it follows that u — Vu € HL(Q), and satisfies the homogeneous Helmholtz
equation locally in each element K € T;,. Moreover, Lemma A.2 ensures that (u—Vu)|s € HM(s)
for any s € ¥j,. Thanks to Lemma 4.5 and the fact that v € HM+1(Q) c H2V(Q), we have
92" (u — Vu) € C°(QQ) for all 0 < n < N —1 and i = 1,2. Moreover, by Proposition 4.6, we
know that 92" (u — Vu)(p) = 0 for every p € NV}, and 0 < n < N — 1. Since u — Vu € H2N(Ty)
satisfies the homogeneous Helmholtz equation on each element K € Tj, Lemma 4.9 implies that
also 93" (u — Vu)(p) = 0 for all p € NV}, and 0 < n < N — 1. Therefore, the vanishing derivative
conditions in Definition 3.6 are satisfied, and u — Vu € SY-M(T3,). O

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 xh as the edge
and node parameters, Ne and Ny, 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 Vi, (2,)
and the node-based space Vi, (NV},), presented in (22) and (36), respectively.

Definition 5.1 (Combined edge-and-node Trefftz space). For any Ne, N, € N*, define
VN(Th) = VN (ZR) ® VNH(Nh)7 with N := (Ne, Nn). (63)

Owing to the properties of these two approximation spaces — see (23) and (37) — the combined
space VN (Tp) is itself a Trefftz space and inherits global conformity. In particular, it consists of
globally H}(Q2)-regular functions that satisfy the homogeneous Helmholtz equation element-wise:

Vn(Th) C{ue HY(Q): —Au—r*u=0 inany K € Tp,}.

22



The combined interpolation operator onto Vn(7p) is constructed by combining edge and
node contributions. Let M € N* and u € HM*1(Q) be an homogeneous Helmholtz solution.
The operator is designed so that u — Vu can be effectively approximated within the edge-based
space Vi, (). Since at most Ny, node basis functions are available, and « has at most Sobolev-
regularity M + 1, the collocation system (40) — and hence Vu — is well-defined for at most

N = min(Ny, [M/2]).
This allows us to define the combined interpolant as
Z:HYTHQ) = HXQ), ZTI:=E0d-V)+V,

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

Ne N
Tu=E(Id - V)u+Vu= Z Z Qs nPs,n + Z Z Bp.m¥p,m u € Hé”"‘l(Q)’

seX, n=1 PGNh m=1
u—VYu » ¥s,n s .
where Qs p 1= (« ) f )2 ), Bp,m solutions to (40). (64)
[bonlZag)

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 Q and one of low Sobolev-regularity in HZ(2).

Theorem 5.2 (Edge-and-node based approximation result). Let Ne, N, M € N* r € {0,1},
and assume that (25) holds. Then, for any homogeneous Helmholtz solution u € HM*1(Q), the
best-approzimation error in the combined edge-and-node based Trefftz space V(Ty) satisfies:

inf U — V|| gr < lu — Zu|| g~
et I [z ) < |l lr (@)

" ISk ﬂ-p'—%] lH_% r—(pu+1/2)
<Cy |1+ Coxrpyo(n+2) | [51+C3512 s VN, [l g1y

where p = min(2Ny, M), and xr,/21 and C; > 0 fori=1,2,3 are defined in (41), (28) and (56).

Proof. Since N = min(Ny, [M/2]) < Ny, it follows that Vu € Vy(N},) C Vi, (N4), and hence
Tu € Vn(Tp), with N = (Ng, Ny). Therefore:

infJlu— vl < i — Tulloy = 1w — Va) - £ - Va)lmymy- (65)
veEVN(Th)

As u € HM+1(Q) is a Helmholtz solution and N < [M/2], Proposition 4.10 implies that u —
Vu € SNM(T,) N HMH(T;,). Moreover r < y = min(2N,, M) = min(2N, M), so, applying
Proposition 3.7 to u — Vu, from (65) it follows

r— 1/2
lu = Tull ) < Covi, 2 (lull sy + 1Vl g )
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where C; > 0 is defined in (28). Hence, applying Lemma 4.7 to bound |[Vu| u+1 7 ), We obtain

HU _IUHHT Q 3 1
B < g g + Coxv (i + 2) (N + CaN 2 (pun )+ ) [[ul g2

v 1/

< |1+ Coxn(p+2) (N +C3N*? (75}1\7)“%)} [l gaxisrany )

< |1+ Coxpym (1 +2) ([51 +Ca[4]2 <”th’ﬂ )M) ol gt -
where in the last inequality we exploit the fact that N = [u/2] and 2N < p+ 1. O

Analytic Helmholtz solution. As a consequence, when the exact solution u is analytic on
), 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 Q). Assume that the condition (25) holds.

e (Algebraic convergence in Ne). There exists an explicit C = C(p, kh,r, Nn) > 0 such that

. _ - —(2Nn+3-7)
it = vlge < lu = Tullge < ONe [

e (Geometric convergence in Ny, ). If the number of basis functions Ne and Ny are such that
Ne = Te N, where Te > P,

then there exists an explicit constant C = C(p, kh,r) > 0 such that
2Nn+%fr
inf ||’U/—’U||Hr(ﬂ) < ||u—Iu||H,(Q) < CNE—H" (£> ||’LLH 2Np+1 .
VeV (Th) R0 = RO Te )

Proof. The first bound follows directly from Theorem 5.2 with y = 2Ny, namely

s /N 2Nn+3 h 2Nn+3—r
1 +4Cox, ( N2+ CaNi (” “”) (“ ) . (66)
kh 7TNg

_I ™
Ju UHHH(Q) e
Hu”HgNn“(Q)

where yn, and the constants C; > 0 for ¢ = 1,2, 3 are defined in (41), (28) and (56), respectively.
As for the second bound, setting Ne = 7N, in (66), one obtains

u — Zu||gr 5 ( pNp 2Nnt3
H 1z 1+402XNH(N§+C’3N13 (p W)

2 2HA®) — o
HUHH,ENn“(Q)

s 2Nn+3
1+ 4Cox N, (Nﬁ 4+ CsNg (Nnﬂ—) )

kh

() ey (o)™
Npm kh Te

h 2Nn+3 s Ny \" 2Nn+35 -1
—c {(1+402XN,,N§)< n ) +40203XNUN,$} (p ”) <Tﬁ) . (67)

<
<G kh

pNu kh
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Moreover, for any N, € N*,

ho \2Nn 2%h Kh Kh
(p; 7r> < exp (i> , XN, = min (p,:h’ e max(l,nh)2<N“1)> < p,:h ,  (68)

so from (67) it follows:

v — Zul| 7 (@)

% anh 5 r 2Nn+%—r
<Cy <1+ 4Cap N2>< rih >epei+40203pN2}(pN“7r)(p)

||u||H5Nn+1(Q) khe=5h™ J\ pN,m khe—rh =" Kkh Te
402[) kh % 2kh 40203p PTN\" 5.4 p 2Nﬂ+%_7’
<0 (14 e (5 ) () (2) " o
=1 +f-@he—"h p ° +nhe—”h kh Te

In Corollary 5.3 two distinct regimes are identified:

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

o Geometric convergence in Ny, with Ne-dependent rate: If the edge degree N, is sufficiently
large relative to the nodal degree Ny, for instance N = 7N, with 76 > p, then the error
decays geometrically in Ny, with a rate that improves as N, increases.

Helmholtz solution in H2(Q). If u € H2(2), Theorem 5.2 guarantees algebraic convergence
in Ne, independently of Ny, as the rate is limited by the regularity of u.

Corollary 5.4 (Helmholtz solution in H2(€2)). Let Ne, Ny € N*, r € {0,1}, and let u € H2(Q)
be a homogeneous Helmholtz solution. Assume that the condition (25) holds. Then, there exists
an explicit constant C' = C(p, kh,r) > 0 such that

. —(5-7)
inf u— | gr < |lu — Zul|| gr < ONg 2 U .
vEVN (Th) I HHE(Q) <l ||HK(S2) = | HH&;(Q)

Proof. Choosing 1 = M = 1 in Theorem 5.2, and since x; = min(pe*"/(rkh), e) < e, one has

|u — Zul| g () { ( o\ 3 kh \2°"
T < o [143Cse (1465 (2F) )}( ) , 69
||’U/||H3(Q) - ! * 2¢ + 3 K,h 7TNe ( )
where C; > 0 are the constants defined in (28) and (56) for i = 1,2, 3. O

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 r-explicit analysis is complicated by the presence of the resonant frequencies identified
in (60). For any shape-regularity constant p > 1 in (18) and xh € (0, +o0), we introduce

~ 1 1
D(p,ch) =1+ = +

d(p,kh) — \/dy(p, Kkh) ’

where d = d(p, kh) and dy = do(p, h) are defined in (57). The quantity B(p, kh) measures how
close « is to these resonant frequencies, and it blows up as k 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.

(70)
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Lemma 5.5 (High-frequency regime: kh — +00). For any shape-regularity constant p > 1 such
that p? € Q, there exists an unbounded set K C (0, +00) such that

D(p, kh)

sup 5 < +o0. (71)

rhel (Hh>

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

Remark 5.7. A key difficulty in proving the existence of an unbounded set IC for which (71) holds
lies in showing that a(p, kh) (kh)? remains uniformly bounded from below in kh for arbitrarily
large values of kh > 1. Assume for instance that hy > ha, so that hy = h and he = h/p. In this
case, d=0 if and only if there exist n € N*,m € N such that

(Cn=7)" s (ramp? = ety

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

{ (@, mwp) } . (72)

neN* meN

This is essentially the same kind of question as in the Gauss circle problem [16], which studies the
remainder E(r) in #{(m,n) € Z* : m* + n? <r?} = mr? + 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 Q. If
p?> € Q and the numbers of nodal and edge basis functions, N, and N, scale linearly with
respect to kh, then the approximation error decays at a geometric rate as kh — 400 within an
unbounded set K satisfying (71). Equivalently, for any fixed mesh 7y, there exists a sequence
k; — +oo 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: kh — +00). Assume
p* € Q and r € {0,1}, let K be an unbounded set satisfying (71), and let u be a homogeneous
Helmholtz solution analytic on 2. Additionally, let 7o, > 1 be chosen so that

Ne=TkheN, No=22kheN, and 1= —exp <_7> > b (73)
T ™

which can always be ensured by an appropriate choice of Te and . Then, there exists an explicit
constant C' = C(p,r,Te, ™) > 0, such that, for any 1 < kh € K,

: 5 7%Tnlih
it = vllga) <l = Tullagy < CINGIGER) 1 5™l gzt .
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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: vy, = New/(kh) =
Te > Tnexp(g—) > V2. Particularly, from the definitions of the constants C; > 0 in (28) and
(56) for i = 1,2, 3, one can derive

R ~
< iﬁ;h ’ L < 27p |Nh|mh’ Cy < 2d _ (74)
tanh(1/p) Vv2d mptanh(1/p)dy

Hence, thanks moreover to the bound on xn, in (68) and Lemma 5.5, there exist explicit con-
stants C'(p) > 0, only dependent on the shape parameter p > 1, such that

||u _ IUHHT(Q) 1 2rakhti—r
ML), < ) [1 4 O 2(h) e (14 Copm) )] ()
||uHH§Nn+1(Q) Te

1 N |erh N |erh 1 2 rnkh
< C(p)re 272/%(kh)? 1—|—|~ nle | h|e prn) =T < >

d(p, kh) 1/ Te
7Tnlih
< Clp)re 2732 (kh)*INWID(p, 1) (p e ™7 )
—C( ) r—1/2 5/2|Nh|(/€h) n ”'rnnh
where B(p, kh) is defined in (70). O

Helmholtz solution in H2(Q). Let us now consider a low Sobolev-regularity Helmholtz so-
lution u € H2(Q). When p? € Q and 1 < kh € K, where K is an unbounded set satisfying (71),
if the number of edge basis functions N scales according to a r-dependent polynomial degree in
kh, for r € {0, 1}, the relative error ||u —Zul| gy (o) /||ull 2@y is bounded uniformly in &, with its
dependence on the mesh size h appearing only via |Ny|. This is clarified in the next result.

Corollary 5.9 (Helmholtz solution in HZ(§) — High-frequency regime: xkh — +00). Assume
p? €Q, No, Ny € N* and r € {0,1}, let K be an unbounded set satisfying (71), and let u € H2(Q)
be a homogeneous Helmholtz solution. Additionally, assume that condition (25) holds. Then,
there exists an explicit constant C' = C(p) > 0 such that, for any 1 < kh € K,

_(3_,
inf lu—vll o) < llu— Tullr@) < CINAI(R)> " Ne  llullz().  (75)
veEVN(Th)

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(p) > 0 such that

— Zullny h h I
W SC(p)m 14 2 AL + \i\/'h"f ( K )
llull 2 () d(p, kh) do(p, rh) | SN

CloNalan)? (p’ﬁm(:Nhe)TTSc(p)|Nh\(nh)5_’“N;(%_T)7

with 5(,0, kh) given by (70). O
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Remark 5.10. Corollary 5.9 shows that, for Helmholtz solutions of reqularity H>()), achieving
a best-approximation error independent of kh requires the edge parameter Ne € N* to scale
according to a sufficiently high polynomial power of kh; see (75). Nevertheless, the numerical
results in Figure 9 of Section 6.3 suggest that a merely linear scaling in xkh already suffices, even
for solutions of lower regularity than H>(S).

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  and a low Sobolev-regularity solution in HZ(Q).

Let aa=(s.p)s,n a0d B=(8p,m)p,m denote the edge-based and node-based coefficient vectors
associated with the interpolant Zu, as introduced in (64) and (40). The following result shows
that the norms of o and 8 grow at most quadratically with g = min(2N,, M), while remaining
independent of the edge degree N,. 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(Q) be a
homogeneous Helmholtz solution. Then, for any Ne, Nn € N*, the following estimates hold:

8pmax(1, kh) T

el < LI T g (1814 G112 ) Ml (76)
3pmax(1 rh)? my

[Bllez < ————xru/21V Wall[ 5 lull g1 () (77)

where 1 = min(2Nn, M), and x[,/21 and the constants Co, C3 > 0 are defined in (41) and (56).

Proof. We begin by considering the bound (76). For any s € ¥, the traces ¢s ,|s form a Hilbert
basis of L?(s), as they coincides, up to a rigid transformation, with the functions @,|s — taking
(h1,h2) = (h1,h2) or (hi,hs) = (ha, h1) — which form a Hilbert basis of L2(8) by Lemma 2.5
Hence, as ||¢Sm||2L2(s) > % for any s € ¥;, and n € N*, we have

2
ot = 3 35 @V G <25 = Vil

se€X, n=1 ||¢S nHL2(S) SEX,

and, thanks to Lemma A.2 it follows

h 2
() ol < 3 =Vl < (I + IValfyen)-
h

Moreover, recalling that vy = 2T, where N = min(Ny, [M/2]), Lemma 4.7 implies that
h 2 9 3 2 5
D) el < (14 [2C2xn (N + C3v/N3pow )] ) ull3pan o

4pmax(1,
2
nw ©2 ﬂ—p, 2
< (1 + ZCQXDL/ﬂ (fg} + Cgf§1 \/2)) ||UHH5+1(Q)»

where in the last step we exploit the fact that N = [p/2] and 2N < o+ 1.
The bound (77) follows directly from the coefficient estimate in (41), in fact

3pmax(1 rh)?
1Bllez < A/ IWRINIBlee < ——————X[us21V/ Nal[ 5] ||u||H"+1(Q) -
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Analytic Helmholtz solution. If u is analytic on Q, Theorem 5.11 implies at most quadratic
growth of edge coefficients a and square-root growth of node coefficients 3 with respect to the
node parameter Ny, 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 ). There exists an explicit constant C = C(p, kh) > 0 such that, for any Ne, Ny € N¥,

C C
ladles < N2l gzneiay 1Bl < v/ Nallull gz .

Proof. The result follows from Theorem 5.11 with g = 2N, and the bound in (68), namely

L o (14 oy )

|lee]] g2 < 8pmax(1 kh)

HUHH,%N“J”(Q) =

8pmax(1,kh) |1  Capet < ) 9
< o (1 V= )| Nas
= h 5 + o + Cs h (78)
and
3pmax(1, kh)? 3p%\/| Ny | max(1, kh)?er"
1Bl 3pmax(l, kh) NN AT AL VN 2( ) Na, (79)
||u||H3N,,+1(Q) h Fah
where yn, and the constants Ca, C3 > 0 are defined in (41) and (56). O

Combined with Corollary 5.3, the previous result shows that the family of Trefftz spaces
{VN(Th) }ve+)> admits the following properties:

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

o Geometric convergence in Ny with at most quadratic growth of the coefficient norm: If
Ne = TNy for 76 > p, ||af|pz and || B¢z grow at most as N2 and /Ny, respectively.
Helmholtz solution in H2(Q). If u € H3(Q), Theorem 5.11 ensures that the growth of the

expansion coefficients of Zu is independent of both N and Ny,.
Corollary 5.13 (Helmholtz solution in H2(€2)). Let u € H2(Q) be a homogeneous Helmholtz
solution. There exists an explicit constant C' = C(p, kh) > 0 such that, for any Ne, N, € N*,

C C
[ex][ez < EHUHH,%(Qw 18lle < EHUHHE(Q)-

Proof. The result follows from Theorem 5.11 with 4 = M = 1 and the simple bound y; =
min(pe~" /(kh),e) < e, with xn as introduced in (41), namely

8pmax(1, kh T
fee < 2L T4 e (14 00y ™) | ez (30)
3pemax(1, kh)?
1Bllez < ————=——VWalllull a2 0, (81)
where the constants Cy,C5 > 0 are defined in (56). O

Together with Corollary 5.4, this result shows that for every homogeneous Helmholtz solution
u € H2(Q) and N,, € N*, we achieve algebraic convergence in No with coefficient norms uniformly
bounded with respect to both Ne and Ny.
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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 Q, and consider
the setting of Corollary 5.8, namely p? € Q and 1 < kh € K, where K is an unbounded set
satisfying (71), with the edge and node parameters Ng, N, € N* chosen to scale linearly with
rkh. We now show that the coefficient norm grows at most exponentially with kh.

Corollary 5.14 (Analytic Helmholtz solution — High-frequency regime: kh — +00). Assume
p? € Q, let K be an unbounded set satisfying (71), and let u be a homogeneous Helmholtz solution
analytic on Q. Additionally, let Te, T > 1 be chosen so that Ne, Ny, € N* are defined as in (73).
Then, there exists an explicit constant C' = C(p, ) > 0, such that, for any 1 < kh € K,

c B C
ledle < ZINAI(ER) e [ull govusr gy, 1Bllez < /NI (k) [l ramaser ).

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(p) > 0 such that

kh kh
< C(p)k 1—|—|~Nh‘e + [Afue (Tnkh)?

d(p, Kh) ao(p, Iih)

]l

||u||H§Nn+1(Q)

2 . 2
O N B, sy < T g ey,

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

Clp)m’? =
181 < SO NG A el s oy 0

Remark 5.15. As the previous corollary shows, the coefficient growth can be at most exponential
in kh, 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(Q). Let u € H2() be a homogeneous Helmholtz solution, and
consider the setting of Corollary 5.9, where p?> € Q and 1 <« kh € K, with K an unbounded set
satisfying (71). In this setting, the coefficient norms grow no faster than k*h3, as shown next.

Corollary 5.16 (Helmholtz solution in H?2(Q2) — High-frequency regime: xh — +00). Assume
p? € Q, No, Nyn € N*, let K be an unbounded set satisfying (71), andu € H2(Q) be a homogeneous
Helmholtz solution. Then, there exists an explicit C = C(p) > 0 such that, for any 1 < kh € K,

C c
lellee < gIM\(Hh)‘IIIUIIHg(Q)? 1Bllez < 7/ Nl (5h)*[ull 12 0)- (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'(p) > 0 such that

lalle < Clopn |14+ Paleh | WalVich

= llull 2 ()
d(p7 K:h) \/do(p,lih)

~ Clp
NG o, ) s [l 2y < LY N )

C(p)

< 277
~ h
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Figure 5: A star-shaped domain Q2 covered by a rectangular mesh 7;,. The red square highlights
a mesh element K € 7Ty, while the darker region represents the intersection K N €.

Similarly, from the estimate (81), one obtains the upper bound on ||3||, stated in (82). O

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(75) 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 V(7) introduced in Def-
inition 5.1, we adopt a least-squares Petrov—Galerkin formulation combined with a reqularized
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 (0, — 1k)u = g on 99, where g € L?(9R) is given. Hence, we introduce the
following sesquilinear form and the antilinear functional

A(v,w) ::/ (Vo - Vo — *vw) — m/ v, F(w) ::/ g, v,w € HE(Q).
Q o9 o0

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

find we€ HL(Q) suchthat A(u,v)=F(v), Yve H:Q), (83)

find un € VN(Tn) such that A(un,vm) = Flom), Yom € Vm(Tr), (84)

where Vn(Tp) with N = (Ne, Vy) is taken as the trial space, and Var(75) with M = 2N as the
test space. This choice corresponds to oversampling the trial space by a factor of 2.

If @ C R? is a general Lipschitz domain that cannot be exactly discretized by a mesh of

rectangular elements, we can still define the Trefftz space Vn(Tp) generated by basis functions

associated with a rectangular mesh 7}, covering €2; see Figure 5. In this case, the basis functions
are restricted to the intersections 77, N €.
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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 Vy(7r) and Var(7r). The approximate solution is then obtained by approximately
solving the rectangular linear system

A¢=F, (85)

where £ 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 2, 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 £&. 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:

e Firstly, the reduced SVD of the matrix A is performed, namely A = UXV* where ¥ =
diag(o1,09,...) with 01 > 02 > ..., and U,V are semi-unitary matrices.

e Then, the regularization involves discarding the relatively small singular values by setting
them to zero. A threshold parameter € € (0,1] is selected, and X is replaced by X, by
zeroing all o,, such that o, < eoq. This results in an approximate factorization of A, that
is A, :=UX. V™

e Lastly, an approximate solution un, € Vn(7},) for the linear system in (85) is given by

Ne Nn
UN,e *= Z Zaé?l(bs,n + Z Z B}(:)mwp,ma

seX, n=1 PEN;, m=1

where

£ ((aS}L) sem o+ (BSh) pen, ) = AlF = VSIU*F.
1<n<Ne 1<m< Ny

Here Ei denotes the pseudo-inverse of the matrix 3., i.e. the diagonal matrix defined by

(ED)pn =21 if B, > €0y and (2]),,, = 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 e**4*, d € C2, in each cell K € T, by simply
using the trigonometric identity 2:sin(z) = e** — e "*, for z € C. For instance, if we take a
basis function ¢s, in (20), associated to the horizontal edge s = [xs,xs + h1] X {ys}, where
(zs,ys) € Ny, the complex-valued direction vectors involved in its expansion are

O1Vn 9 nm 9 .
:: _ _ +1 N
don (02 T2 V72L> e C?, Y=o o = (01,092) € {£1}7, n e N*,

and we get

—thdg n(Ts,ysTh2)
. g102€ 7 ’
Psn(x) = g ca,nem‘i"*" x where Com == x e K=,

ve(T1)? 4sin(hoky/1 —v2)
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Figure 6: Approximation of u(x) = "> with d = (1/v/2,1/4/2) and x = 30, in Q = (0,1).
Tr has 4 square elements with h = % Left: H}(Q)-norm relative error vs. #DOFs, varying N,
and for different Ny,. Center and right: real part Ru and absolute error |u— un .|, for N = (8,5).

and KF are the cell adjacent to s defined in (19). A similar expansion holds both for functions
¢s,n associated to vertical edges and node basis function vy, ,,. Numerically, it is crucial to handle
the coefficients ¢, , € C with care to avoid introducing potential instabilities. As for the function
®s,n, the plane waves e*"do.n X gre propagative when v, < 1, and evanescent when v, > 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 €2 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 e = 10714,

Propagative plane wave. We consider the domain = (0, 1)? with a mesh 7;, of four square
elements, as in the projection test of Section 3.3. Accordingly, |X;| = 12 and |[Ny| = 9. The
target function is again the PPW u(x) = "4 with direction d = (1/v/2,1/v/2).

Figure 6 shows the numerical results for a fixed wavenumber x = 30. The central and right
sections display the real part Ru and the absolute error |u — uN |, obtained using Ne = 8 basis
functions per edge and N,, = 5 per node. On the left, the relative error in the H}(Q)-norm is
plotted against the total number of DOFs, given by #DOFs = N X |25| + N X |[Ny|. We vary
N, for different choices of N,. As u is analytic on Q, we observe that the convergence order
predicted by the approximation estimates in Corollary 5.3 is confirmed, with a % gain.

In Figure 7 we report numerical results for different wavenumbers k on the fixed mesh 7j,.
Both edge and node parameters, N and Ny, are chosen to scale linearly with kh; specifically
Ny = kh and Ne = 7erh for several values of the tuning parameter 7.. On the left, we display
the relative error in the H}(Q)-norm as a function of xkh. These results are consistent with
Corollary 5.8, exhibiting geometric convergence as kh — +o00, with a higher convergence rate for
larger values of 7. On the right, we report the normalized coefficient norm Hﬁ(e)HeZ/”uHHé(Q)
as a measure of stability, plotted against kh. The coeflicients 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) = 4> with d = (1/v/2,1/v/2) in Q = (0,1)?,
where T}, consists of 4 square elements with & = 1. H}(Q)-norm relative error (left) and relative
coefficient norm Hé(g)HgZ/”U”Hi(Q) (right) vs. kh, with N and N,, scaling linearly w.r.t. xh.

Corner singularities. We consider the domain = (0,1)x (-3, 3), discretized using the same
computational mesh 7; of 4 square elements as in the previous example. We now approximate
more challenging solutions, specifically

uy (x) = J, (kr)e™?, x = (rcosf,rsinf), where v eR\Z, (86)

and J, is the Bessel function of the first kind [12, Eq. (10.2.2)]. As v € Z, these functions exhibit
a singularity at the origin on the boundary 92, which becomes stronger as v decreases. In fact,
the function (86) belongs to H:T*~*(Q2) for any A > 0, but u, ¢ H:T*(9Q).

In Figure 8, we report the results for a fixed wavenumber k£ = 30. In the first row, we set
v = 19/4, while in the second row, ¥ = 2/3. The central and right columns show the real part
Ru, and the point-wise absolute error |u, — un,¢|. In the left column, we plot the relative error
in the H}(2)-norm as a function of the number of DOFs, varying N, and for various choices of
Ny. We observe that the convergence rate initially grows with 2/V,, when 2N, < v, but saturates
at the rate v when 2N, > v. This behavior indicates that the convergence rate in Theorem 5.2
may be sharpened by a factor of %, and that the result may extend to all Helmholtz solutions
u € HMF1(Q) with a real, non-integer M > 0.

In Figure 9 we report numerical results for the case v = 2/3, and various wavenumbers x on
the same mesh 7;. The edge parameter IV, is set to scale linearly with kh — specifically Ne = Tekh
for several values of the tuning parameter 7o — while the node parameter is fixed at N, = 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 H}(2)-norm as a function of kh. We observe that
the error slightly decreases in xh 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
kh suffices to ensure s-independent accuracy — even for solutions with regularity below HZ2((2).
On the right, we report the normalized coefficient norm ||£(E)||gz/||u2/3HHi(Q) as a measure of
numerical stability, plotted against xh. The coeflicients remain small across all tested regimes,
confirming that stability is preserved when N, grows linearly with xh without requiring any
stronger increase of the edge basis functions.

Star shaped domain. We now consider a star-shaped domain 2 inscribed in the unit circle
{x € R? : |x| = 1}. The mesh 7}, consists of 4 rectangular cells, covering Q as shown in Figure
5, with |Xp| = 12 and |N,| = 9. The wavenumber is fixed at x = 30.
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Figure 8: Approximation of corner singularities u, in (86), with v = 19/4 (top) and v = 2/3
(bottom), in Q = (0,1) x (-3, 3), where 7, consists of 4 square elements with h = §. Left
column: H}(2)-norm relative error vs. #DOFs, varying N and for different N,,. Central and

right columns: real part Ru, and absolute error |u, — un |, for N = (30, 3).
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First, we approximate the same PPW u(x) = "9 with d = (1/v/2,1/v/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,¢|, obtained with N = (8,8). The left panel plots the relative H}-error
against the number of DOFs, varying N, and for different values of Ny,. Despite the generality of
the domain, which limits the ability of the Vn(75) basis functions to adapt near the boundary,
we still observe good approximation properties, with convergence plateauing at about 1078,

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

7 _
Dy, (%) := ZHél)(/i\x — Xol), xg ¢ €, (87)

where Hél) is the Hankel function of the first kind [12, Eq. (10.2.5)]. We place the singularity
xp on an edge of the skeleton X at distance 3A/4 from the domain boundary, where A\ = 27/k
denotes the wavelength. The results are shown in Figure 11. The center and right panels
show the real part R®y, and the absolute error |®x, — un.|, obtained with N = (30, 5); the
singularity xo is marked by a red circle. The left panel plots the relative H}(£2)-error against the
number of DOFs, for different values of N, while varying Ne. Despite the domain’s complexity,
which hinders the ability of the Vi(77) basis to capture boundary behavior, we observe good
approximation. Nevertheless convergence stagnates around 10~8. The test is challenging, as the
singularity lies outside 2 but inside the surrounding rectangular mesh.
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Figure 9: Approximation of the corner singularity u, in (86) with v =2/3in Q = (0,1) x (-1, 3),
where T}, consists of 4 square elements with & = . H.!(Q)-norm relative error (left) and relative

coefficient norm Hé(E)HEQ/||U2/3||H’1€(Q) (right) vs. kh, with Ne and N,, scaling linearly w.r.t. xh.

Internal nodal point source. We return to the domain Q = (0,1)? with wavenumber x = 30,
using the same computational mesh 7; of four square elements as in the previous examples. We
approximate again @y, in (87), but this time with a singularity xo located at the center of
Q, so that xg € Nj. In this setting, P, 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 —Au — k?u = 6y, where J5, denotes the Dirac distribution centered at
xg. We approximate ®,, by solving the Galerkin problem (84) with a modified right-hand side
F+0x,, which is well defined on the discrete space Vi(75) C C°(Q). However, as 6x, ¢ (H(Q))*,
it follows that ®,, ¢ H} (), and no convergence in the H}(Q)-norm can be expected.

For this reason, the left panel of Figure 12 reports the relative L?(Q)-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 N, fixed, here we keep N, fixed and increase Ny, as no convergence
is observed numerically when increasing N, 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 £y, and
the absolute error |®x, — un,¢|, respectively, computed with N = (30,50). The error is clearly
concentrated along the mesh skeleton ¥j,.

Square-tiled domain. Finally, we consider a conforming mesh 7} for a polygonal domain §2,
tessellated with square cells; see Figure 13.  is contained within the rectangle (0,9) x (0, 8),
and the mesh is composed of |T,| = 56 square cells, each of unit side length, it has |3,| = 141
edges and |NV}| = 84 nodes, and the domain is contained within the rectangle (0,9) x (0,8). We
focus on a high-frequency regime by setting x = 100, aiming to approximate the fundamental
solution ®x, given in (87). The characteristic diameter of the domain is diam(Q2) ~ 11, which
together with the high wavenumber makes this a numerically challenging problem. Besides, the
singularity xg is placed at a distance dist(xg, ) = A/4 from the domain, with A = 27/ denoting
the wavelength; it is marked by a red circle in Figure 13. The left panel of the figure shows the
real part R®Py,, while the right one displays the absolute error obtained with N = (40, 40),
corresponding to a total of #DOFs = Ng|3p| + Nu|Nu| = 9 x 10, In this setting, the number
of DOFs per wavelength in each direction can be estimated as

)\\/#DOFS _ 27 \/No|Zh| + NN
diam(Q) & diam(92)

=~ 0.5.

36



H!-norm Relative Error Exact Solution: Real Part Absolute Error

10° \ 0.8 3
0.6
10-2 0.4 at .‘ 5
\V 02 e SR 2
10 0 ® '. " "' -
02 g .“.. .\.‘ 15
10-6 0.4 > e '.. 1
1078 N\ 038 =1 )
»

10% 10%
DOF count
Figure 10: Approximation of the plane wave u(x) = 4> with d = (1/v/2,1/v/2) in a star-
shaped domain 2, where 7}, consists of 4 rectangular elements with h = /2 + ¢/2, where ¢ is

the golden ratio. Left: H}(Q)-norm relative error vs. #DOFs, varying N, and for different values
of Nn. Center and right: real part Ru and absolute error |u — un |, for N = (8, 8).
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Figure 11: Approximation of the fundamental solution ®, in (87) with x = 30 in a star-shaped
domain 2, where T}, consists of 4 rectangular elements with h = /2 + ¢/2, where ¢ is the golden
ratio. The singularity xo, marked by a red circle, lies on one edge of ¥, at a distance 3)\/4 from

the domain boundary. Left: H}(Q)-norm relative error vs. #DOFs, varying N, and for different
Ny. Center and right: real part #®x, and absolute error |®y, — un, .|, for N = (30, 5).
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Figure 12: Approximation of the fundamental solution ®, in (87), with x = 30 and x¢ € N},
located at the domain center, in ) = (—%, %)2, where 7}, consists of 4 square elements with
h = % Left: L?(Q)-norm relative error vs. #DOFs, varying N, and for different N. Center and
right: real part RO, and absolute error |®x, — un |, for N = (30, 50).
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Figure 13: Approximation of the fundamental solution ®y, in (87) with x = 100 in the space
invader domain €2, where 7, consists of 56 square elements with h = 1. The singularity xq is
located at a distance A/4 from the domain boundary and marked by a red circle. Left: real part
NPy, . Right: absolute error |®y, —un |, computed with N = (40, 40), and hence 9 x 10*> 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~® 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 H}(£2)-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; Q),
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:

1 2
< < T 0<z¢nZ. (88)

= sin®(z) T 4mingen |z — mr|?’

cot(x)

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

d:= min |z —mm| € (0,7/2],

since « ¢ nZ. Using the elementary estimate sin(t) > 2t for ¢ € [0,7/2], we obtain |sin(z)| =
|sin(d)| > 22, which yields the second inequality in (88). O

Trace inequalities on the reference cell. We next recall a couple of trace inequalities on
the reference cell K and its edge § defined in (2). These results, though stated on K, extend to
any mesh cell K and edge s C 0K up to a rigid transformation.

Lemma A.2. Let M €N, and u € HY+Y(K). Then,

2 -
|ulpes) < 4/ = max (1, kha)[ull garr -
2

Proof. Let us first assume u € C* (E ) and M = 0. From the mean value theorem, there exists
Yo € [0, ho] such that

1 [P
u(mayO) = f/() u(x7t) dt? HAS [07h1]a
2

and, from the fundamental theorem of calculus,

Y —~
U(l‘,y) = U’(xaQO) + 82’(1,(.1‘,” dt? (J},y) € 0K.
Yo

Hence, it follows that

2 % 2 A 2
2 Y 1 ha ho
[ o) P + / Opule, ) dt]| < ~ / (e, 0| dt |+ / O, )]
2 Yo h3 \Jo 0
1 ’Alz ~ ﬁ2
< 7/ |u(m,t)\2dt+h2/ O, D)2 dt, (89)
h2 0 0

where we used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in the last step. Choosing y = ﬁg and integrating
in z over (0, hy), we conclude

2 ~ 2 max(1, rhs)?
lula < = (Il ) + B3N02u)2, ) ) < 2 )2, o (90)
hg h2 "
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The formula in (90) readily extends to u € H, ;(E ) by a density argument. Moreover, if we
now assume u € HM+1(K), it follows

1 2max(1, Iﬁ:hg) 2max(1,mﬁg)
|U|%1y(é) = W||af/[“||%2(g) < T”al ||H1(K) THUHHMH(K). O

Lemma A.3. Letu € HE(E) Then,

2 max(1, khy, rhs)?
”uHLoo(af{) = Inin(/f\bl /}\LQ) HUHH’%(E)'

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

2 1 h1 N hy Py
MO < = [T uegPacs [ o Pan (o) € R
170 0

and hence, setting y = /]:1,2, it follows

[ull3 oo gy < owm@+WwWh%»

ERRe

Combining this formula with (90) yields

4 4h1 4h2
e < 5 0l + 0001y + 21000 e Bl 1 000
1h
4 ~ o~
S;ﬁﬁﬁyowp®+mMWmMﬂMm®+mem%ﬂMWKQ
< 4max(1,m/ﬁl,n/i\zg) a2
min(hy, he)? HE (K’
so that PR
4max(1, khq, kho)?
2 2 ) )
U = max ||u||7oe s < — O
I o, = e ol < S R

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(hq, he), while the shape parameter is
given by p = h/min(hy, he) > 1. In what follows, without loss of generality, we assume hy > ho,
so that h; = h and he = h/p. The arguments remain unchanged if h; and hy are swapped.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. Let p > 1, and assume that there exist p,q € N* such that ged(p,q) = 1
and p? = p/q € Q. In order to prove that (71) holds on an unbounded set X C (0, +0c0), we will
exhibit a positive sequence t; /* oo, for j € N*, and an explicit constant C(g) > 0, such that
~ 1 1 )
D(p,t;) =1+ = +—= < C(9)t5,
d(p’tj) dO(patj)

where we recall that, for ¢t > 0,

~ . = mmp ~ Z - 2n — 1w
o= IR0 "] A= il VRO -1 = EDT
Tn(t)<1 U (t)>1
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Let us consider the sorted set

{rl <rg < } = {r € (0, +00) : > = r2(n,m) : (M)2+(m7rp)2,(n7m) € N*XN}.

For any j € N*, define

and the two sets

R; = {(n,m) e N* xN:r(n,m) < 7“]-}, RT = {(n,m) eN*xN:r(n,m) > ’l"j+1}.

J J

For any j € N*, observe that r; <t; <r;41, and that N* x N="7R~ U’Rj*.
Let us first focus on d(p, tj). For any (n,m) € R, set r =r(n,m). Since (2n —1)7/2 <r <
rj < t;, one has that v, (t;) < 1. Besides,

mrp <r <r; <ty and tifTQ >ti(t; — 1) =tj(rje —1rj)/2.
Hence, it follows that

2
p_ (Gn=—Dmy" _ - N AL T R
R S VG TR I
2 n T mmp J

Similarly, for any (n,m) € R;r such that v, (¢;) < 1, if r = r(n,m),

\/t? —((2n—1)m/2)2 <tj <rjy1 <, and r? — t? > r(rjer —t;) =r(rjp —1r5)/2,

thus, one obtains

_ 2 2 _ 42 2 _ 42 .
2 (@2n-1)m —mmp| = M M £ Sk (92)
’ 2 V&= (@n—Dm/2R +mmp — 2 4
J

Assume now that r; = r(n;, m;) for some (n;, m;) € N* x N. Then, by direct computation,

a1 2 2 27 2 2
BT (@ngen — 1)~ (g — 17 4 9 iy - 3]
_ 4y =)y g — 1) 4 p (miy, —mi) 1
q S q
In particular, this implies:
2 2 2
r — re T
Jj+1 J . *
=T = > — e N*. 93
T]+1 T] 2tj - qt] J ( )

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

t;d(p,t;) inf 2 ((2”‘1)77)2 LS ks B (94)
; )= in . — | ——— ] —mm _— > —.
s (n,m)er; UR}: | | 7 2 Pl=70 TRy,

U (t5)<1
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Concerning ao(p, tj), observe that the set over which the infimum is taken can be equivalently

expressed as

as,

{n eN*: 7, (t) > 1} = {n e N*: (n,0) € Rj},

by definition, rj;1 = inf{r(n,m) > t; : (n,m) € N* x N}. In addition, for any n € N* such

that (n,0) € R;r, one has that

2
(2n = 1)m/2)" =5 > 2 — 17 > t5(rj1 — t5) = t5(rj1 —15)/2,

and so from (93) it follows:

~ . on —1)m\? Tjitl —Tj ™
t:do(p,t;) =  inf \/((2)) — 2> t]-<”12 3)22 . (9)

7161\?":(71,0)672;r \/a

Since t; > 1 for any j € N*, from (94) and (95), one finally obtains:

= 1 1 8 2
D(p,tj) =1+ = + —= <<1+Z+ ﬂ)t?, j e N*. O
d(pa tj) do(p, tj) n n
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