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ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with the intrinsic geometric structures of con-
ductive transmission eigenfunctions. The geometric properties of interior transmission
eigenfunctions were first studied in [9]. It is shown in two scenarios that the interior
transmission eigenfunction must be locally vanishing near a corner of the domain with
an interior angle less than 7. We significantly extend and generalize those results in
several aspects. First, we consider the conductive transmission eigenfunctions which
include the interior transmission eigenfunctions as a special case. The geometric struc-
tures established for the conductive transmission eigenfunctions in this paper include
the results in [9] as a special case. Second, the vanishing property of the conductive
transmission eigenfunctions is established for any corner as long as its interior angle is
not m. That means, as long as the corner singularity is not degenerate, the vanishing
property holds. Third, the regularity requirements on the interior transmission eigen-
functions in [9] are significantly relaxed in the present study for the conductive trans-
mission eigenfunctions. In order to establish the geometric properties for the conductive
transmission eigenfunctions, we develop technically new methods and the correspond-
ing analysis is much more complicated than that in [9]. Finally, as an interesting and
practical application of the obtained geometric results, we establish a unique recovery
result for the inverse problem associated with the transverse electromagnetic scattering
by a single far-field measurement in simultaneously determining a polygonal conductive
obstacle and its surface conductive parameter.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let 2 be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R”, n = 2,3, and V' € L>*(Q2) and n € L>(09Q)
be possibly complex-valued functions. Consider the following conductive transmission
eigenvalue problem for v, w € H(Q),

Aw+k(1+V)w=0 inQ,
Av+ Kk =0 in Q, (1.1)
w=1v, Ov+nv=30,w on 0f),

where v € S*~! signifies the exterior unit normal vector to 9Q. Clearly, v = w = 0 are
trivial solutions to (1.1). If for a certain k € R4, there exists a pair of nontrivial solutions
(v,w) € HY(Q) x HY(Q) to (1.1), then k is called a conductive transmission eigenvalue
and (v,w) is referred to as the corresponding pair of conductive transmission eigen-
functions. For a special case with n = 0, (1.1) is known to be the interior transmission
eigenvalue problem. The study of the transmission eigenvalue problems arises in the wave
scattering theory and has a long and colourful history; see [10,14,18,19,22,23,31, 33, 35]
1
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for the spectral study of the interior transmission eigenvalue problem, and [12,13,20]
for the related study of the conductive transmission eigenvalue problem, and a recent
survey [15] and the references therein for comprehensive discussions on the state-of-the-
art developments. The problem is a type of non-elliptic and non-self-adjoint eigenvalue
problem, so its study is mathematically interesting and challenging. The existing results
in the literature mainly focus on the spectral properties of the transmission eigenvalues,
namely their existence, discreteness, infiniteness and Weyl’s laws. Roughly speaking, the
theorems for the transmission eigenvalues follow in a similar flavour to the results in the
spectral theory of the Laplacian on a bounded domain. However, the transmission eigen-
functions reveal certain distinct and intriguing features. In [11,32], it is proved that the
interior transmission eigenfunctions cannot be analytically extended across the boundary
O if it contains a corner with an interior angle less than 7. In [9], geometric structures
of interior transmission eigenfunctions were discovered for the first time. It is shown
that under certain regularity conditions on the interior transmission eigenfunctions, the
eigenfunctions must be locally vanishing near a corner of the domain with an interior
angle less than 7. With the help of numerics, it is further shown in [5,27] that under the
H'-regularity of the interior transmission eigenfunctions, the eigenfunctions are either
vanishing or localizing at a corner with an interior angle bigger than 7. Recently, more
geometric properties of the interior transmission eigenfunctions were discovered in [8,27],
which are linked with the curvature of a specific boundary point. It is noted that a corner
point considered in [5,9] can be regarded as having an infinite extrinsic curvature since
the derivative of the normal vector has a jump singularity there.

In addition to the angle of the corner, we would like to emphasize the critical role played
by the regularity of the transmission eigenfunctions in the existing studies of the geometric
structures in the aforementioned literatures. In [9], the regularity requirements are char-
acterized in two ways. The first one is H2-smoothness, and the other one is H'-regularity
with a certain Hergoltz approximation property. The H?-regularity requirement can be
weakened a bit to be Holder-continuity with any Holder index o € (0, 1).

In this paper, we establish the vanishing property of the conductive transmission eigen-
functions associated with (1.1) at a corner as long as its interior angle is not w. That
means, as long as the corner singularity is not degenerate, the vanishing property holds. In
fact, in the three-dimensional case, the corner singularity is a more general edge singular-
ity. To establish the vanishing property, we need to impose certain regularity conditions
on the conductive transmission eigenfunctions which basically follow a similar manner
to those considered in [9]. That is, the first regularity condition is the Holder-continuity
with any Hoélder index a € (0, 1), and the second regularity condition is characterized by
the Herglotz approximation. Nevertheless, for the latter case, the regularity requirement
is much more relaxed in the present study compared to that in [9]. Finally, we would
like to emphasize that in principle the geometric properties established for the conduc-
tive transmission eigenfunctions include the results in [9] as a special case by taking the
parameter 1 to be zero. Hence, in the sense described above, the results obtained in this
work significantly extend and generalize the ones in [9].

The mathematical argument in [9] is indirect which connects the vanishing property
of the interior transmission eigenfunctions with the stability of a certain wave scatter-
ing problem with respect to variation of the wave field at the corner point. In [4, 8],
direct mathematical arguments based on certain microlocal analysis techniques are de-
veloped for dealing with the vanishing properties of the interior transmission eigenfunc-
tions. However, the Holder continuity on the interior transmission eigenfunctions is an
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essential assumption in [4,8]. In this paper, in order to establish the vanishing property
of the conductive transmission eigenfunctions under more general regularity conditions,
we basically follow the direct approach. But we need to develop technically new ingredi-
ents for this different type of eigenvalue problem and the corresponding analysis becomes
radically much more complicated.

As an interesting and practical application, we apply the obtained geometric results
for the conductive transmission eigenfunctions to an inverse problem associated with the
transverse electromagnetic scattering. In a certain scenario, we establish the unique re-
covery result by a single far-field measurement in simultaneously determining a polygonal
conductive obstacle and its surface conductivity. This contributes to the well-known Schif-
fer’s problem in the inverse scattering theory which is concerned with recovering the shape
of an unknown scatterer by a single far-field pattern; see [2,6,7,16,21,24-26,28,29,34] and
the references therein for background introduction and the state-of-the-art developments
on the Schiffer’s problem.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sections 2 and 3, we respectively derive
the vanishing results of the conductive transmission eigenfunctions near a corner in the
two-dimensional and three-dimensional cases. Section 4 is devoted to the uniqueness
study in determining a polyhedral conductive obstacle as well as its surface conductivity
by a single far-field pattern.

2. VANISHING NEAR CORNERS OF CONDUCTIVE TRANSMISSION EIGENFUNCTIONS:
TWO-DIMENSIONAL CASE

In this section, we consider the vanishing near corners of conductive transmission
eigenfunctions in the two-dimensional case. First, let us introduce some notations for
the subsequent use. Let (r,0) be the polar coordinates in R?; that is, z = (z1,22) =
(rcosf,rsinf) € R%. For x € R", By,(x) denotes the ball of radius h € R, and centered
at . By, := Bj,(0). Consider an open sector in R? with the boundary I'* as follows,

W = {w € R? | 2 #£0, 0, <arg(z)+ir) < GM}, (2.1)

where — < 0, < 0py < 7,2 :=+/—1 and 't and I'" respectively correspond to (r,6)
and (r,0,,) with » > 0. Henceforth, set

Sy =WNBy, I =T NBy, S, = WNBy, Ay = S,N0By, and Sy, = Sy\Shs. (2.2)

In Figure 1, we give a schematic illustration of the geometry considered here. For g; €
L?(S"1), we introduce

vj(r) = /S Mg (€)do(e), €8z e R (2.3)

It can be easily seen that v; is an entire solution to the Helmholtz equation Avj+k:2vj = 0.
v; is referred to as a Herglotz wave function with kernel g;. The set of Herglotz functions
is dense in the set {u € H'(Q2); Au + k*>u = 0} in the topology induced by the H!()-
norm. That is, for any v € H'(Q2) being a solution to the Helmholtz equation in 2, there
exists a sequence of Herglotz functions which can approximate v to an arbitrary accuracy
(see [36, Theorem 2.1]).

We shall also need the following lemma, which gives a particular type of planar complex
geometrical optics (CGO) solution whose logarithm is a branch of the square root (cf. [4]).
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FIGURE 1. Schematic illustration of the corner in 2D.

Lemma 2.1. [/, Lemma 2.2] For x € R? denote r = |x|, 0 = arg(x1 + ix2). Let

up(z) := exp <\/17 <cos <Z + w) + i sin (Z + 7r>)> : (2.4)

Then Aug = 0 in R2\(R_ x {0} U {(0,0)}), and s — ug(sx) decays exponetially in R
Let a,s > 0. Then

Q(QM — Gm)f‘(2oz + 4)

/W g (52)[2]°da < e 52, (2.5)
w
where dy = — maxy,, <p<p,, c0s(8/2 + m) > 0. Moreover
/W up(sz)dx = 63(e20Mt — g7 20miy =2 (2.6)
and for h >0
/ lug(sz)|dz < ws_ze_éw‘/ﬂﬂ. (2.7)
W\ By, Oy

We are in a position to present one of the main theorems of this section.

Theorem 2.1. Let v € HY(Q) and w € HY(Q) be a pair of eigenfunctions to (1.1)
associated with k € Ry. Assume that the Lipschitz domain Q C R? contains a corner
QNW, where x. is the vertex of QNW and W is a sector defined in (2.1). Moreover, there
exits a sufficiently small neighbourhood Sy, (i.e. h > 0 is sufficiently small) of x. in Q,
where Sy, is defined in (2.2), such that qw € C*(S}y) with ¢ :== 1+V andn € C* (ff) for
0<a<l, andv—w € H?(Xy,), with S, defined in (2.2). If the following conditions
are fulfilled:

(a) the transmission eigenfunction v can be approzimated in H'(Sy) by the Herglotz

functions vj, j = 1,2,..., with kernels g; satisfying

v —vjllgs,) < — gl z2(s1y < C3°, (2.8)



GEOMETRIC STRUCTURES OF CONDUCTIVE TRANSMISSION EIGENFUNCTIONS 5

for some constants C' >0, T >0 and 0 < p < 1;
(b) the function n(x) doest not vanish at the corner, i.e.,

n(ze) # 0, (2.9)
(c) the angles 6,, and Oy of the sector W satisfy
— T <O, <Oy <mand Oy — 0, £ 75 (2.10)
then one has )
lim / v(z)|dz =0, 2.11
p—=+0 m(B(:cc,p)) B(zc,p) ’ ( )‘ ( )

where m(B(xc, p)) is the area of B(x.,p).

Remark 2.1. In Theorem 2.1, we consider the case that v,w are a pair of conductive
transmission eigenfunctions to (1.1) and show the vanishing property near a corner. We
would like to emphasize that the result can be localized in the sense that as long as v, w
satisfy all the conditions stated in Theorem 2.1 in N Sy, then one has the vanishing
property (2.11) near the corner. That is, v,w are not necessary conductive transmission
eigenfunctions, and it suffices to require that v,w satisfy the equations in (1.1) in S, NQ
and the conductive transmission conditions on Sy NOSY, then one has the same vanishing
property as stated in Theorem 2.1. Indeed, the subsequent proof of Theorem 2.1 is for the
aforementioned localized problem.

Remark 2.2. The condition (2.8) signifies a certain reqularity condition of the transmis-
sion eigenfunction v € HY(Q). In [9], the following regularity condition was introduced,

lv —vjll @) < e’y lgjllraenry < Clnj)?, (2.12)

where the constants C > 0 and 0 < B < 1/(2n + 8),(n = 2,3). Here, we allow the
polynomial growth of the kernel functions. Moreover, we would like to remark that qw €
C%(S}y,) is technically required in our mathematical argument of proving Theorem 2.1. It
1 obviously satisfied in a simple case when ¢ =0 in Sy,. We believe this condition should
be able to be relaxed in the theorem, but the proof is fraught with new difficulties. Hence,
we include it as a technical condition in Theorem 2.1. The interior regularity requirement
v—w E HQ(EAh) can be fulfilled in certain practical scenarios; see Theorem 4.1 in what
follows on the study of an inverse scattering problem. The introduction of this interior
reqularity condition shall play a critical role in the proof of Theorem /.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Since the partial differential operator A + k? is invariant under
rigid motions, we assume without loss of generality that z. is the origin. From (1.1), we
have

Av=—kv:=fi, Aw=—kquw:= fo. (2.13)
Subtracting the two equations of (2.13) together with the use of the boundary conditions
of (1.1) we deduce that

A(v—w) = f1 — fa in Sy, v—w:O,ay(v—w):—nvoan

Recall that v can be approximated by the Herglotz wave function v; given by (2.3) in
the topology induced by the H!- norm. Since v € H'(S},) is a solution to the Helmholtz
equation in Sy (cf. [36, Theorem 2.1]), we can deduce that

fi(x)ug(sx)dx = flj(x)uo(sx)dx +6;(s),
S, Sh
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where
fl](x) = —k2vj(a:), di(s) = —k:2/ (v(z) — vj(x))uo(sz)dz, (2.14)
Sh,

and o is given in Lemma 2.1. Clearly fl](x) € H?(Sy), which can be embedded into
C(Sh) for a € (0,1). Moreover by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we know that

1;(5)| < K?[lv = wjll 25, lwo(s2) | L2 (s - (2.15)

Recalling the expression of ug given in (2.4), using change of variables and the integral
mean value theorem, we further deduce that

h 9]\/[ h 91&4
ug(sz)||?2 = rdr e2V/srcos(0/24m) 4 < rdr e 2VEmow qg
L2 0 0 0

(Bar — B ) e 2590w 2

= 5 : (2.16)

where © € [0,h] and oy is defined in (2.5). Substituting (2.16) into (2.15) and using
(2.8), we know that

VO = Opk2eVeOowp
16;(s)] < 7 J -

Let D, = Sp\B- for 0 < € < h, it can be derived that

/ (F15(2) = fo(@))uo(sx)dz = lim / (f1j(@) — fo(@))uo(sz)da (2.18)
S, e=0/p,

(2.17)

since |ug(sz)| < 1 in S, N B for sufficiently small ¢ and flj(:c) — fa(w) € L?(S), N B.).
Denote §j1 (e, s) = —k? fBE (v(x) —vj(x))uo(sx)dz. Since ug ¢ H?(B:) near the origin, we
consider the domain D. in the following discussions. Using Green’s formula, we have

/ (fl] — fo)uo(sz)dx + 6;(s) — dj1(e,s) = A(v — w)ug(sx)dz
D. De

= / (v —w)Aug(sz)dz + / (uo(sx)0y (v —w) — (v —w)Oyup(sx))do
. 0D¢
= /A (up(sz)0y (v —w) — (v —w)yup(sx))do
—I—/ (up(sx)0y (v —w) — (v —w)Oyup(sx))do — /F:i: n(x)ug(sx)v(z)do, (2.19)

(e;h)

where Ay, = S, N OBy, Ae = S, N OB, and ' )= 't N (Bp,\B:). Moroever, we have

(g,h
lim [ (updy(v —w)— (v —w)dyug)do = 0. (2.20)
e—0 Ae
Since v € H(S, N B.), using the trace theorem, we have v € LQ(I‘?E@)) where I‘ae) =

I't N B.. For sufficiently small ¢ and using the fact that |ug(sz)| < 1 and n € C¢ (ET)
for 0 < a < 1, it can be seen that

lim nuovdo = 0. (2.21)
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Recall again that v can be approximated by the Herglotz wave function v; given in
(2.3) in the sense of H!-norm. Then

/i n(x)up(sz)v(xr)do = /i n(x)uo(sx)vj(x)do + (SJ‘J-E(S), (2.22)
I} r

h

&) = [ nohualsa)(v(z) - oy(w)do.

h
Since n € C* (ff), we have the following expansion of n(x) at the origin as

n(@) = n(0) +dn(x), [on(z)| < [[nflc«|z[*. (2.23)

Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the trace theorem, we have

€5 (5)] < n(0)] /Fi |uo(sz)[v(x) = vj(z)|do + |[n]|ce /Fi |z[*|uo(sz)[[o(x) —vj(z)|do

h
< [O)lo = vill g2 (0 luo(s2) || 172 0y
+lnllcallv = vill o) |2 uo(sz) || g-1/2 (ry
< mO)|llv = vjll g1 (s, luo(sm)[ 225,y + [Illcallv = vill s, @ uo(sz) || L2(5)) -

where C' is a positive constant. Hence, using polar coordinates transformation we can
deduce that

Onr
2% uo(s2) 72 (s, / / 120,2,/37 cos(6/2+7) 4
Om
" h
S/ Tdr/ r20e VAT dG = (6 - Gm)/ pRetle= WV (£ = 26y\/s7)
0 Om 0
_ 2(0M - am) 2§W\/E B - 2(0M _ Qm)
— g~ (2a+2) UM = Tm) dot3 —t (20042) 2001 — O)
=S (45‘2/V)20¢+2 /0 t e ‘dr S S (45124/)20(4»2 F(4a + 4), (224)

where Oy is defined in (2.5). Using (2.8), (2.16) and (2.24), we derive that

VO — Ope= VO, V2O — 0,)T (4 + 4)
+ < M m . —(a+1) M m .,1,'1‘.
g@l<o <!n(0)! e +lllons L
(2.25)
Clearly, there holds
lim §;1(¢,s) = —k* lim (v(x) = vj(z))up(sz)dx = 0, (2.26)
e—0t e—=0T JpB,

since |ug(sz)| < 1 if € is sufficiently small and v — v; € L?(Sp,).
Therefore, letting e — 07 in (2.19) together with (2.18), (2.20), (2.21), (2.22), and
(2.26), we can derive the following integral identity:

I+ 85(s) = Is — I — €5(s). (2.27)
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where

n= [ () - . = [ @uty@e @28)

Fh
I3 = / (up(52)0y (v — w) — (v — w)dyug(sz))do.
Ap
Clearly on Ay, it is easy to see that
V/srcos(0/2+m) < e—(SW\/E7

|uo(sz)| = e

wemexpuw/%w)) < 1\/§e‘5wm
N =2Vnh ’

both of which decay exponentially as s — co. Hence we know that
_ 1 /s _
luo(sz)|| L2(a,) S € Sw/sh, g Om,  1Ovuo(sz)|l 12(a,) < 2\/26 Swvsh fg. 0,

Under the assumption v —w € H?(X A, ), using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the trace
theorem, we can prove that

|0y up(sz)| =

1I3] < lluo(s2) | aga, ) 190 (0 = w)lla(ay + 19vuo(sa)laga,) 1o = wl o,y (2:29)

< (luo(52) 2 + 10v0(52)l ) 0= 0l s, < O,

where ¢ > 0 as s — oc. B N
Since v; is smooth, then v; is also C*(S},). Therefore fi; and fy are Holder-continous,
and for x € S;, we have the splitting

Fii(@) = f1;(0) + 0 frj(x),  |0f1;(@)] < || fujllce x|,
f2(2) = f2(0) + 6 fa(x),  |0fa(@)] < || foll ool (2.30)

Hence we have

I, = (EJ(O) — fz(O))/ uo(sz)dx + 5ﬁj(x)u0(saz)dx — 0 fo(x)ug(sz)de.
Sy, Sh, Sh,

From (2.27) we can deduce the following integral equality

(flj(O) — fg(O))/S ug(sx)dx + 05(s) = Is — I2i — ; 5ﬁj(x)u0(sa:)dx

+ g d fo(x)ug(sz)de — §j.t(s). (2.31)

Using the fact that

/Sh up(sx)dr = /W up(sz)dz — /W\Sh uo(sz)de,

we obtain the following integral equation

(715(0) — />(0)) /

ug(sx)dx + 6;(s) = I3 — IF — / 5flj(x)u0(sx)dx
W

Sh

+ [ Sha(epuolsz)dz + (Fi;0) - £2(0)) / uo(52)dz — E£(s).
S, WASh
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From (2.5) it can be derived that

< [ [shs@)lwotsmiar < Wgllee [ otsmlietds

2(0rr — Om)T(20: + 4)
< 5204-1-4
w

: 5ﬁj(a:)uo(sa:)dx

1 F1jlleas™2. (2.32)

Similarly we have

2(0p — 0,)T (200 + 4)
52t

5 fa()uo(sz)da | fallcas™2, (2.33)

Sh

<

Recall that flj = —k%v;(x) and v; is the Herglotz wave function given by (2.3). Using
the property of compact embedding of Holder spaces, we can derive that

| fijlloa < K2diam(Sy)'~%||vj]l e,
where diam(S}y,) is the diameter of Sy. After the direct computation, we have

[vjller < V2m(1+k)[lgjll 21y,
therefore we can deduce that

227 (O — 0)T (20 + 4)

<
— 20+4
6W

k*diam(Sy,)' (2.34)

g 5ﬁj(z)u0(sx)dx

(L4 F)lgjllp2gn-1ys™*2
From (2.6) we know that

Gﬂm—ﬁm»/wmmw=MOMm—ﬁmMK%m—€%ﬂf? (2.35)

W
Using the Jacobi-Anger expansion (cf. [17, Page 75]), for v; given (2.3), we have

vi(@) = 0;(0)Jo(klz]) + 23 i Jp(klz]), € R (2.36)
p=1

where
5O = [ 5@d00). 2= [ a0)cse)no)

and Jp(t) is the p-th Bessel function of the first kind [1]. From [1], we have the explicit
expression of Jy,(t) as follows:

o= (-1
+fzL forp=1,2,.... (2.37)

Ip(t) = Sl 22
2eplt 2P~ 4 (e

Now let us investigate the boundary integral 123E defined in (2.28). In this situation,
the polar coordinates z = (rcos#,rsin@) satisfy r € (0,h) and 6 = 6,, or 8 = 6 when

zel, orx € F;, respectively. Since n € C¢ (ff), recall that n has the expansion
(2.23). Substituting (2.23) into the expression of I, , we have

5 =n(0)Iy + 1, (2.38)
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where
I, = / ug(sz)vj(z)do, I, = . dn(x)uo(sz)v;(z)do.
Denote
w(f) = —cos(0/2+7), wu(d)=—cos(0/2+ m)—isin(0/2 + ). (2.39)

Then it is easy to see that w(f) > 0 for 6,, < 6 < 6. From (2.23), combining with the
expansion (2.36) for v;, we can derive that

h 0
| < HnHC“/O re Uj(O)JO(/W)+QZ"YM‘JP(M) e VErelim)qp,

p=1

For any ¢ > 0, using variable substitution ¢ = \/sr, it is easy to calculate that
h
/ e Vel gy = 0(s—¢ 1), (2.40)
0

as s — oo if w(f) > 0. Here (2.40) shows that the lowest increasing term in the integral
of (2.40) with respect to s as s — oo is 771
Recall that

(2.41)

It is easy to see that
h
I, :/ r®Jo(kr)eVereOm) qp =1 +1,,
0

where

h o0 2 h
—1)Pk2
I = / r%e” Sm(g’")dr, I, = 7( / POt 2o —Vsrw(Om) qp.
H 0 2 pz_:l ar(ph)> Jo
From (2.40), we have
I, =0(s7179)
as s — oo since w(f,,) > 0. For Z;,, we have the estimation

o WP (Om) 3
— o —/srw(0m _ —3—«a
Z1| < ; ()2 /0 rT e dr =0(s )
as s — 0o, where we suppose that kh < 1 for sufficiently small h. Therefore, we conclude
that
Iz < O(s™ ) (2.42)

as s — oo. Denote

0k
Iy, = 22/ ra’ypjipjp(kr)e*ﬁ”(em)dr.
p=1"0
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For sufficiently small A > 0, using (2.37), we have

- N kp h a —/STW
|I2 | S 2||g]||L2(S"*1) Z |: / Tp+ e (Gm)dfr»

= L2l Jo
kP 2 k2€h2(€fl) h
_ - pta+2 —+/srw(bm)
S Ve )
= kP " pta ,—/srw(m)
< 2||gillregn-1y Y oy | T e ™ dr
=1 D-Jo
(kh)P o~ B2 R2ED (o Jar(om)
o 2 e (e ear
P ) ;
> [kPpp—1 b at1,—/57w(0m) —a-3
§2H9jHL2(S"*1)Z S re mdr 4+ O (s )

p=1
where we suppose that kh < 1 for sufficiently small h. Using (2.40), we know that

h
/ rotlo— srw(@m)dT _ O(S—a—2)
0

as s — 00. Therefore we derive that
1Z5 | < O(llgjl p2n-1)s™*72), (2.43)

as s — 00.
Now we shall investigate I;. Recall that v; has the expansion (2.36). It is not difficult
to see that

h [e%e)
I, = / v;(0)Jo(kr) + szpjipjp(;ﬂﬂ) o= VETR(Om) 4
0
p=1
= Uj(O)Igl + 1.
Substituting the expansion (2.41) of Jp into Z3;, we have
Iyy = ZLg1y + Ly,
where

73 /h —VET(Om) Qe To™ i(_l)pk% /h 2pe=VaTa(im) g
= e midr, L31g = —_— re mar.
311 0 po 4p(ph2  J,

Using variable substitution ¢t = y/sr, we can derive that

Ty = 257 (10n) ™2 = u(B) 26O — (6,7 she VIO ) (2.40)
Besides, for Z5,, , we have
— o k2ph2p72 " 2 —+/srw(f -3
‘I312‘ < W/o rlemVerwlOm)qr — O(s73). (2.45)

p=1
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Substituting the expansion (2.37) of J, into Z,, we can deduce that

9] kP h ,
|I3E| < 2||ngL2(Sn—1) Z |:2pp‘/0 Tpe_\/;“”( m)dT’
p=1 ’

p 2 12032(6~1) ph
+(k'h) Zk h / 7"26_ srw(Qm)dT]
0

l 2
P A G)

kp hp ! —4/STW -
< 2yl 2on- 1)253 o [ revmomar 0 (579

= O(HQJ'HLQ(S"*)S %), (2.46)
where we suppose that kh < 1 for sufficiently small h.

Finally, substituting (2.42), (2.43), (2.44), (2.45) and (2.46) into (2.38), we have the
following integral property

I = 20(0)0, (05 (1a(0)2 = u(0) 26~ VIHO)  u(9,,) 1V sl VIO

+v;(0)n(0)Zg15 + n(0) I3, + 1),
T35 < O(s7%), I3y < O(llgjll2sn-1y572),
L1 < lInlloe (v;(0)Zy +Zy ),
Z0 ] < 077, Ty | < OUlgsllpaen-1ys727%). (2.47)

Adopting the similar argument for the integral property (2.47) of I, , we can derive
the following integral property for I; as follows

I;' = 277(0)Uj(0)3_1 (M(eM)_Q . M(GM)—Qe—\/EM(GM) _ M(HM)—l\/%e—\/Eu(eM))

+0;(0)n(0)Z515 + n(0)Zs5 + I, (2.48)
where
N VPR o Jaru(en) TN S —aa(0n)
Ty = ZW ; rPe dr, Ij5= 22 ; Ypitt Jp(kr)e dr,
p=1 p=1
17—71- — . on(z)uo(sz)v;(x)do,
h

3, < O(s7%),  1Z5] < O(lg; ]l 2(n-1y572),

h
1< nllee (v (0T + 1), 11*:/ r®Jo(kr)e VO ar,
0

o h

77| <0717, T3] < Ollgsllzasn-1ys727%).
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Substituting (2.47) and (2.48) into (2.31), multiplying s on the both sides of (2.31),
and rearranging terms, we deduce that

27}](0)77(0) <N(9M)72 _ M(QM)7267\/£;L(9M) _ u(@M)’l\/%e"/@“(eM))

# (1(0m) ™2 = p(B) 20Oy (8,) 71V eV ]
=$Pv*ﬁﬂ®—hwwl;m@mwﬁwx$—wmmmwgh+zh)

_ 77(0)(13'2 + 7)) — I;r -1, — g 5ﬁj(x)u0(sw)dx + g d fa(x)up(sx)dx — fji(s)] )
h h
(2.49)
When s = j, from (2.47) and (2.48), under the assumption (2.8) we know that

T3l <0G lgjllzaes,)) < OGTF0), 1T < OG  gillzas,)) < OGT),
;| < lnllee (0;(0)O(G™) +0(H9JHL2(sh ),

< |Inllce (v;(0) ( ) i),
G < Inllea (v;(0) )+Om%hnmjk%%
< IInlce (v;(0)O ( )+0( —lmete)),
7510 < O(72), T, <OG7), (2.50)

Clearly, when s = j, from (2.6), (2.7), (2.17), (2.25), (2.29), (2.33) and (2.34), under the
assumption (2.8) it can be derived that

- . . 6(0y —6,,) 1 :
jlIs| < Cje* Vi, i / ug(j)dz| < 6le” Mt — g7 2mi|j=1 4 7( M4 )j Le=owvhi/2,
Sh Oy
22710y — O0)T' (200 + 4)

k*diam(Sp,)

j Sd&@wmnng

2a+4
5W

(14 k)ng”L?(S"*l)] a-l < O(j — 1= a+9)

2(0rr — O)T(2a + 4 o
< ( M 622+£ ))Hfzﬂcaj 1’
w

il [ dfe(z)ue(jz)de

Sh
e VO — OpeVi®wp, 2000 — 0T (da+4)\
mﬁM§o(ww 5 i+ Illomi=Y ﬁ%)Lé ) g
oo VO = OkPe VIO h
318;()] < = NG i eeon] (2.51)

where ¢ > 0 and dy are defined in (2.29) and (2.5), respectively. The coefficient of v;(0)
of (2.49) with respect to the zeroth order of s is

27(0) ((0m) % + u(0ar)72) -
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It can be calculated that

_ _ cos B, + cosfyy) + i(sin b, + sinf
M(am) 2+M(9M) 2:( M) ( M)

(coS O, + 18in 0y, ) (cos Opy + isinbyy)

Therefore under the assumption (2.10), it is not difficult to see that
cos 0, + cos Oy and sin8,, + sin O
can not be zero simultaneously, which implies
11(0m) "% + p(001) 2 # 0 (2.52)

We take s = j in (2.49). By letting j — oo in (2.49), from (2.50) and (2.51), we can
prove that

n(0) ((0m) ™2 + p(6r)"?) lim ©;(0) = 0.
Since n(0) # 0 from (2.9) and (2.52), it is easy to see that
lim v;(0) = 0.
Jj—o0

Using the fact that

1 1
p—+0 m(B(z¢, p)) B(xc,p)’ ()] j—>oo<p—>+0 m(B(ze,p)) B(a:c,p)| () — v;(a)]|
1
+ lim / v;(z)|da ), 2.53
p—+0 m(B(ze, p)) B(xc,p)‘ ()] ) ( )

we readily finish the proof of this theorem. [l

We next consider the degenerate case of Theorem 2.1 with n = 0. The conductive
transmission eigenvalue problem (1.1) is reduced to the following interior transmission
eigenvalue problem

Aw+k2(1+V)w=0 inQ,
Av+ kv =0 in €, (2.54)
w=wv, 0O=0,w on 0f),

By slightly modifying our proof of Theorem 2.1, we can show the following result.

Corollary 2.1. Suppose v € HY(Q) and w € HY () are a pair of interior transmission
eigenfunctions to (2.54). Let W and Sy, be the same as described in Theorem 2.1. Assume
that v —w € H?(Zy,) and qw € C%(Sy) for 0 < a < 1. Under the conditions (2.10)
and that the transmission eigenfunction v can be approvimated in H'(Sy,) by the Herglotz
functions v, j = 1,2,..., with kernels g; satisfying

—9o0-T .
v —villames,) <5275 gl < Ch° (2.55)
for some constants C >0, T >0 and 0 < o < «, one has

1
pl_l}rilo m(Blaep)) /B(mc’p) V(x)w(z)dx = 0.
Remark 2.3. As discussed in the introduction, the vanishing near a corner of the interior
transmission eigenfunctions was considered in [9]. Compared to the main result in [9)],
Corollary 2.1 is more general in two aspects. First, the corner in [9] must be a convex
one, whereas in Corollary 2.1, the corner could be an arbitrary one as long as the corner
is not degenerate, namely (2.10) is fulfilled. Second, the regularity requirement on the
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eigenfunction v is relazed from (2.12) to (2.55). However, we also need to impose a new
technical condition by requiring that qu € C%(Sy) in Corollary 2.1.

Proof of Corollary 2.1. The proof follows from the one for Theorem 2.1 with some nec-
essary modifications, and we only outline it in the following. Without loss of generality,
we assume that x. = 0. Since n(x) = 0 near the corner, similar to (2.31), we have the
following integral identity,

(f15(0) — f2(0)) / up(sz)dz + 8;(s) = Is — | dfyj(@)uo(sz)dz + [ 6 fa(z)uo(sz)dz,
o o o (2.56)

where fo(x), flj(m), 9;(s), I, 5]"%(3:) and ¢ fo(z) are defined in (2.13), (2.14), (2.28) and
(2.30), respectively.
From (2.6), it follows that

(Fs(0) = £2(0)) /

Sh

wn(sz)de = (Fy(0) = £200)) [ uo(sa)do (2.57)

w

(0 = 20) [ wa(sa)ds
W\Sh
= 63(f15(0) — f2(0)) (™M — g2ty
(P - £(O) | u(se)da.
W\S)

From (2.16) and (2.55), it is not difficult to see that
VO — O ke Vs®0wp
V2
where © € [0, h] and dyy is defined in (2.5). By (2.34), we can also deduce that

227 (Opr — O0)T (20 4 4)
St
(L4 R)gjll @i < OG79), (2.59)

for 0 < o < a. After substituting (2.57) into (2.56), we take s = j. Since (2.57), mul-
tiplying j2 on both sides of (2.56), using the assumptions (2.55) and (2.10), by letting
Jj — oo, from (2.7), (2.29), (2.32), (2.33) and (2.58), we prove that

72165(s)| < it (2.58)

-2

J k*diam(Sy,)

g 8 frj(x)uo(jo)dz| <

R -1()
;liglo v3(0) = —k2°
Since
lim v;(0) = lim lim/ vi(x)dr = lim/ v(x)dx,
J—ro0 i(0) j—o0 p—=+0 m(B(0, p)) B(0,p) () p—+0m(B(0, p)) B(0,p) (=)

and

f2(0)
—k2 a pl—lg-lo m(B(O, p)) /B(O,p) qw(x)dx,

together with

lim/ Ul‘dl‘:hm/ w(x)dz,
A B0, o T S m B0 Ja
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we finish the proof of this corollary. O

Remark 2.4. If V(x) is continuous near the corner x. and V(x.) # 0, from the fact
that

e e
lim —— Viz)w(x)de =V (z,) lim —— w(x)dz,
p—+0 m(B(‘TC? p)) B(ze,p) ( ) ( ) ( ) p—+0 m(B(‘TCv P)) B(ze,p) ( )

we can prove that the vanishing property near the corner x. of the interior transmission
eigenfunctions v € HY(Q) and w € H' () under the assumptions (2.10) and (2.55).

If stronger regularity conditions are satisfied by the conductive transmission eigen-
functions v and w to (1.1), we can show that more apparent vanishing properties hold at
the corner. The rest of this section is devoted to this case. In fact, we have the following
theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let v € H2(Q) and w € H*(Q) be eigenfunctions to (1.1). Assume that
Q C R? has a corner x. such that . is the vertex of Q N'W where W is the sector
defined in (2.1). Moreover, there exits a sufficiently small neighbourhood Sy, (i.e. h > 0

is sufficiently small) of z. in §, such that qw € C%(S},) and n € C® (ff) for0<a<1,
and v —w € H%(X4,). Under the following assumptions:

(a) the function n(x) doest not vanish at the corner, i.e.,

n(ze) # 0, (2.60)
(b) the angles 0,, and Oy of the sector W containing the corner satisfy
— T <O, <Oy <mand Oy — 0 £, (2.61)

then we have v(z.) = w(z.) = 0.

Proof. Recall that f; and fy are defined by (2.13) and D, = S\ B, integrating by parts,
we have

/ (1 — fo)uo(sz)de = I + / (10 (52)8, (v — w) — (v — w)Dyu(s))dor

D. c
- [, n@uts)oa)do
Fi
(e,h)
where Ay, = S, NIBy, A = S, N OB., I’(i‘E = I't N (By\B.) and I3 is defined in
(2.28). Using similar technique in the proof of Theorem 2.1, under the assumptions that
v—w € H*X,,), v € H*(Sh), quw € C*(S}) and n € C* (Tf), we have

lim [ (fi1 — fo)uo(sx)dx :/S (f1 — f2)uo(sz)dz,

e—0 D,

lim [ (up(sz)0,(v—w) — (v—w)dyup(sz))do =0,
e—0 A

lim n(z)up(sz)v(zr)do = / n(z)up(sz)v(x)do.
e—0 F(iah) Ff

Therefore we obtain the following integral identity:

[ (= Fhunlsade = 1y~ [ nf@)uo(sa)oa)do (2.62)
Sh

Iy
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Since fi1, f2 € C*(Sp), n € C* (Tf), and v € H%(Sy) can be embedded into C*(S},),
the following splitting hold

fi(@) = f1(0) + 6 fi(x), [6fi(z)| < | frlloalz]®, (2.63)
fo(x) = f2(0) + 6 fo(x),  [6f2(2) < || folloa|z|®,
n(z) =n(0) +dn(x), |on(z)| < [|Inllca|z|,
v(z) =
(

1(0)
v(0) +dv(z),  [dv(2)| < [lvflcale|®.
)

Substituting (2.63) into (2.62), we can derive that
() = £0) [ wsa)az+ [ @6~ sf)(se)ds
Sh
213—7](0)11(0)/ uo(sx)do —n / dv(x)ug(sx)do — v( / In(x)up(sz)d

Fh

~ ). In(x)ov(z)up(sz)do. (2.64)

From (2.44), it is easy to see that

0)0(0) [

[ uo(se)do = 25~ L0(0)n/(0) (u(eM)-2 (B2 VERROM)  (2.65)

_M(9M>_1\/£€_\/E”(0M)>
1(0)v(0) / up(sz)do = 25 v(0)n(0) (M(9m>—2 (O 2T Om)

—u(%)‘l@fﬁ“(em)) :

where 1(0) is defined in (2.39). Besides, from (2.63), using (2.40), we can estimate

h
s dv(x)up(sz)do SsHcha/ roeVerelim)qr — O(s7%), (2.66)
r; 0
h
s on(x)up(sz)do SanHCa/ roeVorwllm)qr — O(s7),
r; 0

h
s dv(z)on(z)up(sx)do| < sHchaHnHCa/ r2ee=Vsrw(Om) qp — (’)(8_20‘),
0

T

dfrup(sz)dx| < s - ||f1|]0a/ |uo(sz)||x|“dx

Sh
< 2l fllea (O — 02)T(2a +4) _oy
= 52ati §
s d faup(sz)dx §3-||f2|]ca/ |uo(sz)||x|“dx
Sh

< 2l fellea (O = 02)T (20 +4) _oy
= 52a+4 8 .
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Substituting (2.65) into (2.64) and multiplying s on the both sides of (2.64), after
arranging terms, we obtain that

20(0)7(0) ((02) 7% + p(Bhm) ~2) = 20(0)(0) (pa(g) 2O (2.67)
+ 10(001) "V she VM) 1y, ) "2V shuOm) 4 u(em)—lﬁe—mu((’m)>

+ 5[13 — (f1(0) = f2(0)) /

S

' uo(sx)dx — /Sh (6f1 — 6 f2)up(sx)dx
—n(0) /Fi dv(z)uo(sz)do — v(0) /Fi on(z)uo(sz)do — /Fi 5n(x)5v(m)u0(sx)da} :

Since v—w € H?(Xy,), (2.29) still holds. In (2.67) letting s — oo, under the assumption
(2.60), from (2.7), (2.29), (2.57) and (2.66), we can show that

1(0) (1(0n) =2 + p(0m) %) v(0) = 0.

Under the assumption (2.61), from the proof of Theorem 2.1 we have shown that p(67) =2+
w(0m) =2 # 0. Since 1(0) # 0 from (2.60), we finish the proof of this theorem. O

Remark 2.5. Under the H? reqularity, the interior transmission eigenfunction to (2.54)
had been shown that they always vanish at a corner point if the interior angle of the
corner is not 7; see [/, Theorem 4.2] for more details.

3. VANISHING NEAR CORNERS OF CONDUCTIVE TRANSMISSION EIGENFUNCTIONS:
THREE-DIMENSIONAL CASE

In this section, we study the vanishing property of the conductive transmission eigen-
functions for the 3D case. In principle, we could also consider a generic corner in the usual
sense as the one for the 2D case. However, in what follows, we introduce a more general
corner geometry that is described by W x (=M, M), where W is a sector defined in (2.1)
and M € R. It is readily seen that W x (—M, M) actually describes an edge singularity
and we call it a 3D corner for notational unification. Suppose that the Lipschitz domain
Q) C R3 possesses a 3D corner. Let 2, € R? be the vertex of W and z¢ € (—M, M). Then
(¢, 2¢) is defined as the edge point of W x (=M, M). In Figure 2, we give a schematic
illustration of the geometry considered in 3D. In this section, under some appropriate
assumptions, we show that the conductive transmission eigenfunctions v and w vanish at
(2, x5). Since the CGO solution constructed in Lemma 2.1 is only two dimensional, in
order to make use of the similar arguments of Theorem 2.1, we introduce the following
dimension reduction operator. The dimension reduction operator technique is also intro-
duced in [4, Lemma 3.4] for studying the vanishing property of nonradiating sources and
the transmission eigenfunctions at edges in three dimension. Similar to Theorem 2.1, we
first assume that v is only H' smooth but can be approximated by the Herglotz wave
functions with some mild assumptions, where in Theorem 3.1 the interior angle of the
sector W cannot be . Besides, if v has H? regularity near the edge point, in Theorem
3.2 we also prove the vanishing property of v and w near the edge point.

Definition 3.1. Let W C R"™! be defined in (2.1), M > 0. For a given function g with
the domain W x (=M, M). Pick up any point x5, € (—M,M). Suppose ¢ € C§°((z¢ —
L,z5 + L)) is a nonnegative function and ¢ # 0, where L is sufficiently small such that
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\

FIGURE 2. Schematic illustration of the corner in 3D.

(¢ — L,xé + L) C (=M, M), and write x = (2',z,) € R", 2/ € R""!. The dimension
reduction operator R is defined by

x5 +L
R(g)() = / (en)g(a!, ) (3.1)

<L
where x' € W.

Remark 3.1. The assumption on the non-negativity of 1 plays an important role in our
proof of Theorem 3.1 in what follows, where we use the integral mean value theorem to
carefully investigate the asymptotic property of the parameter s appearing in the CGO
solution ug(sz’) given in Lemma 2.1 as s — oo. In order to use the two dimensional
CGO solution ug(sx’) to prove the vanishing property of the conductive transmission
eigenfunctions in R3, we need the dimension reduction operator defined in Definition 3.1
i our proof of Theorem 3.1.

Before presenting the main results of this section, we first analyze the regularity of
the functions after applying the dimension reduction operator. Using a similar argument
of [4, Lemma 3.4], we can prove the following lemma, whose detailed proof is omitted.

Lemma 3.1. Let g € H*(W x (=M, M)) N C¥W x [-M, M]), where 0 < a < 1. Then
R(g)(a") € H*(W)n C*(W).

Theorem 3.1. Let W C R"! be defined in (2.1), M > 0, 0 < a < 1. For any fized
xl, € (=M, M) and L > 0 defined in Definition 3.1, we suppose that L is sufficiently small
such that (x& — L,x¢ + L) C (=M, M). Let v,w € H{(W x (—=M, M)) and there ezists a
sufficiently small neighbourhood Sy of x. € R" 1 such that quw € C*(Sy, x [-M, M]) and
n e Ca(ff X [-M,M]) for0 < a <1, and v —w € H*(S, x (—M, M)), where x. is the
vertex of W and Sy, is defined in (2.2). Write x = (2',2,) € R", 2’ € R*! and assume
that

Av+ kv =0, eW,—M < x, <M,

Aw+kqu=0, 2'eW,-M <z, <M, (3.2)

w=v Ov+n=0ow, 2 elt -M<ux,<M.

where I'F are the boundaries of W. If the following conditions are fulfilled:



20 HUAIAN DIAO, XINLIN CAO, AND HONGYU LIU

(a) the transmission eigenfunction v can be approzimated in H(Sy x (—M, M)) by
the Herglotz functions v;, j = 1,2,..., with kernels g; satisfying
1-T .
o = vill sy x-arary <37 Ngsllpeen-1y < C5, (3.3)

for some positive constant C, T >0 and 0 < ¢ < «,
(b) the function n = n(x') is independent of x, and

n(zc) # 0, (3.4)
(c) the angles 6,, and Oy of the sector W satisfy
— 7 < O <Oy <7 and Oy — 0,y # 7, (3.5)
then for every edge points (x.,x5) € R™ of W x (=M, M) where x§, € (=M, M), one has
1
st m(B((zc, z5,), p)) /m(B((zc,a;g),p)) p@lde =0,

where m(B((z¢, x5), p)) is the volume of B((x¢,xS), p).
Proof. For the edge point (x.,x¢) € W x (=M, M), where xf, € (=M, M), without loss
of generality, we assume that the vertex x. of the sector W C R"! is located at the

origin of R"! and x¢ = 0. Since Ayv = —k%*v — 8%nv and Ayw = —k*quw — 8§nw, by
the dominate convergence theorem, integration by parts gives

L
Ay R()(z') = /L " (xn)v(a’, 2n)da, — E*R(v)(2) == G(2'),

L
Ay R(w)(2') = /_L V" (zp)w(a', zp)de, — EPR(quw)(2') == G(2'). (3.6)
Moreover, we have
R(w)(2") = R(v)(z') on T (3.7)

in the sense of distribution, since w(z’, x,) = v(2/,2,) when 2/ € T and —L < z,, < L.
Similarly, using the fact that 7 is independent of z,, we can easily show that

AR (2") +n@YR()(z") = 0, R(w)(x') on T, (3.8)

in the sense of distribution. _
Recall the definition (3.6) of G and G. We denote

G(z') — G(2) = Fy(2) + Fo(a') + Fs(a'), (3.9)
where
L
Fi(2)) = /_L V" (xn) (2, 2n) — w(a!, 2,))d,, Fa(z') = K*R(quw)(z'),
Fy(z') = —k*R(v)(z").

Since v — w € H?(S, x (=L,L)), from Lemma 3.1 we know that Fj(2') € H?(Sh)
which can be embedded into C*(S}y,) for a € (0,1) . Also from Lemma 3.1 we have that
Fy(2') € C*(S},), since qw € C*(Sy, x [-L,L]), 0 < a < 1.

Recall that D. = Sp\B; for 0 < € < h. It can be derived that

/S (Fi(2") + Fo(2') + F3j(2"))uo(sz’)da’ = lim [ (Fi(2') + Fa(a') + Fs5(2))ug(sz’)da’

e—0 D.
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since |ug(sz)] < 1 in S, N B, for sufficiently small ¢ and Fy(z’) + Fa(2') + F3j(2’) €
L?(Sy, N B.), where

Fy(2') = —k*R(v;)(')

and v; is the Herglotz wave function given by
vi() = / ek (d)do(d), de S (3.10)
S§n—1

Since v € HY(Sy, x (=L, L)) is a solution to the Helmholtz equation in S}, x (—L, L),
from [36, Theorem 2.1], v can be approximated by the Herglotz wave function v;(x)
given in (3.10) in the topology induced by H'- norm. Therefore, we deduce that

/ —k*R(v) (2 )uo(s2')da’ :/ —k*R(vj) (2" up(s2')da’ + §;(s), (3.11)
S, Sh

where
55(s) = —? /S (R() (') - R(v;)(x'))uo(s2)da,

and ug is given in Lemma 2.1. Since v; € H%(Sy, x (=L, L)), from Lemma 3.1, we have
R(vj)(z') € H*(Sy) which can be embedded into C%(S},). Moreover by using Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we have

2

L
IR = Replas, = |, h | b0 a) = oy(e’ w)de | da

< C(L ) 1Pollo = 01125, (1.1 (3.12)

where C(L, h) is a positive constant depending on L and h. Recall that the L?-norm of
ug in Sy, can be estimated by (2.16), again using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we deduce
that

105 ()] < B R(v) = R(vj)l 25 lluo(52) |2 s;,) (3.13)
_ B2l lleev/CL h)(Ors — 9m>e-@5Whj,1,T
< 75 ,

where © € [0, h] and dy is defined in (2.5).
Let §j1(e,s) = —k? st (R(v)(z") — R(vj)(x"))uo(sz’)da’. It can be verified that

lim d;1(g,s) =0,
e—0t ]1( )
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since |ug(sz’)| <1 for sufficiently small e and R(v) — R(v;) € L*(Sy) from (3.12). Using
Green’s formula together with (3.7) and (3.8), we have

/ (Fi(2') + Fo(2') + F3j(2))ug(sz’)dz’ + 6,(s) — d1(e, s) (3.14)

€

= : Ay (R()(2") — R(w)(z'))uo(sz)dz’

= /8D (up(s2") O, R(v — w)(2") — R(v — w)(z')d,uo(sz’))do
= /A (up(s2)0, R(v — w)(2") — R(v — w)(z")O,up(sz’))de
+ / (up(s2)0, R(v — w)(z") — R(v — w)(x")dyup(sz’))do
Ae

—/Fi (2" YR(v)(z")uo(sx')do,

(e,h)

where Ay, = S, N OBy, A = S, NOB. and I‘( oh) = 't N (By\B.).

Since v — w € H?(S), x (—L, L)), from Lemma 3.1 we know that R(v —w) € H?(S}).
Therefore, from [4, Lemma 3.2], the following equation

;% A (up(s2")O,R(v — w)(x') — R(v — w)(z")O,up(sz’))do = 0

holds. Since v € H'((S, N B.) x (=L, L)), also from Lemma 3.1 we have R(v )( " e

H' (S, N B.), therefore using trace theorem, we have R(v)(2') € L? (F(io )) where F(o o=

I'* N B.. For sufficiently small e, using the fact that |ug(s2’)] < 1 and n € C’O‘(Ff
[—M, M]), it can be seen that

. / / / .
21_13% - n(x")R(v)(x")up(sz’)do = 0.

Recall that v can be approximated by the Herglotz wave functions v; given in (3.10)
in the sense of H'-norm. Then

/Fi n(z"uo(s2’ )R /F n(z Yuo(sz")R(vj)(2")do + e;-—L(s),

h

/ n(x Yug(sx\R(v(z', x,) — Uj(x',xn))da.
ri
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Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the trace theorem, we have
€7 (5)] < [n(0)] /Fi |uo(s)[[R(v(2’, 2p) — vj (', 2n))|do (3.15)
h

+ lInllca /Fi || uo(s2)|R(v(2", ) — vj (2, 2n))|do

h
< NO)IR@W = vl 72y w0 (s | -1/
HlInllca IR @ = vi) gz 2 w0 (52 gr-1/2 )
< [n(OIR@ = vi)llmi(s,) luo(s2') |2 (s,
+ [[nllee IR (v = vi)ll (s, 2| uo(s2”) | 2 (s,

< Cllllsollv = vjllar (s, % (— 2,0y (1O o (s2) [ 22(s,,) + Inll o]l

1"uo(s2") | 12(s,))

where C' is a positive constant and the last inequality comes from Lemma 3.1. Substituting
(2.16), (2.24) and (3.3) into (3.15), we obtain that

VO — 0, ¢ VsOwp,
V2

(a+1) V. 2(9M( 275%25;1& + 4)> LT (3.16)

€7 (5)] < Cllt]|o (In(O)!

FlInllces™

where © € [0, h] and dyy is defined in (2.5).
Therefore, in (3.14), let € — 07 together with (2.18), (2.20), (2.21), (2.22), and (2.26),
we can derive the following integral identity:

I+ 65(s) = Is — Iy — ¢ (s). (3.17)
where
I = /S uo(sx')(Fl(x/) + Fy(2') + ng(x/))da:', I2i = /Fi n(az')uo(sxl)R(vj)(a:')do,
Is = /A (up(s2")O,R(v — w) — R(v — w)d,up(sx’))do. (3.18)

Since v — w € H?(S), x (—M, M)), which implies that R(v — w) € H?(Sy), from (2.29),
we know that
[I3] < Ce™@V5 (3.19)

where ¢ > 0 as s — 0. B

Recall that Fy(2') € H%(Sy), which is defined in (3.9), can be embedded into C*(S},).
Fy(z') € C*(S}) since qu € C*(Sy x [—L, L]). Besides, since v; is smooth, then v; €
C*(Sy, x [—L, L]), which means that R(v;)(z') € C*(Sp,). Therefore for 2’ € S, we get
the splitting

Fi(2)) = F1(0) + 6 (), [6F1(2))] < || Fiflce 2|, (3.20)
Fy(a') = F(0) + 0Fy(af),  [0F ()| < || Fafloela’|®,
Fy;(2') = F3;(0) + 0F;(2"),  [0Fs;(2")] < [[Fyllon ||
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Hence we have

I = (F1(0) + F»(0) + Fy;(0)) / wo(sa')de’ + | 6F (2 )uo(sa')de’
S, Sh

+ SFy (2" )ug(sa')da" + §F3i(a Yug(sz')da'.
Sh Sh

Recall that Fy;(z') = —k*R(v;)(z'). Using the property of compact embedding of
Holder spaces, we can derive that for 0 < o < 1,

|1 F35]lce < k2diam(S)) (R (v;)]|cn,

where diam(Sy) is the diameter of Sj. By the definition of the dimension reduction
operator (3.1), it is easy to see that

[R(v;)(2")] < ALVT|[Y]loo|gjll 2sn-1), 100 R(vj)(2")| < 4kLy/z|[¢l coe |95l L2(sn-1)-
Thus we have
[R(v)llcr <ALV |[Y]lo (14 k) llgjll 2(sn—1)-

Therefore from (2.5) we have

8Ly/||9|| oo (Bar — 0m)T (20 4 4)
5‘2434-%4

(14 k)llgjllpaggn-1ys 2 (3.21)

§F3j(x)ug(sz’)da’| < k?diam(Sy,)

Similarly, we have
2| Pl (9 — 6n)T 0 +4) s

2a+4 ’
5W

21 ||ga (O0ps — 6,,)T(2 4) _
SFy(z)ug(sz’)dz’| < [F2llc- z\g2a+4) (20 + )s a=2
w

SFy(z)ug(sz)da’| < (3.22)

Sh

Sh
Using the Jacobi-Anger expansion (cf. [17, Page 75]), for v; given in (2.3), we have
‘ o . = .0 . 3
vj(@) = v;(0)jo(klz]) + Y ;i (20 + 1)je(Kla]), = € R, (3.23)
/=1

where
5O = [ adot). = [ a@Pos)do@, des

and jy(t) is the ¢-th spherical Bessel function [1] and ¢ is the angle between x and d.
Moreover, we have the explicit expression of j,(t) as

. tt > (—1)2
lt) = G (1 -3 (211!1)% ) | (3.24)

=1
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where Ny; = (20 + 3)---(2¢ + 2 + 1). Therefore from the definition of the dimension
reduction operator (3.1) and the integral mean value theorem, we know that

L
R(jo) (') = / Dan)jo(Klal)dzn (3.25)
k2l

e _ lk2 ,
=C() [1 - ZZ: 211('(21l)+1)” (I2']? + a(Q),l)l] 7
-1

where C(¢) = f_LLw(a:n)dxn and ag; € [—L, L].
For R(j¢)(z"), using the integral mean value theorem, we can deduce that for ¢ =
1,2,...,

L L
/ Ylan)(ja'? + 23) 2 day = (|2']° + a?)“—w/ Ylaa)(|'? + 23)' P da, (3.26)
L —L

arctan L/|z’|

= |2/ |2(|2']* + o)\~ 1)/2/ Y(|2'| tan w) sec® wdw

—arctan L/|z’|

= Cr ()]’ P (12’ * + af) V2,
where ay € [—L, L]. Clearly, if L < |2/|, we know that 0 < secw < 1/% + 1 where
w € [—arctan L/|2'|, arctan L/|2'|]. Therefore we can deduce that

0 < C1(¢) < 2°/% arctan L] so.- (3.27)
Thus for £ =1,2,---, from (3.24) and (3.26) we have

L
Rjo) (&) = / (an)je(klal)dan (3.28)

00 12201012 4 23l
"2 /2 (=D'E=(|2"]* + z3)
2€+1 ”/ Y(zn) (|2 —1—33) ( Z N, dxy,

=1
K+ b 1_2 () (o' + )
(20 +1)! 211N,

Cl(w)’x/|27

where ay and ag; € [—L, L].

Recall that the boundary integral 1'23E is given by (3.18). In this situation the polar
coordinates & = (7 cos §, rsin f) satisfy r € (0,h) and 6 = 6,, or § = 0y when z € I',” or
x € T}, respectively. Since 7 € Co‘(ff x [-M, M]), we know that

n(z') =n(0) + dn(z’), |on(")] < [Inllc«|2"]".
Substituting the above equation into the expression of I, , we have
Iy =n(0)Iy + 1, (3.29)
where

I, = /F_ ug(sz')R(vj)(z")do, I, = - on(z")uo(sz")R(v;)(z")do.
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Recall that w(f) = —cos(0/2 + 7) > 0 when 6, < 8 < ). Denote
b= on(a"yuo(s2YR(jo)(2')de, I, 5 = Zveji£(2f+1) - on(a")uo(s2)R(je) (")do.
h =1 h

Substituting (3.25) into I

n,1, we can derive that

e Verw(Om) qp

_ ho (=D,
[, 1] < 1CW)]lInllce ; r 1—Zm(r +a3))
=1

0 ( 1 lk?l /h 3 (6m)
2 a srw(0m) g
(21 + 1 T 501 +a Ol 0 r-e T,

= 2L[[¢lloclInllc= |1
=1

where (y; € [0, h] such that kz(ﬂal + agvl) < k?(h? + L?) < 1 for sufficiently small h and
L. From (2.40), we obtain that

[l < O™ (3.30)

as s — o0o. Substituting (3.28) into I

.20 and using (3.27), we can deduce that

15 < Ci(¥)|nllce
(r’+a )(Z 1)/2
Zl%!/ ei—nn |1

h
SC1(Q,Z))||’I7||CangHLQ(Sn_I)/0 p2tog— STw(em)dT

= km(ﬁzz + a%,z)l
21N,

00 k,2l(r2+aal)l
21N,

26_ srw(@m)dr

K57 + a3) 1)
; (20 —1)!!

= O(llgjll 2sn1ys™* ), (3.31)

where 8y and Sy, € [0, h] such that k*(67 + af) < k*(h* + L?) < 1 and k*(67, + a7,;) <
k%(h? + L?) < 1 for sufficiently small h and L, by utilizing the claim that

V65| < Nlgjllp2sn—1ys

where we use the fact that |P(t)] < 1 when |¢| < 1.
Substituting (3.23) and (3.28) into the expression of I,; defined in (3.29), we can
denote

5= 0s0) [ (s RGo) @)+ 3 et 26+ 1) [ ol YRG) @)

h =1 Ly
= v;(0)15 + I55.
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Substituting the expansion (3.25) into I5;, recalling that 1(6) = — cos(0/2+m)—sin(6/2+
), we have

- h = (—1)%2[ 2 2\ | —/sru(0m)
I3 = C(¥) ; 1—27(7" +ag,) |e mdr

— (20 4+ 1)
/ —V/57u(0m

> ( 1 lk2l
1= G (20 + 1)1l i,
00 l h
(-1 lk’zl . 2(li1)/ 21 —~/571(0m)
Z( ST ZZ C(l,11)ag, ; r<te dr

=1
=1

= 1I31q + I35,

where C'(l,i1) = ﬁ is the combinatorial number of the order [. Since we can choose
L such that kL < 1 and |ag;| < L, we know that

0 k2l
Z ! Ol

=1

(kL)

< ;(m)ﬂ = TG (3.32)

Moreover, from (2.44) we obtain that

Iy = 2571 ((0m) ™2 = () 25O — p(0,,) 71V she VSO ) CO(I,), (3.33)

where C'(I5;,) = C(¢)|1

-3 QIJlek)?,l ag l] From (3.32), we know that

C(y)(1 —2(kL)*) _ C(¥)
< < ——— .
0< ~ L2 < C(I3;) < 1= (kD) (3.34)
where C(¢) = LLL Y(xy)dzy, > 0 since 1 # 0 is a nonnegative function .
For I35, we can deduce that
e k2l h
Tpa| < IO S ey Z C(1, i) 20D [20-i) / r2e=Vireln)dy  (3.35)
=1 0
= K : 21 7 2(1—i1) 2 /arw(6m)
WS ST o1,y )2 200 / P2 Var(0m) g,
; (20 + 1)1IA2 1221 ) 0
= k! SN L (Om)
=[C(y e g ((AT+ L7) — L /re_ sretim) dp
( ”; (2l+1)!!h2(( ) ) 0
- k! 2 2N _ 2 3
< 2LH¢HooZ m((h +L7°) = L7)-O(s)
— i

= 0(s7%),

where we choose h and L such that k?(h? 4+ L?) < 1 and kL < 1.
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Substituting the expansion (3.28) of j, into I5,, we have

52l < C1(¥)lgjll L2(sn1)
'i/hT26_ sTw(Om (|T‘2+a’ )( k’2l(’7”|2—|—a l)
0 (2¢—-1)!
=1

Z:: 21N,

dr

=C ( ” H io: ke |5€|2 +a )(Z /2 . > (_ )lkm(‘/B&lP + alg,l)l
=01 9gj L2(sn—1 25_ 1 QZl!Nel
(=1 =1 )
h
: / r2eVerwlom) gy
0
= O(llgjll 2 (sn-—1ys~2), (3.36)

where 3¢, 87 € [0, h] such that k*(87 + a7) < k?(h* + L?) < 1 and k*(|Be)? + a?}l) <
k%(h? + L?) < 1 for sufficiently small h and L.

Finally, substituting (3.30), (3.31), (3.33) , (3.35), and (3.36) into (3.29), we have the
following integral properties

I, = 2n(0)v;(0)s™! (M(Qm)_z — 1(O) "2V pi(B,,) 7 she Y m)> CI3,)
+v;(0)n(0) 1515 +n(0) I35 + I,
Ia <067, T < Ollgsllan s~ 1y | < e (0,05 + 1)

G| <0677, || < Ollgslla@ns ™). (3.37)

Denote C(I3;;) = C(¢) [1 S (gll-ylf)?'l a%ll +] , where ag; 4 € [—L, L]. For sufficiently

small L, similar to (3.34), we know that

C(y)(1 —2(kL)?)

0< Ly

< C(I3;,) < (3.38)

where C(v)) is defined in (3.34).
Adopting the similar arguments for the integral property (3.37) of I, , we can derive
the following integral property for I as follows

I = 2n(0)v;(0)s™! (/vc(9A4)‘2 — pu(Og) 2emVehulOn) M(HM)‘l\/%e‘@“(eMU C(I34)
+v;(0)7(0) 1315 + n(0) I3 + I, (3.39)
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where
+ - km : (I—i1) " 2i1 ,—/sru(0rs) + -3
I3, = — Z 2l+ 20(1,21)a01+ . re dr, [I31,] < O(s7°),
=1

Zw (2041 / uo(s2YR(je) (@')do, |I5] < Olgsll 2n1ys™).

I = / on(a’Yuo(sa'YR(v;) (') do, |11 < Inllce (v O) I + 113

Fh
I = 577 "uo(sz')R(jo)(2")do,

n1‘<0 —lmay,

172 = ZW]’L (2041 / dn(x Yug(sz")R(j¢) (2" )do, 772‘ < O(llg;l r2(sn-1y §789),
(=1

We first multiply s on the both sides of (3.17). Then substituting (3.37) and (3.39)
into the resulting equation (3.17), after rearranging terms, we deduce that

20;(0)9(0) [ (1(O0r) ™2 = paOrr) 26 VEmHOM) — p(00) 7V she VO O (15 )
+ (N(Qm)_2 - M(Qm)_ze_mﬂ(em) — 11(0m) "V she™ fu(em)) C( 311)]

=5 [Ig — (F1(0) + F»(0) + F35;(0)) /S up(sz')dz’ — 6;(s)

—n(0) (I3 + 1) — I;' — 1, - g SFy (2" Yug (s’ )da' — g SFy (2" Yug(sx')da’
_ /S §Fsi (2" Yug(sa')da’ — vj(0)n(0) (I35 + I515) — e;.t(s)] : (3.40)

When s = j, from (3.37) and (3.39), under the assumption (3.3), we know that

i1zl < 0G2Nlglz2s,) < OG0, M) < OG2gslz2(s,) < OGTF),
371 < e (2500G™) + Olglixci™ )

< fnllce (v(0)0G™) + O 79))
1S e (2500G™) + Ol ),

< lInllo= (v(0)0(G™) + 0~ ==9)) |

35, <OGT), I, <O3GT2), (3.41)
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Clearly, when s = j, from (2.6), (2.7), (3.13), (3.16), (3.19), (3.21) and (3.22), under the
assumption (3.3), it can be derived that

S 6‘6—291\41‘, _ 6—29mi’j—1 + 6(9M — em)j—le—éwm/Q’

jlI3| < Cje=V, J‘/ up(jz)dx 5
Sh, w

8L/t (Oar — Om)T' (200 + 4))
5{2/‘(/1%-4

(14 B)gjl i < 0 (709,

J 6F3j(x)ug(sz’)da’
Sh

< k*diam(Sy,)1 =

J S, OF) (z)up(saz’)da’| < ZHFl”Ca(@J\%;f:@)F(?OC + 4)j—a—17
i A 5 Fy (2o (s2')da | < 2HF2”C&(0N;‘24;+0?)P(2&+4) a1,
316G < Cllllos (m<o>r“@§mwhg’
o Y20 Ot 4)) o
73 = e SO 00— em)ei@(swh‘i”, © € [0,h], (3.42)

V2

where ¢ > 0 and oy are defined in (3.19) and (2.5), respectively.
The coefficient of v;(0) of (3.40) with respect to the zeroth order of s is

20(0) (C(Is11)11(0m) ™2 + C(I3h)1u(0ar) 72) .

It can be calculated that

CI311)16m) ™ + C I )(Onr) ™
_ (C(I311) cos O, + C(I311) cosOnr) + ¢(C(I51;) sin O, + C(I311) sinbay)

(cos By, +isinb,,)(cos Oy + isinbyy)
Therefore under the assumption (2.10), we know that
cos 0, + cos Oy and sinb,, + sin O,
can not be zero simultaneously. Without loss of generality, we assume that cosf,, +

cosfpr # 0. Then we consider the following two cases:

e Case A: cosf,, + cosfy; > 0,
e Case B: cos0,, + cosf; < 0.

For Case A, let us consider the first case that cos6,, and cosfj,; have the same sign.
From (3.34) and (3.38), it is not difficult to see that the real part of the denominator of
C(I311)(0r) =2 + C(I5)p(0ar) =2 can not be zero. Therefore,

C(Igy ) p(0m) =2 + C (I3 ) u(0ar) 7> # 0. (3.43)
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In the following, we assume that cos6,, and cos#y; have different signs. Then it implies
that cosf,, <0 and cosfys > 0. From (3.34) and (3.38), we can deduce that

%(COS Om + (1 — 2(kL)?) cos Opr) < C(I3,) cos O, + C(I3,) cos Ons
< %((1 — 2(kL)?) cos by, + cos Oyy).

Since L is flexible, for a given 0 < € < 1, we can choose L such that 0 < kL < /¢/2,
from which we can derive the bounds as follows

1_022;)2 (cos O, + (1 — &) cos Opr) < C(1511) cos O, + C(I37,) cos O
< I—CEZ};)Q ((1 —¢) cos by, + cosbyy) . (3.44)

Since cos 6, + cosfy; > 0, we can consider the lower bound in (3.44). Denote gy =
min{ €89mtcosbu 11 and choose € € (0,p). It can be verified that

2cos b
C(I3;) cos O, + C(I31;) cos Opr > . _C(d})

=L (cosOpm + (1 —¢e)cosbyr) >0,

which means that (3.43) still holds.
For Case B, if cos#,, = 0 or cosfy; = 0 is satisfied, from the upper bound of (3.44)
we can easily show that

C(I3;;) cos O + C(I3;,) cosbpr < 0. (3.45)

Otherwise, if | cos0,,| < |cos |, from the fact that (1 —€)|cosb,,| < |cos |, we know
that (3.45) still holds from the upper bound of (3.44). If |cos,,| > |cosfy|, we can
choose € such that € > 1 —|cosf|/| cos b, > 0 to make (3.45) also be fufilled from the
upper bound of (3.44). Therefore, for Case B, we know that (3.43) is always fulfilled.

In (3.40), we take s = j and let j — oo, using (3.41) and (3.42) under the assumption
(3.3), we can prove that

lim 5(0) (CU510)p(0n) ™ + CI51) (1) ™) v5(0) = 0. (3.46)

Under the assumption (3.5), we have shown that C(I5;,)p(0m) 2+ C (157, pu(0r) 2 # 0.
Therefore, from (3.46) and (3.4), we prove that

lim v;(0) = 0.
Jj—o0
Using the a similar argument of (2.53), we finish the proof of this theorem. O

Remark 3.2. Similar to Remark 2.1, Theorem 3.1 can be localized. Moreover, we would
like to mention that in contrast to the regularity assumption on v —w near the corner in
2D of Theorem 2.1, we impose that v —w € H*(Sp x (=M, M)) in Theorem 3.1, where
we need to use the C*-continuity of R(v — w) to investigate the asymptotical order of s
with respect to s — oo for the volume integral of Fy(z") over Sy in (3.17).

Similar to Corollary 2.1, we consider the vanishing property of the interior transmission
eigenfunctions v € HY(W x (=M, M)) and w € HY (W x (=M, M)) to (2.54) on the edge
point under the assumptions (3.5) and (3.47).
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Corollary 3.1. Suppose v € H'(W x (=M, M)) and w € H*(W x (=M, M)) is the
interior transmission eigenfunctions to (2.54), where W C R"~! is defined in (2.1) and
M > 0. For any fized z¢, € (—M, M) and L > 0 defined in Definition 3.1, we suppose that
L is sufficiently small such that (z, — L, xS + L) C (=M, M). Suppose that there exists
a sufficiently small neighbourhood Sy, of . € R"™1 such that qu € C*(Sy, x [—-M, M))
for0<a <1, andv—w € H?(Sy, x (—M, M)), where z. is the vertex of W and Sy, is
defined in (2.2). If the following conditions are fulfilled:

(a) the transmission eigenfunction v can be approximated in H(S), x (=M, M)) by
the Herglotz waves vj, j = 1,2,..., with kernels g; satisfying
2T .
o = Vil (s x(-arary <3720 Nlgsllzeee-1y < Cj9, (3.47)

for some positive constant C, T >0 and 0 < ¢ < «,
(b) the angles 6, and Oy of the sector W satisfy

— 7 < O <Oy <7 and Oy — 0,y # 7, (3.48)
then we have )
lim / R(Vw)(z)dz' =0,
p—=+0 m(B(:cc, ,0)) B(zc,p) ( )( )

where q(a',x,) = 1+ V (2!, xp).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that z. = 0. Since n(x) = 0, from (3.17) we
have the following integral equality

(F1(0) + F5(0) + F3;(0)) /S wo(sa)da’ + 8;(s) (3.49)
=1I3— SFy (2" ug (s’ )da' — SFy (2" Yug(sx')da' — 6 F35(x Yup(sz')da'.
S, Sy, Sh

where 0;(s) is defined in (3.11), 6F1(2’), 0F>(x') and 0F3;(z’) are defined in (3.20), I3 is
given in (3.17). Since v = w on I'* x (=M, M), it is easy to see that

L
Fi(0) = / V" (2)(v(0, 2) — w(0, 2,))dx, = 0.
-L
Therefore, using (2.6), from (3.49), we deduce that

63 (Fy(0) + F3;(0)) (e 20mt — ¢=20mt)s=2 _ ((0) + F3,(0)) /W\S uo(sz')dz’ (3.50)

=]3— / SFy (2" Yug(sx')da' — SFy (2" Yug(sx')da' — 0F3; (2" Yup(sx")dx' — 9;(s).
Sh Sh Sh

In (3.50), we take s = j and multiply j2 on the both sides of (3.50):

6’1:(F2(0) + ng(O))(e_%Mi — 6_207"7:) = j2 |:13 + (FQ(O) + ng (0)) / uo(sx')dx'

W\Sh
- SFy (2" Yug(sx')da' — Sy (2" Yug(sx')da' —/ 6F35(x")ugp(sz’)da’ — 5j(s)].
Sh Sh Sh
(3.51)
From (3.13) and (3.47), it is not difficult to see that
, E|2(|0]| 0o /C (L, 1) (Onf — Omm)e~VOW R
215,09 < 1o /O =) ot 552

V2
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where C(L, h) is a positive number defined in (3.12), © € [0, h] and dyy is defined in (2.5).
Under the assumption (3.47), from (3.19), (3.21) and (3.22), we can obtain the following
estimations

_ 8L/ ¢llooe (Onr — 0m)T (200 + 4))
- 5204—1—4
w
. (]- + k)||gj||L2(Sn—1)]_a S O (j—(u—g)) ’

2 Fyll e (Bay — 0,)T (200 +4)
f/ 5F (@)uo(sa')da!| < 21 FLloeOur = 0n)T@a 1 4) 5o,
Sh 5W

2| Fyl| e (Ors — O )T(20 + 4)
5[2/3+4

32 §F3j(x)ug(sz’)da’
Sh

k*diam(Sy )~

32 SFy(z)ug(sz’)da’
Sh

<

je (3.53)

Under the assumption (3.48), it is easy to see that

‘6729M1, _ 6729m1,

_ ‘1 _ e 20m-0m)i| £

since 0y — 0, # 7. In (3.51), by letting j — oo, from (2.7), (3.52) and (3.53), we prove
that

lim ng(()) == —FQ(O),

Jj—00
which implies
lim R(v;)(0) = R(qw)(0) (3.54)

j—00
through recalling that F, and F3; are given in (3.9). From (3.7), we have

. 1 / "= lim 71 w)(2")dz'
Pl—lg—lom L(O,p) R(U)(x )d$ B PI_H‘O m(B(Ovp)) /B(O,p) R( >( )d '

Since

j—00 ( J)( ) j—00 p—+0 m(B(O,p)) /B(Ovp)

. 1 / /
= (B0, ) /Bmvp) Rlv)@)d
Riqu)(0) = lim m /B o Rlaw) @

and from (3.54), we finish the proof of this corollary. O

R(vj)(z)da’

Remark 3.3. Corollary 3.1 states that the average value of the function Vw over the
cylinder centered at the edge point (xc, xt) with the height L vanishes in the distribution

n

sense. In addition, if V(2',z,) is continuous near the edge point (xc, %) where x¢ €

(=M, M) and V(z, xC) # 0, from the dominant convergent theorem and the definition
the reduction operator R, we can prove that

1 CE?L—FL
lim / / Y (zp)w(z’, z,)da'dz, =0
p—+0 m(B(xCap)) B(zc,p) Jx5—L ( ) ( )

under the assumptions in Corollary 3.1, which also describes the vanishing property of
the interior eigenfunctions v and w near the edge point in 3D. Furthermore, if (x5) # 0,
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one can prove that

lim / / T )i, = 0
im ——— w(z', xp)dx'dz,, = 0.
p=+0 m(B(zc, p)) B(zc,p) Jaf—L

In the following theorem, we impose a stronger regularity requirement for the conduc-
tive transmission eigenfunction v of (3.2), i.e., v has H?-regularity near the considering
edge point. Using the dimension reduction operator given in Definition 3.1, as well as the
Holder continuity of the considering functions, we can prove the following theorem in a
similar way of proving Theorem 2.2. The detailed proof of Theorem 3.2 is omitted here.

Theorem 3.2. Let v € H>(W x (=M, M)) and w € H' (W x (=M, M)) be the eigen-
functions to (3.2). Assume that W C R"™! is defined in (2.1), M > 0, and z. is a
corner of W. For any fivzed x, € (—=M,M) and L > 0 defined in Definition 3.1, we
suppose that L is sufficiently small such that (z, — L,z5 + L) C (=M, M). Moreover,
there exits a sufficiently smaller neighbourhood Sy, (i.e. h > 0 is sufficiently small) of
Z¢, such that quw € C*(Sy, x [-M, M]) and n € C"‘(Tf X [=M,M]) for 0 < a <1 and
v—w € H?(S), x (=M, M)). Under the following assumptions:

(a) the function n = n(a’, x,) is independent of x,, and does not vanish on the edge

of W x (=M, M), i.e.,
77(%) ?é 07

(b) the angles 0,, and Oy of the sector W containing the corner satisfy
- < O < Opr < and Opp — 0,y # ,

then we have v and w vanish at the edge point (z¢,z¢) € R™ of W x (=M, M), where
xb € (=M, M).

Remark 3.4. When 1 = 0 near the edge point, under the H? regularity of the interior
transmission eigenfunctions v and w, the vanishing property of v and w is investigated

in [4].

4. UNIQUE RECOVERY RESULTS FOR THE INVERSE SCATTERING PROBLEM

In this section, we apply the vanishing property of the conductive transmission eigen-
functions at a corner in 2D to investigate the unique recovery in the inverse problem
associated with the following conductive scattering problem

(Au~ +Kk2qu= =0 in €,

Aut + k2ut =0 in R2\Q,

ut=u", dut+nut=0,u~ on 99, (4.1)
ut = vl 4 u? in R2\Q,
wli_)lrglorl/2 (Oru® — tku®) =0, r=|zl,

where 1’ is an (nontrivial) entire solution to (A + k?)u’ = 0 signifying an incident field,
and the last limit is called the Sommerfeld radiation condition which holds uniformly with
respect to & = z/|z| € S"~1, and characterizes the out-radiating wave. The well-posedness
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of the direct problem (4.1) is known (cf. [13]), and there exists a unique solution u :=
u”xo +utxpma € H, L (R™). Moreover, there holds the following asymptotic expansion

. ekl N 1

uniformly in all directions # = x/|z| € S*~1. The real-analytic function u®° (%) is referred
to as the far-field pattern or the scattering amplitude associated with u’. The inverse
scattering problem is concerned with the recovery of the scatterer (€2; ¢,n) by knowledge
of the far-field pattern u®(#;u?); that is

u (&5 ") = (25¢,7m)- (4.2)

In (4.2), if the far-field pattern is given corresponding to a single incident wave u‘, then it
is referred to as a single far-field measurement, otherwise it is referred to as many far-field
measurements. It is known that the inverse problem (4.2) is nonlinear and ill-conditioned.
For the reconstruction of the shape of the scatterer 2 by using the factorization method
for (4.2), uniqueness issue has been studied in [13]. The inverse spectral problem of gaining
the information about the material properties associated to the conductive transmission
eigenvalue problem has been studied in [12]. In [20], the method of uniquely recovering
the conductive boundary parameter n from the measured scattering data as well as the
convergence of the conductive transmission eigenvalues as the conductivity parameters
which tend to zero has also been studied. In all of the aforementioned literatures, the
unique determination results are based on the far-field patterns of all incident plane
waves at a fixed frequency, which means that infinitely many far-field measurements
have been used. In what follows, we show that in a rather general and practical scenario,
the polyhedral shape of the scatterer, namely €2, can be uniquely recovered by a single
far-field measurement without knowing its material contents, namely ¢ and 7. Moreover,
if the surface conductive parameter 7 is constant, then it can be recovered as well.

Our main unique recovery results for the inverse scattering problem (4.2) are contained
in Theorems 4.1 and 4.2. In Theorem 4.1, we establish the unique recovery results by a
single far-field measurement in determining a 2D polygonal conductive scatterer without
knowing its contents. In Theorem 4.2, the surface conductive parameter 1 of the scatterer
can be further recovered if it is a constant. Before presenting the main results, we first
show in Proposition 4.1 that the conductive parameter 7 in (4.1) has a close relationship
with the wave number k from the practical point view of the TM-mode (transverse
magnetic) for the time-harmonic Maxwell system [3]. This relationship helps us to show
that our assumption in Theorem 4.1 can be fulfilled when the wave number £ is sufficiently
small.

The inverse scattering problem (4.1) is derived by the TM-mode (transverse magnetic)
from the time-harmonic Maxwell system [3], where the scattering medium is covered by
a thin layer with very high conductivity; see [13] for details. The conductive boundary
condition has been known for a long time in the study of electromagnetic induction in
the earth [37]. The full Maxwell system with the conductive boundary condition was
investigated in [3], where an inhomogeneity is covered by an infinitely thin (the electric
filed would not penetrate into an ideal conductor of positive thickness) and highly con-
ducting layer. In order to illustrate the basic idea as well as to simplify the exposition, we
consider the following simple model of the conductive boundary problem for the Maxwell
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equation [3]:

V x E —iwugH =0 in R3\0Q,
V x H 4+ iwegE — 0cE =0 in R3\09,
vXEly —vxE|l_=0 on 0, (4.3)

vx Hly —vx H|l-=p7(vxE)xv on 09,
lim r ((H—-H)x&—(E—E)) =0 r=]|z,

r—00

where E/, H are respectively the electric and magnetic fields; €y and pg are two positive
constants respectively signifying the electric permittivity and magnetic permeability; v(z)
is the outer unit normal vector at x € 0€2; and 7 is the positive conductive parameter
define on the boundary 92 and ¢ is the conductivity satisfying

o1 in Q,
g =
0 in R3\Q,
with o1 a positive constant. In (4.3), E* and H* are a pair of incident waves which are
entire solutions to the following homogeneous Maxwell system
V x B —dwpgH =0 in R3,
. . (4.4)
V x H +iwegE' =0 in R3,
where w € Ry signifies the frequency of the electromagnetic waves.

Proposition 4.1. Under the transverse magnetic polarization, (4.3) can be reduced to a
system of the form (4.1) with the boundary conductive parameter n satisfying

n = dwpgT = O(k),
where k := w,/loeg is the wave number in (4.1).

Proof. As pointed in [13], (4.1) is derived from (4.3) under the transverse magnetic po-
larization, which means that we can suppose that

0 Hl (.CU, y)
E= 0 , H=|Hsy(z,y)|,
u(z,y) 0
where E and H are the electromagnetic fields satisfying (4.3). Especially under the trans-
verse magnetic polarization, we know that v = [v1,15,0]7 € R3, where v is the unit
outward normal vector on the boundary 9. It is easy to see that
Oy 0
VxE=|-0u|l, VxH-= 0
0 Oy, Hy — 0y Hy

Using the divergence free condition of F together with the following equality
Vx(VxFE)=-AE+V(V-E)=-AEFE,
from (4.3) we can deduce that

—AE = iwpugV x H = twpo(—iweg + o) E.
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Then we have
Au + (W pogo + dwpoo)u = 0.

Let o
k =w\/pupeg and g =1+ 1—.
wen
It turns out that
Au+ k*qu = 0.
Besides, it is easy to verify that
vou
vx E=|-1nu (4.5)
0

Thus substituting (4.5) into the boundary condition
vx Ely —vx E|l_ =0,

we can conclude that

ut =u
Moreover, we can deduce that
0 0
1 1 1
vx H=—vx(VXE)=- 0 = - 0o [,
tto YR |y D — Vo0yu PO 9, u
1 T ] k 1 —190,U
vx (vxH)=- vi v, 0 = - vou | . (4.6)
WHoO L 0 0 —du | WHO 0
From the second boundary condition in (4.3), we have
vx (vx H)|ly —vx(vxH)|-=uptv x (v x E) xv).
Substituting (4.6) into the above equation, we obtain that
— 0, uT + e, u” = VQ’iOJ/,L%TU,
mouT — 1 0,u” = —Vliwu%Tu,
which means that
du” = dut + dwpdTu.
Thus
n = iwpdt = O(k). (4.7)
The proof is complete. O

Proposition 4.1 basically indicates that when considering the conductive scattering
problem (4.1), one may impose the low-frequency dependence behaviour (4.7) on the
surface conductive parameter. As remarked earlier, Proposition 4.1 only considers the
simple model (4.3) for illustration of the low-frequency behaviour (4.7). For more complex
Maxwell models, one can derive the conductive scattering system (4.1) of a general form.

We are in a position to consider the inverse problem (4.2). First, we introduce the
admissible class of conductive scatterers in our study.

Definition 4.1. Let (2;q,7n) be a conductive scatterer associated with the scattering
problem (4.1) and u be the total wave fields therein. The scatterer is said to be admissible
if it fulfils the following conditions:
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[0

Q

Auy + K2 qouy =0 Tt

Auf + k2uf =0

FIGURE 3. Schematic illustration of the geometry setup in the proof of Theorem 4.1.

(a) Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R?, and q € L>=(2), n € L>=(99).
(b) Following the notations in Theorem 2.1, if Q possesses a corner QN W, then
que C°(Sy), n € C*(Ty,).
(¢) The total wave field w is non-vanishing everywhere in the sense that for any
r e R, .
pl_lg_lo IC) /B(x,p) |u(z)|dx # 0. (4.8)
We would like to point out that the conditions stated in Definition 4.1 can be fulfilled
by the conductive scatterer (£2;¢,n) and the scattering problem (4.1) in certain general
and practical scenarios. For example, as remarked in Remark 2.2, if ¢ = 0 in S}, then
the conditions in (b) can be easily fulfilled. If ¢ # 0 in S, but = 0 on S}, N 99, then
u € H?(S},). Hence, the conditions in (b) can also be easily fulfilled. There might be more
cases for which the conditions in (b) are fulfilled. The condition (4.8) in (c) can also be
fulfilled at least when k is sufficiently small. In fact, it has been shown in Proposition 4.1
that if n # 0, then n = O(k) . For the scattered field u® of (4.1), from [13, Theorem 2.4],
it is proved that

. o .
[y < CUnu || g-12(00) + E llqu'llL2(9) = OK)[[u'll L2 (0),

where C' is a positive number and B is a large ball containing (2. Hence, if the incident

field u* is non-vanishing everywhere, say u* = ***"? with d € S! being a plane wave, and

k is sufficiently small, then (4.8) is obviously fulfilled. Nevertheless, by Definition 4.1, we

may include more general situations into our subsequent study of the inverse problem

(4.2).
Theorem 4.1. Consider the conductive scattering problem (4.1) associated with two
conductive scatterers (Q4;q5,n;), j = 1,2, in R?. Let ub(&;u’) be the far-field pattern

associated with the scatterer (Q;qj,n;) and the incident field u'. Suppose that (23 q;,n;),
7 =1,2 are admissible and

ul (&;u') = u? (& ub) (4.9)
for all & € S* and a fived incident wave u'. Then
M AQ = (91\92) U (92\91) (410)

cannot possess a corner. Hence, if Q1 and Qo are convex polygons in R?, one must have
Q1 = Q. (4.11)
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Proof. By contradiction, we assume that there is a corner contained in 7 AQs. Without
loss of generality we may assume that the vertex O of the corner {lo N W is such that
OE@QQ&DdO%Ql. A

Since ul,(#;u?) = u2 (#;u?) for all # € St, applying Rellich’s Theorem (see [17]), we
know that u§ = u§ in R?\(; U Q). Thus

ui(z) = uz(x) (4.12)
for all 2 € R?\(Q; UQ»). Following the notations in (2.2), we have from (4.12) that
uy =uf =u, Ouy =0ug +nui =ou +nuf on Ff,
where the superscripts (-)~, (-) stand for the limits taken from s and R*\Qy respec-
tively. Moreover, suppose the neighbourhood Bj(O) is sufficiently small such that
Auf +k*uf =0, Auy + k*quuy = 0in By(0).
Clearly uf € H?(Sy,) and u; € H'(S),). Now we prove that
ui_ —uy € HQ(ZAh)v

where X5, is defined in (2.2). We first note that on the boundary Ff, one has u; = uj,
where u]” € H3/2(I‘f) from the trace theorem. Since I'™ € C'11, from [30, Theorem 4.18],
we have the following regularity estimate for u, up to the boundary F?;L /2.h) of ¥p,:

}|“5“H2(2Ahij) =C (HUEHHl(Sh) + H“;FHH3/2(FZ)> ’

where C > 0 is a constant and Df is a open set with a boundary F(+h /2.h) such that

Y, N DY # 0. Using the similar argument we can prove that u, has H?2-regularity up
to the boundary ', , ;. of 3, . Therefore u, € H?(Zy, ), which means that uf —u; €

H?%(X,,). Since (Q4;¢4,m;), 7 = 1,2 are admissible, we know that n € C’a(fi) and

qauy € C%(Sy). Applying Theorem 2.2 if 7(O) # 0, and Remark 2.5 if n = 0 on Ff, and
also using the fact that u; is continuous at the vertex O, we have

(75} (O) = 0,

which contradicts to the admissibility condition (c¢) in Definition 4.1.
The proof is complete. O

Based on Definition 4.1, if we further assume that the conductive parameter 7 is
constant, we can recover 7 simultaneously once the admissible conductive scatter (2 is
determined. However, in determining the conductive parameter, we need assume that
gj = q for j = 1,2 is known.

Theorem 4.2. Consider the conductive scattering problem (4.1) associated with the ad-
missible conductive scatters (2;q,n;), where Q; = Q forj =1,2 andn; #0, j = 1,2, are
two constants. Let ulo(%;u") be the far-field pattern associated with the scatter (€2;q,n;)
and the incident field u*. Suppose that (£); ¢,mj), 3 = 1,2, are admissible and

g (& u') = uly (&5 u') (4.13)

for all & € S* and a fized incident wave u'. Then if k is not an eigenvalue of the partial
differential operator A + k?q in H(SY), we have m1 = 1.
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Proof. Since ul (#;u’) = u2 (2;u’) for all # € S, we can derive that uj = uj for all
T € RQ\Q and thus &,uf = &,u; on 0f). Combining the transmission condition in the

scattering problem (4.1), we deduce that

u; =u] =uy; =u, on OIS,

Thus, we have
O(uy —uy) = 0y(uf —ug) +mui —noug = (m —m)u; on AN.
Define v := u; — uy . Then v fulfills

(A+ K% q)v =0 in Q,
v=20 on 0, (4.14)
Oyv = (m —m2)u; on O

Since k is not an eigenvalue of the operator A + k3¢ in H}(£2), hence one must have
v = 0 to (4.14). Substituting this into the Neumann boundary condition of (4.14), we
know that (m1 — n2)u; = d,v = 0 on 0NQ.

Next, we prove the uniqueness of n by contradiction. Assume that 71 # 19. Since
(m —mn2)uy =0 on 0Q and 7n;, j = 1,2 are constants, we can deduce that u; = 0 on 0S.
Then u; satisfies

(A+E*Quy =0 in Q,
u; =0 on Of).

Similar to (4.14), this Dirichlet problem also only has a trivial solution u; = 0 in €,
since k is not an eigenvalue of A + k?q. Then, we can derive uj = u; = 0 and

Syuy = dyuf +mui = dyui =0 on 09,

which implies that u; = 0 in R? and thus v = —u’. This contradicts with the fact that
uj satisfies the Sommerfeld radiation condition.
The proof is complete. O

Remark 4.1. In Theorem 4.2, it is required that k is not an eigenvalue to A + k?q in
H}(Q). Clearly, if q is negative-valued in Q or Sq # 0 in Q, this condition is fulfilled.
On the other hand, if q is positive-valued in €, then this condition can be readily fulfilled
when k € Ry is sufficiently small.
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