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Abstract

The homogenization of eigenvalues of non-Hermitian Maxwell operators is studied by the
H-convergence method. It is assumed that the Maxwell systems are equipped with suitable m-
dissipative boundary conditions, namely, with Leontovich or generalized impedance boundary
conditions of the form n x E = Z[(n x H) x n]. We show that, for a wide class of impedance
operators Z, the nonzero spectrum of the corresponding Maxwell operator is discrete. To this
end, a new continuous embedding theorem for domains of Maxwell operators is obtained. We
prove the convergence of eigenvalues to an eigenvalue of a homogenized Maxwell operator under
the assumption of the H-convergence of the material tensor-fields. This result is used then
to prove the existence of optimizers for eigenvalue optimization problems and the existence of
an eigenvalue-free region around zero. As applications, connections with the quantum optics
problem of the design of high-Q resonators are discussed, and a new way of the quantification
of the unique (and nonunique) continuation property is suggested.
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1 Introduction

This paper is aimed to homogenization, optimization, and unique continuation for (generally non-
selfadjoint) eigenproblems associated with the time-harmonic Maxwell system

iV x H(z) = we(x)E(x), —iV x E(z) = wpu(z)H(x), x €Q, (1.1)

in a fixed Lipschitz domain Q@ C R3®. The eigenfields {E,H} of (LI) are assumed to satisfy a
fixed m-dissipative boundary condition on the boundary 02 of Q, i.e., E and H satisfy a boundary
condition that together with the differential operation M(e, ) : {E,H} — {ie 'V xH, —ip 'VxE}
defines an m-dissipative operator M in a Hilbert space equipped with the suitable ’energy norm’.

The material parameters ¢ and p, which are subjected to optimization in Section 24 are rep-
resented by two L (£, R3*3)-matrix-functions taking almost everywhere (a.e.) uniformly positive
symmetric values. The Hilbert space

]Léu(Q) coincides with the orthogonal sum L?(Q,C3)? = L?(Q,C?) @ L*(Q, C?) (1.2)
as a vector space, but is equipped with the equivalent norm | - || 2 () (energy norm)  (1.3)
defincd by [[{B.H}|Es (o) = (B, B); + (uELH), (1.4)

where (-,-)q is the standard inner product of the complex Hilbert space L%(€,C?) of C3-vector-
fields. The other two equations of the Maxwell system, Gauss’s law and the absence of magnetic
monopoles, can be taken into account by the consideration of the part M|s_,(q) of the Maxwell
operator M in the closed subspace [7, [45] 3]

Sepu(Q) = ({E,H} € L2 ,(Q) : div(¢E) = 0, div(uH) = 0}. (1.5)

Our primary motlvatlon is the Applied Physics problem of design of optical resonators with
high quality-factors Q) = | Rew] [41, 58] and the associated mathematical problems of modelling

T 2Imw

[45] 37, [3, [16] and optimization [25] 29, 206] 31, [50] B3] [15] of resonances in open optical, acoustic,

or quantum cavities. The key feature of these problems is the leakage of the energy to the outer
medium modelled by R?\ €. For the associated nonselfadjoint Maxwell operators M, this means
mathematically that (—i)M is a generator of a contraction semigroup {e_th}tzo in the energy
space ]Lg, (), or equivalently [52] [34] [18], that M is m-dissipative.




Despite numerous related Physics studies, the spectral optimization for nonselfadjoint differen-
tial operators is presently in the initial stage of its mathematical development. Relevant analytic
results on the existence of optimizers have been obtained mainly in the cases where the weak-*-
compactness of coefficients is applicable [25] 12, B1, 50, B3]. For Maxwell systems, this approach
is difficult to use since the corresponding homogenization convergences for (-) and u(-) are the
G-convergence of De Giorgi & Spagnolo [46] and, equivalently (since € and p are symmetric), the
H-convergence of Murat & Tartar (see the monographs [13, 8, [l 57]).

Structural optimization problems for eigenvalues of selfadjoint partial differential operators
have been actively studied during several decades [2, 1], 27, 19 B8, 22, 30]. In particular, the
H-convergence approach to the existence of optimizers was developed in [I1, [I]. Concerning the
closely connected, but somewhat different theory of shape optimization, which stems from the
Rayleigh-Faber—Krahn inequality, we refer to |2, [I, 27] and to the recent collection of works [2§].

An application of the homogenization method to the proof of the existence of optimal eigenvalues
of 3-dimensional m-dissipative Maxwell operators would be a natural step forward. However, for
the nonselfadjoint case, the H-convergence approach meets the following difficulties:

(A) The homogenization method, which was initially developed for selfadjoint 2nd order elliptic
operators with discrete spectrum (see [11] [1]), substantially uses the spectral theorem for
selfadjoint operators and the Courant—Fischer—Weyl min-max principle. These tools are not
available (at least directly) in the case of nonselfadjoint operators. An alternative approach
to the convergence of eigenvalues in the case of smooth periodic coefficients was used by
Oleinik, Shamaev, and Yosifian [49] for (generally nonselfadjoint) higher order elliptic opera-
tors % S (—=1)o%a,0° acting in the space L?(2) of scalar-fields. This approach relies

al,|Bl<m
on thelsi)‘eclzial ‘compact convergence’ for inverse operators and has its own specific difficulties.
Namely, in addition to the compactness of inverse operators, the assumption that the limiting
eigenvalue is semi-simple is needed for the eigenvector convergence estimates. Note that the
resolvent of an arbitrary m-dissipative Maxwell operator M in ]Lg, ,.(§2) is obviously not com-
pact since M has an infinite dimensional kernel ker M = {® = {E,H} € D(M) : M® = 0}
(for the basic theory of Maxwell operators see, e.g., [7, 45, [3, 16] and Section 2.2]).

(B) The question whether the restricted Maxwell operator M |SW(Q) has compact resolvent is more
involved since the compactness of the resolvent (7' — w)~! for a partial differential operator
T depends generally on the associated boundary conditions even in the case of a non-empty
resolvent set p(T') = C\ o(T) [23]. This means that there is no guaranty that the nonzero
spectrum o(M) \ {0} for an m-dissipative Maxwell operator M is discrete (i.e., consists of
isolated eigenvalues of finite algebraic multiplicity). The description of the family of boundary
conditions such that corresponding restricted m-dissipative Maxwell operators M]s_ () have
purely discrete spectra o(Mls, ,()) = odise(M s, ,(q)) seems to be an open problem (cf. [23]
for the discussion of related questions for Laplacians in bounded domains).

The goal of this paper is to overcome the aforementioned difficulties for Maxwell operators
associated with a sufficiently wide class of m-dissipative boundary conditions.

We first address the difficulty (B) and describe a class of generalized impedance boundary con-
ditions that, for the restricted Maxwell operator M |SW(Q), ensure simultaneously the discreteness
of spectrum and the m-dissipativity, see Sections and 411

The m-dissipative boundary conditions that we consider are generalizations of Leontovich ab-
sorbing boundary conditions. In the Photonics settings the medium in the outer region R3\ € is
not homogeneous and usually has a sophisticated structure, which may be partially unknown or



random [58]. Since it is difficult to justify the use of Silver-Miiller radiation conditions at co in
this context, a variety of approximate absorption boundary conditions are employed in computa-
tional electromagnetism to model resonances of leaky optical cavities [39] [45] 37, B, 59] (see also
the discussion in [16]). In particular, the Leontovich boundary condition

n(z) x E(z) = a(z)[(n(x) x H(z)) x n(z)], x € 09, (1.6)

which was introduced in Radiophysics publications of Shchukin and Leontovich (see [39, [59]) and
which is called also the impedance boundary condition, is widely used [45] 37, [3].

Here n(-) is the exterior normal unit vector-field along 02, and the scalar-valued measurable
function a : 9Q — Crignt := {2 € C : Re z > 0} in (L.6) is called an impedance coefficient. In this
paper we are interested in impedance coefficients a(-) satisfying the following set of assumptions:

a€ L>(0R), |a(x)] >c>0ae. on I for a certain constant ¢ > 0, (1.7)
there exists § > 0 such that either arga(x) € [—7/2,7/2 — §] a.e. on 09,
or arga(x) € [-7/2+ §,7/2] a.e. on 0L, (1.8)

where the inequalities and inclusions are valid a.e. with respect to (w.r.t.) the surface measure of
09, and arg z for z € C\ {0} is the complex argument of z, i.e., argz € (—m, 7] and z = |z|el¥8%,

Following [37], we understand the boundary condition (L&) in the sense that
[(nx H) xn] € L2(09), nxE € L09N), and equality (L) holds

in the Hilbert space  L?(99) = {v € L*(9Q,C?): n-v =0 a.e. on 9Q}

of tangential L2-vector-fields. We denote the associated Mazwell-Leontovich operator in Lg 4 (§2) by
Mimp,a-

The operator Mimp o is m-dissipative in LE,H(Q) if (L7)-(TL8) hold true [16] (for the case of
uniformly positive a(-), see [37]). Note that, if a(-) vanishes on a set of positive surface measure
or is unbounded, the aforementioned interpretation of (L) does not necessarily lead to an m-
dissipative operator [16] (in the cases of degenerate or singular impedance coefficients a, other
analytic interpretations of (L6l are needed, see [45] 3], 16, [51] and references therein).

In the case of nonselfadjoint boundary conditions, the spectral properties of Maxwell operators
M and, in particular, the discreteness of the nonzero spectrum o(M) \ {0} are not adequately
studied. The pioneering analytic result of S.G. Krein & Kulikov [36] states that o(M) \ {0} =
0disc(M) in the particular case where a = ¢ with a constant ¢ € @right and 0f) is smooth. The recent
paper [51] considers the case of mixed boundary condition with a constant impedance coefficient
a = ¢ > 0 for a Leontovich boundary condition on an ‘absorbing part’ I'' of the boundary 9, while
the remaining part of the boundary I' = 9Q \ﬁ is equipped with the 'perfect metal condition’
n x E = 0. We were not able to find results on the the discreteness of the nonzero spectrum of
Maxwell-Leontovich operators Mimp, o in the case where the impedance coefficient is not a constant
function on the absorbing part of the boundary.

The extension to general impedance coefficients a(-) of the Krein-Kulikov proof for the discrete-
ness of (M) \ {0} requires not only the compact embedding for the space Hipp(curl, Q)*NS,. u(€2)
into S¢ ,(€2) (see [3, bI] and ([B.7)), but also an additional step in the form of

the continuous embedding D (M) — Hjyp(curl, Q)? of the domain D(M) of M (1.9)
into the Hilbert space Hipp(curl, Q)? = Hipp(curl, Q) @ Hiyp(curl, Q),
where  Hiyp(curl, Q) = {u € H(curl,Q) : n x u € L}(6Q)},



and where all spaces are equipped with appropriate graph norms (see Sections[ZIland [22]). Without
additional assumptions on boundary conditions, (I.9) generally does not hold, see Remark

We prove the continuous embedding (LY) and the discreteness o(M|s, (o)) = daise(M]s. . ())
of the spectrum for the case of the generalized impedance boundary conditions

nx E=Z[(nxH) x n], (1.10)
with impedance operators Z : L7(02) — L7(9S2) satisfying the following assumptions:

Z is an accretive bounded operator in L?(99) (1.11)
with the coercivity property IvII2q S 1(Zv,V)sql, v € L 0Q). (1.12)

Recall that a linear operator 7' in a complex Hilbert space {X,(-,-)x} is called accretive if
Re (T'f,f)x > 0 for all f € D(T). By (-,-)on and | - |s the inner product and, respectively
(resp.), the norm in the Hilbert space L?(0f2) are denoted. The notation ‘<’ means that the cor-
responding inequality is valid after multiplication of the left (or right) side on a certain constant
C > 0; ie., (LI2) means C||v|2g < [(Zv,V)aq| for all v € L7 (09).

Taking the impedance operator Z equal to the operator of multiplication on a(-), one sees that
the class of boundary conditions (LI0)-(II2]) includes all Leontovich boundary conditions (L.6])
with a(-) satisfying (IL7)-(L8]). Note that the Maxwell operator Mimp, 7 defined by (1)), (II0) is
m-dissipative under assumptions (LII)-(TI2)) (see [16] and a simpler proof in Appendix [Al).

The difficulty (A) with the proof of eigenvalue convergence for nonselfadjoint eigenproblems is
addressed in the present paper for a fixed m-dissipative boundary condition chosen in the class
(CII)-(TI2)). We obtain the theorem on the convergence of eigenvalues directly (without the use of
compact convergence of [49]) combining the properties of the H-convergence with the Helmholtz-
Hodge decompositions of C3-vector-fields in € (see Sections 23] and B.1)). Namely, it is proved

in Section that the Murat-Tartar H-convergence [406] [I] of material parameters, &, i)soo and

Lhn A, oo, and the convergence of associated eigenvalues w,, — ws implies that we, is an eigenvalue
of the Maxwell operator Mim’,%w that corresponds to the homogenized material parameters €., and
too (see Theorem [2.7]).

As a by-product of this result, we prove that, for every uniformly positive definite and uniformly
bounded family of material parameters € and pu, there exists a region {z € C: 0 < |z| < R} that
is free of eigenvalues (see Theorem [2.5]). These results are applied in Sections 2.4 [Z5] and [ to
various eigenvalue optimization problems for Maxwell operators.

One of the nonselfadjoint spectral optimization problems arising in optical engineering and
applied physics is the Q-factor maximization for photonic crystal microcavities [41 [58], which was
partially inspired by the Haroche design of ‘Schrédinger photonic-cat’ experiments [24]. We consider
for this problem a new optimization formulation, which is different, but somewhat related, to the
formulations for the minimization of the eigenoscillation (exponential) decay rate I'(w) = —Im w
that were proposed before in [25, [BT], 50} B3] for other types of spectral problems.

Namely, the problem considered in Section 2.4] is to create a complex eigenvalue w as close
as possible to a specific range Z = [p_,p+] C R of real frequencies assuming that the material
parameter pair {e, u} varies in a certain family of composite structures feasible for the fabrication,
or in the corresponding relaxed H-closed feasible family. With the use of Theorems 2.4] and 2.5 we
apply the homogenization method to the question of the existence of optimizers.

The connections between the unique continuation for Maxwell system [17, 14}, 48], [4] and the
optimization of eigenvalues are considered in Sections and[Bl We would like to note that from the
point of view of the Q-factor maximization, the example of nonunique continuation of [14] leads to



a cavity with the quality-factor () = oo. This naturally raises the question whether the continuous
anisotropic coefficients € and p considered in [I4] belong to the set of H-limits of piecewise constant
structures consisting of several materials available for fabrication. This question is connected with
the coupled G-closure problem that is discussed in the beginning of Section [Bl

In Appendix, proofs of several important results, which we use as technical tools, are given.
These results may be already known to specialists, but either complete proofs are difficult to find
in the publications, or substantially simpler proofs can be given in the specific settings that we use.

Notation. Let Ips denote the identity 3 x 3-matrix. We put Ry = {t € R : =+t > 0}.
By (-,-) we denote the standard inner product in C3 or R3. For the functional spaces and basic
settings related to Maxwell systems we refer to [3] [16], [45] and Sections 21422} for the notions of
spectral theory related to dissipative and accretive operators to [18] [34], 54, 55] and Section B.21
By (+,-)x we denote the inner product in a Hilbert space X; the notation (-,-)q is the shortening
for (-,-)r2(q,c3), while the notation (-, -)aq is the shortening for (-,)2(5q). By (-, -)a we denote the
sesquilinear pairing between H~(Q) and H}(2) w.r.t. the pivot space L?(Q). The sign @ stands
for an orthogonal sum of Hilbert spaces. Let T': D(T) C X — X be a (linear) operator in X with
a domain D(T'). The range of T is denoted by ranT := {T'h: h € D(T')}. For Banach spaces X;
and X, we denote by X7 — X5 continuous embeddings, and by X; << X5 compact embeddings.

2 Main results and settings of the paper

2.1 Spaces and trace maps associated with Maxwell operators

It is assumed always that 2 C R? is a Lipschitz domain. This means that € is a nonempty bounded
open connected set with a Lipschitz continuous boundary 0%, see, e.g., [45, B]. Let R3*3 be the
real Banach space of 3 x 3 real-valued matrices (the choice of a norm in R3*3 is not important).
By Rg’yxrg we denote the linear subspace of R3*3 consisting of symmetric matrices.

Let a, 8 > 0 be constants such that 0 < o < . Modifying the notation of [I], we denote by
M, s the set of invertible real matrices A € R3*3 satisfying the following two coercivity conditions

aly* < (Ay,y) and 87 |y[* < (A7ly,y) for all y € R?, (2.1)
where (y,z) = Z?:l y;Zj fory,z € C3. Let Miygl be the set of symmetric matrices satisfying (2.1]),

M5 =Ma,p AR = {AcR¥3 : aly|® < (Ay,y) < Bly|* for all y € R3}.

sym

Since A € M, g implies |Ay| < 87!|y| for all y € R3, the sets M, g and Miygl are bounded in R3*3,

Let L™ (£, M(Sym ) ={A € L®(Q,R3>3) : A(z) € M(Sym) for a.a. z € Q}. It will be assumed
always that the material parameters ¢ (dielectric permlttlvity) and p (magnetic permeability)
satisfy e, p € L>(Q,M}y) with certain a and 3 such that 0 < o < 8.

We refer to [45] [3, 16] for the main functional spaces associated with Maxwell operators. The
space H(curl,Q) := {u € L?(Q,C3?) : V xu € L?(Q,C3)} and other spaces built as domains of
operators are assumed to be equipped with the graph norms. Here H(curl,2) is the domain (of
definition) of the unbounded operator curl : u — V x u in the Hilbert space L?(£,C3), where
V X u is understood in the distribution sense. Since curl is a closed operator, H(curl,) is a
Hilbert space. The Hilbert space Hy(curl, ) is defined as the closure in H(curl,Q) of the space
C5e(Q, C?) of compactly supported in € smooth C3-vector-fields.

The space Himp(curl,Q) = {u € H(curl,Q) : n x u € L?(90)} is a Hilbert space, see the
proof of [45] Theorem 4.1]. This space provides one of the ways to give a rigorous interpretation



to Leontovich boundary conditions [45, [37), 16] and can be equivalently written as
Himp(curl, Q) = {u € H(curl, Q) : ug, € LI (0N)}, where ug, := (n X u) x n.

The tangential component Uy, = (n X u) X n = —n x n X (ulpg) of the trace ulgg and the
tangential trace n X u = n x (ulpq) for u € H(curl, ) are understood in a generalized sense, see
[7, (5, 45, 44, [3, [16]. Namely, in the case of a Lipschitz domains €2, one has n € L*>(99Q,R?) for
the unit outward normal vector-field n : 9 — R3. The operator n* : u — n x (u|sq) and the
operator of the tangential projection trace 71 : U + U¢ay first defined for C*°(Q; C3)-fields on the
closure Q of Q have unique extensions as continuous (but not surjective) operators from H (curl, §2)
to H~Y/2(9€, C?). The images of these operators

n* H(curl, Q) = H™"/?(divyq, 9Q) and 71 H (curl, Q) = H~/?(curlyg, 0)

can be equivalently defined as domains of special extensions of the surface divergence divgn and
the surface scalar curl-operator curlgg [7), 5l 6, [44] (see also the comments in [45] B, [16]). The
role of the spaces H~1/ 2(divoq, 002) and H -1/ 2(curlyn, ON) is that they are the two trace spaces
associated with the integration by parts for the operator curl.

The (graph) norm || - H%{imp( curl,0) Of Himp(curl, Q) is defined via the equalities

HuH%{imp(curLQ) = ||u‘|%—[(cur],ﬂ) + ||Il X uH(%Q = ||u‘|%—[(cur],ﬂ) + ||utan||%ﬂ7 (22)

where ||-||sq denotes the norm in the Hilbert space LZ(9S2). Note that in (Z.2) we used the following
elementary fact: the map v + n x v considered as a linear operator in L?(95) is a unitary operator.

2.2 M-dissipative Maxwell operators with discrete spectra

A linear operator T : D(T) € X — X in a complex Hilbert space X is called accretive if
Re (T'f,f)x > 0for all f € D(T) [34], and is called dissipative if Im (T'f, f)x < 0 for all f € D(T)
(we use here the mathematical physics convention for dissipative operators [18]). A dissipative
operator T in a Hilbert space X is called m-dissipative if Cy := {w € C : Im w > 0} is a subset of
its resolvent set p(T) and ||(T — w)~!|| < 2= for all w € Cy.

In this paper it is assumed that the operator Z : L?(9Q) — L?(09) satisfies conditions (LIT)-
(TI2), i.e., Z is a bounded accretive operator in the Hilbert space L?(9f) generating a coercive
sesquilinear form (for discussions of boundary conditions with more general impedance operators,
see [3, [16]). We work with generalized impedance boundary conditions (L.I0]), which now, using
the the notation of Section 2.1l can be written shorter as n x E = ZH,,.

The Maxwell operator Miyp 7z = Mfr;l’; , associated with eigenproblem (CI) and the boundary
condition n x E = ZHy,, is m-dissipative [16]. Let us give the rigorous definition of Miyp z. In
the energy space L2 ,,(Q2) defined by (L2)-(L4), we consider the symmetric Maxwell operator Mo
ie”'Vx H

defined by the differential expression M(e, 1) : [I}-EI] — [—iu‘lv < E

] on the domain

D(Mo) = Hy(curl,Q)?,  where Hy(curl,Q)? = Hy(curl, Q) & Hy(curl, Q).

The adjoint (in L2 ,(€2)) operator Mg, has the same differential expression 9 (e, 1), but a differ-
ent domain D(Mg,) = H(curl, )2, which is wider and is the maximal natural domain for this
differential expression in L2 ,(Q).

The operator Miyp, 7z = Mfr;l’; 4 is defined as the restriction Mip, 7z 1= Mg o Ip Mimp.2) of the

operator M to D(Mimp,z) := {{E,H} € Himp(curl, Q)?: nx E = ZH,,,}. The notation Mii’l’; z

7



(and the notation M0 for the operator My ) will be used in the cases, where it is important to
emphasize the dependence on the material parameters € and pu.

Ezample 2.1 (Maxwell-Leontovich operators). The Maxwell-Leontovich operator Minyp, o defined in
Section[Ilcan be written as Miy,p, z with Z = m,, where m,, : v = av is the operator of multiplication
on a(-) in L2(09). In this case, the assumptions (L7)-(L8]) on the impedance coefficient a(-) are
equivalent to the assumptions (LII)-(LI2) (this follows, e.g., from [3, Remark 4.2.7]).

Remark 2.1. Since Miyp 7 is m-dissipative in ]L6 u(Q)= the Maxwell-Leontovich operator Miyp q
is m-dissipative if assumptions (L7)-(L.8]) are satisfied. This result was obtained in [16] as a by-
product of a description of all time-independent linear m-dissipative boundary conditions in terms
of m-boundary tuples. We give in Appendix[Alan elementary proof of the m-dissipativity of Minyp 7,
which, in the style of [37], is based on the Lax—Milgram lemma.

The domain D(Mimp,z) of Mimp, z is equipped with the graph norm for My, 7 in LEM(Q), ie.,
KB H}H s, ) = (CE.E)a + (WEL H)g + |V x E[3 + [V x H|J3.
Note that this norm is generated by the graph norm for Mg and is independent of Z. Recall that

HE B a2 = Bl eun,e) + 1B a0y = IEIS + IHIE + IV < E[l§ + [V < H3
Since e, € L=(Q, M),
the norms || - | p(asy, ) a0d || - ||z curn,0)2 are equivalent in the space D(Mimp,z). (2.3)

The definition (2.2)) of || - || g, (cur1,0) implies
HE, H}H2 iy (curl,2)? ”E”H(curIQ + HH”H(curIQ + | Etanl30 + [Hianl|3g - (2.4)

Theorem 2.1. Suppose (LII)-(LI2)). Then:
(i) HEtanHéz)Q + ”Htan”%ﬁ S ”E”%r(cuﬂ,g) + HH”%((CMLQ) for all {E,H} € D(Mimp,z).
(ii) The following continuous embedding holds

D(Mimp.z) < Himp(curl, Q)* . (2.5)

The proof of this theorem is given in Section [A]] (note that statement (ii) follows immediately
from statement (i) combined with (23] and ([24])). The role of Theorem [21] is that (2.5 is one of
the two components of the proof of the discreteness of the nonzero spectrum o(Mimp, z) \ {0} of the
operator Miy,p 7, see Theorem and Section A.1]

Example ZTlimplies that, for the case of Maxwell-Leontovich operators My, 4, the estimate (i)
of Theorem 2.11is valid for {E,H} € D(Mimp,) under assumptions (L7)-(L.g]).

Remark 2.2. While the impedance operator Z does not influence the norm in D(Mimp, z), it influ-
ences the choice of the closed subspace D(Mimp z) of H(curl,2)2. It is easy to see that statements
(i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.1l are not valid if D(Mimp,z) is replaced by the whole H (curl, )2, and so,
Theorem [2.1] is generally not valid without assumptions (LII)-(LI2). A simple counterexample is
provided by the ’extremal Maxwell-Leontovich operator’ M, o with the identically zero impedance
coefficient a = 0. In this case the multiplication operator mg of Example 2] is the zero operator
in L2(09), and D(Mimpo) = H(](CUI‘] Q) x Hlmp(curl ). The estimate (i) of Theorem 2] and,
particularly, the estimate |Hean |2 < |H|? H(curl,0) are not valid on D(Mimp,o) since the Hilbert

space w1 H(curl, Q) = H~/2(curlyg, Q) is not embedded into L?(9) (see [T, 5, [16]).



For a matrix-function £ € LOO(Q,MSOZ?) (later £ = € or & = p), the 'weighted’ complex Hilbert
space LE(Q, C?) by definition coincides with L2(Q, C3) as a linear space, but is equipped with the
‘weighted’ inner product (U,W)LE(Q’CS) := (fu,w)q. The norms in LE(Q,(C?’) and L2(Q,C3) are
equivalent (due to ([2.)). The space of C-valued functions H}(Q) := {f € HY(Q2) : flag =0} is a
closed subspace of the standard complex Hilbertian Sobolev space H!(€2).

We use the (weighted) orthogonal Helmholtz—Weyl decomposition [21], [T, [45], [3]

L{(Q,C°) = H(divE0,Q) @ grad Hy(9), (2.6)
where H(div£0,Q) = {u e LE(Q, C3) : V- (&u) =0 in Q in the sense of distributions}  (2.7)

and grad H}(Q) = {gradv : 1 € H}(Q)} are closed subspaces of LE(Q,(C?’) (see more details
in Section and Appendix [0). Since L2 ,(Q) = L2(2,C%) @ L7(©2,C%), the Helmholtz-Weyl
decompositions of Lg(u)(Q’ C?) lead to the orthogonal decomposition of the energy space:

L2, () =S () & Go(),  where Go(2) = grad Hj(Q2) @ grad Hg(1).

The 1st space grad H} () in the orthogonal decomposition of Gg(f2) has to be understood as a
closed subspace of LZ(2,C?) (equipped with the norm || - || ;2(q,cs)) and the 2nd space grad Hg(€2)
analogously as a closed subspace of LZ($,C3). The space S, () is defined by (LH).

The orthogonal decomposition ]ngu(Q) = S;,u(92) ® Go(2) reduces the m-dissipative opera-
tor Mimp,z to the orthogonal sum — Miymp z = Mimp z[s. ) @0  (see [16]), where the part
Mimp, z|Go () Of Mimp,z in the reducing subspace Go(§2) is the zero operator in Go(€2) (the definition
of reducing subspaces is given in Section [3.2]). Moreover, since the operator My, z is m-dissipative
in Lg M(Q), its part Mimp, Z|gw(g) in the reducing subspace S. ,(€2) is an m-dissipative operator in
Seu(Q) (see [16, Remark 2.2] for the details).

Note that, for any e, u € L>(£2, szgl) and any impedance operator Z, the infinite-dimensional
space G(12) is a subspace of the kernel ker Mipp 7z = {® € D(Mimp,z) : Mimp z® = 0}. So, the
eigenvalue w = 0 of the operator My z has infinite geometric and algebraic multiplicities (in the
sense of [34]) and w = 0 is a point of the essential spectrum cess(Mimp,z) = 0(Mimp, z) \Odise(Mimp, z)
of Mimp,z (in the sense of [54]).

The basic definitions of spectral theory including definitions of operators with compact resolvent
and the discrete spectrum ogisc(T) are collected below in Section The following theorem on
discrete spectra of Maxwell operators Mimp, 7z is the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 2.2 (discreteness of spectra). Let an impedance operator Z satisfy (LII)-(TI2). Then:

(1) The restricted Mazwell operator Mimp, Z\SW(Q) is an m-dissipative operator with compact resol-
vent and purely discrete spectrum.

(11) The spectrum of Mimp z consists of isolated eigenvalues. An eigenvalue w of Mimp,z has a finite

algebraic multiplicity if and only if w # 0.

The proof of this theorem is given in Section .11

2.3 Convergence of eigenvalues under H-convergence of material parameters

If this is not explicitly stated differently, the impedance operator Z : L?(9Q) — L?(99) is assumed
to be fixed in the rest of the paper and satisfies conditions (L.IT])-(T12).
The notation ’f,, — f in X’ means that a sequence {f,}neny C X converges weakly in a Banach

space X. By f, — f, we denote the strong convergence. The notation A, B, A is used for the



H-convergence of Murat & Tartar introduced in [46] for 2nd order elliptic operators. The following
slightly different, but equivalent, definition of H-convergence is from the monograph of Allaire [1].

Definition 2.1 ([1], cf. [46],47,149,[57]). A sequence {A;,}nen € L(2, M, ) is said to H-converge
to an H-limit (homogenization limit) A € L°°(Q, M, g) as n — oo if for any f € H-1(,R), the
sequence {uy, fnen of HE (€2, R)-solutions to the Dirichlet boundary value problem

V- (A,Vu) = f in Q, ulpn = 0,

satisfies u, — us in H}(Q,R) and A, Vu, — AVus in L?(Q,R?), where us, € HL(Q,R) is the
solution to the Dirichlet boundary value problem V - (AVu) = f, ulsgg = 0.

Note that, for a sequence {A,}n,en C L(£2, Msygl) of symmetric matrix-functions, the H-
convergence is equivalent to the G-convergence introduced by De Giorgi & Spagnolo (see [46, [13],]).

Remark 2.3. There exist [I] infinitely many metrics (distance functions) pg on LOO(Q,I\\/JIZZEI) such
that the H-convergence in LOO(Q,I\\/JISOZEI) becomes the convergence of sequences w.r.t. pg. In what
follows, we assume that one such metric py is fixed. By the result of Murat & Tartar [46] (see also
[1]), the metric space (LOO(Q,MZZ?), pi) is compact.

While Definition [2.]is written in a nonlocal form, the H-convergence is actually a local property

(see [46] 1]). We will use the following equivalent characterization [56] of the H-convergence, which
is independent of boundary conditions.

Proposition 2.3 ([56], see also [43]). A sequence {Ap}nen C L(2,M, g) is H-convergent to
Ao € L>®(Q,M, ) if and only if, for every two sequences {E"}nen and {D"}pen in L*(Q,R3),
the combination of the following properties

= A,E" a.e. inQ foralln e N, (2.8)
E" ~E® in L*(Q,R?), D" ~ D> in L*(Q,R?), (2.9)
{V x E"}en is a relatively compact subset of H™(Q,R?), (2.10)
{V -D"}en is a relatively compact subset of H(Q), (2.11)

implies D®° = A E® a.e. in (.

It is difficult to find a proof of this proposition published in English. That is why, we include such
a proof in Appendix[Bl We apply Proposition 23] to complex L?(, C3)-eigenfields of m-dissipative
Maxwell operators. Therefore, the following remark is needed.

Remark 2.4. Since the values of A,(-) are real matrices, Proposition 2.3 remains valid if the se-
quences {E"}°°, and {D"}>°, are allowed to be in the complex space L?(£2,C3).

Under a nontrivial solution {E, H} to the eigenproblem
iV x H = weE, —iV x E=wuH, n x E=Z7H;,,,

we understand an eigenfield {E, H} of the m-dissipative operator Mimp, 7z (‘nontrivial’ in this context
means that the eigenfield {E, H} is always supposed to have positive energy [[{E, H}H]L2 ) > 0).

A vector-field {E, H} is said to be L2 = 1 (§2)-normalized if [|{E, H}”L?,u =1.

Under a subsequence of N, we understand a strictly increasing to 400 sequence of indices
{nrtken € N. Whenever we iteratively pass to (sub-)subsequences {nj;}, it is assumed that
{k;}jen € N is strictly increasing. With a conventional abuse of the notation, we sometimes keep
the same indexing {n} or {n4} for (sub-)subsequences.
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Theorem 2.4 (convergence of eigenvalues). Assume that ey, py € L=(QLMYF), n € N, be such

that sniwsoo and ,uni>,uoo as n — oo. Assume that, for each n € N, w, # 0 and the pair

{E",H"} is an 1.2, (Q)-normalized solution to the eigenproblem

iV x H" = w,e,E", —iV x E" = w,u, H", nx E"=Z7H{ .
Assume that the corresponding eigenvalues wy, converge to a certain ws, € C as n — 0.

Then there exists a subsequence {ny};2; C N and an L?wuw (Q)-normalized solution {E>°, H>}
to the eigenproblem iV X H® = W E™®, —iV X E® = woltcc H®, n x E*® = ZH such
that E™ —~E® and H™ —H> in L*(Q,C3) as k — oo.

Theorem [2.4] is proved in Section using the compactness of (L“(Q,szgl), pr) and the
(Helmholtz—)Hodge decompositions in 02 and in €.

Remark 2.5. Theorem [2.4] states, in particular, that the convergence of w, € U(Mf£p” 7)\ {0} to
Woo implies that wes is an eigenvalue of a homogenized Maxwell operator Mfr;’l;“zw Note that, in
the case lim,,_ .o w, = 0, the conclusion that ws, = 0 is an eigenvalue of an"l‘;“Z"" is trivial, since
0 is an eigenvalue of every Maxwell operator Mii’l‘; , defined in Section (due to the inclusion
Go(2) C ker Mipmp,z). However, from the weak convergence of eigenfields in Theorem 2.4 it is

possible to obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.5 (eigenvalue-free region). There exists a constant R = R(«, 3,9Q,7Z) > 0 (depending
on a, B, Q, and Z) such that

0(Mimp,z) M{w €C : 0<|w| <R} = & foralle,pe L=(Q,MY).

(That is, the punctured disc {w € C : 0 < |w| < R} is an eigenvalue-free region for all Mazwell

operators Mt , with e, € L>(Q,M').)

The proof of Theorem is given in Section It is based on Theorem 2.4] and the decom-
position of Minp, 7 in selfadjoint and completely nonselfadjoint parts [55] (see Proposition B.2)).
Let (L*(£2, Miygl), pi) be the metric space with the H-convergence considered in Remark 23]
On the set L (9, szglf = L(Q, M) x L=(Q, M5 of pairs of material parameters we define
the metric pu({e1, u1}, {e2, p2}) = pu(e1,e2) + pu(p1, p2). The compactness of (L>(2, M) 5), pu)
implies that
the metric space (L‘X’(Q,IMI(SJ{yf;)27 ﬁH) is also compact. (2.12)

When this does not leads to ambiguity, the convergence of a sequence of material parameter pairs
{en, in}, n € N, w.r.t. the metric pg will be also called H-convergence.
&1

The following corollary is needed for optimization of eigenvalues of Maxwell operators Moz

Corollary 2.6. Suppose that a set F C L>°(€, Miygl)z of material parameter pairs is H-closed (i.e.,
closed w.r.t. the metric pu). Then:

(i) the set X[F] .= | J(Mier{f;; ) of achievable eigenvalues over I is closed in C.
{e.u}eF ’

(ii) the set X[F] \ {0} is closed in C.

Proof. The corollary follows immediately from Theorems 2.4] and O
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2.4 Applications to optimization of eigenvalues

The family F C L>(€, szglf of the material parameter pairs {e, u}, over which the optimization
is performed, will be called the feasible family. A Lipschitz domain 2, an impedance operator Z
satisfying (LII))-(L12]), and the associated m-dissipative boundary condition n x E = ZHy,, are
assumed to be fixed in the process of optimization.

Let {E,H} be a certain eigenfield corresponding to an eigenvalue w of an operator Mﬁ;f; 7
Then I'(w) = —Im w is the decay rate of the corresponding eigenoscillations {e¢ " “E, e 'WH}, the
physical meaning of the real part Re w is the (real-)frequency of these eigenoscillations.

If there exists {e,u} € F such that w € U(Mfr;f;z), we say that w is an achievable eigenvalue
(over F). The set X[F] = |J o(M>* ) is the set of all achievable eigenvalues.

imp,Z
{e.u}€F
Let Z = [p_, p+], where p1 € R satisfy ¢ < py. We define
the optimization objective dz(-) as the distance dz(w):= min |w— ¢
p—<p<p+
from w € C to the interval Z. We say that an achievable eigenvalue w, € o(M:*;) and a

imp,Z
corresponding material parameter pair {e,, p.} € F are dz-minimal over F if dz(ws) = inf dz(w).

in
weX[F]
A dz-minimal pair {e,, pu.} will be called also an optimizer (over ).

Corollary 2.7 (existence of optimizers). Let F be an H-closed subset of LOO(Q,Miygl)2, and let
Z C R be a closed bounded interval. Then there exists at least one dz-minimal pair {e., s} € F.

Proof. The corollary follows immediately from statement (i) of Corollary O

Remark 2.6. H-closed feasible families are typically obtained in the homogenization theory as H-
closures of composite structures consisting of several materials available for fabrication [56] 47, [35]
42, [13), 53] 1, [57), [43] (see also the bibliography in the monographs [13] [8, 1, 57, [43]). The description
of H-closures in many practical situations was reduced by Dal Maso & Kohn (unpublished work, see
[53, 1) to the G- and Gy-closure problems of periodic homogenization. For the case of two-phase
composites, an explicit solution for the conductivity Gy-closure problem was obtained independently
by Murat & Tartar [47, [56] and Lurie & Cherkaev [42] (see also the references in [13, [1]). With
the use of this explicit solution, it is possible to describe explicitly the H-closure for the typical
idealized models of a vacuum-silicon photonic crystal, as it is done in the following example.

Ezample 2.2. (i) Composite structures consisting of two materials with isotropic (relative magnetic)
permeabilities i1, fio € Ry and isotropic (relative dielectric) permittivities €1, €2 € R, are modelled
by the two disjoint measurable subsets 7 and Q9 = Q\Q; of . In the natural (Heaviside—Lorentz)
system of units the resulting permeability and permittivity matrix-functions are p(x) = (f1xq, (z)+
Haxa, (z))Ips and e(x) = (e1xq, (z) + €2xq,(z))Igrs, resp., where xg(-) is the indicator-function of
aset S (ie, xs(z) = 1if z € S, and xg(z) = 0 if z ¢ S). A typical model of a photonic
crystal takes the values jio = 1, €2 &~ 11.68 for the ’silicon region’ 2 (the conductivity and the
magnetic susceptibility of silicon are neglected), and the values iy = €¢; = 1 for the remaining
'vacuum region’ €; = Q\ Q5. Denoting the family of the corresponding structures by F°, one gets
FO={{e,u} : p=Igs, € €Fi,}, where

Fe e, == {e(:) = e1ps + (€2 — €1)x, (") Ig3s : Q2 € Q is measurable}.

Taking the H-closure of FO (w.r.t. the metric py), we obtain the corresponding relaxed feasible

family F = {{s,le} i g€ Fi@}, which can be used in Corollary 2.7l Here F' is the H-

€1,€2
H

e1,¢, 18 the H-closure in the usual "conductivity’

closure of F, ¢, (w.r.t. the metric py). That is, F
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sense of [46, 56, [47, [I]. A descriptions of the family Fi@ can be obtained [8, Section 11.2.1]

by taking the union of the Gy-closures (with prescribed ratios of materials) explicitly derived in
[47, 56, [42]. Namely, F = {e € L®(Q,MT,) :e(z) € Usepoy Mo for aa. z € Q}, where

€1,€2
the sets My C MgV, introduced in [47, 42] are defined in the following way. Let us denote by
Tr A= Z?:l A;j the trace of a matrix A € R3*3 by "<’ the standard partial order in the space R

sym
of symmetric matrices, by Ay, = (0] ' +(1—0)e; 1) ™! and AJ = fe1+(1—0)e2 the weighted harmonic
and arithmetic means, resp., of €; and e5. Then, for each 6 € [0, 1], the set My consists of all

symmetric matrices A € Rg’;g such that Ay Igs < A < A Igs, Tr((A—elgs)™t) < )\,1 = +)\+2 =
0 o~ €1

and  Tr((exlps — A)7!) < -+ 2

- 62—)\; 62—)\3 :

(ii) We do not know if real w # 0 can be an achievable eigenvalue over F = {{E, Igs} : €€ ?2762}
for impedance operators Z with invertible real parts Re Z (see the assumption (2I4]) below).
Section reduces this question to the unique continuation property by means of Proposition
However, it follows from Theorem [Z.5] that there exists a maximal open interval Zy.x = (0, %) C
R4 with ¢T** € (0,400] that does not contain achievable over F eigenvalues. For any Z C Tpax,
the dz-minimization problem considered above is nondegenerate in the sense that Iélzu[% ] dz(w) > 0.

w
Remark 2.7. For many applied problems, the zero eigenvalue of operators Mfr;l’; » has no special
significance. The part (ii) of Corollary allows one to exclude the zero eigenvalue from the
dz-optimization problem, see Section Bl Some extreme cases of such optimization problems are

demonstrated by Corollary 28] below.
Assume that, in the Hilbert space L?(99),

one of the operators iZ or (—i)Z is positive definite, selfadjoint, and bounded. (2.13)
Then, Maxwell operators Mfr;f;  are selfadjoint [16] (this follows also from Proposition .1 below).
Note that (2.I3)) implies (LII)-(LI2). By Theorem 22 o(M{} ;) consists of eigenvalues.

Ezample 2.3 (superconductor approximation). The extremal case of Leontovich boundary condi-
tion n x E = —icHy,, with a constant ¢ € R, fits (21I3]) and corresponds to a model with a
superconductor encircling 2, see Landau, Lifshitz & Pitaevskii [39, Section 87]. Note that cooled
superconducting niobium optical cavities were used by Goy, Raimond, Gross & Haroche in experi-
ments demonstrating the Purcell effect of enhanced spontaneous emission [24].

Corollary 2.8 (optimization of positive and negative eigenvalues). Let an impedance operator Z
satisfying (2.13]) be fized. Let F be an H-closed subset of L“(Q,sz?)2. Then:

(i) A minimal positive eigenvalue is achieved over F (in the sense that there exists w} > 0 and

{€x, tx} € F such that w} € J(Mfmp”z) and wi =min{w >0 : w e I[F]}).

(i) Analogously, a maximal negative eigenvalue wy is achieved over F.

Proof. We fix {e, u} for a time being and show that o(Mimp,z) contains both positive and negative
eigenvalues. The closed symmetric Maxwell operator My o associated with the boundary conditions
0 = n x E = Hy,, was defined in Section The symmetric sesquilinear form (Mp o ®, \IJ)L%“(Q) is
defined for all ®, ¥ € Hy(curl, )2, and in the case ® = ¥ = {E, H} generates the quadratic form
2Im(V x E,H)q = —2Im(V x H,E)q, which is not nonnegative and not nonpositive (this can be
seen by the comparison of the values of this quadratic form for & = {E,H} and ® = {H, E}). Under
assumption (2.I3]), Mimp, 7 is a selfadjoint extension of My . Thus, o(Mimp, z) Ry # {@}. Theorem
implies that o(Mimp z) consist of eigenvalues. Corollary (ii) concludes the proof. O
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2.5 Quantification of nonunique continuation via extremal real eigenvalues

For a bounded operator T': X — X in a Hilbert space X, we denote by ReT = %(T + T%) its real
part, and by Im T = %(T — T%) its imaginary part. Assume that, additionally to (LII))-(T12), the
boundary condition n x E = ZH;,, satisfies the assumption that

the real part Re Z of the impedance operator Z is injective (i.e., ker(Re Z) = {0}). (2.14)

Proposition 2.9. Suppose (LIT)), (LI2), and [ZI4). Let w € R be an eigenvalue of Mimp 7z and
let {E,H} be the corresponding eigenfield. Then {E,H} is a nontrivial solution of the eigenproblem

iV x H = weE, —iV x E = wuH, 0=nxE, 0 = Hiap. (2.15)

The proof of this proposition is given in Section 4.3l It is based on the decomposition of Miyp z
into selfadjoint and completely nonselfadjoint parts (see [55] and Proposition below).
In the case of the Leontovich boundary condition n x E = aHy,y,, (2.14)) is equivalent to

Rea(z) > 0 a.e. on 0. (2.16)

Under the Lipschitz continuity, we always mean the uniform Lipschitz continuity.

Corollary 2.10. Assume that the impedance coefficient a(-) satisfies (L), (L8), and @2I4).
Assume that the material parameters € and i are piecewise Lipschitz in the following sense:

N

there exist N € N and open sets Q, CQ, n=1,...,N, such that Q = U Qs (2.17)
n=1

the boundaries 0, are Lipschitz continuous, (2.18)

and the restrictions €|q, and plq, are Lipschitz continuous in y, for all n. (2.19)

Then RN o(Mimp,a) = {0} for the Mazwell-Leontovich operator Mimp q.

This corollary follows from a more general result of Corollary 4] which is proved in Section
[4.3] with the use of the unique continuation results of [4] and Theorem

Remark 2.8. The statement that {E, H} is a nontrivial solution to eigenproblem (2.15]) is equivalent
to the statement that {E,H} is an eigenfield corresponding to an eigenvalue w of the symmetric
Maxwell operator Ma’g of Section Operators Mii’l‘; 4 are extensions of MOE:(’)‘ . So Proposition
2.9] states that, under the additional assumption (2.14]) on Z, a real number w is an eigenvalue of

U(Mii’l’; ») if and only if it is an eigenvalue of MOE:(‘)L .

If only the Holder C7-regularity with v < 1 is required from the material parameters € and p,
there are counterexamples to the unique continuation property for Maxwell systems [14].

Remark 2.9. The results of Demchenko [14] and the scaling properties of the Maxwell system imply
that for every Lipschitz domain 2 and every « > 0 there exists § > « such that,

for certain e, € L(12, M(Sxygl), eigenproblem (Z.I5]) has at least one nonzero real eigenvalue.
(2.20)
It is obvious from the structure of the Maxwell system that in this case (—w) is also an eigenvalue
of ([2I5). So one can assume without loss of generality that w > 0 in (2:20). Let

Bmin (v, ©2) be the infimum of all 8 > « such that (2.20) holds. (2.21)
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Corollary 2.11 (extremal eigenvalue for nonunique continuation). Assume that ag > 0 and Sy >
Bmin (00, Q) with Buin defined by (2Z21)). Let us denote w, = wi (v, Po, 2) by

we =inf{w>0: w is an eigenvalue of ZIH) for a certain {e, pu} € L°(Q,M>™, )2 }.

0,80

Then wy > 0, and wy is an achievable eigenvalue for eigenproblem (2Z.I3)) over F = L“(Q,MZ%%O)Z

(in the sense that there exists {e,u} € L""(Q,IMIZ’ZYOTOBO)2 such that wy is an eigenvalue of ([2.15))).

The proof of this result is given in Section 4.3l This corollary and its proof can be easily adapted
to an arbitrary H-closed family F C L>°(£2, Mzz)mﬁo)z satisfying the property that there exist at least
one achievable over F eigenvalue w € R\ {0} of eigenproblem (Z2.I5]).

3 Main technical tools

3.1 Hodge decompositions and compact embeddings

This section provides the main technical tools for the proofs in Section[d Let & € L>°(Q, Miygl) For
X C L*(Q,C3), we denote £X = {£(-)v() : veE X} and €71X := {(£(-))7'v(:) : v € X}. Recall
that Lg(Q, C3) is the "weighted’ L2-space defined in Section 22 Let curly : H'(Q2,C3?) — L?(Q,C?)
be the continuous operator defined by curl; : v + V x v. Let H'(Q,C?) © kercurl; be the
orthogonal complement of the kernel kercurly := {v € H'(,C3) : V x v = 0}.

The range rancurly = curl H(Q,C3) = {V xv : ve H(Q,C3} of curl; is a closed
subspace of L*(Q,C3) [21, [7] (see also Appendix[C)). Let Ko(d2) be the finite-dimensional space of
locally constant C-valued functions on 9€). The finite-dimensional space

Ha(Q,€) :={w =Vq : g€ H'(Q), V-((Vq) =0in Q, and glpo € Ko(9Q)}

is a ‘weighted’ analogue of the cohomology space in [7], formula (104)].
The ‘weighted’ Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition of the following theorem is a more detailed
version of one particular case of [51, Corollary 3.3] (see also [3| Section 8.1]).

Theorem 3.1 (cf. [3,51]). (i) The Hilbert space Lg(Q,(C?’) admits the following orthogonal decom-
position LE(Q, C3) = grad H}(Q) ® Ha(Q, &) @ £ eurl H(Q, C3).

(ii) For every u € LE(Q, C3), there exist a unique triple
pE H&(Q), w € Hy(Q,€), ve HY(Q,C?) Skercurly  such that u=Vp+w + & Leurlv;
moreover, Pl @) + Wllzz@.c0) + VI @) S llullzz@ecs) - (3.1)

For the convenience of the reader, the proof of Theorem [3.1]is given in Appendix [Cl
Statement (i) of Theorem B.Ilcan be seen as a more detailed version of the Helmholtz-Weyl-type
decomposition (2.6]). Indeed, Theorem B.I] (i) implies

the Lg(Q, C3)-orthogonal decomposition H(div £0,Q) = Hy(Q,€) @ ¢ L curl HY(Q,C3).  (3.2)

Note that the space Ko(0f2) can be equivalently defined as the kernel of the Laplace-Beltrami
operator A% : HY(0Q) — H~1(99). For s € (0,1], the Sobolev-type boundary spaces H*(9Q) =
H$ (09, C) are well-defined. Introducing the Hilbert factor-space HY, := L?(99)/Ko(99) and, for

€ (0,1], the factor-spaces Hj, := H*(0€)/Ko(02), one can define the Hilbert space H as
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the dual to Hj, w.r.t. the pivot space H),. Note that H), = H'(9Q)/Ko(99Q) can be naturally
identified with the orthogonal complement H'(99) © Ko (9Q) of Ko (99).

On 0f), we consider the operator of tangential gradient grad,, and the surface vector curl-
operator curlyq (for their definitions on various Sobolev spaces on 0f2, we refer to 7, [5, 44 16]).
Since Ko(0€2) = ker gradyn = ker curlyq, the operators gradyg and curlpg can be considered
also as operators defined on the factor-spaces Hj, with s € [0,1] (see [16]). The quadratic form
(fIf)1 = | gradyg fll% defined for f € H}, is closed in HY, (in the sense of [34]). Using the
representation theorems [34] Theorems VI.2.1 and VI.2.23], one can define another version of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator as a unique nonpositive selfadjoint operator Ayq in HgQ such that H }m =
D (|A59|1/2) and (—Aan|f)HgQ = (f|f)1 for all f € D(Apqn). The operator Apq is boundedly
invertible, and there exists an orthonormal basis {ug}72, in H, such that (—Apq)ur = A2uy and
o(Asq) = {—A2}2°,, where A, >0 for all k€ N.

We use the scale H SABQ, s € R, of Hilbert spaces associated with ‘Aag’l/ 2. In particular, for
s > 0, we define the Hilbert space H Apo 38 D(\AaQ]S/ 2) equipped with the graph norm, and define
H,>  asthe dual to H, , w.r.t. the pivot space Hgm = HY,. For s € [—1,1], it follows from [20]
that H Zaﬂ can be identified with Hj3, up to equivalence of the norms.

The orthogonal Hodge decomposition of the space L?(9f2) can be written as

L7(09) = gradyg HA,, © Ki1(99Q) @ curlypg HA, (3.3)

where K;(9Q) := {u € L?(0Q) : 0 = divgou = curlyggu} is the finite-dimensional cohomology
space of 99 [7, 5] 16, [16].

The Hodge decompositions of the trace spaces H™/ 2(curlpn, 0?) = mrH(curl,Q) and
H~1/2(divyq, 0Q) = n*H(curl, Q) can be written as the following direct sums of closed subspaces
[5l, (6, [44] (see also [7] and [L16] Section 4]):

H~1/2(curlyg, Q) = grad,g Hi/jﬂ +K1(992)+ curlyg Hi/;ﬂ, (3.4)
H™Y?(divan, 0Q) = gradyg Hy 2 +K1(9Q)+ curlog HY” . (3.5)

For the Hilbert space
Ximp(curl,divE, Q) := {u € Hipp(curl, Q) : V- (&u) € L*(Q)}  (see [3,51]), (3.6)

with the graph norm defined by [[ull%, = curtaiven) = Il curne) + IV - (€0IIE + 0 xulFq |

imp
the compact embedding Ximp(curl, div €, Q) < L*(Q,C%)  holds. (3.7)

This embedding is a particular case of [3, Theorem 8.1.3] (see also [51, Theorem 4.1]).

3.2 Elements of the spectral theory of m-dissipative operators

This subsection collects the main definitions and facts of spectral theory of nonselfadjoint operators
used in this paper. Let X be a Hilbert space and let T : D(T) C X — X be a (linear) operator
in X. An eigenvalue w of T is called isolated if w is an isolated point of the spectrum o(T') of
T. The discrete spectrum ogisc(T) of T is the set of isolated eigenvalues of T' with finite algebraic
multiplicities (see [34], [64]). We say that T has purely discrete spectrum if o(T) = oqisc(T). The
closed set 0ess(T) = 0(T) \ 04isc(T) is called an essential spectrum of T' [54].

Assume that wg belongs to the resolvent set p(T) of T and the resolvent (T — wg)™t = (T —
wolx)™! at wp is a compact operator (for brevity, we sometimes omit the identity operator Ix in X
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from the resolvent-type notations). Then the resolvent (T'—w)~! is compact for every w € p(T); in
this case, it is said that T is an operator with compact resolvent (this definition assumes p(T") # @).
An operator T with compact resolvent has purely discrete spectrum [34, Theorem II1.6.29].

A closed subspace X7 of X is called an invariant subspace of T if Tf € X; for every [ €
D(T) N X;. In this case, the operator T restricted to D(T|x,) := D(T) N X; generates in the
Hilbert subspace X1 an operator T'|x, : D(T|x,) C X1 — X1, which we call the part of T in X;.

If X1 and X5 are invariant subspaces of T" such that the orthogonal decomposition X = X; & X5
takes place, the subspaces X7 and Xs are called reducing subspaces of T, and one says that the
decomposition X = X; @& Xy reduces T' to the orthogonal sum of its parts T'= T'|x, ® T|x, (e.g.,
in Section 22} the orthogonal decomposition L2 ,(Q) = S. ,(Q) & Go(2) reduces the symmetric
Maxwell operator My, and as a consequence, reduces its m-dissipative extension Mimp, z [16]).

An operator T is called completely nonselfadjoint if the zero space {0} is the only reducing
subspace X; of T" with the property T'|x, = (T|x,)*. A part T'|x, of an operator 7" in a reducing
subspace X7 is called a mazimal selfadjoint part of the operator T if the part T|x, of T in the
orthogonal complement Xo = X © X is completely nonselfadjoint.

Accretive, dissipative, and m-dissipative operators were defined in the beginning of Section
The following statements are equivalent: (a) T is m-dissipative, (b) (—i)T is a generator of a
contraction semigroup [52), [I8] [34], (c) iT is a closed maximal accretive operator [52] [34], (d) iT is a
densely defined maximal accretive operator [52] [55]. The following proposition follows immediately
from the combination of these equivalences with the results of [55, Section 4.4].

Proposition 3.2 ([55]). Let T' be an m-dissipative operator in X. Then:

(i) There exists a unique orthogonal decomposition X = Xgo @ Xpsa that reduces T to an orthog-
onal sum T = T|x,, ® T|x,. of the mazimal selfadjoint part Tsn = T|x., of T and a completely
nonselfadjoint m-dissipative operator Tysa = T'|x,... -

(ii) Assume that f is an eigenvector of T associated with a real eigenvalue w. Then f € D(Ty,) C
D(T*) and T*f = wf (i.e., [ is also an eigenvector associated with the eigenvalue w of T™).

4 Proofs of main results
4.1 Proofs of Theorems [2.1] and [2.2] discreteness of spectra
Assume that E € Hipp(curl, ) and H € Hjpp(curl, ). Then

Hia € L2(8Q) N7t H(curl, Q) = L2(0Q) N H~Y2(curlyg, 69),
n x E € L2(09) Nn* H(curl, Q) = L2(09Q) N H™/?(divyg, 09).

From the Hodge decompositions ([33]), (84), and (3:5]) one obtains that

Hian, = gradggpi + vi +curlpngn  and n x E = gradyg p2 + ve + curlpg ¢ (4.1)

with certain uniquely determined pi,qs € H éQ, q1,p2 € Hi/;ﬂ, and vy, vy € K;(09), and that for
{E,H} € Hypp(curl,Q)?,

[Huanl3e S o1l + vil3e + il (4.2)
le”i@,{f + ”Vl”%ﬂ + HQH@Z/;Q S HHtan”?Lrl/z(curlaQ,aQ) S HH”?J(Curl,Q)’ (4.3)
and [[p2][30 + 1Vl + 021500 S 10 % BIG v 00 S Bl ey (44)
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The impedance operator Z satisfies the assumptions (LII)-(LIZ). It follows from the Lax-
Milgram lemma that Z : L2(0€) — L?(05) is a homeomorphism (see, e.g., [3, Section 4.2]).

Proof of Theorem[2.]l. Statement (ii) of the theorem follows immediately from the combination of
statement (i), statement (2.3]), and formula (2.4]). We prove statement (i) in two steps.

Step 1. The assumption {E,H} € D(Mipp. z) is equivalent to {E,H} € Hipp(curl,2)* and
n x E = ZHy,,. In particular, the vector-fields n x E, Etay, and Hyay, belong to L2(09).

Due to ||n x ullsgg = ||utan|lon and the fact that the operator Z is bounded in L?(02),

[Etanlloo = 0 x E[jaq < [[Htanlloe  for all {E,H} € D(Mimp,z).
Hence, in order to prove statement (i) of Theorem [2.1] it is enough to prove

[ Hianll30 S ”E”%r(curl,ﬂ) + HH”%(curl,Q) for all {E,H} € D(Mimp,z) - (4.5)

Step 2. Using the 1st decomposition in (£1]), we put g := divyq (Z gradyg p1) € H, 55 From
(1) and the boundary condition n x E = ZHy,,, one gets

g = divpg (Z gradyg p1) = divea(ZHan) — divea(Zvi) — diveq (Z curlyg q1)
= diV@Q(n X E) — diV@Q(ZVl) — diV@Q (Z Cul‘lgg ql) .

The assumptions (LII)-(LI2) imply that (Zgradyow, grad ow)sq is a coercive sesquilinear form
on H}, (in the sense of [3, Remark 4.2.7]).

Using the Lax-Milgram lemma (e.g., in the form of [3| Theorem 4.2.8]) and the 2nd decompo-
sition in (4.I]), we have the estimate

Ipllmy, S Nglla—100) S [l divae gradaq palln-1(00) + | divea(Z2vi)l -1 00)
+ || divaq (Z curlpn 1) (|71 00)

where we used the facts that vo € Ki(99), divgg ve = 0, and divyg curlpg g2 = 0 (see [5] 16]).
This implies  |p1[|, < |l divoe gradaq pallm—100) + [1Zv1llae + (|1 Z curlaq qilaq -

Taking into account the facts that Z is bounded in L#(99) and divgg gradyq : Hiq, — H~1(0Q)
is a homeomorphism (which can be identified with the Laplace-Beltrami operator generated by A9
on the factor-space H élm), one obtains

Ip1llzry, S Ip2lles, + Ivilloo + lla gy, - (4.6)
From (4.4]), we see that HngHéQ < HngHgéz < HEH%(CurLQ). This, (43]), and (£8) imply
”PlHHgQ S E[ #eurno) + Vi lloa + H%”Héﬂ SB[ #eurno) + H| #cur,0)-
Applying this estimate to (£2]) and combining again with (43]), we obtain finally
[ Hian 130 < ”pl”ifég + Ivill3q + H%Hfr{ég S B eurno) + 17 curL0):
which proves (£5]) of Step 1, and so, completes the proof of Theorem 2.1 O

In order to prove Theorem 2.2 we show that the restricted Maxwell operator Mimp, Z\SW(Q)
has compact resolvent. This result follows from the combination of Theorem 2.1l with the compact
embedding (3.7]), more precisely, with the two compact embeddings

Ximp(curl,dive, Q) << L*(Q,C%),  Xinp(curl, div u, Q) < L*(Q,C?). (4.7)
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Proof of Theorem[Z2. Let us prove statement (i). As before, the domains D(Mimp zs. ,()) and
D(Minp,z) are assumed to be equipped with the graph norm of Mimp 7.

By [16, Remark 2.2|, the restricted Maxwell operator Mimp z[s. (o) is m-dissipative. Hence,
for all w € Cy, the resolvent (Mimp zls. (@) — w)™t S u(Q) = Se () of Miyp 7z is a con-
tinuous operator, and so, the operator Mimp7Z’SEYM(Q) —wls,_ (@) 1s a bijective bounded operator
from the Hilbert space D(Mimp,Z|S5,#(Q)) onto S, ,(2). By the bounded inverse theorem, the re-
solvent (Mimp zs. (@) — w)~! can be considered as a linear homeomorphism from S, ,(2) onto
D(Miwp,zls. (@)

By Theorem 1], the continuous embedding D(Mimp,z) < Himp(curl, 9)2 holds. The as-
sumptions div(eE) = 0 and div(uH) = 0 (which define the subspace S, () of ]Lgu(Q)) imply
that on D(Mimp z[s. (o)) the norms of the spaces Ximp(curl,dive, ) & Ximp(curl, divy, ) and
Himp(curl, 9)2 coincide. This yields the continuous embedding

D(Mimp,Z’SEyM(Q)) —  Ximp(curl,dive, Q) @ Ximp(curl, div i, Q).

Combining this continuous embedding with the compact embeddings (A7) and the equivalence
of norms (L.2)-(L.4)), we see that the resolvent (Mimp zls. (@) — w)~! is compact as an operator
from S ,(Q) to L2 ,(Q). Since the range ran(Mimp zls. () — )" lies in S, (), the operator
(Mimp,zs. () — w)~! is compact as an operator in S (). Thus, by [34, Theorem II1.6.29],
My, Z\SW(Q) has purely discrete spectrum.

Now statement (ii) of Theorem 2.2 follows immediately from statement (i) and the decomposi-
tion Mip,z = Mimp, Z\SW(Q) @ 0 (see Section 2.2]). This completes the proof of Theorem O

4.2 Proofs of Theorems [2.4] and [2.5], convergence of eigenvalues

Let Z : L2(09Q) — L2(09) be an impedance operator satisfying (LII)-(TI2). Recall that Mo is a
symmetric Maxwell operator with the domain Hy(curl, )2 and that M is the Maxwell operator
with the domain H (curl, Q)2. The m-dissipative Maxwell operator Mimp,z = Mi{f;’ 7 1s a restriction
Mf)k,o defined by the boundary condition n x E = ZH,, (and is an extension of Myy).

Statement (iii) of the next proposition provides the weak formulation for the eigenproblem.

Proposition 4.1. (i) The adjoint My, , of Minp z in L2 ,(Q) is the Mazwell operator with
the same material parameters e, € LOO(Q,MZYEI), but associated with the boundary condition
nx E = —Z"Ha,. That is, M, is defined by the differential expression M (e, i) on the domain

imp,

D( ) = {{E,H} € Hyyp(cur,Q)? : nx E=—Z"H,,}. (4.8)

*
imp,Z

(i1) The operator (—=1)M;: _ ., is m-dissipative in ILEM(Q).

1mp,

(iii) A pair {E,H} € H(curl,Q)? is a solution to the problem
iV x H = weE, —iV x E =wuH, nx E=Z7H;,, (4.9)
if and only if {E,H} satisfies the identity

(E,iV x H, —~@eE,)g + (H, iV x E, —wpH,)o =0 for all {E,,H,} € D(M;5,, 7). (4.10)

Proof. (i) can be seen directly by the integration by parts, or can obtained from the combination of
[16, Remark 6.1] with [16, Theorem 8.1 and Definition 7.2]. (ii) follows from the m-dissipativity of
the operator Mimp, z and [34, Problem V.3.21]. (iii) is a reformulation of the well-known statement

that ker(Minp,z —w) = L2 ,(Q) © ran( mp.z — @) O
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Let &y, tn, € LOO(Q,MZy?) for all n € N. Assume that, for each n € N, the vector-field {E™ H"}

is an eigenvector of the Maxwell operator M, := an’il’)“ 7 associated with a certain eigenvalue

wp, € 0(My), ie., {E", H"} is a nontrivial solution to the eigenproblem

iVxH" =w,e,E", —iVxE"=w,u,H", nxE"=ZH{,. (4.11)
Lemma 4.2. Assume additionally that, for each n € N, the eigenfield {E", H"} is
gn#n(Q)-normalized in the sense (e, E",E")q + (u,H",H")q = 1, (4.12)

and that the sequence of eigenvalues {wy}nen is bounded in C. Then there exists a subsequence
{ni}32, C N such that the following statements hold:

(C1) the subsequences {E™ }ren and {H™ Yoy converge weakly in L?(Q, C3) to certain vector-fields
E> € H(curl,Q) and H® € H(curl, Q);

(C2) {V xE™}ren and {V x H™ }cn converge weakly in L2(Q, C3) to V x E* and, resp., V x H®;

(C3) {nxE™}en, {EfE been, {nx H™ }en, and {H{E Yren converge weakly in L7 (0S2) to n x E*,

EX . n x H®and HYY,, respectively.

(C4) {en, }ren and {pn, tren H-converge to certain e € L(QLMYE) and pioe € L®(Q,M)5);

(C5) {wn, tken converges to a certain wo € C.

Proof. Step 1. Let us prove (C1)-(C2). The weak L?(£,C?)-convergences E™ — E> and
H" — H> after a passage to certain subsequences follow from the normalization of ([AIZ)). Simi-
larly, from (AIT]) and inclusions e, u, € LOO(Q,MZ%?), one sees that the sequences {V x E"}, cn
and {V x H"},en are bounded in L?(2,C?). Hence, after a possible iterative passage to subse-
quences, we obtain V x E™ —u; and V x H™ — uy in L2(Q, C3) with certain uy,uy € L?(Q, C3).

In order to finish the proof of (C1)-(C2), one has to show that E>°, H* € H(curl,Q), VxE> =
uy, and V x H*® = uy. These statements follows from the fact that the operator curl is closed,
see [34, Problem II1.5.12].

Step 2. Let us prove (C3). From the proof of (C1)-(C2), one sees that the sequences {E"},en
and {H" },en are bounded in H (curl, Q). We will use the fact that v — n x v is a unitary operator
in L2(09) (see Section Z.1]). Since n x E" = ZHZ,,, Theorem 1] (i) implies that {E_},en and
{H2, }nen are bounded in L?(09), and so, {n x E},cy is also bounded in L?(99). After passing
to suitable subsequences, we get the weak L7(9)-convergences n x E™ —w; and H{%, — ws to
certain wy, wo € L?(0Q). The mappings E +— n x E and H + H,, are bounded and closed as
operators from the Hilbert space Hiyp(curl, Q) to the Hilbert space L?(9€2). Thus wi = n x E*®
and wo = HX, € L?(Q2,C3). This implies also the rest of (C3) (we use here again that v — n x v
is a unitary operator in L?(95)).

Step 3. Conditions (C4)-(C5) are fulfilled after an additional passage to a subsequence due to
the H-compactness of L*(£2, Miygl) (see Remark [2.3]) and the boundedness of {wy, }nen. O

Lemma 4.3. Assume that a sequence of L2 (Q)-normalized eigenfields {{E™, H"}}en satisfies

Ensin
statements (C1)-(C5) of Lemma[{. (with the index n € N instead of ny). Assume that for each
n € N at least one of the two following conditions is fulfilled:
wp # 0 or 0 = div(e, E") = div(p, H") . (4.13)

Then:
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(C6) There exists a subsequence {ni}3>, € N such that {e,, E™}pen and {p,, H" }ren converge
weakly in L%(Q, C3) to e E® and, resp., oo H>.

(C7) (ecE®,E®)q + (oc H* , H®)q = 1.

Proof. In the case £ = I3, we denote H(div0,Q) := H(div£0,Q) and Hy(Q2) := Ha(Q,£). Let
D" = ¢,E” and B" = p,H", n € N. Note that assumption (£I3]) implies always its second
option, i.e.,

0 =divD" = divB" for all n € N. (4.14)

Indeed, if w, # 0, then the equations in (A1) yield (ZI4]). We split the proof into two steps.

Step 1. Let us prove (C6). From (C1) and ey, pp, € L(Q, M), we infer that {D"},en and
{B"}1en are bounded in L%(,C3). So, after possible passing to suitable subsequences, one gets
D" — D> and B"™ — B> in L?(Q, C3). By (C1) and (C4), Vx E"™ —~E™ and V x H" — H* in
L?(0,C3), as well as, Eny, i)aoo and fin, A, loo- Now, the H-convergence criteria of Proposition
23l and Remark 2.4 imply D*® = ¢, E*> and B* = u, H*. This gives (C6).

Step 2. Let us prove (C7). It follows from (£14]) that D" € H(div0,2) and B" € H(div 0, )
for all n € N. We apply the decomposition ([B:2]) and Theorem BTl with £ = Iys in order to construct
for each n the vector fields w" € Hy(2) and v € H'(£2, C?)Sker curl; such that D" = w"+V xv".
Using en, ptn, € L(Q,M,)5), @I2), and estimate (3.I), we see that {w"},en is bounded in the
closed subspace Hy(92) of L?(2,C?), and {v"},en is bounded in H'(2,C?). Now we can pass to
subsequences such that w™ — w> in Hy () (recall that Hy(2) = Hy(€2, Igs) is finite-dimensional),
v — v in H1(Q, C3), and such that (C6) is satisfied. By Theorem [B1] the operators that recover
w" and v" from D" are continuous. Hence, D® = w* 4+ V x v*°.

Combining v — v in H!({), C3) with the compact embedding H*(Q, C3) —— L?(Q2,C?), we
get the (strong) convergence v — v in L?(Q,C?), and in turn, y(v™) — ~(v™®°) in L?(99, C?)
and n x v — n x v® in L}(9Q), where v : HY(Q,C?) — HY/?(9Q,C3) is the trace operator
v = V|gn. Using the integration by parts, one obtains

(en, E™ E™)q = (V x v E™)q + (W', E")q
= (v, V x EF)g + (n x v  E )aq + (W, E™)q,.

tan

Since L2-inner products of strongly and weakly convergent sequences are convergent, we infer that
(en, E™ E")q = (V°,V X E¥)q + (n x v°,Efy o + (W, E¥)q .

One more integration by parts yields (g, E™ , E™)q — (ecE®, E®)q as k — oo . The same ar-
guments for the subsequence {H"* }jcn prove that (p, H™ H™ )q — (uoH*™, H>)q. Combining
this with the normalizations (4.12]), we complete the proof of (C7). O

Proof of Theorem [2.7} Assume that w, — ws. In order to prove Theorem 2.4l we continue the line
of Lemmata and [£.3] and show that the ng _-normalized weak limit {E°, H*} produced by
statements (C1) and (C7) solves

M

iV x H® = weoe E™, —iV X E* = woo tac H®, n x E* = ZH

tan -

To this end, we use the weak formulation of Proposition 1] (iii), i.e., we only have to show that
(B®,iV x H, — TesE,)q + (H®, —iV x E, — DusH, ) = 0 (4.15)

for all {E,,H.} € D,, where D, := {{E,H} € Hipp(cur,Q)? : n x E = —Z*Hgan}. (Note that

the domains of operators (Mifn’{fl‘J »)* do not depend on the choice of € and p and are equal to D,.)
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From Proposition 1] we know that for all n € N and {E,,H,} € D,,
0= (E",iV x H,) — (E",GnenEs ) + (H, —iV x E,) — (H", TppnH,)q - (4.16)

Passing to subsequences satisfying the properties (C1)-(C7) and, with abuse of notation, indexing
them again with n € N, we use the weak convergences of (C1) in order to obtain

(E",iV xH,)+ (H",-iVxE,) — (E*,iVxH,)+ H>, -iV x E,). (4.17)
In order to take into account the remaining terms in (£I6]), we consider the expression

(Hnawn,unH*)Q + (EnywnenE*)Q = (BnawooH*)Q + (DnawooE*)Q
- (Woo - Wn) (Bn’ H*)Q - (Woo - Wn)(Dna E*)97

which converges as n — 0o to
(B®, WooHy ) + (D, 0o Ex)o = (H®, Woottec Hi ) + (B, Weogoo Ex -
The combination of this limit with (£I7) and (416 implies (AI5) and completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[2.8. We combine now Lemmata [£.214.3] with Theorem [QZI and Proposition [3.2]
in order to prove Theorem by reductio ad absurdum. We put M,, := Mfrgl’)” 7 for n € N and

Mo M;;";“Z‘”, where £, and o, are from Theorem 24l Assuming that wp # 0 for all n € N
and that w, converge to wy = 0 as n — oo, we will show that this leads to a contradiction.
Passing to subsequences, one can ensure that conditions (C1)-(C7) of Lemmata are
satisfied. We index the corresponding subsequences by n € N for the simplicity of notation.
Note that the kernels K = {{E, H} € Hjyp(curl, 2?2 :0=VxE=VxH, nxE=ZHq.,}
of operators M mp.Z » do not depend on ¢ and p, and that ker(an’ﬂ“ Z)* = ker ME’“ pZ = = K due to

Proposition B2 (ii). Thus, K = ker M,, = ker M? for all n € NU {oo} By Proposmon B2 Kis a

reducing subspace for M,, for every n € NU {oo}. That is, denoting by X,, the L2 i ~Orthogonal
complement X, = ]Lg 1 () © K, we obtain that
Lgmun () = X,, ® K reduces M,, to M,, = My|x, ® 0 for every n € NU {oo}. (4.18)

Moreover, ker(M,|x, ) = {0}. Since w, # 0 for each n € N, the corresponding eigenfield {E", H" }
belongs to X,, for each n € N. This and ([@IS) implies 0 = (¢,E*, E%)q + (u, H", H?)q for all
{E°, H°} € K and all n € N. Passing to the limit we get 0 = (e, E®, E®)q + (1. H*, H")q, for all
{E°,H} € K (we have used (C6) here). This implies

{E® H*} € X, where Xo: =12  (QcK. (4.19)

E€oo, Moo

Since w, — 0, Theorem 2.4l implies that {E> H*>} is an ng uo,-normalized eigenfield of My
corresponding to the eigenvalue wy, = 0, and so, {E>, H*>} € K. This contradicts (£.19]). O

4.3 Proofs of Proposition and of Corollaries 2.10] and [2.17]

Proof of Proposition[2.9. Let w € R be an eigenvalue of m-dissipative operator My 7z and let
{E,H} be a corresponding eigenfield. Then, by Proposition (ii), {E,H} is also an eigen-
field associated with the same eigenvalue w for the adjoint operator M;;np 4. That is, {E,H} €
D(Mimp,z) N D(Ml’]‘q1 Z) Proposition 4] (i) implies that ZHt,, = n x E = —Z*Hy,,, and so
0= (Z2+ Z")Hian = 2Re (Z)Htay. This and (2I4]) implies Hy,, = 0, and, in turn, implies also

n x E=0. Thus, {E,H} is an eigenvector of the symmetric Maxwell operator My o. O
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We prove now the following more general version of Corollary 210l

Corollary 4.4. Assume that the impedance operator Z satisfies (L11), (L12), and 214]). Assume
that the material parameters € and p are piecewise Lipschitz in the sense that the assumptions

ZI70)-@2I9) are satisfied. Then RN o(Mimp,z) = {0}.

Proof. As it is explained in Section 2.2} 0 is an eigenvalue of Mjnp, 7. Assume now that w € R\ {0}
and w € o(Mimp,z). Theorem implies that w is an eigenvalue of My, z. Any associated
L2 4 (§2)-normalized eigenfield {E, H} satisfies 0 = n x E = Hyay due to Proposition 2.9 We extend
E and H by 0 to R3\ Q and extend ¢ and p by the constant matrix Igs to R?\ Q. Then the unique
continuation result of [4, Theorem 2.1] implies that E = H = 0 a.e. in R3. This contradicts the
fact that {E, H} is an Lg ,(§2)-normalized eigenfield and completes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary [2.11. Let us take an arbitrary Z satisfying (LII]), (L12]), and ([2I4), e.g., the

identity operator Z = Iy2(5q). Then, by Proposition 2.9 and Remark 2.8, w is an eigenvalue of
Z15) if and only if w € J(Mfr;l’; ). This allows us to prove Corollary [ZIT]in the way similar to

Corollaries 2.7 and 2.8 Namely, Corollary 2.6] (ii) implies that for F = L>(€, Mz?)z,

0 <w, =min{fw € Ry : we X[F]\ {0}}. O

5 Discussion and additional remarks

5.1 Coupled G-closure problems and H-closed feasible families.

For Maxwell equations, the periodic homogenization has been intensively studied (see, e.g., [40]
and references therein). While applications of the homogenization method to optimization prob-
lems requires the non-periodic H-convergence, the description of relevant relaxed H-closed feasible
families can be often reduced to G-closure problems of periodic homogenization, see [8, 53] 1] and
Remark In Example 2.2] the description of the feasible family F via Gy-closures for two-phase
‘conductivity’ problem [47, 56, [42] is possible since magnetic permeabilities fi; and jio are equal. If
i1 # iz and €1 # €9 (e.g., if the magnetic susceptibility of silicon is not neglected) the description
of the H-closure is connected with the problem of optimal coupled bounds for periodic homogeniza-
tion. In the 2-dimensional case, the corresponding coupled G-closure problem is addressed in [10]
and [8, Section 11.3]. However, we were not able to find in the existing mathematical literature a
general solution of the coupled G-closure problem for two materials in the 3-dimensional case.

From the point of view of the problem of high-Q) design for optical cavities, it is especially
interesting to combine this coupled H-closure problem with the unique continuation problem of
Section We discuss this in the next remark.

5.2 Extremal cases of nonunique continuation.

As it was discussed in Remark [Z29] the nonunique continuation results of [14] imply that for every
a > 0 there exist 8 > a, e,u € LOO(Q,MZYEI), and w > 0 such that the ’overdetermined’ on 0f)
eigenvalue problem

iV x H = weE, —iV x E =wpH, 0=nxE, 0 =Hian (5.1)

possesses a nontrivial solution {E, H}.
Eigenvalues w of (B.)) are exactly eigenvalues of the symmetric Maxwell operator Ma’g . Their
study by classical perturbation methods (see, e.g., [34]) is difficult since U(Mg”(l; ) = C, and so,
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these eigenvalues are not isolated (in the sense that they are surrounded by the points of residual
spectrum of Mg).

The meaning of Remark 2.8 is that the set of eigenvalues w of (5.1]) can be realized as the part
RN J(M;ffj ) of the spectrum of an m-dissipative Maxwell operator Mlmp » under the assumption
that Z satisfies (LIT), (I12]), and (2.14)). For instance, this statement is valid if we take the identity
operator Z = I in L?(0). The advantage of such a representation is that now all points of the
spectrum of M mp,z are isolated eigenvalues (due to Theorem 2.2)), and so, the perturbation theory
of [34] is apphcable to the study of eigenvalues of (5.1]).

From this point of view, various extreme cases of eigenvalues of (5.1]) are especially interesting.
Note that Corollary 2.17] can be extended essentially without changes to any H-closed family F C
LC’O(Q,I\/JIZ’[Y’EI)2 that satisfies the condition that the corresponding set ¥ o[F] := { U} FJ(M&’S‘ ) of

€
achievable eigenvalues over F intersects R\ {0}. Namely, in this case the arguments of the proof of
Corollary 2ZTT] show that wif (F) = inf(Ry. N %0 o[F]) is a positive eigenvalue of Mgy** for a certain
{e4, 1+ } € F. In a certain sense, the value of w} (F) quantifies the nonunique continuation property
in the family F. If 3 o[F] "Ry = @, it is natural to put w (F) = +oo.

For the problem of high-Q design, the value of w; (F) for the family F of Example (i) is
especially interesting, as well as the value of w; (F) for the coupled H-closures discussed in Section
BEIl Note that w; (F) < +o0o means that there exists a structure in F with the quality-factor
@ = +oo (at least on the level of the idealized model (L.I), (LI0)).

Modifying parameters o and 3 (or €1, €9, i1, li2), one can quantify the nonunique continuation
in other ways. The following corollary provides simplest examples of such quantifications.

Corollary 5.1. Let w > 0, a9 > 0, and By > g be such that w is an eigenvalue of (BI) for a
certain pair {e,u} € L=(Q,M>™, )2,

0,50

(i) Let us define o, = ay(w, 5o, Q) and By = PBu(w, g, Q) by

Sym

a, =sup{ a > ag: w is an eigenvalue of (B.I)) for a certain {e,pu} € L>(Q, M Bo) 1,
=inf{ 8 < Bo: w is an eigenvalue of (B for a certain {e,u} € L*=(L, ij;mﬁ) }.

Then o < Bo, ap < Bx, there exists {e, u} € L>®(Q, M, )2 such that w is an eigenvalue for ([5.1),

ax,Bo
and there exists {e, u} € L(Q,M") )? such that w is an eigenvalue for (E.1).
(ii) Let wmin = wi (L®(Q,M", )?). Then there exists an interval [y, B1] C [ao, Bo] ewtremal in

the sense that simultaneously

Wmin = Wy (LOO(Q M ) ) a1 = a*(wmina ﬁly Q)a and ﬁl = ﬁ* (Wminy aq, Q)

ar,B1

Proof. Similarly to Corollaries 2.6l 2.8, and 211, the proof is obtained from the H-compactness
(Z12) and Theorem by iterative applications of Theorem [2.4] to eigenvalues of M ;. Note
that a, < By and ag < By follow from Corollary 2.101 O

5.3 Optimization with excluded zero eigenvalue.

Recall that 7 = [¢_, ¢ ] C Ris an arbitrary fixed compact interval and dz(w) = ming,_ <<y, |w—¢|
is the distance from an eigenvalue w to Z.

The zero eigenvalue of Maxwell operators Mfr;l’; , has no special significance for some of ap-
plications and, in particular, for high-Q resonators. The part (ii) of Corollary is designed to
exclude the zero eigenvalue from the dz-minimization problem of Section 2.4
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However, one has to take care about the abstract possibility of the case of the empty spectrum
for an m-dissipative operator 77 = T'|xckerr that appears after factorization of the kernel of an
m-dissipative operator T' in a Hilbert space X. (In this case the inverse Tl_1 is quasi-nilpotent.
Compact dissipative quasi-nilpotent operators have been studied in the theory of abstract Volterra
operators, see [55].) The physical intuition says that, in the context of wave equations, such
operators are very exceptional. However, taking into account the example of an m-dissipative
operator with empty spectrum for the damped string equation [12], it is difficult to exclude the
possibility that there exist a Lipschitz domain §2, bounds « and § satisfying 0 < o < 3, material
parameters {e, u} € LOO(Q,MZy’gl)z, and a certain m-dissipative boundary condition (in the sense
of [I6]) such that the corresponding m-dissipative Maxwell operator M has (M) = {0}.

Therefore, the exclusion of the zero eigenvalue from the optimization requires the following
modification of the existence result of Corollary 2Tt if F s an H-closed subset of LOO(Q,MSOZ?)2
satisfying S[F] # {0}, then there exist a feasible material parameter pair {e., pus} € F and an

achievable eigenvalue w, € U(Mfr;i)”*z) \ {0} such that dz(w.) = g[lmiﬁ{o} dz(w). This result can be
’ we

proved in a way similar to the proof of Corollary 2.7] with the additional use of statement (ii) of
Corollary

Appendix

A M-dissipativity of generalized impedance boundary conditions

It was proved in [16] by the boundary tuple method that,
under assumptions (LII)-(TI2]), the operator Minp, z is m-dissipative in Lg L (). (A.1)

We give here a more elementary proof of (AJ) that relies on the Lax-Milgram lemma.

The integration by parts, the boundary condition n x E = ZHy,,, and the accretivity of Z
imply 2Im (Mimp 2z @,@)LEH(Q) = —2Re (n X E,Hn)oo = —2Re (ZHian, Hian)oo < 0 for all
¢ = {E,H} € D(Mimp z). This shows that Mimp, 7 is dissipative.

Let w = ix with a certain x > 0. If we show that ran(w — Minp z) = LE,M(Q)’ then [52, Section
1.1] implies that Mimp, 7 is m-dissipative. For that it will suffice to show that the equation

E E f!
o] s ][]
has a solution ® = {E,H} € D(Mimp z) for all £ = {f! 2} € L*(Q,C").
We consider for H € Hipp(curl, Q) the following variational equation,

b(H,w) = (F1,V x w)g —i(uf?, w)q  for all w € Hipp(curl, Q), (A.2)

1
w
where b(u, w) = —iw(pu, w)q + é(a_lv xu, VX w)q + (Z0an, Wtan)oq is @ bounded and coercive

sesquilinear form on Himp(curl,2). Indeed, the boundedness of b(-,-) is clear from (2.2]). The
coercivity of (Z-,-)aq in L?(0Q) implies (see, e.g., [3, Remark 4.2.7]) that there exists ¥ € R such

that Re (ew(Zv,v)L%(aQ)) > |Ivl%, for all v € L?(99). From the accretivity of Z, one obtains

that the corresponding rotation angle ¥ can be chosen in the interval (—d,d) with arbitrary small
d € (0,7/4]. This yields

1
o] > costn/4) (G wh + 217 % 0T 50 )+ (20 )] 2 [0 e
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for all u € Hipp(curl, ), which proves that b is coercive.

The Lax-Milgram lemma implies that for every f = {f!, f2} € L?(Q,C®) there exists a unique
solution H € Himp(curl,Q) to (A2). Now, we define E = w™! (fj +ie7'V x H). Then E €
L*(Q,C3) and, for all w € Hipyp(curl, Q),

—iw(pH,w)q + (E,V X W)q + (ZHtan, Wian)ao = —i(ufa, w)q . (A.3)

Choosing w € Hy(curl, ), one sees that V x E € L?(Q,C3) and wuH +iV x E = ufy. Hence,
¢ = {E, H} solves the two Maxwell equations under consideration.

It remains to prove that ® = {E,H} satisfies the boundary condition n x E = ZH,,. In
equation (A.3)) we perform the integration by parts in the second term and make use of the second
Maxwell equation. Then, for all w € Hjyp(curl, ),

—<Il X E7 Wtan>8Q + (ZHtam Wtan)é)ﬂ = 07 (A4)

where (-, -)gq is the pairing between H~1/2 (divgq, 0Q) and H_l/z(curlag, 00) w.r.t. the pivot space
L?(09). For basic facts concerning this duality, and in particular, for the equality

{Wian 1 W € Hipp(curl, Q)} = L2(89Q) N H~/?(curlyg, 8Q), (A.5)

we refer to [5, 6, 16]. Since L?(9Q) N H~'/?(divoq, Q) is dense in L7 (99Q) (see Section B.I), it
follows from (A4)) and (A5) that n x E € L?(9Q) and n x E — ZHy,, = 0 in the sense of LZ(99).
This completes the proof of (A.T).

B Proof of Proposition 2.3, equivalence of two H-convergences

We were not able to reach the publication of Tartar [56], where Proposition 23 is originated from.
However, in our opinion, the proof given below should be very close to the original proof of [56]
since it is heavily based on the methods of compensated compactness and oscillating test functions
of Murat & Tartar [46] (see also [1} [57]).

Proof of Proposition[Z.3. Recall that (-,-) denotes the standard inner product in C3 or R?. By 1
we denote the constant function equal to 1. The proof is split in several steps.

Step 1. The construction of test functions. Suppose that {Ay, }nen € L>(Q, M, g) H-converges
to As. For any y € R3, there exists a sequence of functions {wy, }nen such that w, — (y,z)1 in
HY(Q), Vw, — 1y in L*(Q,C3), A,Vw, — Axly in L*(Q,C?), and V- (4, Vw,) = g for a certain
g € H~1(Q), where 1y stands for the constant R3-valued function equal to y. The existence of such
a sequence {wy, }nen is a part of the oscillating test function method of [46] (see [1L Section 1.3.1]).

Step 2. Proof of “only if . Suppose that {4, }nen € L*°(2,M, g) H-converges to As. Suppose
that E" € L2(Q,R3) and D" = A,E" € L*(Q,R3) satisfy the hypotheses (Z.8)-(ZI1) for all n € N.
For each n € NU {0}, we consider now certain measurable defined a.e. functions E", D", A,
and w, representing the corresponding equivalence classes E®, D" € L?(Q,R3), A,, € L>=(Q, M, 8),
and, resp., w, € H'(Q). Since a countable union of sets of measure zero is also of zero measure,
there exists a set €y of measure zero such that, for all N, the functions E", D", A,,, w,, and A
are defined on = € Q\ Qy and D" = A, E" for all z € Q\ Q.

Evaluating (D" — A,Vw,, E" — Vw,) pointwise in {2, one sees that for a.a. z € Q\ Qo,

(D" — A,Vw,, E" — Vw,) = (A, (E" — Vw,),E" — Vw,) > o/E" — an\Q >0.
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Observing that V x (E" — Vw,) = V x E" and V - 4,(E" — Vw,) = V- D" — ¢, we infer
from (ZI0)-@2II) that {V x (E" — Vw,)}nen is a relatively compact subset of H~1(Q,C3) and
that {V - A,(E" — Vwy,) }nen is a relatively compact subset of H~!(Q). Hence, using [1, Lemma
1.3.1] (which is a version of the div-curl lemma), we infer that, after a possible replacement of
Qo with a larger measure zero set (), there is a dense countable subset Y of R? such that
(D*® — Ay, E® —gy) > 0 for all z € Q\ Qp and all y € Y. Using now the density of Y in
R3, one obtains (D*® — Ayy, E® —y) >0 for all z € Q\ Qp and all y € R3.
Let z € Q\ Qg. Then, taking y = E>®(z) — tz with arbitrary z € R? and ¢ > 0, we obtain

(D®(z) — Aso (2)E®(2) + tAso(z)z,2) >0 for all z € R and all t > 0.

Letting t — 0% proves that (D (z) — Ao (2)E®(z),2) > 0 for all z € Q\ Qg and all z € R3. Thus,
the equality D> = A, E* holds a.e. in ).
Step 3. Proof of “if’. Suppose that D® = A, E™ a.e. in € for all weak L2-limits {E>, D>}

of sequences {E", D"} satisfying (2.8))-(2.11).
Given f € H~1(Q), we consider for each n € N the weak solution to the Dirichlet problem

V- (A,Vu,)=fin Q , u, = 0 on 0N .

It can be seen from the Lax-Milgram lemma that the sequence {u,}nen is bounded in HE ().
Hence, there exists a weakly convergent subsequence (for brevity also indexed by n) such that
Up — Uso in HY(Q) for a certain us, € HE(Q). Set E" = Vu,. Then E® — E* in L*(Q,C?)
with E*® = Vue, and V x E® = 0 for all n € N. We put now D" = A,E™, and observe that
V-D" = f € H71(Q) and that the sequence {D"},,cy is bounded in L?(£2, C?). Hence, the sequence
{D"},.en has a subsequence with a certain weak L2-limit w-lim,, o, D" = D.

We see that this construction of sequences {E"},cn and {D"},cn ensures that they satisfy
assumptions (2.8)-(2.11). Thus, D® = A E>® = A Vu a.e. in  and

w-lim A, Vu,, = w-lim D" = D* = A, Vu,, in the sense of LQ(Q, (C?’).
Furthermore, for arbitrary 1 € H}(€),
(f;)a =(V-D" 4o = =(D",Vi)q = — lim (D", Vih)g = —(D%, V)g = (V- D=, 4)q ,
where (-, -)q is the pairing of H=1(Q2) and H{(Q). This implies V - (Ao Vi) = V- D> = f.
Thus, the sequence {4, },en H-converges to A,. This completes the proof. O
C Proof of Theorem [3.1l, Helmholtz-Hodge decompositions in )

Let € € LOO(Q,MZZ?) and u € LE(Q, C3). Let T',T2,..., TV be the connected components of 9
(note that N € N since (2 is a Lipschitz domain). Let (,-)72(9q) be the sesquilinear paring of
H=Y2(00) and HY/?(9Q) w.r.t. the pivot space L?(9Q) of L?-scalar-fields on 9 (we use similarly
the notation (-, ) r2(rj)).

Let grad : H}(Q) — Lg(Q, C?) be the map u — Vu understood as a bounded operator from
HE(Q) to LE(Q,(C?’). The Poincaré inequality implies that rangrad, = grad H}(Q2) is a closed
subspace in LE(Q, C?) and that

grad,, considered as an operator from H} () to grad H}(Q2) becomes a homeomorphism. (C.1)
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The integration by parts implies that the orthogonal complement LE(Q,C?’) © grad H} () is the
closed subspace H (div £0, ) defined by (2.7)). In the case £ = Iys, we denote this space H(div 0, §2)
and equip it with the L(Q,C3)-norm. Recall that curl; : H(Q,C3?) — L?(Q,C3?) is the bounded
operator defined in Section [3.11

Proof of Theorem[3l. Let us prove the statement (i). In order to obtain the ‘weighted” Helmholtz-
Hodge decomposition of Theorem B.I] consider the bounded operator ¢~ !curl; : H'(Q,C3) —
Lg(Q, C3) defined by the differential operation u(-) — (£(-))™1(V x u)(-), and consider its image
ran(¢ "t eurly) = ¢~ eurl H(Q,C3). The distributional equality V - (V x u) = 0 implies that
¢ teurl HY(Q,C3) C H(div£0,). The result on the existence of vector potentials of [21, Theorem
1.3.4] (see also [45]) represents curl H(Q,C3) = {curlu :u € H'(Q,C3)} as

curl H'(Q,C%) = {w € H(div0,Q) : (w(w),1)2r;) =0, 1<j <N}, (C.2)

where the bounded operator 7, : H(div0,Q) — H~'/2(9Q) is the normal-component trace obtained
as the extension by continuity of w + n - w|sn from H'(2,C3) N H(div0,Q) (this can be done
with the help of the integration by parts for the div-operator). Note that the integration by parts
gives for every w € H(div0,Q)

0=(w,VL)a = (W), 1)r200) — (V- W, 1)12(0) = (1(W), 1) £2(90)-

From this equality and the fact that w — (yn(W),1)z2(r;) are continuous functionals on
H(div0,9), we see that £t curl H(Q,C?) is a closed subspace of H(div£0,€2) of co-dimension
N1 < N —1. So the Lg—orthogonal complement Hy (2, &) := H(div£0,Q) © ¢ Leurl HY(Q,C3) is a
space of the dimension Ny < N — 1. B

Let us show that Hs(2,€) is (N — 1)-dimensional and that Hy(€2,&) is equal to

Hy(Q,€) :={w=Vq : g€ H'(Q), V-(£Vq) =0 in Q, and glaq € Ko(99)},

where Ko(0f2) is the N-dimensional space of locally constant C-valued functions on 0. Indeed,
Ha(92,€) C H(div£0,9). The orthogonalities (yn(W), 1)r2(r;) = 0 in the representation (C.2]) show
that, for glon € Ko(0Q) and v € H' (92, C?), we have

(3 curlv, V) 2qcs) = (curlv, Vglo = (m(curlv), gloa ) r2o0) — (V- (V X v),q)0 = 0.

That is, Ha (£, &) and ¢! curl H(Q, C3) are Lg—orthogonal. Since Hy(£2, &) is (N —1)-dimensional,
we get Hy (€2, €) = Ha(Q, ). This finishes the proof of statement (i) of Theorem B

Let us prove the statement (ii) of Theorem [31. The kernel ker curly := {v € H'(Q,C?) :
V x v = 0} is a closed subspace of H'(Q,C3?). Let us consider the orthogonal complement
(ker curly)t = H'(Q, C3)Sker curl; and the bounded bijective operator ¢! curl; : (ker curly)* —
¢ Leurl H(Q,C?) defined as the restriction of £~!curl; to the subspace (ker curl;)*. By state-
ment (i) of Theorem 3.1 ¢! curl H!(£2, C3) is a closed subspace of LE(Q, C?). The bounded inverse
theorem implies that ¢! curl, : (kercurl;)t — ¢~ curl H1(2,C3) is a homeomorphism. Using
(C1) and the fact that Ha (2, ) is finite dimensional, one obtains statement (ii) of TheoremB.Il I
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