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Abstract

For 2-D Stokes mixed boundary value problems we construct a boundary
integral equation which couples a conventional boundary integral equation
for the velocity with a hypersingular boundary integral equation for the
traction. Expressing terms in the equation by complex variables, we obtain a
complex boundary integral equation and realize symmetrization of boundary
element scheme by Galerkin method. Applying a boundary limit method, we
obtain exact calculation formulae for calculation of hypersingular boundary
integrals. It is shown that all divergent terms in hypersingular integrals
cancel each other out.

Key words: hypersingular integral, boundary limit method, complex
boundary element method, symmetric boundary element scheme.

AMS 2000 subject classification: 656M38, 65P30, 76M15, 7T8M15,

1 Introduction

Boundary element method(BEM) allows us to get approximate solutions of prob-
lems of mathematical physics on a domain Q in R%(d = 2,3) by the solution of
boundary integral equations corresponding to the problems.

For large-scale problems, if the final linear systems are symmetric, then itera-
tive methods are useful, which can reduce the required computer memory and has
a good convergence property. In view of this for many problems including poten-
tial problems and elastic one, the symmetrization of boundary element scheme is
widely considered([19]). For example, to get a boundary integral equation for sym-
metric boundary element scheme to solve potential problems with mixed boundary
conditions, first one express the solution on €2, potential, by the sum of simple layer
and double layer potentials, densities of which are boundary flux and boundary
potential. Then, by taking limit to boundary, one get the “potential boundary in-
tegral equation”. Next, getting the directional derivative of the expression of the
potential and limiting to the boundary again, one get another boundary integral
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equation- “flux boundary integral equation”. The flux boundary integral equa-
tion contains a potential adjoint to the double layer potential and a hypersingular
boundary potential([19]).

In the case of Dirichlet boundary value problem, from the potential bound-
ary integral equation one can get a simple layer potential operator equation with
the unknown boundary flux. The simple layer potential operator is self-adjoint,
and so Galerkin discretization of the equation is symmetric. In the case of mixed
boundary conditions the velocity boundary integral equation includes not only
simple layer potential operator, but also a double layer potential operator which
is not self-adjoint, and so it is difficult to get symmetric discrete scheme from the
equation. Therefore, by combination of the potential boundary integral equation
with the flux boundary integral equation symmetrizations of conventional poten-
tial problems([1, 17]) are realized. The flux boundary integral equation contains
hypersingular integral, so, it is important to get exact values of these hypersingular
integrals([9]).

For calculation of hypersingular integrals Hadamard’s finite part integral is
usually used. To apply Hadamard’s finite part integral, basis functions which
become density functions must be in at least C*®-class, but piecewise linear con-
tinuous basis used widely in boundary element scheme belong to C%!-class. Such
situations led to studies of methods to weaken the singularity of integrals([3, 4])
and the smoothness requirement of density functions([16, 20]) and to get numerical
values([6, 12, 18]).

In [19], in particular, as a method to calculate hypersingular integral in bound-
ary element schemes unlike to Hadamard finite part integral method, the boundary
limit method was suggested. Main procedure of the boundary limit method is as
follows. First, with source point off the boundary, one integrates. Then taking
limit of the result as the point goes to the boundary, one extracts a converging
finite part to be regarded as an integral value and check whether all divergent
terms are canceled. Authors mentioned that it is an advantage of the boundary
limit method that it can obtain the value of hypersingular integral even when
density function is not smooth, as piecewise linear continuous basis function, and
deal with arbitrary integrals with singularity by the same way.

But, for mixed boundary value problems of the Stokes equation there is no
such results-symmetrizations and evaluation of hypersingular integrals, yet.

On the other hand, the boundary element method works, commonly, in real
variables.

For two dimensional vector-value problems such as 2-D Stokes flow problem,
however, to consider complex variables has advantage that enable to avoid com-
plexity due to matrix-vector operation.

Complex boundary element methods were studied in [13, 14, 21] for potential
problems, in [5] for Helmholtz equation, in [8] for electrochemical system, in [10]
for flow around obstacles and in [15] for linear elastostatic problems.

Using the formulae in [15] for a linear elastic problem, [14] studied complex
potential expressions for 2-D Stokes flow problems. But, the results are not for
symmetric scheme.
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In this paper, we are concerned with symmetric complex boundary element
scheme for 2-D Stokes equation with velocity and traction boundary conditions
together. Following the ideas for potential and elastic problems above mentioned,
we have a real boundary integral equation to get symmetric boundary element
scheme. Expressing variables in the real boundary integral equation by complex
variables, we obtain the complex boundary integral equation. We construct a
discrete scheme by Galerkin method. And assuming existence of hypersingular
complex boundary integrals on discrete boundary, we prove the convergence and
stability of the scheme. Furthermore, applying the boundary limit method in [19]
and proving that all divergent terms are canceled, we get formulae for calculation
of all hypersingular complex boundary integrals.

This paper consists of 5 sections.

In Section 2, combining a “velocity boundary integral equation” and a “traction
one” on the hole boundary, we get a system of “velocity equation” on the portion
for velocity boundary condition and “traction equation” on the portion for trac-
tion boundary condition, and apply Galerkin scheme to get symmetric boundary
element scheme. Then, 5 basic terms are expressed by complex variables and us-
ing them, complex expressions of boundary potentials are obtained(Theorem 2.1).
After that, a complex boundary element scheme is constructed by using piecewise
linear continue elements for the velocity and piecewise constant elements for the
traction. Symmetry, convergence and stability of the scheme are proved(Theorem
2.2).

In Section 3, by the boundary limit method we get the exact formulae for
calculation of hypersingular complex boundary integrals in the scheme and prove
cancelation of all divergent terms(Theorem 3.1-3.5).

In Section 4 an algorithm to calculate all elements excluding hypersingular
boundary integral in coefficient matrix of the complex discrete equation and ele-
ments in right-hand side of the equation.

In Section 5, results of the paper are summarized.

Finally, many proofs and calculations which make the reading of the paper
difficult are collected in Appendix.

2 Symmetric complex boundary element scheme
2.1 Stokes mixed boundary value problem

Let us consider the following mixed boundary value problem of the Stokes equation.

—pAu+Vp=0, divu=0, ze€cCR? (1)
u=f, x ey, (2)
T(u) =g, z els. (3)

Here  is a simply connected bounded domain and boundary I' = Ty U T, is
smooth, u — the velocity, p — the pressure, p — the dynamical viscocity coefficient, f
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andg are, respectively, traces of velocityu and tractionT'(u) on I'y and I'y, and n
is outward outward normal unit vector on the boundary of domain.
Traction is given by

T(u) := —pn + u(Vu + Vul)n (4)
and it’s adjoint traction is defined by
T (u) := pn + w(Vu + Vu)n. (5)

Let E(z,y) be the fundamental solution(matrix) to the Stokes operator. Define

F(a:?y) = Té(E(.ﬁ,y))T,
G(z,y) :=Tx(E(z,y)),
H(z,y) := —TzT;(E(x,y))T.

Denote by V, K, K' and D, respectively, boundary integral operators of
which kernels are, respectively, E(z,y), F(z,y),G(z,y) and H(z,y). Then, by
the boundary integral operators we have the following continuous mappings([11]).

V:H 3(')— H*I), K:H>()— H?(I),
K':H 3(T)— H (), D:H?*I)— H 3(I).

With tensor notation, kernel functions can be written as follows([11, 15]).

1 1 1
B j(x,y) = T <5ij log — +rir; — 2%‘) ; (6)
1
Fij(x,y) = - (rar rene(y)), (7)
1
Gij(z,y) = — (rar 57 kme(z)) (8)

1 1
H; (2, y) = ﬁ(ﬂv,y) = ﬁ[(%r,kr,k)r,mz(y) (9)

+ ni(y)r ;7 + ne(Y)r i ; + diwnglng(x),

where r = |z — y|, r; = Or/0y; and Einstein convention for sub-indices is used.
Constant term —%@j in expression (6), which does not affect the solution, is added
for convenience in the complex variable expression.

Putting u|r =: ¢, T(u)|r =: 7, we obtain boundary integral equation([11])

se(@) =Vr(z) — Ko(), rel,

N|— DN =

~7(x) = K'7(z) + Dp(z), zel.
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Let us introduce functional spaces as follows.

s>0:H*(T;) :=A{v|r, :ve HT)},
H*(I;) := complete {v € H*(T") : supp(v) C I';},

~ ~ /!
s<0: HY(Iy) == (Hy*(Ty)),  H(T) = (H_S(Fi)) .
Denote H*(I';) — H*(I';) — contractions of the operators V, K, K’ and D,
respectively, by Vi j, K; j, K| ; and D; ;.
Setting T'(u)|r, = w, u|r, = ¢ and taking into account the boundary condition
of the first boundary integral equation atz € I'; and one of the second equation
atx € ', we get the following boundary integral equation

SF@) + K1 () + Ky ag(@) ~ Viaw(a) — Vipg(e) =0, weTy,
S9(@) ~ Kf,yu(e) — Kb p0(x) — Do f(x) ~ Dap(a) =0, z €T,

which is written as follow.

Viin —Kip| |w| _ —Vip 1/2I + K11 |yg (10)
K1 Daa | |9 1/2I, — Ky, —Ds f
where I;,7 = 1,2 are ,respectively, identity in I';.
Let

Vei=H 3()x H2('), Vp:=H 3(Ty)x H?(Ly)

and rewrite [;} e Vr as

J-E 0 e [ew

Define a bilinear form

(L)l FIELE). oen

Then, by (10) we have

()G =+(B)- v[lm =
(B = (o 55 LB )
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Now, we convert real vector potentials V7 (z), Ko(x), K'T(x) and Dy(x) to
complex variable forms. To this end, put

¢ = (z1 +ix2)|r, z:= (y1 +iy2)|r, n(z) = (n1(y) +in2(y))|r,
p(z) == p1(y) +ip2(y), 7(2) == 11 (y) +i2(y).
Then, we have that

_ 1 _
T =y = s(C—2+¢—2), fz—y2=§i(<—z_<_z)

3

and components of vector value function (uy(y),u2(y))? are as follows.

ui(y) = 5 (w() +0)) , waly) = 5z (u(z) - u2))

Also we have the following equalities which are proved in Al of the Appendix.

(1) 75 (2 )y () = = (s = 2)u(z) + < = 2)u(2)),

(i) s () y) = 4 (n( Ju(z) + n(z)u(2)),

(i) 7.5 (2 y)n; (2) = =3 (< = 2)n(Q)

(iv) 7w, y)n; () = — 3= (

() i, y)r s w)us () = & (20(2) + u(z)
Theorem 2.1 The followings equalities hold.

/ E(z,y)7(y)dl(y) = / By j(@,y)7(y)dl' (y) + i / Es j(z,y)7(y)dl (y)
T T

T
(13)
1 1 1 ¢—2——
— % (10 - ZT(Z) + log - ZT(Z) + - ZT(Z)) dl'(z),
/ /Fu (z,9)p;(y)dl(y) + i/Fz,j(w»y)saj(y)dF(y)
T I T
= i 1 n(z)o(z ST2 n(z)o(z 4
) (g_z (ple) + 22 CIe) (14)
1 _
e (W + 1T ) (e,
[ G /Gu 2,975 ()dT(y +z/G2] 97 ()T (y)
T
1 1 -
i (((_Zr<z>+ 7 ) (o) (15)
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/H(:&y)s@(y)dF(y) = /Hl,j(xyy)wj(y)dr(y) +i/H2,j($,y)%(y)dF(y)
T T T

=L [ —Lne)e) + —— e | n
" or ) <<(g_z)2 (2)e( )+(§,_2)2 (2)e( )) (<) (16)

T <(1 (n(z)@(z) + n(z)go(z)) + 2E§ - Z)n(z)ap(z)> n(g)) dr(2).

¢-z)’° (c-2)°

Proof.
Now using formulae of kernel functions (6)-(9) and equalities(i)-(v), we have
that

T2 \¢—z
-= (”(S)Tiz) + —— (7@ + () + (g‘;n(cmz))

Let us rewrite the (9) as follows
M
H; j(z,y)ei(y) = m[%r,knkr,mz + 7 iprnET 17
— 8r7ir7j<pjr7knkr7ml + T T K0k + T NENET 505 + ninjgpj].

By (i)-(v) terms in [ ] of the right hand side are expressed as follows.
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@iT kNET 1N =

= ) (= () + (s~ ) 3 (€= D) + (s~ 2)n(3))
=" (-0 -De@nE) + (-2 - Do) )

1) (=) =D 0l + (=) (6= 2) ¢ () )
T

= 29 (G + el 3 (€= () + (- 9n()

= %) ((< —2)(S = 2)p()n(2) + (s — 2)(s — z)m)

+ @ (s = 2)(5 = 2)p)n(2) + (s = 2)(s = 2)p(=)n2) ),

S %Tl ((C —2)p(2) + (S — 2)(,0(2))

x 5= (6= 2n(6) + (s = () _71 (6= 2m() + (<~ n(3)

— 87T ;T kNET N = 8

= (o) (i_ o) + @(z)> (G- 2%n(2) + -~ 2)(s — 2)n?))
+ 4_72%(@4 (i—: ;0(2) + 90(2)) ((§ —2)(E—2)n(z) + (s — ZFTZ))

= 220 (= 25 + (- D0(2)) o (€= i) + (5 = )
= 29 (6 - )66 - Delnz) + (6 - (S - Nplehn2))
+ 7%) ((< = 2)(s = 2)p(2)n(2) + (s — 2)(S — z)g@(z)n(z))
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TANENET P =

= (n(z)n(c) + n(z)n(q)) - ((c —2)p(2) + (S — 5)90(2))

= 22n(S)(s — 2)(6 — 22 (2150 + (e(2))
Therefore

Hij(z,y)e;(y) =
= 4:r4 (D) { (€= 2)(C = 2)p(2)n(2) + (¢ — 2)(C = 2)p(z)n(z)
+ (¢ = 2)(€ = 2)p(2)n(2) + (s = 2)(s — 2)p(2)n(2)
—4(s = 2)(S = 2)p(2)n(z) — 4(s — 2)*p(2)n(2)
—4(S = 2)%p(2)n(2) — 45 - 2)(s = 2)p(2)n(z)
+ (¢ = 2)(€ = 2)p(2)n(2) + (€ = 2)(S — 2)p(2)n(2)
+ (s —2)(s — 2)p(2)n(z) + (s — 2)(S — 2)p(2)n(z)
+2(s = 2)(S = 2)p(2)n(2) +2(s = 2)(S — 2)p(2)n(2)

4:4@{ (s=2)(E=2) @ (2)n(z) + (s — 2) (s — 2) p (2) n(2)

+ (s —2)(E = 2p(2)n(2) + (s — 2)(s — 2)p(2)n(z)

_ _ )3
~ (s = 2 () - 48 G

—4(c—2) E = 2)p()n(z) —4(c = 2)" p(2)n(2)
(e =2) (€ =2)p(2)n(2) + (s = 2) (T = 2)p(2)n (2)
+ (¢ = 2)(s = 2)p(2)n(2) + (s = 2)(S = 2)p(2)n(2) }
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This finishes the proof of the theorem.[]
2.2 Symmetric complex boundary element scheme

We suppose that I', = I'1j, Uy, is quasi-uniform discretization of I' and

N1 Na—1
T = U [2s, 2s41), Ton = U [2¢, 2t41], N1 + N =: N, (17)
s=1 t=0

where the order of nodes is put along the curve as counter-clockwise. Define
boundary element spaces

Sy =Sk x 82 C Vp, (18)
S} :=span {w, : supp(w,) C T1p, s =1,---, N1},

Si = span {¢; : supp(¢s) C Tap, t=1,-++,No}.

Here basis functions are

win={ o Jgln ()
(ze—1 — 2)/(2t—1 — 2t) 2 € [2t—-1, 2]

$1(2) = § (241 — 2) /(241 — 2t) 2 € [z, 2011] (20)
0 2 ¢ [z-1, 2] U [2¢, 2441

Then, we get a discrete equation based on Galerkin method

(& el ) -

(e 285 B

10
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where Vi, Ky, K}, Dy, which are discretizations of V, K, K, D are defined on

0 - Ny
space S}, and the unknown vector is [;’5] S SB = VrNSy. Putting T,? = > asws
h s=1

No
and @2 = tzl Bi¢r, we get a system of equations equivalent to (21)

N,y N2 A

(Viastw,wy) = 3 (Knbiovwe) = (bwg ) s =1, Ny,
s=1 t=1 (22)
Ny

|
z

Na
<K;Laswsy ¢t’> + t; <Dhﬁt¢ta ¢t'> = <é7 ¢t’> t/

1

V)
Il

The potentials in the left hand side of (22) are calculated, respectively, by the
potential expressions of (13)-(16) on I',.

In real variable, (22) are the system of 2Norder. We split the 2N x 2N —
coefficient matrix into four blocks by Vj,, Ky, K}, Dj,. Then we get

Theorem 2.2 Assume that a hypersigular integral in the left hand side of (11)
0 ~
has a finite value. Then equation (11) has a unique solution ;0 e Vr.

Assume that total of hypersigular integrals of every element in Dy-blocks has finite

value. Then, Vi, and Dp-blocks are, respectively, symmetric, K, and K -blocks
0

are block skewsymmetric each other, and (21) has a unique solution [;%} S
h

0 _ -
Furthermore, if condition LZO] € HY/?9(Iy) x HY/?9(Ty), o < L holds, then

we have error estimation

0 0 0
gkl <o) ’
¥ Prlllge-1yx mt(T) P =1y x ms(T) (23)
1 1
3 <t<s<o+ 5

Proof. The operator V is a self-adjoint operator satisfying

V1, T rym) 2 CYHTHZ VT € H_%(F)7 3ey >0, (24)

o
and the operator D is a self-adjoint operator satisfying

1
(Do, )1iry 2 Bl g Vo € HED)ex(D), 36 >0, (29)
In the case of linear elastic potential operators this result is already proved
(Theorem 2 in [7]). Regarding the Stokes flow potential operator as special case
of linear elastic potential operators with v = 3, we get (24), (25).

Since

- <K(p,7’> + <<)07K,7-> == <(p,K/T> + <(p’K/T> =0,

11
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we have

(D) =<[l

where ¢ = min {c¢{’,cf’}. By Lax-Milgram theorem we get unique existence of a
solution to (11) and in the same way we get the solution for (21).

We can get the error estimation of the (23) extending the results of Theorem 1
in [17] for scalar to vector space. The symmetry of matrix-blocks will be described
in detail in A2 of the the Appendix. [

2

Vr

\ |:;:| S ‘7F7

3 Analytical calculation of hypersingular integrals

In (22), integrals (Viasws, wy) and (KpBide, we), (Kjasws, ) contain weak
singular integrals, and (Dp,B:¢:, ¢ ) have hypersingular integrals.

3.1 Calculation of hypersingular boundary integral by boundary limit
method

In this subsection we apply the boundary limit method in [19] to hypersingular
boundary integrals given on the boundary I' of domain 2 in complex plane C.

In the boundary element scheme in R?(d = 2, 3), let us consider the definition
of hypersingular boundary integral(cf. (1.2.6) in [11])

. OF
Du(@)=—_ lm Ve n, (=", y)u(y)dl.
T

To be clear, we assume a point 2’ be on the normal line passing point z.
Since z’ € Q, y € T, it implies |2’ — y| > 0, therefore

Von [ ST @) = [ 5 @ i)

r

because gr—E(m y) is smooth and so differential symbol Ve - ng = % can be

entered into integral symbol. Putting H(2',y) := 8n an (', y), we get
zONy

Du(z) = 16_)3}&11;13C EQ/H (@', y)u(y)dl (y). (26)

Denoting |z’ — z| = ¢, we have 2’ =  — nye, and

Du(z) = lim [ H(x — nge, y)u(y)dly,. (27)

e—0
r

12
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Formula (27) is boundary limit scheme in [19].
In the case of complex variable, definition (26) of hypersingular boundary in-
tegral can be written as follows

Du(s) = Qggl/i%mCGF H(¢', 2)u(2)dl(2). (28)
r

For simplicity of notation, we used the same function symbols without change.
Assume a point ¢’ is on the normal line passing the point ¢ and n(s") = n(c).
If the point ¢’ be away ¢ outside from the boundary, then ¢’ = ¢ + en (<) and
Du(s) = liné H (s +en(s), z) u(2)dl(2). (29)
e—
r

Denoting by (<) the tangent vector with counter-clockwise along the boundary

curve at the point ¢’, we have n(s) = —it(s), and so (26) may written as follows.
Du(s) = lim [ H (¢ —iet(s), z) u(z)dl(2). (30)
e—
r

As we see, boundary limit method requires only integrability of density wu(y).
Therefore, when u(z) is continue we can apply boundary limit method. Sign “-”
before ie in (30) means approach process from outside to boundary. In contrast,
sign “4” means from inside to boundary.

3.2 Calculation of hypersingular matrix element
As mentioned at the beginning of this section, hypersingular integrals appear

in calculation of elements of block matrices (Dp B¢, dv), t, ' = 1,...,No. In
more detail, it is only when supports of basis functions ¢; and ¢ are overlapped,

that is, ' = ¢ (supports are coincided completely) or |¢t' —¢| = 1 (supports are
overlapped by half)
Let
€t 1= 241 — Rty Lt = |6t‘7 t= ]., ...,NQ (31)
and
z=z+&et, 2 € [z, 2011], 0<EL T, (32)
¢ =2zt +nes, s E [z, 2e41], 0<n<1.
Then, we get
13 z € [zs—1, 2]
_ 7 33
o ={§_ ZEbe (33)
n(z) = —iey /Ly, dU(z) = Lydg, 2z € [z, 2e41]. (34)

13



S. G. Hong / Electronic Journal of Boundary Elements, Vol. 13, No. 1, pp. 1-32 (2016)

3.2.1 Calculation of matrix element (D;,S8:¢:, dy),t =t'
Since
supp (¢¢(2)) = supp (¢w (s)) = [21—1, 2] U [21, 2141,
interior integral variable z and exterior integral variable ¢ of multiple integral
Zt41 Ze41

[ d(s) [ dI'(z) are met each other in integral process, and the integral is

Zt—1 Zt 1
hypersingular. Using expression (16) of hypersingular potential, we have

(DnBedr, ¢1) =
41 n(2)B:6e(2) | n(2)Bede(2)
S om / ¢e(<)dl' (s / (( (¢ —2)? - (€—2) >n(<)

+ ((g—lz:)2 (n(z)m—kﬁﬂt@@)) +

Zt+1 Zt4+1

—— 200 [ ouar(@) [ ([ Zoanlen) + I ) ()

—%Bt / ()T (<) / (n(z)n((c) —I—ngz)n(C) N 2(¢ — 2 n(z)n(§)> ST,

(35)

Splitting the last two integral terms into elements (suppressing —4- and inte-
grands), we have

Zt+1 Zt41 Zt+1  z¢ Zt4+1 Zt+1

S [l fo T T ]
=: I1(B¢) + Io(Be) + I3(Be) + 14(By),
RN A R A

=: I1(B¢) + I (B¢) + I3(By) + 14(By).

Finally, we obtain
N U I S I N o
(DnBee, dr) = 27r11 27r12 27T-73 27rf4> (38)
where

Ik - Ik(ﬁt) + Ik‘(/ét)a k = la 27374' (39)

14
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All these integrals are calculated in A4.1 of Appendix.

Among above integrals only I (51), I2(82), I3(83), 14(84) have, respectively, hy-
persingularity which imply appearance of divergent terms. But following two the-
orems shown this divergent terms cancel each other out.

First, from the computation of I;(3;) and I>(5;) we get following

Theorem 3.1 The first two integrals —4=11 and —4-1I> in calculation of element
(DnBids, i) have, respectively, divergent terms 4-[; log(¢?) and —a- [t log(£?).
They are cancelled in the sum —4-11 — 4-I5 and we get finite integral value

H H H €t—1 €t
- 0L - —I= (——) - I 1)—12 I
on't T op 2 P 47 ( et og(er—) ( + et1> og(er)

+ (2 + i1 + “ ) log(et—1 + e:) — eté_l log(ét—1) — (2 + & ) log (&)

€t €t—1 t

+ (2 oty o >log(et1 “F@t))

€t €t—1

5 () (35 4 2o (252 - 2 g
m €t_1 €t [En €t
i (et . €t51€t) log(ét) (€t€t2—1 B €t7—1 _ 76t i 6t;16t> 10g(ét_1 +ét)) '

€r—1 €;_1 €; (e €1 €r_q

€t—1

(40)
Also from the computation of I3(5;) and I4(8;) we get following

Theorem 3.2 Last two integrals —4-I3 and —3-14 of (38) in calculation of hy-
persingular element (D, B¢y, ¢¢) have, respectively, divergent terms —4= 3 log(2)
and 4=B;1og(e®) . These are cancelled in sum —4=1Is — J=1y and we get the fol-
lowing finite integral value.

14 12 1
g e a ()
o ox t B 47

e [ [ e
(= togten) — (24 1 ogterca) + (2 %24 logler )
t—1 t

€t €t—1

— - tog(en) - (2+ % Yogtern) + (24 %+ o ) )

€1 €t €t €r—1

B () (354 22— (5 Yoyl + (2 - 1)
7 €t €t_1 €y €t_1 (&3 (e

1 —

€i_1€ e [ €€t
x log(€é;—1) + ( t_21 M 1) log(e; +€t1)) )
€ 1 €1 € [

O
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From all integrals of (39), which are calculated in A4.1, we have

Theorem 3.3 Divergent terms being canceled, hypersingular elements <Dhﬁt¢5t7
¢t>, t =1,..., Na, have the following finite integral value.

(DnBide, o) =

<_ (1 + et;) log(e;_1) — (1 + eft1> log(et)
n

€t

+ (2 + =t ) log(es—1 +e¢) — (1 + et__1> log(ét-1)
€t €t—1

€t

- (1 + >10g(€t) + <2+ a1, )10g(et1 +€t)>
€t—1 €t

€t—1

= et e e €16
+ By (—ﬁ> <2 (t ! + t> + < =l ttzl) log(é;—1)
2 €t—1 et €t

€t

N (et B 6t;1€t> log(2,) + (€t€t2—1 Co1 e et;et) log(&r_1 +§t))'
€t—1 €1 € €t

€t-1 €t-1

(42)
3.2.2 Calculation of matrix element (D S8:¢¢, pp), [t —t'| =1
Without loss of generality, suppose that ¢ =t + 1. Then
supp(¢y(2)) Nsupp(¢e (<)) = [z, ze41]-

By (16) we get

(DnBide, r) = (DnPide, pry1) =

Zt42

— —%ﬁt / 1+1(5)dL(s) / <TE§(Z)TL(§2) + n(z)nls ) ¢¢(2)dl(2)

Zt—1

Zt42 Zt41

_%Bt / ¢t+1(§)df(§)/ <n(z)n(<)+ngz)n(<) +2(<—z)n(z)n(g)> o

2t

Zt—1

X ¢¢(2)dD(2).

As (36) and (37) let us express two terms in the right hand side above formula

16
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as follows.

242 Zt41 Zi41  2e Zi41 Zt41 Zi+2 2t Zt42 Zt41
/Bt//zﬁt//‘Fﬁt//—h@t//—f'ﬁt//

2t Zp—1 2 Zp—1 Zi41 Zt—1 Zt41 2t

= I1(ﬂt) + I(Bt) + I5(Be) + 14(Be), (43)

Zt42 Zt41 241 2z Zt41 Zt41 Ztt2 24 2t42 Zt41
Bf//:Bt//+Bt// S]]

Zt Ze—1 2zt Zt—1 Zt41 Zt—1 Zt41 2t

(5 )+ L(Be) + I3(Be) + Lu(By).

Among above integrals only I5(82) has divergent terms,but this divergent terms
cancel each other out(Appendix:A4.2.), so we get

Theorem 3.4 For every pair (t,t') such that [t —t'| = 1, element (Dy B¢, dp) ,
canceling divergent terms each other, has a finite integral value. O

As shown above, elements of boundary element matrix be calculated by various
types of integrals, where the element corresponding to hypersingular integral can
have divergent terms. If there exist a element that it’s divergent terms are not
cancelled, the scheme is useless.

From this point of view we define the compatibility of the scheme.

Definition 3.1 When for every element determined by hypersingular integral among
elements of discrete matrices obtained in boundary element scheme, all divergent
terms are cancelled each other, we say the scheme have compatibility.

Theorem 3.5 Galerkin scheme (22) has compatibility.

Proof. In the matrix calculation of the left hand side in (22) divergent terms
are from Djy-block. In detail, divergent terms are from the hypersingular integral
element (Dp, B¢+, d), ' = t in which supports of basis functions in interior and
exterior integral are coincided completely and the hypersingular integral element
(Dy B¢, o), |t' —t| = 1 in which the supports are coincided by half, and not
from others in Dy-block.

Theorem 3.3 shows that divergent terms from hypersingular integral
(DpBidt, b)), t' = t, are cancelled and Theorem 3.4 does the same for the case
of hypersingular integral (DyB:¢:, ¢v), [t' —t| = 1. Since all divergent terms are
cancelled, the scheme has compatibility. O

4 Algorithm

Step 1. Construction of complex discrete equation

In the matrix calculation of the final discrete equation (22) calculation of V},
- block elements can be fulfilled by simple analytical calculation because operator
V3, is weak singular and basis functions wg, wg are constants.

17
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For elements of K}, K}, -blocks, supports of corresponding basis functions ¢, wy
and wsg, ¢ have no subsection, which allow us to calculate them by quadrature.

For elements of Dy, - blocks, since in the case of |t — ¢'| > 1 supports of basis
functions ¢, ¢ have no subsection or only one point as subsection, it can be
calculated by quadrature or simple analytical integral.

Right hand side of discrete equation (22) may be written as follows.

(bwy ) i= = (ViF,wy) + 3 (B we) + (Kn,wy)
<a ¢t’> = % <?7 ¢t’> - <K;;?a d)t’) - <Dh§57 ¢t’> ’
where L;] € Vr is arbitrarily taken with condition 7|r, = g, @|r, = f.

We take an approximation L;h] € V}, as follows.
h

N1 N2 Nl N2
?h = ZTS’LUS + ZTN1+t¢t, @h = Z@sws + Z¢N1+t¢t7 (45)
s=1 t=1 s=1 t=1

where 75, s, 1 <5 < N; — element mean, 7, ++, ©n;++ 1 <t < Ny — node value.
Then, we get

N N1 N2
(VaT wsr) = 3 (VaTsws, wer) + D VAT +101, Wsr)
R 57\/11 t-%vz
(thp,ws/> = Z <K}L<Psw37ws’> + Z <Kh<PN1+1¢taws’>7
s=1 t=1 (46)
R Ny Ny
(KT 00) = 30 (KLmsws, dv) + X0 (KLTN 411, Pv)
R szll 1&7\[12
(Dnp, d1) = 21 (Drpsws, i) + 21 (Drpn, 1901, ¢¢1)
5= t—
t'+2
<<)/0\7 ws'> = Ps’s <?7 ¢t'> = Z TNi+t <¢t7 ¢t’> . (47)
t=t'—2

Since the coefficients 75, 7w, +¢, ¥s, ©n,+1 are known, the integrals above can be
calculated as before.

Step 2. calculation of real discrete equation
Calculating every block of left hand side in (22), we get a complex discrete
equation for s =1,..., Ny and t =1, ..., N,

o BI[5]+ (e Al -5 -

Denoting complex matrices and vectors by Ay = Agl) +Ag2)i and g = oV +ial?

s s

18
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we have the following real discrete equation

AV D 4@ L g g4 ph) _p@ | p@7 [
oM+l —c®+6? DM +mH" D+ HP| |
AD L@ 40 g0 g4 pe g0 e || gm] =
C®4c® W _gh p@g® ph_ g ||z

T
~[x s B 52"
Denoting again the total unknown vector by

T
1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
(ot al) 80, 67, 80 85

_ T_.X
—(041,0427~-~,a2N1,042N1+17~-~,042N) =

assembling to this vector we combine the total coefficient matrix as following

a1 e a1,2n, A1,2N;+1 e ai 2N
A= a2Ny,1 cee a2N,,2N; 2N, ,2N;+1 cee 2N, 2N
@2N;+1,1 --- QA2N;4+1,2N; Q2N;4+1,2N;+1  --- QG2N; 412N (50)
a2N,1 ... G2N2N; A2N,2N; +1 ... G2N2N
_ 4w Ak,
Ak, Ap,
and denote the right hand side by B. Then We get the resulting equation
AX =B. (51)

Notes that In matrix A block Ay, and block Ap, are symmetric,respectively,
Ak, and A is skewsymmetric.
By solving this equation, we can directly have the traction and the velocity on
the boundary, that is,
(a(l) + T(l), a? 4 7(2)) — traction for element [zs, zs4+1] C T'1p,

S S S S

(675(1) + @sxlrl)ﬂv 575(2) + @531)#) — velocity at node z; € I'yp,.

Step 3. Calculation of velocity and pressure in domain
To get the velocity and pressure at the required position in domain, we can
use the formula

u(e) = V(7 + @) ~ Kn(@+ B)(c), 52)
Pe) = QuF+ @) + Ru@+ (), e,
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where

(€ —2) -
(53)
" 1 1
Rie©=- g [ (200 + eI ) ar(e)
A
_ as, 1<s<Ni, = 0, 1<t<N,
O‘S:{o, N1<s§11\/', Bt:{BtNl,N1<t<1N. (54)

5 Conclusion

In the paper, we realize symmetric complex boundary element scheme of 2-D
Stokes mixed boundary value problem and proved the convergence, stability of
the scheme. In particular, we presented the method to convert boundary element
scheme into complex boundary element scheme directly. We got the analytical cal-
culation formulae for hypersingular boundary integral in the scheme by boundary
limit method, to do this, we proved cancelation properties of the divergent terms
in hypersingular integrals.

Appendix

Al. Proof of (i)-(v) in Subsection 2.1

1

()« iz y)u;i(y) = - (1 = y1)ur(y) + (22 — y2)ua(y))

—~

_ _% (;(g — 24 (S - 2)uily) + %(c —z— (- Z))W(y))
_ _% (s — 2)(u(y) — iua(y)) + (€ — 2)(ua (y) + ius(y)))
= (= 2Vl + 6~ (=)

= 2 ((=) + 1D (y) + o (n(z) — nua(y)
= 2 (2 1) — () + A () + ()
= 2 (n(2)u) + nu(2))

(iii), (iv) are proved similarly to (i).
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=2 (- 2 + (6 - 2u(2)
= 2(51— 77 (6= ) + (= 2ut)

I

N =
7N
|

\

|

£
X
+
£
N

A2. Proof of Symmetry of the Real Coefficient Matrix of the System
in (22)

Denote supports of basisin I'v, by w1, ..., 7s, ..., 7N, and in I'ap, by @1, ..o, Ty - .o, TN,
respectively. Note that 7 is element, 7y is sum of two elements which has common
point z;.

Subscripts i, 7 of entries of the coefficient matrix are define as following.

i = 28/7 W:W8’6F1h78/:17~”7N1
o 2N1+2t/ W:ﬁtlngh,t’zl,...,Ng ’

.| 2s, T=7s €1p,s=1,..., N1
J= 2N1+2t m=m €lgy,t=1,...,No

Note that ¢,5 =1,...,2N1,2N; +1,...,2N.
First, we will establish symmetry of V}.-block

1
VSS7 s’ = o s’ dr
(Vhasws, wy) S wer ()dl(s)x
r

1 1 §— 22—

1 sWs 1 — —_sWs — _—WUsWs dr

x/(ogg_za(w‘(z)Jr ogg_za(w(z)+<_zaw(z)> (2)
r

1 1 1 —
= — dF(g)/ <log as + log ——a, + g_ i%) dr(z).
8T S—z S—Z S—2

s

’ s
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By Theorem 2.1, in real variable,

(Viausws, ws) = 47; dr'(z) / <(log

Tyt s

1 (w1 *yl)z
* |z — y|? {(xz —y2)(x1 — 1)

(1)
_ |01’ Q12;s's Qg .
=: N
a21;s’s a22;s’s Oég )

1
z—y|

1-32 (2016)

1
)1
2

(1)
(r1 —y1) (w2 g yz)] )dF(y) lzé)]

(2 —y2)

A12;s's = 4#1#7” dr(fﬂ)?[ @ _|i/11(y|2 yZ)dF( )s

21575 = 47T1“7T | df(x)/ (22 _|i/2z(§|12 yl)dr(y) = a12;s's,

a2s = 471” [ / (g - 3+ 222 ),
Obviously, element-matrix [Z;‘::‘: Z;::j is symmetric.

On the other hand, we get

1 1 1
o =g [0 [ (o =3

Tt

1 1
dar / (10 —
g ) T —y]

Ts
71'S s

1 1
dl’ / (log —
~ (@) PEE

1
dr(y / (10 —
47w/ ®le—y]

1

2

1

2

1

2

(Il *y1)2
|z —y|?
(yl —5171)2
ly —z|?

(z1 —y)*

[z —yl?

(1 —11)?
|z —y|?

)arw)

) dI(z)

) dr'(y)

) dF(l‘) = 0,11;3/3

Slmllaﬂy, A12;55" = B12;5’sy A21;55" = A21;s's; A22;s5s" = A22;5's, therefore

A12;ss’

A12;s's| _ | A11;ss’
A22:ss’

a11;s's
a21;s’s  A22;s's a21;ss’

22

|



S. G. Hong / Electronic Journal of Boundary Elements, Vol. 13, No. 1, pp. 1-32 (2016)

Fori:=2s"—1, j:=2s—1,5,s=1,..., N1, expressing as
A11;s's  Q12;s's| _ . | @ij Qi 5+1
|A21;s's  (22;s's Ai+1,5  Ai4+1,5+1

we have

- T
Qg5 Aij+1 | _ | @iy @itlj | _ | @i @i, 5+1
| Gi+1,5  Git1,5+1 Qi j4+1  Qi41,5+1 Ai41,5  Qi41,5+1

Let us express Vj,-block by Ay, . Then
Ay, = (aig) = (a50) = Ay,

Similarly, symmetry of Dj-block is established. i.e. Ap, = AlT)h-
Now we will establish block skewsymmetry of blocks K and K, , i.e. A Kl =

T
—AL

47
r

(K Busoe, wsr) = - / Wy ($)dT(6) X

8 / (glzn(z)ﬁt@(z‘) + o Zz“(z)ﬁt@(z)

(€—2)
r

1 —_— —_
+ = (B + n(2)Bn(2) )dF(z)

T i c—z S—2)

L [ar) / ( L n(2)Bin(2) + =L () B (2)

gt Tt

1 -
+ Tz (n(z)ﬁt@(z) + n(Z)ﬁtfbt(Z)) )dF(Z)

= [ @) [0t @) e

B (21— ) (@ —y1) (22— y2) (@1 —w0)] | B
N /dI‘(z)/ {(331 — 1) (w2 — y2) (xz—yz)(xz—yz)} [ t(Q)]

X

(z —y)-n(y)ee(y) biis't  bio:sit
dar = ’ ’ .
|z — y[* W) bot.s't boosiy

Therefore. element-matrix of Kp-block in (22) is “hur bz and, ob-
*621;3% *b22;s’t

viously, symmetric.
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Similarly, we get for K -block

/ _ (z1 *yl)z (1 —y1)(z2 — Y2)
<Khaswsa¢t’> - __/ th/(l‘)dr(x)/ [ (:EQ o yZ)(xl o y1) (:Cg o y2)2

Ts

X z=y) n) dl'(y) =: {au;tls am‘tls] [agl)] .

mlz -yl aaters azivs) [af?
Here
1130 = —ﬂ/ o (@) (@) / (@ - ar)
- /dI‘(y)/(:cl - y1)2W¢ﬂ (z)dl(z)
_ - / dF(a:)_/(yl _ x1)2w¢t’ (y)dT(y)
= /;F(m)/@ - yl)QW% (y)dL'(y) = biyser,
similarly, S t,

a12;t's = le;st’a a21;t's = b21;st/7 a22;t's = b22;st’
Therefore element-matrix

|:a11;t’s a12;t’s:| _ |:b11;st’ b12;st’:|

a21;t's  A22;t’s b21;st’ b22;st’

is symmetric.
We denote for i =2s" — 1, j =2N; +2t—1,s=1,...,Ny,t=1,..., N>

[—bn;s/t _b12;s’t:| _. [ aij Qi j+1 ] (al)

*bzl;s't *b22;s/t Ai41,5  Ai41,5+1

and for / =2N; +2t' — 1,5/ =2s—1,s=1,...,N, ' =1,..., Ny

ait;e's  Q12;t's| _ | Qit 57 Qg 5/ 41 (a2)
a21;t's  A22:t's Qi 41,5 A/ 41,541

Then element-matrices (al) and (a2) are symmetric, respectively, moreover if
s’=s,t=ttheni=2s—1=3", j=2N; +2t' — 1 =14 and thus

biisy bizse | _ D1t Diggere| _ | —aiy — @ j+1
b21;st’ b22;st’ b21;s't b22;s’t Q1,5 —Qi41,54+1

24



S. G. Hong / Electronic Journal of Boundary Elements, Vol. 13, No. 1, pp. 1-32 (2016)

a11;t's  A12:t's| _ | Q4 5 Qi ' +1 | | G4 Aji+1
a21;t's  A22;t’s Qir 41,50 A/ 41,5/ +1 Qi1 Aj41i+1

. .. . —aij —a;
For all ¢, j combining element-matrices “J LI+ e get block (— Ak, ),
—Qit1,j T @i41,5+1
.. . Aj.i Aji+1 T
and combining element-matrices ’ ' block (Ay, ). From (a2) we
Aj+1,4  Aj+1,i+1 h

have Ax: = —A~L.
. . . 4 A Ak,
Collecting results we have that in the real coefficient matrix A := A A
K, AD,
blocks Ay, and Ap, are, respectively, symmetric, and A, and Ag; are block

skewsymmetric.

A3. Explain on Mapping properties of the boundary integral Opera-
tors

For Stokes flow problem it was proved that mappings of the boundary integral
operators

V:HY3T) = HY2(), K : HY*() - HY*(T),D : HY*(T') — H~Y/*(I)

are continuous(cf. [11], Lemma 5.6.4, where the operators V, K, D are denoted
YV, oW, D, respectively). For elastostatic problem which correspond to the
Stokes problem when the Poisson ratio tends to 1/2, it holds that K’ : H~/2(T") —
H~Y2(T") is continuous(cf. [6], Theorem 2 for s = 0). These properties are ob-
tained by using solvability and regularity of associated transmission problems(cf.
[11], 5.6.2). Note that for the potential problem also above properties are held. In
the case of 2-D potential problem we explain only for simple layer boundary inte-
gral operator V', the integral kernel of which is % log |miy| (refer to [2] Chapter 7).
Denoting by C the circumstance of unit circle about the origin, let us introduce 27-
periodic parameter as © = (cost, sint),y = (coss, sins), (z,y) € C, t,s € [0, 27].
Now, choose arbitrary density o(y) € L2(C). Then o(y) = o((cos s, sins)) =: (s)
and

27

Vo(z) =Ve(t) = %/log

0

1

d
|(cost — cos s)2 + (sint — Sins|2)\1/2<‘0(s) 5

2 2
1 2e~1/2

1 1
=~ [log—r—p(s)ds =~ [log ——0 _s(s)d
71'/ 8 \sin2t*TS|1/2w(s) y 7r/ o8 |26—1/251nt_75|('0(8) 8
0 0
27 2

1 1 1
= /log s P(s)ds + — /(bg(?) —1/2)p(s)ds
™ |2e=1/2 sin 52| ™

0

=: Vow(s) + Vig(s),
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where V} is principal operator and, obviously, Vpe and Vi are ,respectively, 2m—
periodic functions and belong to L?(0,27) .

For any real number r > 0, define H"(27) to be the set of all 27— periodic
functions ¢ € L?(0,27) for which

1 1/2
lell: = —= (1602 + 3 ImPrigme| < o

|m|>0

where ¢(m) is Fourier coefficient of ¢(s), that is

1 T —ims
Plm) = <= / p(s)e=meds.

It holds (cf. [2],(7.2.74)) that

1 A (M) i
Vop(t) = —| ¢(0) + —Le'™m ).
T Var (9” 7; ml >

Then, for 7 > 0 it holds that

L[ o(m) ]
Voollaq = 02 4 2r42 2}
Vol = = loOP + 3 <252

|m|>0 m|

1
Ve

which implies that

1/2
[|¢<o>|2+ 3 |m|2rl¢<m>|2} ~ Jielln

|m|>0

Vo : H"(27) — H™ 1 (21) — isomorphism.
This estimate is extended to allow r < 0 by duality, therefor, for r = —1/2 give
Vo : H-Y2(2r) — HY?(2n),
and, taking account of Vij¢ = const,
V : H Y2(21) - HY?(2n).
This result lead to
V. HY2(C) - HY?(C),
moreover, for smooth boundary I'

V:H Y3I) —» HY*(I),
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which all are continuous.

A4. Calculation of hypersingular integrals
A4.1. Calculation of matrix element (DpS0¢, pp) ,t =1

First we calculate the integrals I1(5:), I2(5t)-

Li(B) =

2zt

=5 [ 00i©) [ (g + e ) s)ire)

t—

(a3)
By (32)-(34) in subsection 3.2 we have
z =21+ Eer—1,0(2) = &, n(2) = —iep—1/L—1,dl(2) = Ly—1dE,
S = z—1+Mnei—1,0:(s) = n,n(s) = —ies_1/Li—1,dl'(s) = Li_1dn. (ad)

Now, let us apply boundary limit method for calculation of I(8;). Taking a
point ¢. = ¢ + eL;_1n(s) apart ¢, by variable change (a4) we have

Se = 24—1 +nep—1 +eLi_1(—tes_1/Li—1) = zp—1 + (n — i€)es1,
e —z=2—1+ (n—ie)er—1 — (zp—1 + €ep—1) = Eer1 + (N — i€)ep_1.

Denote by I§(B;) the regular integral obtained by substituting ¢. — z instead
of ¢ — z in integral I1(B:) of (a3), that is,

15 (Be) =

2t

@/@@W@/Q%lw@mw1waﬂ@@mn“@

t—
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Then, by (a4) we have

Zt
If(ﬂt)zﬁt / nL;_1dnx
Zt—1

2t

" (—et—1ei 1/ (Li—1Li—1)  —&—18-1/(Li—1Li 1)
* / ( (1-—9a1)? | (n+ic—Ear)?

O/”d”o/g ( —Z€—£)Q+(n+ii—£)2)
(

= B(-1) —1+ (ie)?) log (— (i5)2> + (=1 + (ie)?) log (1 — (15)2))
= B:(-1) ( 1—¢?)log(e )+(—1—52)10g(1+52)).

) ELy_1d€

Zt—1

The limit as € — 0 is

L (B) = =B — Bilog(e?), (a6)

where — log(¢?) is divergent term.
By the same way we can calculate I;(8;), i = 2,3, 4.

I(B) = B ( Ul g (e, ) — (2+

(2
(2 + = > log (e

which is sum of the finite integral value and divergent term 3; log(g?).

! > log(ey)

€t—1

et

[
> gler—1 +e) — t,il log(&:—1)
¢) +

( Zr 1) log(e:—1 + ét)> + B, log(e?)

I3(B:) = Bt% (2 — log(es) — (2 + Ct-

€t

1) log(es—1)

€11

€t t

€r_ e e [
+ (2 =y 6t> log(e; +ei—1) — éit log(e;) — (2 + té 1) log(é:-1)
t7

+ (2 + et_’l + > log(e; + &;— 1)) + b4 10%(52)7

€t €11

I4(Be) = Be(—1) — B¢ 105(52)~
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Next, we calculate It (6;),k = 1,2,3,4

L(B) = B, / b¢ X (5)dT'(s)

[ (n@n() +n(z)nls) | 2 2) —
< [ ( o+ Bn(z)n(§)> Gu(2)dr(2)

. / 1 €t—1€1—1 €t—18¢_1
= ﬁto/'r}Lt—ldn X O/ <((n_§)et_1)2 (LtlLtl LtlLt1>

2(n —&)e—1 —e€r—1€t-1
" ((n—&)és—1)® Li—1Li >§Lt_1d§

2(n — 5)€t—1/5t—1) €dé = 0,

1 1
_7 d €r—1/€ -1+ e—1/€_1 _
5t0/”"0/( -0 (-6
L(B:) = Bt% (3:_1 + % — (6“2%_1 — 6;1) log(é:-1)

e €r_16¢ _

+ | = — — log(e
(et—l egfl ) (%)
(etet‘l Sl >log(et_1+et)>.

[ €1 1

+ ét B 6t2
€t—1€ (& Ct— €tCt—

+< i21 t o t _ t—1 tit 1>10g(ét+ét1)),
€t_1 €t_1 (3 €t

L(B) =0

A.4.2. calculation of matrix element (D} S;¢:, dp), |t —t'| =1

Among integrals in (43), I3(3;) and I>(j3;), being element-coincident integral,
may contain divergent terms. Calculating I5(8;) by the boundary limit method,
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1 1
—1
/”d"/( e 2+(77+i6—£)2)(1_§)d€
0 0
1

=Bi=(2—log (f(is)Q) — (71 + (is)z) log (f(is)Q)
+ log (1 — (ie)z) + (i5)2 log (1 — (ie)z) — (i5)2 log (f(z‘s)z)
+ (—1+ (ie)?) log (1 — (ie)?) )

(\}

Here, —log (—(ic)?) = —log(e?) is divergent term and
— (=14 (ie)*) log (—(ie)*) = +(1 + &%) log(?) — +1log(e*)(e — 0)
is also divergent term, but these divergent terms cancel each other out. Also,
— (ie)*log (—(i6)2) = c?log(e?) = 0 ase — 0,

log (1 — (ie)?) + (ie)* log (1 — (ie)*) + (=1 + (ig)?) log (1 — (ic)?)
=log(1+¢?) —e?log(1 + &%) + (=1 — ) log(1 +£?) = 0, ase — 0.

Therefore, we get that Iy(5;) = il_r)% I5(8:) = Be.

I5($3;) is element-coincident integral too, but have no divergent term as former
subsection. Other element integrals are weak singular because their interior and
exterior integral intervals intersect only at end point. We see I1(8;) only.

L3 = B / ¢t+1(§)dr(§) / (n(z)n(C) + n(Z n<§>> qbt(z)dl‘(z)

Zt—1

1 1
—erep 1 —€161_1
5 [ nan / + d
t 0 0 (e + (1= &ei1)?® (e, + (1 - &er1)”
1 et ey €1 [ _
5t2< 2— o log(et) + (et_1 - ) log(et +er-1) — o log(et)
A

v g
(et

> log(é; + é1—1) 4=t — log(es—1) + log( 1)

) log( netHn(nét)log(nét)) )
€t—1 n=0
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Since (%(77615) log(—ne:) + 1 (nex) log(—nét)> = 0, we get

€t

1 er— e
1(60) = g~ 2= 2 tow(er) + “=Hloglernr) 2 log(er)
€t €t_1

€t—1 t—
[T
+ té—l log(&:—1) + ( ) log(er + e4—1)

t

é é_
+( L “)log(ét+ét1)>-
€t—1 €t

€t €t—1

€t—1 €t
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