1811.12484v1 [math.AP] 29 Nov 2018

arXiv

INVERSE OBSTACLE SCATTERING FOR MAXWELL’S
EQUATIONS IN AN UNBOUNDED STRUCTURE

PELJUN LI*, JUE WANG!, AND LEI ZHANGH

Abstract. This paper is concerned with analysis of electromagnetic wave scattering by an
obstacle which is embedded in a two-layered lossy medium separated by an unbounded rough surface.
Given a dipole point source, the direct problem is to determine the electromagnetic wave field for the
given obstacle and unbounded rough surface; the inverse problem is to reconstruct simultaneously
the obstacle and unbounded rough surface from the electromagnetic field measured on a plane surface
above the obstacle. For the direct problem, a new boundary integral equation is proposed and its
well-posedness is established. The analysis is based on the exponential decay of the dyadic Green
function for Maxwell’s equations in a lossy medium. For the inverse problem, the global uniqueness
is proved and a local stability is discussed. A crucial step in the proof of the stability is to obtain
the existence and characterization of the domain derivative of the electric field with respect to the
shape of the obstacle and unbounded rough surface.

Key words. Maxwell’s equations, inverse scattering problem, unbounded rough surface, domain
derivative, uniqueness, local stability
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1. Introduction. Consider the electromagnetic scattering of a dipole point source
illumination by an obstacle which is embedded in a two-layered medium separated
by an unbounded rough surface in three dimensions. An obstacle is referred to as
an impenetrable medium which has a bounded closed surface; an unbounded rough
surface stands for a nonlocal perturbation of an infinite plane surface such that the
perturbed surface lies within a finite distance of the original plane. Given the dipole
point source, the direct problem is to determine the electromagnetic wave field for
the known obstacle and unbounded rough surface; the inverse problem is to recon-
struct both of the obstacle and the unbounded rough surface, from the measured wave
field. The scattering problems arise from diverse scientific areas such as radar and
sonar, geophysical exploration, nondestructive testing, and medical imaging. In par-
ticular, the obstacle scattering in unbounded structures has significant applications
in radar based object recognition above the sea surface and detection of underwater
or underground mines.

As a fundamental problem in scattering theory, the obstacle scattering problem,
where the obstacle is embedded in a homogeneous medium, has been examined exten-
sively by numerous researchers. The details can be found in the monographs [6] 27]
and [, [7,[16] on the mathematical and numerical studies of the direct and inverse prob-
lems, respectively. The unbounded rough surface scattering problems have also been
widely examined in both of the mathematical and engineering communities. We refer
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to [8L 12, 15 25 28 29, 30, 31} [33] for various solution methods including mathemati-
cal, computational, approximate, asymptotic, and statistical methods. The scattering
problems in unbounded structures are quite challenging due to two major issues: the
usual Silver—Miiller radiation condition is no longer valid; the Fredholm alternative
argument does not apply due to the lack of compactness result. The mathematical
analysis can be found in [10, [T} I8, 22| B2] and [13} 20, 23] on the well-posedness
of the two-dimensional Helmholtz equation and the three-dimensional Maxwell equa-
tions, respectively. The inverse problems have also been considered mathematically
and computationally for unbounded rough surfaces in [1] 2 [3, [24].

In this paper, we study the electromagnetic obstacle scattering for the three-
dimensional Maxwell equations in an unbounded structure. Specifically, we consider
the illumination of a time-harmonic electromagnetic wave, generated from a dipole
point source, onto a perfectly electrically conducting obstacle which is embedded in
a two-layered medium separated by an unbounded rough surface. The obstacle is
located either above or below the surface and may have multiple disjoint components.
For simplicity of presentation, we assume that the obstacle has only one component
and is located above the surface. The free spaces are assumed to be filled with
some homogeneous and lossy materials accounting for the energy absorption. The
problem has received much attention and many computational work have been done
in the engineering community [14} [I7, [I9]. However, the rigorous analysis is very rare,
especially for the three-dimensional Maxwell equations.

In this work, we introduce an energy decaying condition to replace the Silver—
Miiller radiation condition in order to ensure the uniqueness of the solution. The
asymptotic behaviour of dyadic Green’s function is analyzed and plays an important
role in the analysis for the well-posedness of the direct problem. A new boundary
integral equation is proposed for the associated boundary value problem. Based on
some energy estimates, the uniqueness of the solution for the scattering problem
is established. For the inverse problem, we intend to answer the following question:
what information can we extract about the obstacle and the unbounded rough surface
from the tangential trace of the electric field measured on the plane surface above the
obstacle? The first result is a global uniqueness theorem. We show that any two
obstacles and unbounded rough surfaces are identical if they generate the same data.
The proof is based on a combination of the Holmgren uniqueness, unique continuation,
and a construction of singular perturbation. The second result is concerned with a
local stability: if two obstacles are “close” and two unbounded rough surfaces are
also “close”, then for any § > 0, the measurements of the two tangential trace of
the electric fields being d-close implies that both of the two obstacles and the two
unbounded rough surfaces are O(d)-close. A crucial step in the stability proof is to
obtain the existence and characterization of the domain derivative of the electric field
with respect to the shape of the obstacle and unbounded rough surface.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the model problem
and present some asymptotic analysis for dyadic Green’s function of the Maxwell
equations. Section 3 is devoted to the well-posedness of the direct scattering problem.
An equivalent integral representation is proposed for the boundary value problem. A
new boundary integral equation is developed and its well-posedness is established. In
Sections 4 and 5, we discuss the global uniqueness and local stability of the inverse
problem, respectively. The domain derivative is studied. The paper is concluded with
some general remarks in Section 6.
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Ey

Fic. 2.1. Problem geometry of the obstacle scattering in an unbounded structure.

2. Problem formulation. Let us first specify the problem geometry which is
shown in Figure 2l Let S be an unbounded rough surface given by

S ={x = (v1,22,73) € R : 23 = f(w1,22)},
where f € C%(R?). The surface S divides R? into Qf and s, where
Qf ={x eR®: 23 > f(x1,22)}, Qa={xcR®: 23 < f(x1,72)}.

Let D be a bounded obstacle with C? boundary I'. The obstacle is assumed to be
a perfect electrical conductor which is located either in Qf or in (2. For instance,
we may assume that D CC Qf. Define ©; = Qf \ D. The domain ©; is assumed
to be filled with some homogeneous, isotropic, and absorbing medium which may be
characterized by the dielectric permittivity €; > 0, the magnetic permeability p; > 0,
and the electric conductivity o; >0, j =1,2.

In Q;, the electromagnetic waves satisfy the time-harmonic Maxwell equations
(time dependence e~i%?):

VxE; =iwuHj,

Vx H;=—iwe; E;+ Jj,

V(& Ej) = pj,

V- (uHj) =0,
where w > 0 is the angular frequency, E;, H;, J; denote the electric field, the
magnetic field, the electric current density, respectively, and p; = (iw)~'V - J; is the

electric charge density. The external current source is assumed to be located in ;.
The relation between the electric current density and the electric field is given by

Ji=01E; +Jes in Oy,
JQZO'QEQ in QQ,

where J ., stands for the current source.
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Using the above constitutive relation, we obtain coupled systems

V x El :iw,ulﬂl,
VXHl :—iw(€1+i%)El+Jcsa

(2.1) (1 412)V By = LV ., in Q,
V- (uHy) =0,

and
V x By = iwps Ho,

(2.2) V x Hy = —iw (g2 +12) E», n Q.

(Eg-i-i%)V'Eg =0,
V- (ueHz) =0,

Eliminating the magnetic field Hy in (2), we obtain a decoupled equation for the
electric field E;:

(2.3) V x (V x Ei(x)) — k1Ei(z) = w1 Jes(z), x Q.

Similarly, it follows from (2.2]) that we may deduce a decoupled Maxwell system for
the electric field E5:

(2.4) V x (V x Ey(x)) — k3E2(x) =0, x€ Q.

Here x; = ww/(sj +i%) i; is the wave number in €;,j = 1,2. Since €, 15,0, are
positive constants, x; is a complex constant with $x; > 0,3k; > 0, which accounts

for the energy absorption.
By the perfect conductor assumption for the obstacle, it holds that

(2.5) vrxE;=0 onT,

where v denotes the unit normal vector on the boundary I' directed into the exterior
of D. The usual continuity conditions need to be imposed, i.e., the tangential traces
of the electric and magnetic fields are continuous across S

(2.6) vs X Ei=vgxEy, vgxH{=vgx Hy onl,

where vg denotes the unit normal vector on S pointing from Q5 to Q.
The incident electromagnetic fields (E*, H*) satisfy Maxwell’s equations

(2.7)

{v x (V x B (z)) — i2E'(z) = iwp1 J os(T), veq.

V x (Vx H(x)) — kIH (z) = V x J s(2),

In Q1 the total electromagnetic fields (E1, H1) consist of the incident fields (E*, H*)
and the scattered fields (E°, H®). In g, the electromagnetic fields (Ez(x), Ha(x))
are called the transmitted fields.

In addition, we propose an energy decaying condition

(2.8) lim |E*|?ds =0, lim |H?®|?ds = 0

r—-+00 8BT+ r—-+00 BBTJT
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and

(2.9) lim |Es|?ds =0, lim |H 3 |*ds = 0,
r=+ Jop, =+ Jop-

where OB denotes the hemisphere of radius r above or below S.
The dyadic Green function is defined by the solution of the following equation

(2.10) Ve X (Ve x Gj(x —y)) — ,%?Gj(:c —y)=0(x—y)I inQy,

where I is the unitary dyadic and ¢ is the Dirac delta function. It is known that the
dyadic Green function is given by

e\ VyVy | exp (ikj]z — yl)
(2.11) Gj(x y)—[I—i— /@? } inlw—y

We assume that the dipole point source is located at @, € 2; and has a polariza-
tion g € R3, |q| = 1. Induced by this dipole point source, the incident electromagnetic
fields are

(2.12) E'(x) = Gi(x —x,)q, H'(z)= (V x E'(z)), =c.

iwp
Hence the current source J ., satisfies
iwp Jes(xz) = go(x — x5), x € Q.

Denote by 7; the set of functions ¥ € C%(Q;) N C**(Q;),j = 1,2. The direct
scattering problem can be stated as follows.

PROBLEM 2.1. Given the incident field E' in @12), the direct problem is to
determine E° € T and E5 € Ty such that

(i) The electric fields Ey = E* + E' and Eo satisfy 23) and (24), respectively;

(i) The electric field E; satisfies the boundary condition (2.3);

(i11) The electromagnetic fields (E;, H;),j = 1,2 satisfy [2.0);

(iv) The scattered fields (E°, H®) and the transmitted fields (E2, H2) satisfy the

radiation conditions ([2.8)) and (Z9), respectively.

It requires to study the dyadic Green function in order to find the integral repre-
sentation of the solution for the scattering problem. The details may be found in [4]
on the general properties of the dyadic Green function.

LEMMA 2.2. For each fizred y € Q;, the dyadic Green function G; given in ([2.11))
admits the asymptotic behaviour

Gj(w—y)zO(%W)f as |z — y| — oo,
exp (=S(ry)lz]) | 7
)

meGj(:c—y)—O( as |x — y| — oo,

where T := éé and & = (1,1,1)7.
Proof. Following

. 1
n—m-¢mwnmy+ww—m—ww+oGa)a“”%m’
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where & = x/|x|, we have

exp (i@ — y|) _ exp (ir;|z|)

lz -yl ||

(2.13) « {exp(—iﬁj:ﬁ Y+ O (I?ll) } as 2] = o0

uniformly for all y satisfying |z — y| — co. By @I3), for Sx; > 0, we obtain for
|z| — oo that

Gj(z—y) = { vy }QXP (i ) {exp(—iﬁjfﬁ-y)JrO (I?]LI)}

4r|x|

1\ .
_ exp 1ng|w| { — @&] exp (—ik;& - y) + O <ﬁ) I}
€

 Ar|e|

0 (exp S(kj)|x|) )I
||

and
Ve x Gj(x —y) = —Vy x Gj(z —y)

_w{_vyx[g—jxfc)exp —ik;E - y} O(

e )7}

Ry
:iﬁjw{:ﬁx[u—fﬁi)exp( ir;& - y)] ( ) }

4r|x|

~o(mnlSle)

x|

which completes the proof. O
We introduce some Banach spaces. For V' C R3, denote by BC (V) the set of
bounded and continuous functions on V', which is a Banach space under the norm

[¢llc = sup |g(z)].
zeV

For 0 < a < 1, denote by C%*(V) the Banach space of functions ¢ € BC(V) which
are uniformly Hélder continuous with exponent a. The norm || - ||co.a (v is defined by

[llco.avy = [¢llc + sup M
Ay

Let C1%(V) = {¢ € BC(V)NCY(V) : V¢ € C%*(V)}, which is a Banach space under
the norm

[@llcrevy = [8lloc + IVl coe ().

3. Well-posedness of the direct problem. In this section, we show the exis-
tence and uniqueness of the solution to Problem 2.1l by using the boundary integral
equation method. First we derive an integral representation for the solution of Prob-
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lem 277] using dyadic Green’s theorem combined with the radiation conditions (2-8])

and (2.9]).
THEOREM 3.1. Let the fields (E1, E3) be the solution of Problem [2] then
(E1, E3) have the integral representations

Ey(z) = Bi(x)+ /S {liwmG(z — )] - s(y) x Hy())+
Ve x Gz — )] - [vs(y) x B ()] }dsy
(3.1) + / {iwmGi (@ —y)] - vr(y) x Hy(y) Msy, @<y,

and

Ey(x) = — /S {liwp2Gale — )] - [s(y) x Ha(y)

(3.2) + [Va x Ga(z — y)] - [vr(y) x Ea(y)]}dsy, x € Qs.

Proof. Let B, = {x € R®: |z| < r}. Denote Q, = B, N Q; with the boundary
9Q, = OB;F UT'US,., where OB,;" = 0B, N and S, = SN B,. For each fixed z € Q,,
applying the vector dyadic Green second theorem to E; and G in the region £2,., we
obtain

5 {Ei(y) - [Vy x Vy x Gi(y —2)] = [Vy x Vy x Er(y)] - Gi(y — @) }dy

== ) W) x (Vy x BEr(y))] - Galy — )

(3-3) + ) x Ei(y)] - [Vy x Gi(y — @)]}dsy,

where v = v(y) stands for the unit normal vector at y € 9, pointing out of Q,.
It follows from (Z3) and (ZI0) that

/ (Er(y) - [Vy X Vy x Gi(y — )] — [Vy X Vy x Ey(y)] - Ga(y — z)}dy

Qr

_ / [E1(y)] - [Vy X Vy % Gi(y — @) — £2Gi (y — x)]dy

- / Vy X Vy % Ex(y) — w21 (y)] - [Ga(y — z)|dy

~ [ 1B Gy - )Dldy — | i Tuu(y) - Grly -~ 2)dy

- Q.

— By(x) - / fiwon T os(y) - G (y — @))dy,
where

im o iwpr I es(y) - Gi(y — )|dy = /91 [q0(y — =5) - G1(y — )|y

(3.4) =Gi(x—z,)q = E'(x).
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Hence, letting r — 400, with the aid of B3)—(@4), we have

Ey(z) - Ei(x) = —/m {v(y)  (Vy x Bx())] - Gy — @)
v(y) X Ex(y)]- [Vy x Gi(y — z)]}ds,

(/[ /ﬂE&“m W){ v(y) x (Vy % Br(y))]- Galy — )

(3.5) +[v(y) x E1(y)] - [Vy x Gi(y — 2)| }dsy,.

Following Lemma and (Z8)-(Z3), we obtain for r — 400 that

[ Avt) < (v, x B @) Galy )
0B/

+v(y) x B*(y)] - [Vy x Gi(y — @)| }ds,

1
3
<ot [ amwras| | [ e - ek,
oOB; oB}
3 3
(36) S Ewras] [ x| o
oB;+ OB}
By Lemma and the definition of incident field E, we have for r — 400 that

Aw) x (Vg x B'@)]- Gily - x)
OB}

+[v(y) x E'(y)] - [Vy x Gi(y — @)]}dsy

1

s[aﬂui / |Hi<y>|2dsy} [ / |G1<y—w>|2dsy]
aB; 8B;F

(3.7) + [/BBT+ |Ei(y)|2dsyr- U@B IV, x Giy —m)|2dsyr 0.

Using (B5)-@B0) and conditions (ii), (iv) in Problem [21] and letting » — +oo,
we have for each fixed x € ; that

/{uy % (Vy x Ex(y))] - Galy - @)
+[v(y) x Bay)] - [Vy x Galy — )] }dsy

/{uy X (Vy x E1())] - G1(y — x) }dsy
- /S {liwmGh (@ — y)] - vs(y) x Hi(y)]
+ [Va x Gi(z — y)] - [vs(y) x E1(y)] }dsy
+ / {fwmGh (@ - y)] - [vr(y) x Hy(y)]}dsy.
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Similarly, for each fixed & € 29, we have

Byfa) = = [ {Ga(a —u))- Ws(y) % (V, x Ba(y))
+[Va % Galw — y)] - [vs(y) x Ba(y)]}ds,
—— [ {lomGala — )] - lvsw) x Haly)
T [Va % Galw — )] - [vs(y) x Fa(y)]}dsy,
where

vs(y) x B;(y) = lim vs(y) x Bj(y + (—1) hvs(y)),

vs(y) % [Vy x Bi(y)] = lm vs(y) x [Vy x Bily+ (-1 hws(y)]

are to be understood in the sense of uniform convergence on S, and j = 1, 2.
Finally, from the jump relations and (Z3]), we note that the integral representa-
tions (BI)-(B2) lead to the boundary integral equations:

3s(@) % Bi(a) ~vs(@) x B@)+ [ {lwmvs(@) x Gile —u)]-lvs(y) x Hi(w)
+ls(@) * (Ve x Gala )] - [vs(y) x Ba(y)]}ds,
(3.8) + /F {liwmvs(@) x Gi(z —y)] - [vr(y) x Hi(y)]}dsy, x €S,

0 =vr(z) x E'(z) + /S {liwpmwr(@) x Gi(z — )] - [vs(y) x Hi(y))
+ [vr(x) x (Vo X Gi(z —y))] - [vs(y) x E1(y)]}dsy
(3.9) + /F {liwmvr(z) x Gi(z —y)] - [vr(y) x Hi(y)]}dsy, z €T,

and

3vs(@)  Bala) =~ [ {iwpavs(e) x Gale — v)]- ws(y) x Hafy)
(3.10) + [vs(x) x (Vo x Ga(x —y))] - vs(y) x Ea(y)]}dsy, =€ S.

Hence, the electric fields (E1, E2) satisfy the boundary integral equations (B.8)—(B.10)
and the continuity conditions

(3.11) vs X Ei=vgxEy, vgxH{=vgx Hy onl,

which completes the proof. O
To show the well-posedness of the boundary integral equations (B.8)—3I0), we
introduce the normed subspace of continuous tangential fields

T(S)={ypeC(S):vs-1p =0},
and the normed space of uniformly Holder continuous tangential fields

T0(8) = {yp € T(9)| ¥ € CV(9)}.
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We consider the integral operator T': T%%(S) — T%2(S) defined by

(T®) () = /S liwmvs(@) x Gz — )] - [T (y))ds,

312) = /R2 liwir (Vs (@) x G1(x = Y)) - C(Y)lysm sy L+ for + f1,)" > dyndys,

and the integral operator K : T%(S) — T%(S) defined by

(K®)(x) = /S ws(@) x (Vo x Gi(z — )] - [()]dsy

313 = [ e @s(@) x Gr(@ =) ¥y snml(+ 5 + 12 e,

For each n € Z*, define the truncated operator T,, : T%%(S,,) — T%(S,,) by

— /j /f liwpr(vs(x) x Gi(x —y)) - \Il(y)|y3:f(yhy2)]

(3.14) X (14 f2 + f2)2dy1dys,

and the operator K,, : T%%(S,) — T%*(S,) by

= /_" /_n liwp (vs(xz) X Gi(z —y)) - ‘I’(y)|y3:f(y1,y2)]

(3.15) x(1+ f2 + f2)'/2dyidys,

where S, ={x € S: |z;| <n, j=1,2}.

It follows from [6] Theorems 2.32 and 2.33] that the integral operators 7T, and
K, are compact. We show that the integral operators T' and K are also compact.
Hence the boundary integral equations (B8)—(@I0) are of the Fredholm type, i.e., the
existence of the solution follows immediately from the uniqueness of the solution.

LEMMA 3.2. The integral operators T and K are compact.
Proof. For each fixed € S, it follows from ([B.12]) and (3.14) that

(T%)(x) - (T, %) ()

T e

(3.16) =1 + L+ Iz + I,

where

90(5373/1, y2) = [iwﬂl (VS(:B) x G (:B - y)) : ‘I’(y)|y3:f(y17yz)](1 + fy21 + y22)1/2'
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By Lemma [22] we have for n — +oo that

+oo +oo
|I| < / / lo(x, y1, y2)|dy1dys

+oo +oo
<c [ [ 16—l W)l

oo 0 fexp (=S(k1)|y))
< C)|¥||co. a(s)/ / ( vl B ))dyldyz
Yys=J\Y1,Yy2
e 1 T2 exp (= 33(k1)y2)
< C||‘I’||00va(5)/ exp (— 33 (Hl)yl)dw/ 2y dy2
0 n
2\’ /(1 .
(317) = C||‘I’||00,a(5) % E exp ( — 5\)"(/451)) — O,

where C' is a positive constant and may change from step to step. Similarly, we may
show for j = 2, 3,4 that

1
(318) |I | < OH‘I’HCO D‘(S) (— exp ( — g%(lil))> — O as n — +o0o.
Combining (BI6)—-(3I8) leads to

4
|(T¥)(z) — Z
1 n
< Ol coas <Eexp(—§ (K ))>—>0 as n — +o00.
Hence we have

1 n
(319)|(T — T0) ¥l < C||¥||co.0(s) (5 exp (— 53(,%1))) — 0 asn— +4oo.

For each fixed ¢, € S,, and x # z, it follows from (BI2) and BI4) that

(T - Tn)¥)(x) - T.)¥)(x)
+oo  ptoo —n  p+4oo —n +n  p4oo
-(/ / / / / o)
[p(x,y1,y2) — (T, y1,y2)]dy1dy2
(3.20) =15+ Is + I7 + Ig.

From Lemma and the mean value theorem, we get

exp (=S(s1)[yl)
ly|

|Gi(z —y) - Gi1(Z-y)|<C |z — &|.
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Therefore

—+o00 —+o0
15| S/ / lo(x, y1,y2) — @(Z, Y1, y2)|dy1dy:

+oo +oo
<c / | 161~ 9) = G1(@ )| (@) e

Clle &) sup | ¥y |/+°°/+°° (M

[yl

)dyl dya
y3=f(y1,y2)

(321) < Cla—&)|¥lcos) (%) (2o (~5300) ).

Similarly, for j = 6,7, 8, we also have

|3

~ 1
(3.22) 51 = Ce = Dl Wlenecs) (5 exw (-

g(m))) :

Combining 320)-(322) and noting 0 < a < 1, we obtain

(T = Tn)¥) () — (T - T,)¥) ()|

|z — x|

8

1 n
<D< Clla = ) Wlonecs) (5 o (- 300))
Jj=5

< O Elooes) (1 e (= 330r) )

(3.23) = C[| ¥ cos) ( “exp (- gg(m))) 50 asn — +oo.

For 0 < o < 1, it can be deduced from (B19) and (23] that

IT — Tl coas)
= H(T B Tn)q:l||c(),a(s)
= sup
H‘I'”C(),oc(s);fo ||‘Il||cf),a(s)
1
= sup T o [H(T —T)%¥| s
1l co.a(5)#0 H ||co,a(5)

(e Tn>w><|w> - ~<|<3“ ~T)¥)(@)
x,zcS r—T
TAT

<C (n_a exp (— g%(ﬁl))> —+0 asn— +oo,

which shows that the operator T' is compact on T%<(S). Similarly, it can be shown
from (BI3) and B.I5) that operator K is also compact on T%%(S). O

THEOREM 3.3. Let E® € T, E5 € T3 have the integral representations [B.1)-(B.2)
and satisfy the boundary integral equations (B.8)—-BI0) with the continuity conditions
BI0). Then (E., E3) are the solutions of Problem [2.

Proof. We only show the proof for the field E;. If the field E® € 7y has the
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integral representation (B.1]), then we have

E'(x) = /S {liwm G (e — )] - s(y) x Hy(y)
+ Ve x G — )] - [s(¥) x Ex(y)]}dsy

(3.24) + /1“ {liwpG1(z — y)] - [vr(y) x Hi(y)]}dsy, x€ Q.

It is easy to verify that vp(y) x El(y)‘F =0, i.e., E; = E*+ E' satisfies the boundary
condition (ii) of Problem 211
Noting that for any « € Q; and y € SUT, we have  # y. Taking double curl of

(3:24), multiplying 3:24) by —xi = —w?ui(e1 +i2), and adding the resulting two
equations with the aid of (ZI0), we obtain

V x (V x E*(x)) — k1 E*(x)

=/ {iwm [V x Vo x Gi(z —y) — #1G1(z — y)] - [s(y) x Hi(y)]
s
+[Ve x (Vo x Vo x Gi(z — y) = iG1(z — )] - Ws(y) x E1(y)]}dsy
+/ {iwp[Vae x Vo x Gi(z —y) — #1G1(x — y)] - [vr(y) x Hi(y)]}dsy
r

(3.25) =0, =z € Q.
It follows from (Z71) and (B.28) that

V x (V x Eq(x)) — ki E1(x)
=V x V x E*(x) — k1E*(x)] + [V x V x E'(x) — k?E"(x))
=siwp Jes(x), T Q.

Furthermore, with the help of Lemma B2l and ([3:24), we deduce that
@)l <C| [ 161(a - vl wstw) < Hiw)lds,
+ /S Ve x Gil@ —y)| - [vs(y) x Ba(y)lds,
+ 161 =l or(o) x Hi(w)las,|
<C|lvs x Hllenegs) [ 1G1(a - w)lds,
T lvs % Brllcnas) /S Va % Gi (@ — )ldsy
o x Hiloweq [ 16102 = v)lds)
n——+oo

gC{ lim / |G1(x — y)|dsy + lim / Ve X Gi(z — y)|dsy
S, n—-+o0o S,

(3.26) +/F|G1(m—y)|dsy}
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For each fixed n > 1, as |x| — 400, by Lemma [22] we have

[ 1Gie—yyas, <c [
Sn Shn

exp (3ir1 |z — y|)
|z — yl

1
exp (iimkc —yl)|dsy

exp (=5 3(k1)|]) 1.
< PP | o (- 9 (slyl)dsy
exp (—1S(ky)|z " 2
<C p( 2|m|( JIzl) (/o exp (— ig(fil)yl)dm)
exp (=5 3(k1)|]) N 2
(3.27) <C jm| (1 —exp (- Zd(m)))

and

p(—33(k) )
| : (

1—exp(— %(/{1)))2.

13

(3.28) / Ve x Gi(@ — y)|dsy < O
Sn

Similarly, we can obtain

exp (=S(r1) z]) /
r

d
El v

exp (—ik;& - y)[I — &&] + O (ﬁ) I
x

[ 161 - pias, <
T

520 ~ (=Sl

Combining ([3:26)-([3.29), we have for I(x1) > 0 that

_lx
B ()] = O (exp( 2|:|("€1)|$|)) as |@| — +oo
and
_ Cx
/ BPas, <o [ SRSl
aB;+ oB;f i
_ Cx
<o (S22 ) — Conp (<30 20 a5 o
T

where C' is a positive constant independent of 7.
Similarly, we can also show that

lim |H®|*ds, = lim |Es*dsz = lim |H 3 [*dsg = 0,
r——4o00 (?B;r r——+oo 8B r——+oo 9B,

which complete the proof. O

It can be seen from Theorems [3.I] and that there exits a solution of Problem
21 by using the boundary integral equation method. To prove the uniqueness, it
suffices to show that E; = E° and F5 vanish identically in Q; and Q, if E' =0. For
the sake of brevity for the proof, we consider the homogeneous Maxwell’s equations

(3.30) Vx(VxE;)—kiE;=0 inQy,
along with the boundary condition

(3.31) vrxE;=0 onT,
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and the continuity conditions
(3.32) vs X Ei=vgxEy, vgxH{=vgx Hy onl,

and the radiation conditions

lim |E12ds = lim/ |H, |*ds
r—+400 (’)Bﬁr r——+00 an

(3.33) = lim |By?ds = lim / |H |*ds = 0.
r—400 IB; r——4oo OB

THEOREM 3.4. Let (Eq, E3) be the solutions of the problem [B.30)-B33). Then
(E1, E3) vanish identically.

Proof. Denote Q, = (B, N Q) with boundary 9Q, = 0B UT U S,, where
OB} = 0B, NQ; and S, = SN B,. For each fixed x € Q,, applying the vector Green
first theorem to FE in £2,., we have

/ ([VxEi?-E - (VxVxE)]dz
Q.

:/ v - [El X (V X El)]dsm = / (V X El) . [I/ X El]dsm
o0, oQ,.

(3.34) =iwpi (/aBr +/F+[ST) H, - (v x E)dsg,

where v = v(x) stands for the unit normal vector at @ € 02, pointing out of €,.
Letting r — 400, we have from B31]), B33), and B.34) that

(3.35)/ IV x Bx]? — By - (V x V x By)]de = —iwm / H, - (vs x E1)dsa,
Q1 S

where vg = vg(x) denotes the unit normal vector at & € S pointing from region s
to region .

Using (3.38) and (330) yields
/Q IV x BEo> — By - (V x V x Ey)]dz
1
:/Q (IV x E\|? — e |E1]? + iwu101|E1|2) dx
1
(3.36) = —iwp /sﬁl - (vs x Ep)dsg,
which gives by taking the imaginary part of (336) that
(3.37) —%[/SE (vs x El)dsm} = al/Q |E12dx > 0.
1

Similarly, we may show that

(338) %|:/ ﬁg . (VS X Eg)dsm:| = 02/ |E2|2d:v > 0.
S Q2
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Noting the continuity conditions (3.32) and H; = vs x (H; xvs)+ (vs-Hj)vs,j =
1,2 on S, we have Hy - (wg x E1) = Hs - (vg x E3) on S, and

(3.39) /ﬁl . (Vs X El)dsm = / Fg . (I/S X Eg)dsm.
S S

It follows immediately from combining B37)—-B39) and o; > 0 that

/|Eﬂ%m:/ |Es|*dz = 0,
Ql Q2

which implies that F1 = 0in Q7 and Es = 0in Qs. O

4. Uniqueness of the inverse problem. This section addresses the uniqueness
of the inverse hybrid surface scattering problem. For the given incident field, we show
that the obstacle and the unbounded rough surface can be uniquely determined by the
tangential trace of the electric field vr,, x E1|r,, where 'y = {x € R®| 23 = H} is a
plane surface above the obstacle and unbounded rough surface and vr,, = (0,0,1) .

Let S € C? be an unbounded rough surface which divides R? into the upper half
space Q and the lower half space (2. Let D cc Q+ be a bounded domain with
the boundary I' € C2. Define ; = Q+ \ D. Let (E1, E5) be the unique solutions
of Problem 2.1 with the hybrid surface (D, S) replaced by (D, S) but for the same
incident field E? satisfying @I2)). The point dipole source is assumed to be located
at x, € Q1 N ﬁl. _ _ _

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that vr, X Ei|r,, = vr, X E1|ry, L thenD=D,S=S.

Proof. We prove it by contradiction and assume that D # D S # S. The problem
geometry is shown in Figure [£11 Let E = E, — El, then E satisfies Maxwell’s
equation

VXVXE—-rE=0 in QnNQ.

By the assumption vr, x Ei|r, = vr, X Ei|p, and the uniqueness result for the
direct scattering problem, it follows that E(z) = Ei(x) for all z € Qy = {x €
R3| : z3 > H}. By the analytic continuation, we get that E(z) = E;(x) for all
x € Q;NQ. Since Ec C?( N ?21) NCo%*(Qy N (Nll), we have

E(il)):El(w)—El(iB):O, T e Qlﬂﬁl.
In particular, we have

(4.1) E|a(Qm§1) = El}@(ﬂlﬂﬁl) - E1|a(91m§1) =

First, we prove that the obstacle can be uniquely determined. In the case when
D # D which include DN D # () and DN D = (), without loss of generality, let us

denote the region between D and D N D by Q=D \ (DN D) then we have Q C D
and Q ¢ D with the boundary (%2 r UI‘p, where I';, and I‘ denote the part of the
boundary I and T', respectively. Thus, from (@I) and 23], we obtain

(42) vr, X El‘l‘p = I/fp X El‘fp =0.
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F1G. 4.1. Problem geometry of the scattering problem.

Applying vector Green’s first theorem to El in @, we have from (£2) that
/~(|V><Lf~71|2—£~71-(VxVxﬁ_l))dw:/yv-[El X (Vxﬁ_l)]dsm
Q oQ
:/ (V x By) - [v x Ex]dse = 0.
oQ

On the other hand, note that the incident field is a point dipole source located at
s € Q1 NQy, then we have iwpr Jos(x) = Id(x — xs) =0 in Q. By [23)), we have

/~(|VXE1|2—El-(V><V><E_1))dw
Q
:/~ (|V X E1|2 —K_%|E1|2 + iw,ulf?l . jes) d.’IZ
Q
(4.3) :/~ (|V X E1|2 _ w2u151|El|2 + iwu101|E1|2) dex.
Q

For w101 > 0, taking the imaginary part of ([@3), we obtain [ |E1|2de = 0, which
implies that E1 = 0 in Q. It follows from Theorem [5:4] and E; € ﬂ(ﬁl) that we
have E’l =0in ?21. This is a contradiction because the total ﬁeldNEl is a nontrivial
solution of the inhomogeneous equation (23] in ;. Hence, D = D.

Next we show that the unbounded rough surface can also be uniquely determined.
In the case when S # S which includes SNS # () and SNS = (. If S} is a segment of
S, we may assume without loss of generality that S is located above S. Let * € 51,
choose € > 0 such that x. := x* + ce3 € Q; N Qy, where e3 = (0,0,1)7. Assuming
that the incident field is given by a point dipole source located at . with the unit
polarization vector q,, we take

(4.4) Ei(xz) = Gi(x —x.)q. inQf NQf.

Let S; = S1 N B:(x*) C S, where B.(x*) denotes the sphere centered at the origin
x* with radius € and S N B.(x*) = (). Then, from E' + E° = E; and ([&4]), we have

(4.5) 1G1q:llL=(s.) = |1E1 — E®||Lo(s.) < [[Eillze(s.) + |1 B |Loss.)-

Because «* has a positive distance from S , the well-posedness of the direct problem
implies that there exists C; > 0 (independent of ¢) such that F; = El‘ S and

ES

s.

5. = ES’ s. satisfy the estimate

(4.6) [E1llL=(s.) + 1E®|L(s.) = 1 E1llo=(s.) + 1B [|z=(s.) < C1 < +o0.
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It follows from ({3 and (L) that
(4.7) 1G1a.|[Le=(s.) < Ch.

This is a contradiction because the left-hand side of the above inequality (471) goes
to infinity as ¢ — 0. Hence, S = 5. O

5. Local stability. In this section, we present a local stability result. Let us
begin with the calculation of domain derivative which plays an important role in the
stability analysis.

Let 7 : R? — R3 be the identity mapping and let # : T US — R? be an admissible
perturbation, where 6 is assumed to be an admissible perturbation in C?(T'US, R3) and
has a compact support. For § € C?(T'US, R?), we can extend the definition of function
0(x) to Q; by satisfying: (z) € C*(Q;, R} )NC(Q;); T+0:Q; — Q9,7 =1,2. Here
the region Q; ¢ bounded by I'y and Sy, where

I'p={x+0(x):zcl}, Sog={x+0(x):xcS}.

Let O(x) = (61(x),02(x),03(x))". Clearly, Q;, is an admissible perturbed config-
uration of the reference region ;. Note that Q;0 = Q;, I'o = I', and Sp = S.
According to Theorem [3.4] there exist the unique solutions (E1 g, E2¢) to Problem
2.1 corresponding to the region ;¢ for any small enough . Note that this function
E;y = E;(0,z) cannot be differentiated with respect to 6 in the classical sense. For
this reason, we adopt the following concept of a domain derivative.
Denote by
~ 0Ejp

!/

the domain derivative of E; ¢ at @ = 0 in the direction p(z) = (p1(z), p2(z), p3(x))" €
C?(I'U S,R3). Define a nonlinear map

Y :TgUSy — vry, X E1glry,-

The domain derivative of the operator Y on the boundary I' U S along the direction
p is defined by

Y/(F U S,p) = Vry X Eller
We introduce the notations
VFT =vr X (V X IJF), VF,, =vr- V, VS.,- =Vg X (V X 1/5), VS,/ =Vg- V,

which are the tangential and the normal components of a vector V' on the boundary
I and S, respectively. It is clear to note that V.= Vp_+ Vp vron I and V =
Vs, + Vg, vs on S. Denote by Vr_ and Vg, the surface gradient on I' and 5, and
denote by 0, and J,, the normal derivative on I' and 9, respectively.

Define the jump

(5.1) [E]= lim Ei(z+4+a1)— lim Ez(x+az), <S8,
01—>0 02—)0
z+ai €N x+as€
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of the continuous extension of a function E to the boundary from 2; and 29, respec-
tively.

THEOREM 5.1. Let (Eq, E3) be the solutions of Problem 21l Given p € C*(T'U
S, R3), the domain derivatives (EY, Ey) of (E1, E2) are the radiation solutions of the
following problem.:

VxVxE|,-krE, =0 in Q,
VxVxE,—riE,=0 in Qo,
(52) vr X Ell = [pFu (8VFE11FT) + ELFV (Vrrpf‘,,)} X vr on I,
lvs x E'l = —iw[uHs,]pg, — [Vs % (Vs, (ps, Es,))] on S,

lvs x H'] =iw[(e +1Z)Es,|ps, — [vs x (Vs, (ps, Hs,))]  onS.
Proof. Define the operator A =V x (Vx) — 3Z and let

(5.3) Wy = AELQ,

where E; ¢ is a solution of Problem [2.1] corresponding to the region Q;¢,j = 1,2 for
sufficiently small . Then, we have

(54) Wy = q5 in QLQ
and
(5.5) wo(Z+0)=qd in Q.

Since A is a linear and continuous operator from H(curl, Q1) = {u € L?(;)3 :
V x u € L*(1)3} into D'(Q4), A is differentiable in the distribution sense, i.e.,
v — (Av, ) is differentiable for each ¥ € D(£21) and

0A
(5.6) 9 A.
Here D(£2;) is the standard space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact
support in Qq and D’(€;) is the standard space of distributions. Therefore, it follows
from the differentiability of  — FE;¢(Z 4+ 6) and 6 — E; ¢ that 0 — wo(Z + 0)
is continuously Fréchet differentiable at & = 0 in the direction p € C*(T' U S,R3).
Moreover, for an admissible perturbation 6, their derivatives satisfy

0 ow .
(5.7) 55 @o (T +0)(0)p = 8—9"(0)1) +(p-V)w in Q.
We deduce from (G3)-(EEH) and (B7) that
awg o (9./4 8E1,9 o 8A /
20 =38, a0 VP~ gg B

0

= 59 @e(Z +0)0)p —(p-V)w
(5.8) =(p-V)gd—(p-V)gd=0 in 4.
It follows from (B.0) and (E8) that

AE| =V x (Vx E}) —x1E} =0 in Q.
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For the boundary condition, we may follow the same steps as those in [21] and obtain
vr X Ell = [pFV (8,,FE17FT) + ELFV (VFTPF,,>] X vr onl.

Furthermore, for every perturbation # € C?(I' U S,R?), the tangential traces of
the electric fields are assumed to be continuous across S, i.e.,

(59) Vg X E179 = Vg X Egyg on Sg.
Hence, we have
(5.10) [Vo(Z + 0)] x [E1,0(Z 4+ 0)] = [vo(Z + 0)] x [E2,9(Z+0)] on S.

Moreover, it follows from [9] Lemma 3] and |26, Lemma 4.8] that

1
(5.11) vo(Z+0)= mg(@)ug on S,
where the matrix g(0) = (I + %)’T satisfies
9(0) =1, ag—(?(o)p =—(Vp)'
By (BI0) and (&IT]), we have
(5.12) [9(Ows]| x [E1,9(Z + 0)] = [9(0)vs] x [E29(Z+0)] on S
and
O {lo0yws) * [B:.0(T +0)]}0)p
(5.13) = % [9(8)vs] x [E20(Z+0)]}(0)p on S.

Using the chain rule, we deduce from (513)) that

% [9(0)vs] % [Ejo(T +0)]}(0)p
- [ (ag—?(())p> ys] x Ej+vg x [%(Eg‘,e(z‘f’ 9))(0)p
(5.14) = =((Vp)"ws) x Bj +vs x [Ej + (p-V)Ej] onS, j=1,2

Since on S we have

(VD) "ws) x E; = [vs x (V x p) + (vs - V)p] x
=[vs x (V xp)] x E; +[( )]><E
=—vg x [E; x(pr)]—(pr) (vs X Ej)+[(vs-V)p] x E
=—vs X [E; x (Vxp)|—vsx[(E; V)p]

(5.15) —(Vp)(vs x E;)+ (V- -p)(vs x Ej), j=1,2.
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With the aid of (BI4) and (BI5]), we obtain

A Alo(O)ws) % [B;0(Z +0)]}(0)p
= —{-vs x[E; x (V xp)| —vs X [(E; - V)p|] — (Vp)(vs x Ej)
+(V-p)(vs x Ej)} +vs x Ej +vs x[(p-V)E]
={vs x [E; x (Vxp)|+vs x [(E; - V)p| +vs x [(p- V)Ej]}
+vs x E;+ (Vp)(vs x Ej) — ( -p)(vs x E;)
=vs X [E; x (Vxp)+(E;-V)p+(p-V)E|]
+vg ><E;+(Vp)(1/s><E )— (V- -p)(vs x Ej)

(
=vs x [(Vx Ej)xp|+vs x[px (VxEj)+ E; x(Vxp)+(E;-V)p
+(p-V)E;] +vs x E; + (Vp)(vs x Ej) = (V- p)(vs x Ej)
=vs x[(Vx Ej) xp| +vs x [V(p- Ej)] +vs x Ej
+ (Vp)(vs x E;) = (V- p)(vs x Ej)
=iw[vs x (LH;) x p)] + [vs x (V(p - Ej))]
(5.16) +vs X Ej+ (Vp)(vs x Ej) = (V-p)(vs x E;) on S, j=1,2.

By taking into account of the continuous conditions (28] and p € C*(T'U S, R?),
from (BI) and (&I7), the jump relations read

(5.17) s x E'| = —iw[vs x (1H) x p)] = [vs x (V(p- E))].

For the first term of in the right hand side of (.17, we conclude from the jump
condition [uH g,] = 0 that

wlvs x (H) x p)] =iw[(uH)(vs - p) — p(vs - (1H))]
=iw[u(Hs, + Hs,vs)ps, — (Ps, +Ps,Vs)(uHs,)]
=iw[pHs, ps, — nH SUPST]
[
[

= w[uHs, |ps, — w[nHs,|ps
(5.18) =iw[uHs Jps, onS.

It follows from [vs x E] = [vg x Eg.] = 0 and the definition of the surface gradient
Vs, that we obtain [vg x (Vg, (ps. - Es,))] = 0. Thus, the second term in the right
hand side of (BIT) reduces to

vs x (V(p-E))] = [v

x (Vs,(p- E))]

x (Vs,((ps, +ps,vs) - (Es, + Es,vs)))]
x (Vs (ps, - Es, +pg,Es,))]
x (Vs,(ps,Es,))] onS.

s
= [[/
(5.19) =[vs
Finally, by (.I7)—(E19), we have the boundary condition
lvs x E'] = —iw[uHs, |ps, — [vs x (Vs, (pg, Es,))] onS.
Similarly, we can obtain

vs x H'| = wl(e +i2)Es Ips, — vs x (Vs (ps, Hs.))] onS.
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Based on the existence of the domain derivatives E;, the proof of the the integral
representations for E; follow in the same manner as for the the integral representation
of E;. Therefore, the asymptotic behavior to the domain derivative E; has the same

form as E;. This means that the domain derivatives (E}, E5) are the radiation
solutions of the problem ([5.2]). O
Introduce the domain 24 , bounded by I'j, and S}, where

I'n={x+hp(@)vr:xcl}, S,={x+hp(x)rvs:xzecS}.

where p € C?(R3 R) and h > 0. For any two domains Q; and Qy , in R?, define the
Hausdorff distance

dist(Q1, Q1,5) = max{p(Q1,n, Q1), p(Q1,Q1.0)},
where

p(Q1,Q.5) = sup inf |z —yl.
zeQ YEQ R
It can be easily seen that the Hausdorff distance between 2, 5 and 2, is of the

order h, i.e., dist(Q1,Q1,,) = O(h). We have the following local stability result.
THEOREM 5.2. Ifp € C*2(I'US,R) and h > 0 is sufficiently small, then

diSt(Ql,Ql)h) S CHVFH X El,h —Vry X EIHCOv"‘(FH)u

where Eqp and E1 is the solution of Problem [2] corresponding to the domain 2 p
and 2, respectively, and C is a positive constant independent of h.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there exists a subsequence from {E;,},
which is still denoted as {E4 5} for simplicity, such that

vry X El,h —Vry X E1
h

lim
h—0

= ||1/1'*H X E/lHCO’a(FH) =0 ash—0,
Coe(T'y)

which yields vr, x E{ = 0 on I'y. Following a similar proof of Theorem 3.4, we
can show the uniqueness of the solution for problem (5.2)). An application of the
uniqueness for problem (5.2)) yields that E; =01in Q;,7 =1,2. Noting the boundary
condition of EY in problem (5.2)) gives

vr x B} = [(p(z)vr)r, (O Err,) + Evr, (Vr, (p(z)vr)r, )] X vr
(5.20) = [p(a,,FELFT) + ELFV (Vprp)] xvpr=0 onl.

Since p is arbitrary in (520), we have

61,FE17FT = 8,,F [l/p X (El X I/F)]

(5.21) =0u . E1—0u.[(vr- E1)vr]=0 onT
and
(522) EI,FU =UVr - E1 =0 onl.

It follows from (.21 and (522) that
(5.23) OrE1=0 onT.
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With the aid of vr x E1|r =0 and vr - E1|r = 0, we have
(5.24) E,=0 onT.
Therefore, combining (5.23) and (524)), we infer by unique continuation that
Ei=0 inQ,
which is a contradiction to the
Vx(VxE)—krKE| =iwuJes #0 in Q.

The proof is completed. O

6. Conclusion. In this paper, we have studied the direct and inverse electro-
magnetic obstacle scattering problems for the three-dimensional Maxwell equations in
an unbounded structure. We present an equivalent integral equation to the boundary
value problem and show that it has a unique solution. For the inverse problem, we
prove that the obstacle and unbounded rough surface can be uniquely determined by
the tangential component of the electric field measured on the plane surface above
the obstacle. The local stability shows that the Hausdorff distance of the two regions,
corresponding to small perturbations of the obstacle and the unbounded rough sur-
face, is bounded by the distance of corresponding tangential trace of the electric fields
if they are close enough. To prove the stability, the domain derivative of the electric
field with respect to the change of the shape of the obstacle and unbounded rough
surface is examined. In particular, we deduce that the domain derivative satisfies
a boundary value problem of the Maxwell equations, which is similar to the model
equation of the direct problem.
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