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THE INVERSE OBSTACLE PROBLEM FOR NONLINEAR
INCLUSIONS

VINCENZO MOTTOLA!, ANTONIO CORBO ESPOSITO!, LUISA FAELLA®,
GIANPAOLO PISCITELLI?, RAVI PRAKASH?, ANTONELLO TAMBURRINO!#

Abstract. The Monotonocity Principle states a monotonic relationship be-
tween a possibly non-linear material property and a proper corresponding bound-
ary operator. The Monotonicity Principle (MP) has attracted great interest in
the field of inverse problems, because of its fundamental role in developing real
time imaging methods. Recently, with quite general assumptions, a MP in the
presence of non linear materials has been established for elliptic PDE, such as
those governing Electrical Resistance Tomography.

Together with recently introduced imaging methods and algorithms based
on MP, arises a fundamental question related to the Converse (of the MP).
Indeed, the Converse of the MP is fundamental to define the theoretical limits
of applicability of imaging methods and algorithms. Specifically, the Converse
of the MP guarantees that the outer boundary of a nonlinear anomaly can be
reconstructed by means of MP based imaging methods.

In this paper, the Converse of the Monotonicity Principle for nonlinear anom-
aly embedded in a linear material is proved. The results is provided in a quite
general setting for Electrical Resistance Tomography. Moreover, the nonlinear
electrical conductivity of the anomaly, as function of the electric field, can be
either bounded or not bounded from infinity and/or zero.

Keywords: Inverse obstacle problem, Nonlinear material, Monotonicity Prin-
ciple, Converse.

1. INTRODUCTION

The development of real-time imaging algorithms is of great interest in electro-
magnetic tomography. Despite of their relevance in applications, very few of them
are available for diverse implementations.
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Imaging methods based on Monotonicity Principle fall in the class of non-
iterative imaging methods. Colton and Kirsch introduced the first non-iterative
approach named Linear Sampling Method (LSM) [9] followed by the Factorization
Method (FM) proposed by Kirsch [29]; Tkehata proposed the Enclosure Method
(EM) [25], 26, 27] and Devaney applied MUSIC (MUltiple SIgnal Classification), a
well known algorithm in signal processing, as imaging method [14].

In this framework of real-time imaging methods, a key role is played by the
Monotonicity Principle, that states a monotonic relationship between the point-
wise value of the spatial distribution of the material property and a proper bound-
ary operator [19, [44]. In the case of Electrical Resistance Tomography (ERT) in
the presence of nonlinear materials, the material property is the electrical con-
ductivity, whereas the boundary operator is the so-called average Dirichlet-to-
Neumann (ADtN) operator [11], a suitable generalization of the classical Dirichlet-
to-Neumann operator to nonlinear cases.

Monotonicity based imaging methods for linear materials find applications in a
wide range of problems modeled by different PDEs, from static (elliptic PDEs) to
wave propagation (hyperbolic) problem, including quasi-static (parabolic) cases.
The Monotonicity Principle Method (MPM) has first been proposed in [44] for
ERT, a problem governed by an elliptic PDE, and developed for static problems
such as Electrical Capacitance Tomography and Inductance Tomography, as well
as Electrical Resistance Tomography [7, 16l 17, 46]. Then, it has been extended
to quasi-static regimes governed by elliptic-parabolic PDEs [41], such as Eddy
Current Tomography. In the latter case, MPM was proved for Eddy Current To-
mography in the low-frequency (large skin-depth) limit [45], in the high-frequency
(small skin-depth) limit [49] and in time domain (Pulsed Eddy Current Tomogra-
phy) operations [38], 39| 40, 43, [47), 48].

Other extensions of the Monotonicity Principle can be found in [1I, 2, [3] [13], 20
22, 32], 42] for the Helmholtz equation, in [I5] for linear elasticity equations and in
[28] for the quasilinear generalizations of the classical biharmonic operator.

Finally, in [I1] and [I0], the Monotonicity Principle has been introduced for
nonlinear problems, under quite general assumptions on the material property.
The related imaging method, together with realistic numerical examples, can be
found in [33].

Before introducing the Monotonicity Principle in this setting (ERT), it is proper
to briefly state the targeted inverse problem and the governing equations for ERT.
Specifically, the inverse problem in Electrical Resistance Tomography consists in
reconstructing the spatial behaviour of the unknown electrical conductivity of a
conductive medium, by means of DC (direct current) measurements carried out
on the boundary of the domain of interest. The imaging problem treated in this
contribution consists in retrieving the shape, position and dimension of unknown
inclusions in a known background (the inverse obstacle problem).
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The governing equations for the underlying (nonlinear PDE) problem are those
of steady (electrical) currents:

(V- (086(2)Veaa(r) =0 in Q\A
V- (one (@, [Vea(z)]) Veoa(z)) =0 in A

 paval@) = f(z) on 09 (1.1)
o6 (T)0npana() = oan (@, |[Vea(x)]) dnpalz) on dA

Lpaa(T) = pa() on 0A,

where 2 € R”, n > 2, is a given open and bounded domain, A € € is the region
occupied by the nonlinear anomalies (see Figure (1)),

Ficure 1. Considered geometry: 2 is the open and bounded do-
main, the region A is given by two inclusions filled by a nonlinear
conductor.

. {QOQ\A in Q\A
Up = .
pa in A,

is the electrical scalar potential,

_ JoBa() in O\ A
aA<x,|VuA<a:>|>—{UNLWWA@)D e 12

is the electrical conductivity defined on the whole domain. Function u4 represents
the solution of the problem on €2 as a whole, whereas ¢4 and po 4 are the
restriction of the solution to A and Q\A, respectively. In equation oBG is
the linear electrical conductivity for the background material, whereas oy, is the
nonlinear electrical conductivity for the anomaly occupying the unknown region
A. Solutions uy, ¢4 and pg 4 and the applied boundary potential f belongs
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to X,, an appropriate abstract space (see Section [2| for details). The existence
and uniqueness of the solution is guaranteed under suitable assumptions on the
electrical conductivity o4 (see Section [2)).

MPM is a real-time imaging method which relies on the following monotone
relation (see [111,133] and [10] for details) connecting the unknown material property
to the measured DtN or its inverse:

T<cA=— Ap <Ay (1.3)
In (|1.3) it has been assumed that oy, is greater than opg, A and T are two subsets
of 2, and Ar < A, is intended as
Ap <Ay = (Ar(f) = Aalf), [) <0 ¥,

A4 and Ap are the average DtN operators defined as (see [I1] and [10]):

1 1
KA:feXQHJAA(af)dané, KT:feXQHJAT(af)dan;,
0 0

(1.4)
where

AA : fEXQ_’O'Aan/U/A|aQEX</>’ AT : fEXO HUTanuT‘aQEXé (15)

are the classical DtN operators related to anomalies occupying regions A and T,
respectively.

In equations ([1.3), (1.4) and (1.5) A4, Ay and uy refer to the electrical conduc-
tivity o4 defined in (|1.2)), whereas A7, A7 and up refer to the electrical conductivity

or given by
o, ) opa(T) in O\T
’ onp(z,E) inT.

The imaging method is based on the following equivalent form of ([1.3)):
Ar <Ay —T ¢ A (1.6)

Relation ([1.6]) allows to infer when a test domain 7" is not included in the unknown
anomaly A, starting from boundary data. From the monotonicity test of (1.6),
a reconstruction method can be obtained by repeating the test for a set of test
domains {T}}, covering the region of interest, i.e. the estimate A of the inclusion
Ais

A= (1.7)

ke©
© ={T|Aa — A, = 0}.

It is worth noting that relationship ([1.6)) constitutes a sufficient condition to infer
when 7' ¢ A. In this contribution, we develop the converse of the Monotonicity
Principle, i.e. we prove that A € A4 is necessary condition for T'E A, i.e.

T$A:>KA$KT,
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under the condition of A having a connected complement. This complements the
results obtained so far for Electrical Resistance Tomography in the presence of
non-linear materials [10, 1], 33].

Equations (1.3)) and (1.6)), give
Tc A< Ap <Ay,

which has a relevant impact from both the theoretical and practical (algorithms’
development) point of view. It allows to establish the theoretical limit of an
imaging methods based on Monotonicity Principle. The converse has been proven
in [23] for linear anomalies in a linear background. This work generalizes the
results to nonlinear inclusions.

The study of inverse problems involving nonlinear Maxwell’s equation arose only
in recent years. According to our awareness, there are very only few works this
research topic, as clearly stated in [31]: “... the mathematical analysis for inverse
problems governed by nonlinear Maxwell’s equations is still in the early stages of
development.”.

Despite of this general lack of results, there are many practical fields where
nonlinear electrical conductivities are relevant. Superconductive materials, for ex-
ample, present a strongly nonlinear electrical conductivity, often modelled by the
so called E-J Power Law [34]. They are used in high energy storage, low-resistance
energy transmission and in nuclear fusion (superconductive magnets) [30, 37]. An-
other relevant example is the termination of high voltage cables, where a Zinc-
Oxide composite material with a nonlinear electrical conductivity is inserted at
the end of the cable, to control the electric field [35]. The human tissues also
are characterized by nonlinear electrical conductivity, as it appears in electropo-
ration [50].

With reference to electrical resistance tomography, understood as a prototype
problem for all phenomena modelled by Laplace equation, some results for the
p-Laplacian, i.e. when the electrical conductivity is of the type

o(x,E) = 0(x)EP2,

are available. Specifically, the inverse problem of retrieving p—Laplacian electrical
conductivity from boundary measurements was first posed in [36], where the au-
thors prove that the value of electrical conductivity on the boundary is uniquely
determined by a nonlinear DtN operator. In [4] the authors extend the unique-
ness result to the first order derivative. Furthermore, an inversion algorithm was
given in [6], where the authors studied the enclosure method for the p-Laplacian
to reconstruct the convex hull of an inclusion. In [5 [6, 21], an ad-hoc version of
the Monotonicity Principle for the p-Laplacian was derived, and in [5] a Mono-
tonicity Principle based reconstruction method for retrieving the complex hull of
inclusions was proposed. For the sake of completeness, in [24] the properties of
DtN operator, when 6(x) = 1, are discussed, while in [I2] the authors treat the
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case of a non-linearity given by a linear term plus a p—Laplacian term and gave a
procedure for reconstructing the electrical conductivity.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we give the mathematical foun-
dations of the problem; in Section [3| we define the problem and recall some results
on Monotonicity Principle for nonlinear electrical conductivity. In Section [4] we
state our main results. This section is divided into four subsections in which we
show the converse of the Monotonicity Principle with respect to different kind
of nonlinearity. The conclusions are drawn in Section [} In Appendix [A] and
Appendix [B] are provided the proof of complemetary results.

2. MATHEMATICAL FOUNDATIONS

Let 2 < R", n > 2, be the region occupied by the conducting material. It is
assumed that €2 is an open bounded domain with a Lipschitz continuous boundary.

Let A be the unknown anomaly well contained in €. It is required that A is an
element of S(£2), where

S(2) :={V < Q: Vis an open bounded set with a Lipschitz boundary

and 0V is made by a finite number of connected components} .

Similarly, a generic test anomaly T is an element of S(€2).

This contribution is focused on a nonlinear inverse obstacle problem of great
interest in applications, consisting in retrieving nonlinear anomalies embedded in
a known linear background. The electrical conductivity representing the conductor
is, therefore, given by

oalz,E) = {Ziig)E) 12 Z\A’ (2.1)

where A < €2 is the unknown region occupied by the nonlinear anomalies.
For isotropic conductors, electrical conductivity establishes the relationship be-
tween the amplitude of the electrical field E and the amplitude of the electric
current density field J. From ({2.1]), it results that the constitutive relationship
between the electric field and the electric current density is
{J(m, E) = opo(@)B(x)  in Q\A,

J(z,E) = onr(z, E)E(z) in A. (2.2)

2.1. Assumptions. Before giving the assumptions on the electrical conductivity
(2.1), it is convenient to recall the definition of the Carathéodory function.
Definition 2.1. 0 : Q x [0, +0) — R is a Carathéodory function in Q iff:

o r€ Q> o(x, E) is measurable for every E € [0, +0),
e E€l0,40) — o(x, E) is continuous for almost every x € Q.
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We assume that opg € LY(2) = {u € L*(Q) : u = ¢ > 0ae. in Q} and
onr : A x [0,4+00) — R satisfies the following assumptions (see [10]):

(A1) oy is a Carathéodory function in €2;
(A2) E€|0,4+w) — oni(x, E)E is strictly increasing for a.e. x € A.
(B1) There exist three positive constants ¢ < @ and E; such that

oc<onp(z,E) <7 forae zxzeAandVE > 0.

(B2) For fixed 1 < ¢ < +o0, there exist three positive constants ¢ < 7 and Fj

such that
q—2
5[1+ (EE) } if g > 2,

o< O'NL(SL’,E) < g—2
a(ﬁ) if1<q<2,

for a.e. z € A and VE > 0.
(B3) For fixed 2 < ¢ < +o0, there exist three positive constants ¢ < 7 and Fj
such that

q—2
Q<Eo) <oni(z,E)<7T

for a.e. v € A and YE > 0.
(C1) There exists a constant £ > 0 such that

(O'NL(ZE, EQ)EQ — O'NL(ZL’, El)E1> . (Eg — E1) = I€|E2 — E1‘2
for a.e. z € A and for any Eq, E; € R".
(C2) For fixed 1 < ¢ < 400, there exists a constant x > 0 such that
(onL(z, E2)Ey — onp(z, E1)Eq) - (Ey — Ey)

> H‘EQ—E1|q lfq>2
K1+ B2+ B )T By —Ey2 ifl<q<?2

for a.e. z € A and for any Eq, E; € R".
(C3) For fixed 2 < ¢ < 400, there exists a constant x > 0 such that

(onp(x, B2)Ey — onp (7, B1)E) - (Ey — Ep) > 6|Ey — Ey|”.
for a.e. z € A and for any Eq, E; € R".

The above hypothesis take into account bounded as well as possibly unbounded or
vanishing nonlinear electrical conductivity. Assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold for
each case, while assumptions (BX) and (CX) are alternative each other. For the
sake of clarity, Section [4is divided in four subsection, considering different classes
of non-linearity, since each class requires a different proof the (same) main result.
Specifically, in Section and bounded, nonlinear electrical conductivity are
considered, under assumptions (B1)-(C1); in Section anomalies with possibly
unbounded and nonlinear electrical conductivities are treated, under assumptions
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(B2)-(C2); finally the case of nonlinear anomalies with possibly vanishing electrical
conductivity is investigated in Section [4.4] under assumptions (B3)-(C3).

2.2. The mathematical model. From the physical standpoint, the mathemat-
ical model (|1.1)) follows by combining the constitutive relationship of (2.2]), with

E = —Vuyu, being uy a continuous function, and the solenoidality of J:
V-J =0in Q\A
V:J =0indA (2.3)

J-n  continuous across dA.

In the mathematical model (1.1]) the prescribed Dirichlet data f is an element
of

X, = {g e HY?(69) : J gdS = o}
o2

and 0, denotes the outer normal derivative on d€). Let us observe that po\ 4 belongs
to H'(Q\A), while p4 belongs to H'(A); so us belongs to a larger functional space
HY(Q).

Problem ([1.1)) is understood in the weak form, i.e.

f opa()Veoaal(x) - Vip(x) do + f onp(z, Voa(z))Veoa(z) - Vi(z)dr =0
oA

A
(2.4)
for any ¢ € C°(£2). The unique weak solution u, of the problem ([2.4)) is varia-
tionally characterized as

uy = argmin {E4(u) :ue HY(Q), uloqo = f € X} (2.5)
The functional E4 to be minimized is the Dirichlet Energy
Ea(u) := L Lvuun oa(z,n)ndndz. (2.6)
Specifically, recalling , we have that
Ba) = | Qo ([ V) e+ | Qo Vo)

where
E

Qo (2, E) = J onp(z,m)ndn for ae. x€ Aand VE > 0,
0

1
Qope(z, E) = EOBg(x)EQ for a.e. x € Q\A and VE > 0.

Existence and uniqueness of the solution of (2.4)) is discussed in see [10].
We highlight that the average DtN operator is related to the Dirichlet Energy
(see [11], 10]):
(Aa(f), ) = Ea(ua). (2.7)
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2.3. The DtN operator. The Dirichlet-to-Neumann (DtN) operator maps the
Dirichlet data into the corresponding Neumann data:

AA : f € Xo — O'A(.Z', ‘VUAD 8nu,4|m € X;,

where X! is the dual space of X, and u 4 is the solution of . From the physical
standpoint, the DtN operator maps the boundary electric scalar potential into the
normal component of the electrical current density entering 0€2.

In weak form, the DtN operator is

Aa(f), ) = mw(x)UA (x, [Vua(z)|) Opua(z)dS Vi e X.. (2.8)

Furthermore, by testing the DtN operator (2.8) with the solution u of ([1.1)
and using a divergence Theorem, we obtain the ohmic power dissipated by the
conducting material:

Aa(f), f) = f 04(z, Vua(2))[Viua(2)[? de. (2.9)

3. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

In this section we state the main problem, that is the proof of the converse
of for the relevant case of electrical conductivities arising from two-phase
materials, as in (2.1)).

For the convenience of the reader, we remind the definition of outer support [23]
of aset A< Q.

Definition 3.1. The outer support of a set A < (), denoted as outyg A, is the
complement in §), of the union of those relatively open set U contained in Q\A and
connected to 052, i.e. those sets U that are connected and satisfying oU n 0S) # .

In the following, for the sake of simplicity, the outer support is denoted with a
* superscipt, i.e.
A* = OutaQ A. (31)

Remark 3.2. It is worth noting that all the boundary points of A* are connected
to 0€). Moreover, when A does not contain cavities, it results that

A* = A, (3.2)
refer also to Figure [2]
The Monotonicity Principle in can be equivalently expressed as
Ar Ay =T ¢ A (3.3)

Equation (3.3)) is the foundation of the methods based on Monotonicity Principle.
Indeed, as anticipated in the introduction, under the very general assumption that



10 MOTTOLA, CORBO ESPOSITO, FAELLA, PISCITELLI, PRAKASH, TAMBURRINO

’ i ’ @

(A) (B) (c)

FIGURE 2. Left: Anomaly A represented by a torus with a void
inside. Center: outer support of A. Right: a set A, made by several

connected components, that does not have any cavity and coincides
with A*.

the anomaly A can be expressed as
A= (3.4)
TeSa

where the T's are open sets, Sy € P(Q2) and P(£2) is the power set of €, a recon-
struction of A can be obtained as:

A= U T,
TeO 4
Oy = {TE P(Q)‘KA —KT = 0}

In other words, the monotonicity test of (3.3)) allows to discard from the union
those candidate sets (test anomalies) T" that are surely not completely included in

A.
Remark 3.3. It is worth noting that

Ac A (3.5)
Indeed, if T'< A, then from it follows that T is an element of © 4.

The main contribution of this work consists in proving that
T & A* — Ap £ A4 (3.6)

Equation gives a condition for exact reconstruction of A. Indeed, if A has a
connected complement then the anomaly can be reconstructed without errors by
the reconstruction rule presented above. In this sense, the converse of monotonicity
in states the limit of reconstruction methods based on Monotonicity Principle
in presence of nonlinear materials. Specifically, if A has a connected complement
we have

T$A:>KT$KA
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and so B B
TEA= Ar LA,

4. MAIN RESULT

Before stating the main result, the concept of localized potentials is extended
from Neumann data [I8] to Dirichlet data. Localized potentials have been ex-
ploited to prove the converse of the Monotonicity Principle in the linear case [23].

Proposition 4.1. Let S;, S, < Q be two open sets such that S; N Sy = & and
O\(S1 U Sy) is connected. Let the linear electrical conductivity o € LF(Q) be piece-
wise analytic. Then there ezists a sequence {fn}lnen © Xo of boundary potentials
such that the family of solutions {u,}nen of the following steady current problem

V- (o(x)Vu,(z)) =0 1inQ,
{un(:p) = fu(T) on 052, (4.1)
fulfills
lim o(x) |Vup(z)] dz =0 and  lim o(x) |V, (z)|* dz = +o.
n—-+0oo 51 n—+0o0 S
(4.2)

Remark 4.2. It is worth noting that it is not mandatory for set S5 to coincide
with its outer support, i.e. Sy is allowed to have cavities.

Proof of Proposition[4.1. The proof is based on the uniqueness of the solution
for the Dirichlet problem and the existence of localized potentials for Neumann
data |23, Theorem 3.6].

Let Si, 9 < € be two open sets such that S; 0 Sy = & and Q\(S; U Sy) is
connected. Following [23, Theorem 3.6], there exists a sequence {g,}nen < Xo
such that the solutions v, of the following steady currents problem

V:(o(z)Vu,(z)) =0 in Q,

00, () = gn(z) on 09, (4.3)
§o0, Un(x) dz = 0,
fulfill
lim o(z)|Von(z)]> de =0 and  lim o(z) |Vou(z)]* do = +o0. (4.4)
n—-+00 S1 n—-+00 So

The Dirichlet data f,, € X, gives u,, = v, when plugged in problem (4.1 and,
therefore, (4.4) implies (4.2]). O

In literature, some versions of localized potentials are present, with slightly
different assumptions on S; and S;. In particular, in [I§], it is required that
S1n Sy =& and Q\(S; U Sy) is connected; in [23] it is introduced the notion of
outer support for a set and the hypotheses become SOQ ¢ Sf. In [§], the localized
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potentials are formulated as in the following: let U < Q a relatively open set
that intersect the boundary with a connected complement, let Sy < U and let
o a linear piece-wise analytic electrical conductivity, then there exists a sequence
{gn}neny © X, such that the corresponding solutions {u, }nen of the problem

V- (o0(z)Vu,(z)) =0in @ and o(z)dpu,(z) = g,(z)on 09,
fulfill
lim |V, (z)]> de =0 lim | |Vu,(2)]? de = +o0. (4.5)
Sa

n—+2 Jo\rs n—-+0w
The same arguments of the proof of Proposition [4.1] can be applied indifferently
to all these different formulations. In the following, we use some of these different
formulations of localized potentials and, in doing that, we apply Proposition 4.1
to the particular formulation of interest.

For the sake of clarity, the remaining of the section is divided into four subsec-
tions in which it is shown the converse of the Monotonicity Principle, for different
type of electrical conductivity for the nonlinear phase.

4.1. Anomalies more conductive than the background and with a bounded
electrical conductivity. In this Section we consider oy and opg such that

{supQ\A{OBG@) <ga (4.6)

0<o<onp(z,E)<T <400 forae xzeA YE >0,

where ¢ and @ are two constants, defined in (B1). The second relationship in
is the assumption (B1) and, furthermore, oy satisfy (A1), (A2) and (C1).
In this case, the electrical conductivity of the anomaly is (i) greater than that
of the background and (ii) is upper bounded. An example of nonlinear electrical
conductivity compatible with conditions is shown in Figure [3]

Given T < €2, we define the test electrical conductivity or as

orlz) = {O'Bg(I) in O\T (47)

g inT.

The Figure 4| shows the unknown anomaly and the three possible cases of (i) the
test anomaly T is completely contained into the exterior of the outer support of the
unknown anomaly A (T'n A* = &), (ii) the test anomaly T is partially contained
in the outer support of A (T' ¢ A*) and (T n A* # ), and (iii) the test anomaly
T is completely contained in the outer support of A (T'< A*).

The following Theorem refers to the cases shown in Figure [4| (left) and (center).

Theorem 4.3. Let oy, satisfy (A1), (A2), (B1) and (C1), and opi(x) € LT (Q2) be
piecewise analytic such that supg a{opa(r)} < a. Let the electrical conductivities

oa(z, E) and or(zx) be defined as in and (L.7), respectively. Then,
Td A" = Ar <Ay VA TeSQ) (4.8)
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101

O'NL(E)

FIGURE 3. oy compatible with conditions in (4.6)

FIGURE 4. The three reference cases: T'n A* = ¢F (left), T € A*
and T'n A* # & (center), T' < A* (right). For the sake of simplicity

is assumed that A = A*.

Moreover, if A€ S(QQ) has a connected complement, then

TCA <= A<My VTeS9).

Proof. Let us and ur be the weak solution of (1.1]), with electrical conductivity

equal to o4 and op, respectively.
It turns out that

- [Vua(z)]
<AA(f),f>=J0 oA

(4.9)

|Vur (2)]
(z,m)ndndr < f oa(z,mndndz,  (4.10)
0
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where the first equality comes from (2.7)) combined with (2.6]), and the inequality
comes from the minimality of uu (see (2.5))). Hence,

. o |Vur(z)|
Ealf) —Balf). ) < f j (0a(w.n) —or(@) ndnds,  (411)

where it has been exploited that (Ar(f), f) = §, (‘)VUT(EN or(x)ndndz (see
and , written for o7, rather than o).

In the following it is assumed that T"n A* # . The case when T n A* is
empty, can be treated similarly by taking into account that the integrals over
T n A* disappear.

By substituting the expressions of 04 and o7 from (2.1)) and (4.7)) in (4.11)), we
have

. o |[Vur(z)|
Ralf) - Relf), ) < L \ f (one(e,m) — o50()) 7 di d
*\T JO
|Vur ()|
+ f J (onp(z,m) —a)ndndx
A*NT JO
|[Vur(z)|
- f j (¢ — o56(x)) 7 dn dz
A% Jo
[Vur(z)]
< f f (@ — ope(x)) ndyd
A1 Jo
[Vur(z)|
+ f f (@ —a)ndndx
A*nT JO

|Vur(z)|
- f f (¢ — o5c(x)) ndndz
7Ax* Jo

and, therefore,

BEalh) ~Kel). ) < 5 j 5 — onel@)) [Vur(@)] do
AR\T
’ %Lw @ -0) [Vur(@)f* do (4.12)
1 2
2 JT\A* (@ = opa(2)) [Vur(z)[]” de.

Let B. be a ball of radius € > 0 contained into the interior of T\ A* and let U <
Q be a relatively open, connected to 02 such that B. < U. From Proposition
there exists a sequence of boundary potentials { f,, },en © X, such that the sequence
of solutions {uy,},en of the steady currents problem (4.1)), with ¢ = o, have the
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FIGURE 5. Geometric relationships between sets Q, U, T, A* and
B..
asymptotic behaviour (4.2)) applied to S; = Q\U and Sy = B.

lim |V, (z)]> dc =0 and  lim |V, (2)|° dz = +oo.
n—+aoo Q\U n—+aoo B.

Consequently, it turns out that

f |V, (z)|” dz — 0, (4.13)
AR\T

J \Vau, (z)|” dz — 0, (4.14)
A¥NT

J |V, ()| do = f 'V, (2)]* de — +o. (4.15)
T\A* .

Therefore, by combining (4.12)) for f = f, and ur = u,, together with (4.13)-
([.15)), it results that

(Aa(fn) = A (fn), fr) — —c0.
This proves that

Td&A* = Ap £ Ay (4.16)
When the outer support of A coincides with A, i.e. A* = A, equation (4.16)
combined with ([1.3)) gives the equivalence stated in (4.9). O

4.2. Anomalies less conductive than background and with a bounded
electrical conductivity. In this section we consider oy and ogg be such that
{a < infoa{opa(z)}

_ (4.17)
O<o<onp(z,F)<T <+ forae zeA YE >0,
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where ¢ and & are two constants, defined in (B1). The second relationship in
(4.17) is the assumption (B1) and, furthermore, oy, satisfy (A1), (A2) and (C1).
In this case, the electrical conductivity of the anomaly is (i) smaller than that of
the background and (ii) is lower bounded.

An example of nonlinear electrical conductivity compatible with conditions
is shown in Figure [6]

9*

FIGURE 6. oy compatible with conditions in (4.17))

Given an arbitrary test domain 7" < €, the corresponding (test) electrical conduc-
tivity or is defined as

or(z) = {aBg(x) in O\T (4.18)

o 7.

Theorem 4.4. Let oy, satisfy (A1), (A2), (B1) and (C1), and opa(z) € LT ()
be piecewise analytic such that g < infoa{opa(x)}. Let the electrical conductivities
oa(z, E) and op(x) be defined as in (2.1) and (4.18), respectively. Then,

TEA* = Ar <Ay VA TeSOQ). (4.19)
Moreover, if A€ S(2) has a connected complement, then for every T < (Q,

TCA <= A<My VTeS9N). (4.20)
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Proof. Let a’; be the electrical conductivity defined as

1,y JoBa(x) in Q\A
oulx) = {Q - (4.21)

Since of; < 04, the Monotonicity Principle [10, TT] implies that K; < Ay, being Ki
the DtN operator related to of;. By combining this latter inequality with (4.11]),
it follows that

_ _ _ _ |Val, (2)|
Er(f) — Kalh). £y < Brlf) — Kh(D). ) < ” (or(x) — o)) dy de

(4.22)
where u/, is the solution of a steady currents problem in the presence of the elec-
trical conductivity o

V. (Ui(m)Vuﬁl(m)) =0 in{
ul(z) = f(z) on 0.

In the following it is assumed that T"n A* # J. The case when T n A* is
empty, can be treated similarly by taking into account that the integrals over
T n A* disappear.

For T'n A* # (¥, by replacing o7 and ¢ with their expressions (see (4.18)) and
(4.21))), it results that

Br(f) = Ralf), 1) < J (056(x) — o) |Viy(@)* do

AR\T

+ L* ] (@ — o) |[Vuly(z)[* dz (4.23)

_ J (G — opg(x)) |Vuf4(a:)‘2 dx.
T\ A%

Let B. be a ball of radius € > 0 contained into the interior of T\ A*, and let
U < Q be a relatively open set, connected to 02 such that B, = U (see Figure |5).

From Proposition , there exists a sequence of boundary potentials {f,, }nen ©
X, such that the sequence of solutions {u,}nen of the steady currents problem
([4.1), with o = o}, have the asymptotic behaviour applied to S; = Q\U and
Sy = B.

lim |V (z)]> dc =0 and  lim |V, (2)|° dz = +oo.
n—+ow OU n—+w Jp
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Consequently, it turns out that

J 'V, (z)* dz — 0, (4.24)
AR\T

J V() dz — 0, (4.25)
A¥NT

J |V, ()| dz > f |V, (z)|* dz — +o. (4.26)
T\ A% g

Therefore, by combining ([4.23) for f = f, and ul, = u,, together with (4.24)-
(4.25])-(4.26)), it results that
<KT(fn) - KA(fn)7 fn> — — 0.

This proves that

T &A= Ar £ Ay (4.27)
When the outer support of A coincides with A, i.e. A* = A, equation (4.27))
combined with ([1.3)) gives the equivalence stated in (4.20)). O

4.3. Anomalies more conductive than the background and with an un-
bounded electrical conductivity. In this section, we consider oy satisfying
(A1), (A2), (B2), (C2). For the convenience of the reader, we recall that accord-
ingly to (B2), for fixed 1 < ¢ < +o0, there exist three positive constants ¢ < @
and FEy such that

6[1+(E£) ] if ¢ =2,
0 x < UNL(QZ‘ E 9 (428)
0<E0> if1<q<2,
for a.e. x € A and VE > 0. Furthermore, op¢ fulfills
sup{opg(z)} <o (4.29)
oA

In this case, the electrical conductivity of the anomaly is (i) greater than that of
the background and (ii) may be not upper bounded. An example of nonlinear
electrical conductivity compatible with conditions (4.28]) and (4.29) is shown in
Figure [7]

Remark 4.5. Assumptions control the growth rate of the electrical con-
ductivity, i.e. the electrical conductivity can approach even to infinity but in a
polynomial manner. The case g > 2 is for electrical conductivities increasing with
the amplitude of the electrical field (o0 — +oo, for E — +o0). The case ¢ < 2
takes into account for electrical conductivities decreasing with the amplitude of
the electrical field (o0 — 400, for E — 07). The case of electrical conductivity
singular for a finite value of E does not fulfill (A2) (see Section and, hence, is
not covered by this work.
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251

20

15

O'NL(E)

10

FIGURE 7. onp compatible with conditions in (4.28)) and (4.29)

However, it is worth noting that almost all practical cases are covered by the
assumptions of this work.

Firstly, some definitions and lemmas are introduced. Specifically, the average
DtN related to the electrical conductivity

wr n_ Jopa(z) in QA
ox(x) = { oo wmA (4.30)

is denoted as A . The solution u% € H(Q) related to 6% solves the problem
V - (ope(z)Vuf(z)) =0 in Q\A
Vuf(x) =0 in A (4.31)
u%(z) = f(z) on 0f.

The following Lemmas (see Appendix |A]) provide crucial inequalities for treating
perfectly conductive inclusions.

Lemma 4.6. Let Ay and Kf be the average DIN operators corresponding to the
electrical conductivities ox(x, E) and 0% (x), defined in (2.1) and (4.30)), respec-
tively, under assumptions (4.29). Then, it results that

KA < Kf
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Lemma 4.7. Let Agg and A% be the DN operators related to the electrical conduc-
tivities opg(x) € LY (Q) and 0% (z) defined in (4.30). Assuming ope(x) piecewise
analytic and condition (4.29)), there exists a positive constant K such that

0 < AF() = Ano(f). £y < K | [Vusa(o) dz ¥f e X.,
A
with upg solution of the steady currents problem

{V (0Ba(z)Vupg(r)) =0 in Q (4.32)

upa(x) = f(z) on 5.

It is worth noting that the original steady current problem (|1.1f) reduces problem
(4.32)) when there are no anomalies (A = ).

The proofs of Lemma 4.6 and Lemma are provided in Appendix [A] An
inequality similar to that of Lemma [4.7] is available for the Neumann-to-Dirichlet
operator in [g].

The following Theorem holds.

Theorem 4.8. Let ony, satisfy (A1), (A2), (B2) and (C2), and opc € LT () be

piecewise analytic such that supg 4{opc(z)} < a. Let the electrical conductivities

oa(z, E) and op(x) be defined as in (2.1) and (4.7), respectively. Then,

T¢A* — Ky <Ry VA TeSOQ). (4.33)
Moreover, if A € S() has a connected complement, then for every T € S(2),
TCA <= Ar<Ay VTeS9). (4.34)

Proof. From Lemma [4.6] it follows that
Aalf) = Be(f), ) < DL () = Re(f),
= (N4 (f) = Ao (), £y — Ar(f) = Apa(f), 1),

with Apg being the average DtN corresponding to electrical conductivity ope.
The first term at the r.h.s. of (4.35)) can be upper bounded as follows

L) = Rac). 1) = A% ()~ Aso(). ) < K1 | [Vuna(@)f do. (130

A

(4.35)

where the equality holds since both Ap¢ and Kf are associated to linear electrical
conductivities, whereas the inequality follows Lemma [£.7]
The second term at the r.h.s. of (4.35)), can be lower bounded as follows

Br(f) = Baglf) £ = 5CAr(f) = Anal ).

1 opalT 2
3 JTG&)) (01(x) — 056(2)) [Vuse(@) dr  (4.37)

-5 "B%‘x%g— o56(x)) [Vuse(@)[? dr,
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where the first line holds because both Apg and Kf are associated to linear elec-
trical conductivities, the second line comes from [5, Lemma 2.1] for p = 2 (see also
references therein) and, finally, the third line follows from the fact that or and
opg agree on Q\T'.

By combining (4.35]), (4.36) and (4.37)), it results that

(Eath) = Fal)). ) < K | [Gus(o)l® do

1

rc(o) (4.38)
- = JT L(g — opg(x)) |VuBg(x)|2 dx.

2 a

Let B. be a ball of radius ¢ > 0 contained into the interior of T\ A*, and let
U < Q be a relatively open, connected to 02 such that B, < U.
From Proposition there exists a sequence of boundary potentials { f,},en © X,
such that the sequence of solutions {u, }nen of the steady currents problem ,
with 0 = opg, S1 = Q\U, and Sy = B, has the asymptotic behaviour

lim |V, (z)]* dz =0 and  lim |V, (2)|° de = +o0.

n—+00 QU n—+00 B

Consequently, it turns out that

f |V, (z)] dr < J IV, (z)]* dz — 0, (4.39)
A U

fT \Vu,(z)|* dz > f |V, (2)° de — +o0. (4.40)

Therefore, by combining (4.38) for f = f, and upg = u,, together with (4.39) and
(4.40), it results that
((Aa(fn) = Ar(fn) s fo) — —0.

This proves that

T & A* — Ap £ A4 (4.41)
When the outer support of A coincides with A, i.e. A* = A, equation (4.41)
combined with ([1.3)) gives the equivalence stated in (4.34)). O

4.4. Anomalies less conductive than the background with possibly van-
ishing electrical conductivity. In this section we consider oy, and ogg be such
that

o < infoa{opa(r)} in Q\A
e - (4.42)
o (E—O> <onp(r,E) <G forae xzeA, YE >0,

where g € [2,0) and @, g, Fy are three proper constants. The second relationship
in (4.42) is the assumption (B3) and, furthermore, oy, satisfy (A1), (A2) and (C3).
In this case, the electrical conductivity of the anomaly is (i) smaller than that of
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the background and (ii) may be vanishing. An example of nonlinear electrical
conductivity compatible with conditions (.42 is shown in Figure [§]

8*

FIGURE 8. oy compatible with conditions in (4.42)

In this case, let K% be the average DtN associated to the electrical conductivity

0, Jopa(z) in QA
) = {O e (143

Let u% € H'(Q2) be the solution associated to the steady currents problem when
the electrical conductivity is ¢% and the Dirichlet boundary data is f. Solution
u%, when restricted to Q\A solves

V- (opa(x)Vuiy(z)) =0 in Q\A
opa(z)d,ul(z) =0 on 0A (4.44)
ui(z) = f(z) on 02,
whereas u% restricted to A solves
Au%(z) =0 inA
4.45
{u&(w) ~gla) on oA 4

being g the restriction to 0A of the solution u% of problem (4.44)).
From the physical standpoint, we remind that the scalar potential u% represents
the electric field, via its gradient. System (4.44]) corresponds to a steady current
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problem in Q\ A, being A impenetrable (non conducting) to the electrical current
density. System (4.45)) corresponds to an electrostatic problem in A. This latter

system of PDEs requires the knowledge on dA of the solution uY arising from

(4.44)).
The following Lemmas (see Appendix [B| for the proofs) provide crucial inequal-
ities for treating perfectly conductive inclusions.

Lemma 4.9. Let Ay and KOA be the average DtN operators corresponding to the
electrical conductivities oa(x, E) and 0%(z), defined in [2.1) and ([4.43)), respec-
tively, under assumptions (4.42). Then, it results that

Ay = KS,.
Lemma 4.10. Let S1,55 < Q be two open sets such that Q\S_1 1 connected, 051
consists of a single connected component, and Sy < Q\SY. Let the linear elec-

trical conductivity o € LT () be piece-wise analytic. Then there exists a sequence
{fatnen © X, of boundary potentials such that the corresponding family of solutions

{tn tnen fulfills

lim o(x) |Vup(z) dz =0 and  lim o () |V (z)|* dz = +o0,
n—+o0 S1 n—+o0 S
where u, is obtained with the electrical conductivity o in Q\S and a perfect insu-
lating anomaly in Sy, i.e. u, restricted to Q\Sy, solves

V- (o(x)Vuy(z)) =0 in Q\5
o(z)0,u,(z) =0 on 05, (4.46)
up(z) = fu(x) on 010,

whereas v is the outer normal to S; and u,, restricted to Sy solves

{Aun(ac) =0 in S

Un(2) = gn(z) on 0S5, (4.47)

being g, the restriction to 0Sy of the solution u, of problem (4.46)).

Remark 4.11. Lemma can be generalized for 0S; consisting of multiple
connected components and S7 made by either a single or multiple connected com-
ponents. Specifically, let S; be equal to S; = C; v Cy U --- U O, being m > 1,
Cy,...,Cp, connected and disjoint. If C; = CF, for all : = 1,...,m, then Lemma
holds without any modifications. If there exists C; # C¥, then that there
exists a connected component B of Q\S; that is not electrically connected to 02.
In this subset the electric field and the electrical current density are vanishing,
therefore, it results that o(x)d,u, = 0, on 0B.

Here we state our main theorem regarding the converse of Monotonicity Prin-
ciple, for the case of anomalies less conducting than the background. Anomalies,
may also be perfectly insulating, i.e. with vanishing electrical conductivity.
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Theorem 4.12. Let oy, satisfy (A1), (A2), (B3) and (C3), and ope € LT () be

piecewise analytic such that supg s{opc(z)} > 7. Let the electrical conductivities

oa(z, E) and op(x) be defined as in and , respectively. Then,
TdE A* — Ap < Ay VA, T e S(Q). (4.48)
Moreover, if A€ S(Q2) has a connected complement, then for every T < (Q,
TCA <= A <Ay VTeS9N). (4.49)

Proof. In the following it is assumed that T'n A* # . The case when T'n A* is
empty, can be treated similarly by deleting any integrals over T n A*.
First of all, it is worth noting that

2Ee(f) = Kalh). £ < Aalf) = A%, )
- | orle) Vur@)f do = | @) [Vusiof” ds

JQ

< [ (or(2) - o%(@)) [Veli(@)* da

JQ

< [‘ opa(T) }Vu%(x)f dx + f E|Vqu(x)’2 dx
Jasr A*AT

_J (opa(x) —7) Vil (2)| dz  VYfeX..
T\A*

(4.50)
where in the first line we have exploited Lemma and that the average DtN
is one half of the “classical” DtN for linear materials (see ([1.4])), in the second
line we have used written for both o7 and oY, in the third line we have

used the minimality of the Dirichlet Energy (see Subsection for an electrical
conductivity equal to o7, rather than 04), in the last line we have exploited that

0 in O\ (T'u A%)
opa(x in AX\T
or(z) — oY (z) < - o() o A*\m T (4.51)

o —opg(r) inT\A*.

Let B. be a spherical neighborhood contained into the interior of T\ A*, and let
U < Q be a relatively open, connected to dQ such that B. < U (see Figure |5).
From Lemma {4.10] it follows that there exists a sequence of boundary potentials
{fau}nen © X, such that the sequence of extended solutions {u, }nen of the steady
current problem has the asymptotic behaviour

lim 'V, (z)]> dc =0 and  lim Vau, (2)|° dz = +o.
n—+0 Jo\u n—+o Jp



THE INVERSE OBSTACLE PROBLEM FOR NONLINEAR INCLUSIONS 25

Consequently, it turns out that

J V() dz — 0, (4.52)
AR\T

f \Vau, ()| dz — 0, (4.53)
A*AT

f V()| de = f 'V, (2)|* de — +o. (4.54)
T\ A ,

Therefore, by combining (4.50) for f = f, and u% = wu,, together with (4.52))-
(4.54)), it results that

<KA(fn) - KT(fn)afn> — — 0.

This proves that
T & A* — Ap € Ay (4.55)

When the outer support of A coincides with A, i.e. A* = A, equation (4.55)
combined with (|1.3)) gives the equivalence stated in (4.49)). OJ

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we prove the converse of the Monotonicity Principle for electrical
resistance tomography in presence of nonlinear materials, i.e.

TcA < Ay<Arp,

where T is a test domain and A is an unknown anomaly with a connected com-
plement (A = A*). The converse has been proven in a special case of practical
interest consisting of a nonlinear anomaly A embedded in a linear known back-
ground. The theoretical results holds also for a nonlinear electrical conductivity
that is unbounded or vanishing.

The key idea is to reduce the problem to a linear one that can be analyzed by
means of localized potentials for Dirichlet data.

The converse of Monotonicity Principle contributes to the development of the
theoretical foundation of imaging methods in the presence of nonlinear materials,
which are still at the early stage of development. In particular, it makes possible
to extend the method developed for linear materials to nonlinear ones:

A= U Ty where © = {T}|As— Ap, = 0}.
ke©

where A is a reconstruction of the unknown anomaly A, and {T}} is a set of test
domains.
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APPENDIX A. SHARP ESTIMATES FOR PERFECTLY CONDUCTING INCLUSIONS

In this Appendix, we provide the proof of Lemmas [4.6] and [4.7] essential in the
development of Subsection [£.3]

Consider the nonlinear electrical conductivity o4 defined as in . Let us
recall that u, is the solution of problem (|1.1)) with the electrical conductivity
o4 and the boundary data f € X,. For a perfect electrically conducting (PEC)
inclusions A < 2, the electrical conductivity o is defined in and the related
scalar potential u is the solution of (4.31).

Proof of Lemma[/.4. We notice that us € H*({) is the unique minimizer of (2.6)).
As a consequence, we have

B Vua(@)]
Aalf), )= J f oa(z,n)ndndx
QJO
|Vu% ()]
< J f oa(z,n)ndndz
Q JO

|Vuz ()] —0
= L\AL opc(z)ndnde = (Ay(f), f)  VfeX,,

where it has been exploited that |Vu%| = 0 in A, the region where the electrical
conductivity is infinite. 0

Proof of Lemma[{.7. Let us consider the variational problem

min opg(z)|Vu(r)|*dr, (A.1)
ueH' (Q\A) L\A

upee=0
UpA=UBG —UBG

where upgq is the solution of problem (4.32) and upgg is the average of ugg on A.
If w e H'(Q\A) is the minimizer of (A.1]), then it is the solution of

V- (ope(x)Vw(z)) =0 in Q\A
w(z)=0 on 052
w(z) = upg(r) —upe  on JA.

By the inverse trace inequality, we know that there exists a constant C; > 0
and g € H'(Q\A) with Tr(g) = 0 on Q and Tr(g) = upg — Upg on JA such that

IVgllr2@ua) < Cillupe —uscllrza)-
Therefore, we provide

| one@IVu@Pds < | ona(o)Vo(o)Pds < o
Q\A Q\A
< oCh|lupe — EBGHJZLH/Q((;A) < 0CCyl|lupe — ﬂBGH}qu(A)

< 0C1Co||Vupa| 724y
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where in the first inequality we have used the minimality of , in the third
inequality we have used the upper bound for ogg, in the fourth inequality we have
used the inverse trace inequality on Q\A, in the fifth inequality, we have used the
classical trace inequality with constant Cy > 0, in the sixth inequality we have use
the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality with constant C'3 > 0.

Hence by setting K = cC,C5, we have

f o16() (V@) de < K[ Vupe|2sa. (A2)
oA

At his stage, let us observe that w = ugg — v where v € H'(Q\A) is the solution
of

V- (opg(x)Vu(x)) =0 in Q\A,
v(z) = f(z) on 052,
v(x) =upg on 0A.

It follows that

JQ\A opa(T) |Vw(x)|2 dr = JQ opa(x) |VUBG(I)|2 du
+ [ ono@) Vet do

- 2f opc(x)Vupe(z) - Vo(z) dx
o (A.3)
_ L\A o 56() |Vupa()? do

+ L\A opc(T) \Vv(x)\z dx

+ 2] opc(r)Vupg(z) - Vw(z) de.
oA
Furthermore, using the divergence Theorem, we get

f opc(x)Vw(x) - Vupe(z) de = f w(x)opa(r)d,upe(r) dx
0\A o0 (A4)

+ J w(x)opa(r)d,upg(x) dr,
oA
where 0, is the normal derivative along the outer direction w.r.t. Q\A.

On the other hand, since v is a constant on dA, w = 0 on 02, A is well contained
in Q and

f opc(x)o,upg(x) = 0,
oA
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then (A.4) becomes

J opc(x)Vw(x) - Vupe(z) de = J w(x)opa(x)dyupa(x) dx
o\A

0A

= J upc(r)opa(x)o,upe(z) dx (A.5)
oA
- —J 056() [Vupc(@)|? dr.
A
Combining (A.2)), (A.3) and (A.5), we obtain
| ome@) Vo) do— | onao) Vuse(o)* do < K|Vunglisqy: (A6)
o\A o\A
Since u% is solution of (4.31)), it is also the unique minimizer of
min f opa(x) |Vu(z)) dz,
uengﬁ) o\A4
Vu=0in A
uloo=f
then it results that
f ope(x) |Vo(z)]? de = J ope() [Vua(z))? de. (A.7)
MNA O\A
Therefore, by combining (A.6) and (A.7]), we obtain that
(Kl + 1)J

opc(z) [Vuge (x| de = J o5a(z) |Vua(z)|? dz
A

oA
- J oe(x) |Vupe(z)| dz
Q

= AZ(f) = Asa(f), ),
and the conclusion follows by the fact that opg € LT (Q2). O

APPENDIX B. SHARP ESTIMATES FOR PERFECTLY INSULATING INCLUSIONS

In this Appendix, they are provided the proof of Lemmas[4.9 and [4.10] essential
in the development of Subsection |4.4)

Consider a perfect electrical insulting (PEI) inclusion A < €, with electrical
conductivity given by o9 defined as in , and uY being the solution of .

Proof of Lemma[{.9 The solution v% of (4.44) is the unique minimizer of
A

[Vu(z)|
min opa(x)ndndzx. B.1
ue H (Q\A) L\Afo se(@)n di (B-1)

ulon=f
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Furthermore, we observe that

Eahh= | fw Al myndnda

rIVua(z)
> J oa(x,n)ndndz
0NA JO

rIVua(x)|
= J opg(x)ndndz
o4 Jo

‘VUA($)|
> j os(@)ndn da
QA JO

= (NL(), s

where in the first line we have used the definition of the average DtN operator Ay,
in the second line we have used the fact the integral restricts on a smaller domain,
in the third line we have used the definition of 6% as in ([£.43)), in the fourth line
we have used the minimality of problem (B.1)) and in the fifth line we have used

the definition of the average DtN operator A. 0J

Proof of Lemma[{.10. This proof is an adaptation of that of [8, Lemma 5.3].

Let w, = vyla\s, — Unlans, € H(Q\S1) be the difference (in Q\S;) between the
voltage potential in the absence and in the presence of a perfect insulating anomaly
in Sp, respectively, i.e. w, is the solution of

V - (opg(x)Vw,(z)) =0 in Q\S,
wy(x) =0 on 052,
o ()0, w, () = opg(x)d,v,(x) on 05,

where v,, solves

x) = fu(z) on 052

and wu,,, restricted to Q\S7, solves problem (|4.46)).
Moreover, w,, solves the following variational problem

min J opc(r)|Vu(z)|*dz. (B.2)
ueH(Q\S1) Q\Sy

ujpn=0
0BGOVU|aS; =0BGOvUn|as;

{v (05c(2)Vua(z)) =0 in Q,
(

Furthermore, recalling that Sy cc Q\S} and S} is the complement in Q of the
union of those relatively open set V' contained in 2\S; and connected to 02, then

it immediately follows that there exists a relatively open set U < Q intersecting
the boundary 092 and such that S§ < Q\U and Sy < U.
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We have
7 [wlizs) [Vwnlrz@sy) < C17 [wlgiasy) IVwnl rz@s))
— 2
< 01020' vanHLQ(Q\Sﬂ

< ClOQJ opc ()| Vw, (7)|*dx
O\Sy

= 0102 J wnaBG&,wndS
o(€2\51)

= 0102 J wnUBgﬁ,,vndS
051

< 0, HwnHH1/2(851) ||0'BGaVUn”H—1/2(631)
< 10y HwnHHl/Q((?SI) ||UBGaVUn||H—1/2(631U(GQ\6U))
< CiCs |wnll i 55,y (loseVonll z2@ysiovy) + IV - (086 V0R) 20\ (5100))

= (1CY HwnHH1/2(651) HO'BGVUnHL?(Q\(SluU))a

where in the first line we have used the trace inequality with constant C7, in the
second line we have used the generalized Poincaré inequality with constant Cy, in
the third line we have used the lower bound for o ¢, in the fourth line we have used
the divergence theorem, in the fifth line we have used that ogg0,v, = opgl,w,
on 05, in the sixth line we used the definition of operatorial norm in H~/2(0S)),
in the seventh line we exploited the fact that the integral increases on bigger sets,
in the eighth line we have used the fact that the trace of the normal component
is a bounded map from Hgy,(Q\(S; U U)) to H~Y2(0S, U (0Q\0U)) and, in the
nineth line we have used the fact that V - (655Vv,) = 0 in Q\(S; v U). Refer to

Figure [0 for the geometric details.

FIGURE 9. Geometric relationships between sets 2, U, S7 and S,.
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: ._ CiC
Hence, by setting K := ==

, we have
vanHL2(Q\Sl) < Ko Va2 s ov))- (B.3)

By (4.5)), there exists a sequence of boundary potentials {f,,}.en © X, such that
the solutions {vy, }nen of

V  (0pg(x)Vu,(x)) =0 in Q,
() = fulz) on 0f),

fulfill
lim Vo, (z)]> de =0 and  lim Vo, (z)]* do = +o. (B.4)

n—-+0o0 Q\U n—-+0o0 So
From (B.3) and (B.4)), it follows that ||Vwy,||r2(\s,) converges to zero when the
localized potentials are applied on the boundary. Furthermore, recalling that u,, =
Unlo\s, — Wy, it follows that the limiting behaviour of Vv, coincides with the
limiting behaviour of Vu, on Q\S;. So

lim |V, (z)|* dz =0 and  lim \Vu,(z)|* dz = +0.  (B.5)
n=F0 Jo\(s100) not0 Js,
In order to conclude, it remains to investigate the asymptotic behavior on S5j.
Since u,, tends to zero in H'(Q\(S; u U)), by applying the trace theorem, we have
that ||,y tends to 0. Since w, in Sy solves (4.47), then it solves

min f |Vu(z)?dz, (B.6)
uig;(g\g&) 0\S

being g,, the restriction to 057 of the solution u,, of problem .

By the inverse trace inequality, we know that there exists a constant C' > 0
and h € H'(S;) with Tr(h) = g, on 05 such that [|Vh||r2(s,) < Cillunllmizes,)-
Therefore, by using the minimality of , it follows that

f 756() [Vun (@) de < Coy f Vh(@) do < CooCillunllmiagas,)
Sl Sl

Since the last term tends to zero, we have that

lim 056 (x) |V (z)* dz = 0. (B.7)
n—+00 S1
The conclusion follows by joining (B.5)) and (B.7). O
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