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Résumé

Nous nous intéressons a la diffusion d’ondes électromagnétiques en régime harmonique, & travers un
fond homogéne contenant des hétérogénéités anisotropes ou conductrices modélisées par des ouverts
a frontiéres Lipschitziennes, nous en dérivons une approximation de type Foldy-Lax ("point-like
interaction") ou il est question d’approximer les inclusions par des poles modulo des amplitudes
constantes, données pour ces derniéres, par un systéme linéaire. Nous établissons la validité de cette
approximation lorsque le rapport entre le diamétre maximal (a) et la distance minimale (§) séparant
les inhomogénes est fini i.e. @ ~ 4.

Mots-clés

Diffusion électromagnétique, Petites particules , Diffraction multiple, Approximation de Foldy-Lax.



Abstract

We deal with the scattering of time harmonic electromagnetic waves through a cluster of both
anisotropic and perfectly conducting particles, embedded in homogeneous background, modeled by
open bounded Lipschitz Domains, we derive the Foldy-Lax approximation, valid for the mesoscale
regime that is @ ~ § where a the maximum diameter of the particles and ¢ is the minimum distance
separating them.

Key words:

Electromagnetic scattering, Small bodies, Multiple scattering, Foldy-Lax approximation.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Motivations

Multiple scattering theory could be described as a field of mathematical physics concerned by the
phenomena of diffusion through a cluster of particles. Either at quantum or continuum levels, the
main purpose is to account for the phenomenon of interaction in the most accurate and efficient
way depending on the purpose. With an abundant literature on the subject, see [49], the domain
continues to receive growing attention due to the increase of perspective in material science. The
field covers many aspects of the modern sciences and at different regimes (small or large scales and
resonating or not) from the scattering of light to seismic propagation passing by different imaging
sciences, see [43], [49], [7] and [70] for instance.

The continuous model, if considered by the integral equation approach, due to the usual bound-
ary conditions, would involve solving a system which is as large as the number of the scatterers.
Naturally, one should avoid such approach due to its complexity, and rather relay on an approxima-
tion of the problem based in the obvious physical intuition, suggesting that, the more the diameter
of the particle is small the more it should be considered as point-like scatterer. This is precisely what
L. L. Foldy initiated in [28]. Indeed, considering the scalar wave equation, that is Au + k*u = 0,
defined "the external field acting on the ' scatterer" to be the difference between the total field and
the Green function evaluated in the position of the scatterer modulo a constant coefficient A; (i.e a
point-like scatterer of amplitude A;). Then stating the assumption that "the strength of the scattered
wave from a scatterer is proportional to the external field acting on it" that is u;j(r;) = g;A;, deriv-
ing a consistent algebraic linear system involving his scattering coefficients; a physical argument yet
not mathematically justified. Later on, M. Lax [46] generalized the approach for anisotropic cases,
with the same hypothesis on the strength of the field, on the assumption that " The single scattering
problem has been solved either experimentally or theoretically".

In the seventies, there were two methods proposed to justify, or precisely to give sense to these
arguments. The first one is based the use of the Fourier transform, then regularize (or cut the
singularity) in the Fourier domain and then comeback to the space variable. This is called a re-
normalization method, see [3]. The second method is based on self-adjoint extensions of symmetric
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operators and the Krein’s resolvent representation. Both the two methods apply to a single particle
but provide with the exact model.

Regarding multiple particles, there were several methods proposed in the literature. They deal
with the case where these particles are stated in the small scaled regimes with different scales of
the contrasts. To cite a few of them, we start with Mazy’a et al. see [52| where Laplace and
Lameé related problems are considered. Their approach is heavily based on the maximum principles
and hence limted to low frequency scattering (actually the stationary regime). Extending their
method to Maxwell is then problematic. There were also a long list of works by A. Ramm, see [63].
However, the proposed approximations are mostly formal and their results related to Maxwell are
quite questionable. Let us also cite Ammari, see [32] who proposed the full expansions at any order,
but limited to single, or well separated, particles.

In the context of the previous intuition , and inspired by the approach in [19, 2], in the present
work, we were able to derive and rigorously justify such an approximation for the time harmonic
electromagnetic scattering. More precisely, we derived an approximation of the far field of the
scattered wave, which uniquely characterizes it, as follows

N .
Ex(@) =Y (ie“@'zw X <Qm X a:) + %e*imzw x Rm> +O(Brror), (1.1.1)

where the amplitudes A,, and B,, can be evaluated using the following linear system,

R

[Tl]mRm = Z [Hk(zm, Zj)Rj — ikV‘I’k(Zm, Zj) X Q]] + Hin(zm)
(]Zl)]#'m
. | (1.1.2)
T20nQm = Y. [Ta(zm, 2))Qs + kTP (20, 2)) X By| + B (z).
(G21)jm

Here ®; and IIj := (k%I + V ® V)®;, are respectively the fundamental solution of the Helmholtz
problem and the dyadic Green function. The Polarization tensor ([Tl]m)ﬁlzl, [l =1, 2, could be seen
as the scattering coefficient which precisely are evaluated by solving single scattering problem.

The main focus of the thesis is to derive these approximations by considering general configura-
tions on the contrast of the electromagnetic materials, the number of the particles R, the minimum
distance between them § and their maximum radius a. The term O(Error), appearing above, is
provided in terms of these parameters as well. The thesis contains essentially two chapters. The
first chapter concerns the scattering of electromagnetic wave from a cluster of perfect conductors,

in which we derived the Foldy-Lax approximation which is valid under the condition that
In(a)— =0(1), asa << 1. (1.1.3)
The only restriction in (1.1.3) is the appearance of the term In(a). This is due to the use of
Neumann series inversion criterion for bounded operators. We obtained expansion for both the

far field and the near field of the scattered wave. The latter one is described as the sum of poles

7
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modulo constants that are described by a self containing linear system; which is invertible under a
less restrictive condition, namely

% =0(1), as a << 1. (1.1.4)

The second chapter comprises two parts. The first part, is devoted to the transmission problem,
namely the anisotropic inhomogeneities case. We derived the related results under the general
condition (1.1.4). We handled this case using Lippmann-Schwinger integral equation that we could
invert under the condition (1.1.4). In the second section, we revisited the scattering by a cluster of
perfect conductors and improved the results previously obtained by removing the In(a) term in the
condition (1.1.3). This was possible using more pde-techniques as a certain Rellich-type identity to
estimate the densities. Precisely, we showed that both the exterior and the interior traces of the
electromagnetic fields are equivalent in norm.

Observe that the condition (1.1.4) means that we can handle the meso-scale regime of the multiple
scattering where § ~ a.

At the very technical level, based on the Stratton-Chu formula and taking advantage of the
properties of the different used layer potentials, we could handle the approximations of both the two
cases (perfect conductors and anisotropic inhomogeneities) in a similar way.

The two main chapters, chapter 2 and chapter 3, are written in an article style. They can be
read separately and independently. The notations are not always the same as some of them are
imposed to comply with the related literature. We are aware that this might create little confusion
at some point. We do apologize if this is the case!

1.2 Main tools and the strategy of analysis

In this section, after stating the problem, we describe the main tools used in chapter 2 and chapter 3.
Precisely, we first motivate the uniqueness issue of the solution and it natural relation to the radiation
condition. The existence of the solution is related to inverting an equivalent integral equation.
Regarding the perfectly conducting problem, we derive a surface integral system via the Maxwell
layer potentials, while for the transmission problem, we derive the Maxwell Lippmann-Schwinger
integral equation using Volume (or Newtonian) potentials. Both of these formulations are derived
starting from the Stratton-Chu formula.

1.2.1 The Maxwell system and our models of interest

Maxwell’s equation forms a particularly interesting model to describe the wave propagation of elec-
tromagnetic phenomena. Stated for the wave diffusion of the electric field € and the magnetic
field H through a given medium, with electric permittivity e, magnetic permeability u, and electric
conductivity o. It reads as follows

curl € — u%—ﬁ =0,
82 (1.2.1)
1 _—
curl’ H + ¢ T o€,
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The parameters ¢, o and p will be either complex/real tensor or scalar functions.

In particular, we are be interested by the diffusion of time-harmonic electromagnetic plane wave
at a fixed frequency w. This is stated through both isotropic and anisotropic materials, represented
by multiply connected bounded Lipschitz domain D~ = U:‘n:le where X is the number of con-
nected component surrounded by a homogeneous medium. We recall, that a lipschitz domain is
locally, i.e in some neighbor of each of its point, represented by the graph of a Lipschitz function.

For the anisotropic case, setting k := w,/éopo, £ := copto L Ee™™! and H 1= /eouo LHe "
with g, == (po) g and e, := (g9) "' (¢ + io/w), the Maxwell equation reads

curl E — ik, H = 0,
curl H + ike, E =0, in R*\ 0D := X _,0D,,,
E = E™ 4+ F*°, (1.2.2)

vX E|y =v x E|_ across 0D,

vXx H|y =vx H|_ across 0D.

When €, 0 and p are scalar constant we will consider the scattering from a perfect conductor,
precisely, with k = /(e + iZ)p w, %((E + i%)_lmEe_“”t) = & and %((u)_l/QHe_“”t) = H the
following problem

VX E—ikH =0,

VxH+ikE=0, inR3\ D :=U\_;D,,,

E = Ein + Es¢

vx E|lf =0 on 0D.

(1.2.3)

The boundary condition v x ( - )|+ respectively v x ( - )|— must be understood as the extension
of exterior resp. interior trace operator, from the space of C°°-regular functions to the working
specified space, if it exist.

1.2.2 The radiation conditions and the uniqueness of the solutions

The radiation condition describes the behavior of the scattered wave at infinity. In order to properly
justify the adequacy of such a condition with the scattering problem, we need the following lemma
due to Rellich.

Lemma 1. (Lemma 2.12 [2}]) Let D be a bounded open set. If E is a solution to the Helmholtz
equation R3\ D (i.e AE + k*E = 0 outside of D.) satisfying

lim |E*ds = 0, (Rellich)

T JoB(0,r)

then E =0 in R3\ D.
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Proof. The proof, which is standard, is based on spherical harmonic expansion (i.e Harmonic homo-
geneous, polynomials of degree n), which form a complete orthonormal system in L2(S?). Precisely

ule) =3 Y (Calal = [ HEYE@) YD (12.)

n=0 —-n<qg<n

with
2n + 1(n — |g|)!

4m(n +[q|)!

and (P}')(n,q)eNxz; |ql<n Stands for the Legendre functions given by

V6.0 = ( )Pl (cos(8))e't¢

PY(t) == (1 — )3 (Pu(t))\".

Then after writing the Helmholtz equation in polar coordinates and differentiating under the integral
(1.2.4), that the Cf satisfies the Bessel’s differential equation

n(n+1)

(1)@ + e + 2 - "o = o

r

whose solution are expressed in terms of Hankel functions, given by
C(r) = alhD (kr) + BIRP) (kr), (1.2.5)

with the following asymptotic behavior

+i(r—nm/2—m/2)
W r) = —————(+ 06", =12

r

Finally, Parseval’s inequality gives

2 2 2
ul“ds =r Cl(lz
JARCEIELS SIp i e T

n=0 -—n<qg<n

and helps us get
lim 2|CY4(|z|)|* = 0.

r—>00

Replacing in (1.2.5), we conclude that o, = 37 = 0. O

Remark 2. One must notice that, no particular hypothesis has been made concerning the geometry
of D. Further, due to the identity
curl> = —A + V div,

every solution to Maxwell equation is a solution to the Helmholtz. However, a solution to the vector
Helmholtz problem is not necessarily solution to Mazwell equation unless it is divergence free.

10
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Lemma 1 describes a sufficient condition in order to have an identically null solution. In what
follows, we describe a way which helps links (Rellich) with some general behavior of the scattered
wave. Let D be a Lipschitz domain and r > 0 such that the ball B(0,r), centered at the origin with
radius 7, contains D. An application of Green’s formula gives

/ VXE-HdS—/VXE-Hds
oB(0,r) oD

= / vx E - Hds, (1.2.6)
oD,

:/ (ikH‘H—(—ik)E'E)dv:ik:/ (|H|? = |E[*)dv.

T T

Taking the real part in the above identity, for k € R, we have

R vx E-Hds=% | vxE-Hds. (1.2.7)
OB(0,r) oD

Replacing in the following development
/ H x v — E|’ds = / (v x HP + [BF)ds - 20 vx E-Tds,  (1.2.8)
dB(O,R) dB(O,R) dB(0,R)
gives

/ |H x v — E|*ds = / (lv x H?> + |E|2)ds —2R | vx E-Hds. (1.2.9)
dB(O,R) dB(O,R) oD

Obviously, if E = Ey — Es, is the superposition of two solutions of (1.2.3) with a similar boundary
condition that is v X Ey = v X E, and subject to the same incident field (1.2.9) becomes

/ H x v — Eds = / (v x HP + | ds (1.2.10)
OB(O,R) 0B(O,R)

Together, this last equation and Lemma 1, motivate to impose the following, well known, Silver-
Miiller radiation condition

H(z) x z/|z| — B(z) = 0(1/\95;2), (1.2.11)

or its relaxed one

lim |H x v — E|*ds =0, (1.2.12)
R—0 Jap(0,R)

in order to get £ = H = 0, outside of D. Making Fi = Fs and Hy = H», provids the uniqueness of
the solution.

Remark 3. We add the following two remarks.

11
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o When k € C and Sk > 0 it is easier to prove the uniqueness of the exterior problem, without
relaying on the Lemma 1, Indeed, from 1.2.6, we have

T

/ vx E-Hds — / vx E-Hds = / (ik|H|? — (—ik)|E)*)dv.
OB(0,r) oD
Taking the real part, we get
&e(/ v x E - Hds _/ v x B Tds) = —%(kz)/ (H? + |E)dv.
0B(0,r) oD D,
Obviously, as Sk > 0, we have

§R/ vxE-Hds— 0,1 = 0o
OB(0,r)

which guaranties that

sre(/ v x B-Hds) > %(k;)/ (HP + | E2)dv.
oD R3\D

e The radiation condition for the Helmholtz equation was introduced by Sommerfeld in [67],
explaining the physical intuition that "We call it the condition of radiation: the sources must
be sources, not sinks, of energy. The energy which is radiated from the sources must scatter
to infinity; no energy may be radiated from infinity into the prescribed singularities of the field
(plane waves are excluded since for them even the condition w — 0 fails to hold at infinity)."

e [t is obvious that the condition (1.2.11) implies (1.2.12). We get the equivalence using the
Stratton—Chu formula valid with the later condition, and the behavior of the Green’s kernel (
see Theorem 6.7 [24] for the Stratton—Chu formula or here after).

1.2.3 The surface and volume potentials and the existence of the solutions

Recapitulating the previous section and the motivated radiation condition, we have both the follow-
ing problems

e The time harmonic scattering from perfect conductors

VXxFE—ikH =0,

VxH+ikE=0, nR3*\D:=U\_,D,,.

E = E™ 4 E*, (P.Perf-cond)
vx E|ly =0,

H(z) x 22| — B(z) = 0(1/193\2).

12
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e The time harmonic scattering from anisotropic inhomogeneities

V x E—iku.H =0,

VX H+ ikSTE = O’ in R3 \E = U:zn:lﬁmv
E=E"+ E*,

vx E|y =v x E|_ across 0D, (P.Aniso)

vx H|f =vx H|- across 0D.

H(z) x z/|z| — E(z) = o<1/|x\2).

We recall the Green’s function for the Helmholtz operator (A + k?),

1 eiik“mf‘m

on(z,y) = PP p——

1.2.3.1 Boundary layer potentials and the exterior problem (P.Perf-cond)

Let D be a bounded C' domain, and E, H two vector field in C'(D) N C(D) satisfying Maxwell
equation. As a consequence of Green’s formula, we have the following Stratton-Chu representation

— curl/ Pz, y)v x E(y)|- dsy
oD

0. in B3\ D, (1.2.13)

1
— curl? H(y)|- ds, =
+peut [ o x T ds, {E.MeD.

see [24] and Theorem 5.49 of [40] for the Lipschitz boundary case. When E and H are in C L(R3\
D)NC(R3*\ D), (i.e E, H are continuous up to the boundary.) and radiate to the infinity, we have
a similar formula, namely

cul [ @y(a,p)w x Bl ds,
oD

E(z), in R*\ D, (1.2.14)

1
R / v x H dsy =
o cur 8D¢k(x y)v (W)|+ dsy {07 ifreD.

The Green function satisfying, naturally, the Silver-Miiller radiation condition, then also do both
the potentials

MEL(v x U)(x) = curl/ Oy (z,y)v x U(y) dsy (1.2.15)
oD
and
NEp(v x V)(z) = curl® | ép(z,y)v x V(y) dsy. (1.2.16)
oD

13
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Furthermore, the above potentials are C>°(R3 \ 9D). If we consider the second potential, recalling
that curl> = —A + V div, we get for a sufficiently smooth vector field V,

Nhp(v x V)(@) =(k + V div) /8 dule)y X V() ds,
:kQ/ dr(x,y)v x V(y) dsy — V/ Vyor(z,y) - v x V(y) dsy, (1.2.17)
oD oD

12 [ gulasyv x V() dsy+ V / or(,y) (—v - curl V(y)) ds,.
oD oD

The last identity motivates to introduce the surface divergence of the tangential trace of a smooth

vector field as
Div(y x V) = —v - curl V, (1.2.18)

to rewrite, with the above notation,

NES(v x U)(z) = k? Bquk(:U,y)y x V(y) dsy + V/aquk(:U,y) Div(v x V(y)) dsy. (1.2.19)

When D has a Lipschitz boundary, then both the potential are continuous, up to the boundary with
the following trace, almost everywhere on 9D, see [57],

v x Mbp(A) ()|« =[£1/2 + Mp](A)(x)

1 (1.2.20)
=+ —-A+4v Xpuw. curl/ P (x,y) A(y)dsy,
2 oD
and

v x Nip(A)(@)| = Npl(A)) =k x [ i)

ob (1.2.21)
+vx pu.V [ ®(z,y) Div A(y)dsy,
oD

for any tangential density A such that [|Al|y2sp) and [[Div Al 2 are finite. The space LZP" (D)
will signify the space of all such densities.

Similarly in the frame of the wave equation, we introduce, the single layer and the double layer
potentials as radiating solutions to the Helmholtz equation defined respectively as

Shpo(x) = /8 @@ 9)0()ds,. @ € B\ 0D,

1.2.22)
0P (x, (
K}po(x) ::/ (Md)(y)dsy, x € R*\ aD,
oD Vy
for ¢ € L2(0D). We have the following boundary traces
Shp(@)ls =[55)(0) 1= | ®len)olo)ds,,
ob (1.2.23)

¢ / aq)k(x’y)¢(y)dsy,
oD

v-VSip(9)le =[F1/2+ (Kjp))(9) = F5 +pv. | =5

14
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and

0P
KEp(o)|e =[x1/2+ K5 = :I:g + p.v. /aDg(;Z’y)qb(y)dsy. (1.2.24)

Here (-)* stands for the adjoint. The above operators enjoy the following property,
L 1/2+ Kfpl* = [1/2 + (K§p)'],
2. Div[£1/2 + M}p)(A) = —[F1/2 + K5 *(Div A) — kv - [SEL(A),
3. v x V[I/2+ Kpl(9) = [I/2+ Mfp)(v x Vo) + k*v x [S§p)(ve),
4. Div(yr x V) =0.

The first and the last one are obvious. The second and the third are consequences of curl® =
—A+V div and the identity V,®y(z,y) = —V,®x(x,y) integrating by part outside of the boundary
and using the traces (1.2.20), (1.2.21), (1.2.23) and (1.2.24).

It is clear that the field F*¢ := M%,(A) solves the problem (P.Perf-cond) whenever A €

L2P"(9D) is a solution of

1 ,
5+ MEJA = —v x E™ on dD. (1.2.25)

1.2.3.2 Volume Potentials and the transmission problem (P.Aniso)

Let us consider the following formula, (see [24] Theorem 6.1 ) valid, for any vector fields F, H
which are continuously differentiable in D and continuous up to 9D,

2
E(x) =— Curl/ O (z,y)v x E(y)ds, + k/ Oy (x,y)v x H(y)ds,
oD ik Jop

+V [ Qp(x,y)v- E(y)dsy — V/ O (z,y)div E(y)dy (1.2.26)
8D D

+cur1/ O (z,y)(curl B — ikH)(y)dy + zk/ O (z,y)(curl H + ik E)(y)dy.
D D

We have, integrating by part

/ By (2, y) div E(y)dy = / div(Py (2, ) E(y))dy — / V, @iz, y) - E(y)dy,
D D D (1227)

- / Dy, y)v - Ey)dy + div / By (,y) E(y)dy.
oD D

Taking the gradient of this last identity and injecting it in the second term of the right hand member
of (1.2.26) gives
]{2
E(z)=- curl/ Oy (z,y)v x E(y)ds, + / O (x,y)v x H(y)ds,y
oD ik Jop
— Vdiv/ O (z,y)E(y)dy (1.2.28)
D
+ Curl/ O (x,y)(curl E — ikH)(y)dy + zk‘/ O (x,y)(curl H + ik E)(y)dy.
D D

15
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Having, in one hand,

1
E div qb(x, y)v x H(y)dsy = o /Bng(aj,y) Div(v x H(y))ds, (1.2.29)

and, in another hand, integrating the left-hand side of the above, recalling that div curl = 0, gives

— d1V ¢(x, y)v x H(y)dsy = i div/ curly (¢(z, y)H (y))dsy,
ik ik Jp (1.2.30)

le/ ¢(x,y) curl H(y))ds,.
We conclude that
le/ o(x,y) curl H(y))ds, = / ¢(x,y) Div(v x H(y))ds,. (1.2.31)

Now, we take the gradient of the precedent identity, adding its left-hand member and subtracting
the right-hand one to (1.2.26), with the notations (1.2.15) and (1.2.19), gives

B(x) =~ Mbp(v x B(y))(@) + 7 Nip(v x Hiy))(a)
—VdiV/bek(w,y)E(y)dy— ZiﬁVdiV/qu(ﬂc,y) curl H(y))ds (1.2.32)
+ curl/D O (z,y)(curl B — ikH)(y)dy + ik /D Oy (z,y)(curl H + ik E)(y)dy.
If E = E¢+ E™ H = H* + H™ are solution of (P.Aniso) we have,

(curl E —ikH)(y) = ik(u, — 1)H, (curlH +ikE) = —ik(e, —1)E. (1.2.33)

Due to the continuity of the field across the boundary, and E®¢ radiating solution of the exterior
Maxwell problem, we have in D, (cf. egs. (1.2.13) and (1.2.14))

— Mbp(v x B<()(@) + - Nbplv x H<())(@) = . (12.31)
and .
= Mp(v x B®(y)(@) + - Ngp(v x H"(y))(z) = B, (1.2.35)

summing the last two equation and replacing the result in (1.2.32), motivates the following repre-
sentation,

E(x) =E™(z) + ik curl

@\

Py (2,y)Cp, H(y)dy
(1.2.36)
+ (K% 4 V div) / Oy (x,y)Ce, E(y)dy,

)

where C¢, :=¢, —l and Cy, := p, — L. Setting

MIBCA(V) = curl/DCI)k(ffay)cAV(y)dy

16



Main tools and the strategy of analysis 17

and

NII_C),CA(V) = (k;2 + leV) /D (I)k(x,y)c&E(y)dy

gives us the following integral formulation

I— NECer ippliCrr <E> _< Ein> (1.2.37)
Zl{:MIBcsr I_Ng,c'u,,,‘ H Hln L.

that we call the Lipmann-Schwinger equation.

It is clear that if (£, H) is solution of (1.2.37) then it is also solution of the transmission problem
(P.Aniso).

17
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Chapter 2

The Foldy-Lax Approximation for the
Full Electromagnetic Scattering by Small
Conductive Bodies of Arbitrary Shapes

2.1 Introduction and main results

The interest of estimating the waves propagating through a cluster of small inhomogeneities, em-
bedded in a homogeneous background, goes back at least to Rayleigh in the 19th century. This
interest is motivated by numerous applications in physics as in acoustics, electromagnetism and
elasticity where the inhomogeneities model acoustic bubbles, electromagnetic particles and elastic
deffects, respectively. Rayleigh already understood that as the size of the inhomogeneities is small,
when compared to the used wavelength, the dominating reflected fields are mainly poles and he de-
rived, formally, explicit approximations of these fields for special geometries, see [25] for an account
on these situations. Then Mie [54] proposed a general method for estimating the electromagnetic
waves, not necessarily in the Rayleigh regimes, but for special shapes as spheres, see also [33] for
more information. These approaches apply for well separated inhomogeneities, i.e. when the dis-
tance between them is large as compared to their relative size. To handle clusters allowing very close
inhomogeneities, Foldy, see [29], proposed an original method in the framework of acoustic waves
where the refraction indices are concentrated on the centers of the inhomogeneities, that means
there is a huge contrast between the inhomogeneities (the bubbles in this case) and the background.
Briefly, Foldy’s idea goes as follows. Motivated by physical considerations, and as the refraction is
concentrated on ’centers’ z;, ¢ = 1, ..., m of the inhomogeneities, he represents the wave as a sum of
poles,

Uz) =Ulx)+ > Afdy(x, ) (2.1.1)

i=1,....m

where A¢,i =1,..,m, are unknown constants and ®, is the fundamental solution of the Helmholtz
propagator A + k2, i.e. the pole itself. The term U’ is the incident acoustic wave. The key concept

18



Introduction and main results 19

in his approach is the introduction of the field

Uj(x) == U'(x) + ZA?@k(:E, 2i) (2.1.2)
i#]

which is regarded as the external field incident on the j** inhomogeneity in the presence of all the
other inhomogeneities. The physical assumptions in Foldy’s method is that the strength of the
scattered wave from the inhomogeneity z; is proportional to the external field on it, i.e.
A = g°Uj(z;). (2.1.3)
Evaluating (2.1.2) at the centers z;,7 = 1,...,m, we see that the coefficients A},i = 1,...,m, are
solution of the following algebraic system, called also self-consistent system,

AL =37 g0y (r, 25) AS = 0T () (2.14)
J#L

and the coefficients gf, ¢ = 1, ..., m, are called the corresponding scattering coefficients of the model.
We can see this system as boundary conditions on the inhomogeneities. The novelty here is that
the representation (2.1.1) coupled with self-consistent system (2.1.4) take into account the multiple
interactions between the inhomogeneities. Assuming the inhomogenerities to be far away from each
other, we end up with waves reflected by single inhomogeneities. Since this work of Foldy, there was
a huge effort in understanding more its implications and extending it to other types of waves. The
reader is oriented to Martin’s book [49] form more insight in this direction.

As we can see, the derivation of the model (2.1.1)-(2.1.4) is formal even though it is driven
by physical considerations. Fortunately, these formal calculations were mathematically justified by
Berezin and Faddeev in their seminal work [12] where they use Krein theory of selfadjoint exten-
sions, see also [4, 3] for further developments in this direction. This is done in the framework of
the Schroedinger equation with point-like potentials. Another way used to give sense to Foldy’s
computations is the so-called regularization approach, see [3|. The difference between these two ap-
proaches is that the latter handles only isotropic interaction while the former allows for anisotropic
interactions. But, to our understanding, the latter is easier to implement for other types of waves
as electromagnetic and elastic waves, see [35, 17]. The Foldy method was also extended to multiple
scaled objects in [36, 37, 34| with applications to inverse scattering theory.

With this in mind, it is natural to expect that regarding small acoustic inhomogeneities (but
not necessarily highly concentrated ones as point-like scatterers), the dominated field would be the
one corresponding to the Foldy field given in (2.1.1)-(2.1.4) with appropriate scattering coefficients
g%,i = 1,...,m. This was confirmed by several authors, see for instance (|27, 64, 53, 15, 18]) for
several related models.

Mimicking Foldy’s approach for the electromagntic waves propagating through small inhomo-
geneities with highly concentrated index of refraction, we obtain the system

E(x)=FE'(x)+ Y  Afll(z,z) (2.1.5)

i=1,....m
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Introduction and main results 20

where 1l is the dyadic Green’s tensor, i.e. the fundamental solution of the Maxwell propagator
curlcurl —k2. Here, the term E° is the incident electromagnetic wave. The coefficients A;,i =
1,...,m, are now solution of the following algebraic system, which we can call the electric self-
consistent system,
AS =) giTk(, ) A5 = 97U (2:) (2.1.6)
J#i
and gf,% =1, ...,m are the corresponding electric scattering coefficients.

As we can see, for waves generated by higly concentrated indices of refractions, i.e. point-like
refractive indices, the Foldy method provides the representation of the electric field as (solely) electric
dipoles, see [26] for a formal derivation and related issues. A mathematical justification of this model
can be found in [17]. However, this is not a surprise if the contrast comes from the index of refraction
via the electric permittivity keeping the magnetic permeabilitty constant and the same as the one of
the background. Regarding small inhomogeneities (but not highly concentrated indices of refraction
as point-like scatterers), the dominating part will be the Foldy field given in (2.1.5)-(2.1.6) with
appropriate scattering coefficients gf,7 =1, ..., m.

In the present work, we show that when there is a contrast for both the electric permittivity and
magnetic permeability, then the dominating field is a combination of electric as well as magnetic
dipoles. This is already observed in the literature, see for instance [44, 45, 72] and the references
therein where formal computations are proposed and discussed related to the moment method. In
[16, 10] a mathematical justification is provided for the case of well separated inhomogeneities. We
refer the interested readers to these works for more insight and related issues.

In the next section, we discuss briefly the results we derived for the case of small conductive
inhomogeneities and show the natural corresponding Foldy system which is the dominating field.
Let us emphasize that the approximation is derived taking into account all the parameters modeling
the inhomogeneities as the size, minimum distance, their number but also the used frequency.

Before closing this introduction, let us stress that in the recent twenty years or so, there were
different and highly important fields where such kind of approximations are key tools. Let us mention
few of them which are of particular interest to us:

1. Let us start with the mathematical imaging field where the small bodies can model impurities
or small tumors, for instance, that one should localize and estimate the sizes from the measured
fields (either near fields or far-fields), see [8]. In this case, based on our approximations, we can
indeed localize the small bodies by reconstructing the points z;, via MUSIC type algorithms
[8, 17], and then estimate the polarization tensors. From these polarization tensors, one can
derive lower and upper estimates of the small bodies’ sizes, see [1]. The small bodies can also
model electromagnetic nanoparticles. Imaging using electromagnetic nanoparticles as contrast
agent is a recent and highly attractive imaging modality that uses special properties of the
nanoparticles to create high contrasts in the tissue and then enhance the resolution of permit-
tivity reconstruction for instance. There are at least two types of such special properties:one
is related to the plasmonic nanoparticles (which are nearly resonant nanoparticles but might
create high dissipation) and the other one related to the all dielectric nanoparticles (which are
characterized by their high refraction indices), see [42], for instance.
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2. A second field where this kind of approximations are useful is the material sciences. Indeed,
arranging appropriately the small bodies in a given bounded domain, the whole cluster will
generate electromagnetic fields which are close to the fields generated by related indices of
refraction (or permittivities and permeabilities). These indices of refraction are dependent on
the properties of the small bodies, as the size, geometry and their own possible contrasts in
addition to the used frequencies. This opens the door to the possibility of creating desired and
new materials. Such ideas are already tested and justified to some extent mathematically in
the framework of the homogenization theory. However, this theory is based on the periodicity
(or randomness) in distributing the small bodies. As we can see it from the approximations we
provide above, we can achieve similar goals but without assuming the periodicity. In addition,
and as far the electromagnetic waves are concerned, we can handle in a unified way, the
generation of volumetric metamaterials, Gradient metasurfaces and also metawires, [71, 68].
These properties will be quantified and justified in a future work were we plan to handle more
general type of inhomogeneities than the conductive ones described in this work.

To describe precisely the inhomogeneities, let (B;); be m open, bounded and simply connected
sets containing the origin, with Lipschitz boundaries. To these sets, we correspond the small bodies
(D;)™,, i.e. the inhomogeneities, which are defined as the translations and contractions of the m
bodies (B;)!", that is

Di=aB;+ z,i=1,...m (2.1.7)

where z;,i = 1,...,m are given positions in R® and a a small parameter.
We consider the scattering of a time-harmonic electromagnetic plane wave by the perfectly
conducting small bodies (D;)!"; formulated as follows (see [24])

VxFE—ikH =0 in D" :=R3\ U™, D,

2.1.8
VxH+ikE=0 in DT, ( )

with the boundary condition
vxE=0 ondD=U"0D,. (2.1.9)

The total electromagnetic fields are expressed as £ = E™ 4 E5°, H = H™ + H5¢ where the indices
“in” and “sc¢” indicate the incident wave and the scattered wave, respectively. The condition (2.1.9)
corresponds to the case of perfectly conducting obstacle and v expresses the unit outward normal
vector to the boundary of D = U2, D;. Here the wave number £ is defined through the relation
k? = (éw + io)uw where &, o, i are respectively the electric permittivity, electric conductivity and
the magnetic permeability. In the case where o = 0, and then k is real, the scattered wave (E°¢, H5)
must satisfies the outgoing radiation condition

lim (H*(z) x @ — |z|E*°(z)) = 0. (2.1.10)

|x|—o00

Motivated by applications, we restrict ourselves to incident waves of the form E™(z) = Pe*®?,
where 6 is the incident direction, P € R3 is the polarization that is orthogonal to 6.
We introduce the diameters a; = max, yep,d(z,y), i € {1,...,m}, and the distance between two
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bodies Dj, Dj,i # j, as §;; = mingep, yep; d(z,y), for every i,j € {1,...,m};i # j where d(-,-)
stands for the Fuclidean distance. We set

a:= max a;, 0:= min ;. (2.1.11)
€{l,...,m} i#je{l,...,m}

We suppose in addition that U?LIE C €, where Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain such that
d(0Q, U™, D;) > 4.

The scattering problem (2.1.8) under the boundary condition (2.1.9) and the radiating condition
(2.1.10) is well posed in appropriate spaces under appropriate conditions (see [60, 24]) which will
described later. In addition, when Sk is different from zero, the scattered electromagnetic fields
are fastly decaying at infinity as we have attenuation. But when &k = 0, i.e. in the absence of
attenuation, we have the following behavior (as spherical-waves) of the scattered electric fields far
away from the sources D;’s

ezk|m|

E5(z) = {E®(T) +O0(z|™M)}, |z|+— oo, (2.1.12)

]
and we have a similar behavior for the scattered magnetic field as well:

etklz]

H*(x) = (H>(1) + O(|z|™H)}, |z| — oco. (2.1.13)

]

where (E*°(7), H*°(7)) is the electromagnetic far field pattern in the direction of propagation 7 :=
x
ElN

To describe our results, let us recall the dyadic Green’s function of the Maxwell propagator

ik|z—y|

Hk($,y) = k2(1)k(x7y)-[ + vxvx@k(‘ray) where (I)k(ﬂ?,y) = Zﬂw,;v
damental solution of the Helmlholtz propagator, i.e. A + k?. In addition, we introduce generic
functions €(8%, |k|') and €k,5,m Which express error functions as follows

x # y, is the outgoing fun-

s max(1, k|’
MAW—WEJU)
(k[ +1) In(md) (K| +12mb (k| + 1) m3 (2.1.14)
+1) In{ms +1)"ms +1)3 m3
i = O< 8 * 52 + 5 )

Now, we are ready to state the main result of this work.

Theorem 4. Let the small inhomogeneities be of the form D; := aB; + z;,i = 1, ..., m, and the total
electromagnetic fields (E, H) satisfy (2.1.8) and (2.1.9) such that the corresponding scattered fields
satisfy the outgoing radiation condition (2.1.10). There exists a constant C depending only on the
Lipschitz character of the B;’s such that if

ln(m%) 2\k|m%
5° * 6°

3 2
]WaHH%W;+< +§wﬁ&<a (2.1.15)

then
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1. the scattered electric field has the following expansion, for Ik >0, for x € R3\ (U™, D;) such
that minlgigm d(:(}, Dz) Z 6,

E*(x Z V& (x,z) X Ri + curl curl(®x(x, 2;) Q;))
i=1

(2.1.16)
e @ e @’
2. the far field pattern has the following expansion for Sk =0
E*(71) :ﬁ ie_ik“zir X (7?,z — kT X Qi) +0 ( (|k:|3 + |k|2) ma4>
4 4
i=1 (2.1.17)
€ a4 3
+ |k] max(1,|k|) O <§>ma ,
and the errors in (2.1.16) and (2.1.17) correspond to
7
a
0°(%) ;20(67 + €8, [K| + [k + k)T + €(8%, [kI*)aT), (2.1.18)
a4 4
0°(%5) =055 + (1 + ke gma’ + mas(1 + [K], [kf")a). (2.1.19)

The coefficients (R;)[~, and (Q;)I", are the solutions of the following invertible linear system

Ri+ [Pop,] > (Milzi2)Rj — K2V ®i(2i, 7)) x Q) = —[Pap,] curl E™(z;),

721 (2.1.20)

m

Qi — [Ton,] Y. (= Va®i(zi,2) x Ry +i(2i,2))Q;) = —[Ton,| E™ ().
(j#0)>1

The coeflicients [P@Di] and [T@Di] are respectively the magnetic and electric polarizability ten-
sors. They are characterized by the shapes of the conductivities, see (2.2.7) and (2.2.8) in subsection
2.2.1 for their explicit definitions. The explicit conditions under which the algebraic system (2.1.20)
is invertible as well the dependency of the upper bounds in approximations (2.1.16) and (2.1.17) on
the conductivities are provided in section 2.4 and section 2.5 respectively.

Remark 5. Based on the algebraic system (2.1.20), we can compute approximations of the electric
(and also the magnetic) fields generated by inhomogeneities with boundary conditions of the type v x

E = 0. Let us now introduce the following change ofpammetersﬂéj = 1kQj, Q] = kR [PBD ] =
_[%Di] and [’7}3[)1.] = —[Papi]. Then the system (2.1.20) becomes, remembering that curl E™ =
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ikH™ and E™ = % curl H™,

Ri+ [Pon] D (Hk(zz-,Zj)fzj — KV ®(2i, 7)) X Qj) = ~[Pop,] curl H"(z),
(j#0)>1

Q; — [TaNDi] Z ( — Vo @p(2i,2j) X Rj + Hk(zi,zj)éj) = _[7:9~Di]Hm(Zi).
(G#1)>1

(2.1.21)

This is the algebraic system corresponding to the inhomogeneities with boundary conditions of the
type v x curl H = 0. Hence, under the introduced change of parameters, our approzimation formulas
in Theorem 4 provide the magnetic (and also the electric) fields generated by the inhomogeneities
with boundary conditions of the type v x curl H = 0.

We call the approximation in (2.1.16) and (2.1.17) the point-interaction approximations or the
Foldy-Lax approximations as the dominant field is reminiscent to the field describing the interactions
between the points z;,7 = 1, .., m, with the scattering coefficients given by the polarization tensors
[PaDi] and [TaDi], see [49, 36, 37, 17, 34] for particular situations. As we can see, the dominating
field is a combination of both electric and magnetic dipoles. The algebraic system above encodes
the multiple electromagnetic interactions.

As we mentioned above, since the pioneering works of Rayleigh till Foldy, the original goal of such
approximations was to reduce the computation of the fields generated by a cluster of small bodies to
inverting an algebraic system (called the Foldy linear algebraic system). With our approximations
above, and regarding the full Maxwell system, such a goal is reached with high generality as we
take into account all the parameters, m, a,d and k, modeling the scattering by the cluster of small
conductors D;’s. To our best knowledge, there is no result in the literature where such approxi-
mations are provided with such generality and precision. At the mathematical analysis level, and
as we are using integral equations methods, we needed to derive an a priori estimate of the related
densities. The first key observation here is to derive it in the Lt2 Div spaces instead of the usual L?
spaces. As a second observation, to derive such estimates, we used a particular decomposition of
the densities, see Proposition 6 or Theorem 8, which allows to obtain the needed qualitative as well
as quantitative estimates while refining the approximation. Finally, to prove the invertibility of the
algebraic system (2.1.20) under the general condition (2.1.20), the key point is to have reduced the
coercivity inequality to the one related to scalar Helmholtz model. Let us emphasize here that as
this linear algebraic system comes form the boundary conditions, such a reduction of Maxwell to
Helmholtz is not a trivial one (even, a priori, not a natural one).

The only restriction we have in our condition (2.1.15) is the appearance of the factor In(m). At
the technical level, see the last part of the proof of Theorem 8, its appearance is due to the fact the
singularity of the dyadic Green’s function is of the order 3 (in contrast to the ones of the Green’s
functions for the Laplace or Lamé related models). We believe that this factor can be removed using
more pde tools to invert the Calderon operator, see (2.2.20), and hope to report on this in the near
future.

The closest published works (i.e. deriving the Foldy-Lax type of approximations) are those by
A. Ramm in one side and those by V. Maz’ya, A. Movchan and M. Nieves in another side. The
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several works by A. Ramm on Maxwell are derived more in a formal way, see |65, 66]. In addition,
condition of the type § << 1 are used (meaning at least that the mesoscale regimes where a ~ &
are not handled) and without clarifying the rates. Finally, and unfortunately, to our opinion the
form of the derived algebraic system is unclear and questionable. In a series of works dedicated to
the Laplace and Lamé models (assuming k = 0), V. Maz’ya, A. Movchan and M. Nieves proposed a
method which indeed takes into account the parameter and state the results in the mesoscale regimes
too, see [51, 50, 53]. One possible limit to their approach is the need of the maximum principle in
handling the link between the system on the boundary to fields outside. This might be a handicap
for tackling the Maxwell system for which such maximum principles are not at our hands.

2.1.1 The formal computations

The remaining part of the paper is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 4. But before going into the
details of the proof, let us briefly describe its main formal steps that we shall justify in the next
sections. Our proof is based on integral equation methods.

In Section 2.2, we show that the scattered wave, admitting the following representation

E*(z) = curl/ Oy (,y)Ay) ds(y), = € R\ U™,0D;,

um,aD;

is the unique radiating solution of the equation (2.1.8) and the boundary condition (2.1.9), with a
particular density A that belongs to L>"Y(Um 0D;) = [, LY (0D;).

In addition, and this is a key observation, we show that each restriction of the density A,

a; := a/0D;, can be decomposed as sum of the trace of a divergence free AZ[-”

v X Vu; vector-fields, and provide the corresponding a priori estimate of the decomposition (see

Proposition 6), as summarized in Theorem 8.

and curl free A?] =

In Section 3.3.3, we first derive the expansion

m

> —ﬁ e thTzi L i ds — ikt.(y — 2 ; s rror
pe = g doe e [ acds [ (ko =) Ai) doo) } + OLrror)

which is due to the following simple decomposition

E>(1) = i”: %7’ X (/8[) A(y)e i ds(y) +/
i=1 i

A) (™R — I ds(y) ), (21.22)
oD;

and the approximation, which is due to the above mentioned decomposition of the densities,

/ (ikr.(y — =) Ai(y) ds(y) = / (ikr(y — 22)) APNw) ds(y) + O(Brrors).
aD;

oD;
Integrating by part, using the fact that AZ[-Z] = v X Vu;, and replacing in the previous expansion,
we obtain
ik
E* (1) =— e Tz % { Ri ::/ A ds — Q; :=tkT X / vui(y) ds(y) }
dm ; " Jon, Z op, (2.1.23)

+ O(Error).
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With similar but trickier calculations, we derive the corresponding approximation for the near

fields.

Hence, we are left with the two total charges, namely (R;);", and (Q;)/*,, to estimate. The main
idea is to multiply the boundary condition (2.1.9) by particular curl free matrices, namely (V¢;)",,
and a divergence free matrices ([¥;] = [, 95, 14])™, to get rid of the influence of, respectively, the
divergence free part of the density A and its curl free part. Precisely, we derive the expansions

Voi-vx EMds =Ri+ [Pop,] Y (Hk(zi, )Ry — K>V &(2i, ;) x Q)
+ (Error;)
and
/ [\I/,] -V X Einds :Qi + [%Dl] Z (Vx@)k(zi, Zj) X Rj — Hk(zi, zj)Qj)
+ (Error;),

see Proposition 11.

Finally, in Section 2.4, we show that the above linear system is invertible and the total charges,
that we denote by (7%@);11 and (Q;)!",, corresponding to the case without the error of approxi-
mation Error;’s and replacing the left-hand sides with —[Pyp, | curl E™¢(z;) and —[Top,] E™(2;)
respectively in (2.1.24) and (2.1.25), satisfy the following estimate

(17 o) % 1 - inc 2 inc 2 %
(;(’Rz|2+|91!2)) SCLma?’(ZZ;(‘E (Zz)‘ +}cur1E (zl)| )) ) (2.1.26)

With this kind of estimate, we show that

[N

(Z(!ﬁz — Ril* + Iéi - Qi!2)> < %ag (Z(Errom)) (2.1.27)

=1 Lift i=1

and replacing it in the obtained near and far fields approximations, as in (2.1.23), we derive the
estimates of Theorem 4.

2.2 [Existence, unique solvability and an a priori estimation of the
density

2.2.1 Preliminaries

Let us recall few properties of the surface divergence which will be important in our later analysis,
see (Section 4 in [57] and Chapter 2 in [23]) for more details. First, we recall the surface gradient of
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a smooth function ¢ on 9D, Vi, as Vip := V¢ — (v - V¢)v where v is the exterior unit normal to
0D. Then the (weak) surface divergence for a tangential field A is defined using the duality

- ¢DivAds=— - Vig- A ds, (2.2.1)

for every ¢ € C*°(9D).
If A is a tangential field for which Div A exists in the sense above, and it is in L'(9D) for
instance, then, taking ¢(z) = z; in (2.2.1), we have

/ xDiv A(z) ds(z) = — A(z) ds(x) (2.2.2)
oD oD

and taking ¢(z) = 1, we have
/ Div A(x) ds(x) = 0. (2.2.3)
oD
When a := v x u for a certain sufficiently smooth vector field u, we get

DivA = —v - curlu. (2.2.4)

Further, for a scalar function v, being 1) A tangential (i.e. v A-v = (A-v) = 0), the following
identity holds, Div(¢A) = Vb - A + ¢ Div A, and hence

v Ads= / (x — 2z)(Vi(x) - A(x) + ¢(x) Div A(z)) ds(z). (2.2.5)
0D; oD;

Indeed, fapﬂ A ds = faDiV(ac —z) (v A)(z) ds(z) = faDi(x — z;) Div(yp A)(z) ds(x), here
V(z — #;) = I where I stands for the identity matrix of R3 x R3,

The spaces L2(0D) and L*P%(9D) denote respectively the space of all tangential fields of
L?(0D); and the subspace of L?(0D) that have an L? weak surface divergence, precisely

L}(0D) = {A e L*(0D); A-v =0},
L2P™(9D) = {A € L?(0D); Div A € L(dD)}
where

L%(8D) := {u € LP(dD), such that / u ds =0}
oD

finally L>°(8D) = {A € L>P™(8D); Div A = 0}.

Let us now recall some properties on the needed polarization tensors. For i = 1,..., m, we recall
the single layer operator [Sfi,p] : L2(0D;) — HY(OD;), defined as

S5 1(6)(a) = / Bi(.y)e(y) ds(y), © € OD;, (2.2.6)
oD;
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Ezxistence, unique solvability and an a priori estimation of the density 28

and the double layer operator [Kfi@] : L2(0D;) — L*(0Dy),

KE )@ = [ O oty dsty), = € oD,
aD; OVy
with its adjoint 9
(B )N @) = [ = (,y)ely) ds(y), = € OD;,
8D2‘ Vx
eik|:c—y|

recalling that ®y(z,y) = 4= is the Green function for the Helmholtz equation at the wave

|z -yl
number k.
The operator [A + (K%D)*} is invertible from L3(0D;) := {f € L*(0D;)/ faDi f(y)ds(y) = 0}

onto itself for any complex number A such that [A| > %, see |9, 56] for instance. The following two
quantities will play an important role in the sequel:

Pondi= | =172+ (K2, )T 0) " ds(), (227)
and

Ton] = [ 172+ (K81 ) dsty). (228)

The tensor [Pyp,] is negative-definite symmetric matrix and [7})Di] is positive-definite symmetric
matrix, (see Lemma 5 and Lemma 6 in [16] or Theorem 4.11 in [9]). Further, we have the following
scales:

[PaDi] = ag[PaB¢]7 and [7-6D7,] = ag[%Bi]' (2'2'9)
Indeed, !

Pond = [ =172 (K517 0)0) (5= )" ds(o).

- / —1/2 4 (K0, )] () (s1) (as + 2 — =) a? ds(y).
0B;

= CLS [PaBi]’

and we get it in the same way for the second identity, after noticing that?
T

[Top,] = /BDi vy [[1/2 + Ky 7! (m)} Tds(y) = /aDi vy [[1/2 + Ky 17 (= z)| ds(y).

For i € {1,....m} let (u])*, (uF)T be the respective maximal eigenvalues of [Ty5,], —[Pag,],
and let (u])~, (uF)~ be their minimal ones. We define

i

+_ TV (, P+ - _ ~ T\— (, P\—
pt= ie{r{{{n}fm}((ui )7 (i )7), and pT = ie{rf}_?m}((ui )75 (pi)7)- (2.2.10)

Hence for every vector C, we get
poICa® < [Top,] C-C < a’u*ICP, and p~[C|%a® < [Pop,| C-C <a’utic|?.  (22.11)

1Recall that faDi [71/2 + (K%,D)*]il(l’)(y) zdes(y) = faDi [71/2 + (K?i’D)*]fl(,/)(y) dS(y) ZZT =0.
*We have [I/2+ K} ](z) = zi[I/2+ KJ; )](1) = 0.
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2.2.2 Existence and uniqueness of the solution

The solution to the problem (2.1.8) under the boundary condition (2.1.9) and the radiating condi-
tions (2.1.10) can be expressed in terms of boundary integral equation (see |24, 60]), under certain
conditions in appropriate spaces that will be specified later, using either one of the representations

E(z) = E'(x) + curl /BD D (z,y)A(y) ds(y), z € R3\ (D :=U",D;) (2.2.12)
E(x) = E'(x) + curl curl/ O (z,y)A(y) ds(y), r€R*\ D (2.2.13)
oD

or a linear combination of the two, where A is the unknown vector density to be found to solve the
problem.
Let us consider the representation (2.2.12), i.e. for a tangential field A and s € DT

E*(s) = curl/ D (s,y)A(y) ds(y), (2.2.14)
oD

and let be {T'y(z),T—_(z), = € U™,0D;} a family of doubly truncated cones with a vertex at

such that I'y (z) N DT = (), we have for almost every = € U",0D; (see [57])

lim E®(s) = :Fll/ X a+ curl/ O (z,y)Ay) ds(y) (2.2.15)
S—T 2
s€ly (z) oD

where the integral is taken in the principal value of Cauchy sense, and the identity must be under-
stood in the sens of trace operator, then using the condition (2.1.9), we get

vx lim E%(s) = [£I/2 + M}p](A)(z) = :I:%A + v x curl/ O (z,y)A(y) ds(y)  (2.2.16)

5T
s€l+ () oD

where [£1/2 + M, gD] is called the magnetic dipole operator. Consequently, to solve the scattering
problem we need to solve the integral equation

[1/2 4+ MES)(A)(z) = —v x E™,  on UM, OD; (2.2.17)
or,
[1/2+ ME JA) +1 Y M) J(A)=—v x E™, z;€0D;. (2.2.18)
(j#0)>1
where

Mf;  A(z) = v x | VaPi(eiy) < Aly) ds(y).
J

In this case the magnetic field is represented by

H*(z) = —ik curl curl /aD O (x,y)A(y) ds(y).
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Further it satisfies

lim v x H(s) = [Nipl(A) = kv x SEp](A) + [v x VSkp](Div A), (2.2.19)
sel4(z)

which means that v x (H*)" = (v x H*)~ i.e H is continuous across the boundary, the operator
Ny, is called electric dipole operator. We can write the equations in (2.2.18) in a compact form as

follows

(I/2+ Mp+ My)A=—vx EL, (2.2.20)
where R = (Ay, ..., A;,)T is a column matrix which vectorial components are a; := a/0D;. Similarly,
Bl = (B, ..., ED) with E* = E™/9D; and Mp is the diagonal matrix operator given by

My Mf; i =
0 otherwise

and finally My is the matrix operator with null diagonal

0if i=y
My = k e .
M if 1

],D

For k € C\ {0} such that Sk > 0, the operators (+1/2+ MﬁyD) are Fredholm with index zero from
L2PY(9D;) into it self, furthermore (£I/2 + Mﬁ}D) are Fredholm from L3PV (0D;)/L*°(8D;) into
it self, likewise for LZ(0D;). Moreover if k is not a Maxwell eigenvalue for D; then the operators are
in fact isomorphisms, see Theorem 5.3 [57] and the remark after, and [59].

Let us notice that when Sk > 0, then k is not a Maxwell eigenvalue. In addition, when &k =0
and as the radius of D; is small, by a scaling argument, this condition on & is obviously fulfilled. As
+1/2+ Mp is an isomorphism and My is compact (since the kernel of each component is of class
C®), the operators

m m
+£1/2+Mp+ My : [[€0D;) — [[£0Ds), (2.2.21)
i=1 i=1
where £ = L2, Lf ’Div, are Fredholm with zero index, so to show that the operator above is in

fact an isomorphism it is enough to show that the homogeneous problem (i.e E™ = 0), has the
unique identically null solution density that is R = 0. We derive from (2.2.17), for E™ = 0 and the
uniqueness to the exterior boundary problem that

E*(x) = curl/ Op(z,y)A(y) ds(y) =0, z € R3\ D, (2.2.22)
oD
taking the rotational, we obtain
H*(z) = —ik curlcurl/ Oy (z,y)Ay) ds(y) =0, z € R3\ D, (2.2.23)
oD

then going to the boundary using (2.2.19) we get
vx H*" =0, v € 0D =UjL,0D;.
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As the homogeneous interior boundary problem admits the unique identically null solution, we get
H*(x) = 0, z € D and hence taking the rotational gives us E*(x) = 0, z € D and ultimately
(v x E*°)” =0 on 0D. Finally we have

[£I/24+ ML+ i Mf; 1(A) =0 (2.2.24)

25)
(j#i) =1
and taking the difference of the two identities we get a; = 0 for every i € {1,...,m}, and yield that
a=0ondD = U ,0D;. This shows that we have existence of the solution of our original scattering
problem and it can be represented as (2.2.12) with a unique tangential density A. The uniqueness of
the solution for the original scattering problem is deduced in the same way as it is done in Theorem
6.10 in [24] for instance.

2.2.3 A priori estimates of the densities

In order to derive suitable estimates of the densities a;,7 = 1, ..., m, we need to use the Helmholtz de-
composition based on the following operators, which are isomorphism (see Theorem 5.1 and Theorem

5.3 in [57]),

v-curl 8% 2 L2Y(OD;) — LE(0D;),

i, D
v x VSY L3(0D;) — L7°(0D;), (2.2.25)
vx S LP0D;) — (LPP\ L) (D) == LT (0D;) \ L (D).

The following decomposition holds,

Proposition 6. Fach element V' of L?D”(api) can be decomposed as

V=U+vxVo (2.2.26)
where .
U e L7 (0D) \ 1Y (0D;), 22.07)
vx Vo e LP°D;), v e H'(OD;) \ C;
which satisfies
1D 29D,y < Cral| V|| 20w g, (2.2.28)
190 20 5y < ClV 20 (2220
|lv x VUHL?,o(aDi) < CgHV”L?,Div(aDi), (2.2.30)
and
Iollz2ap,) < CaallAll 20w o, (2.2.31)

where (Cy)i=1,23.4. are constants which depend only on Bgs,

To prove Proposition 6, we need the following identities.
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Lemma 7. For x; € 9D;, s; € 0B;, with ©; = as; + z, and A(sz) = A(as; + z;), we have the
following scaling identities

a||A||L§(aB HA||L2 aD;) HDlVA”L2 dB;) HDiVAHLg(BDi)a (2.2.32)
and
[ x VS o 1||£ L20(OD,),L2(0D,) = [y x VS B 1||E(L?,o((9]_%),Lg((,mi)), (2.2.33)

[ - curl S5

i D] 1H£ LQ(BD ), L2 O(BD ) = H[V curlSO

1
ii, B ] Hﬁ(Lg(aBi),Lf’o(aBi))' (2.2.34)

Proof. We derive the identities in (2.2.32) as follows

1Al 0my = (/ e |d8> </83‘A 2d8> </83‘A » );

= aHAHLf(@Bi)'

For the second identity, one has for ¢ € H'(0D;), 3

~

/ Div, A(2)6(x) ds(z) = | A@) - Vao(z) ds(z) = / As) - 2v,3(s)a2ds(x),
oD; oD; oD;

a

= / Divs A(s)—¢(s) ds(x) = / — Div, A(s)o(x) ds(x),
oD; a oD; @
then Div, A(z) = 1 Div, ﬁ(s) It remains to take the norm to conclude.
Concerning (2.2.33) we have,

VSN = x Vi | ) dst) =k g [ e —uty) ds),

hence, for x; = as; + z; and y; = at; + z; , and u(s;) = u(at; + z;)

1 1
Ve, XVS’?LD]( )(z) = vs, ¥ 47T/33 \a3»+z~—a,t-—z-]g(a8i+zi_ati_Zi)u(ati+%) a? ds(t),
i 7 (2 1 (3
1 1 )
=V, X — —— a (s; — tj)u(at; + z;) a® ds(t),
Xy a5 et ) a ds()
1 1
=y X — ——— (si — t)a(t;) ds(t) = vy
X o T (5 ) () = o, x VG050

From the equality [v,, x VS§; 1([ve, x VS5 17 (u )) = u, we get replacing in the previous identity u

i, p

by [V, x V.S )7 (), that [v, x vy B[V X VSIOZ ) 1(u)) = @. Finally inverting the left-hand
side operator, we have the scales
[V, X VS?l’D]—l(u) = vy, x VS5 7. (2.2.35)

3The gradient stands for the surface gradient.
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As
Iy > VG 17 (w)ll 220,
Iy x VS% 17 20057 W= sup . : (2.2.36)
ii,p L(Ly"(0D;),L2(8D;)) weL3ony) HUHLQ(aDi)
u#0
(2.2.32) implies
alllv x V8% 17 () |20,
I x VS% 17 20000 W= sup D Z 2.2.37)
Ii iin) " 22000, 1200,) sersons al@l 298, (
a0
and using (2.2.35)
v x VS8, 17 @)l 2 0m
vx VS 17 . 20 = sup B 2 2.2.38
H[ n,D] Hﬁ(Lt (8D;),L3(8Dy)) Ge13(08,) HUHLQ(GBi) ( )
440
the conclusion follows immediately. Similarly, we can derive (2.2.34). O
Proof. (Of Proposition 6) It suffices to seek for the solution of the following equation
v X VS%D (v) +vx S%D (w)=V. (2.2.39)

Taking the surface divergence we have, v - curl S%D(w) = DivV and then using (2.2.25), w =
[v-curl S 7! Div V. Using (2.2.33) we get the estimate

HwHLfﬁo(aDi) < ||[v - curl SgBi]ilHg(Lg(aBi),Lva(aBi))H(DiV V)HL%(BD,—)' (2.2.40)

Put U =v x S% (w),

1, D

19152000 = ( [ st i)’ ( /. (ve [ e ds<t>)2a2 ds<s>> |

=a’ v ! w s 288 é:a2 v x SO (@)
— (/dB< X/aBi P (t) d(t)> d()) (v x S% (@) £208,)-

Using (2.2.40) for the last coming inequality, we have

D=
N[

”%HLQ(aDi) = GQH(V X 52,3(@))”@(832-),

< a? (II(V % Sji 5 (@))l| 2 0,) + [IDiv (v % S?i,B(@))HLg(aBZ—)) :
(v x S5 (@) 20 55, (2.2.41)

¥:]

IN

IN

2 0 m
a”llv X Sop,ll 12008,),.277 0B, 11l L2008,

< cfia2|y?||Lf,Dw = Gl al|V| 2w

\(0B;) 0D;)’
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By . _ 0 . 0 1-1 : :
here C7" = [[v x Sj; ‘ﬁ(Lg(aBi),Lf’D”(aBi))H [v-curl S ] HE(L?’O(OBZ-),Lf’O(aBi))’ which gives (2.2.28).
The inequality (2.2.29) is an immediate consequence. Now, (2.2.39) becomes v x VSZQZ-?D (v) =V -2,
with Div(V — ) = 0, then we get successively
HUHLg(aDi) < ”[V X VSzOz',D]_l||L(Lfvo(api)7L(2)(aDi))||V - Q]”Lf’o(aDi)v
0 1-1
< v > VSii o1 o200, 2081V = Bl 200D, (2.2.42)

< Cfi ”VHLE’D”(aDi)’

where Cy' = 2”[UXVS?i,B]_lHL(L?’O(ﬁBi),Lg(aBi))' We put b = S?LD (v) hence v x Vo = I/XVS%D (v)

)= llv x VS ()l 209p,) = IV = Dll 20(5p,)- Then with (2.2.41) in mind,

with || x VUHLf’O(aDi i,D

we derive the estimate (2.2.30)
v % ol 200my = IV = Bl 2000 < IVl 20 + 1Dl z200

< ”VHLf,Div(aDi) + CfiaHVHL?,Div

< (G5 = (14 CY)IVI 2

(8D;)
aD;)"

Concerning (2.2.31) we have [|v][z25p,) = Hng,D(U)”L%aDi)a hence

ol 2ops) = </<‘93i (/aBi a|sl— t’i)\(t)a2 ds(t))2 a? ds(s)) : ,

= a’||S}; , (V)llz2 o, < a® (1S5, @)l 2(0m,) + ViS5, ) 2208,))

< a?||S) Ll e2@m.m @)1l 208, = allSh 2 @m),m @80 10 12000

A

and with (2.2.42) we get,
Iollr20m,) < a(Cy" = ||Szoi,B||L(L2(6B¢),H1(8Bi))c?]?i)”VHLf»D“J(aDi)a
to conclude we put for | = 1,2,3,4, C; = maxi € {1, ...,m}ClB". O
We have the following theorem

Theorem 8. There exist constants Cpo, Cp1 and C. which depend only on Bls and independent
of their number such that if

1 1 2
Inm3  2km3 ms3
2 2 3
CB71“€‘ a <1, CB72 ((53 + 7 + %k > a’ <1 (2.2.43)
then
HAHLQ,Div < C.a (2.2.44)

Further, in view of Proposition 6 each a; € L?’Div(aDi) can be decomposed as the sum of
Al e PR oDy IP0D;) and AP = x Vu; € € IPY(0D;), ue HY(OD;)\ C; (2.2.45)
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which satisfies

||A[1}||L2(8Di) < Cla”AHLfaDi"(aDi)’ (2'2'46)

AW 2000 oy < Coll Al 20w 5, (2.2.47)
t ( L) t ( 'l)

HA[2] HL?’O(aDi) < C?’HAHL?’DN(BD,-)’ (2.2.48)

HuiHLQ(aDi) S C4a||A”L$,DiV(8Di), (2.2.49)

where (Cy)i=1,234. are constants which depends only on the shape of the B;’s (i.e their Lipschitz
character) and not on their number m.

From (2.2.20), we have successively

(I/24 Mp)(I + (I/2+ Mp)*My)A = —v x EL,
(I+(I/2+Mp) '"My)A = —(I/2+ Mp)~'v x E,

and if
1(1/2 + Mp) M < 1, (2.2.50)
we get v X
I1/2+4+ Mp)~
140 < Tyt s i E'
where
4= max [ Anl 20w o,

1(I/2+ Mp)7L| = _max }H(I/Q + M{;D)—l||£(L3,Div(aDm)7Lf,Div(aDm)),

geeey

M
M| ::iegl,.&.l.}fm} Z ||Mz‘]3‘,D ”g(L?’DiV(3Dj),Lf’DiV(aDi))'
Jzm
Proof. We prove that under the condition (2.2.43), we have (2.2.44). The properties (2.2.45)-(2.2.49)
are immediate conclusions of Proposition 6 and do not rely on (2.2.43).
We set diam(B) 1= max;e(y,. m} diam(B;) and we suppose that diam(B) < 1.
For every ¢ € {1,...,m} and x; = as; + z; € 9D;, s; € 0B; we write A(s;) := A(as; + z;), and

v}

A(z;) = A(*7), and set

Mz‘oz,D =v X g V&o(zi,y) x A(y) ds(y).
D;

We have, knowing that [I/2 + MZ%D] is invertible (see Theorem 5.1 property (xix) in [57]), the
identity

[I/2+Mf ) =[1/2+ M |(I+[1/2+M; ' [ME - M)

1, D li,DD’

(2.2.51)
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then, by inverting the operators in each side, under the condition that

NE , — M /2 + My )7 < /2 + M3 1IN, — Mg < 1, (2.2.52)

1,D 1,D ZZ,D 1, D

we get [I/2+ ZZD] i, D 1, D

(I+[I/2+ MY ] ME M) ])_ [1/2+MY_]7%. As

(r+ (/2 M)k, 02,)) " = 30 (/2 Mg, 1k, - 0,))"
n>0

we have finally

Il7/2 + Mj; )~ 1H

0 .
_H[I/2+ nD] IHH[ zzD_ n,D]H

From here £L(E) := L(E, E) denotes the space of continuous linear operators which are defined from
E to E. Hence the proof of (2.2.44), based on the condition (2.2.43), is reduced to the following two

I0T/2 4+ M ) < < (2.2.53)

S X I/ Y
I 2 + ZZ 'Div < I 2 + n .
o e en) ; ﬁ(_Lf(aBl)) (2.2.54)
+I[I/2 = (K )7 lz(zz0m.)):
and 5c ( ) ,
. 2°C, (In(n+1 2kn  n 2\ 3
IMN g (120% 05,)) < =5 ( 7t Ttk >a : (2.2.55)

where n = O(m%), and C} is a constant which depends exclusively on B;’s. In some places of the
next computations, we use the notation
Cy := 26,
To justify (2.2.54) and (2.2.55), we need the following lemma.

Lemma 9. We have the following scaling estimations

1[1/2 4+ M D] 1H£(L§(8Di =|[I/2+ Mz‘(g‘,B]_luﬁ(Lf(aB,-)y (2.2.56)
117/2 = K33 ) Ml ezony) = 112/2 = Ki 17 ez om,)- (2.2.57)

and
”[Mﬁ D Mg D}”L(Lf’DiV(8D¢),Lf’DiV(6Di)) < 203|aBHk|2aHAHL2(8D¢)- (2.2.58)

Proof. For (2.2.56) and (2.2.57), we, first have

),
M ()@ = v x [ @m0 @ — ) x Al) dsto).
=v X /ag (4;;) O3 (sit)a(s; —t) x Alat + z)a’ds(t),
_ ></8 (4m)2®3 (51, 1) (5 — 1) x Alat + =) ds(t) = (M2 A,

Qi
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which leads to [I/2+ M) b
get

J7L(A) = [I/2 + MJ,_]"'A. With this in mind, considering (2.2.32) we

I12/2+ M )] (D)l 200,

/2 + MG ) N ewzopyy = sup

(b£0)EL2(0D;)

)

1Al 20,

alll1/2+ Mg 1= (A)ll 208,

= sup
(b£0)€L2(0D;)

)

GHEHLf(aBi)

= sup
(A#0)eL2(8B;)

IZ/2+ M2 17HA) || 208,

1Al z208,)

We obtain (2.2.57) in the same way. For (2.2.58), by Mean-value-theorem, we have

1 etklz—yl 1 eOlz—vl g
P _ P - - = = [ ik—elr=vlgy, 2.2.59
@ule) = 0(w.9) = =~ o = [ e (22.59)
Taking the gradient gives
ik)2 leikl|xfy\
V(@) ~ bole0)) = L | ©— ), (2.2.60)
dr Jo |z =y
thus, being Sk = 0, [V (@4 (2, y) — Bo(,y)) x A(y)| < BE[A(y)] < B |A(y)], and
k|
|(@r(2,y) — Po(z,y))b] < —[AY)], (2.2.61)
then it comes
k 0 |k[°
(Mh, = M3 A = | [ V(@ = @) (i) x Aly) ds()| < [ T IAW)] ds(y),
8DZ‘ aDi T
k082 a 2
< d ( / |A2ds> .
4w dD;
Taking the norm in both sides,
[H(9B,10B1)) > a? i
1Mk, — Mg J(A) 7200, < < Z47r : ||A||L2(8Di)> - (2.2.62)
We have the identities, Div[M}; ~— M} 1(A)(z) = —[k*v-S§ 1(A) — (KL  — K )*](Div A). To

estimate [(K%

1,D

We obtain

k|*(|0B;||0Bi])2 a

(K, = K3 ) W Ezap,) < < A

37

— K3} )*](Div A), we can reproduce the same steps as we did to obtain (2.2.62).

HDivA]Lg(aDi)> . (2.2.63)
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Using (2.2.61), we deduce that
(K2 - S 1A = [k (S, = S5 )I(A) + k20 - 85 ](4)

D 2, D 11, D )
k[°|0Bi|a -
< PTOBIR 4 oy + | 20w - 58, 1(0)|
and taking the norm, we get *
1
|k! (19B;l|08Bi])=a’ n
Ik - S5 1ol 2o p |All 2o+ [£°a*(10B;1)2 (1S5, 1| Allr2o5,),
1
[k°(10B;]|0Bi])? @
< in |Allz2op,) + 1kI°a(|0B;1)2 1S5, | All2op,)-
< Cy|0B|k*a)| Al 2(op,).

(2.2.64)
where |0B| = max;|0B| and C is the maximum of the constants that appear in the inequalities
(2.2.62) and (2.2.63). Hence

I0E = ME A 20 o < 2 10BIIKall All 2o, (2.2.65)
O
To prove (2.2.54), let us recall that we have
1
H[I/2+ ] 1H ||[I/2+ 43 D] 1A|| 8D + ||D1V[I/2+ [ D] 1AHL2(8D) 2 (2266)
9 = sup 2.
P b#0 ”AHL2 aD;) + HDIVA”L2 (8D;)

Considering the fact that® Div[l/2 + M, = [I/2 — (K}; )*]~" Div, then (2.2.66) gives

i D]

1
I17/2 + M 17 Al op,) + I/2 = (K3 )T Div Al 22 5p, \ 2
IAlIZ2op,) + IDiv AllZ2 5, 7

H[I/2+ zzD] 1”=Sllp
b0

<sup
b0

<||[I/2_( zzD)] 1D1VAHL25D >1
+ sup ,
b#0 HAHLZ oD;) + HDlVAHLZ(aD )

where the last inequality is due to the fact that o? + 8? < a? + 32 + 2af for o, 8 > 0. Finally, as
a? < B%+a?, weget 6

1412\ 2 B 1 Diy A2 1
li2/2+ MY, ) 1||gsup<””/2+ Mj ) AH) +SI%<||U/2 (K9 )17 D AH>

( 1772+ MY, 172 Al o, )5
||A|| L2(8D;) + HDIVAH%Q((?D)

b0 1A [Div Al

To prove (2.2.55), we will need the following lemma

*Notice that al|A 1255, = ||A||L2(3D )-

5Tt suffices to write, for b,c € L*P¥ such that b = /2 + nD] c, DIVC = Div[l/2 + M,
(K5 ) ]DlvA and inverting [1/2 — (K7} )*] to get DivA = [I/2 — (K}, ,)*]"' Dive.

SWith L2-norm.

b= [1/2 -

uD
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Ezxistence, unique solvability and an a priori estimation of the density 39

Lemma 10. For every i,j € {1,...,m}, under the condition that a < § < 1 we have

1
(5 + k) %a?. (2.2.67)
ij

4(|0B;||0B;))?

MFE <

i ‘|c(L?’D”(aB»L?’D”(aB»—

Proof. For i # j, x; € 0D; we have, recalling (2.2.5), that

/ By (i, 9)Aly) ds(y) = / (Voy — ) (@x (@i 9)A(y)) ds(y),
oD,

oD;

:/ (y — 2;) Div (®k (24, y) A(y)) ds(y),
oD;

(2.2.68)
—— | (5= 2)@(z:.) Div Ay) ds(y)
oD,
[ )Vt A ds(o).
oD,
Being —Mi];-,D(A) =—v X VX faDj D (24, y) x A(y) ds(y), it comes from (2.2.68)
fMikj,D (A> =V X Vg X / (y - Zj)q)k($i7y) DiVA(y) ds(y)
oD,
+v XV, X / (y — 2j)Vy@r(zi,y) - A(y)) ds(y),
oD; (2.2.69)

X / (y — 2) X Vop(zs,y) Div A(y) ds(y)
aD;

+ v X /a (y — 2j) x Vo Vy@p(xi,y) - A(y)) ds(y).

D;
As 7

—VoVy®p(z,y) = (4m) @y (2, y)®F { (R0 — ik)* + (P — ik) Do + PF} (2,y) ((z — y)(z —y)")
+ (47)2 @), By (Pg — ik)(z,y) I,

where (z — y)? stands for the transpose vector of (z — y), we get®

3 1 1 2
< _ 2.
and
1 1 1
V,® < —— | — k|l . 2.2.71

" Notice that ((z —y)(z —y)")b=(b- (z—y)) (x —y) and (z —y) x (z —y) = 0.
8As e Sk % <1,
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Ezxistence, unique solvability and an a priori estimation of the density 40

Hence, in view of (2.2.69), using Holder’s inequality,

M, (A) (i)

<IVa®i(zi, Y) (v — 2) | 2290, [IDIV All L2 (0,
+ [VyVa@p (i v)[I[(y — 2) | 2000 |1 AW L2 (0D,)
1
<2 ‘6Bj‘2

1 2 2
w5 (g I aAG) 2o,

from which follows that

2(19B;||9B;))7 , 1

2
12 (Al 2@, < = 5. (5? k)| Al 201 (o, (2.2.72)
Taking the surface divergence of Mikj’D (A) gives
P iy .
Div M, () == [ P i 4y sy~ v [ @il A) dsty) (2279
? op; O aD;
and using (2.2.68)
Div ij’D(A)(J:Z-) < / ka(y)Dlv A(y) ds(y)| + / (y — 2;)VOr(zi,y) - Ay) ds(y)
oD; Va oD,

_l’_

| =2 DivAG) dsty
oD;
Using the Mean-value-theorem, we get? successively

0 (Pr(ws,y) — Pr(xi, 7)) . .
/8 b, A Div A(y) ds(y)

)

/ O%i(zi,y) Div A(y) ds(y)
8D] al/$

1
0B;|z [ 1 i
< TJZ] E + k) a HDlVAHLQ(aDj)7
and,
/ (y — 2)Vi(zi,y) - Aly) ds(y)| < a?0B;1}—=— (= 1 k)] All2op,
oD, J ’ - J 47T(sz‘j 61-]- (0D;)>
1 .
| =2l ) Div AG) ds(y)| < 08,1} - IDiv Al 2o, .
0D; 0

9Notice that

V@ (zi,2) Div A ds(y) = VP (x4, zj)/ Div A ds(y) = 0.

aD; aD;
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Figure 2.1: Possible configuration for the scatterers.

The sum of the three last inequalities, gives us the estimates

1
. 310B;|2 [ 1 2 ,
Div M5 (A)(x)| < 775; <(5ij + m) a? (||A||L§,Div(8pi) + ||D1vA|]Lz(aDj)> : (2.2.74)
and then
. 3(10B:|0B;1)2 ( 1 2
IDiv Mi];»D(A)HLQ(ODi) = ng 57” + || aguAHLva“’(aD,—)' (2.2.75)
We conclude by combining (2.2.72) and (2.2.75). O

Based on Lemma 10, let us show the proof of (2.2.55). Draw [ spheres (Sj5(2i)){i=1,2,...,n} centered
at z; with radius 1§ , where n will be determined later, let R; = S;11 — &;, and Ry = &1 the volume
of each Ry is given by

Am (1+1)8)°  4n(16)® 4w (31% 4 31+ 1)6°
3 3 3 ‘

Vol(R)) = (2.2.76)

For j # i, we consider the spheres S15(z;). We claim that for jo # ji, int(S15(25,))Nint(S1s(2j,)) =
2 2 2
(), where int(S14) stands for the interior of S14. Indeed, if ¢ was in the intersection, we would have
2 2
djyjo = Mingep, yep,,y AT, y) < d(25,,25,) < d(z);,t) +d(t, 25,) < g + g = ¢, which contradicts
the fact that 4 is the minimum distance. Hence, each domain D;, located in z;, occupy the volume
of 815(2j,) which is not shared with another Dj,. Then the maximum number of D;’s that could
2

occupy each Ry, for I = 1,...,m, corresponds to the maximum number of spheres S14(2;) that could
2

fit in the closure of R;. Considering the case where z; is on dR;, only the half of the ball is in Ry,
see the figure.
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If my Corresponds to the maximum amount of locations z; that are in the closure of R; then

( )
my < Vol(Rl)/( L ) = 24312 + 31 + 1) < 2572, whenever [ > 4, then, being > 7' m; = m <
S 28312431+ 1) = 24n(n? + 3n + 3), we get n = O(m%) Now, considering lemma 10, we have

4(10B;||0B;])7 , 1 1

2 3 C 2 3
H 1/ ” 2,Div 2,Div +‘k| < +|k’ a 5
g, (L7 (0B),Ly 7" (8B)) — 7.‘.5” (5” ) 61] (5ij )
hence, for C; = max; jeq1,.. m) Cij, we have
= 1,1 2 5
Z H z],DHl; L2 Divgp L2 Divigp < CB Z Z < (7 + ’k’) a . (2277)
(9B), (9B)) dij 0
(j#i)>1 I=1 zjer, W Y

Since for every z; € Ry, 16 < §;; we get

Z H Z]D”ﬁ 2D“’(8B) 2Dw(aB S

(j#£i)>1 i ; < >2 “
i

1 /1 2
<CLYy 22BP+31+1)~ (< +k| a®
16 \1o
(2.2.78)
2
ool (e
26 1) | 2k
C ( nin 5"+Z(n+1)k2>
O
Considering (2.2.56) and (2.2.58), the condition (2.2.52) is acquired if
|8Bi|GCB _
If we set Cp, = %H[I/Z + M ] 1“6(L?(8B¢),L§(8Bi)) we get from (2.2.53)
1/24 My )~ . .
(/24 05 11 < Cra i W2 Mgl lezon s2iom,) (2.2.80)

1—Cpg, (ek* — 1) ka ’

so we find ||(I/2 4+ Mp)7t|| € Cq = max;e(i,... m} Cia, under the condition (2.2.79).

2.3 Fields approximation and the linear algebraic systems

Based on the representation (2.2.12), the expression of the far field pattern is given by

B2 = Fr [ Ay *vasty),
47T oD
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Fields approximation and the linear algebraic systems 43

where 7 = (z/|z|) € S%.. We put
Ri ::/ Agl]ds, Q; ::/ vu;ds, (2.3.1)
8D¢ aDi

where AEH and u; are defined in Theorem 8, with the notation (2.1.14) repeating the same calculations
as in (2.2.78), we derive the estimate

m

1 1 1 1
> gy (U IR+ (g D™+ 5+ D)
j>1
i#i (2.3.2)
1 (kl+1) In(m3)  (k[+1)2m5 (k] +1)%m5
=05+ 5 N ) B
Proposition 11. For Sk = 0, the far field pattern can be approximated by
E>(r) = il ie‘ikmlf x {R; — ikt x Q;} + O <(|k|3 + |k[?) ma4> . (2.3.3)
47 =

For Sk > 0, and for every x € R3\ U™ D;, such that dy := d(z, U, D;) > &, the scattered electric
field has the following expansion,

4
(qu)k(x, 2) X Ry + Vy x Vg x ($4(z, zi)Qi)> + o(% + €rgm at). (2.3.4)

I~E

I
_

Esc(x) —

1

The elements (R;)™, and (Q;)", are solutions of the following linear algebraic system

Ri+ [Pop,] Y (alzi,2))Rj = KV (2, ) x Qj) = —[Pop,| curl E™(2)
1 (2.3.5)

(G#9)>

a’ 7 2 4

+0 ? + \k|€k,57ma + |k|"a™ ).

Qi — [Ton,] Y. (= Va®i(zi,2) x Ry + i(2,2)Q)) = —[Top,| E™(2)

(G#1)=1 (2.3.6)
7
+0 (:;4 + €psma’ + (14 \k|)a4>.

2.3.1 Justification of (3.3.68) and (2.3.4)
Lemma 12. For Sk = 0, the far field pattern can be approximated by

E*(r) = % Z:? e=ikTiir { /a A /8 (k= ) Ai) ds(y)} (2.3.7)
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with an error estimate given by O (e‘k‘a m (\k|3)a4>. Precisely, in view of the decomposition (2.2.45)
of Theorem 8 and (2.2.79) the far field admits the following expansion

0o _ ﬁ - —ikT.2; L . 3 2 4
BX(r) = 1 ;e 7 x {Ri —ikr x Q;} + O ((\k:| + &) ma ) (2.3.8)
Proof. To prove (2.3.7), we write

E>(1) ﬁi —IRTZi / An(y) ds(y)

i £ oD, m\Y )
. m (2.3.9)

+ & ZT X / (e_“”'y — e_ikmi) Am(y) ds(y)
4m =1 oD;

for every i € {1,...,m} and evaluate the term

Q(r,2m ::Tx/ e Y _ emthTEm ) A (y) ds(y).
(r,2m) 8Di( ) (y) ds(y)

Developing the exponential in Taylor series, we obtain

Qe =75 [ (00720 1) A, () ds),
oD;

ik, —ikT.(y — zm))"
ik Tx/aD 3o (i! D" 4nty) ds(y),

in>1

—ikT.2m (_ikT'(y - Zm))n .
o ikTEm o (/BD?;2 ; A (y) ds(y) +/8Di (—ikT.(y — 2m)) Am(y) ds(y)).

As |y — 2| < a, the first term gives us,'’

—1kT.2; _ZkT — Z " 1 k a "
ek /aD S CRTUZ D ) asty)| < 0815 S P a4 o,

in>2 n>2
1 (Ikla)" 2 2 4 L kla|.(2,,4
< |0Bi|> §>:2n!k| a® < |0B[2e™[k["a”.

nz

Taking the sum over ¢, we get
E*(r) = 23 e (R - / (ik7.(y = 20)) Ai(y) ds(y)) + O]k Pma).  (233.10)
4m i—1 oD;

Now, considering the decomposition (2.2.45) of theorem 8, we have

/ (ikr(y — =) As(y) ds(y) = / ik (y — z)(AY + AP (y) ds(y),
oD;

oD;

- / (ikr(y — =) AL (y) ds(y) + O(Kla?),
oD;

g —2 Y
'"We have 3°, -, (4la)™ < S ss % — olkla
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where O(|k|a*) comes from

aD;)’

| itrty =04 w) ds<y>\ < [kla?(0Bi | A 12(opy < [Fla2|0Bi|Crall Al zon
< |]{3||8Bi|0106(14.

Then [, ikT.(y —2:) Ai ds(y) = [op, ik7.(y — 2i) v x Vu; ds(y) + O(|k|a*). Multiplying by e~

and taking the sum over ¢, we obtain

m m

> etk /8 ikt (y — 20) Ay ds(y) = e FT < /8 N ikT.(y — 2)v x Vu; ds(y) + O(|/~c|a4)> ,

i=1 D; i=1

With this last approximation, (2.3.10) gives

() =3 e (ri

ikT.(y — zi) v X Vu;(y) ds(y)) +0 ((6|k|a|k§|3 + k%) ma4) .
i=1 oD;

Finally, integrating by part the second term of the second member, we obtain

/ ikT.(y — z;) v x Vu; ds(y) = —ik/ (v x Vy1.(y — 2)) u; ds(y),
8DZ‘ 8Di

= —l—ik:/ (T x v)ui(y) ds(y) = thT x Q;.
oD;

O
Lemma 13. The electric field has the following asymptotic expansion
E(@) = (Va®rlw, 2) X Ri+ Vy x Vi x (4(2,2) Q1))
i=1
1/1  3lkl+1 5[k 2 3) 4
ol == k k 3.
+ (5(53+ 57 oy, TREHIRT)a (2.3.11)

LS| 1 3lk|+1 5lkP
+0< P -(53 DR LA +|k!2+yk\3> a4>.
(i#ig)>1 " 0,

10,% 10,8 0,?

Proof. For z € R3\ U™, D;, using Taylor formula with integral reminder, we get from the represen-
tation (2.2.12)

F () = Z; /8 (o204 (Fy Vil 2) (= =) > Ay) ds(y

m 1
+ ; /BDi/o D3®(z,ty + (1 —t)z) o (y — z:)(y — ) x Ai(y) ds(y),
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which is!!
m

E*(x) = Z (fobk(x,zi) X R;+ /BD. <—Vx(Vx‘1>k($, zi) - (y — 2z))> x Ai(y) ds(y)) +
i=1 : (2.3.12)

m 1
S [ [ Dty 0020 2 =) x Aiy) dsty),
— Jop, Jo

As it was done in (2.3.40), with d; := d(z, 0D;), we have

1
!/{jD /0 D3®(z,ty + (1 —t)z;) o (y — 2;)(y — 21) x Ai(y) ds(y)]

efgkdz,i 1 3
< (- + 1K) a2/ ] ds.
dx,i da:,i oD;
For a fixed z € R3\ €, set d, := mine(1 ) dayi, hence there exists some 79 such that d, =

d(xz,0D;,), further
6750# = d(aDlm aDz) < d:c,i + d:c,ioa

from which follows

L < 2 (2.3.13)
dei = 0igi o
Summing over %, the reminder, remain smaller then
m —S%b;, /2 —Skéd
e 0 1 3 4 e 1 3 4
O k —+ 1k . 2.3.14
(5t e )
(i#i0)>1 ’ '
The second term under the sum of (2.3.12) is precisely
—Ské;,,i/2 1
V, X Vo x (@42, 2)Q;) + O<e (R a4). (2.3.15)
0igi g i
Indeed,
/aD Vo (Ve®r(@, 2) - (y — 2i)) x Ai(y) ds(y) = V% [(Vo®r(a,2) - (y — 2i)) Ai(y)] ds(y)-
As we did for the far field approximation, we get in view of decomposition (2.2.45)
/a (Vay(a )y = =) Aily) ds(w) = | eyl )y = 2) (Al + A7) w) ds(y), - (2336)
and being
1 e i (1 i 1
V. (Va2 = 20) x ) dst)| < ¢ (L +IH) [ jalas
0D; Tl T,i oD;

H1Recall that VyVae®i(z,y) = =V VaPr(x,y).
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we get, due to (2.2.46)

o—Skdy i 2
V (VOy(, 2).(y — 2)) x AV () ds(y) = o( ( L4 \k:\) a,4). (2.3.17)

0D; dac,i d;t,i

Further, integrating by part, in the second step of the following identities

[ (Vatutazty - 20) AP @) dsto) [ (Tutio 2.0 = 2 x Tusly) ds(o)
oD; aD;

3

= —/ v X Vy (Vo@p(x, 2).(y — 2:)) ui(y) ds(y),
oD;
= Vi®r(z, z;) X vui(y) ds(y) = VaPr(z, 2;) x Qi
oD;

and differentiating, we get
Vx| (el )y = 20) AT dit) = T, Va(@(r 2) Q). (2.3.18)
D;

Hence, considering (2.3.17), (2.3.15) follows from (2.3.16). Replacing (2.3.15) and (2.3.14) in (2.3.12)
gives

m e~ Skdsi 1

E*(z) = Z(thﬁk(aj,zi) X R+ Vy X Vo x (P2, 2)Q;) +O( T ’ (—+ 1k[)? ma4>>
=1 ) T,0

M —SkSigi/2

+O(Z ™ (éio,i+|k|)3a4)'

=1

Repeating the calculations done to get (2.3.14), we obtain

E*(2) = 3 (Va®i(w, 2) x Ri+ Vy X Vo x (D4(z,2) Q1))
=1
—ké

+0(55= [+ 1)+ (5 1) )
o~ Skdigi/2

5ins [(510 +|k|)2+ (510 +|k‘ﬂ a’).

The approximation (2.3.4) follows using (2.3.2). O

2.3.2 Justification of (2.3.5) and (2.3.6)
We provide the justification of (2.3.6) and then the one of (2.3.5).
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2.3.2.1 Justification of (2.3.6)

Let ¢ be any smooth enough vectorial function. Multiplying by (2.2.17) and integrating over 0D;,
we get

(R [I/2 + M, ”D A ds + Z ’Lj7D]<Aj) ds = — Yy X E™ ds. (2319)

oD; (=17 9D aD;

Recalling the scaling (2.2.56) and the estimate (2.2.62)!2, we have

[ otz mf AT ds| < Nl (/2 + MR JA |+ iak, - Az 1Al
kI*(10B)a?y 1
< Wlzomy (Cog + g 1A 200

In view of the decomposition (2.2.45), we obtain UaDi V- [1/2+ (ME D)}AZ[I] ds’ = O(H@Z)HLz(aDi)az),
and then (2.3.19) gives

O(I¥llz2(opye / oLz M 4 (M~ 0 ))(AP) d
* Z M, D](Am + Am) ds) ds = _/ V- vy x B ds.
(F#i)>1 0D;

Using (2.2.62) and the estimates (2.2.48) of the decomposition (2.2.45), in the left hand side, we get

O(|[¢|| 2a%) / b [1/2+ MY J(AP) ds + O(|kal?[[]| 2a)

e O (2:3:20)
S R Py

(=17 OD; aD;

Now, we show how we choose appropriate candidates ¢ to derive the estimates (2.3.5) and (2.3.6).

Lemma 14. There are functions ({;);=123. such that v x i, € L?’Div(aDi) and satisfiesing, for

constants C(M'O' . C(MO xos y Which depends only on |0B],
it, g i, g’ zz B
I x Gillaami < Copg [0Bla%, v X il zomiopy < g e 10Bla (2321)
and for which the approximation
/ - [1/2+ MY (AP ds = O(a* + |k[*a®) +/ Vi ds, (2.3.22)
oD;

hold, here v x Vu; = AEQ],
2With L?(0D;) norms.
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Proof. Let (by);=1,2,3 be the solution of the following equation
[—1/2+ M, D](bl) =—-v XV, (2.3.23)

where, (e;);=1,23. being the canonical base of R? V; = (0,0, (z — 2;) - e2), Vo = ((z — 2;) - e3,0,0) and
V3 = (0,(x — 2;) - 1,0). It is evident that curl V; = ¢;, further b; € LE’D“’(@DZ-), and'®

vx (vxb)=w-b)v—(v-v)op=—b. (2.3.24)

We put ¢y := —v X by, hence v x ¢ = by, and Div(v x ¢;) = Div A;. Solving (2.3.23) amounts to
solve the following problem (it suffices to take the surface divergence in the identity (2.3.24))

[1/2+ (K5 )| (v - curlyy) = —vi. (2.3.25)

Further, as it was done in (2.2.56) and (2.2.54), the following estimates hold

lv X Willz2opsy < N[=1/2+ Mg 17 czz@ma 1V % Vill 2op) < CU\IB‘B |0B|a?,

and
I Wall o oy < I0-T/2 4+ M8 gz ooy IVill 2050 oy < Cae et 0Bl
We have the following relations (see Lemma 5.11 [57])
[1/2+ ML JAP) = [1/24 M) % Vus) = v x VIT/2+ K3 (u), (2:3.26)
and, for every scalar function w, 14
/ wv - curly ds = — P - (v x Vw) ds. (2.3.27)
Hence, the term under the integral of the left hand side of (2.3.20), using (2.3.26) and (2.3.27), gives
o 1/24 M)A ds = | v x V124 KD ) (w) d,
oD; oD;
= —/ (v-curlg)[I/2 4+ K3 1(u;) ds, (2.3.28)
0D;

__/ 172 + (K% )](v - curl ) wids.
oD;

Using (2.3.28) with v as in (2.3.23), we get

O((a® + |kal*a)a?) —l—/ [1/2+ (K3 ) ](v - curlgy)u; ds = O(a’) + O(|k|*aa*) — / viug ds,
7] 0D;

D;

to conclude that

/ /24 MO )(AP) ds = O(a* + |ka’) + / Vs ds. (2.3.29)
oD; oD;

O

BHaving v-by =0 and v-v = 1.
1A direct application of (2.2.3) with a = w.
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We recall the notations, for [ = 1,2, 3,
Ton)'i= [ dl1/2+ K8, @ - ) ds.
oD;

Lemma 15. The second term of the left hand side of (2.3.20) admits the following approximations

1,1
- [ME 1AW ds =[Top ]l - Va®i(zi,2) x R; + O(5— (5~ + [k]) ") (2.3.30)

oD, e d;j 0y

and
2
o M)A ds =[Topl) - (~K iz, )T + VaVy Bi(zi ) Q;
: L ) (2.3.31)
(= 3 il 7
+o<5ij ((% IR+ 5+ k]))a >
In addition, we have the approximation

Y- v x BE™ ds = / V)2 + K%D]_l(ac — %) ds - E™(z) + O(ka®). (2.3.32)

Proof. Adding and subtracting V,®x(z;,y), we write

i [ M ]Aﬁ»”ds

OD; Jp
= Vi (Ve X / (V@ (2,y) — Vo Pr(2i,y)) ¥ Aﬁ-”(y) ds(y))ds(x) (2.3.33)
aD; aD;
[ [ (T < AV dsto) dsta),
oD; aD;

For the first integral of the right hand side, we get, using Holder’s inequality then the Mean-value-
theorem, with L?(0D;) norm,

Y1 - (v, ¥ / (Vi (i, y) — Va®r(z,1) x AL (y) ds(y)) ds(x)
aD; aD;

Il 1| (Tl s) = Tebul)) x AG) dso)l]

([ (i) = Vatilan) < AL ) ast)

1 1
< sup [(z—z)|AM] sup VLV ®k(ziy)lalBi|z,
z€dD; meaDi,yeaDj

with (2.2.70), we get

e ko1 1
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Finally
i e 1 2.7
Ui+ (Ve x/ (Vi@ (i, y) — VaPr(21,y)) x A5 (y) ds(y)) ds(z)| < (5= +1k[)7a’,
oD, D, Amdi; "0y
which is
P (Va; X / (Va®i(zi,y) — VaPi(2,9)) x Al(y) ds(y)) ds(x)
oD: oD; L (2.3.35)
_ (= 27
= O(5ij (51']' + \k:|) a').

For the second integral of the right hand side of (2.3.33), we get

V- (e x| Va®i(zi,y) x A(y) ds(y)) ds(z)
aD; aD;

= Vi (Ve X / Vo (Pr(2i,y) — Pz, 25)) X Aﬁ” (y) ds(y)) ds(x)
oD; oD;

T TR - S P / AW (y) ds(y)) ds(z).
oD; 8Dj

Using again the Mean-value-theorem as in (2.3.35) for the first integral of the second member, we
get

b (v, / Vo2 y) x Al(y) ds(y)) ds(a)
oD; 8Dj

T (2.3.36)
05 (5 + ) al) 4 [ (o x Vi) x [ A ds(y)) ds(e).
9ij - 0ij oD, oD,
In addition, considering the fact that, for any vectors a, b, ¢ of R? we have a - (b x ¢) = —c- (b x a),
we write 1
Py - (Vg X Va®Pr(zi, 25) X Ag-l] ds) ds(z)
oD; oD,
= Y- vy, X V(2 — 2) - Va®r(2i, 25) X Ry) ds(z),
oD;
= —/ Vg, X wl -V ((3} — Zz) : VQC(I)k(zi,zj) X Rj) ds(a:)
0D;

Integrating by parts, and considering (2.3.25), we have

Yp - (Vg X VaPi(2i,25) X Rj) ds(z) = / Div(v x ) ((z — 2) - Va®i(2i, 25) X Rj) ds(x),
oD; oD;

= —/ v-curlyy ((x — 2;) - VaPr(zi, 25) X Rj) ds(z),
oD;

= (/ 1/2+ (K37D)*]_1(V£)($ —zi) ds) -V ®r(2, 25) X R;j.
oD;

5Recall the definition of R; = faD» (AE-I] + AE-Q]) ds = faD» Ag-l] ds.
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Replacing in (2.3.36), summing over j gives the first approximation. For (2.3.31), being A?] =

v x Vu; we have (see Lemma 5.11 [57])

[Mllj Ly x Vuj =v x V[Ki’fj]uj — kv x [Sfj’D](yyuj), (2.3.37)
then
v [ME AT ds = - (v x VIEEJuy = K v < [S5 1 (vuy). (2.3.38)

oD;
The first term of the right hand side gives 16

" W v x VK] u; ds

—— [ veewlte) [ v Vo) dst) ds(e), (2.3.39)
oD; aD;

= —/ - curlw(m)/ Vy - Vy (Pr(zi,y) — Pr(2,y)) uj(y) ds(y) ds(x).
aD; aD;

By Taylor formula at the first order, 7

Vy (Pr(@i,y) — Pi(zi,y)) = VaVyPr(2i y) (@ — 2) + O(;ﬁ(;ij + \k|)3a2), (2.3.40)

(2.3.39) gives
v x VIKEJu; ds = — /aDi v - curl ¥(x) (/aDj VoV, @k (20 y) (@ — 2) - vyu;(y) ds(y)) ds(z)

oD;

+ /aDi v - curl ¢ (x) /8Dj Vy - O((Slw(élm + ]k‘)3a2)uj(y) ds(y) ds(z).

Adding and subtracting V,V,®4(2;, z;) under the integral, with the approximation (2.3.40), yields

Y- v x V[K; ]u] ds = / v- curl¢(x)< VoV @iz, zj) (x — 2i) - vyu;(y) ds(:c)) ds(y)
aD; aD; aD;

1 1
+/ V- curl¢(m)/ 2 X vy - O(?(éf + k))%a 2>u]( ) ds(y) ds(z).
aD; oD,
In view of (2.2.49), we have

‘/8& v - curly(x) /apj vy - O(éi((si + |kD%a 2)%( ) ds(y) ds(m)’

1 1
O((;T](E + |k])3a,2)uj ds||,

<o<5i(y+|k|) )0(a)u;10(a),
1,1

N 3.7
_O(aij((sij + |k])’a )

< Hu-curwun/ vy

16Being faD v - curly)C = 0, for any constant vector C.
17 Actually ‘fo D3tz + (1 — t)zs, y)dt o (z — 2) (z — 2)

< & (5 + k)'a?
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It follows, with (V,V,® (2, zj))T standing for the transpose,

Y- v X V[K; ]u] ds = — /aD v-curly(z)(z — 2;) - ((vxqu)k(zuzj))T/BD Vi, ds) ds(x)

oD; i J

+0(5- (5 + ke,

hence, being (V,V,®y (2, 2))" = VoV, ®k(zi, ), we get in view of (2.3.25) that

Y -v x V[K; ]u] ds
oD;

_ i i 3.7
_O<5ij(5zj +k])3a ) (2.3.41)

= [ 2 KL T A ) ds - (TaTyi31,5)2,).
Now, consider the second term of (2.3.38), &

—k° - v (v < S5 L1y (y))) ds

(2.3.42)
= ]{;2 /aDi(in X ¢l($)) : /E)Dj (I)k(l‘i,y)(yyuj(y)) dS(y) ds(x),

we have
/ Di (1, ) (vyus () ds(y) = / i (ziry) (vyus(y)) ds(y)
aD;

/ / (Va®p(tz + (1 — )20, m)dt) - (z — 20)) (vyu; (y)) ds(y),
BD

and repeating the same approximation in y, with the following estimate

a’® 1
/ ) / (Vai(t + (1= )z,9)d0) - (@ = 20) (5 (0)) ds(9)| < O~ ll[E0D),
< Cdlz’j((slij +|k])a*
we get
/ O (zi,y)(vyui(y)) ds(y) = Pr(z z)/ viuj ds + 2 O(i(— + |k)a ) (2.3.43)
op, Y " Jop, dij 0

Replacing in (2.3.42), gives

2 [ x (85 ) ds =2 [ (i x ) - (B0 2)Q;
8DZ‘ 8-Di
1

+o(61ij(5ij +[k)a*)) ds(a)

18With the following product rule u - (v x w) = —w - (v X w).
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Considering the estimate (2.3.21), we have

1

(v, X (@) - B2, 5) Q) + O (5 + kD))

2 [ 85 Jugds = 42 [ 5

C()DZ‘ 8Dz‘

and then, with (2.2.2) for the second inequality, we derive

| el x (8] )vug) ds
oD;
= /8Di(’/zi x () - Pr(zi, )V (2 — 2) - Q) ds(z) + O<5tj (611] + |k|)a7>,

. 1,1
=~k /8Di Div(vy; x () ®r(zi, zj) (# — i) - Q) ds(x) + O((sij((sij + \k|)a7>'

As consequence, being Div(v x ¢) = —v - curl v, we obtain

—k* [ (v x (S 1(vyuy)) ds
8Di

=k2/ /2 + (K )] =vh)(2) (2 — 2) - Pr(2i,2))Q;) ds(x) (2.3.44)
aD;

+O(617;j<51¢j+|k)a7>'

It remain to put together (2.3.41), (2.3.44) and to sum over j to get the conclusion. Concerning
(2.3.32), doing as in (2.3.42)

() - vy, X Ein(:v) ds(zx)
oD;

__ / U, X - B (2) ds(z) — / Ve, % - (E™ (1) — E™(2)) ds(),
D; oD;

=— /aDuxi x Py - E™(z) ds(x) 4+ O(||ve, x qpl”LQ(aDi)H(Ein(xi) _ Ein(zi))HLQ(aDi))-

With the Mean value Theorem, we get

1
(B ()~ E"a)lzzamy = | | VE"(e:+ (1= )t (2 = 2) |2y = Olha?),
thus, considering (2.3.21), and (2.2.2) for the last identity, we end up with

Di(z)vg, x E™(2) ds(z) = / Ve, X Yi(z) - V (@ — 2) - Em(zi)) ds(x) + O(ka®),

- / v, - eurln(@) (@ —2) - E™(z)) ds(x) + O(kla?).
0D;
Using (2.3.25) gives the conclusion. O
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Finally, the approximation for the Q;’s, with [%Di] as defined in (2.2.8),

Q; = [Ton,] Z (=Va®r(zi, 2j) X Ry + (21, 2) Q) — [Top, | E™ ()
() >1
o 1 s 1 5 1 .
+0( ), s (GG +RD? + (5 +kD* + (5 + k) | a”)
G#>1 7 N Y Y Y

O((1+ [k| + |K|*a) a*),

holds. It suffices, for I = 1,2, 3, to replace the approximations of Lemma 14 and Lemma 15 in (2.3.20)
to conclude. Developing the approximation error of the above equation, as pointed in (2.3.2), gives

(2.3.6).

2.3.2.2 Justification of (2.3.5)

Let ¢ be any smooth enough scalar function. Multiply each side of (2.2.17) by V¢ and integrate
over 0D; to get, using the relation (2.2.1),

¢Div [I/2+ ML A ds + Z ¢ Div[M}; 1(a) ds
(i) 217 0P (2.3.45)

=— ¢ Div(vy, x E™) ds.
0D;

0D;

As curl?® = curlcurl = —A + V div, we have

/ ¢<[I/2 — (K}5p,)" 1 Div A — K?uy, - [Sh D]A) ds
oD;
(2.3.46)

Z / ( *1Div A + kv, - [Slkj D]A) ds = — ¢ v; - curl E™ ds.
(jye 1 ODs aD;

Let now ¢ be the solution to the following integral equation
[—1/2+ K3 ) J(6)(2) = (z — =), (2.3.47)
then, as result of (2.2.57), ¢ satisfies the following estimate

[l z2op;) < CKioi’B a’. (2.3.48)

The tensor [PaDi] is defined in (2.2.7). The justification of (2.3.5) is a direct consequence of the
following expansions.

Lemma 16. With the previous notation we have the following three approrimations

i,

/ ¢><[I/2 — (K}p,)" | Div A~K?vy, - [SE ]A) ds = Ri + O((a + 1)|k[*a®). (2.3.49)
oD,
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/ ¢([(K§fj)*] Div A + kv, - [SF;, D]A) ds
oD;
=[Pap,] (Hk(zia 2))R; — KV @k (25, 2j) ¥ Qj) (2.3.50)
1 1 a’
#0( (G + W0+ (G + )+ WG+ %) 3 ).
¢ v; - curl E™ ds = [PaDJaD- curl E™(z) + O(|k*a*). (2.3.51)
oD; ’
Proof. We have for (2.3.49)
/ ([1/2 (K% )] Div A+k?,, - [Sk D]A> ds
0D;
= [ o(i/z - 2, yIDiv A+ (2,) - (R, )TDVA (2352
0D;
+ kv, - [SE D}A) ds,
Using (2.2.64) and (2.2.63), the right-hand side gives
. l1/2 = (K; )] Div A ds + O(|k*a®|Div Al 2 op,) ¢l 22(00,)
+ O(k*al|Al| 2 opn 10|l L2 (oD) ) -
With (2.3.48) and (2.2.44), it becomes
olI/2 — (K2 )| Div A ds + O((a + 1)|k[*a®). (2.3.53)

oD,

Hence as [, ¢[[/2— (KJ, )*|DivAds = [y, [[/2— K} ]¢Div A ds, with the definition (2.3.47)

the right-hand side of (2.3.52) ends up to be

_ /aD (z — 2) Div A(z) ds(z) + O((a + 1)k%a%) = Ri + O((a + 1)|k[2a%).

(2.3.54)

Concerning (2.3.50), we obtain, after developing the first term of the first member in Taylor series,

/ S[(K )] (Div A)ds

— [ - / (Vy@u(2,2j) + Vo Vi, ) - (4 — 27)) Div A(y) ds(y) ds(z)
oD oD,
D

1
+ o, o(x)v - /a j (/0 Dz’y@q)k(x,ty +(1—t)zj)o(y—2) (y — zj)> Div A(y)ds(y)ds(x),
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which gives as we did it in (2.3.40)%
¢ [(KF) DivA) = [ o(a) v / (VyVa®i(z, 25) - (y — 2j)) Div Ay) ds(y) ds(z)
aD; aD; aD;

1,1 3 .
4 O(F(F + |k|)a*a||Div Al al|¢||).
1) 1)

Repeating the same computations for 2 € 9D;, we get, in consideration of (2.3.48)

¢ (K5 1DivA) = | ¢(x) v / (VyVa®s(2i; ) - (y — 7)) Div A(y) ds(y) ds(x)
0D; 9D

0D;

2 0((%(6L +k])%a7).

With the notation (2.2.7), we get 2

¢ [(K;)7)(Div A) ds [PaD]<vyv$@k<z,»,zj)7ej>+o<5i(i+ucy) N, (2.3.59)

oD, o

Concerning the second term of the first member of (2.3.50), we have in view of (2.2.45) theorem 8

2 1qk , _ 2. rck (1] 2]
ok ISE I ds= | o kwi [SZ]D](Aj + AL ) ds, (2.3.56)
and then
¢ ki[5 J(AMy ds= | ¢(z) kv, - / (@r(z,y) — ®(2i,2)) AV (y) ds(y) ds(x)
dD; oD; oD,

T k21/$i-/ D1 (21, 2) A () ds(y) ds(a),
oD; 8D

Using Mean-value-theorem, we get for the right-hand side of the above equation
1 1
; o k*v; - </ O( 5 + ]k\ )AE.](y) ds(y)) ds
Di 8Dj )

B z) [ om / AV (y) ds(y)) ds.
aD; aD;
then considering the estimates (2.2.46) and (2.3.48), with Holder’s inequality give

¢ K2vi - [S5 1(AW) ds = [Pop, | K@ (2i, )R, +o((7 )~ a 7). (2.3.57)

ij,D
oD, o 1j 52]

The second term of the second member of (2.3.56) gives, again considering (2.2.45),

¢ k*v; - [SZI”“J D]AE'Q} ds = o(x) kv, - / Oy (x,y)v x Vu; ds(y) ds(x),
aD; aD; oD;

9Note that faD Vo ®i(z, Z])DIVA = 0
20Recall that faD — z;) Div A(y) =— faD ds(y) = —R;.
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which, by integrating by parts, gives
o kv - [SZ-}D]A?] ds = o(x) k2in . (—/ uj(y)vy, X VyPr(z,y) ds(y)) ds(x).
aD; aD; aD;
Now, doing a first order approximation, we have

2
o K2 - [SE AP ds

= o(x) k‘21/m-< —/ u;V; ds) xVy®p(x, zj) ds(x)
oD; D,
+ o(x) kv, - (—/ uj(y) vy, X (Vy@k(x,y) — VO (z, Zj)) ds(y)) ds(z),
oD; aDj
and similarly to (2.3.35) the right-hand side is equal to

o(x) kv, - (—/ u;v; ds) X Vy®r(x, zj) ds(x)
aD; aD;

1 1
+ o(x) kv, - <—/ v X O(—(— + |k|)2a) ds) ds(x),
oD; oD; 0ij 0ij

J

which, in view of the estimates (2.2.49) and (2.3.48), becomes

[k[*, 1 2 7
(=— + |k))*a"). (2.3.58)

o(x) kv, - (—/ u;v; ds) X Vy®@p(z, ;) ds(z) + O(
aD; aD;
Repeating the same calculation, for x € dD;, gives
2 k 2 g, 2, . (_ i -y
¢ kv - [S5; JAT ds = o kv - ( / U;V; ds) X Vy®@r(zi, 2;) ds
’ oD; oD,
k[* 1 2 7
— +k)%a7).
S+ Ik
Hence, being V x U = —U x V for any vectors U,V , and V,®y(z,y) = =V, Pi(z,y) we get with
the notations (2.2.7)

0D;

+0o(

1 1
b k%-[SQ;@]AE ds = —[Pap, | k*V @y (2, 2;) x Qj + O <\k|2( + |k|)2a7> . (2.3.59)

oD, dij 0ij
The last approximation of Lemma 16 being obvious, we end the proof of (2.3.5) by taking the sum
over j of the two first approximations and replacing in (2.3.46). O

2.4 Invertibility of the linear system
For u and p~ defined as in (2.2.10) and & = (€)?™, defined as

E™(%), i € {1,...,m},
&= : (2.4.1)
curl B (zi_m), 1 € {m+1,...,2m},

we have the following proposition.
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Proposition 17. Under the condition

+a3
Cpi=1- CLS% >0, (2.4.2)
for some constant Cr, ' the following linear system is invertible

m

Q; — [Top, ] Z < — VP (21, 25) X R +Hk(zi7zj)éj) = —[Top,| E™(z),

FD=t (2.4.3)
7/?\4‘ + [PaDi] Z (Hk(zi, Zj)']/?\,j — k2v(13k(2’i, Zj) X Q\]> = — [’PaDi] curl Em(zi),

(j#i)>1

and the solution satisfies the following estimate

moNE R
(Z(|Rl‘2+ |Q1|2)> = (<Qa Q>(C3><7n + <RaR>(C3><m> < Cr. _a3<57é>((2:3><2m‘ (244)

=1 Lilt

Further, if the condition (2.2.43) is satisfied, then the system could be inverted using Neumann series
with the following estimate

R;l < 381‘ il < 3(%‘ m|-
Ri < malel 1< o ainl 245

% @

To prove this result, we need to introduce some notations. Let (@)ie{l,wgm} be defined as

P =

~

2 [%Di}iléi, ie{l,..,m},
- [PaDi—m]_lRi—ma ie{m+1,..,2m},

and let Q be the following diagonal Bloc matrix

Top, |, for i € {1,...,m},
Qi = 7o o o m} (2.4.6)
— [Pop,_,,] forie{m-+1,..2m},
Consider
0 — 03Py (21,25) Py(zi, 2j)
9i7jCj = qu)k(Zi, Zj) X Cj = 83<I>k(zi, Zj) 0 — 81@k(2’i, Zj) Cj, (247)

— 0Pp(2i,25) NPp(zi,25) 0
and define the following bloc matrix

S O O 6K,
Elc — , — (ak‘)Qm @k — s

_ k \2m
Oomaom Sk ij)ig=1> = (63;)
x 22

1,5 /%,j=1>
65, Ocm xcm

2'The constant Cps is provided in (2.4.36).
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where
_Hk(zi7zj)7 Z#]7Z7j€ {L‘”am}v
oFiii= 8 —~(Zimm, 2j-m), 1 # 4, 4,5 € {m+1,..,2m}, (2.4.8)
0, otherwise,
and R
0 i—m.: ie{l,..,m}, je{l+m,..,2m},
057] = k2§ifm,j J € {17 "'7m}’ (S {1 +m, "'72m}7 (249)
0, otherwise.

With these notations, solving the system (2.4.3) is equivalent to solve the equation
C+xFoc+6e%aC =¢. (2.4.10)
If we multiply both sides of the last system by oC we get
(C, OC) sxom + (BFQC, QC) csram + (6FQC, QC) csrom = (€. QC) csrom (2.4.11)

where <-, '><C3X2m stands for the usual scalar product in C3*2™.

Adding and subtracting <ZO QC, , Q@ Caxam BlVes

(CQ0) g + (B = =) QC, QC) o +(2"QC, QC) v

(2.4.12)
+<@kQC7 Q@Csxmn = <ga Q@@Smeu

Let xyq denotes the characteristic function on o0 = Uit 10Bs)4(2i) where B,.(z) := B(z,r) denotes

a ball of center z and radius r, and <-, > £2(60) denotes the usual scalar product of L?(92).

=~ 2 =~ . .
Lemma 18. ForU := Y " vy - QiCiXaBgl'M’ and V=3 " Ve QiCiXasz;m with vy; being

the outward unit normal vector to 8B§i/4, we have

~ 48?2 -
2[1)71 Q11C1 - Q1101 = 280 <<SO L2 o6 Z 5/4 L2(ale )> (2.4.13)
=1
0 A ~ 482 0 0
EQQQQ,QCQ . QZ,QCQ = W (<Saﬁv’ V>L2(8Q) Z <S z2 m V V>L2(aB;z/4m)>, (2414)
1=m+1

. 637 |k 632 |k[2D(Q)5 , ~
\<(zk—20) QC, OC) oo | < ‘ ' m Z|Q,c 2= W@c, OC) om,  (2.4.15)

and

(1+| )Cr
&

where Cy, o, 1= max(CoD(Q )%, |k|Co(D(22 )3 + D(Q)

(6%QC, OC) csiom | < B0 (O, OC) oo (2.4.16)

Wl

)-
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Proof. To prove (2.4.13), using Mean-value-theorem for harmonic function, for j # i, we have

3 x 43
VoV, 0oz, 2)) = e V.V, 0(zi, y)dy = oV, / V,Po(ziy) dy  (2.4.17)
471-5 B(ng) 6 Z]74
then using Gauss divergence theorem,
48
VaVy®o(zi, 2j) = —5 Ve / Do (25, y)vy ds(y). (2.4.18)
mo”  Jony,
Repeating the same for z; we get
482
VeVy@o(zi,25) = 340 (x,y) VxV ds(y) ds(z), (2.4.19)
6° Josj, 835/4

and from (%9,011C1, Q11C1) panm = iy Stk s (Va Vy®o(2i, 2)Q4C5) - QiCi, using (2.4.19), we
get

(29, 01,1C1, Q11C1)

7725627”: Z/zz /8qu)0333/>’/$’/ ds(y) ds(z) Q;C )Ea

=1 1<j#i 5/4 5/4 (2420)

77256 Z/BBZ Z /832 (,9)vy - Q;C; ds(y ))Vx-mdS(x).

/4 1<j#i 5/4

~

Adding and subtracting > 7" [ps  [yg5 Polx,y)vy - Q]C ds(y)vs - QiCi ds(z), gives

5/4 5/4
(29,91, 1C1, Q1 161 266 Z/ Z/ (z,y)vy - Q;C; ds(y ))1/z - QiCids(z),
8351/4 7=1 8351/4 (2 4 21)
= / | o, QG dsty)s - Qiuds(o)
™ 5 o83, JoBj,
and then (2.4.20) becomes,
(291291,1C1, Q11C1 ) caxm =55 o(z, y)U(y) ds(y) U(x) ds(x)
’ m20° Jotu=uzmonz, Jum 0B
5/4 5/4
482 o N e
/ / (x,y)vy - QiCi ds(y)va - QiC; ds(z).
OBj), /OBy,
The same arguments remain valid for (2.4.14).
Concerning (2.4.15), we have
2 6k[*
|(—k‘ <I>k(zl-, Zj)[ + Vchy(I)k(zi, Zj) — Vxqu)o(zi, Zj))‘ < (2.4.22)

- 47T(§Z'j '
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Indeed, recalling (2.2.59) and (2.2.60)

_ —(ik) letHlle=yl
V(@) = Do) = = [ = ya (2.4.23)

then we have also

o) — Bz ) — —(ik)? 9 iklle—yl (@ = y) (@ —y)"
Vi Vy(@r(z,y) — Po ,y))—ilm /0 I“e yldl p—

—(ik)* /1leikl|x_y|dl < L. (z —y)(z — y)T> |
0

47 ‘.%'—y‘ ’x—y’?’

Integrating by part the first term of the right-hand side, gives

2 1 ikl|x—y| _ _N\T
k /216 dl)(w y)(z —y)

VaVy (@4(2,) — Po(@,)) =(K204(a,y) -

471' ‘fL’ — y‘ |x — y|2
_(i)2 ) I _ _ T
n (ik) / lezkllx—y\dl< L (x —y)(x i ) )
dr Jo |z — | |z — ]
Hence, we get
\Hk(zi, Zj) — H()(ZZ‘, ZJN = |k2¢>k(zi, Zj)[ — Vl«qu)k(zi, Zj) -+ Vzvy%(zi, Zj)},
6| k|
< |k‘2<1>k(zl-,zj)‘ + |VxVy<I>k(zl-, Zj) — vayq)g(zi,zj)\ < | ’ .
4md;;
Now, as
(11 = 301) @101, Q118 = D0 (D (Ma(inz) — Mo(2,2))Q5G;) - QiC: (24.24)
i=1 1<j#i

using Holder’s inequality, for the inner sum, we get

‘<<E'f,1 - 2(1)71) Q1,1C1, 91,151>‘ < i( i Lk (2i, 25) — Ho(2i, 25)] >%< > ‘ch ‘ )

i=1 1<j#i 1<j#i

which gives in view of (2.4.22)

‘<<Elf,1 - E?;) Ql,lé\lv 91,151>Csxm‘ < f: Z 37|r]j$| <Z)QJC ‘ )é
=1 1<)4i

=1

Repeating Holder’s inequality for the outer sum, we obtain

g(zm:

‘<(El{;71 — 2(1)71) QLlé\l; Ql,lé\l>c3xm

<fi’fs'i> ) (Xlec)
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The inner sum gives, as we did it in (2.2.78),

Z 6|k\ i p B Bk
227282 2. 92827
lgjyéz 42721246 42726
and then Ly
MU |ky 11 B[P\ 632]k["ms
< —
Z: ; 27752] m2(7m3 4271262) - 47w

Repeating the same calculation for <(El§72 — 28,2) ngg@, Q2,2é\2>(c3><m‘ leads to the conclusion. For

the last assertion (2.4.16), we proceed as follows:

<@kQé\7 Q®C3X2m = Z(Z V@k(zi, zj) X Qj-&-m@—i—m) @
=t (2.4.26)

+ 3 O FV(2i,2)Q4C;) QismCim:

i=1 j#i

The first term of the right hand side of (2.4.26) is smaller then

Q m m ~
ZZ’ j+ s |(5 + [E)IQiCil, (2.4.27)
Tl dij ij
which is,
m m i k m m k
22|Q3+ an H%C| ZZ| E !QH Civm| | E |QC| (2.4.28)
A % i pa 52, 57,
and do not exceed 22
Lyoy (e Ciaml” , Q.G " K QuamCrml? | IHIQC?
87 Z%:( " 8% ) 81 2;( 5 T 5, ) (2.4.29)
t =

which in its turn, is not greater than

1 m
;ZQM Ciaml” Z Z\Qm 252

lsﬁj J#l
- k
|82 Qj-l—m j+m| Z (5 | | Z|ch ‘22 5
= 1] J#i

22Comes from 2ab < a? + b? for every real numbers A, b.
*being > 1", Dol @iy = D5y Do aij, for every real numbers a; ;.
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We have, as done in (2.2.78), for m < D(Q)/83,

1
m m/2)3 m\ = =
ZL B ( z/:)s Col? 00(7);’ < CoD(9)3 B C/(31<)n) (2.4.30)
2 = 2 = 2 = 3 - T 83 =
P 05 = 126 0 ) )
We get, in a similar way,
m/2 mad rma L 2 1 2
Z* ‘f G _ G +1) _ GO +D@Y)  Chn
2 = 3 - T3 =
P — 0 20 20 4
Then, for C, g, = max(C (Q),| ]CD( )) we obtain
= 1 C
sz(pk 2172]) X QH—m i+m Qz () 87 (2432)

i=1 j#i

Repeating the same argument for the second term of the right-hand side of (2.4.26) gives the
conclusion. n

Proof. (of Proposition 17) If we consider (2.4.12), in view of (2.4.13) and (2.4.14), we get

<é\7 Q@@Sme + <8kQé\7 Q@@Sx%n + <(Ek - ZO) Qé\? Q@c3x2m

48% 1, o
+W(<Saﬁ ) £2(08) Z< OBy}, U,M>L2(aB§"/4>)

482
T 5g0 <<SO vV, V) L2(aQ) Z <SO o V7V>L2(aB§i/4m)> = (¢, Q@@wm.

i=m+1

Using the fact that <S’O o, ¢> > 0, for every ¢ € L?(09Q) we get

L2(09)

@ Q@W +(6"QC, QC) gy +{((ZF - 20) QC, QC) sy

256 <Z< B} u, u>L2 aBZZ + Z SO Bi—m V7V>L2(6B§i/;m)> = <5’ Q@C«%wm‘

9/4 Bs/a
By the definition of Q and the inequalities (2.2.11), we have
(QC, QC) piyom < 1 a®(C, QC) csrcam- (2.4.33)
Using (2.4.15) and (2.4.16), we arrive at

L+ k) Chpe 633 K2D(Q)3, utady -
(1—[ © 4 |‘ ()] >CQ@C3x2m

s An & (2.4.34)
482 m 2m <.
= 2 (o Somgy, Ulizomyyy + 2 Sopm VV)izomgm) < (6 v
i=1 =m+1
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Further, the following scaling inequality holds

) / / (@0 (x, y)vs - Qi ds(y))vy - QiC; ds(z),

Bs)a /' Bsya

<S<(9)B§i/4 U7U>L2 OB

5/4

- /83Zi </8Bzi «i) <I>0(5,t) Vg - Qzé\z(g)Q ds(t))ys m(g)Q dS(S),
1 1 \4

53
< (@ISl

which remains valid for <Sngl m Vs V>L2(8B§ﬁm)’

5 A ?
QGi||0BY] = (-l

Bl ||

gives in (2.4.34)

(1+ [k[*)Ck, 63zyky D)5, utady -
(1—[ 87{' D) 47'(' ] 53 ) C7 Q®C3x2m

122HS

7T5331 H Z’QZ '

A (£, 00) coram < (Cr QC) 2o (€, Q) 2 we get, with (2.4.33),

<87 Q@@Sx?m .

(1__[<1-%|kﬁ>cmdxg)%_122HSBIH 63 |k[*D(Q) |

8 T 47

1) (€. 0B <
(€. QC)dyom (€ OF) v
which is precisely
( e ;a > (€.QC) 200 < (£, QE) 2ram (2.4.35)
where we set

(L W) Co((1+ 5)D@)3 + HD@)5) 1225 || 633 k2D(9)}
Crs == [ ( . )+ WBl - | ‘M( ) ] (2.4.36)

recalling the constants Cj, poy- Then a sufficient condition for the solvability of (2.4.3) is given by

C’Ls < 1. Further, if the previous condition is satisfied, then from(2.4.35), considering (2.2.11),
we get
+q3 1 1
pra s st 1
(1 - CL553> p=a(C,C) 2aam < 1TaP(E,E) 2uvam, (2.4.37)

and the definition of C, yields inverting (2.2.11)

NI

<é\7é>((§:3><2m = (<Q1 1 1Q>(CB><m <Q2_é7/?\'7 Q£§ﬁ>c3xm> ’
—+ 1

> ({2 Q) + (R R) )



End of the proof of Theorem 4 66
Replacing in (2.4.37), we obtain
e’ L6 5 5B T _ 43 3
Concerning (2.4.5), it suffice to observe that
“ 1 /K 3,1 5
S <23 e ) < 52 D = (—+ [K])*),
2 =2y ) < 523 (G- + 5 (5 + k)
i=1 =1
and
04 <23 V(a2 < = 3 (2 41K,
o T = 0ij i
which, summing as in (2.2.78) gives,
nms | 2km3 | ms
stQ| +|0fg| < [oH + |0f| < 4wt [ B + = + 2ok? ) o
‘Q-ﬁ- 9| < + <dpu 63+62+25 a
with this, it comes that, for
1 1 2
Inm3s = 2km3 ms3
— + 2 3
CL?_1_4M ( 63 +(52+26k>a
Gl < —— &) (2.4.39)
1] = OL2 (AN B
O
2.5 End of the proof of Theorem 4
With the notations of the previous section, the linear system ((2.3.6),(2.3.5)) becomes
C+3¥*QC +0%QC = € + €(a, 8|k, m)a®, (2.5.1)
with (Ci)ieq1,....2m) defined as
Ton. 10, ie{l,...mb,
C = [Ton,] B { ; (2.5.2)
- [PBDi,m} Ri—m, ie{m+1,..,2m},
and 6(0" 67 ‘k|7m) = (ei(av 67 |k;|7 m))?il with
al
ST €rsma’ +(1+1kl)a, i€{l,...,m},
€i(a,d,lk|,m) =417, (2.5.3)
a .
5T + |k|€p.5.ma’ + k*a, ie{m+1,..,2m}.

66



End of the proof of Theorem 4 67

The difference between (2.5.1) and (2.4.10) implies

~

C—C)+3FQ(C—C)+6*Q(C - C) = €(a,d,|k|,m), (2.5.4)

which gives, with the estimates (2.4.4)

4

m R R 1 9
Do (IR =R +18i = Q) < = (55 (1 k)€xma’ + max((b?, 1+ [k)a) " 2m .
i=1

(2.5.5)
and, with (2.4.5)
IR — Ri| < 1(a4+(1+]k])€ a* + max(|k|? 1+\/<:|)a)2 a’
7 i > CL?,U/_ 64 k,6,m ) )
i .y (2.5.6)
8-l < o (% + (4 ks ma’ + max(kP 1+ [k)a) o
) i = CL%M, 64 k,0,m ) .
We set
¢ ot a’ 4 2
0°(51) = 055 + (14 kg ma’ + max((k 1 + [k)a).
Lemma 19. We have the following asymptotic approximation for the far field,
Bo(r) =K igi’w-% x (R; — ikt x 0;) + O ( (&P + &) ma4)
47 — ! !
k| max(1,|k[]) craty g
tor o ¢ (54)7”“
and the following one for the scattered field
m R C 2l -1 4
E*(x Z (V@k x,2) x R; + curl curl(®(z, zl)Qz)> + (L’/ﬁ) X 06(54) (2.5.7)
=1
7
a
+0((Cran”) 13 + €(8%, k| + |k + |k°)a” + €(8%, |k[*)aT). (2.5.8)
Proof. Recalling the approximation of the far field in Proposition 11, we have
Bo(r) =ik i Tk (Re — Re) — ikt x (Qs — Q1)
4r —
?]; . (2.5.9)
? —ikT.2; .
+47T;e TX(R—Z/{TXQl)—i—O((‘M + k) )
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For the first term of the right hand side, we have

% ;e-m.zz-T % (R; = Ri) — ik x (i — O))|

k| fp ~ |2 2.\ 3
<2 " max(1, k) m Z;(’R—R +le-a))",
k| max(1, [k]) eraty g
< e P — .
— 27 CLz‘,U«_ 0 (54>ma
With this estimate, (2.5.9) becomes
ik m . R R
B (r) == > e W x (Ri — ikt x Q5) + O ( (K + k) ma)
i=1 (2.5.10)

|k max(L, k) jeraty g
+ 2 CLz‘lJf O (54>ma

Again, in view of Proposition 11, we have
E5(z) = Z (V(bk(x, zi) X (RZ — 7%1) + curl curl(®y (z, zi)(Qi — @z)))
i=1

+ Z (Vq)k x, %) X R + curl curl (@ (z, zZ)Qz)> (2.5.11)
i—1

.

at

+O(54

+€ kdo,m @ 4)'

Let ip be as in (2.3.13), from the representation of the linear system we have 24

m

Z (V@k(zio, zi) X (7?,1 — 7%,-)+curl curl(Pg (2, zz)(Qz — @0))
(i#40)>1

:[%Dio]_l(gio - on) + 6i0<a767 ’klvm%

*Notice that —ITy(x,y) = Vy X Va X O (x,y) I.
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End of the proof of Theorem 4 69

hence, adding and subtracting the last identity to (2.5.11) gives

~

EsC(:E) :<V@k(x,zi0) X (Rio — Rio) + curl curl(@k(a:, Zig)(Qio — @20))>
+ Z [(V@k(w,zl) — Vi (2iy, 2i)) X (Rio - Rio)
(i#i0)>1
+ curl curl((@k(w, zi) — Pr(zig, zl)) (Qi — @z))}
+ [%Dio]_l(gio - @io) + eio(a" 57 |k|)m)

(2.5.12)

+ Z (V@k(m, 2i) x R + curl curl(®y(z, zl)/Q\Z))

i=1
4
a
+ O(g + €ko.m 04).
For z € 09, 72— = § and then the first term of the right hand side of (2.5.12) is smaller then
z,i(
1,1 ~ k> 1,1 2 .
(5(5 + [k]) | Riy — Rio| + (T + 5(5 + |k) )!Qio - Qio|> (2.5.13)

which gives, considering (2.5.6)

o1 142k [k 42|k sat 5 2

1 4 3
Coan) gtz + 5 ) (Gr + (L kDEngma’ + max(k? 1+ [k)a) a®
which is .

o((chm)*l% + €8, |k|)a” + €(8°, [k|*)aT). (2.5.14)
The second term of (2.5.12) is exactly
Z |:( vax@k(tfﬂ + (1 — t)ZiO, Zl) dt - (l’ — Zio)) X (Rig — 7/2\,1‘0)
(iig)>1 - 7 [01]

+ ( [ ] Vxﬂk(tx + (1 — t)ZiO, Zi) dt - (.T — Zio)) (QZ — Q\z):| ,
0,1

which turns out to be not greater then

moro 2o 5 k)* 1 1,1 Nely 5
(%) [51'0,1' (51.072‘ + |k[)“8|Riy — Rig| + (51'0,1' (&M + |k]) + 5 (%ﬂ + |k) )6‘Q1 - Q; }
i>1
and, due to (2.5.6), not exceed
- 1,1 k1 1,1
S [5G+ I+ (F (e ) + 5 G + 1))
(ii0)>1 20,2 20,% 20,0 20,2 20,2 20,0

4 2
<(Cran) ™ (51 + (U kD€ sma’ +max(k 1+ [K)a) 2a°,
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hence summing as in (2.2.78) gives

1/3 2y,.,1/3 3 2y,..,2/3
O + U IDIent™) | (R WPy | (R + 1Py

54 53 62 1)
-1 (14 4 2 2 3
$(Cran )™ (S5 + (L4 BDErsma’ + max(k?.1 + [k)a) 2a°,

which is, for m = O(1/6%), the analogue of (2.5.14) with the following additional term
€(8%, k> + |k[*)a" + €(6°, |k[P)a. (2.5.15)

The third term of (2.5.12), due to (2.2.11) and (2.5.6), is bounded by

(Crap™)™ /at 2 (Cpap™)™! 4
(% (L k)€ g mat + max(kP 1+ [K)a) = — L < 09(Sy),  (25.16)
% 0 1 o
compiling this last error with (2.5.14) and the additional term (2.5.15) gives us the result. O
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Chapter 3

Foldy-Lax approximation of the
electromagnetic fields generated by
anisotropic inhomogeneities in the
mesoscale regime with complements for
the perfectly conducting case

3.1 General setting and main results

3.1.1 General setting

Understanding the interaction between the waves (as the light or the acoustic fluctuations or the
elastic displacements) with the matter has been of fundamental importance since a long time. Since
the pioneering works of Rayleigh and Kirchhoff, it was known that the wave diffracted by small scaled
inhomogeneities is dominated by the first multipoles (poles or dipoles). In modern terminology, the
dominating fields are given by (polarized) point sources located at the center of the particles. As far
as the three types of waves, cited above, are concerned these point sources are the Green’s functions
of the corresponding propagator. In this direction, the next key step is achieved by Mie [55] in his full
expansion of the electromagnetic field for spherically shaped particles. These formal expansions were
later mathematically justified, see for instance [25] in the framework of low frequencies expansions.
A further step was achieved in [10] where the full expansion at any order is derived and justified.

These works dealt with single or well separated inhomogeneities. In other words, only the
interaction of the single inhomogeneity and the wave is taken into account. In the presence of
multiple and close inhomogeneities, then mutual interactions between them and the waves should
be taken into account. In this respect, a formal argument to handle such multiple interaction was
proposed by Foldy in his seminal work [29]. To state his formulas, he looks the inhomogeneities
as point-like potentials (i.e. Dirac-like potentials). Then, he states a close form of the scattered
wave by simply eliminating the singularity on the locations of these potentials. This elimination
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of the singularity translates a physical motivation saying that 'the scattering coefficient of each
point-like scatterer is proportional to the external field acting on it’, which is known as the Foldy
assumption. These formal representations of the scattered waves are then stated on more sound
mathematical arguments by Berezin-Faddeev, see [12], in the framework of the Krein’s selfadjoint
extension of symmetric operators. Another related method is the so called regularization method
(or the renormalization technique) which aims at computing the Green’s function, and hence the
Schwartz integral operator, in the presence of the collections of inhomogeneities. This idea consists
in taking the Fourier transform of the formal equation,’cut’ or regularize and invert the related
equations, via Weinstein-Aronsza theorem, in the Fourier domain and then comeback. More details
on these ideas can be found in the book [3]. The Faddeev approach was extended to singular
potentials supported not only on points but also on curves and surfaces, see [47, 48] for more details.
This approach gives as, via the Krein’s resolvent representations, exact formulas to represent the
scattered waves generated by singular potentials. However, our goal is to deal with cluster of small
scaled inhomogeneities. The intuitive believe is that the dominant part of the generated waves
would be reminiscent to the exact formulas described above, for Dirac-like potentials supported
on the centers of the inhomogeneities, but with scattering coefficients modeled by geometric or
contrasts properties of the inhomogeneities. This is called the Foldy-Lax approximation or the
point-interaction approximation.

Several methods were proposed in the literature to justify such approximations, see [64, 53, 18, 20|
for instance regarding acoustic and elastic waves. Descriptions and relation/differences between these
works can be found in [21]. Let us emphasize here that those works dealt with exterior problems
(impenetrable inclusions, holes or voids). Regarding electromagnetic waves, very few works are
proposed, apart from [66] where both the results and the justifications are quite questionable. In
our previous work [13], we considered the case of perfectly conductive inclusions and we gave a
rigorous justification of this Foldy-Lax approximation under general conditions on the cluster of
such inclusions as their minimum distance between them ¢ and their maximum radius a of the
form In(61) § is bounded by a constant depending only on the Lipschitz character of the shapes
of the inclusions. The only limitation of this result, to handle the mesoscale regime (i.e. § ~ a),
is the appearance of the term In(§~1). This term appears naturally in the analysis, in that work,
which is heavily based on the scales of the related layer potentials knowing that the dyadic Maxwell
fundamental solution has a singularity of order 3 (while the ones of Laplace or Lamé have singularities
of the order 1).

In this present work, we get rid of this logarithmic term and state the approximation in the
mesoscale regime. But the most important contribution is to handle the transmission problem and
the impenetrable problem in a unified way. In addition, anisotropic and eventually complex valued
electromagnetic material parameters can be handled as well. Our arguments can be summarized as
follows. To handle the anisotropic transmission problem, we provided a representation of the solution
using the electromagnetic Lippmann-Schwinger operator and give an estimate of the total field. To
overcome the logarithmic constraint, instead of using Neumann series to estimates the density of
the used representation, we make use of a Rellich identity and, inspired by some arguments from
[57], with appropriate changes, we prove that both the exterior and the interior traces have an
equivalent norm modulo a constant which depends on the geometry of the inhomogeneities and
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the material parameters (via their contrasts). Regarding the perfect conductor problem, we use
layer potential representation of the solution. Using an appropriate Helmholtz decomposition for
the density, appearing in the layer potential representation, we transforme the boundary integral
interaction operator into a volume one to get Lippmann-Schwinger like integral representation. This
allows us to translate the result obtained for the transmission problem to the perfectly conductive
case.

It is worth mentioning that even in the scalar case, i.e. related to the Laplace operator, with a
cluster of small obstacles with Neumann boundary conditions was left open to our best knowledge.
The approach we follow here definitely handles this case and provides the corresponding Foldy-Lax
approximation in the same generality as we are proposing in it this work.

In the case of periodically distributed small inhomogeneities, the homogenization applies, see
[11, 38|, and provides the equivalent media with averaged materials. As compared to homoge-
nization, the Foldy-Lax approximation has several advantages. The first one is that we have the
dominating field (i.e. the Foldy-Lax field) for general (and not only periodic) distributions of the
small inhomogeneities. This reduces the complexity of the forward problem to compute the scattered
fields by inverting an algebraic system. Second, higher order approximations are possible with more
effective dominating fields, i.e. with generalized Foldy-Lax fields. So far, this is not fully justified,
but we believe it to be true and we will report on it in the future. Third, as we have freedom in
distributing these inhomogeneities, then we can generate not only volumetric equivalent materials
but also low dimensional ones as surfaces and curves. This opens the way to applications in low
dimensions metamaterials as well, see [6, 5] for instance. As far as the Maxwell model is concerned,
the Foldy-Lax approximation provided here shows that one can generate volumetric materials and
Gradient-metasurfaces. The first situation is modeled by modifying both the background permit-
tivity and permeability. The second is modeled by an equivalent interface with jumps of both the
electric and magnetic fields across it.

The rest of the paper is described as follows. In the next subsection, we state clearly the models
and the obtained results with critical discussion about them. In section 2 and section 3, we provide
the full proofs of the results for the transmission and the perfectly conducting models respectively.
A short Appendix is added at the end to include technical tools and in particular a useful lemma on
the counting of the number of small particles distributed in any given bounded set in terms of the
parameters ¢ and a.

3.1.2 Main results

We deal with the scattering of time-harmonic electromagnetic plane waves at a frequency w in a
medium composed of an isotropic and constant background and an anisotropic material represented
by multiply connected, bounded, Lipschitz! domain D~ = UShL:le where N is the number of

'This means that the boundary is locally described by the graph of a Lipschitz function. More details are given
later.
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connected components. The Maxwell equations read as follows

V x € —iwpH =0, inR*\dD,
V x H +iweE = o€, inR*\ dD,

£ gin g g% (3.1.1)
vx €&y =vxE&_, vxH|ly =vxH|-ondD
with the notation 9D := UY,_,0D,, where ¢ and o are respectively the electric permittivity and

the conductivity and p corresponds to the magnetic permeability. These parameters can be real or
complex tensor or scalar valued functions. Here £™ stands for the incident wave. It is solution of
the first two equations above everywhere in the space. The vector field £%¢ stands for the scattered
vector field.

We also consider the scattering from a perfect conductor modeled by the following problem
V x & —iwpH =0,
V x H +iweE =0, inR>\ D,
£ = gin + gscj
vx &y =0, ondD,

(3.1.2)

where v is the unit outward normal vector to the boundary of D~. The surrounding background of
D~ is homogeneous with constant parameter g, g and null conductivity ¢. In both the two models
above, the scattered field must satisfy the radiation conditions

(VVioss ) 1<) x % () = O(,;\?)' (3.1.3)

Setting k := w,\/eopg, &€ = Veouo 'E and H = /eouo 1H with g, := (o) 'p and &, :=
(e0)"1(e +io/w), we arrive at

(curl E — ikp, H =0, inR®\ dD,

curl H + ike, E =0, inR3\ dD,

E =FE*+ E™, )
vXE|_—vxEly=vxH|l_—-vxHl;=0,

1
HSCX|';_ESC:O<W)’ ’.CL'|—)OO,

for the inhomogeneous (i.e. transmission) problem and
VxE—ikH =0, inR*\ D
V x H+ikE =0, in R3\ D,
E=FE™+ B, ’
vx E|y =0, on dD,
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for the conductive (i.e. exterior) problem. For both the two models the incident field (E™, H'™)
satisfies in the whole space the system

curl E™ — ikH™ = 0,
(3.1.4)

curl H™ + ikE™ = 0.

Motivated by applications, typical incident electric fields are plane waves, i.e of the form E™ :=
E(x,0) := P e*0® 2 ¢ R3 where P is the (constant) vector modeling the polarization direction
and @, with || = 1, is the incident direction such that P -6 = 0. The related magnetic incident field
is then H™ := H™(x,0) := P x 0 *9 /jf,

We suppose that,
Dy, :=aD,, + 2,0 =1,..,R, (3.1.5)

where each set D;, contained in the ball B(l)/ =B (0,1/2), and contains the origin, is assumed to
be a Lipschitz bounded domain. The points (2;)}_, are their given locations in R? and @ € R is a
small parameter measuring the maximum relative radius.

Let &,nj := mingep,, yen; d(z,y), be the distance between two bodies Dy, Dj, m # j, and set

0= min Oy
m#je{l,...,.N}

Let us recall that a bounded open connected domain B, is said to be a Lipschitz domain with
character (lpp, Lop) if for each & € OD there exist a coordinate system (y;)i=1,2,3, a truncated
cylinder € centered at x whose axis is parallel to y3 with length [ satisfying lgp < [ < 2lgp, and
a Lipschitz function f that is |f(s1) — f(s2)| < Lop|s1 — s2| for every s1,s5 € R? | such that
BN€={(yi)i=123:y3 > f(y1,y2)} and BN € = {(yi)i=1.23 : y3 = f(y1,y2)}. In this work, we
assume that the sequence of Lipschitz characters (Igp,,, Lapm);\;l of the bodies D,,,,i = 1,..., N, is
bounded.

Regarding the problem P;, we need some assumptions on the electromagnetic material properties
of the small particles. Precisely, we suppose that the contrast of magnetic permeability and electric
permittivity , which are assumed to be respectively real and complex valued 3 x 3-tensor, are, with
their derivative, essentially uniformly bounded , i.e.

(HCAHWl’oo(UizlmDm))A:€r7 T S Coo, (316)

and essentially uniformly coercive that is, for almost every € D, we have

R(Ce (2)U-TU) > E7|UP,
(Ce, @)U -T) = U] .
Cp, (2)U -U > ES|UP,

with positive constants ¢S5 and k. Here we used the notation C A= A—1, where I is the identity
matrix of R? x R3. I will stand for the identity operator.

Under these conditions, both the scattering problem (7P;) and (P2) under their respective trans-
mission/boundary and radiating conditions are well posed in appropriate spaces following the lines
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described in [22, 62] for instance. More details are given in the text. In addition, due to the Stratton-
Chu formula when Sk is different from zero, the scattered electromagnetic fields have a fast decay
at infinity as we have attenuation. But when Sk = 0, i.e. in the absence of attenuation, we have
the following behavior (as spherical-waves) of the scattered electric fields far away from the sources
D,,’s

ezk|x\

E(2) = {E=(@) +O0(l2] ™)}, |z] ¥ o0, (3.1.8)

|z|
and we have a similar behavior for the scattered magnetic field as well

ezk|x|

H*(z) = {H®(@) +O(lz] ™)}, |z o0 (3.1.9)

]

where (E*°(z), H* (%)) is the electromagnetic far field pattern in the direction of propagation & :=
x
m.

We set, for m € {1,...,R},
1

Al = —— dv, 3.1.10
and
N
Af(z) ==Y AFxp, (). (3.1.11)
m=1

Here dv is the volume measure of R3, and dv(x) will be denoted dx while for the surface measure
of R3 write ds and ds, when the variable of integration is specified. Finally, we recall the Green’s
function for the Helmholtz operator (i.e. the fundamental solution for the Helmholtz equation)

1 etklz—yl

Qp(z,y) = Frap— T #y,

and the electromagnetic dyadic Green’s function
Our main results are stated in the following two theorems.

Theorem 20. For the scattering by a cluster of small anisotropic particles embedded in a homo-
geneous background whose parameter satisfy the conditions (3.1.7), with mazimal diameter a and
minimal distance separating them 6 = cra. The far field of the scattered wave admits, provided that
¢, = O(|k|), the following expansions,

o If both €, and u, are symmetric, then we have the following approzimation

R, .
EOO(JA:) _ Z <k e—zkz-zm:i, x (Rf‘r{ x ;ﬁ) + iie_Zk$'zmi « Q%r)
7

T\ AT (3.1.13)
kEl2El+1)r1
+O<7| I |c7§| ) [C—é+a|ln(cra)|+a}),
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7
where (”Rg{, 1/#)&:1 1s the solution of the following invertible linear system
N .
Pl gl = 3 [nk<zm, 2) QM — ik By (2, 25) X Rﬂ +H™(2,,)
j=1
H;m For m=1,..., N
Py TR =Y [Hk<zm,zj)7z§r + ikV O (2m, 2j) X Qﬁﬂ + E™(z).
Jm
(3.1.14)
e If, in the contrary, . or u, is not symmetric, then, with (Ag)fnzl and (Aﬂr)slzl standing
for their respective average in each particle D,,, we have

R 9 )
EOO(QA/,) Z ie—lk$~sz % <Rm « _'f) + ﬁe—zka}zmi % Qm
47 47
=1 (3.1.15)
|k|(2|k|+ 1)1 1
+ O(“c;” [C—% +al|ln(ca)| + aD,
R R
where, in this case, <Rm> " and (Qm> " is the solution the invertible following linear
system "= "=
AT X A
(T, 17 Q= Y [Tz, 2)Q; — RV P2, 2)) x Ry | + H™(zm),
‘j>1
g7 For m=1,... N
AT R ,
[T, "] Rom = [Hk(zm,zj)nj + ik (2, 2;) ¥ Q]} FEM(2,),
j >
Fn
(3.1.16)
Am:i -1 m mii —1/ gm \—1
Th/ 17 = AR [P (AR, )
and
A;’l: -1 m A;n: -1 m \—1
Th )= AR [P (AR, )
For a given matriz B, we have
PE ]:= VV (B —1T)dv (3.1.17)
Dy,
with V' is the solution of the following integral equation
V- div/ (B-D)VV(y)dy = (y — zm), Yy € Dp,. (3.1.18)
Dy 17—l
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Theorem 21. For the scattering by a cluster of small conducting particles, with mazimal diameter
a and minimal distance separating them 6 = cya, with ¢, = O(|k|), the far field of the scattered
wave admits the following expansion

N .
Ex(E) =Y <k2 e~k zm g (Rm x x) + iﬁ

4 ™

6_ka'z”‘£ﬁ % Qm)

m=1 (3.1.19)
crlk|2lk|+1)11
+O<c—§ [C—é + al|ln(cqa)| + a] >,
where (R, Qm )Y, is the solution the invertible linear system
R
[TDm] _1Qm = Z [Hk(zmvzj)gj - Zkvq)k(zm7 ZJ) X RJ:| + H”L(Zm)
i21
”;m For m=1,..,%, (3.1.20)
Pom] Ron = 3 [Me(zm, 2)R; + k@2, 2) x Q5 + F"(z1m),
jEm
with
[Pon] = [ [-1/2:+ (K, )] 0y ds,,
ODm (3.1.21)

1 *1— *
Tom] i= [ 151+ (K, )T W)y,
0D,
Before we provide the proofs of the above theorem, we would like to address some remarks.

e In the error of approximation, the constant appearing in the Landau notation are bounded by
the largest ratio of the eigenvalues of both ¢, u, for the Theorem 20, and the largest Lipschitz
constant for Theorem 21.

e In our opinion, and in the current form of the algebraic systems, it is hard to improve the
approximation error order, except maybe for rotation invariant geometries by using the fun-
damental Newton’s theorem for fields that are also rotation invariant.

e The tensor that appears could be explicitly calculated for simple geometries (sphere, ellipsoid)
for more details see [9]. Further more, for a perfect conductor case, the tensor can be explicitly
calculated, for convex geometries, using Neumann series as the spectral radius of the double
layer potential have a spectral radius that is smaller than %

e It is also possible to evaluate [Pg:n] and [ngn], using boundary integral equation when both
e, and p, are symmetric definite positive matrix see Section 3.2.1 here after.
3.2 Scattering by Anisotropic Inhomogenities. Problem (P)

Let us introduce the Newton-like potential

Sh(V) = /D By (2, 9)V (), (3.2.1)
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defined, for V in L?(D) and maps continuously L?(D) into H?(D), (see Theorem 9.11 [30]) precisely

lsb0n)|... . < llViize) (3:2.2)

(D)

which is a compact integral operator from L?(D) to H*(D), s < 1. The constant ¢ remains
independent of D. To show it, it suffices to write

SH(V) = S (Vxp)

for any sufficient large radius R to contain D and v € D, and
ISV le2(py < ISBw.ry (VXD e (B0.R)) < C2klVXDIL2(Bw.R)- (3.2.3)

Finally by H(curl, D), we mean the subspace of IL?(D)-vector fields, with L?(D) rotational, that is
H(curl, D) = {u e L2(D) | curlu € ]L?(D)}. (3.2.4)
We also define, for a bounded tensor C,
SEE(V) = /D Py (z,y)C(y)V (y)dy, (3.2.5)
for V in L2(D).

3.2.1 Anisotropic polarization tensor

Let us set

(P ]:= VVEE Cp dv, (3.2.6)
D,

where VCB := V¢ + (z — z,,,) is the solution of the following problem

AVEE =0 in R®\ D,
div(AVV,EE) = 0 in Dy,

VEE =V 4 (2 — 2),

VEE|_ —VEB|, =0 o0n dD,y,
v-BVVEE|_ —v.VVEE|, =0,
(VX =0, |z| — 0.

(PrAvi()

The problem (Pr4™ (1)) is solved by the following Lippmann-Schwinger integral equation with V; :=
(VB =Vige ey, for 1 =1,2,3,

Vi — divSpEP (VW) = (2 — 2m) - 1. (3.2.7)

The following proposition summarizes the needed properties of the polarization tensor introduced
above.
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Proposition 22. Every solution to (Pr™ (1)) satisfies the following estimate

—1
1 3
IVl (D) < (2 - a2||cB||IL°°(Dm)\/;> (ICallL=(p,.) + 1)a®?. (3.2.8)

Furthermore, whenever B € WH*°(D,,,) and a sufficiently small, the tensor (3.2.6) behaves like Cp
i terms of positive or negative definiteness and symmetry, namely

([Pﬁm]U, U) > 0, whenever (CgU,U) > 0, (3.2.9)
and
%([Pgm]U, U) > 0, whenever R(CgU,U) > 0. (3.2.10)

In addition, we have the following scaling property

PE ] =a'[PB |, (3.2.11)
where for s € Dy, B(s) :== B(as + zm).

Before stating the proof, we need to introduce the anisotropic polarization tensor, defined in ([9],
p.121-122 ), as

(Pb.)), = [, v+ (€e)@n)l-ds
where O,, solves, for a fixed m € {1,...,R}, the following transmission problem

AO =0in R*\ D,,,

div(BVO) =0 in D,,,

O|- — 0O+ = (x — zyp) on Dy, (PrAnd)
v-BVO|_- —v-VO|L =v-V(z— zpn),

O — 0, |z| = 0.

Obviously, we have

VECin R3\ Dy,
O = . (3.2.12)
V¥ 4+ (x — zpm) in Dy
Hence, being
(PEn.)), = | v (Cacp@nl-ds = [ div((Caes) (-
v aDm m
—/ ((V@m)*ez) . (CBej)dv +/ (@m . ei) diV(CBej)dU.
D, m
we get2
[P5p,. ] =[Ph, ]+ | Om@div(Ch)dv, (3.2.13)

Dm

2Recall that, for a given matrix A Ae; - e; = (A);
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or

[PE, 1= [P5p, ] —/D O, @ div(C%)dv. (3.2.14)

where the divergence is applied to each line of the matrix taken as a vector field, and Cj stands for
the transpose of Cg. With the above notations, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 23. (Theorem 3.4 of [39]) The polarization tensor [PaBDm] behaves like Cp in term of
positive or negative definiteness and symmetry.

Proof. (of Proposition 22) The operator [I — div SZ €57 is one-to-one on HY(D,,), provided that
Cp is definite-positive, and it satisfies the followmg ‘estimates (see [41] or the proof of (3.2.32) in
the next subsection.)

1T — div SEEEVI(V)llgien () = /D [ — div SpIEV|(V) - Via

m

‘ _ v
+ [ VI - divSpEPV|(V) - CpVVdr > IVl (o)
D,
(3.2.15)
We have 5
liaiv(Sp? =SBV Villln (p,,) < —=a®Villza o, (3.2.16)

since, due to (A.0.3) and (A.0.4), we have both

( iC 0,c 1 1 a3
IS~ SEEVI0IEI < o [ 9V dy < 2 Ml

V[div(SEE? — SpEP)V](V)(2)] < /D M[H (2+ ‘xiy)m—ymvvz(y)l dy,

1 1 2
< — _ < =
< /Dm 5 {14— yx—yd’vvl(y)' dy < ﬁ\/aHVl”Hl(D )
(3.2.17)

being, obviously,

27
/ —— dy < lim ———— dy < lim / / —5 R*dRsin(0)df d¢ < 2ma.
D, ‘LE — y‘ r—0 B(y,a)\B(y,r) ’l‘ — y| r—0
(3.2.18)
We write
(= z) = [I = divSpEP|(V) = [ — divSpEP|(V) + [div(Sp? — SEEP)VI(V), (3.2.19)

then from (3.2.15) and (3.2.16), we get

I(z — 23)llgrep,y = I — divSEEPI(V) lme(p,, — Idiv(SEEE — SEEP)VI(V) lmne(p,),

IVl D,y v3a?
> ) f|rc3|rwpm)||qule>

81



Scattering by Anisotropic Inhomogenities. Problem (P1) 82

The remaining part of the proof is due to the fact that, for a sufficiently small, [Pgm] inherits its
property from [P5p, | through Lemma 23.

O
Finally, we have the following, obvious, statement.
Proposition 24. For USE := CpVVEE, we have
/ USedy = CpVVEsdy = [Ph |, (3.2.20)
m Dm
for Cp symmetric. If B is a constant matriz and not necessarily symmetric, we have
/ USEdv = Cp[Ph 1C5. (3.2.21)

m

3.2.2 Lippmann-Schwinger integral formulation and apriori estimates.

In this section, we establish the wellposedness of our problem (P;). We start with showing the
uniqueness of its solution and then prove its existence using a Lippmann-Schwinger integral repre-
sentation of the electromagnetic field and at the same time we give an estimate of the total field
taking into account the cluster of our small inhomogeneities.

We first recall that the contrast of magnetic permeability and electric permittivity, which are
assumed to be respectively real and complex valued 3 x 3-tensor, essentially uniformly bounded with
their derivatives, i.e.

(HCAHWl’oo(UizlmDm))A:grv M S Coos (3222)

and essentially uniformly coercive, that is, for almost every x € D, we have

R(Ce (2)U-TU) > E7|UP,
( e (@) )— vl (3.2.23)
Cp, (2)U -U > kU

A sufficient condition to get the above inequality for the contrast of the relative electric permittivity
is given by

where p*(A) and p~(A) stand respectively, for the largest and the smallest eigenvalue of A. As Cy,
is a real valued 3 x 3-tensor, it suffices for it to be definite positive.
Indeed, we have

R(V,Cc, V) =R(V,Cc. V) = (IV,RC:, SV) 4 (RV,RCz RV)
+ ((RV,S€Ce, V) - (SV,5C, RV)),
> pT(RC,)(ISV[* + IRV [?) = 207 (SCe, ) ISV IRV,
>(pm(Rez,) - pH(3Ce)) IV

(3.2.24)
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Proposition 25. The Problem (P1) admits a unique solution.

Proof. We suppose that €, and p, are 3 x 3-tensors. Let (E = Ey — E9, H = H; — Hs) be the
difference of two solutions of the problem (P;). Obviously both the normal trace of E and H are
continuous across the boundary and satisfy the Silver—Miiller radiation condition, hence, due to
Green’s formula, we have

/ vx El|y-Hds — ik / j H-Hdv+7k / B2, Bdv = ik / i H - Hdv— / B2, Bdv), (3.2.25)
oD D D D D

and taking the real part gives

—R VXE-Hds—/

(r — p)SH - RHdv + / (e, —€7)SE - REdv. (3.2.26)
aD D

D

Furthermore, we have, S(H) x R(H) = S(E) x R(E) = 0,> and, with (&,);; standing for the
component of €., we have

which guaranties that (u, —py)SH-RH = (U
the second integral of the right-hand side of

er)XS(H))-RH = 0. The same observation concerning

(er)12 — (er)21
(er =)V = (er)13— (er)31 | XV, (3.2.27)
(
(er)

(3.2.26), implies that

R vx E-Hds=0.
oD

The Rellich lemma (see [22]|) induces that E = H = 0. O

To prove the exitence of the solution and derive the needed estimates, we use the equivalent
Lippmann-Schwinger equation. For that, we define the operator of Lippmann-Schwinger to be

9 .\ okCer . kCuy
£SEL) I—(k*+ VdIZEZSD © —ik curl S “kc ‘ (3.2.28)
+ik curl S5 I—(k*+Vdiv)Sy "

We set (E, H) to be a solution, provided that it is solvable, of the integral equation,

E Ein
£S(6T7/’LT) (H) — <Hin> . (Mﬁs)

and (E 4, H4) the solution of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation with averaged parameter, that is

E Ein
LS A Apy) (Hi) = (Hm> . (A—Mgs)

With the previous notations, we have the following proposition.

3Due to the fact that H x H =E x E = 0.
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Proposition 26. A solution of the equation (Mpg.s) for R(k) > 0, (k) > 0 solves the prob-
lem (P1). Further, under the conditions (3.2.23), the operator LSEHD s an isomorphism of
H(curl,UY,_ D,,) provided that

co2|k|c3,

Cr: é > —, (3.2.29)
@ max(cg )
and V := E, H, satisfy the following estimates
IVIlL2@ _ Dy < Cll(E™, Hm)”H(curl,Ufnlem))' (3.2.30)
Besides for Cy, , Ce, in WY (Uj—1m Dy,) and (E4, Ha) solution of (A— Mg.s) then
1BA = Ellizun,y < ekt (1 H 2oy, + 1Elzwp,,) )-
(3.2.31)
1Ha = Hll2up,,) < C2,kcooa(HH||]L2(qu) + ||E||]L2(qu))>
for some positive constant which depends only on k.
To prove this proposition, we need the following lemma.
Lemma 27. The potential /\/m CA( V) = NiCA(V) = ((i)2 + V div)SIC4(V) solves
(curl® J\/’ga’cf‘ + QQNEO"CA)(V) = —a?CAV
and we have for a > 0
- [ N CaVas 2 IV e 2 P INEE B 2 0. (32.32)

Further, both MIBCA := 1k curl S?’CA and ./\/'z)a’c““ —NE’CA are compact operators, and it holds that

|k| + 5

2
Tt 2o e ) 1€V I,

(3.2.33)

‘ O 74 k|(|k] +1
/(NZDa,CA _Ng,cA)(V) -CAVdv SH(LL_‘_)(OM +5)ag +2360
D

k,C 1k (1+ |k])
/ Mp (Vi) - Ca, Vado <<(§ + Za)a + o W) 1C4:Valli2(pylI€a Villiz pys
(3.2.34)

T

where we recall that ¢, = g.

Proof. First, we write

[ e o= - [ N (cul M + 02N o,
p b (3.2.35)
/M o Ca curlQ./\/'chdSC— o?|| ZCYCAHH}(D)
D
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Due to Green’s formula inside D, we have

/ VX/\/WCA Curl_/\fw‘cAds: chrl./\/'w‘cAH]Lg —/ ./\/'WCA curlQ./\fchdx (3.2.36)
oD

As, outside of D, N/ €4 satisfies the Maxwell equation for k = i«, a direct application of Green’s
identity outside of D7 for a sufficiently large R > 0,% implies that

/ v XNZO[CA Curl/\/wcAds
OBR
- /aD v X /\/’m Ca curl/\/}')ofif“ds = chrl/\/m Ca H]L2 (Br\D) T 2N CAH]Lz (Br\D)
which guaranties® that
—( /a XN el N s ) 2 leurd N e ) + 0 INGAE o o
Further, we have
%(/ Vop. X /\/m €4 curl/\/za NioCa ds) — %(/ v X Nm €4 curl/\/m NoCa ds) =0,
oBp oD
which, with the radiation condition, gives
. XN"L(XCA 1Ma,cAd >H INZOLCAH + ZHMOLCAH 3237
- v curl Npp /4 ds > ||cur L2®s\p) + L2(R3\D)" (3.2.37)
The above inequality in (3.2.36) gives
leurl N5 oy + oINS oy < —lourl VA By + [ NESEA - curl N .
Then this last inequality in (3.2.35) ends the proof of (3.2.32).

Let us now prove (3.2.34) and (3.2.33). We write, for a = 1,

<ZHM°’A N5 o)

(ZH Nih v =N |

4The continuity of the normal trace of A/ Z)QVC 4 across 0D is due the facts that the operator v X V is an isomorphism
From H* (D) \ R to H~*(dD) \ R and divSi"¢4(-) have a continuous Dirichlet trace.

®The obvious thing is that %faB v X NEQ‘SA curlNga‘fAdsR*}m, due to the exponential decay of the kernel as
a>0.

VI

|visse - ),

(3.2.38)

N

o)
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Obviously, we have, due to (A.0.2), that

WESS. v =N @) = Int] + Inty'
where
tklz—y| ]
Inty® ::kQ/ S, CaV)(y dy—/ ——(CAV)(y)dy
! D\Dm 47r\x—y\( )() D\Dy. 47T|x—y|< )(Y)
and
zk’-i-lt 1 |z y‘((’bk‘—}—l)t—l) 1 (:E_ é&
- y)
Inty" : / / I+ ((tk+1)t—1— dt(CAV ) (y)dy.
* " o, e T Rl [ (i e ) e L CAVO L

We have, using Holder’s inequality, 6

3
k —|—1 a2
) < ' 25 ICAV |20
j>1
JFm

and

kI + 1) 2
iy < | T [kl]IC.aVI(w)dy.
migl< e [ T leavio)

N
\E|(Jk|+ 1)1 2 3
<Y S 5+ kl]ad eV,

j>1 Jm

j#m

which helps conclude, using Holder’s inequality for the second step once more and (A.0.6) of Lemma
43, that

ZHA@/Dm mEG

L2(Dm)
N
1K |( |k:\+1 s 2
Z(Z 5+ atlcaVliag,) o
_ jm
= j>1
gm (3.2.39)
(Ik] +1) 9 2|k]
<o’ oer ) 62[ 5=+ 6] ICaV 2.
|| = jm
Jsﬁm
2
(|k] +1)\2 9N 3 2N k| 9 9
_60(47r|k‘|_1) Na |: 52 + 6 +N|k§| } ||CAV||]L2(D)

5We have considered |k| > 1.
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Hence

R 2
> Wi~ A5

L2(Dm)

(IK” + D)\ 2 9a° 2a° k| al|k|* 2

<

<a(*5) [(a/2+5)452 a2+ 0)% (a/2+6)6} €4V ka0 (3.2.40)
(1B + [kD\2r 9(2Y) 29| k| 26|k ? 2

<

_Co< A ) [(1+207~)4 2 (1+20r)5cr (1_‘_207,)6} HCAVHLQ(D)a

S2:),60(<V<r|2+|k:|>> {|k| +4!k\+18

We deal now with the first term of the right-hand side of (3.2.38). We write

k|(|k|+1)7, 3
A [(|x_ |+|k|>}|CAVI(y)dy,

|k|(|k] + 1) 3
<L~ 7
= dr K/Dm! |2dy) +Hlat €AV,

and, as done in (3.2.18), we obtain

m7

Wi, - M) < [

| i ke ¢ |k:r|k:r+> 312
Ty = 2
3 WD o =t T
k |k|—|—1 372
(PR DN a4 Ka?] alCaVIZag, o
(3.2.41)
Gathering (3.2.40) and (3.2.41), we have
Ca _ ARCaA IEI(E +1) 5 o3 |k[+5
legy NE | 2y < 2 ((Ikl +5)af +2 co(l+2CT)QCT)HCAVHL2(DM. (3.2.42)

To derive (3.2.34), we write

R N R
k,C - k,C - k,C -
/ Mt CayVodv =) :/ M- CayVadv + > :/ > My 3t - Cay Vado.
m=1 Dm m=1 j>
JFm

(3.2.43)

The first term of the second member can be estimated using young’s inequality

/R3 u(z) (v *w)(x)dx

< Nullpz@s)llwliiz@s) vl @s),
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with u(z) = [C.,Val (@) XD, (2), v(x) = [V| (@)X (0.0) (1), () = €., Vil (2)xD,, (). We get”

I
> [ Jeatel@in,(e) [ 9o~ nlxnoan(c =) Vi), ()dy do

N
< €A Vax o, Iz 1€, Vixp,, 12w | VREX B(0,a) [P,
o (3.2.44)

1 1 |k’
<||Ca, V5 Ca, Vi — d
<[IC 4, VallLe(p)lI€ 4, Vil|L2 (D) /B(O,a) 47T(|$_y|2 + ]x—y|> z,

1k
<(5 + 3 @)allCaValluay 1€ Villzoy

The later sum in the right hand side of (3.2.43) is smaller than
z / Z / 55t IH 1Ca Vil [CauVald, (3.2.45)
J#m

and similar calculation, as done above and using (A.0.6) of Lemma 43, gives successively

D=

- |k|Ns A |k:| ;
$1<Ya ||cA2v2||L2(Dm)(co< = ) (X 57 * 5, ICnVillmy)
2
N

k[R5 N 3 X L K
2
< (s 52+ =) 3<rrcA2v21\iz(D>Z (5 5ucA1v1HL2<D>,

[R5
<co (52 5 )a BHCAQ‘/?H]L?(D)HCA1V1HIL2(D)’
which implies that
R
kC (1 + |k])
> i My (W) - Ca, Vado <COW"CAQ‘/?H]L?(D)HCA1V1H]L?(D)' (3.2.46)
m=1 m r
O

Proof. (Proposition 26) Consider the equation (M. s), which is; with the notation of Lemma 27
and <-, > standing for the scalar product in L?(D),

<E7 C€T‘E> - <'Aﬂl)ojgsr ’ C€T‘E> - <le):7,cEET Nza CET > - <ZkM]l€)7f:Il{h ’ C€T‘E> :<Ein ’ C€TE>’
<H’ CMTH> - <N.Z)Oj}§lur ’ c)urH> - <Ng’,i;LT - NlDCf}SuT ) CNTH> + <szlg,cEar ’ C)LLTH> :<Hin7 Clu"rH>’

"Notice that D,, C B(zm, 3) C B(y,a) whenever y € Dy, and XB(0,q)(T —¥) = XB(y,a)(T)-
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and with (3.2.32), taking the real part of the above equation, we get
R(E.Co )~ RN~ NE £ G )~ ROAMET G B) <h(E"-CB).
R(H,Cp H) — RINSH — Ng‘fﬁ“zcurm + R(kMySr Cp HY <R(H™, Cp H).

With the estimations (3.2.33), (3.2.34) of Lemma 27 and the assumption (3.2.23) we get®

G KO+ s o K45\
E 7( 2 7) FE
oo || || A az + CO(]_—}-QCT)QCT ” H
~2 ki (a+ o DY 1y ) < (- e ),
> 4re}
- O (s RS
COO ” H COO 47T a'2 + CO(1+2CT)QCT H ”

(14 [K)

s ) IHIIEN < (™ ¢y H),

—c§o|kl(a+c

(s
which, under the conditions

co2|k|e3, [kI(F+ 1)

1
> —, a<l1, and a < —, (3.2.48)
' max(cg, , k) dm 16
gives
1 .
I1E]* — o HNE < %HEIHHHEH,
o
and )
C .
|H|)? - o HIE] < %HH“]HHHH-
Coo
More precisely,
181 < 222 (|l + o= la)), (3.2.49)
4cg,
and 5 1
Coo - -
H| < 7( ||+ —||B™ ) 3.2.50
I1H]| W 1]+ 12" (3.2:50)

Concerning the estimate (3.2.31), identifying both left hand sides of the eqs. (M .s) and (A —
M,.s), we have

k,
(Ha— H) — (k2 + Vdiv)Se " (Ha — H) + ik ewl 857 (B4 - E)

C —
(2 4+ Vdiv)SE T () 4 ik el 855 (B,

8 Assuming that |k|a < 1.
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then, due to estimates (3.2.30) for the solution of Lippmann-Schwinger integral equation, we obtain

k’c T . k7c r
[Ha = Hl[L2(py < H—(kzz%—Vdiv)SD Al (H) + ik curl S, er—Aey, (E)‘

12(D)’
S c2,k<”<cﬂr - ACMT)HH]LQ(D) - H(CET - ACMT)EHU(D))’

< cQJcCooa(HHH]L?(D) + ||E||]L2(D))-

Remark 28. We have two observations:

e We can consider either both real temsor or complex valued ones for the relative electric per-
mattivity and magnetic permeability inducing similar assumption concerning the corresponding
contrast in (3.2.23).

e We could improve the condition on the ratio § by taking a larger o.. But this would increase
the constant that appears in the estimation (3.2.30) which will result in the worsening of the

error of approximation in the latter calculation.

3.2.3 Field approximation and the related linear system
We set
or ::/ CpH dv, RB ::/ CpE dv (3.2.51)

and write, with (E4, H4) solution of (A — M,.s),

Om ::/ Hy dv, Rm ::/ E 4 dv. (3.2.52)
D, Dy,

*

For Uf,fr = CZTVV#T and Ugf = CETVVW?, where V#T, Vnir are the respective solutions of
PrAni(1)) with B = ' and B = ¢, we recall that
( I -

= Cr VdivSh (Uh) =Cj, (3.2.53)
and
Ui — €, VdivS) (Up) =CE . (3.2.54)
Due to Equation (3.2.8), we get
* " 3
Uk 200y < €5, VV lL2(Dyy < coca?, (3.2.55)
and o ,
1Un l|lL2(D,) < €2, VV IL2(D,,) < cx0a?, (3.2.56)
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where

o (I BllL= (D) +2)?
Coo = MAax sup

MmN 2€Dm, B=Ep [l (% — a?||B|lL=(p,n,) %)

is a positive constant.
The following assumption could be seen as a consequence of the scaling (3.2.11) and Lemma 23,
for A = e, ur,

ppad|\VI> < [PE 1V -V <uhad®|V[ whenever B € W (D,,,R? x R3), (3.2.57)
and
ppadd [V < %([Pﬁm]v : V) <uba®|V? whenever B € WX(D,,,C> x C3),  (3.2.58)

where MX ‘= max,, uj s Mg 7= Ming, gy and (,quE m)$n:1 are constants that satisfy the previous
inequalities for each D,,.

We set for U, V € L?(D,,)

XV 3 ’ i
S~ [Whhaoy | (3l b+ 1 QR + 1) 2
[ - +(a;j+- 62, ) (1012, 1V oy [a® )-

(G>1) mj Omj
i#m

Erp(U,V) = 0(

(3.2.59)
With (A.0.6) of Lemma 43, we obtain

R 11 3 11

a k|l +2)°a*|In(d
E:Erm(U,V)QZO(|U||E2(D)68 +(||U\|?L2(D)+|\V||?L2(UmDm)><l | )56 |In( )\)_ (3.2.60)
m=1

The far field of the scattered wave is given by, see ([22], (6.26)-(6.27) p. 199),

EM(@):Z;@X (/U

Furthermore, for the scattering of plane wave, (3.2.30) gives, with (3.2.49) and (3.2.50),

e~ HREYC, B(y)dy x j) + g« / e_m'yCMrH(y)dy. (3.2.61)
X _Dm A Up=1Dm

5Cxo |k 1y\3
< — -
1By <2 (1P1+ 10 P1) () (3.2.62)
and
I B (1 e o) (L 2 (3.2.63)
1 ) <= (g 1PI+ K6 < PI) ()

With the above estimates, we have the following result.

Proposition 29. For & € S', we have the following approzimations for the far field of the scattered
waves
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1. if Cp,, Ce, are symmelric.

3
Id

N .
K2 k .- k
Eoo(@) — § <4ﬂ_ezkzx-zm@ % <Ri{ % i‘) + %efzkmzm@ X Q%T>+( 3 a), (3.2.64)

T

2. if Cp,, Ce, are not symmetric
R ik
E®(#) =Y (Me_’ 20 x (Co, R x &) + TR X €y, QO
m=1

(3.2.65)
. O(w + kP +|krcoo<cooc2,k+1>a>7

3
c; c;

N
uniformly for & € S?, where (R%)

m=1

N
and (Q#{) , are solutions of the following system

N
e — [ph | (Z [Hk(zm, 25) QN — ik (2, 25) X Rﬂ n Hm(zm))
j>1
FEm

+ Bru(H, E) + O(K|Cp, Hlz(p,ya* + Ce, Elluz(p,ya? + [ka*),

\ (3.2.66)
RSy =[Py ] <Z [nk(zm,zj)njfr + ikV®y(2m, 2;) X Qﬁﬂ + ~Em(zm)>
i
+ Brn(E, H) + O(¥Ce, BllL2(p,)0% + ICu, Hll12(p,,)a + Kla*),
R . .
and (Rm>m:1 and (Qm>m:1 are solutions the following system
AT, R : .
Qu = [Pp, 1(AE,.) ! (Z (2, 2)) AL, Qj — KV (2m, 2;) x AL Ry| + H"“(zm>>
j7m
+ Br(Ha) + O | Acy,, Hallu(p,a? + | Ace, Ealliz(p,)a?).
AT R , .
Ron = P AR )™ (30 [ 2) AL, R+ V0 (21r,2)) % 4G, )] 4 Bz
iz
+ Erp(Ea) + Ok Ac,, Eallixp,)a’ + e, Hall2(p,)a%)-
(3.2.67)
Proof. For x € D, we have from (M, s)
— (K + V div)SpSh (H)
+ikewl ST Car( E)= EN: [(kz + lev)Sk c“’“( H) —ik curl S Car( E)(x)| + E™(2), (3.2.68)
j7m
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and

— (K2 + Vdiv)SEE (B)

X
—ikewl Syt (H) =Y {(kQ £V div)SEE (B) + ik curl S5 H)(x)} (), (32:69)
j>1
i#m
e (Deriwation of (3.2.66)) Multiplying the first member of (3.2.68), by UL and integrating over
D,,, we derive

/ Um:(ﬂf)'< (k‘2+Vd1V)S c“’“( )+zkcurlSkCA( ))(x)dw
Dy,
_ / R (1 - V div SSEH ) (H) ()i — 2 / UE (@) - S5 (i) (@) de
- / UL () - (lev[s’“%—sng}(H)—ikcuﬂsgfc(er)(E))(x)dx, (3.2.70)
D,
_ / Ul [1 = V div SSE ] (H) (2)da

+0(Ka"?|Cp, Hllizp,) + a”[Ce, Bllip,) ).

Indeed, due to the third identity (A.0.4), for a = 0, it is obvious that

\v div[§kC1—80CA] (H)(x)’

(¢
<.
2k? k3
S/DM [m * g)} |(Cpu, H) (v)|dy,
k2 1 1 % k?’ 3
= [ﬂ (ll_r)%/B(y,a)\B(zm,r) mdy) + EGQ} HC,U'rHH]]ﬁ(Dm)a

o1 ks
§[§;WG§*‘;;aﬂucufH”L%Dmy

2

1+ G- ) D )|

#)) (2 —0)] .2

4|z — y|

hence,

m

SECu _ g0Cu, T kK
HVd1 Hr— Syt ](H) L2 (D) < g[f }GZHCMTHHLZ(D )

We also have, for similar reasons,

[ om

L2(Dy) 3[ \ﬁw]w”c# HHL2(Dm
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Regarding the third term of (3.2.70), we have
‘/ Um: (x) - (zk‘ curnggc(gT)(H)) (x)dm‘
D

= RO Ly WL

3
cp, a2 ||Cp, H 2 p, 1 k|
< i d
- ir [ i e

1 k 5
§CH7-(§ + ZG)GQ HCMT-HH]L?(Dm)'

Hence, we get from (3.2.70)
/ Uk [H — (K + V div)SpEh (H) - ikcurlsg§°<5r)(E)}du
* . . 7 5
:/D [1 —C;, VdivS) |(Un") - H dv+ O(K||Cp, Hll2(p, a2 + |ICe, Ell2(p,,)a?),

. z 5
=/, Cji, H dv+ O(K*|Cp, Hl2(p,)a> + Ce, EllL2(p,,)a?)-
(3.2.71)

Multiplying the second member of (3.2.68) by Uk ind integrating over D,,, gives

N *
; /mUT/;fr(a:)- [/DJ Iy (z,y)(Cp, H)(y)dy + ik /Dj Vb (z,y) % (Ce, B)(y)dy|de

i#m

+ / Ut HRdy,

and a first order approximation, considering (A.0.1), gives

N N
| vt Y (Mt ) [ @)+ 890z, z) x [ (€2 BYw]
m 2 i ’ (3.2.72)

+/ Uk dv H™(2;) + O(|k|*a*) + 2Er,,(H, E),
Dy,

which gives, when the contrasts are symmetric, joined with (3.2.71), the first approximation
in (3.2.66). Similar calculation gives the second one starting from (3.2.69), and multiplying by

*

U7 as defined in (3.2.54).

e (Derivation of (3.2.67)) When, in the other hand, both C¢ ,Cy, are in Whee(UR _ Dp),
and not necessarily symmetric, we get, with a first order approximation, for the combined
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egs. (3.2.71) and (3.2.72) of the corresponding integral formulation of the Problem (A — M s)

* T 5
/DACM Hy dv+ O(K*|| Ac,, Halli2(p,) 02 + |Ace, EallLz(p,,)a?)

N

A« :
:/ Upl'mdv - Z [Hk(zm,zj) /D(ACWHA)(?J)dy‘FZkV@k(vazj) X /D (Ac., Ea)(y)dy
m i>1 J J
i#m
Az in (EA,H4)
+ [ Un'" - H"dv + Ery A7 A (H 4),
which we rewrite as
« 7 5
Ag, Rin + Ok Ac,,, HallL>(p,,)02 + || Ac., EallL2(p,,)a?)
R
A«
:/ U dv - 37 [z, 25) Acy, R + RV i (2, 25) < Ace, O
m j >
Fém
A in (EA,Hy)
+ Un"" - H"dv 4 Ery, 74 (H ),
or more precisely
7 5
Ac . R+ O(K?| Ac,,, Halliz(p,) a2 + || Ac., Ealliz(p,,)a?)
R
—Ac, poT DY [nk (2, 2j)Ac,, R + ikV By (2m, 25) X Ace, O

31

A« .
+ / U™ dv - H™(2) + BriPAHL (H 4) + O(k[*a?).

m

as for the symmetric case, the slights changes, for the second equation, are retrieved in the
error of approximation.

o (Derivation of (3.2.64)) Concerning the far field approximation (3.2.64), a first order approx-
imation gives

N .
k2 . k -
E2@) =Y (7@ X / eI e, B(y) x ddy + —iﬂ:ﬁ x / e_ka'ZmCMTH(y)dy)

= 47 - m
R (k2 - -
+) X ( / (e7ikty _emikzm . B(y) x 2dy (3.2.73)
m=1 Dm
ik —ikd-y —ik&zZm
ey ( —e )CMTH(y)dy> :

As 1
’(e—iki-y _ e—z'k:a?-zm) < zk:;f:/ e~ ika-(ty+(1=t)2m) gy . (y — Zm)’ < |k|a, (3.2.74)

0
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we get

N 2 . ~ ) . ~
E>(%) = Z (k—.% X / e~ kTzme. B(y) x idy + %:ﬁ X / e_’kw'z"‘CMTH(y)dy)

m

N 3 2
k|” + |k 3 3
+O< E ‘|4ﬂ_||a<ag’C€rEH]L2(Dm) +agHCMTHHL2(Dm))>
m=1

(3.2.75)
then follows

N 2 . ~ ) . ~
E>(%) = Z (k—.% X / e~ kTzme. B(y) x idy + %:ﬁ X / e_’kw'ZmCMTH(y)dy)

m=1 m m

N

LI
+0<47T(Na3)2 (HCETEHM(UDWL) + HC/MHHLZ(UDM) @

(3.2.76)
The conclusion comes using the estimations (3.2.62) and (3.2.63).
The approximation (3.2.65) could be achieved by adding-subtracting to (3.2.76) above the
following expression

I .
k2 s k
E®(%) = E <7§j v /D e_lkx'z”AcarEA(y) X Tdy + i—ﬂ:i‘ X /

o~ ikdzm .Acm, Hy (y)dy) .
DTVL

N .
00 (A, k2 A —iki-z A ik A —ikZ-z
B2 =) (34 % /D e = Ag,, Eay) x idy + i x /D e M Ac,, Haly)dy)

m=1 T
ol L »
+mzl Wl’X/;me (CETE_ACETEA)(y)XiCdy
+ikA></ —ikj:~Z7n<C H— Ac H)( iy | +0 M
7'('1' . & /‘I"r Lo A y)ay C;?Z al.
(3.2.77)
Obviously

/ e—z‘k:&~zm (CsTE _ ACa,- E’A) (y)dy = /D e—ik:?:~zm [CsT (E — EA)} (y)dy
[ e (ee, - e, ) Ea] 1),
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achieving that

R N
—Z - m 5
S|, ¢ (e~ A, Ba) 0] < 32 e b, ~ Ealion

m=1

N
3
+ Z azal/Ce, Hwoo(Dm)”EAH]L?(Dm)’

m=1

Using Holder’s inequality, with both (3.2.31) and similar (3.2.62) and (3.2.63) for E 4, we get

R 2
3 / ¢ ik zm (C&;TE ~ Ac., EA) (y)dy‘ ~0 (Wu) (3.2.78)
C
m=1 m r
With similar calculation we get
R
—iki-z _ CgoCZ,k + Cx

S| ek (cmH - .ACMHA> ()dy| = O| =222 ). (3.2.79)

m=1 m T

Injecting both of the above estimations in (3.2.77) gives the results.

]
Proposition 30. Both the linear systems
Pl LG = 3 [Hk(zm, 25) O — kB (2, 25) X Rj?r] +H"(20),
j>1
. (3.2.80)
€ 1-15 5 . Akt Sin
Py TR =Y [nk(zm,zj)nfr + ikV Py (zm, 2;) x OF ] + En(z),
j >
J#m
and
Am X
A{’;Li [P <Z [Hk Zm, Zj) A Qj — ikV®i(z2m, 25) X .AJ Rj} + Hm(zm)>,
Jj>
FZm
Am X
A?S: [77 <Z [Hk Zm, Zj) A R + tkV®(2m, zj) X Aj Qj:| —i—Em(zm)),
1
(3.2.81)
are invertible, provided
9 +
Pt > 3\k|u(5mur). (3.2.82)
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For |k| > 1 we have the following estimates

(Z‘Qur )5 “’(er,m ((Z!Hmzm )

NI
NI

N
+ ;(n;wm(zm)y?) ) , (3.2.83)

and

(ZN: REF) < “( (ZlH’”zm )ﬂ(im%mw)é). (3.2.84)

Furthermore (Ag. Ron, .AE”# @m)ﬁzzl satisfy similar estimates.

Proof. We deal with the case of real valued coefficients (i.e assumption (3.2.57) is fulfilled). When
either one of them or both are complex valued, we procceed in the same way taking the real parts
in the the coming derivations.

o (First linear system) We start writing the system (3.2.80) as follows

Qi — Z [Hk(zm,zj)[PDr]Q — ikV®i(zm, 25) X [Pﬁn]rR’j] = H"™(z),

(3.2.85)
Ron— Y [Hk(zmzj)[%;mj + ikV @ (2m, z;) X [PD;]QJ‘] = E™(zm),
j >
j#m
;1= ’u: —1HHr JRp— u: —1pHr - .
where Q; := [Py Q)" and R := [Py R;" for j € {1,...,N}. Observing that, due to
mean value property for harmonic function,

BO.6/P Y S [Molzm, 2P, - Pl 1@

M= T )=

[ mwlPhe; P )@ duds,
B(zm75/4) B(zj,é/p) ’

I
M~ M= iM-

iz (3.2.86)
- / / Mo(,y ZXD JIPh1Q Q; - [Pl 1Qu|dyda
m=1 B(zm75/4) B(z, ) j>1

[ [, @) @0 (Ph Q0] dydx> ,
B(zm,6/4) J B(zm,06/4)

for some z and p such that z € UY,_; B(zm,8/4) C B(z, p). Also for Q(z) = Z?zl XD, (x)[PD;} Q;
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we get

R R *
B0,/ 3 3" [Mo(zm, ) [P 1Q5 - [Pl 19|
m=1 j>1

JFEmM

i
/ N Q@) - Qa)da

N

Z / / Mo (2, ) [P, 1Qm - [P, 19 | dyda,
B(zm,0/4) Y B(zm,6/4)

in such a way that

R
= 3" [Mo(zm: 2)[Ph;1Q; - [P 120]
i#m (3.2.87)
> omet / / * .
Z TB0.6/ D o (2, 9)[Ph’ 1Qm - [Ph 1Qm | dyde.
B0, 0/4) JB(zm.5/) B(zm,6/4)[ ol y)IPD.) P, Y

With this in mind we have, from the first equation of linear system,

N i} R . .
> Qo [P 1Qm = Y Mi(2m, 2)[PR1Q; - [Ph! 1Qm
m=1

m,j=1

Jj#Em
N E* * X : *
+ ) ikV(zm, z;) ¥ [PL IR, - [Pl 1Qm = > H"(zm) PD;,1Qm:
£ "
Using (3.2.87) we get
R * N * *
Z Qm ) [PD:,L]Qm - Z (Hk - HO)(zm’ z])[PD;]QJ[PD:"]Qm
i o
N

+ Z ikV@k(Zm,Zj) [PD ]R [PDT }Q

m,j=1

#m

m=1

(3.2.88)

As we have, see ([30], Theorem 9.9),

= HXB(Zm,l)HILQ(RB) (3289)

/ Ho(*, ¥)XB(zm,1) (¥)dy
RS

L2(R3)
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we get, with Sy (Ho) standing for the third term of the left-hand side of (3.2.88),

Sy / / (2,9)[Phr 1 Q- [Pl | Qun | dyder,
0) < G5 [ g, [0 0PELIOn - P10
Z 1 |/ Mo
< s Mo (2, ) [Ph7 |Q@mdy [Pp]
1B, 1)?||./B(zm.1) L3(B(zm1)) H L2(B(zm,1))
X
< Z‘ [Ph ] Q.|
which replaced in (3.2.88), together with (A.0.4), for a = 0, gives
X X X o2
S Qu [Ph1Qn - Y <|k (fﬂkl) 3 )\PDT Qj|(Ph 12
m=1 mi=t mj
(B riee. sam
m.g=1
j#Em

N . 9 N .
- Z‘[PD;]Qm] < Z{Hin(zm)”w‘g;]gm‘.
m=1 m=1

From the above inequality, with calculations similar to (3.2.39), we get

N 2 2 N
s _ 3|k| k|([k]" + 1) 1 T 2
2, O [P0 10 <<a/z+a>%5+ (a/2+6>3>< 7 2 [Peen

R . 1
B (k?((a/;ﬂsm+ (a/2|k+|a 2)>(Z\ ®| )’ (;’“”5;]%\2)

—Z]PD Qm‘ \Hm Zm \]PD

then, with the original notations, we get

S P 1l Gl - (VI VMO ey V2 Ok
o (+2e)ie, (420! /(+2e)f @

1

_(lkl(( 2, 2 ))<Zi=l’ﬁ%‘2>2<Z?@=1r@#ﬂ2>2

e \(1+2¢,)  (1+¢)? a3

I
- lomP < ZIH‘“ (zm) || Q.

m=1 m=1

(3.2.91)
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Due to (3.2.57), considering that, both
~ A 1 .
O P < [Ppr T Ok Oy < ————| Ok (3.2.92)
VHe, ) AT
and
1 se, |2 €1 1-1PE, . PE, -2
W‘Rm < [Py, ) Re - Riy < — 0K | (3.2.93)
G ”(eT,uT)

are satisfied, both (3.2.91) a

nd the obtained result from repeating the same calculation for the

second equation, gives, with ¢, > 3|k|u Enrfin) and |k| > 1,

7
——a

G

m=1

and

7 LR
(5 — a¥) IR P -
m=1

which, for a < 1

-~ Stz 2
)10k 12— 5(

[N

) (i) <

m=1

N
S IRS 2 321Hm (zm)|IOR ],
m=1

& 3 N oy z N . ~
S (D1 P) (IR < @ S0 2 1OH,
m=1 m=1 m=1

< 3, gives
3 3 a [ 3 3
DQ’“F () (Zl@ ) < e g (I G0 (DQ‘“)
m=1 m=1
and
N PR 1R 1 a3 & 1R 1
Sy, 2 _—y iy 2 in 2 T 2
DOIRA = (X195 ) (SR P)" < w5 (21" ) P)* (D219 )"
m=1 m=1 m=1 m=1 m=1
Then follows the conclusion, namely
N 1 N 1 1 N 1
oy . 2 in 2 = 2
(S1087)" < ue, e (Do 1™ @) ) + 5 (DD IRE )
m=1 m=1 m=1
and
1
< 2

(i\ﬁ%ﬂ )

the linear system as follows,

oo (1) 5 (05
m=1

(Non symmetric case) We could deduce the estimate from the above calculation writing down

first we set, for m € {1, ...

N}

Am A™
[Tp, 17 ZAEHH;[PD;”]_I(A&,.)_17
Agi 1 m ggF—l m \—1
[Tp,, 17 =Ac. [Pp,/ ] (Ac,)
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and, this time
A _
R, = [TDmr] A’cnerRm, (3.2.94)

A ~
Q= [Tp, 1T AE, Om (3.2.95)

the system (3.2.81) can, hence, be written as

R
A x A _« .
Q= D [z, 2)[T571Q; = ihV @k(2m, 25) X [Ty, 1R | = H™(21n),
Jz1
. (3.2.96)
A, , A, "
Ro— Y [Hk(zm,zj)[TDmr]Rj + kYD (2, 25) X [TDMT}Q]} = E(z,,),
=
hence, following the same line as in the proof for the first linear system, we get
(1/2) M(Era#r in % 1 : in 2 %
(ZIA@T ) < (Zuf (z)?)" +3 (2 IE"zn)?) " ).
m=l (3.2.97)
(1/2) M(Emm a 1n % a in 2 %
(Z\Acer Rnf2) 7 < —El— (Z\H )+ (1B ) ),
m=1 m=1
with unchanged condition on
cr = 3yk\u(+€ 1y 1Bl > 1. (3.2.98)

For the last statement, it suffices to observe, that C4 and its transpose C% share the same
cigenvalues, and hence leave those of [P7, ]7! identical to those of [T/ ]~

O

Proof. (Of Theorem 20)

e We start with (3.1.13), noticing that, for (QMT Rur)m 1 solution of (3.2.80) and ( fir, R/njif)fn:l
solution of (3.2.66) then (Qhy — Qb Rby — REM® _ solves (3.2.80) with

. - 7 5
H™(2p) = [Pp ] (Erm(H7 E)+ O(752”C",MMLIWL?(DM)C'J2 + ||CETEHL2(Dm)a2>> (3.2.99)
and

E™(2m) = [Py ] (Erm(E H) + O<k2”06 EllL2(p,) az + 1Cu, H 2D,y @ g)) (3.2.100)
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Thus, with the estimates (3.2.83), (3.2.84) and (3.2.92), we have, with the aid of (3.2.60) for

the third inequality

<i‘Qﬂr Q/‘I"r‘ )é

1
2

m=1
Wi [ f N 2 5 H)*
< 3N (Br(H, B) + O(KCp, Hlliz(,ya? + [Ce, Ellxp,,)a?))
'U/E'm,ur) m=1
R 2Y 3
{Z <E7’m B, H)+ O(k?|[Ce, El|r2(p,, a% + HCMTHHM(Dm)ag)) } ]7
m=1
9“?_6 i) X 9 % R 9 7 5 %
< SM’N - (Z Erp(H, E) ) + ZO<’*€ 1Cu, Hlr2(p,,)a? +HC€TE”1L2(Dm)a§>
Erllr) L m=1 m=1
N N 7 o\
+ (X BB, 0)2)* + (Y O(KCe, Ellie(p,a? + I, Hlzp,ya? ) ,
m=1 m=1
9 + %
He, 1, 1 k| +2)3a'In(s
< Pt 0 1Ry % + (1B + 1H ) 2 IO
M(E,,.,,M,.)
N
l 1
(OO 10 1)+ (D1, B, 070
m=1 m=1
1
all k| + 2)3a't|In(8)] | 2
o<||E||i2(D)58+(HEH?L2<D>+\Huﬁm(m)(" ALY

N 1
+ (O(K*(Y NG, B, )0t + Zucmﬂuw >%)2)2].

m=1

With the estimates (3.2.62) and (3.2.63), for the scattering of plane waves, we obtain
1
O(a NUE 2)3«;1111n<6>|> 2
) 0

+O(kgcooa7/2 +c a5/2)

+
4“(57"7/’67”) X cm(’k‘ + 1)

1
1O — Ol ?) " < —
(Z ) 8/‘(5T,ur) min(cg, , ch )cg

(3.2.101)

hence,
k| +1
) (A )[ +alln(cra )|+a}a3/2), (3.2.102)

(Z‘Qur ol )é:o( T,MTE/Q .
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and with similar calculations follows

(Z IRE — RHr| )é - 0(6(5*’“23(/‘5’ 1 [014 +a|ln(c,a)| + a] a3/2), (3.2.103)

with

4”( rnur) Cm(‘k‘ + 1) .

T

Cle ) = _
8le, ) lrnin(cgo ,Cho )

Recalling the approximation (3.2.64), we have

R ‘
K s E o
E®(2) = Z (Me—zkmzmi. « <R§{ > i’) + jliﬂ.e—zk:x.zmi. % Q#f) —I—O(a),
3 k2 ik
= —tkZ-zm 4 RE 5 —ikZzm 5 o, OMr
= —e EX (R X&)+ —e T x O +O(a)
m:1<47r < ) 4 )
N 1 (3.2.104)
|k| ’ —ikZ zm >§( Ko /~Lr >
* (mz 1672 Z|Q —Q
~ : :
—zk:&~zm 5E, _ PEL2
(35 B (S50 )
which with the estimations (3.2.102) and (3.2.103) reduces to
R PN ik - .
EX@) =Y (Me—lkz'% x (Rey =) + e Mg x Ol | 40(a)
et . (3.2.105)
k| 1 e, pu) [kl +1)r1 3/2
%53/20( 372 [C—%+a|ln(cra)|+a}a ),
or
R ik s .
E>(2) = Z <47Te W Em g (725’" X x) + Ee_l BZm g o Qb +0(a)
1 (3.2.106)

k] (e (K[ +1)
+ 27TO< c?

1
[— + al|ln(cra)| + a} )
c;
e The approximation (3.1.15) can be justified in a similar way replacing, respectively, A&T R

and A@Lr Om by Ry, and Q.
]
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3.3 Scattering by perfect conductors, i.e. (P)

3.3.1 Preliminaries and notations
3.3.1.1 Boundary traces, Surface gradient and related operator

Let ¢ and U be smooth, respectively, scalar and vector valued functions. The tangential gradient of
¢, is given by Vi¢ := —v X (u X V(b), where v is the outward unit normal to D. Then the (weak)
surface divergence of A, of tangential fields, that is v - A = 0, is defined by the duality identity

¢ DivA ds=— Vigp- A ds. (3.3.1)
oD oD

or by the relation, for A = v x U,
DivA = —v-curlU. (3.3.2)

Obviously, from (3.3.1), if Div A exists, taking ¢, (z) = 1, gives [, Div A(x) ds, = 0, see [57]
and Chapter 2 in [22]| for more details.

The spaces ]L? P(AD) denote the space of all tangential fields of L2(dD) that have an L3(0D)
weak surface divergence, precisely

}Lf’Di”(@D) = {A € L?(0D); A-v =0, such that DivA € IL%(@D)},

where

L2(dD) := {A € L2(dD) such that | Ads = o}.

oD

We recall, the usual Single and Double layer-potentials, either scalar or vector field, defined,
respectively, as follows

Sho )= [ @ulaa)( - @) ds, (333)
L aq)k(x7y)
Kip( )= [ FREEC () dsy (3:3.4)

These fields are C°°(R?\ 9D). In addition, they admit the following Dirichlet trace, for almost every
x € 0D

Shp() @) = [S5pl(A@) =l S5p(A)) = [ Buw)A) ds,, (3.3.5)
s€lx(z) oD
Khp(A)@)le = 172+ Kipl(A)a) = Jim K5p(A)(s) = +5A() +po. / O 5y ds,,
s€l 4 (x) oD Y
(3.3.6)
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were {Fi(x), S u;*@:laDm} is a family of doubly truncated cones with a vertex at x, which lies
in both sides of the boundary, such that T'y(z) N DT = () and the integral (3.3.6) is taken in the
principal value of Cauchy sense. For every s € [0, 1], all the operators

(S%5] : H*(0D) — H'™*(dD),
[+1/2+ Kj3p) : H¥(OD) — H*(dD),
[£1/2+ (K§p)*] : Hy*(8D) — Hy*(9D),

are isomorphisms. More details can be found in [69] and [56].

3.3.1.2 Virtual-mass and Polarization tensor

The following two quantities will play an important role in the sequel

51+ (K3, )" W)yds,.
(3.3.7)

[Pon] i= [ (=124 (B, ) @dsy. [Tom] = [

0D,

Both — [Ppm] and [Tpm] are positive-definite symmetric matrices, (see Lemma 5 and Lemma 6 in
[16] or Theorem 4.11 in [9]) and satisfy the following scales

[PDm] =a’ [P'Di]’ and [TDm] =a’ [T’Dm] . (3.3.8)

For i € {1,...,R} let (u])*, (uF)* be the respective maximal eigenvalues of [Tpm], — [Ppm}, and
let (u])~, (uF)~ be their minimal ones. We define

i

+ . ™+ (,P\*+ - . V- (,P\~
pto= ie?ffﬁ}((‘“) y(mi )7)y w ie{r{{}EN}((ul) (ki )7)- (3.3.9)

Hence for every vector C, we get

polclfa® < [Top,] € C < a®utiCP,

_ (3.3.10)
poICla® < —[Pop,] C-C < a®u*[C|”.

3.3.2 Existence and uniqueness of the solution
3.3.2.1 Maxwell layer potentials and boundary traces

The well-posedness of the problem (P2) is addressed in [22] and [61], for instance, and the unique
solution can be expressed in terms of layer potentials. Especially, when k € C\ R*, with Sk > 0, or
with additional hypothesis on k € RT, we can use the following representation,

E(z) := E™(z) 4+ curl 85, (A)(z), =€ DT =R3\ U\ _,D; (3.3.11)

where A is the unknown vector density in L? ’Dw((?D), to be found to solve the problem. In this
case, the magnetic field is given by

H(z) := H™(x) + %Curl curl 8%, (A)(z), (3.3.12)
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with, for almost every x € UX _,0D,,, the following traces are valid, see [57]), are valid

[1/2 4+ MEp](A)(z) :=v x lim  curl Sk (A)(s) = i%A +v X curl/ Py (x,y)A(y) dsy,
s€ly (z) oD

INBOJ(ALR]) (@) v x i curl® Shy(4)(s)
s€l+ ()
2 [ @) Al dsy + 9 [ @) DivA) ds,.
oD oD

(3.3.13)
For the perfect conductor boundary condition, such a representation gives birth to the following
singular integral equation

[1/2+ Mbp)(4) = v x B,
which can be written as
R
/24 M5, + > My, J(A) = v x B, (3.3.14)
i>1
J#Fm
with, for x € 9D,,, and j € {1,...,R},
lenDjA(a:) =V X . Vo @r(z,y) x Ay) dsy. (3.3.15)
J
For the surface divergence, we have
Div[I/2 + M%,](A)(z) = —[k?v - SE)(A) — [1/2 — (Kkp)*](Div A). (3.3.16)
In addition, for every u € HY(0D,,) (cf. Lemma 5.11 in [57])
[1/24+ MEp](v x Vu) = v x V[I1/2 4+ KEp)(u) — k* v x [SEp](vu). (3.3.17)

The fact that the operators appearing in (3.3.14) are isomorphisms on ]Lf ’D”(aD) is addressed in
the next section together with an estimate of the density.

3.3.2.2 A priori estimates of the densities

The following result together with the fact that [+1/2 + M¥% ] is of closed range, makes it describe
an isomorphism of ]L? D (0D). The proof goes in two steps. In the first step, we prove the estimate
when the wave number k has a positive imaginary part, Sk > 0, (ex. k =1). As [MgD — M) is
compact, we deduce, in a second step, a similar estimates for £ € R, under an appropriate condition
on ¢, (i.e. the dilution parameter).

Theorem 31. Let k € C such that (k) > 0. For any A € L?’Dw(aD), there exists a positive
constant cr, ., which depends only on k and the Lipschitz character of the D’s, such that

N
HAHI%?’DW(GD) = z:l”AH?Lf’DiU(@Dm) < CLJCH[:‘:I/Q + MgD]AHIQLt?,DiU(aD)‘ (3318)
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In order to derive this estimate, we need to use the following key Helmholtz decomposition of
the densities

Lemma 32. Each element Ay, of ]L?’Dw(ﬁ]_?m) can be decomposed as A, = AL, + A2, where
Al = x Vol e LP°(0D,,), v € HY(OD,)\ C and A2, € L2P"(8D,,) \ L?°(0D,,), and

m =

(3.3.19)
with the estimates
142]12(00,0) < rallAnllzonop ) 1420200 op,) < e2llAllzowp, -
1A%l 2000, < eslldmllzogp, ) [W8llizon,) < csallAll 2o o,
where (¢;)i—1,2,3.4. are constants which depend only on the Lipschitz character of the D! s.
To prove Lemma 32, it suffices to seek for the solution of the following equation,
{[u X VS, 1(w) + [ x S J(W) = Ap, a0
[v - curl SgDm](W) = Div A,

and get the desired estimations, using the scaling properties of the implied operators, with A2, =
[v x S%Di](W) and AL = [v x VS%Di](w). The details can be found in [14].

In what follows, ¢y, and ¢ will designate generic constants independent of a and depend, re-
spectively, on the Lipschitz character of D and k.

Suppose that E and H = curl E/ik are two vector fields that satisfy the Maxwell system,
with a complex wave number k, (k) > 0 and such that v x E is in L2PV(9D = U} _,0D,,).
Hence, in view of the decomposition of Lemma 38, there exist ¢; and &; such that, in each 9D,,,
vi x E=v x Ve +v x & with the following estimate,

[V x €illL2op,,) <eral|Ell2pmgp, s leillLz@n,,) < csallEll 20w ,p -

recalling that ||E||L$,Div(aDm) = |lv X Ellr2ap,,) + IV - carl El|r2(9p,,,)-

Let us set ¢ := anzl XoD,, ¢, €:= Zﬁzzl XoD,,€i. With this notations, for every x € 9D =
UR 10Dy, we get
vX E=vxVet+vx¢E (3.3.21)

and the following estimates hold

”I/ X 6HL2(US¢:18DW) SClaHEHL?,D'Lv(aUSL:le)7 HeiHLQ(U:‘anlﬁDm) S C4aHEHL?,Div(8U§L:1Dm).
(3.3.22)
Indeed, with Lemma 38,

N N
I x €122 opy = Z/ (vi x €)%ds <Y cla? (/ (v x E;)? + (divy x Ei)2d8) :
m=17m dDp,

m=1

(Z/ X Ei)zds = c%a2||E|]i§,Diu(aD)~

The second estimation can be done in the same way.
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Lemma 33. For any solution E to the Mazwell system, continuous up to the boundary, we have

1 _
B /aD v B x enl B ds| < e1, @ | H| 20 o) | Ell 200w o) (3.3.23)
with cp, independent of a and k, from which follows
2
10 eur ) < exerall Bl 20u o 1Bl 200 o) (3.3.24)

where ¢, == 1/min(%k/\k\2, S(k)).
Proof. Considering the decomposition (3.3.21), and using (3.3.1) for the second identity, we have

/E~V><curlEd3:/ (Ve+£‘3)~y><curlEds:—/ eDiv(yxcurlE)ds+/ ¢.vxcurl E ds,
oD oD oD

oD
:kQ/ eu-Eds—i—/ ¢.v xcurl F ds.
oD oD

Taking the absolute value, with Holder’s inequality and involving the estimates (3.3.22), we get
successively

1
ik Jop

]{2

_ 1
E-vxcul B ds| <ellezop)ll v - Ellizop) + 1€lluz@op)ll v x curl Bllezap),

<cy a ”HH]Lf’D“’(BD) HEHL?‘Div(aD)'

For (3.3.24), consider the following Green’s identity
1 1 —
/ |cur1E|2dx+ik/ |E2dx = / vx E-curlFE ds. (3.3.25)
ik D D 1k oD
The real part gives,
R 1

|:‘lg/ycur1E|2cm+sk/|E|2dg;:_a%(,k/ vx B-cul T ds),
D D ? oD

then, with ¢ := 1/min(%l~c/]k|2, S(k)) involving the estimates (3.3.23), we obtain

2 2
/D|cur1E| dx+/D|E| de < crer a |[Hl| 20w pp |l 200 o).
0

Lemma 34. We have, the following estimates for the exterior (E™) and interior (E~ ) traces of the
radiating electric field E

2
/aD’V X (V X Ei)’ Schk(”HiHL?’D”(BD)HE:E”]L?’D“’(E)D) + ||I/ . Ei”]?ﬁ(@D))’ (3.3.26)
and
2
/8D‘V Noud chck(HHiHL?,Dw(aD)HEi”Lf,Dw(aD) + v % (v x Ei)|y§2(am), (3.3.27)

and due to the Mazwell equation symmetry, same estimates remain true for the magnetic field H.
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Proof. Let E and X be two vector fields, with X real valued, and consider the following identity

1 — 1 —
/ div (\EPX — Re(E - X) E> dx = / <E\2X — Re(E - X) E) -vds.
D=U% _, Dy, 2 OD=U _ 8D, \2

(3.3.28)

Following [58], let X,,, € C*(D,,) be compactly supported in R3, such that X, - Vop,, > CL,, > 0
with support as small as wanted. Such a choice is possible due to Lemma 1.5.1.9 in [31]. Recall that
D,, C B(0,3) and D,, = aD,y, + 2.

Set ¢p :=ming,c(1,.. ) €L,,, and define, for every x € R3,

S (g, (@)
X(x): Z(Xm( . )XB(Zm:%)>'

m=1

Then X satisfies, for any positive scalar function V,

R
VX - vds =
[RERTED>

R
V(esm + zm))?(sm) . uapmanssm > Z crL,, / V(esm + zm)azds
m=1 9Dm

0D,
> CZ/ Vds,
oD
(3.3.29)
and for ¢} := max,, supp (|div X|, |V X|, \X’D, we obtain
1 > cz
sup [VX (a)] < — sup |V, X(s)| < L,
e % ocPn ¢ (3.3.30)
. ~ n 3.
sup |[div X (z)| < = sup |divs X(s)| < ‘L
z€Dm @ seD,, a

Being |E|* = E - E, we get both
div(|EX/2) = (|[E|>divX + (VE)E - X + (VE) E - X)/2,

and
div(E-X) E)=(FE-X) divE - (VE)X -E— (VX)E - E.

Taking their real parts then their difference?, gives

div(%|E!2X ~R(E-X)E)) = %(%|E!2 divX -E-X divE—E-VX E+E x X - curl E).

9Noticing that
R((VE)X-E)=R((VE)X -E),

and
R(VE)X-E—(VE)E-X) =R (curlE- (Ex X)) =R (curl E- (E x X)) .
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As E is divergence free, replacing in (3.3.28), we have

2 2 1.
/ (’ELX—%(E'X)E)'WSZ%/ (W—E-(VX)E+E><X-cur1E)dU. (3.3.31)
oD b

Since E = (v- E)v — v x (v x E), we obtain

R[] (E-X)E-vds=—-R (VX(I/XE)-XV'E*|V-E|2V'X)dS
oD oD

and then the left hand side of (3.3.31) becomes
1
/ (4E|2— |V-E|2)X-V ds+R [ vx(WxE) - X7 E ds,
oD \2 oD

hence it follows, with (3.3.30),

EJ? E
‘/ (|2 v-E| )1/ de)< +(a/ 3| ’ ——dv +/|E||curlE|dv —l—‘/ vx (vxE)- XU- Eds‘,
oD D

As |[E? = v x (v x E)* +|(v- E)v|?, using Holder’s inequality, we have

1
E -EQX«d‘<+—E E E
| /a a(rx @B = BR) X v ds| < e (1B lggeun,pye + I % Ellizon) v+ Elleon ).
(3.3.32)
which, in view of (3.3.29), gives both

+
/ lv x (v x E)|2ds < cL(’ HH curl, D)*
oD T cp

. + v x Ellaopylv - Eluzy ) + v - El2op),
L

and

2 Cz H HH curl,D) 2
v BPds < L (SO s Bl - Ellion) ) + v x (v x B)Zagon)
oD CL a

Using (3.3.24), we get

| s ppas < CL,k<||H||]L§7Dw(aD)||E|!L3Div(ap) + v x Elgzonyllv - Ellzop) + Iy E||i2(aD>),
and
|- BPds < eva (18l g0 1Bl 20w o) + 10 X Bllaon) - Ellzon) + 1y x 0 ) o )

Then 10

1
/8D|V < (v x B)ds < en (14 Iz 0oy Bl z o + 1 Bl )

1

(3.3.33)
/3D|V . E|2ds < CL’k((l + W)||H||]L$,Div(8D)||E||Lf,Div(8D) +|lv x (v x E)H]%‘Q(aD)).

10Being HV X E||L2(3D) S ||EH]L$’D“/(8D)’ ||l/ . EH]LZ(aD) S ﬁ”H”L?’Div(aD)’
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Concerning the exterior field, we consider a ball B,(0), with a sufficiently large radius r, which
contains D = UY _, D,,, and the support of X. Let D, := B, \ D, applying Green’s formula (3.3.25)
on D, gives

1 — 1 — 1
/ (= |curl E* + ik|E)) da = / vx E-—curlE ds — / vx E-—curlEds. (3.3.34)
D, ik dB(0,r) ik oD ik

As Sk > 0, due to the asymptotic behavior (3.1.8), we have

2§R< E - _1cur1E><1/ds> — 0,
OB, ’Lk

then, the real part of (3.3.34) and letting r to co gives

(k) 5 5 — 1
— ( lcurl E|* + Sk|E[*)dv > —R( [ vx E-—cuwlE ds),
R3\D k

Lk oD i
hence
— 1
/ (\CurlE|2 + ]E\Q)dv §ck§R(/ vx E-—curl E ds), (3.3.35)
RAUE_ D oD ik
which is the analogue formula for (3.3.24). The rest of the proof is identical. O

As a direct consequence of Lemma 34, we have the following assertion

Lemma 35. For every solution (E, H) to the Maxwell system, continuous up to the boundary, with
wave number k, we have both

HEi ”Lf’Di“(aD) < C%,k ”Hi HL%D”@D) (3.3.36)
and

HHi HLvai“(aD) < c%,k HEi HL?’DW(()D)' (3.3.37)

In addition, taking E = curl 8%, (A) for some A € ]L?’Dw(aD) with the trace limites as in (3.3.13)
we have

[+1/2 + MgD]AHILf,Dw(aD) | [NgD]AHLf,DW (D)’ (3.3.38)

and
|VEDIAll 2000 oy < €k IEL/2 + MELAN 2,010 . (3.3.39)

Proof. (Lemma 35) For the first part, being F =v X (v x E) + v - E v, we have
||E||n%2(ap) < v x (v x E)H]]Qﬁ(ap) + - EHiz(aD)-
Hence, with the first inequality of Lemma 34, we get

k> +1
|k[?

HHiHL?vD”(aD)HEiHLvai“(aD) + HV ’ Ei”%ﬁ(aD)) + HV ’ Ei”]%?(aD)

(3.3.40)

|E* 1220 < eri(
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and with the same argument, for the magnetic field using the second inequality of Lemma 34, we
get

k|* +1
HH:‘:H]]%Z(QD) < CL,k( D) ||H:t”]1‘f’Div(aD)HE:EHHA%DW(,;D) + HV X Hi”]]%?(aD)) + Hl/ X HiH%ﬂ(aD)'

||
(3.3.41)
Adding the last two inequalities and observing that

||Ei\|L§7Div(aD) < 1B 20m) + 1 H*1Z20m) (3.3.42)
and that
lv - E¥|IE20p) + v HE|IE2op) < L+ 1/ KDIH | 2000 ) (1B 200 + [H L2 0)), (3:3.43)
gives

||Hi||]2L2(aD) + |\Ei||i2(ap)

< CLk <(HHi”Lvai”(aD)HEiH]Lva“’(aD) + HHiHL?vDi“(aD)wEHL?(BD) + HHH]LQ(BD)))

+ [l x HE|[f 20 + [Iv - EiHHZP(aD))’

N

< crLg ||Hi||L§7Div(aD)(||HiHi2(aD)+\|Ei|’i2(aD)> :

Hence

1
2

1
2
(1= 12200y + 151220 ) * < el BT 20 apy < e (IR0 + 1ET 220 )
Interchanging E and H in (3.3.40) and (3.3.42) then repeating the same calculation gives

1
2

1
+ + 2 + +

(HH I220m0) + |1 B H[ZL%D)) < CL,k|’EiHL§W(aD) =< CL,k(HH I220m) + |1 B H[%z(aD)) :

The two last inequalities give us the desired result. O

The estimates in Theorem 31 follow using the triangular inequality and (3.3.38). Indeed,

| Al 200 (0D) = ||(1/2 + Mfp)A = (=172 + Mbp) 4|

]LQ Div(aD)’

< H(I/z + M5D>A] (3.3.44)

+ H (—1/2 + MEp) A’

]L2 Div 8D ]L2 Dz’u BD)

<(1+e2y) H +7/2 + MEp) A‘

2, Du;(aD)
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Remark 36. Similar calculations lead to the following estimates
IE1/2 + MaplAlliz(py < ecll[F1/2 + MgplAllvzo) + I11S5p] Allz o (3.3.45)

with instead of (3.3.25), we use the following inequality
/E)D v x [S3p]A - curl [SYD] A sds > |jeurl SYp(A)||* — || VS3p(Div A) ||| S9p (Div A)|
including the following one
/a v curl [S§D] A+ - V[Shp] Div Ads > || V.S§p (Div A)|,

where the norms are either of L2(D) or L2(R3 \ D) with the use of a similar decomposition (i.e Lemma 32).

Theorem 37. There exist a positive constant cr, j, which depends only on the Lipschitz character of
D,.’s and k such that,

e If k=0 and ¢, = % > co2er(|k| +4)er 1, then

X
Z ||A”i?’Dw(8Dm) < 3cp,1Na?, (3.3.46)
m=1

for ep,1 stands for the constant that appears in (31) of Theorem 31 for k = i.

o If3(k)>0andec, =1

ZHAHLz Divgap,) < CLaRa’. (3.3.47)

The following lemma will help us provide a short cut to derive the desired estimates and approx-
imations, using the results of section 3.2.3.

Lemma 38. For each m € {1,...,8} and x € D,,, we set,
My () == Sgp,, (w)(z) and M (x) := Sgp, (W)(z). (3.3.48)
where w and W are solutions of (3.3.20), then
A=vx VHLA(z) + v x HEA (2), (3.3.49)
and we have the following estimates holds

IVH LA

1
L2(Dm) S €202 [ Amll 20004, (3.3.50)

and

1
chrl H,QﬁA HLZ(Dm) <ecraz HAmHLf,Dw( (3.3.51)

8Dm)

are satisfied with some positive constant ¢y, depending only on the Lipschitz character of Dy, ’s.
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Proof. With the aid of the Green formula, being curl> H>4 = 0 in D,y,,

||cur17-[,2,;A||iz(Dm) :/ v x HEA - curl H2A| _ds,

D m

§HV><7-[,2;LAHLQ( |V><cur17-l$,lb‘4\_HL2

ODm) } (0Dm)’

SCL(IHAmHLf,Dm (8Dm)cLHV ccurl H2A| HLQ < czaHAmHi?,Dm(@Dm).

(D)

Again, using Green formula, we have

/\v%ﬁﬁwi/ HEAY . VHLA|ds
Dy, 0D,

< |’%717%A|’L2(3Dm) HV : V/H#LA’*H]LQ(aDm)’

A 2
< CLCLHAmHL?,DiU(aDm) CLHV x VHL |*”L2(8Dm) < c}faHAmHL?,Dw(aDm).
[

Lemma 39. For every k € RT, the operator M’gD - MféD 1s compact and we have, under the
condition on ¢,

, 1 1
k 2
|| (M('?D — MgD)A||L§’Div(8D) < (167‘(26%1 + CL,ka2> ||A||]Lf’DiU(8D)' (3352)

Proof. We have, due to the representation (3.3.14)

k 7 2
|(Mbp = Mbp ) AllZz.pin ) <

S 172 (3.3.53)
+ (SIS, -, >Ajr2)2] .
m=1 j>1
J#m
Using (A.0.3), we obtain
‘[Mf”Dm — anDm](A)‘ SCkaa”AmHLf’Dw(BDm)' (3.3.54)

Due to (3.3.16), (A.0.2) for &« =1 and (A.0.3), we get

Div(M},,, — M, DA <er (e + ) )all All2.owgyy, )+ 1+ )] Shp1(A)]

With
Cry =1+ k2)”[52mm]Hﬁ(ﬂﬁ(apm)),
we get
mm%—M%ﬂ@@mwmSQMW%@MWM+@W%w@MmM(w&)
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Summing over m

R R
ZH[anDm - M:nD J(A )HH} Div(5D,) < CL,lfa2 Z||Am||if’Di”(aDm)‘ (3.3.56)
m=1 m=1

For x € 0D,,, we have, with the notation of Lemma 27

lenDj (A)(x) =—v x Ng’}Dm(VH;’A + HJQ-’A) +v X MIB]}Dm(curl ’H?’A), (3.3.57)
and
div My, (A)(@) == v Niyyp, (carl B0 + kv My (VH 4337, (3.3.58)
Indeed,

anDj (A)(z) =v x curl /aD O (z,y) (v x V”H;’A + v X H?’A)(y)dsy,
i

=v x curl/ curl, ((IJk(x, Y)(VHEA + Hf,;A)(y)>dsy,
D;
=—vUX (curlQ/ Oy (z, y)(VHJI-’A + H?’A)(y)dsy - curl/ Oy (z,y) curl H?’A(y)dsy).
D;j D;
taking the surface divergence clear the second equation. Now, from (3.3.57) similarly to what was
done to get (3.2.40), (3.2.46) we get both

AR 2 2 [leurl 157 (y) |2
Z Z k i 2 (L + [k]) Z i \Wl2))
| (Mij B Mij)(A)H]LQ(aDm) =co 1672¢8 < a J
m=1 gil j=1
JjF#EmM

JA LA
(K| +4)% s IVH 1 R

+2300(|k’(|ir+ 1))2[<1+2cr>402} Z j .

7=1
N I A |VH1 VA + HQ VA
SN Div (M, — M, (Ao, <2 D Z
m=1 ];1 :
jEm

+23CO(

)

|I~c](|k!+1)>2[ (|k| + 4)2 } mlewrd 1 () 122,
(

4 14 2¢,)%c? = a

From Lemma 38 we get

N

N
SIS (ML, = Mo, YAy,

m=1 j>1

i#m (3.3.59)

EI(RL+DN\21 L (k[ +4)? 2
< -— 7 -
2eoer ( i ) [cg T+ 2e) 02} Z”A” L7 (0D’
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which give, with ¢, as stated in Theorem 37,

N I
) 1
k ) 2 2
Z H Z (Mij — Mij)(A)H]Lf’Div(E)Dm) < WHAHL%D“}@D)' (3360)
m=1 j>1 )
j#m
O
Proof. (Theorem 37). Now, we end up the proof of Proposition 37 as follows
1272+ Mbp)(a)|| 21172+ M)A - |[(Mhp — MEI(A)]
1
i 2\ 2 2
>||1/2 + Mp)(A)| - (Wc%l + i) A0,
> (L (o erna?) ) A aow g,
“\cra 1671'26%71 ’ L= (0D)
1
Then for ¢, a < Ser s
in [|2 _ k 1 2
[vx B HIL?’D“’(BD) = H[I/2 + MaD](A)H zgciLJHAHLf’D”(aD)‘
O
3.3.3 Fields approximation and the linear algebraic systems
Based on the representation (3.3.11), the expression of the far field pattern is given by
E®(#) = —ix [ Aly)e g, (3.3.61)
47 oD

where # = (x/|z|) € S? and A is the solution of the (3.3.14). As it was done in [14], let us consider
(wlm)?:l as the solution of

[—1/2+ M7, J(v x ¢y,) = —v x Vi, (3.3.62)

with
Vi'= (0,0, (z — z;) - e2), V5 = ((z — z;) - €3,0,0), and V5" = (0, (z — 2z;) - €1,0).

Taking the surface divergence of (3.3.62) gives
[1/2+ (K$p )*)(v-curlyl,) = —ul. (3.3.63)

Notice that

v Lds = — — 2V - curl bt s
/aDm X P, d /aDm(y ) 9L (y)ds,
- /aD [1/2 + (K§p, )| (v — 2m) I/2+ (Kp,) T - curlyy, (y)ds,  (3.3.64)
= [/ (G, )1 ) sy
0D,
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As curl V; = ¢, it holds that

/ viuds = / vcurl Vouds = —/ vx V- Vuds = / Vi-v x Vuds (3.3.65)
ODm, ODm, ODm, ODm,

for any scalar function u € H'(9D,,). Finally, let ¢,, be the solution to the following integral
equation

51+ K, (0m)(x) = (2 — 20). (33.66)

Lemma 40. Due to the scale invariance of both the double-layer and the Maxwell-dipole operators,
the following estimates hold

||v x ¢£n||Lz(aD) <cra’, |vx meLQ Divgpy < €LG and ||¢mllL2(0D,) < cra®. (3.3.67)

Proposition 41. For Sk = 0, the far field pattern can be approximated by

AR Ll
Z o~ tk&-zm g o {Q, —iki x 92} +0< - a). (3.3.68)

m=1

E*(z)

=~ .
ﬂ‘?T

The elements (Q}, ) ', and (92 )N 1 are solutions of the following linear algebraic system

N
Q2 =~ [Pom] D (M2, 2)Q3 — K2V k(2. 2)) x Q}) = [Pom] cwrl (=),

=
2 (3.3.69)

+ Erp (curtl H2A, VHOA 4 124) 4 o((a + DIka® | Aull 200 o, ) + \k!a),

N
Q= [Tom] - (~Vk(2m, 25) x @ + Til2m, ;) Q}) = [Tom] E™(2:)

e (3.3.70)

+ Erp (TH 4+ H24), curl H24) + O((@ + 1) KPP Anll 2.0, ) + @)

Proof. o (The far field Approzimation) Starting from the expression (3.3.61) with representation
of the density as in (3.3.49) we get with a simple integration by part

LR
k -
E>*(z) = Z—Tr Z (:ﬁ X / e~ Y curl H2A (y)ds,
" (3.3.71)

+ ikd x / e~ kY (V’H};‘(y) - H?,;A(y)) X @dsy)

This representation (3.3.71) is the analogous of (3.2.61), stated for the transmission problem,
in such a way that, the far field approximation is done in similar way, with the appropriate
changes that involve (38) (i.e the appearance of the constant cy).
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e (Deriwvation of the linear system)

For (3.3.69), multiplying (3.3.14) by V¢,, and integrating over D,,, we obtain

Vom - [1/2+ M}, 1(An) ds

0D,
; 3.3.72
= [ Von M, JAds + [ Vo mtas O5T)
i>1 0Dm, 7 ODm,
gFm
Integrating by part and considering (3.3.58), we get
Vom [I/2+ ME, 1(Ay) ds
0D, "
_ _ VA 2,A 2 Ak 1,A 2,A
_Z/ ( Gmy - N (curl 1) + kv - Mg (VI + H ))ds (3.3.73)
i>1 0D,
jZm
+/ Vo - v x EMds.
0Dy,
We have
- Vom [1/2+ Mﬁwm](Am) ds = Q% + O(|k|2a3||Am||L§,Div(aDm)). (3.3.74)

Indeed, using the relation (3.3.1), we have

¢m Div[I/2 + M,  ]A ds
8D, "

= /BD bm <[I/2 — (K5p.)*]Div A — kv, - [S@Di]A> ds.

= [ (1172 (30,0 + (K, K IDiv A+ 12 [85p )4 s
Hence, with the definition (3.3.66), we get
omlI/2 — (K§p )] Div A ds :/ [1/2— K%p ]émDiv A ds,

0D,

=— / (x — z;) Div A(x) dsg,
0D,

= / curl H24 do
ODm,

and the left-hand side of (3.3.73) ends up to be

0Dm,

Q2 +O((a + 1)|k|2a3||Am||L3,Dw(8Dm)). (3.3.75)
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As already done in (3.2.72), with a first order approximation, the second member of (3.3.73)
can be approximated by

_ [ . (VH + H?’A)dv>

N
Om ® l/ds} Z (Hk(zm, zj)/ curl H?’Adv — K2V (2, zj) X /

j>1 D; D
JFEm
+ Erp, (curl?-[Z’A, VHA + 7-[2"4)

(3.3.76)

where

N

m=1

and
N
curl H24 = Z curl 'H?’AXDm (z).
m=1

Replacing both (3.3.74) and (3.3.76) in (3.3.73) gives the result;

R

Q;, = —[Pom] [Z (Hk(zm,zj)Q? — VP (2m, 25) X Qi) +curl B™ (2,
Fim

+Er;, (curlHQ’A, VHMA + 7—[2”4) + O((a + 1)|]€|2a3||AmH]L?,Div(aDm) + |k‘|a).
(3.3.77)

Concerning (3.3.70) we have, for [¥,,] = (Tﬁf.n)(l:lgﬁ) as described in (3.3.62),

[ etz M, (A ds
ODm,

. 3.3.78
=30 [ e b, s+ [ B O
=1 oD I D,
J#m
The left-hand-side is equal to
ol + O(a?’HAHL?,Dw(aDm)). (3.3.79)
Indeed,
/aD qbfn /2 + Mﬁle]Am ds = O(GSHAmHLf’Dw(aDm))
" (3.3.80)

+ / UL - [1/2+ MO |(AL) ds
0D, v
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and, in view of the decomposition Lemma 38, we have, due to the scale invariance of [I/2 4
M%Dm] (see [14]), the estimates (3.3.67), those of Lemma 32, and similar estimate for (3.3.55)
with o = 0, that

<l (I0/2+ MY, 1A%+ (MK, — MO, 142]),

Mmp,

‘/ Vb, [I/2+ ME, A2 ds
8D, m

[k[*(10D])a’

A 2D,

S\Wé@HU(aDm)(CL +

k*(|0P])a?y 4 ,
S(cl + T)a |Amlly 200 o,

Further with (3.3.63), (3.3.17) and the representation lemma 32 we have, for the second term
of the left-hand member of (3.3.80)

W v X VT2 4 Ky J(uh)ds = / C[/2 1 (K ) - curlyl) wlhds.

0D, 0D,
:/ uluflds.
0Dy,
Due to (3.3.65) and Lemma 32, we have
/ v ds :/ Vv x (vu;‘; +H1’A>ds+O(a3HAHL2,Dw(3D ) (3.3.81)
0D, 0D, ¢ m

hence follows, integrating by part for the second step,
/ vl ds = Vi-vx Vullds :/ Vi-vx (Vuﬁ + Hl’A>ds + O(CLSHAH]LQ,Div(aD )),
dDn, dDn, 8Dy, i "

= [ VHPA+HYY) ¢ dv—/ Vi - curl HMAdw
D m

3
+ 0@ All 20w o, )
(3.3.82)
Then (3.3.51) gives
/w (Wl x V()2 + KOp J(uf)ds :/M vupds = QL + 0@ All 20w o, )
(3.3.83)

For the first term of the right-hand-side of (3.3.78), we have, with (3.3.57) and a first order
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approximation,

> - U [M,,, 1Ajds
— Jop,,
FEm

== 30 | (D NBHTH ) v M (el 7))
; oD
j>1 m

JFm
--y . <y>< (Hk(zm, z;) /D_(V”H}A + H}A)dv)

j>1 9D, J

jm

(3.3.84)

-V X (V‘I)k(Zm,zj) X /D curl’HJZ-’AdU>>
i
+Er (VH + H124), curl H24).

We rewrite (3.3.84) as follows

> Uh,  [ME, 1Ajds =) j/ vl | Mi(2m, 25) Q) — VOi(2m, 2;) x QF
— Jop,, j — JoD.,
J=Z V-
JFEm j#Fm
+ Brp (VHY + 1Y), carl H2A),
(3.3.85)
or, more precisely with (3.3.64) in mind and [ = 1,2, 3 gives, according to (3.3.7),

Z /8D (U] - [anDj]Ajds = [’Tpm} Z <Hk(zm,zj)Q} — I<:2V<I>k(zm,zj) X Q?)

>1 i>1
jZm JEm
+ Erm((VHl’A + M1, curl?—lQ’A).
(3.3.86)
Assembling both (3.3.86) and (3.3.79) in (3.3.78) gives us (3.3.70).
O

As in the proof of Proposition 30, with ™ and p~ as defined in (3.3.9), we have the following
proposition.

Proposition 42. Under the condition that

5
P 3lklut. (3.3.87)
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the following linear system is invertible

N

é% = —[Ppm] Z (Hk(zmazj)é\]z — K’V ®(2m, 2j) X é;l) — [Ppm] catl E™(z;),
FEm
0, = [Tom] Y (~V®(2m, 25) x Q2 + We(2m, 25) Q1) = [Tom] E"(2:).
FEm

(3.3.88)

and the solution satisfies the following estimates

N o % 9 +CI,3 R %
(Z(IQ%,LI?)) < (Z(|E(zi)\2+|curlE(zi)|2)> , (3.3.80)

m=1 m=1

and

R — % 9 +a3 R %
(Z(Q%ﬁ) < “8 (Z(E(zi)]2+]cur1E(zi)]2)) . (3.3.90)

m=1 m=1
The proof of Theorem 21 is similar to the anisotropic transmission problem with cr , =

cr (k] + 1);’1%0L7k(|k:| + 1) and ¢, describes the ratio of the largest Lipschitz constant that is
involved in section 3.3 and the smallest one.
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Appendix A

Appendix

A.0.1 Green function approximations

A simple application of mean value theorem gives

1
(Pr(z,y) — Pr(2zm,y)) :/0 VOi(te+ (1 —t)zm,y)dto (x — zp,) = O((Slmj(tslmj + ]k\)a),
1
V(®x(,y) — Pr(zm, y)) :/0 D*®y(tz + (1 — t)Zm, y)dt o (z — zpm) = 0(6;(6; + \k|)2a>,
v 1,1 3
VY (Br(,y) — Pr(zm.y)) :/0 D3tz + (1 — 1)z, y)dt o (x — 2) = O<6mj(6mj + |k))’a).
(A.0.1)

whenever y € D; and j # m. We will also need the following first order expansion of the Green’s
function?

(B — i) () = LE= D [ (@me-0-na)iel gy (A.0.2)
47 [071]
(k—a / (ikt-(1-t)la| (; z
VI[P, — Pinl|(z) =|——F eV Wikt + (1 — t)a)dt| —, A.0.3
= el <[ (it + (1 = Da)dt] (A.03)
Lelkt=(=tlzl (jkt + (1 — t)a) 1\ [®z]?
2@y, — Biq _/e I+ (ikt+(1—t)a — — .
V(2 - ®ial(x) = | T o) Tla] |1+ (iRt + (1= t)a m) = Jat
(A.0.4)
A.0.2 Counting lemma
Lemma 43. For any non negative function g we have
R 1
S g <48 Y g([(12+k2+i2>2(c7~+1)—l]a), (A.0.5)
1>1,i#7 1<I<N
0<i<k<l

P
!By ()® we mean the p-times repeated tensor product of .
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and for any non negative sequence ()N _;

N R a 9 c Ntl{ 9 R
S 5) < (mr) Y an (A.0.6)
m=1 j>1 " =1 m=1

j#Em

Figure A.1: Disposition of the faces Fj.

Proof. From a given position z; we split the space into equidistant cubes (CUj), centered at z;, such
that each of its faces support some of the (zj)NJ21 , and each of its faces, (F}) are distant from Fji

JFEm
with distance d + a, (see fig. A.1). Obviously the distance from a point z; € Fj to z; is

Az, 25) = 3/ (dlzi, F)? + (2, 20)2),
d(z;, F}) =1(86 + a),

(A.0.7)

z; being the orthogonal projection of z; on Fj. Repeating the same splitting on each faces Fj, we
draw concentric squares (S Qk)gc:l’ centered at z;, and there is 4 or 8 location that are equidistant
from a given square SQy to z; which correspond to the intersection of a circle with a square sharing
the same center, similarly, for a point 2z, € SQj, we get, with z; standing for one of its orthogonal
projection on SQy,

Azp 20) = \/ (A2, 20)% + d(SQi, 21)?),
d(SQk, Zl) = k‘((s + a),

(A.0.8)

further
d(Bg,, BZ,) = d(zi, zj) + a.
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Figure A.2: Counting on the square SQy.

So, for a non negative function g, it comes with (A.0.7) that

R
g(d(B2, BL)) = 3 g(d(zi,z;) ~ 26 > 9(dlz).z) — ),

j(?éi): = zjeF
1
—622 ( (Fy, z4) —i—d(zl,zj)Q)z—a)
= 1ZJEFZ

638 X (R dezf) - a)

I=1 k=0 2,€5Qy

and with (A.0.8)

X 1

Z g(d(Bg,,B ) <6 x SZZZ ( l2 d+a)?+d(z,5Q,)% + d(zp,zk)Q)é - a),
§(#i)=1 I=1 k=0 p=0

<6 x 8222 ( (I*(6 +a) +l<:2(<5+a)2+z‘2(5+a,)2>é —a),
1>1 k=0 p=0

which guaranties that
X 1
3 g(d(BZ,BZJ,)) <6x8 g([(l2 + k2 +z‘2)é(cr +1)— 1]a).
J#)=1 o%ick<l
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For (A.0.6), using Holder’s inequality for the inner sum, and considering (A.0.5), we obtain

m=1 j>1 TJ m=1 i>1 2 i>1 2
j j#m j#m
R N o R 1
J
> (X6 Ta)
m=1\j > " ;> M
Jj#Em JjFm
) % RN
_ (2—-4) I
<@ Ty Y 5
=1 m=1 j>1 ~MJ
Jj#m

The proof ends with

N R R R

aj Q; 1

/R E E —J § ;i E _

Z Z 67 oL J 6t

m=1i>1,m#j "J m=1r>5>1 ™MJ j=1 m>1  MJ
7] m#j
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