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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the open problem proposed in Ammari et. al. Com-
mun. Math. Phys, 2013. We first investigate the existence and uniqueness of Gener-
alized Polarization Tensors (GPTs) vanishing structures locally in both two and three
dimension by fixed point theorem. Employing the Brouwer Degree Theory and the
local uniqueness, we prove that for any radius configuration of N + 1 layers concentric
disks (balls) and a fixed core conductivity, there exists at least one piecewise homoge-
neous conductivity distribution which achieves the N -GPTs vanishing. Furthermore,
we establish a global uniqueness result for the case of proportional radius settings, and
derive an interesting asymptotic configuration for structure with thin coatings. Finally,
we present some numerical examples to validate our theoretical conclusions.
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1 Introduction

Consider the conductivity problem{
∇ · ((σΩχΩ + χΩ0

)∇u) = 0 in Rd,

(u−H)(x) = O(|x|1−d) as |x| → ∞.
(1.1)

where d = 2, 3 and Ω is an inclusion inserted into infinite homogeneous background Ω0 =
Rd\Ω, χ presents the characteristic function and H(x) is a harmonic function in Rd. The
conductivity σΩ of inclusion is different from the background, which cause some perturbation
to the background fields. In the inverse conductivity problem, the measurement of boundary
data is utilized to reconstruct unknown shapes and conductivity distribution of inclusions
embedded in background. However, there are certain types of inclusions that only perturb
the background fields very slightly (even not at all). These inclusions are referred to near
(completely) cloaking structures, as they render themselves invisible to probing by electrical
impedance tomography (EIT) [41, 24, 12].
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The cloaking by transmission optics is used to construct a singular conductivity dis-
tribution whose DtN map is exactly the same as constant conductivity distribution [22].
However, this transformation induces the singularity of material. To overcome, the near
cloaking structures developed by Kohn et al. [29] are widely applied in practice. They
use a regular transformation to push forward the material constant into a small ball (with
radius ρ) instead of a singular point, and the near cloaking effects can be estimated to be of
order ρd. We also refer to [17, 18, 34] for near cloaking anisotropic structures. In addition,
neutral inclusions which do not cause any perturbation to uniform background fields have
been extensively studied and widely used in designing invisibility cloaking structures with
metamaterials in various contexts [25, 26, 27, 35, 37].

The generalized polarization tensors (GPTs) vanishing structures were first put forward
by Ammari et al. [6], where they designed the structure by multi-coated concentric disks or
balls and proved the near cloaking effects can be enhanced to the order of ρd+2N by N -GPTs
vanishing structure. The GPTs, which are extension of the polarization tensor introduced
by Schiffer and Szegoä [39] to higher order. It’s well known that GPTs are defined as an
asymptotic sense and they carry geometric information about the inclusion. Indeed, GPTs
have been widely used in reconstructing small inclusions and shape description [2, 13, 19].
The GPTs vanishing structure is also concerned as neutral inclusions in asymptotic sense.
In addition, GPTs-vanishing structures of general shape have also been proposed [21, 27].
However, as an important problem reported initially, the existence of high order GPTs
vanishing structures with multi-coated concentric disks, has seen little significant progress
recently.

The purpose of this paper is to prove that if the core ΩN+1 has any fixed constant con-
ductivity, then there exist N coatings surrounding ΩN+1 such that the inclusion Ω becomes
an N -GPTs vanishing structure. This result is independent of radius settings, that is, for
any N+1-layer concentric disks (balls) with given radius, there exists a suitable conductivity
distribution to achieve the N -GPTs vanishing. To address this problem, We first show that
the N -GPTs vanishing structure exists and is unique under some smallness assumptions
on the structure. Then we derive the continuous differentiability of GPTs respect to the
conductivity contrast η. This derivation relies on the integral equation representation with
layer potential technique. Afterwards, by delicate and detailed analysis, we find N -GPTs
vanishing structures employing the homotopic invariance of Brouwer Degree (see Theorem
5.5). We analyze the mapping properties of GPTs respect to η and compute the value of
Brouwer Degree, which together with the locally uniqueness result, we prove the main re-
sults. Finally, we study a type of structures with proportional radius settings and derive
a uniqueness result. Besides, we notice that the GPTs vanishing structures designed by
extreme thin coats require high contrast conductivity setting, and the contrast between the
outermost layer and background should be weaker than others. The numerical experiments
are in collaborate with our theoretical findings.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In the following section, we introduce the
layer potential technique and the GPTs. Our main results are presented in Section 3. In
section 4, we show the existence and uniqueness of N -GPTs vanishing structures locally.
In Section 5, we first prove the continuously differentiable of GPTs respect to η. Then we
derive the existence of the N -GPTs vanishing structures for any fixed core conductivity
using Brouwer Degree Theory. Section 6 focuses on deriving the uniqueness of N -GPTs
vanishing structures under proportional radius settings, the extreme case is also discussed
in this part. In Section 7 we present some numerical experiments to verify our results.
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2 Layer potentials and GPTs

In this section, we shall introduce the GPTs and related integral system by layer potential
technique. Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a piecewise homogeneous domain divided by N parts, i.e. Ωk,
which are surrounded by C1,α(0 < α < 1) closed and nonintersecting surfaces Γk, k =
1, 2, . . . , N , and Ω0 = Rd\Ω be the background medium. Each region Ωk is filled with
homogeneous medium, that is

σ(x) = σk, x ∈ Ωk, k = 0, 1, . . . , N. (2.1)

It is noted that the solution u of (1.1) satisfies the following transmission conditions:

u|+ = u|−, σk−1∂νk
|+ = σk∂νk

|− on Γk, (2.2)

where the notation νk indicate the outward normal on Γk.
Let G(x) be the fundamental solution to the Laplace equation in Rd, that is

G(x) =

{
1
2π ln |x|, d = 2,

1
(2−d)ωd

|x|2−d, d = 3,
(2.3)

where ωd is the area of the unit sphere in Rd. For a bounded simple closed C1,α surface Γ,
the single and double layer potentials with density ϕ ∈ L2(Γ) are defined by

SΓ[ϕ](x) :=

∫
Γ

G(x− y)ϕ(y)dσy, x ∈ Rd,

DΓ[ϕ](x) :=

∫
Γ

∂

∂νy

G(x− y)ϕ(y)dσy, x ∈ Rd\Γ,

where ∂νy
denotes the outward normal derivative respect to y-variables. The following jump

relations hold

∂νSΓ[ϕ](x)|± = (±I
2
+K∗

Γ)[ϕ] on Γ, (2.4)

DΓ[ϕ](x)|± = (∓I
2
+KΓ)[ϕ] on Γ, (2.5)

where the Neumann-Poincaré operator K∗
Γ is defined by

K∗
Γ[ϕ](x) :=

∫
Γ

∂G(x− y)

∂νx

ϕ(y)dσy, (2.6)

and KΓ is the L2 adjoined of K∗
Γ

KΓ[ϕ](x) :=

∫
Γ

∂G(x− y)

∂νy

ϕ(y)dσy. (2.7)

By using layer potential technique, the solution u to (1.1) can be represented by

u(x) = H(x) +

N∑
k=1

SΓk
[ϕk](x), (2.8)
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for some functions ϕk ∈ L2
0(Γk), where the function space is defined by

L2
0(Γk) :=

{
ϕ ∈ L2(Γk) :

∫
Γk

ϕ = 0

}
,

using (2.4), the transmission conditions (2.2) can be rewritten by
λ1I −K∗

Γ1
−KΓ2,Γ1

· · · −KΓN ,Γ1

−KΓ1,Γ2
λ2I −K∗

Γ2
· · · −KΓN ,Γ2

...
...

. . .
...

−KΓ1,ΓN
−KΓ2,ΓN

· · · λNI −K∗
ΓN



ϕ1
ϕ2
...
ϕN

 =


∂ν1

H
∂ν2

H
...

∂νN
H

 , (2.9)

where KΓk1
,Γk2

: L2
0(Γk1

) → L2
0(Γk2

) denotes the normal derivative of single layer potential
∂νk2

SΓk1
constrained on Γk2

and

λk =
σk + σk−1

2(σk − σk−1)
, k = 1, 2, . . . , N. (2.10)

Denote the integral operator on the left-hand side of (2.9) by JΩ. The solvability and
uniqueness of above integral system can be established by the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. For any λk ∈ (−∞,−1/2] ∪ [1/2,+∞), k = 1, 2, . . . , N , the operator JΩ is
invertible on L2

0(Γ1)× L2
0(Γ2)× · · · × L2

0(ΓN ) → L2
0(Γ1)× L2

0(Γ2)× · · · × L2
0(ΓN ).

Proof. For notation simplicity, we take function space X = L2
0(Γ1)×L2

0(Γ2)× ...×L2
0(ΓN ),

it follows from (2.9) that JΩ can be decomposed by

JΩ =


λ1I −K∗

Γ1
0 · · · 0

0 λ2I −K∗
Γ2

· · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · λNI −K∗

ΓN

+


0 −KΓ2,Γ1

· · · −KΓN ,Γ1

−KΓ1,Γ2
0 · · · −KΓN ,Γ2

...
...

. . .
...

−KΓ1,ΓN
−KΓ2,ΓN

· · · 0


=: J(1)Ω + J(2)Ω .

one can readily see J(1)Ω is invertible on X with |λk| ≥ 1/2. Since the integral kernel of

KΓk1
,Γk2

is analytic, the operator J(2)Ω is compact. Thanks for Fredholm alternative, it
suffices to prove the injectivity of JΩ. Indeed, we assume that

JΩ(ϕ1, ϕ2, ..., ϕN )T = (0, 0, ..., 0)T ,

where the superscript T denotes the matrix transpose. Let

u(x) :=

N∑
k=1

SΓk
[ϕk](x), x ∈ Rd.

It’s easy to verify that u satisfies the following transmission problem
∆u = 0, in Rd\ ∪N

k=1 Γk,

u|+ = u|−, on Γk,

(λk − 1/2)∂νu|+ = (λk + 1/2)∂νu|−, on Γk,

u(x) = O(|x|1−d) |x| → ∞,

(2.11)
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we point out (2.11) has only trivial solution. Let |λk| ̸= 1/2 for each k, the system reduces
to a standard transmission problem, thus u(x) = 0. Next, we suppose |λk| = 1/2 for some
k. If λk = −1/2, it immediately follows ∂νu|+ = 0 on Γk, hence u(x) = 0 in Rd\ ∪k

i=1 Ωi.
Using the continuity condition u|+ = u|− on Γk we get u(x) = 0.

If λk = 1/2 for some k, that is ∂νu|− = 0 on Γk, thus u(x) = 0, x ∈ ∪k
i=1Ωi and

consequently u(x) = 0 in Rd from (2.2). The jump formula (2.4) yields that

ϕl =
∂SΓl

∂ν
|+ − ∂SΓl

∂ν
|− = 0.

This completes the proof.

With the uniqueness of (ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕN ) determined by (2.9), we proceed to introduce
the polarization tensors of multi-layer structures. For any multi-index α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd),
let xα = xα1

1 . . . xαd

d and ∂α = ∂α1
1 . . . ∂αd

d , in which ∂i = ∂/∂xi. With the help of Taylor
expansion for y lies on a compact set we have

G(x− y) =

+∞∑
|α|=0

(−1)|α|

α!
∂αG(x)yα, |x| → ∞,

together with (2.8), we can obtain the following far-field expansion

(u−H)(x) =

N∑
k=1

∫
Γk

G(x− y)ϕk(y)dσy

=

N∑
k=1

+∞∑
|α|=0

+∞∑
|β|=0

(−1)|α|

α!β!
∂αG(x)∂βH(0)

∫
Γk

yαϕk,βdσy,

(2.12)

as |x| → ∞, where (ϕ1,β , ϕ2,β , ..., ϕN,β) = J−1
Ω (∂ν1

yβ , ∂ν2
yβ , ..., ∂νN

yβ)T .

Definition 2.1. For α, β ∈ Nd, let ϕk,β , k = 1, 2, . . . , N be the solution of

JΩ(ϕ1,β , . . . , ϕN,β)
T = (∂ν1y

β , ∂ν2y
β , . . . , ∂νN

yβ)T .

Then the GPT Mαβ is defined to be

Mαβ :=

N∑
k=1

∫
Γk

yαϕk,βdσy. (2.13)

Specially, denote Mαβ by Mij with |α| = |β| = 1, the matrix M := (Mij)
d
i,j=1 is called

Pólya–Szegoä polarization tensor.

Through (2.12), we can get complete information about the far-field expansion of per-
turbed electric potential by GPTs

(u−H)(x) =

+∞∑
|α|=0

+∞∑
|β|=0

(−1)|α|

α!β!
∂αG(x)Mαβ∂

βH(0), as |x| → ∞. (2.14)
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3 Main results

In this section, we shall present the main results for existence and uniqueness of GPTs
vanishing structures. We shall first introduce the contracted Generalized Polarization Ten-
sors (CGPTs) and the concepts of N -GPTs vanishing structure in two and three dimension,
respectively. The proof of main results shall be shown in sections afterwards.

3.1 Two dimensional case

For any harmonic function H(x) in R2, which admits the following expression

H(x) = H(0) +

+∞∑
n=1

rn(acn cosnθ + asn sinnθ), (3.1)

where x = (r cos θ, r sin θ). For multi-indices α, β with |α| = |β| = n, we define (acα) and
(asβ) with ∑

|α|=n

acαx
α = rn cosnθ and

∑
|β|=n

asβx
α = rn sinnθ,

thus we define the contracted Generalized Polarization Tensors (CGPTs) by

M cc
mn :=

+∞∑
|α|=m

+∞∑
|β|=n

acαa
c
βMαβ , (3.2)

M cs
mn :=

+∞∑
|α|=m

+∞∑
|β|=n

acαa
s
βMαβ , (3.3)

Msc
mn :=

+∞∑
|α|=m

+∞∑
|β|=n

asαa
c
βMαβ , (3.4)

Mss
mn :=

+∞∑
|α|=m

+∞∑
|β|=n

asαa
s
βMαβ , (3.5)

note the expansion of G(x− y) as |x| → ∞, that is

G(x− y) =

+∞∑
n=1

−1

2πn

{cosnθx
rnx

rny cosnθy +
sinnθx
rnx

rny sinnθy

}
+ C, (3.6)

where x = (rx cos θx, rx sin θx), y = (ry cos θy, ry sin θy) and y ∈ Γk, k = 1, . . . , N . Plugging
(3.1) and (3.6) into (2.14), we get

(u−H)(x) =−
+∞∑
m=1

cosmθ

2πmrm

∞∑
n=1

(M cc
mna

c
n +M cs

mna
s
n)

−
+∞∑
m=1

sinmθ

2πmrm

∞∑
n=1

(Msc
mna

c
n +Mss

mna
s
n),

(3.7)
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uniformly as |x| → +∞. The structure Ω with conductivity distribution σΩ is calledN -GPTs
vanishing structure which satisfies M cc

mn =M cs
mn =Msc

mn =Mss
mn = 0 for any m,n ≤ N .

To obtain N -GPTs vanishing structures, Ammari et al. [6] introduced multiple radial
symmetric coatings. We shall prove that for any N , there exists an N + 1-layer radial
symmetric structure can be designed to achieve theN -GPTs vanishing. Suppose 0 < rN+1 <
rN < · · · < r2 < r1 and denote the coating domain by

Ωk := rk+1 < r ≤ rk, k = 1, 2, . . . , N,

the core ΩN+1 = {r ≤ rN+1} coated by Ωk and background media Ω0 = {r > r1}. Take
conductivity of Ωk be σk and σ0 = 1. Thanks for the orthogonality of harmonic functions,
there holds

M cs
nm =Msc

nm = 0 for all m,n,

M cc
nm =Mss

nm = 0 for m ̸= n,

and
M cc

nn =Mss
nn = 0 for all n.

Therefore, the electric potential is perturbed mildly with N -GPTs vanishing structure, that
is

(u−H)(x) = O(|x|−N−1) as |x| → +∞.

In what follows, define

ηk =
σk − σk−1

σk + σk−1
, k = 1, 2, . . . , N + 1.

For the sake of simplicity, we take Mn[η] = M cc
nn generated by η = (η1, . . . , ηN+1) and

MN (η) = (M1[η], . . . ,MN [η]). We are mainly concerned with solution to the following
nonlinear equations

MN (η) = 0, η ∈ [−1, 1]N+1, η ̸= 0.

It is readily seen that η = 0 is a trivial solution to the above nonlinear equations. The
existence and N -GPTs vanishing structure can be shown as follows.

Theorem 3.1. For any given radius 0 < rN+1 < rN < · · · < r2 < r1 and fixed σN+1 ≥ 0,
there exists a combination η = (η1, . . . , ηN+1) ∈ [−1, 1]N+1 such that the N -GPTs MN

vanish.

3.2 Three dimensional case

The harmonic function H(x) in R3 can be denoted by

H(x) = H(0) +

+∞∑
n=1

n∑
n′=−n

an
′

n r
nY n′

n (θ, ϕ),

where Y n′

n (θ, ϕ) are the n′-th spherical harmonics of order n. Similarly the fundamental
solution G(x− y) has the following expression as |x| → ∞

G(x− y) =

+∞∑
n=1

n∑
n′=−n

rny

(2n+ 1)rn+1
x

Y n′

n (θx, ϕx)Y n′
n (θy, ϕy) + C, (3.8)
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with the spherical coordinate (rx, θx, ϕx). For multi-index |α| = n, we define (an,mα ) by∑
|α|=n

an,mα xα = rnY m
n (θ, ϕ),

thus the contracted Generalized Polarization Tensors(CGPTs) in three-dimension are then
defined as

Mm′n′

mn :=

+∞∑
|α|=m

+∞∑
|β|=n

am,m′

α an,n
′

β Mαβ , |m′| ≤ m, |n′| ≤ n,

which leads to the following far-field expression

(u−H)(x) =

∞∑
m=1

m∑
m′=−m

Y m′

m (θ, ϕ)

(2m+ 1)rm+1

∞∑
n=1

n∑
n′=−n

Mm′n′

mn an
′

n , (3.9)

uniformly as |x| → +∞.
We shall keep the geometric and conductivity settings of Ω in accordance with the two

dimensional case. We denote M̃n = Mn′n′

nn , since Mn′m′

nm = 0 for n ̸= m or n′ ̸= m′

and M
n′
1n

′
1

nn = M
n′
2n

′
2

nn for |n′1| ≤ n, |n′2| ≤ n. Thus the N -GPTs vanishing structure Ω
can be designed by taking M̃n = 0, n = 1, . . . , N . Let M̃N (η) = (M̃1[η], . . . , M̃N [η]) be
generated by η = (η1, . . . , ηN+1). We shall now prove the following existence result for three
dimensional case.

Theorem 3.2. For any given radius 0 < rN+1 < rN < · · · < r2 < r1 and fixed σN+1 ≥ 0,
there exists a combination η = (η1, . . . , ηN+1) ∈ [−1, 1]N+1 such that the N -GPTs M̃N

vanish.

4 The existence and uniqueness of N-GPTs vanishing
structure locally

In this section, we shall prove the existence and uniqueness of N -GPTs vanishing struc-
ture under some assumptions on the solutions or the structure. The related results shall be
used to derive our final results in the last section.

Let us first recall the result obtained in [20, 30] for radially symmetric structure. It can

be explicit given that Mn = −2πnb
(n)
0 , where b

(n)
0 = eTΥ

(n)
N+1(P

(n)
N+1)

−1e, e = (1, 1, · · · , 1)T ,

P
(n)
N+1[η] :=


1/η1 (r2/r1)

2n · · · (rN+1/r1)
2n

−1 1/η2 · · · (rN+1/r2)
2n

...
...

. . .
...

−1 −1 · · · 1/ηN+1

 , (4.1)

and

Υ
(n)
N+1 :=


r2n1 0 · · · 0
0 r2n2 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · r2nN+1

 . (4.2)
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In three dimensional case, one similarly has M̃n = −(2n+ 1)eT Υ̃
(n)
N+1(P̃

(n)
N+1)

−1e, where

P̃
(n)
N+1[η] :=


2n+1
2n 1/η1 +

1
2n

n+1
n (r2/r1)

2n+1 · · · n+1
n (rN+1/r1)

2n+1

−1 2n+1
2n 1/η2 +

1
2n · · · n+1

n (rN+1/r2)
2n+1

...
...

. . .
...

−1 −1 · · · 2n+1
2n 1/ηN+1 +

1
2n

 , (4.3)

and

Υ̃
(n)
N+1 :=


r2n+1
1 0 · · · 0
0 r2n+1

2 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · r2n+1

N

 .
We want to point out that, in the above setup, we have the assumptions that ηn ̸= 0,
n = 1, 2, . . . , N+1. Actually, if there holds ηN0

= 0 for some N0 ≥ 1 and ηn ̸= 0 for n ̸= N0,
then the N coatings is essentially degenerated to N − 1 coatings. It is a common sense
that N − 1 coatings can not achieve N -GPTs vanishing, at least if the structures (radius)
of N − 1 coatings are fixed. We shall show that this is actually true. But before this, we
need to show some locally existence and uniqueness results for N -GPTs vanishing with N
coatings. In what follows, we shall define f0 :=

∑N+1
n=1 ηn. Numerical observation in [6] show

that when N -GPTs vanish, f0 is small, which means that the conductivity distributions in
the multi-coatings are oscillating. So it is nature to first assume that f0 is small enough.

4.1 Existence and uniqueness for f0 is small

Theorem 4.1. Suppose f0 =
∑N+1

n=1 ηn ≪ 1 is fixed then there exists a unique solution η
such that the N -GPTs vanish.

Proof. We only prove the two dimensional case, while it is similar to show the proof for
three dimensional case. Let

Λ :=


η1 0 · · · 0
0 η2 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · ηN+1

 and Πn = P
(n)
N+1 − Λ−1. (4.4)

Then we have
(P

(n)
N+1)

−1 = (I + ΛΠn)
−1Λ.

We now write b
(n)
1 as

b
(n)
1 = eTΥ

(n)
N+1Λe+ eTΥ

(n)
N+1[(I + ΛΠn)

−1 − I]Λe. (4.5)

One can easily see that

eTΥ
(n)
N+1Λe =

N+1∑
j=1

ηjr
2k
j , (4.6)

Define
wn(η) := eTΥ

(n)
N+1[(I + ΛΠn)

−1 − I]Λe (4.7)
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then there satisfies
|wn(η)| ≤ C|η|2, (4.8)

where C depends on r1, . . . , rN+1 and N . Thus η = (η1, . . . , ηN+1) satisfies the following
equation:

V ηT +W (η) =


∑N+1

j=1 ηj

b
(1)
1
...

b
(N)
1

 , (4.9)

where

V =


1 1 · · · 1
r21 r22 · · · r2N+1
...

...
. . .

...
r2N1 r2N2 · · · r2NN+1

 , W (η) =


0

w1(η)
...

wN (η)

 .
Note that V is the Vandermonde matrix and invertible. By (4.8) there are ϵ > 0 and

C1, C2 depending on r1, . . . , rN+1 and N such that if |η| ≤ ϵ, then

C1|η| ≤ |V η +W (η)| ≤ C2|η|. (4.10)

By fixed point theory (see, for example, [42]), there is also δ0 > 0 such that for all f ∈ RN+1

satisfying |f | ≤ δ0 there is a unique solution η satisfying |η| ≤ ϵ to

V η +W (η) = f . (4.11)

In particular, if we take f = (f0, 0, . . . , 0)
T with |f0| ≤ δ0, then there is a unique solution to

(4.11).

Corollary 4.1. If σN+1 is fixed and is close enough to the background conductivity σ0 then
N -GPTs vanishing structure exists and is unique.

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, assume that the background conductivity σ0 = 1. Then
there holds

σN+1 =

N+1∏
n=1

1 + ηn
1− ηn

(4.12)

Since ∥η∥l∞ < 1 by Taylor expansion we have

σN+1 =

N+1∏
n=1

[
(1 + ηn)

∞∑
k=0

ηkn

]
= 1 + 2

N+1∑
n=1

ηn + w0(η) (4.13)

where the residual term w0(η) satisfies

|w0(η)| ≤ C|η|2 (4.14)

for |η| ≤ ϵ. Thus if we take f = ((1 − σN+1)/2, 0, . . . , 0)
T and substitute the first term in

W (η), appeared in Theorem 4.1, with w0(η), then by following the same way in Theorem
4.1 there is a unique solution to (4.11) for |(1− σN+1)/2| ≤ δ0 for some small δ0 > 0.
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4.2 Existence and uniqueness for rN+1 is small

Next, we shall show that the existence and uniqueness can also be proven in the case that
the radius of the core, i.e. rN+1 is small enough. The result shall be used for existence of
N -GPTs in general situation.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that rN+1 ≪ 1, then for any fixed core conductivity σN+1, the
N -GPTs vanishing structure exists and is unique.

Proof. Note that from (4.12), it is equivalent to fix σN+1 and ηN+1. Let

Ṽ =


r21 r22 · · · r2N
r41 r42 · · · r4N
...

...
. . .

...
r2N1 r2N2 · · · r2NN

 , W̃ (η) =


w1(η)
w2(η)

...
wN (η)

 (4.15)

and η′ = (η1, . . . , ηN ). Here wn(η) is defined in (4.7). Let b
(n)
0 = 0 then by minor adjustment

on (4.11) we have

Ṽ η′
T
+ W̃ (η) = f̃ . (4.16)

with f̃ = −ηN+1(r
2
N+1, r

4
N+1, . . . , r

2N
N+1)

T . Denote by Q
(n)
ij the (i + 1)(j + 1)-th element in

(I + ΛΠn)
−1 − I. Since

wn(η) =

N+1∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

r2ni Q
(n)
ij ηj +

N+1∑
i=1

r2ni Q
(n)
i(N+1)ηN+1

=

N∑
j=1

r2nN+1Q
(n)
(N+1)jηj + r2nN+1Q

(n)
(N+1)(N+1)ηN+1 +O(r2nN+1) +O(|η′|2)

= O(r2nN+1) +O(|η′|2)

By moving the O(r2nN+1) part in wn to the right side of (4.16) one can get that the right

hand side is of order r2nN+1 for the n-th equation, n = 1, 2, . . . , N . Since Ṽ is invertible and
does not depend on rN+1, for any ϵ > 0, there exists δ1 > 0 such that for rN+1 satisfying
rN+1 ≤ δ1 there is a unique solution η′ satisfying |η′| ≤ ϵ to (4.16).

5 Proof of main theorems

Let us first rewrite the integral system (2.9) as follows
I − 2η1K∗

Γ1
−2η1KΓ2,Γ1 · · · −2η1KΓN ,Γ1

−2η2KΓ1,Γ2 I − 2η2K∗
Γ2

· · · −2η2KΓN ,Γ2

...
...

. . .
...

−2ηNKΓ1,ΓN
−2ηNKΓ2,ΓN

· · · I − 2ηNK∗
ΓN



ϕ1
ϕ2
...
ϕN

 =


2η1∂ν1

H
2η2∂ν2

H
...

2ηN∂νN
H

 . (5.1)

Denote the coefficient matrix by Eη
Ω, we shall demonstrate that the CGPTs are continuously

differentiable respect to η = (η1, η2, . . . , ηN ).
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Theorem 5.1. For α, β ∈ Nd and ηk ∈ [−1, 1], k = 1, . . . , N . Let ϕηk,β be the solution of

Eη
Ω(ϕ1,β , . . . , ϕN,β)

T = (2η1∂ν1
yβ , 2η2∂ν2

yβ , . . . , 2ηN∂νN
yβ)T .

Then the GPTs Mαβ defined by (2.13) are continuously differentiable in ηk ∈ [−1, 1] and so
are the CGPTs.

Proof. We first claim the integral operator Eη
Ω is invertible for all η ∈ [−1, 1]N . If ηk ̸= 0 for

any k ≤ N , that case can be immediately proved by the invertibility of JΩ. Let’s assume
ηki

= 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , s, the ki-th equation turns to

I[ϕ1,β ] = 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , s,

thus ϕ1,β = 0, this implies the system has degraded to (N − s)-layer transmission problem,
whose invertibility can be obtained by Theorem 2.1.

Let δ ≪ 1, η̃ = U(η, δ) ∩ [−1, 1]N and ∆η = η̃ − η. Direct computation shows

(Eη
Ω + ẼΩ)(ϕ̃1,β , . . . , ϕ̃N,β)

T = (2η1∂ν1
yβ , . . . , 2ηN∂νN

yβ)T

+ (2∆η1∂ν1
yβ , . . . , 2∆ηN∂νN

yβ)T ,

where

ẼΩ =


−2∆η1K∗

Γ1
−2∆η1KΓ2,Γ1

· · · −2∆η1KΓN ,Γ1

−2∆η2KΓ1,Γ2
−2∆η2K∗

Γ2
· · · −2∆η2KΓN ,Γ2

...
...

. . .
...

−2∆ηNKΓ1,ΓN
−2∆ηNKΓ2,ΓN

· · · −2∆ηNK∗
ΓN

 .
It follows (ϕ̃1,β , . . . , ϕ̃N,β) = (ϕ1,β , . . . , ϕN,β) + (ϕ

(1)
1,β , . . . , ϕ

(1)
N,β) +O(δ2), where

(ϕ
(1)
1,β , . . . , ϕ

(1)
N,β)

T = −(Eη
Ω)

−1ẼΩ(Eη
Ω)

−1(2η1∂ν1y
β , . . . , 2ηN∂νN

yβ)T

+ (Eη
Ω)

−1(2∆η1∂ν1y
β , . . . , 2∆ηN∂νN

yβ)T .
(5.2)

Since (Eη
Ω)

−1 is independent of ∆η, the right-hand side of (5.2) is linear with ∆η. Plugging
(5.2) into (2.13), we obtain

M̃αβ =

N∑
k=1

∫
Γk

yαϕ̃k,βdσy

=

N∑
k=1

∫
Γk

yαϕk,βdσy +

N∑
k=1

∫
Γk

yαϕ
(1)
k,βdσy +O(δ2)

:=Mαβ +M
(1)
αβ(∆η1, . . . ,∆ηN )T +O(δ2),

where M
(1)
αβ = (m1

αβ , . . . ,m
N
αβ) is determined by (5.2). The continuous differentiability of

CGPTs follows from (3.2)-(3.5).

Before proving our main result on the existence of N -GPTs vanishing structure, we
introduce the Brouwer degree theory, which mainly follows from the monograph [16].
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Definition 5.1. Let D ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set, ϕ ∈ C1(D,Rn), P is a regular value
of ϕ and P /∈ ϕ(∂D), define the Brouwer degree in D respect to P as

deg(ϕ,D, P ) :=
∑

x∈ϕ(−1)(P )

sgnJϕ(x), (5.3)

where ϕ(−1)(P ) = {x ∈ D : ϕ(x) = P} and Jϕ(x) = det∇ϕ(x).

Note that the Brouwer degree can be extended to any P /∈ ϕ(∂D) and continuous func-
tions through an integral formulation. However, for simplicity and clarity of computation,
we use the definition in Definition 5.1. Moreover, one of the most important properties of
Brouwer degree is the homotopic invariance:

Theorem 5.2. [Theorem 9.15-6 in [16]] Let D ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set, f , g ∈ C(D,Rn)
and a homotopy H ∈ C(D × [0, 1],Rn) joining f to g in the space C(D,Rn), that is

H(·, 0) = f and H(·, 1) = g.

If the point b /∈ H(∂D × [0, 1]), then

deg(H(·, λ), D, b) = deg(f,D, b) for all 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1.

In particular, deg(f,D, b) = deg(g,D, b).

Specially, the following theorem investigates that the Brouwer Degree of a continuous
odd map is nonzero.

Theorem 5.3. [Theorem 9.17-2 in [16]] Let D ⊂ Rn be a bounded origin-symmetric open
set such that 0 ∈ D, ϕ ∈ C(D × [0, 1],Rn) and ϕ(x) = −ϕ(−x) on ∂D. Then, the Brouwer
Degree deg(f,D, 0) is odd.

The Brouwer Degree Theory is usually used to prove solvability, in fact, the solvability
theorem holds.

Theorem 5.4. [Theorem 9.15-4 in [16]] Let D ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set, ϕ ∈ C(D,Rn)
and b ∈ ϕ(∂D). If b /∈ ϕ(D), then

deg(f,D, b) = 0.

Hence,
deg(f,D, b) /∈ 0 implies that f(x) = b for some x ∈ D.

We establish the existence of N -GPTs vanishing structures by employing the Brouwer
Degree theory:

Theorem 5.5. For any given radius 0 < rN+1 < rN < · · · < r2 < r1 and fixed ηN+1 ∈
[−1, 1], there exists a nontrivial combination η′ = (η1, . . . , ηN ) with ηn ∈ [−1, 1], n =
1, . . . , N such that N -GPTs vanish, i.e. MN (η′, ηN+1) = 0.

Proof. Let D = {η′ : |ηn| ≤ 1, n = 1, . . . , N}, and define the map Ft(η
′) = MN (η′, t), |t| ≤

1. It follows from Theorem 5.1 that Ft is a homotopy joining F−1 to F1.
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Firstly, we shall point out that if η′ ∈ ∂D, then there holds

MN (η′, t1) = MN (η′, t2) for any t1 ̸= t2. (5.4)

In fact, if η′ ∈ ∂D there exists some 1 ≤ p ≤ N such that ηp = ±1. It suffices to consider
ηp = −1, as the other case is similar.

Consider the following transmission system:

∆u = 0, in R2\ ∪N+1
k=1 Γk,

u|+ = u|−, on Γk, k > p,

(1− ηk)∂νu|+ = (1 + ηk)∂νu|−, on Γk, k > p,

∂νu|+ = 0, on Γp,

u− rn cosnθ = O(|x|−1), |x| → ∞,

(5.5)

The orthogonality of harmonic functions shows

u− rn cosnθ =
bn cosnθ

rn
in R2\Ω, (5.6)

thus
Mn = −2πnbn, (5.7)

follows from (3.7). Note that (5.5) can be treated as an exterior Neumann boundary problem,
therefore Mn is independent of ηN+1, which implies (5.4).

Next we suppose that 0 /∈ F0(∂D), which will be verified. In this case, by (5.4) one has
0 /∈ Ft(∂D). Now let u⊥k be the harmonic conjugate of u in each Ωk and define v = σku

⊥
k +ck

in Ωk, where

σk =

k∏
i=1

1 + ηi
1− ηi

k = 0, 1, . . . , N + 1,

and the constants ck are chosen such that v satisfies the transmission conditions across ∂Ωk,
k = 0, 1, . . . , N + 1. Then v satisfies the following equation

∆v = 0, in R2\ ∪N+1
k=1 Γk,

v|+ = v|−, on Γk,

(1 + ηk)∂νv|+ = (1− ηk)∂νv|−, on Γk,

v + rn sinnθ = O(|x|−1), |x| → ∞,

(5.8)

therefore we can immediately deduce that M(η′, t) = −M(−η′,−t) and hence F0(η
′) =

−F0(−η′). It follows from Theorem 5.3 that

deg(F0, D, 0) ̸= 0.

By the homotopy invariance of Brouwer degree (Theorem 5.2), we deduce that

deg(Ft, D, 0) = deg(F0, D, 0) ̸= 0, (5.9)

for which we can immediately get the existence of N -GPTs vanishing structure by Theorem
5.4.
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Finally we show that 0 /∈ F0(∂D), otherwise by (5.4), there exist η′ ∈ ∂D such that

Ft(η
′) = F0(η

′) = 0 for all |t| ≤ 1.

Since in this case ηN+1 = 0, the structure is equivalent to N -coatings over ΩN+1 with radius
rN+1 sufficiently small. Thus there exist at least two solutions to such N -GPTs vanishing
structure, one is at condition ηN+1 = 0 while the other is at ηN+1 ̸= 0. This is contradiction
by using Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Without loss of generality we assume σ0 = 1, there holds

σN+1 =

N+1∏
i=1

1 + ηi
1− ηi

= t. (5.10)

Let M
(n)

t =Mn[η1, . . . , ηN+1], where

ηN+1 =
t
∏N

i=1(1− ηi)−
∏N

i=1(1 + ηi)

t
∏N

i=1(1− ηi) +
∏N

i=1(1 + ηi)
,

and define Gt(η1, . . . , ηN ) = (M
(1)

t , . . . ,M
(N)

t ). For t = 0, we can immediately obtain
ηN+1 = −1, whose existence is solved in Theorem 5.5. The Brouwer degree of G0 in D
follows from (5.9) that

deg(G0, D, 0) ̸= 0.

Using the same approach in Theorem 5.5, the homotopy invariance of Brouwer degree holds.
It follows that

deg(Gt, D, 0) = deg(G0, D, 0) ̸= 0. (5.11)

Then the existence of N -GPTs vanishing structure proved.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let us first define D = {η′ : |ηn| ≤ 1, n = 1, . . . , N} and F̃t(η
′) =

M̃N (η′, t). Note that we can not use the same harmonic conjugate arguments to derive that
MN (η) is a odd map. We shall compute the Brouwer degree of F̃0 directly.

Let

u(x) =

N∑
n=0

Hn(x) +

N+1∑
k=1

SΓk
[ϕk](x), x ∈ R3,

with Hn = rnY n′

n (θ, ϕ) and (ϕ1, . . . , ϕN+1) satisfy (5.1). Thus

(u−
N∑

n=0

Hn)(x) =

N∑
n=0

bnY
n′

n (θ, ϕ)

rn+1
in R3\Ω,

and M̃n = (2n+ 1)bn follows from (3.9). By using (5.2) and the fact that (see, e.g., [1, 3])

SΓk
[Y n′

n ](x) =

− 1
2n+1

rn

rn−1
k

Y n′

n (x̂), if |x| = r < rk,

− 1
2n+1

rn+2
k

rn+1Y
n′

n (x̂), if |x| = r > rk,
(5.12)
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we immediately get

∂M̃n

∂ηk

∣∣∣
η=0

= (2n+ 1)rn+1SΓk
[∂νk

Hn] = nr2n+1
k . (5.13)

Note that F̃0 = (M̃1, . . . , M̃N ), therefore

∇F̃0(0) =


r31 r32 · · · r3N
2r51 2r52 · · · 2r5N
...

...
. . .

...

Nr2N+1
1 Nr2N+1

2 · · · Nr2N+1
N

 ,
where the Jacobi matrix ∇F̃0(0) is of Vandermonde form which is invertible. Similar to
Theorem 5.5, we can consider the case of ηN+1 = 0 to N -coatings over ΩN+1 with radius
rN+1 sufficiently small. It follows from Theorem 4.2 there exists a unique |η′| ≤ ϵ such that
N -GPTs vanishing. Therefore one can readily derive that F̃0(η

′) ̸= 0 for η′ ̸= 0. Then it
follows from (5.3) that

deg(F̃0, D, 0) = sgnJF̃0
(0) = 1. (5.14)

Thus the existence of fixed ηN+1 can be proved by homotopic invariance similar to Theorem
5.5. We have shown that there exists a nontrivial combination η′ = (η1, . . . , ηN ) with
ηn ∈ [−1, 1], n = 1, . . . , N such thatN -GPTs vanish. Following the similar steps in Theorem
3.1, one can show the existence of N -GPTs vanishing structure for any fixed σN+1. The
proof is complete.

6 Multi-layer structure with proportional radius

After resolving the global existence problem, it is natural to consider whether the N -
GPTs vanishing structure is unique under fixed geometry and core conductivity. It is noted
that we have only shown the uniqueness locally in section 4. In this section, we investigate
a specific class of N -GPTs vanishing structures with special radius-settings and derive a
uniqueness result for insulating core. Let rk = rN+1γ

N+1−k, k = 1, . . . , N + 1 with growth
parameter γ > 1, where the radius of layers increase by a constant scale.

6.1 A uniqueness result of proportional radius

To start with, we provide an explicit formula for CGPTs in two dimension. We will
continue to use the notation of Mn[η] in Section 5. Let Hn = rneinθ in polar coordinates
(r, θ). For the orthogonality, we can express the solution un in the form

un = a
(n)
k rneinθ +

b
(n)
k

rn
einθ, in Ωk, k = 0, 1, . . . , N + 1, (6.1)

where a
(n)
0 = 1 and b

(n)
N+1 = 0. Then it follows from (3.7) that

Mn = −2πnb
(n)
0 . (6.2)
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From transmission boundary conditions, the following recursion formulas hold

σka
(n)
k rnk + σk

b
(n)
k

rnk
= σka

(n)
k−1r

n
k + σk

b
(n)
k−1

rnk
,

σka
(n)
k rnk − σk

b
(n)
k

rnk
= σk−1a

(n)
k−1r

n
k − σk−1

b
(n)
k−1

rnk
,

which can immediately deduce

k∏
i=1

[
2σi 0
0 2σi

][
a
(n)
k

b
(n)
k

]
=

k∏
i=1

[
σi + σi−1 0

0 σi + σi−1

] [
1 ηir

−2n
i

ηir
2n
i 1

] [
1

b
(n)
0

]
. (6.3)

For the convenience of description, we denote by Cm
n the set of all combinations of m

out n, m ≤ n and multi-index i = (i1, i2, . . . , im) ∈ Cn
m, where the indexes are rearranged as

i1 < i2 < · · · < in. Moreover, ⌈·⌉ and ⌊·⌋ represent rounding-up function and rounding-down
functions, respectively.

Lemma 6.1. Let r1 > r2 > · · · > rN+1 > 0 and σi−1+σi ̸= 0 for all i ≤ N +1, the CGPTs
Mn generated by N+1-layer structure have the following representation

Mn =
2πnp

(n)
21

p
(n)
22

, n ∈ N+. (6.4)

where

p
(n)
21 =

⌈(N+1)/2⌉∑
j=1

∑
i∈C2j−1

N+1

2j−1∏
s=1

ηisr
(−1)s+12n
is

, (6.5)

p
(n)
22 = 1 +

⌊(N+1)/2⌋∑
j=1

∑
i∈C2j

N+1

2j∏
s=1

ηisr
(−1)s+12n
is

. (6.6)

Proof. Let

P (n) =

[
p
(n)
11 p

(n)
12

p
(n)
21 p

(n)
22

]
=

N+1∏
i=1

[
1 ηir

−2n
i

ηir
2n
i 1

]
.

From (6.3), one immediately gets that

N+1∏
i=1

[
2σi 0
0 2σi

][
a
(n)
N+1

b
(n)
N+1

]
=

N+1∏
i=1

[
σi + σi−1 0

0 σi + σi−1

][
p
(n)
11 p

(n)
12

p
(n)
21 p

(n)
22

] [
1

b
(n)
0

]
.

Note that b
(n)
N+1 = 0, which implies p

(n)
21 + b

(n)
0 p

(n)
22 = 0, we conclude that (6.4) holds with

the help of (6.2).

We now deduce the explicit representations of p
(n)
21 and p

(n)
22 . For simplicity in notation,

we let

Λ
(n)
i =

[
0 ηir

−2n
i

ηir
2n
i 0

]
,
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thus the matrix P (n) turns to

P (n) =

N+1∏
i=1

(I + Λ
(n)
i ) =

N+1∑
j=0

∑
i∈Cj

N+1

j∏
s=1

Λ
(n)
is
.

It is easy to see that Λ
(n)
i is anti-diagonal, we have

Λ
(n)
ip

Λ
(n)
iq

=

[
ηpr

−2n
p ηqr

2n
q 0

0 ηpr
2n
p ηqr

−2n
q

]
.

By simple induction, it follows that for any even j,

j∏
s=1

Λ
(n)
is

=

[
ηi1r

−2n
i1

ηi2r
2n
i2
. . . ηij−1r

2n
ij−1

ηijr
2n
ij

0

0 ηi1r
2n
i1
ηi2r

−2n
i2

. . . ηij−1r
−2n
ij−1

ηijr
−2n
ij

]
,

and for any odd j there holds

j∏
s=1

Λ
(n)
is

=

[
0 ηi1r

−2n
i1

ηi2r
2n
i2
. . . ηij−1

r2nij−1
ηijr

−2n
ij

ηi1r
2n
i1
ηi2r

−2n
i2

. . . ηij−1
r−2n
ij−1

ηijr
2n
ij

0

]
.

To summarize, we can deduce (6.5) and (6.6).

Remark 6.1. We remark that p
(n)
21 is a polynomial of η and the coefficients are determined

by the radius of the structure. Specifically, the coefficient of ηi1 · · · ηi2j−1
is given by

r2ni1 r
−2n
i2

· · · r−2n
i2j−2

r2ni2j−1
.

For rearrangement, it’s easy to see that

r2ni2j−1
< r2ni1 r

−2n
i2

· · · r−2n
i2j−2

r2ni2j−1
< r2ni1 .

Under the proportional radius settings, this property will play a crucial role in our subsequent
analysis.

Lemma 6.2. Let η = (η′, ηN+1) and M(η) = (M1,M2, . . . ,MN ), if rk = rγN+1−k, k =
1, . . . , N + 1, then the nonlinear algebra system M(η′, 0) = 0 if and only if η′ = 0.

Proof. The sufficiency is evident, we shall now prove the necessity. Note that for ηN+1 = 0,
the structure can be considered by N layers.

In order to achieve Mn = 0, it’s sufficient to consider the value of p
(n)
21 . Let ψn = p

(n)
21 , it

follows from Lemma 6.1 that

ψn =

⌈N/2⌉∑
j=1

∑
i∈C2j−1

N

r2nγ2min

2j−1∏
s=1

ηis , (6.7)

where
mi = N + 1− i1 + i2 − · · ·+ i2j−2 − i2j−1. (6.8)
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From rearrangement, i.e. 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < i2j−2 < i2j−1 ≤ N , it follows that

1 ≤ N + 1− i2j−1 ≤ mi ≤ N + 1− i1 ≤ N.

Define
AN

k := {i ∈ C2j−1
N |mi = k, 2j − 1 ≤ N}, k = 1, 2, . . . , N, (6.9)

by (6.7) we have

ψ(n) =

N∑
k=1

r2nγ2kn
∑
i∈AN

k

2j−1∏
s=1

ηis . (6.10)

Let ξk :=
∑

i∈AN
k

∏2j−1
s=1 ηis and ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξN ), the nonlinear system ψ(n) = 0,

n = 1, 2, . . . , N turns to a linear algebra system with
r2γ2 r2γ2 r2γ4 · · · r2γ2N

r4γ4 r4γ4 r4γ8 · · · r4γ4N

r6γ6 r6Nγ
6 r6γ12 · · · r6γ6N

...
...

...
. . .

...
r2Nγ2N r2Nγ2N r2Nγ4N · · · r2Nγ2NN




ξ1
ξ2
ξ3
...
ξN

 =


0
0
0
...
0

 , (6.11)

which coefficient matrix M is Vandermonde form.
Since the coefficient matrix is non-degenerate, we claim that ξ = 0 if and only if ψ(n) = 0.

Note ξ1 = ηN and ξN = η1 so that η1 = ηN = 0. More generally, assuming that η1 = η2 =
· · · = ηi = 0, it follows from Remark 6.1 that ξN−i = ηi+1 = 0. By induction we can
immediately deduce

η1 = η2 = · · · = ηN = 0. (6.12)

which implies that the nonlinear system M(η′, 0) = 0 have only trivial solution.

We want to mention that the results of Lemma 6.2 have been proven for general settings
of radius. However, the proof is useful for our subsequent uniqueness result.

Theorem 6.1. For the radius given by rk = rγN+1−k, k = 1, . . . , N + 1, γ > 1 and fixed
core conductivity σN+1 ≥ 0, there exists a combination (σ1, . . . , σN ) such that N-GPTs
vanish. Furthermore, if σN+1 = 0, the combination is unique.

Proof. The existence can be deduced immediately by Corollary 3.1. Then we show the
uniqueness of solution with σN+1 = 0.

Let

ξk+1 :=
∑

i∈AN+1
k

2j−1∏
s=1

ηis , (6.13)

where AN+1
k is defined by (6.8) and (6.9). Recalling σN+1 = 0 equals to ηN+1 = −1, and

thus ξ1 = ηN+1 = −1. Using the symmetry of (6.5) and (6.6) we get

Mn(η1, η2, . . . , ηN+1) = −Mn(−η1,−η2, . . . ,−ηN+1), (6.14)
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it’s sufficient to consider the case of ηN+1 = 1. Using the same approach in Lemma 6.2, it
can be shown that

r2γ2 r2γ4 r2γ6 · · · r2γ2N

r4γ4 r4γ8 r4γ12 · · · r4γ4N

r6γ6 r6γ12 r6γ18 · · · r6γ6N

...
...

...
. . .

...

r2Nγ2N r2Nγ4N r2Nγ6N · · · r2Nγ2N
2




ξ2
ξ3
ξ4
...

ξN+1

 = −


r2

r4

r6

...
r2N

 . (6.15)

Therefore (ξ2, ξ3, ξ4, . . . , ξN+1) is unique determined by the non-trivial linear system (6.15),

which implies that p
(n)
21 can be unique determined for any n ∈ N+

p
(n)
21 =

[
r2n r2nγ2n · · · r2nγ2nN

]


ξ1
ξ2
...

ξN+1

 . (6.16)

Furthermore, we shall point out p
(n)
22 can also be determined by (ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξN+1). Let

mi = −i1 + i2 − · · · − i2j−1 + i2j , where i ∈ C2j
N+1, then we have

p
(n)
22 =

[
1 γ2n · · · γ2nN

]


1
ζ1
...
ζN

 , (6.17)

where ζk =
∑

i∈AN+1
k

∏2j
s=1 ηis , A

N+1
k = {i ∈ C2j

N |mi = k, 2j ≤ N + 1}.

In terms of combination, we can separate ξk+1 = ξ
(1)
k+1 + ξ

(2)
k+1 with

ξ
(1)
k+1 =

( ∑
i∈AN

k

2j∏
s=1

ηis

)
ηN+1, (6.18)

ξ
(2)
k+1 =

∑
i∈AN

k

2j−1∏
s=1

ηis . (6.19)

Since i = (i1, i2, . . . , i2j−1) ∈ AN
k equals to

N + 1− i1 + i2 + · · ·+ i2j−2 − i2j−1 = k,

thus (i1, i2, . . . , i2j−1, N + 1) ∈ AN+1
k . Combining with the definition of ζk it follows

ζk =
ξ
(1)
k+1

ηN+1
+ ξ

(2)
k+1ηN+1, (6.20)

therefore ζk = ξ
(1)
k+1 + ξ

(2)
k+1 = ξk+1 is unique. The total field un − Hn = b

(n)
0 einθ/rn =

−p(n)21 e
inθ/p

(n)
22 r

n is determined uniquely. Thus the uniqueness of conductivity distribution
can be obtained by uniqueness of L∞(Ω) under Dirichlet-to-Neumann (DtN) map [9].
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6.2 The extreme case

In this part, we shall consider the distance between two adjacent layers is extremely
small. In other words, the core of multi-layer structure is enclosed by extremely thin layers.
In mathematically, we set γ = 1 + δ, where δ ≪ 1. One then has

rk = rN+1(1 + δ)N−k, k = 1, . . . , N + 1. (6.21)

Our work focus on the conductivity distribution of N -GPTs vanishing structure which has
insulative core. Take λN+1 = −1, similar to (6.15) we have

(1 + δ)2 (1 + δ)4 (1 + δ)6 · · · (1 + δ)2N

(1 + δ)4 (1 + δ)8 (1 + δ)12 · · · (1 + δ)4N

(1 + δ)6 (1 + δ)12 (1 + δ)18 · · · (1 + δ)6N

...
...

...
. . .

...

(1 + δ)2N (1 + δ)4N (1 + δ)6N · · · (1 + δ)2N
2




ξ2
ξ3
ξ4
...

ξN+1

 =


1
1
1
...
1

 , (6.22)

whose existence and uniqueness of conductivity distribution has been established by Theo-
rem 6.1. The exact value of conductivity is characterized by the following Theorem

Theorem 6.2. Assume the unique solution η of (6.22) is continuous differentiable respect
to δ. That is, the solution of Mδ(η) = 0 can be written by

ηk = η
(0)
k + η

(1)
k δ +O(δ2), k = 1, . . . , N (6.23)

then
η1 = (−1)N−1(1−N(N − 1)δ) +O(δ2), (6.24)

ηk = (−1)N−k +O(δ2) k = 2, . . . , N. (6.25)

Proof. With the help of Vandermonde determinant, straight forward computation shows

ξN+1 = (−1)N−1

∏
i ̸=N ((1 + δ)2i − 1)∏

i ̸=N ((1 + δ)2N − (1 + δ)2i)

= (−1)N−1

∏
i̸=N (2iδ + i(2i− 1)δ2)∏

i ̸=N ((2N − 2i)δ + (N(2N − 1)− i(2i− 1))δ2)

= (−1)N−1 + (−1)N−1
(N−1∑

i=1

(2i− 1

2

)
− 2(N + i)− 1

2

)
δ

= ξ
(0)
N+1 + ξ

(1)
N+1δ,

where ξ
(0)
N+1 = (−1)N−1 and ξ

(1)
N+1 = (−1)NN(N − 1). Recalling the definition of ξk, we can

immediately get (6.24). Similar calculations yield that

ξN = (−1)N−1

∏
i ̸=N−1((1 + δ)2i − 1)∏

i ̸=N−1((1 + δ)2N−2 − (1 + δ)2i)

= ξ
(0)
N + ξ

(1)
N δ,
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where ξ
(0)
N = (−1)N−2N and ξ

(1)
N = (−1)N−1N(N − 1)2. We now rewrite ξN as

ξN = η2 +

N∑
i=2

η1ηiηi+1, (6.26)

note that |ηk| ≤ 1, k = 1, . . . , N , we have η
(0)
2 = (−1)N−2 and η

(0)
1 η

(0)
i η

(0)
i+1 = (−1)N−2. By

induction one can easily obtain η
(0)
k = (−1)N−k, thus we get (−1)N−kη

(1)
k ≤ 0. Furthermore

the first order term can be written by

ξ
(1)
N = −(N − 1)η

(1)
1 +

N∑
i=2

(−1)i2η
(1)
i

= (−1)N−1N(N − 1)2 +

N∑
i=2

(−1)i2η
(1)
i ,

therefore η
(1)
k = 0, k = 2, . . . , N .

Remark 6.2. We note that the extreme vanishing structures of two-layers can be also
considered as the high conductivity (HC) imperfect interface which studied in [25]. Indeed,
it has been shown that if

η1 = 1− 2σ2σ0
σ2 − σ0

δ +O(δ2), (6.27)

then Ω is a 1-GPTs vanishing structure. For an insulative core with σ2 = 0, the above
condition (6.27) simplifies to

η1 = 1 +O(δ2).

which is consistent with (6.24).

7 Numerical illustration

In this section, we present some numerical examples to corroborate our theoretical
results in the previous sections. We shall focus on two dimensional case, while for three
dimensional case only entries of matrix should be changed accordingly. In order to find
conductivity combination of N -GPTs vanishing structure, it suffices to solve the nonlinear
equations by iteration methods.

MN (η) = 0. (7.1)

For computation simplicity, we here use the formula generated by [20, 30], that is

Mn[η] = −2πneTΥ
(n)
N (P

(n)
N [η])−1e, (7.2)

where e = (1, 1, · · · , 1)T and P
(n)
N+1[η], Υ

(n)
N+1 are defined by (4.1), (4.2). We note that

P
(n)
N+1[η] is invertible for ∥η∥l∞ ≤ 1 due to the well-posedness of elliptic equation. Hence,

simple calculation shows

∂Mn

∂ηi
= −2πn

η2i
eTΥ

(n)
N+1(P

(n)
N+1[η])

−1Eii(P
(n)
N+1[η])

−1e, (7.3)
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Figure 1: Left figure shows the conductivity distribution of GPTs vanishing structure with (7.6),
and right figure shows the values of CGPTs generated by such distribution. N = 8 and σN+1 = 0.

where Eii is sparse matrix with value 1 at the i-th row i-th column and 0 others. As an
illustration, we put ηN+1 = −1, i.e., the core is insulated. To solve (7.1) with the condition
∥η∥l∞ ≤ 1, we shall use the projection Newton iteration, the well known Newton direction,
is described by

pN = −(∇M(η))†MT (η), (7.4)

here (M(η))† is the pseudo inverse of M(η). Note the projection Newton iteration is not
always a descent iteration, we use the projection gradient iteration to ensure the convergence,
and the gradient direction given by

pG = −(∇M(η))TMT (η). (7.5)

In each iteration, we first identify a descent point along the Newton direction and then
project it into the set ∥η∥l∞ ≤ 1. Next, we check whether the projected point is a descent
point. If it is not, we repeat the process by replacing the gradient direction to ensure that
the iteration remains target descent. Due to the local second-order convergence of Newton
method, our iterative approach will get an accurate solution quickly.

First, we consider that intervals between each two adjacent layers are equidistance. Set

ri = 2− (i− 1)/N, i = 1, 2, . . . , N + 1, (7.6)

such that r1 = 2 and rN+1 = 1. In Figure 1, we show the conductivity distribution with
the GPTs vanishing structure designed by (7.6), where N = 8 and σN+1 = 0. It can
be seen the conductivity of adjacent layers behave an oscillatory pattern, mathematically,
it’s saying that σj < σj−1, σj+1 for odd j and σj > σj−1, σj+1 for even j. As the layer
approaches to core or background, the oscillation phenomenon will become more severe or
slight. Moreover, the conductivity distribution also exhibits monotonicity in the gap layers,
it shows the conductivity increase from slow to fast as approaching to core in even layers
and decrease in odd layers.
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Figure 2: Left figure shows the conductivity distribution of GPTs vanishing structure with (7.7),
and right figure shows the values of CGPTs generated by such distribution.N = 8, σN+1 = 0.

Next, we consider the radius of layers are increasing with the same scale γ which is
studied in section 6, that is

ri−1 = γri, i = 1, 2, . . . , N + 1, (7.7)

for the convenience of comparison, we also set r1 = 2 and rN+1 = 1. Proportional radius
settings makes the inner layers thinner, relatively, the outer layer will be thicker. Figure
2 presents the conductivity distribution with the N -GPTs vanishing structure designed by
(7.7), where N = 8 and σN+1 = 0. Similarly, the oscillation phenomenon and monotonicity
are also preserved in this configuration. Moreover, one can also see that the conductivity
oscillation is more pronounced in thinner layers and slighter in thicker layers.

As the end, we verify our the conclusion of extreme case obtained in subsection 6.2.
Take δ = 0.01 and therefore γ = 1.01, Table 1 exhibits the conductivity value σk and
contrast parameter ηk with N -GPTs vanishing structure in extreme case, where N = 8.
The numerical result in the table is corresponding to our asymptotic conclusion. Moreover,
the coats designed to achieve cloaking are quite thin, therefore the conductivity will be
sufficient large. Indeed, this is also physically justifiable.

Table 1: The GPTs vanishing structure designed in the extreme case.

N = 8

ηk ˜ -0.4485 0.9215 -0.9844 0.9944
Mk ˜ -1.5632e-13 2.5935e-13 0 1.4388e-13
σk 1 0.3436 8.4117 0.0661 23.3907

ηk -0.9975 0.9989 -0.9996 0.9999 -1
Mk 1.2790e-13 2.5757e-13 7.4607e-14 1.0000e-15 1.6874e-4
σk 0.0288 52.6041 0.0112 188.4053 0

It’s worth to mention that the CGPTs are highly sensitive in extreme case, this is because

the p
(n)
22 defined by (6.6) will be sufficiently small. This singular phenomenon will greatly
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affect the stability of the numerical iteration. To overcome, we divide the interval ηN+1 ∈
[−1, 0] into d equal parts, that is, 0 = η1N+1 > η2N+1 > · · · > ηdN+1 = −1. We solve the

accurate solution with fixed ηjN+1 and take it as the initial value for ηj+1
N+1. The preprocessing

technique can be a practical method for solving high-order GPTs vanishing setting.
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