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Abstract. In a recent paper [SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 47 (2009), pp. 3451–3463] Sayas proved
the stability of the Johnson–Nédélec coupling of finite and boundary element methods on polygonal
interfaces when the direct boundary integral equation with single and double layer integral operators
is used only. In this note we present two alternative proofs of this result for general Lipschitz
interfaces. In particular, we prove an ellipticity estimate of the coupled bilinear form. Hence, we can
use standard arguments to derive stability and error estimates for the Galerkin discretization for all
pairs of finite and boundary element trial spaces.
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1. Introduction. The coupling of finite and boundary element methods is of
increasing interest in many applications in engineering and science, e.g., in acoustic
and electromagnetic scattering, in electromagnetism, and in elasticity, to name a few of
them. In particular, boundary integral equation methods can be used to handle partial
differential equations with constant coefficients in unbounded domains, while finite
element methods are more favorable when dealing with partial differential equations
in bounded domains with varying coefficients, or even nonlinear equations.

The first approaches to couple finite and boundary element methods are based on
the use of either indirect single or double layer potentials, or the direct approach with
both single and double layer integral operators; see the pioneering works of Brezzi,
Johnson, and Nédélec [1, 5] and the overview by Hsiao [6]. When the stability analysis
of the coupled scheme is based on the use of a G̊arding inequality of the related bilinear
form, the compactness of the double layer integral operator has to be assumed, which
allows the consideration of smooth interface boundaries only. An alternative approach
is to consider a sufficiently accurate discretization, i.e., by using a much finer boundary
element mesh to approximate the Neumann data, of the boundary integral equation to
ensure the ellipticity of the boundary element approximation of the related Dirichlet
to Neumann map as was done by Wendland in [16]; see also [7]. While a rigorous
mathematical analysis was not yet available at that time, several numerical examples
indicated the stability of this coupling scheme for more general situations; see, e.g.,
the paper [4] by Costabel, Ervin, and Stephan.

In [2], Costabel introduced a symmetric coupling of finite and boundary element
methods which allows a rigorous stability and error analysis of the coupled scheme.
Moreover, preconditioned parallel iterative solution strategies are available for the
symmetric coupling; see, e.g., [9]. The symmetric formulation of boundary integral
equations is based on the use of a second, the so-called hypersingular boundary integral
equation. Despite the fact that the bilinear form of the hypersingular boundary
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1522 O. STEINBACH

integral operator can be rewritten as a weakly singular integral due to integration by
parts [11], the use of the symmetric formulation is still not popular in engineering or
for more advanced applications. Hence, there is a great interest in the coupling of
finite elements with the first boundary integral equation only, which is also simpler
to implement.

In a recent paper [12], Sayas proved the stability of the standard finite and bound-
ary element coupling scheme for the first time. Instead of the Galerkin discretization
of the coupled bilinear form, he considered the equivalent Galerkin stability of the
transposed operator. Then, by using an indirect single layer potential representation
of the solution in the exterior domain, he could rewrite the transposed coupled bilinear
form by using Dirichlet integrals only.

In this paper, we restrict our considerations to the case of a free space Poisson
equation where we will present two alternative proofs for the stability of the finite and
boundary element coupling in the case of a Lipschitz interface. In particular, we prove
an ellipticity estimate of the combined bilinear form which allows us to use standard
results to derive stability and related error estimates. An essential ingredient of the
first approach is the use of different variational and boundary integral formulations of
the Steklov–Poincaré operator [13] which is involved in the Dirichlet to Neumann map
associated to the interior Dirichlet boundary value problem. The second important
tool is the use of some natural Sobolev norms in H±1/2(Γ) which are induced by the
single layer potential and its inverse as introduced in [15]. The second approach relies
on ideas used by Sayas in [12]. In particular, we prove the ellipticity of the coupled
bilinear form by rewriting the boundary integral bilinear forms of the exterior problem
by using appropriate Dirichlet forms.

For a review on boundary integral equation methods and results on the mapping
properties of boundary integral operators, we refer, in particular, to [3, 8, 10, 14].

2. Nonsymmetric BEM/FEM coupling. For a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R
n

(n = 2, 3) with a Lipschitz boundary Γ = ∂Ω, we consider the free space transmission
boundary value problem

(2.1) −div[A(x)∇ui(x)] = f(x) for x ∈ Ω, −Δue(x) = 0 for x ∈ Ωc := R
n\Ω

with the interface boundary conditions

(2.2) ui(x) = ue(x), nx · [A(x)∇ui(x)] =
∂

∂nx
ue(x) for almost all x ∈ Γ,

and with the radiation boundary condition

(2.3) u(x) = O
(

1

|x|
)

as |x| → ∞.

We assume that the coefficient matrix A(x) = [A(x)]� > 0 is symmetric and uniformly
positive definite; i.e.,

λmin(A) := inf
x∈Ω

min
i=1,...,n

λi(A(x)) > 0.

Moreover, f ∈ L2(Ω) is a given function, and nx is the exterior normal vector which
is defined for almost all x ∈ Γ. In the two-dimensional case n = 2 we assume the
scaling condition diamΩ < 1.
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STABLE COUPLING OF FEM/BEM 1523

The variational formulation of the interior Poisson equation in (2.1) is to find
ui ∈ H1(Ω) such that

(2.4)

∫
Ω

[A(x)∇ui(x)] · ∇v(x)dx =

∫
Ω

f(x)v(x)dx +

∫
Γ

nx · [A(x)∇ui(x)]v(x)dsx

is satisfied for all v ∈ H1(Ω). The solution of the exterior Laplace equation in (2.1)
satisfying the radiation condition (2.3) is given by the representation formula

(2.5) ue(x) = −
∫
Γ

U∗(x, y)
∂

∂ny
ue(y)dsy +

∫
Γ

∂

∂ny
U∗(x, y)ue(y)dsy for x ∈ Ωc,

where

U∗(x, y) =

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
− 1

2π
log |x− y| for n = 2,

1

4π

1

|x− y| for n = 3

is the fundamental solution of the Laplace operator. To ensure that the solution ue

as given by the representation formula (2.5) fulfills the radiation condition (2.3) also
in the two-dimensional case n = 2, we need to assume that the normal derivative

t(x) :=
∂

∂nx
ue(x)

satisfies the scaling condition (see, e.g., [14, Lemma 6.21])

(2.6)

∫
Γ

t(x) dsx = 0 .

From (2.5) we obtain the boundary integral equation for almost all x ∈ Γ,

(2.7) (V t)(x) = −1

2
ue(x) + (Kue)(x),

where

(V t)(x) =

∫
Γ

U∗(x, y)t(y)dsy, (Kue)(x) =

∫
Γ

∂

∂ny
U∗(x, y)ue(y)dsy

denote the single and double layer integral operators, respectively. When inserting
the interface boundary conditions (2.2) into the variational formulation (2.4) and into
the boundary integral equation (2.7), we end up with a variational problem to find
ui ∈ H1(Ω) and t ∈ H−1/2(Γ) such that

(2.8)

∫
Ω

[A(x)∇ui(x)] · ∇v(x)dx −
∫
Γ

t(x)v(x)dsx =

∫
Ω

f(x)v(x)dx

is satisfied for all v ∈ H1(Ω), and

(2.9) 〈V t, τ〉Γ +

〈(
1

2
I −K

)
ui, τ

〉
Γ

= 0
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1524 O. STEINBACH

is satisfied for all τ ∈ H−1/2(Γ). When choosing in (2.8) as a test function v = 1, this
gives

(2.10) −
∫
Γ

t(x) dsx =

∫
Ω

f(x) dx .

Hence, in the two-dimensional case n = 2, we have to assume the solvability condition

(2.11)

∫
Ω

f(x) dx = 0

to ensure the required scaling condition (2.6).
Since the single layer integral operator V : H−1/2(Γ) → H1/2(Γ) is bounded

and H−1/2(Γ)-elliptic, we may choose the natural density (equilibrium distribution)
teq = V −11 as a test function in (2.9),

〈t, 1〉Γ +

〈(
1

2
I −K

)
ui, V

−11

〉
Γ

= 0 .

By using the equilibrium condition (2.10) and the symmetry relation KV = V K ′

(see, e.g., [8, 14, 15]) with the adjoint double layer integral operator K ′, we obtain∫
Ω

f(x)dx =

〈(
1

2
I −K

)
ui, V

−11

〉
Γ

= 〈ui, teq〉Γ −
〈
ui,

(
1

2
I +K ′

)
V −11

〉
Γ

= 〈ui, teq〉Γ −
〈
ui, V

−1

(
1

2
I +K

)
1

〉
Γ

= 〈ui, teq〉Γ

due to (12I +K)1 = 0. Hence, we may introduce the splitting

(2.12) ui(x) = u0 + ũi(x) for x ∈ Ω,

where ũi ∈ H1(Ω) satisfies the scaling condition

(2.13) 〈ũi, teq〉Γ = 0,

and where the constant u0 is given by

(2.14) u0 =
1

〈1, teq〉Γ

∫
Ω

f(x) dx =
1

〈V teq, teq〉Γ

∫
Ω

f(x) dx .

Due to the solvability condition (2.11) in the two-dimensional case n = 2, we obtain
u0 = 0.

Instead of the coupled variational formulation (2.8) and (2.9), we now consider a
modified variational problem to find (ũi, t) ∈ H1(Ω)×H−1/2(Γ) such that∫

Ω

[A(x)∇ũi(x)] · ∇v(x)dx + 〈ũi, teq〉Γ〈v, teq〉Γ − 〈t, v〉Γ =

∫
Ω

f(x)v(x)dx(2.15)

〈V t, τ〉Γ +

〈(
1

2
I −K

)
ũi, τ

〉
Γ

= −〈u0, τ〉Γ(2.16)

is satisfied for all (v, τ) ∈ H1(Ω)×H−1/2(Γ).

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

09
/1

5/
12

 to
 1

29
.1

32
.2

02
.3

5.
 R

ed
is

tr
ib

ut
io

n 
su

bj
ec

t t
o 

SI
A

M
 li

ce
ns

e 
or

 c
op

yr
ig

ht
; s

ee
 h

ttp
://

w
w

w
.s

ia
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
ls

/o
js

a.
ph

p



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Copyright © by SIAM. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited. 

STABLE COUPLING OF FEM/BEM 1525

By construction we have seen that any solution of the coupled variational problem
(2.8) and (2.9) implies a solution of the modified variational problem (2.15) and (2.16).
In fact, the variational formulations (2.8)–(2.9) and (2.15)–(2.16) are equivalent in the
following sense.

Lemma 2.1. Let (ui, t) ∈ H1(Ω) × H−1/2(Γ) be a solution of the variational
formulations (2.8)–(2.9). Then there exists a unique splitting ui = u0+ũi with u0 ∈ R,
ũi ∈ H1(Ω) satisfying 〈ũi, teq〉Γ = 0 such that (ũi, ti) ∈ H1(Ω) × H−1/2(Γ) is a
solution of the modified variational formulation (2.15)–(2.16). Vice versa, any solution
(ũi, t) ∈ H1(Ω)×H−1/2(Γ) of the modified variational problem (2.15)–(2.16) implies
a solution (ũi + u0, t) ∈ H1(Ω) ×H−1/2(Γ) of the coupled variational problem (2.8)
and (2.9). Moreover, ũi satisfies the scaling condition (2.13).

Proof. The first statement follows from the construction of the modified varia-
tional formulation (2.15) and (2.16). Hence, we discuss the opposite direction only.

Let (ũi, t) ∈ H1(Ω)×H−1/2(Γ) be any solution of the modified variational problem
(2.15)–(2.16). The choice v = 1 and τ = 0 gives

〈ũi, teq〉Γ〈1, teq〉Γ − 〈t, 1〉Γ =

∫
Ω

f(x)dx,

while by choosing v = 0 and τ = teq = V −11 we obtain, by using (2.14),

〈t, 1〉Γ +

〈(
1

2
I −K

)
ũi, teq

〉
Γ

= −〈u0, teq〉Γ = −
∫
Ω

f(x) dx .

Note that〈(
1

2
I −K

)
ũi, teq

〉
Γ

= 〈ũi, teq〉Γ −
〈(

1

2
I +K

)
ũi, V

−11

〉
Γ

= 〈ũi, teq〉Γ .

Hence, by summing up both equations, we obtain

〈ũi, teq〉Γ
[
1 + 〈1, teq〉Γ

]
= 0,

and, therefore,

〈ũi, teq〉Γ = 0

follows. Due to u0 ∈ R we have (12I−K)u0 = u0. Then it is a direct consequence that

(ũi + u0, t) ∈ H1(Ω)×H−1/2(Γ) is also a solution of the coupled variational problem
(2.8) and (2.9).

To ensure unique solvability of the modified variational formulation (2.15)–(2.16)
as well as stability of a related Galerkin scheme, we need to establish some ellipticity
or coercivity estimate of an associated bilinear form. First we note that

‖v‖2H1(Ω),Γ =

∫
Ω

|∇v(x)|2dx+ [〈v, teq〉Γ]2

defines an equivalent norm on H1(Ω) (see, e.g., [14, Theorem 2.6]), while

‖τ‖2V = 〈V τ, τ〉Γ
defines an equivalent norm on H−1/2(Γ). Associated to the modified variational for-
mulation (2.15)–(2.16), we introduce the bilinear form

ã(u, t; v, τ) :=

∫
Ω

[A(x)∇u(x)] · ∇v(x)dx + 〈u, teq〉Γ〈v, teq〉Γ − 〈t, v〉Γ(2.17)

+ 2

[
〈V t, τ〉Γ +

〈(
1

2
I −K

)
u, τ

〉
Γ
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1526 O. STEINBACH

which is bounded for all (u, t), (v, τ) ∈ H1(Ω) × H−1/2(Γ). For (v, τ) ∈ H1(Ω) ×
H−1/2(Γ) we then obtain

(2.18) ã(v, τ ; v, τ) ≥ λmin(A) ‖v‖2H1(Ω),Γ + 2 ‖τ‖2V − 2〈Kv, τ〉Γ.
The form (2.18) is coercive satisfying a G̊arding inequality when we assume that the
double layer integral operator K : H1/2(Γ) → H1/2(Γ) is compact. In this case,
stability of the related Galerkin scheme follows asymptotically when using standard
results for the Galerkin approximation of compact perturbations of elliptic operators.
But the compactness of the double layer integral operator K allows the consideration
of smooth interface boundaries Γ only. Note that the bilinear form (2.17) corresponds
to the variational problem (2.15)–(2.16), where we multiply (2.16) with the factor 2.

Instead of a G̊arding inequality as in (2.18), we will prove an ellipticity estimate
for the bounded bilinear form

a(u, t; v, τ) :=

∫
Ω

[A(x)∇u(x)] · ∇v(x)dx + 〈u, teq〉Γ〈v, teq〉Γ − 〈t, v〉Γ(2.19)

+ 〈V t, τ〉Γ +

〈(
1

2
I −K

)
u, τ

〉
Γ

from which we can derive stability and error estimates in a standard way. In what
follows we state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.2. Let λmin(A) > 1
4 be satisfied. The bilinear form as defined in

(2.19) is then H1(Ω)×H−1/2(Γ)-elliptic; i.e.,

(2.20) a(v, τ ; v, τ) ≥ 1

2

[
(1 + λmin(A)) −

√
(1− λmin(A))2 + 1

] [
‖v‖2H1(Ω),Γ + ‖τ‖2V

]
for all (v, τ) ∈ H1(Ω)×H−1/2(Γ).

Two different proofs of Theorem 2.2 will be given in sections 4 and 5, respectively.
Remark 2.1. As a corollary of Theorem 2.2 we conclude unique solvability and

stability of any coupled conformal finite and boundary element discretization scheme.
In addition, convergence follows from the regularity of the solution (ũi, t) and from
the approximation properties of both the finite and boundary element trial spaces.

Remark 2.2. The consideration of the potential equation in (2.1) motivates the
use of the natural density teq to define the Sobolev norm ‖ · ‖H1(Ω),Γ in H1(Ω).
Instead, one may use any other appropriate linear functional to define an equivalent
norm in H1(Ω), or weighted Sobolev norms, as, e.g., in [12, sect. 4]. Moreover,
when considering the Yukawa equation instead of the potential equation, as was done
in [12], the consideration of the natural density is not required. This remains true
when considering the potential equation in Ω with some additional Dirichlet boundary
conditions at some interior boundary.

3. Dirichlet to Neumann maps. The first proof of Theorem 2.2 is essentially
based on different representations of the Dirichlet to Neumann map which is related
to the solution of the interior Dirichlet boundary value problem

(3.1) −Δu(x) = 0 for x ∈ Ω, u(x) = g(x) for x ∈ Γ

whose weak solution u ∈ H1(Ω), u(x) = g(x) for x ∈ Γ, is the unique solution of the
variational problem

(3.2)

∫
Ω

∇u(x) · ∇v(x) dx = 0 for all v ∈ H1
0 (Γ).
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STABLE COUPLING OF FEM/BEM 1527

Since u ∈ H1(Ω) is the weak solution of the Dirichlet boundary value problem (3.1),
we can define the related normal derivative λ := nx · ∇u in the sense of H−1/2(Γ);
i.e., λ ∈ H−1/2(Γ) satisfies

(3.3)

∫
Γ

λ(x)v(x)dsx =

∫
Ω

∇u(x) · ∇v(x)dx for all v ∈ H1(Ω).

Hence, by solving the Dirichlet boundary value problem (3.1) and by defining the
normal derivative λ via (3.3), we obtain the Dirichlet to Neumann map λ = Sg in the
sense of H−1/2(Γ), where the Steklov–Poincaré operator S : H1/2(Γ) → H−1/2(Γ) is
defined implicitly by solving the Dirichlet boundary value problem (3.1).

Instead of the variational definition (3.3) of the Steklov–Poincaré operator S, we
now consider equivalent definitions of the Steklov–Poincaré operator which are based
on the use of boundary integral equations. In particular, the symmetric boundary
integral representation of the Steklov–Poincaré operator is given by

(3.4) S = D +

(
1

2
I +K ′

)
V −1

(
1

2
I +K

)
: H1/2(Γ) → H−1/2(Γ) ,

where K ′ is the adjoint double layer integral operator, and D is the hypersingular
boundary integral operator. In the proof of Theorem 2.2 we will replace the Dirichlet
to Neumann map λ = Sg which is originally defined via the variational formulation
(3.3) by the equivalent symmetric boundary integral representation (3.4).

4. Proof of Theorem 2.2. To prove the ellipticity estimate of Theorem 2.2 we
first consider the form (2.19); i.e.,

a(v, τ ; v, τ) =

∫
Ω

[A(x)∇v(x)] · ∇v(x)dx + [〈v, teq〉Γ]2 + 〈V τ, τ〉Γ −
〈(

1

2
I +K

)
v, τ

〉
Γ

≥ λmin(A)

∫
Ω

|∇v(x)|2dx+ [〈v, teq〉Γ]2 + 〈V τ, τ〉Γ −
〈(

1

2
I +K

)
v, τ

〉
Γ

.(4.1)

For v ∈ H1(Ω) we consider the splitting v = vΓ+ṽ, where vΓ is the harmonic extension
of v|Γ; i.e., vΓ ∈ H1(Ω) is the weak solution of the Dirichlet boundary value problem

−ΔvΓ(x) = 0 for x ∈ Ω, vΓ(x) = v(x) for x ∈ Γ.

In particular, vΓ ∈ H1(Ω), vΓ(x) = v(x) for x ∈ Γ, solves∫
Ω

∇vΓ(x) · ∇z(x)dx = 0 for all z ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

By construction we also have ṽ ∈ H1
0 (Ω). Hence, we obtain

(4.2)

∫
Ω

|∇v(x)|2dx =

∫
Ω

|∇(vΓ(x)+ ṽ(x))|2dx =

∫
Ω

|∇vΓ(x)|2dx+
∫
Ω

|∇ṽ(x)|2dx .

By using Green’s first formula we further conclude that∫
Ω

|∇vΓ(x)|2dx =

∫
Γ

∂

∂nx
vΓ(x)vΓ(x)dsx =

∫
Γ

(SvΓ)(x)vΓ(x)dsx,
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1528 O. STEINBACH

where S : H1/2(Γ) → H−1/2(Γ) is the Steklov–Poincaré operator which realizes the
Dirichlet to Neumann map when considering an interior Dirichlet boundary value
problem for the Laplace equation. Hence, we can rewrite (4.1) as

a(v, τ ; v, τ) ≥ λmin(A)

∫
Ω

|∇ṽ(x)|2dx + [〈v, teq〉Γ]2(4.3)

+λmin(A) 〈SvΓ, vΓ〉Γ + 〈V τ, τ〉Γ −
〈(

1

2
I +K

)
v, τ

〉
Γ

.

By definition we have vΓ(x) = v(x) for x ∈ Γ. Therefore, by using the symmetric
boundary integral representation (3.4) of the Steklov–Poincaré operator S, we further
obtain

λmin(A) 〈Sv, v〉Γ + 〈V τ, τ〉Γ −
〈(

1

2
I +K

)
v, τ

〉
Γ

= λmin(A)

[
〈Dv, v〉Γ +

〈
V −1

(
1

2
I + qK

)
v,

(
1

2
I +K

)
v

〉
Γ

]
+ 〈V τ, τ〉Γ −

〈(
1

2
I +K

)
v, τ

〉
Γ

= λmin(A)〈Dv, v〉Γ + λmin(A)

∥∥∥∥(1

2
I +K

)
v

∥∥∥∥2
V −1

+ ‖τ‖2V −
〈(

1

2
I +K

)
v, τ

〉
Γ

,

where

‖ · ‖V −1 :=
√
〈V −1·, ·〉Γ

defines an equivalent norm in H1/2(Γ). With the bound (see, e.g., [15])∣∣∣∣〈(1

2
I +K

)
v, τ

〉
Γ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖
(
1

2
I +K

)
v‖V −1‖τ‖V ,

we conclude that

λmin(A)〈Sv, v〉Γ + 〈V τ, τ〉Γ −
〈(

1

2
I +K

)
v, τ

〉
Γ

≥ λmin(A)〈Dv, v〉Γ + λmin(A)

∥∥∥∥(1

2
I +K

)
v

∥∥∥∥2

V −1

+ ‖τ‖2V −
∥∥∥∥〈(1

2
I +K

)
v

∥∥∥∥
V −1

‖τ‖V

= λmin(A)〈Dv, v〉Γ +

(
λmin(A)− 1

2

1

γ2

)∥∥∥∥(1

2
I +K

)
v

∥∥∥∥2
V −1

+

(
1− 1

2
γ2

)
‖τ‖2V

+
1

2

(
γ ‖τ‖V − 1

γ

∥∥∥∥(1

2
I +K

)
v

∥∥∥∥
V −1

)2

= λmin(A)〈Dv, v〉Γ +

(
λmin(A) − 1

2

1

γ2

)∥∥∥∥(1

2
I +K

)
v

∥∥∥∥2

V −1

+

(
1− 1

2
γ2

)
‖τ‖2V

≥
(
1− 1

2
γ2
∗

) [
〈Dv, v〉Γ +

∥∥∥∥(1

2
I +K

)
v

∥∥∥∥2
V −1

+ ‖τ‖2V
]
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if

(4.4) λmin(A)− 1

2

1

γ2∗
= 1− 1

2
γ2
∗

is satisfied. From (4.4) we find

γ2
∗ = 1− λmin(A) +

√
(1 − λmin(A))2 + 1,

and, therefore,

1− 1

2
γ2
∗ =

1

2

[
(1 + λmin(A))−

√
(1− λmin(A))2 + 1

]
> 0

if we assume λmin(A) >
1
4 . Hence, we finally obtain

a(v, τ ; v, τ) ≥ λmin(A)

∫
Ω

|∇ṽ(x)|2dx+ [〈v, teq〉Γ]2

+
1

2

[
(1 + λmin(A)) −

√
(1− λmin(A))2 + 1

] [
〈SvΓ, vΓ〉Γ + ‖τ‖2V

]
≥ 1

2

[
(1 + λmin(A))−

√
(1 − λmin(A))2 + 1

]
·
[∫

Ω

|∇ṽ(x)|2dx+

∫
Ω

|∇vΓ(x)|2dx+ [〈v, teq〉Γ]2 + ‖τ‖2V
]

=
1

2

[
(1 + λmin(A))−

√
(1 − λmin(A))2 + 1

] [
‖v‖2H1(Ω),Γ + ‖τ‖2V

]
,

as stated in Theorem 2.2.

5. An alternative proof. While the proof in section 4 is based on an equivalent
boundary integral representation of the Steklov–Poincaré operator which is related to
the interior problem, we now consider equivalent representations of the boundary
integral bilinear forms in the exterior by using related Dirichlet forms. In fact, this
approach follows the idea of Sayas in [12], but in contrast to [12] we prove the ellipticity
of the original coupled bilinear form. For this we consider the estimate (4.1); i.e.,

(5.1)

a(v, τ ; v, τ) ≥ λmin(A)

∫
Ω

|∇v(x)|2dx+ [〈v, teq〉Γ]2 + 〈V τ, τ〉Γ −
〈
v,

(
1

2
I +K ′

)
τ

〉
Γ

.

For an arbitrary but fixed τ ∈ H−1/2(Γ) we define the harmonic function

uτ (x) = (Ṽ τ)(x) =

∫
Γ

U∗(x, y)τ(y)dsy for x ∈ R
d\Γ

for which we have the usual boundary traces for almost all x ∈ Γ as (see, e.g., [14])

γ0uτ (x) = (V τ)(x), γint1 uτ (x) =

(
1

2
I +K ′

)
τ(x),

γext1 uτ (x) =

(
−1

2
I +K ′

)
τ(x).
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1530 O. STEINBACH

Hence, by using Green’s first formula we can write〈
v,

(
1

2
I +K ′

)
τ

〉
Γ

=

∫
Γ

γint1 uτ (x)γ0v(x)dsx =

∫
Ω

∇uτ (x) · ∇v(x)dx .

As in the proof of the ellipticity of the single layer potential V (see, e.g., [14]) we also
have

〈V τ, τ〉Γ =

∫
Ω

|∇uτ (x)|2dx+

∫
Ωc

|∇uτ (x)|2dx,

where we have to assume an appropriate far field behavior of uτ . Hence, we can write
the bilinear form (5.1) as

a(v, τ ; v, τ) ≥ λmin(A)

∫
Ω

|∇v(x)|2dx+ [〈v, teq〉Γ]2

+

∫
Ω

|∇uτ (x)|2dx+

∫
Ωc

|∇uτ (x)|2dx−
∫
Ω

∇uτ (x) · ∇v(x)dx.

By using ∫
Ω

∇uτ (x) · ∇v(x)dx ≤ 1

2
γ2 ‖∇uτ‖2L2(Ω) +

1

2

1

γ2
‖∇v‖2L2(Ω)

for some γ > 0, we further conclude that

a(v, τ ; v, τ) ≥ [〈v, teq〉Γ]2 +
[
λmin(A)− 1

2

1

γ2

]
‖∇v‖2L2(Ω)

+

[
1− 1

2
γ2

]
‖∇uτ‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇uτ‖2L2(Ωc)

≥
(
1− 1

2
γ2
∗

)[
[〈v, teq〉Γ]2 + ‖∇v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇uτ‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇uτ‖2L2(Ωc)

]
=

(
1− 1

2
γ2
∗

)[
‖v‖2H1(Ω),Γ + ‖τ‖2V

]
if

λmin(A)− 1

2

1

γ2∗
= 1− 1

2
γ2
∗

is satisfied. The assertion of Theorem 2.2 now follows as in section 4.
Remark 5.1. Both proofs of Theorem 2.2 presented in this paper are in some

sense equivalent to each other. This relies on different representations of boundary
integral operators by using Dirichlet integrals which are related to homogeneous par-
tial differenial equations in both the interior domain Ω and in the exterior domain Ωc,
respectively. In the first proof (presented in section 4) we used the Steklov–Poincaré
operator which is related to the Laplace equation in the interior domain, while in the
second proof (given in this section) we have replaced all boundary integral operator
bilinear forms by appropriate Dirichlet integrals of the Laplace operator in both the
interior and in the exterior domain.
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