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Abstract. We design lenses composed of a combination of standard freeform refracting
surface and flat metasurface refracting an arbitrary incident field into a collimated beam
with a fixed direction. In the near-field case, we study the existence of such lenses refracting
a bright object into a predefined image at the target.
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1. Introduction

Snell’s law of refraction [7, Chapter 1] describes the trajectory of a ray when passing
from one medium to another. The interface separating both media creates a discontinuity
in the refractive index causing a change in the direction of the propagating radiation. Due
to recent technological advances, metasurfaces were introduced in optical designs. These
are ultra-thin artificially engineered materials composed of nano-structures that introduce
abrupt phase shifts along the optical path to bend light in non-standard ways [1]. The
corresponding generalized Snell’s law was derived and verified in multiple papers in
optical engineering for example [41] and [42] in two dimensions. The three-dimensional
corresponding law is proved in [21] using the Fermat principle and in [22] from the
distributional Maxwell system.

In this paper, we study two inverse problems in Geometric Optics involving hybrid
lenses composed of a standard refracting surface and a flat metasurface. We first study
the existence of such a lens refracting a variable incident field of directions emitted from a
planar source into a predefined constant direction, see Figure 1. We assume that the face
closer to the source is a given conventional refracting surface and that the other face of the
lens is the flat metasurface. The goal is to analyze the existence of a phase discontinuity
in a neighborhood of every point on the metasurface so that all rays leave the lens along
a given constant direction. To do this, we use the standard and the generalized Snell’s
laws to reduce the problem into a system of partial differential equations and show that
the incident field must satisfy a curl condition (3.2.1). Assuming (3.2.1), we employ the
implicit function theorem and the notion of envelop to find a sufficient condition on the
lower face of the lens and the incident field so that the required phase discontinuity exists.
The considered model in this part is a non-imaging far-field inverse problem where we
are not interested in creating an image but rather in the direction of the rays leaving the
lens.

Using the far-field analysis, we next consider the following imaging problem in the
near-field case. Given a bijective map T between a planar source and a planar target,
our goal is to find a hybrid lens that achieves T. In other words, every point in the
source emits a ray that is refracted by the lens into its corresponding image defined by
T. The rays entering and leaving the lens are assumed vertical see Figure 2. In this
model, we show that the lower face of the lens satisfies a system of semilinear partial
differential equations (4.2.2) and find in Theorem 4.2 conditions on T so that a solution
exists. Once the lower face is found, the existence of the phase discontinuity will be
deduced from the far-field analysis requiring additional conditions on the map T, see
Theorem 4.7. We apply this analysis in Section 4.4 to several examples in particular when
T is a magnification/contraction, and when |T − I| is constant.x

We put our results in perspective both from the mathematical and optical points of
view. The design of a two-dimensional convex, analytic standard lens focusing light rays
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emitted from one point source into a point image was first solved in [12] using a fixed
point type argument. The result was later generalized to three dimensions in [13] where
the author constructed freeform lenses refracting rays emitted from a point source into
a constant direction or a point image. The case of a general field was later studied in
[19] and necessary and sufficient conditions were found for the existence of C2 lenses
in R3 refracting an arbitrary incident field into a collimated beam. Reflective models
and combinations of refracting and reflecting surfaces are studied in [18]. Illumination
problems with one reflective or refractive surface are addressed in [31], [40], [15], [29],
[28] for the point source case and in [11] and [23] for the planar source case. Illumination
models involving a single lens (2 surfaces) are considered in [35], and [20].

The standard refracting surfaces involved in the models of this paper are not assumed to
be convex or concave. The use and design of such freeform surfaces became possible with
the technological advances in manufacturing design, ultra-precision cutting, grinding,
and polishing [6], [35]. Their unconstrained geometry presents a unique opportunity to
achieve optical tasks that are not attainable with traditional concave/convex surfaces [38],
[26]. Though revolutionary, freeform surfaces have their limitations as their potentially
complicated geometry makes them costly to manufacture [34] and could result in ray
obstruction [20]. Recent advances in nanotechnology have further expanded the possibilities
to include Metamaterial in optics. This is an accelerating field of research with promising
applications in commercial industries such as smartphone cameras [30], antennas [8],
and medical imaging devices [3]. Their applicability gained public interest for their
efficiency in eliminating chromatic aberration [2], [39]. Mathematically, such claims
were investigated in [21], where the authors also studied the existence of single-element
metasurfaces refracting collimated incident field into an arbitrary field direction. Corresponding
illumination problems and connections with optimal transport are explored in [17], [16].
Hybrid combination of standard lenses and metasurfaces also appears in the literature
with several applications to image corrections [9], [36].

Within this evolving landscape of optical physics, our paper takes root. We develop
mathematical tools to study two inverse problems in geometric optics involving freeform
refractors and metasurfaces. The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces
the standard and the generalized Snell’s laws. In Section 3, we precisely state and solve
the far-field problem while finding necessary conditions on the incident field in Section
3.2, and sufficient conditions on the incident field and lower face of the hybrid lens in
Section 3.3 for a solution to exist. Section 3.4 considers the case when the field entering
and leaving the lens is vertical and formulates the corresponding sufficient conditions in
Theorem 3.6. In Section 4, we study the near-field imaging problem and formulate the
corresponding system of PDEs in Proposition 4.1 that must be satisfied by the lower face
of the desired lens. We find in Theorem 4.2 necessary and sufficient conditions for the
existence of local solution, and then apply in Section 4.3 the analysis of Section 3.3 to find
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additional conditions on the map T so that a phase discontinuity exists in a neighborhood
of the metasurface. Our paper concludes with a few examples of allowable maps T in
three dimensions, Section 4.4, and in two dimensions, Section 4.5.
List of Notations. Before embarking on our analysis we introduce some notation that will
be used throughout the paper.

• All vectors in Rn are assumed to be row vectors.
• If A is an m × n matrix and B is an m × p matrix then A ⊗ B = AtB.
• For a = (a1, a2), a⊥ = (−a2, a1).
• For F(x) = (F1(x), · · · ,Fm(x)) a C1 field in a domain inΩ ⊆ Rn, the derivative DF(x)

is the m × n matrix

DF(x) =
(
∂Fk

∂xi

)
1≤k≤m,1≤i≤n

.

• The scalar curl of a two dimensional C1 vector field a(x) = (a1(x), a2(x)) is

∇ × a(x) = (a2(x))x1 − (a1(x))x2

• The scalar cross product of two dimensional vectors a = (a1, a2) and b = (b1, b2) is

a × b =

∣∣∣∣∣∣a1 a2

b1 b2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ .
• The cross product of three dimensional vectors v = (v1, v2, v3) and v′ = (v′1, v

′

2, v
′

3)
is

v × v′ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
i j k

v1 v2 v3

v′1 v′2 v′3

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ .
2. Preliminaries: Snell’s laws of refraction

The refractive index of a material corresponding to an electromagnetic wave with

angular frequency ω is given by n =
c
v

with c the speed of the wave in a vacuum and v

its apparent velocity in the medium. The wave number k =
ω
v

is defined as the number

of wave cycles per unit distance in the medium. Denoting by k0 =
ω
c

the wave number in

vacuum, we get that n =
k
k0
. The refractive index n depends on both the medium and the

propagating wave, see [25, Chapter 3] for a more in-depth interpretation of the involved
parameters.

This section provides a brief review of the standard and the generalized Snell’s laws
and lays down the primary formulations needed for solving the inverse problems posed
in this paper.



INVERSE PROBLEMS WITH HYBRID LENSES 5

2.1. The standard Snell’s law. Let Γ be a C1 surface in R3 separating two homogeneous
and isotropic media I and II. Upon striking Γ at a point P, a light wave with angular
frequency ω propagating along the unit direction x in I refracts along the unit direction m
in II abiding the Snell’s law of refraction

n1(x × ν) = n2(m × ν). (2.1.1)

n1 and n2 are respectively the refractive indices of media I and II corresponding to ω, and
ν the unit normal to Γ at P toward medium II, that is x · ν ≥ 0.

Setting κ =
n2

n1
, (2.1.1) yields the existence of λ ∈ R so that

x − κm = λν. (2.1.2)

In fact, from the calculations in [14]

λ = x · ν −
√
κ2 − 1 + (x · ν)2 =

1 − κ2

x · ν +
√
κ2 − 1 + (x · ν)2

. (2.1.3)

Notice the following

• If κ > 1, the term under the square root in (2.1.3) is always positive, and λ < 0. In
this case, refraction into medium II occurs for all incident directions.
• If κ < 1, refraction occurs if and only if x · ν ≥

√

1 − κ2, and for such incident
directions λ > 0.

The dot product x ·m corresponds to the deviation between the incident and the
refracted directions. Dotting (2.1.2) with x, and using (2.1.3) results in

x ·m =
1
κ

(1 − λ x · ν) =
1
κ

1 −
(1 − κ2)(x · ν)

x · ν +
√
κ2 − 1 + (x · ν)2

 = 1
κ

(
1 − (1 − κ2)ψ(x · ν)

)
,

with ψ(t) =
t

t +
√

κ2 − 1 + t2
. Hence

• For κ > 1, ψ is increasing for t ∈ [0, 1], so

x ·m ≥
1
κ
.

• For κ < 1, ψ is decreasing for t ∈ [
√

1 − κ2, 1], so

x ·m ≥ κ.

2.2. The generalized Snell’s law. Denote by (Γ, ϕ) the metasurface with Γ a C1 surface
separating media I and II and ϕ a C1 function representing the phase discontinuity
defined on a neighborhood of every point of Γ. An electromagnetic wave with frequency
ω propagating in medium I with unit direction x is refracted by the metasurface (Γ, ϕ) at
the point of incidence P along the unit direction m into II according to the generalized
Snell’s law of refraction

n1

(
x −

1
k
∇ϕ

)
× ν = n2m × ν. (2.2.1)
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n1 and n2 are respectively the refractive indices of media I and II corresponding to ω, ∇ϕ
denotes the gradient of ϕ at P, k is the wave number corresponding toω in medium I, and
ν the unit normal at P toward medium II. In this case, media I and II could be identical.

Letting κ = n2
n1

, then from (2.2.1)

x −
1
k
∇ϕ − κm = µν (2.2.2)

with, from [21],

µ =
(
x −

1
k
∇ϕ

)
· ν −

√
κ2 −

∣∣∣∣∣x − 1
k
∇ϕ

∣∣∣∣∣2 + [(
x −

1
k
∇ϕ

)
· ν

]2
. (2.2.3)

For refraction to occur, it is required that[(
x −

1
k
∇ϕ

)
· ν

]2
≥

∣∣∣∣∣x − 1
k
∇ϕ

∣∣∣∣∣2 − κ2. (2.2.4)

It’s conventional in metalens design to have a tangential phase discontinuity [32], that
is, ∇ϕ · ν = 0 at the point of incidence P. In this case,

µ = x · ν −

√
κ2 −

∣∣∣∣∣x − 1
k
∇ϕ

∣∣∣∣∣2 + (x · ν)2, (2.2.5)

and the condition for refraction (2.2.4) becomes

(x · ν)2
≥

∣∣∣∣∣x − 1
k
∇ϕ

∣∣∣∣∣2 − κ2.

Notice that in the case of the absence of phase discontinuity, ∇ϕ = 0, we recover the
formulae for standard refracting surfaces obtained in Section 2.1.

3. Uniform Refraction of a general incident field

3.1. Problem setup. We are given an open and connected domain Ω ⊆ R2, a C1 unit
vector field e(x) = (e1(x), e2(x), e3(x)) := (e′(x), e3(x)) defined on Ω, with e′(x) = (e1(x), e2(x))
and e3(x) > 0, and a C2 conventional refracting surface σ1 above the horizontal plane
{x3 = 0}, and below the plane {x3 = a} with a > 0. Denote by n1 the refractive index of
medium I below σ1 and n2 the refractive index of medium II between σ1 and {x3 = a}.

Monochromatic radiation with frequencyω are issued from (x, 0), x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ω, with
direction e(x) and strike σ1 at the point P(x). Let ρ(x) = |P(x) − (x, 0)| be the length of the
trajectory traversed by the ray with direction e(x) in medium I. Assume that medium II

is denser than medium I, i.e. n2 > n1. Letting κ1 =
n2

n1
, κ1 > 1, then from Subsection

2.1, refraction occurs at P(x). The refracted ray propagates into medium II along the unit
direction m(x) given by the Snell’s law (2.1.2)

m(x) =
1
κ1

(e(x) − λν) := (m1(x),m2(x),m3(x)) (3.1.1)
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with ν the unit normal toσ1 at P(x) toward medium II, andλ = e(x)·ν−
√
κ2

1 − 1 + (e(x) · ν)2.

Since κ1 > 1, then from Subsection 2.1, λ < 0. We assume that ν = (ν1, ν2, ν3) with
ν3 > 0, then since e3(x) > 0 it follows from (3.1.1) that m3(x) > 0. The refracted ray
with direction m(x) strikes a flat horizontal metasurface (σ2, ϕ), with σ2 ⊂ {x3 = a}, at
the point (Q(x), a) := (Q1(x),Q2(x), a). Let d(x) = |(Q(x), a) − P(x)| be the length of the
trajectory traversed by the ray with direction m(x) in medium II. Having that m is unit
we parametrize σ2 as follows

(Q(x), a) = P(x) + d(x)m(x) = (x, 0) + ρ(x)e(x) + d(x)m(x). (3.1.2)

Equating the vertical components in (3.1.2) yields the following formula for d

d(x) =
a − ρ(x)e3(x)

m3(x)
. (3.1.3)

Let n3 be the refractive index of the medium above the plane {x3 = a}, referred to as
medium III.

Figure 1

With the above setting, see Figure 1, our goal is to study the existence of a C1 phase
discontinuity ϕ := ϕ(u1,u2,u3) defined on a neighborhood of every point of σ2, so that
at (Q(x), a), the ray with direction m(x) is refracted into medium III along the vertical
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direction w = (0, 0, 1). We denote by (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) the lens with lower face the standard
refracting surface σ1 and upper face the planar metasurface (σ2, ϕ).

3.2. Necessary condition. We start by proving a necessary condition for the existence of
a solution to the problem introduced in Section 3.1.

Proposition 3.1. If a lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) refracting the C1 field e(x) = (e′(x), e3(x)) into w = (0, 0, 1)
exists then e′ = ∇h for some C2 function h, and so

∇ × e′(x) = 0 (3.2.1)

Proof. Suppose that there exists a phase discontinuity ϕ := ϕ(u1,u2,u3) defined on a
neighborhood of every point of σ2 so that the lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) refracts all the rays of
direction m(x) given by (3.1.1) into the direction w. The generalized Snell’s law (2.2.2)
applied to the incident direction m(x), the refracted direction w = (0, 0, 1), and the normal
(0, 0, 1) to the horizontal metasurface σ2 implies that

m(x) −
1
k
∇ϕ(Q(x), a) − κ2(0, 0, 1) = µ(0, 0, 1)

with κ2 =
n3

n2
and from (2.2.3)

µ = m3(x) −
1
k
ϕu3(Q(x), a) −

√
κ2

2 −

∣∣∣∣∣m(x) −
1
k
∇ϕ(Q(x), a)

∣∣∣∣∣2 + [
m3(x) −

1
k
ϕu3(Q(x), a)

]2
.

This is equivalent to the following system

mi(x) =
1
k
ϕui(Q(x), a), i = 1, 2. (3.2.2)

Let f (x) = 1
kϕ(Q(x), a), from the chain rule and (3.2.2)

fxi(x) =
1
k

(Q1)xiϕu1(Q(x), a) +
1
k

(Q2)xiϕu2(Q(x), a) = (Qxi , 0) ·m

Recall that |m(x)| = 1. Differentiating (3.1.2) with respect to xi and dotting with m we
obtain

fxi(x) = Pxi(x) ·m(x) + dxi(x).

From Snell’s law (2.1.2) at P(x) = (x, 0)+ρ(x)e(x), the vector e(x)−κ1m(x) is parallel to the
normal at P, and then since |e(x)| = 1

Pxi(x) ·m(x) =
1
κ1

Pxi(x) · e(x) =
1
κ1

ei(x) +
1
κ1
ρxi(x). (3.2.3)

We conclude that

fxi =
1
κ1

ei +
1
κ1
ρxi + dxi .

Hence

ei =
(
κ1 f − ρ − κ1d

)
xi

i = 1, 2.



INVERSE PROBLEMS WITH HYBRID LENSES 9

Since ei ∈ C1, then κ1 f − ρ − κ1d ∈ C2. By the mixed derivative theorem, we obtain
(3.2.1). □

Remark 3.2. The necessary condition of Proposition 3.1 is satisfied for collimated incident
fields, that is, e(x) = (e1, e2, e3) is constant.

The curl condition is also satisfied when rays are emitted from a point source R toward
the surface σ1 above R. In this case, we view Ω as the intersection of the rays with a
virtual plane between R and σ1. With an appropriate choice of coordinates, the incident

rays can be described by the field e(x) =
(x, 0) − R
|(x, 0) − R|

. Here, e′(x) = ∇|(x, 0) − R|.

Remark 3.3. If ϕ solves (3.2.2), then the internal reflection condition (2.2.4) follows. In
fact, for such ϕ∣∣∣∣∣m(x) −

1
k
∇ϕ

∣∣∣∣∣2 − κ2
2 <

∣∣∣∣∣m(x) −
1
k
∇ϕ

∣∣∣∣∣2 = (
m3 −

1
k
ϕu3

)2
=

[(
m(x) −

1
k
∇ϕ

)
· (0, 0, 1)

]2
.

3.3. Sufficient condition. Given an incident field satisfying the necessary condition in
Proposition 3.1, and assuming that e and m are C2, we use the implicit function theorem
to find a sufficient condition for the existence of ϕ solving the system (3.2.2).

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that the unit field e(x) = (e′(x), e3(x)) is in C2(Ω) with e′ = ∇h for some
function h, and e3 > 0. Assume, moreover, that m(x) given in (3.1.1) is in C2(Ω). If

det
(
D2h + (1 − κ1e ·m)D2ρ − κ1(Dρ ⊗ (mDe) + (mDe) ⊗Dρ) − κ1ρ(D(mDe) −De ⊗Dm) + κ1dDm ⊗Dm

)
, 0

(3.3.1)

at x0 ∈ Ω then there exists a neighborhood U ⊆ Ω of x0 and a C1 tangential phase discontinuity
ϕ defined in a neighborhood of (Q(x0), a) ∈ σ2 such that for every x ∈ U, the field e(x) is refracted
by the lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) into the vertical direction w = (0, 0, 1).

Proof. Since ρ and e are in C2(Ω) then so is P. Also, from (3.1.3) and the facts that m ∈ C2

and m3 > 0 it follows that d ∈ C2(Ω), and therefore Q ∈ C2(Ω).
From (3.2.3), for i = 1, 2

(Qxi(x), 0) ·m(x) = (Q(x), a)xi ·m(x) = Pxi(x) ·m(x) + dxi(x) =
1
κ1

hxi(x) +
1
κ1
ρxi(x) + dxi(x).

Define the following maps in C2(Ω)

f (x) =
1
κ1

h(x) +
1
κ1
ρ(x) + d(x), H(x) = (Q(x), f (x)), N(x) = (m1(x),m2(x),−1).

Notice that for i = 1, 2

Hxi ·N = Qxi · (m1,m2) − fxi = (Qxi , 0) ·m − fxi = 0. (3.3.2)

For u = (u1,u2,u3) ∈ R3, and x ∈ Ω, define the C2 function F(u, x) = (u−H(x)) ·N(x), and
the C1 map G : R3

× Ω 7→ R3 given by G(u, x) = (F(u, x),Fx1(u, x),Fx2(u, x)). We consider
the system

G(u, x) = (0, 0, 0). (3.3.3)
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Fix x0 ∈ Ω. From the formula of F and (3.3.2), (H(x0), x0) = (Q(x0), f (x0), x0) solves (3.3.3).
Assume that

det
(

∂G
∂(u3, x1, x2)

(H(x0), x0)
)
, 0, (3.3.4)

then by the implicit function theorem there exists an open neighborhood O ⊆ R2 of Q(x0),
an open neighborhood W ⊆ R ×Ω of ( f (x0), x0), and unique functions g1, g2, g3 ∈ C1(O)
such that for (u1,u2) ∈ O

G(u1,u2, g1(u1,u2), g2(u1,u2), g3(u1,u2)) = (0, 0, 0). (3.3.5)

Since f and Q are continuous then there exists a neighborhood U ⊆ Ω of x0 such that
for each x in that neighborhood ( f (x), x) ∈ W, and Q(x) ∈ O. For such x, (H(x), x) =
(Q(x), f (x), x) solves (3.3.3). Therefore, by the uniqueness of g1, g2, and g3, it follows that
for every x ∈ U,

g1(Q(x)) = f (x), g2(Q(x)) = x1, g3(Q(x)) = x2. (3.3.6)

We prove that the function ϕ : O ×R 7→ R defined as follows

ϕ(u1,u2,u3) = kg1(u1,u2),

is our desired phase discontinuity. It’s obvious that ϕ is tangential to the metasurface
since∇ϕ·(0, 0, 1) = k(g1)u3 = 0. It remains to show thatϕ solves the system (3.2.2) for every
x ∈ U. From the formula of G and (3.3.5), F(u1,u2, g1(u1,u2), g2(u1,u2), g3(u1,u2)) = 0, for
every (u1,u2) ∈ O. Differentiating with respect to ui, i = 1, 2, and using (3.3.5) again, yields

0 = Fui + Fu3(g1)ui + Fx1(g2)ui + Fx2(g3)ui = Fui + Fu3(g1)ui .

Particularly, for (u1,u2) = Q(x), x ∈ U, from (3.3.6)

0 = Fui(Q(x), f (x), x) + Fu3(Q(x), f (x), x) (g1)ui(Q(x)) = mi(x) −
1
k
ϕui(Q(x), a),

concluding that ϕ satisfies the system (3.2.2).
It remains to simplify the expression of the Jacobian determinant in (3.3.4). From (3.3.2),

det
(

∂G
∂(u3, x1, x2)

(H(x0), x0)
)
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Fu3 Fx1 Fx2

Fx1u3 Fx1x1 Fx1x2

Fx2u3 Fx2x1 Fx2x2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ (H(x0), x0) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
−1 0 0
0 −Hx1 ·Nx1 −Hx2 ·Nx1

0 −Hx1 ·Nx2 −Hx2 ·Nx2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ (x0).

Hence (3.3.4) is equivalent to det((Hxi ·Nx j)i, j=1,2) , 0 at x0.
For i, j = 1, 2

Hxi ·Nx j = (Qxi , fxi) · ((m1)x j , (m2)x j , 0) = (Q, a)xi ·mx j = (P+d m)xi ·mx j = Pxi ·mx j +dmxi ·mx j .

From (3.2.3), and the fact that e′ = ∇h

Pxi ·mx j = (Pxi ·m)x j − Pxix j ·m =
1
κ1

hxix j +
1
κ1
ρxix j − (ρe)xix j ·m

=
1
κ1

hxix j +
( 1
κ1
− e ·m

)
ρxix j − (ρxiex j + ρx jexi) ·m − ρ((exi ·m)x j − exi ·mx j)
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Concluding that

(Hxi ·Nx j)i, j=1,2 =
1
κ1

D2h+
( 1
κ1
− e ·m

)
D2ρ−(Dρ⊗(mDe)+(mDe)⊗Dρ)−ρ(D(mDe)−De⊗Dm)+dDm⊗Dm.

Multiplying above by κ1, we obtain the sufficient condition (3.3.1). □

Remark 3.5. Assume that the field e = (e1, e2, e3) is constant, with e3 > 0. From Remark
3.2, the necessary condition is satisfied. The sufficient condition (3.3.1) reduces to

det
(
(1 − κ1e ·m)D2ρ + κ1d Dm ⊗Dm

)
, 0 (3.3.7)

at x0 ∈ Ω.
In this case, if e · ν > 0 and D2ρ is negative definite then (3.3.7) follows at every point.

In fact, from Section 2.1, since κ1 > 1 then e ·m ≥
1
κ1

with equality if and only if e · ν = 0.

Therefore if e · ν > 0 and D2ρ < 0, then the matrix (1− κ1e ·m)D2ρ is positive definite. On
the other hand, d > 0 and Dm ⊗Dm is positive semi-definite, hence our claim follows.

From Theorem 3.4, for all such surfaces σ1, for every x0 ∈ Ω there exists a C1 phase
discontinuity ϕ in a neighborhood of (Q(x0), a) ∈ σ2 so that the collimated constant field e
emitted from (x, 0) with x in a neighborhood of x0, is refracted by the lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) into
the vertical direction w = (0, 0, 1).

3.4. The case of a vertical incident field. We assume in this section that the incident
field emitted from Ω is vertical, i.e. e(x) = w = (0, 0, 1) for every x ∈ Ω. In this case,
P(x) = (x, ρ(x)), and so σ1 is the graph of the function ρ. The normal vector at each point

P(x) is then given by ν(x) =
(−Dρ(x), 1)√
1 + |Dρ(x)|2

.

We simplify the formulas for m and d given respectively in (3.1.1) and (3.1.3). Denoting

∆(x) =
√
κ2

1 + (κ2
1 − 1)|Dρ(x)|2, (3.4.1)

(2.1.3) yields

λ =
1 − κ2

1

(0, 0, 1) · ν +
√
κ2

1 − 1 + ((0, 0, 1) · ν)2
=

(1 − κ2
1)

√
1 + |Dρ|2

1 + ∆
,

and so replacing in (3.1.1)

m =
1
κ1

(0, 0, 1) −
1 − κ2

1

1 + ∆
(−Dρ, 1)

 = 1
κ1

1 − κ2
1

1 + ∆
Dρ, 1 +

κ2
1 − 1

1 + ∆

 . (3.4.2)

Therefore from (3.1.3)

d(x) =
κ1(a − ρ(x))(1 + ∆(x))

κ2
1 + ∆(x)

. (3.4.3)

Since, in Theorem 3.4, we need m to be C2, we assume that ρ is C3 and prove the
following theorem.
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Theorem 3.6. Given ρ ∈ C3(Ω), and e(x) = (0, 0, 1), then condition (3.3.1) is satisfied at x0 if
and only if det D2ρ , 0 and

det

I +
κ2

1 − 1

κ2
1

Dρ ⊗Dρ +
(a − ρ)(1 − κ2

1)

κ2
1 + ∆

D2ρ

 , 0 (3.4.4)

at x0.

Proof. The objective is to simplify (3.3.7). First, from (3.4.2)

1 − κ1e ·m = 1 − κ1m3 =
1 − κ2

1

1 + ∆
. (3.4.5)

Second, differentiating (3.4.2) with respect to xi, i = 1, 2 yields

mxi =
1 − κ2

1

κ1(1 + ∆)

(
(Dρxi , 0) +

∆xi

1 + ∆
(−Dρ, 1)

)
.

From (3.4.1), ∆xi =
(κ2

1 − 1)

∆
Dρxi ·Dρ, and so

mxi =
1 − κ2

1

κ1(1 + ∆)

(Dρxi , 0) +
(κ2

1 − 1)Dρxi ·Dρ
∆(1 + ∆)

(−Dρ, 1)

 .
For i, j = 1, 2

mxi ·mx j =
(κ2

1 − 1)2

κ2
1(1 + ∆)2

[
Dρxi ·Dρx j − 2

(κ2
1 − 1)

∆(1 + ∆)
(Dρxi ·Dρ)(Dρx j ·Dρ)

+
(κ2

1 − 1)2(Dρxi ·Dρ)(Dρx j ·Dρ)

∆2(1 + ∆)2 (1 + |Dρ|2)
]

=
(κ2

1 − 1)2

κ2
1(1 + ∆)2

Dρxi ·Dρx j +
κ2

1 − 1

∆(1 + ∆)
(Dρxi ·Dρ)(Dρx j ·Dρ)

 (κ2
1 − 1)(1 + |Dρ|2)

∆(1 + ∆)
− 2


From (3.4.1), (κ2

1 − 1)|Dρ|2 = ∆2
− κ2

1, and hence

mxi ·mx j =
(κ2

1 − 1)2

κ2
1(1 + ∆)2

Dρxi ·Dρx j −
κ2

1 − 1

∆2 (Dρxi ·Dρ)(Dρx j ·Dρ)

 .
Therefore

Dm⊗Dm =
(κ2

1 − 1)2

κ2
1(1 + ∆)2

(D2ρ)2
−
κ2

1 − 1

∆2 D2ρ(Dρ ⊗Dρ)D2ρ

 = (κ2
1 − 1)2

κ2
1(1 + ∆)2

D2ρ

I − κ2
1 − 1

∆2 Dρ ⊗Dρ

 D2ρ

(3.4.6)
Replacing (3.4.3), (3.4.5), and (3.4.6) in (3.3.7), the sufficient condition becomes

0 ,
(
det D2ρ

)
det

1 − κ2
1

1 + ∆
I +

(κ2
1 − 1)2(a − ρ)

(1 + ∆)(κ2
1 + ∆)

I − κ2
1 − 1

∆2 Dρ ⊗Dρ

 D2ρ

 .
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Let

M =
1 − κ2

1

1 + ∆
I +

(κ2
1 − 1)2(a − ρ)

(1 + ∆)(κ2
1 + ∆)

I − κ2
1 − 1

∆2 Dρ ⊗Dρ

 D2ρ,

then (3.3.7) is satisfied for e = (0, 0, 1) if and only if at x = x0, D2ρ andM are invertible.

We simplify detM. LetW = I −
κ2

1 − 1

∆2 Dρ ⊗ Dρ, the matrix determinant Lemma [10,

Lemma 1.1] and (3.4.1) imply that

detW = 1 −
(κ2

1 − 1)|Dρ|2

∆2 =
κ2

1

∆2 ,

thenW is invertible and by the Sherman-Morrison formula [37, Chapter III.1]

W
−1 = I +

κ2
1 − 1

κ2
1

Dρ ⊗Dρ.

Therefore,

M =
1 − κ2

1

1 + ∆

I +
(1 − κ2

1)(a − ρ)

κ2
1 + ∆

WD2ρ

 = 1 − κ2
1

1 + ∆
W

I +
κ2

1 − 1

κ2
1

Dρ ⊗Dρ +
(1 − κ2

1)(a − ρ)

κ2
1 + ∆

D2ρ

 .
We conclude thatM is invertible at x0 if and only if (3.4.4) is satisfied, completing hence
the proof of the theorem. □

From Remark 3.5, D2ρ(x0) < 0 is sufficient for existence of a lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) in a
neighborhood of x0 refracting a collimated field into the vertical direction. However,
from Theorem 3.6, this condition can be relaxed in the case when e = (0, 0, 1) allowing a
larger family of lower faces σ1, as summarized in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.7. Assume D2ρ(x0) is invertible, andΛ1,Λ2 its corresponding non-zero eigenvalues
with Λ1 ≥ Λ2. If

Λ2 >
∆2(x0)(κ2

1 + ∆(x0))

κ2
1(κ2

1 − 1)(a − ρ(x0))
, or Λ1 <

κ2
1 + ∆(x0)

(κ2
1 − 1)(a − ρ(x0))

. (3.4.7)

then (3.4.4) is satisfied at x0.

Proof. We denote byA the matrix in (3.4.4), i.e.

A = I +
κ2

1 − 1

κ2
1

Dρ ⊗Dρ +
(1 − κ2

1)(a − ρ)

κ2
1 + ∆

D2ρ, (3.4.8)

and let µ1, µ2 be its corresponding eigenvalues with µ1 ≥ µ2. Condition 3.4.4 is satisfied
if and only ifA is invertible i.e. µ1, µ2 , 0.



INVERSE PROBLEMS WITH HYBRID LENSES 14

The eigenvalues of the matrix I+
κ2

1 − 1

κ2
1

Dρ⊗Dρ are in decreasing order
∆2

κ2
1

and 1. Since

κ1 > 1, a−ρ > 0, andΛ1 ≥ Λ2 then the eignevalues of
(1 − κ2

1)(a − ρ)

κ1(1 + ∆)
D2ρ are in decreasing

order
(1 − κ2

1)(a − ρ)

κ2
1 + ∆

Λ2 and
(1 − κ2

1)(a − ρ)

κ2
1 + ∆

Λ1.

Hence, from Weyl’s inequality

1 +
(1 − κ2

1)(a − ρ)

κ2
1 + ∆

Λ1 ≤ µ2 ≤ µ1 ≤
∆2

κ2
1

+
(1 − κ2

1)(a − ρ)

κ2
1 + ∆

Λ2.

Therefore, inequalities 3.4.7 imply thatA is invertible. □

Remark 3.8. The first inequality in (3.4.7) implies that Λ1 ≥ Λ2 > 0 and so ρ is strictly
convex in a neighborhood of x0. The second inequality in (3.4.7) allows cases where
D2ρ(x0) is positive definite or negative definite or indefinite.

4. A near-field imaging problem

4.1. Problem setup. We are given Ω,Ω∗ ⊆ R2 open and simply connected domains, a
C1 bijective map T : Ω 7→ Ω∗, positive real numbers a and c with c > a. Monochromatic

Figure 2

radiation with frequency ω are issued from (x, 0), x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ω, with vertical direction
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e = (0, 0, 1). Our goal is to construct a lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) with lower face σ1 = {(x, ρ(x))}x∈Ω
a conventional C2 refracting surface between the planes {x3 = 0} and {x3 = a}; and upper
face (σ2, ϕ) a planar metasurface with σ2 ⊆ {x3 = a} and ϕ := ϕ(u1,u2,u3) a tangential
phase discontinuity defined in a neighborhood of every point of σ2, such that:

(1) the lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) refracts every incident vertical ray emitted from (x, 0), x ∈ Ω,
into the point (Tx, c);

(2) all the rays leave (σ2, ϕ) with the vertical direction.

The lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) projects an imageΩ∗ = T(Ω) on the target plane {x3 = c}, see Figure 2.
We assume that n1,n2 and n3 with n2 > n1 are the refractive indices of the media I, II

and III corresponding to the regions below, enclosed by, and above the lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ))
respectively.

To do this, we first investigate the existence of ρ positive and C2 such that for every
x ∈ Ω the surface σ1 = {(x, ρ(x))}x∈Ω refracts the incident vertical ray emitted from (x, 0)
into the point (Tx, a) on σ2, and then verify whether ρ satisfies the conditions in Theorem
3.6 when it exists.

Throughout this section, denote κ1 =
n2

n1
and Sx = Tx − x.

4.2. Existence of ρ.

Proposition 4.1. A C2 surface σ1 = {(x, ρ(x))}x∈Ω, separating media I and II, and refracting
vertical rays emitted from (x, 0) in medium I into (Tx, a) in medium II exists if and only if

a > a − ρ(x) >
|Sx|√
κ2

1 − 1
(4.2.1)

for every x ∈ Ω, and ρ satisfies the following system of PDEs

Dρ(x) =
κ1Sx√

|Sx|2 + (a − ρ(x))2 − κ1(a − ρ(x))
. (4.2.2)

Proof. Assume for each x ∈ Ω the ray with vertical direction e = (0, 0, 1) is refracted at
(x, ρ(x)) into the point (Tx, a), then trivially σ1 is between the plane {x3 = 0} and {x3 = a}
and so 0 < a − ρ < a. The unit direction of the refracted ray is then

m(x) =
(Tx, a) − (x, ρ(x))
|(Tx, a) − (x, ρ(x))|

=
(Sx, a − ρ(x))
|(S(x), a − ρ(x))|

.

Therefore, from (3.4.2) 
Sx

|(Sx, a − ρ(x))|
=

1 − κ2
1

κ1(1 + ∆)
Dρ(x)

a − ρ(x)
|(Sx, a − ρ(x))|

=
1
κ1

1 +
κ2

1 − 1

1 + ∆

 (4.2.3)

with ∆ given in (3.4.1).
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From the second equation of system (4.2.3),
a − ρ(x)

|(Sx, a − ρ(x))|
>

1
κ1

. Squaring both sides

and solving for a − ρ yields the right inequality in (4.2.1). Further, this same equation
gives

1 − κ2
1

1 + ∆
=
|(Sx, a − ρ(x))| − κ1(a − ρ(x))

|(Sx, a − ρ(x))|
, (4.2.4)

and so replacing (4.2.4) in the first equation of the system (4.2.3) and solving for Dρ we
obtain (4.2.2).

Conversely, assume ρ satisfies (4.2.1), and (4.2.2). From (4.2.1), σ1 = {(x, ρ(x)} is between
the plane {x3 = 0} and {x3 = a}, and since S ∈ C1(Ω) then from (4.2.2) ρ ∈ C2(Ω). We show
that ρ verifies the system (4.2.3), which implies from (3.4.2) that the vertical ray emitted
from (x, 0) is refracted at (x, ρ(x)) into (Tx, a).

In fact, from (4.2.1), the denominator in (4.2.2) is negative, so replacing (4.2.2) in (3.4.1)
yields

∆ =

√
κ2

1 +
(κ2

1 − 1)κ2
1|Sx|2(

|(Sx, a − ρ(x))| − κ1(a − ρ(x))
)2

=
κ1

√
|(Sx, a − ρ(x))|2 + κ2

1(a − ρ(x))2 − 2κ1|(Sx, a − ρ(x))|(a − ρ(x)) + (κ2
1 − 1)|Sx|2

κ1(a − ρ(x)) − |(Sx, a − ρ(x))|

=
κ1

√
κ2

1|(Sx, a − ρ(x))|2 − 2κ1|(Sx, a − ρ(x))|(a − ρ(x)) + (a − ρ(x))2

κ1(a − ρ(x)) − |(Sx, a − ρ(x))|

Since κ1 > 1, then κ1|(Sx, a − ρ(x))| ≥ a − ρ(x), and so

∆(x) =
κ2

1|(Sx, a − ρ(x))| − κ1(a − ρ(x))

κ1(a − ρ(x)) − |(Sx, a − ρ(x))|
= −1 +

(κ2
1 − 1)|(Sx, a − ρ(x))|

κ1(a − ρ(x)) − |(Sx, a − ρ(x))|
. (4.2.5)

We then obtain (4.2.4) and so together with (4.2.2), the system (4.2.3) follows.
□

From Inequality (4.2.9), given the map T, Sx = Tx − x, the plane {x3 = a} should be
chosen so that

a >
|Sx|√
κ2

1 − 1
(4.2.6)

for every x, this gives a condition on the thickness of our objective lens. In that case,
finding the lower face σ1 = {(x, ρ(x))}x∈Ω of the lens solution to the imaging problem
in Section 4.1 reduces to finding positive solutions to the system (4.2.2) satisfying the
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inequality (4.2.1). Notice that (4.2.2) can be written as follows

D(a − ρ(x)) =
κ1

Sx
a − ρ(x)

κ1 −

√∣∣∣∣∣ Sx
a − ρ(x)

∣∣∣∣∣2 + 1

:= V
(
x, a − ρ(x)

)
(4.2.7)

with V(x, z) := (V1(x, z),V2(x, z)) =
κ1

Sx
z

κ1 −

√∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2 + 1

, x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ω, and z ∈ R such that

a > z >
|Sx|√
κ2

1 − 1
. Writing (4.2.2) in the form (4.2.7) allows us to use the theory in [24,

Chapter 6] to find necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence and uniqueness of
local solutions ρ. In fact, since S is C1 then a solution ρ to (4.2.7) is C2 and by the mixed
derivative theorem ρx1x2 = ρx2x1 . Hence,

∂V1

∂x2
+
∂V1

∂z
V2 =

∂V2

∂x1
+
∂V2

∂z
V1. (4.2.8)

Theorem 4.2. Given x0 ∈ Ω satisfying (4.2.6) and z0 such that

a > z0 >
|Sx0|√
κ2

1 − 1
, (4.2.9)

(4.2.8) is satisfied in an open neighborhood U ⊆
{

(x, z) : x ∈ Ω, a > z > |Sx|
√
κ2

1−1

}
of (x0, z0) if and

only if for every x in a neighborhood of x0

∇ × S = 0 (4.2.10)

S ×D|S|2 = 0. (4.2.11)

Proof. Write S = (S1,S2), and Vi(x, z) = φ
(∣∣∣∣∣Sx

z

∣∣∣∣∣2) Six
z
, with

φ(y) =
κ1

κ1 −
√

y + 1
(4.2.12)

defined for y ∈
[
0, κ2

1 − 1
)
. Notice that φ is positive, increasing and

φ′(y) =
κ1

2
√

y + 1
(
κ1 −

√
y + 1

)2 =
1

2κ1
√

y + 1
φ2(y). (4.2.13)



INVERSE PROBLEMS WITH HYBRID LENSES 18

Therefore for i, j = 1, 2

∂Vi

∂x j
= 2

Six
z3 (S · Sx j)φ

′

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2) + 1
z
φ

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2) ∂Si

∂x j
(4.2.14)

∂Vi

∂z
= −

2|Sx|2

z4
φ′

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2) Six −
1
z2φ

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2) Six. (4.2.15)

Notice that
∂V1

∂z
V2 =

∂V2

∂z
V1, and hence (4.2.8) becomes

2
S1x
z3 (S · Sx2)φ′

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2) + 1
z
φ

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2) (S1)x2 = 2
S2x
z3 (S · Sx1)φ′

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2) + 1
z
φ

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2) (S2)x1 ,

and so
1
z2

(
S ×D|S|2

)
φ′

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2) − (∇ × S)φ
(∣∣∣∣∣Sx

z

∣∣∣∣∣2) = 0. (4.2.16)

Clearly (4.2.10), and (4.2.11) implies (4.2.16).
Conversely, assume (4.2.16) is satisfied for every x in a neighborhood Ux0 of x0 in Ω

and z in a neighborhood Vz0 of z0 such that a > z >
|Sx|√
κ2

1 − 1
for every x ∈ Ux0 and z ∈ Vz0 .

We show that (4.2.10) and (4.2.11) then follow for every x ∈ Ux0 . In fact, from (4.2.13), and
the fact that φ > 0, (4.2.16) can be written as follows

1

2κ1z2

√
1 +

∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2
(S ×D|S|2)φ

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2) − ∇ × S = 0.

Fixing x ∈ Ux0 , and differentiating with respect to z yields

∂
∂z


1

2κ1z2

√
1 +

∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2
φ

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx
z

∣∣∣∣∣2)


(S ×D|S|2) = 0 ∀z ∈ Vz0 .

Since the term in large parenthesis above is not constant in z then (S × D|S|2)(x) = 0, and
therefore from (4.2.16), since φ > 0, ∇ × S(x) = 0.

□

Consequently Theorem 4.2 and [24, Chapter 6] implies the following result.

Corollary 4.3. Given x0 ∈ Ω satisfying (4.2.6) and z0 verifying (4.2.9), if (4.2.10) and (4.2.11)
hold for every x in an open set containing x0, then the system of PDEs (4.2.2) has a unique positive
C2 solution ρ in a neighborhood of x0 satisfying (4.2.1) with a − ρ(x0) = z0.
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Remark 4.4. Condition (4.2.10) is equivalent to say that DS is a symmetric matrix.
Condition (4.2.11) is equivalent to say that (DS)(St) is parallel to St. Hence if Sx , (0, 0),

Stx is an eigenvector of DS(x). In this case, by the spectral theorem St
⊥

x =

−S2x
S1x

 is also

an eigenvector of DS(x). This fact will be needed later in Theorem 4.7.

Remark 4.5. Since Ω is simply connected, (4.2.10) implies the existence of a real-valued
C2 function s such that Ds = S. Replacing in (4.2.11) yields Ds × (DsD2s) = 0 and so s
solves the following quasilinear PDE(

s2
x1
− s2

x2

)
sx1x2 + sx1sx2

(
sx2x2 − sx1x1

)
= 0,

which using Cauchy Kowalevski Theorem, [27], has a unique local solution for a large
class of initial data.

We list interesting admissible maps where conditions (4.2.10) and (4.2.11) can be easily
verified.

• Tx = (1 + α)x with α , −1. In this case, Sx = αx = D
(
α
2 |x|

2
)
. These maps T

correspond to dilations when α > 0, and to contractions when −1 < α < 0. The
case when α = −1 is avoided since in that case, we get T = 0 which is not injective.
• Tx = (h(x1), x2), with h a C1 injective one variable real function. In this case, Sx =

(h(x1)− x1, 0). These maps T correspond to a transformation only in the horizontal
variable. Similarly, transformations in the vertical direction Tx = (x1, h(x2)) are
admissible maps.
• Let s be a C2 function satisfying the Eikonal equation |Ds| = C for some C > 0, and

S = Ds. S is the gradient of a function and with constant length then it clearly
verifies (4.2.10) and (4.2.11). Assume moreover that DSx0 + I , 0 at some x0, then
by the inverse function theorem Tx = Sx + x is injective in a neighborhood of x0

and is hence an admissible map in that neighborhood.

An interesting connection can be noticed between the admissible maps S and the
infinity Laplacian operator [5]. In fact if S = Ds for s a C2 function and S satisfies (4.2.11)
then there exists a function t(x) such that (D2s(x))(Ds(x))t = t(x)(Ds(x))t and hence dotting
both sides with (Ds)t, we conclude that s satisfies the following inhomogeneous infinity
Laplacian equation

1
|Ds|2

⟨Ds D2s,Ds⟩ = t,

which is studied in [4], and [33].

4.3. Existence of ϕ. Having found in Section 4.2 conditions on the map T so that there
exists a C2 surfaceσ1 that refracts vertical rays emitted from (x, 0), with x in a neighborhood
of a point x0 in Ω, into the point (Tx, a), we next use the analysis of Section 3 to study the
existence of a phase discontinuity ϕ defined in a neighborhood of every point (Tx, a) so
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that the rays leave the lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) vertically into the point (Tx, c), refer to Figure 2
and to Section 4.1.

More specifically, from Theorem 3.6, it is sufficient to find conditions on the map S
so that the solution ρ to (4.2.2) is C3, and the matrices D2ρ and A given in (3.4.8) are
invertible at x0.

Before stating the main result of this section, we need the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Letφ be the function given in (4.2.12), then for every y ∈ Rn such that |y| <
√
κ2

1 − 1

I +
κ2

1 − 1

κ2
1

φ2(|y|2)(y ⊗ y) =
(
I + φ(|y|2)(y ⊗ y)

) (
I + 2

φ′(|y|2)
φ(|y|2)

y ⊗ y
)

Proof. (4.2.12), (4.2.13), and the fact that (y ⊗ y)2 = |y|2(y ⊗ y), yields the following

D := I +
κ2

1 − 1

κ2
1

φ2(|y|2)(y ⊗ y) −
(
I + φ(|y|2)(y ⊗ y)

) (
I + 2

φ′(|y|2)
φ(|y|2)

y ⊗ y
)

= (y ⊗ y)φ(|y|2)

κ2
1 − 1

κ2
1

φ(|y|2) −
1

κ1
√
|y|2 + 1

− 1 −
φ(|y|2)

κ1
√
|y|2 + 1

|y|2


=
(y ⊗ y)φ(|y|2)

κ2
1

√
|y|2 + 1

(
φ(|y|2)

(
(κ2

1 − 1)
√
|y|2 + 1 − κ1|y|2

)
− κ1

(
1 + κ1

√
|y|2 + 1

))
Noticing that for every τ ∈ [0, κ2

1 − 1)

(κ2
1 − 1)

√

τ + 1 − κ1τ =
(
κ1 −

√

τ + 1
) (
κ1
√

τ + 1 + 1
)
=

κ1

φ(τ)

(
κ1
√

τ + 1 + 1
)
,

we conclude thatD = 0. □

Theorem 4.7. Given x0 ∈ Ω, T a C1 a map, with Sx = Tx − x satisfying (4.2.10), (4.2.11) in
a neighborhood of x0, a > 0 verifying (4.2.6) at x0, let ρ be a positive C2 solution to (4.2.7) with
a − ρ(x0) = z0 such that z0 satisfies (4.2.9), then at x = x0

D2ρ =
φ

z0

I +
2
z2

0

φ′

φ
(S ⊗ S)

 φz2
0

(S ⊗ S) −DS

 (4.3.1)

A =

I +
2
z2

0

φ′

φ
(S ⊗ S)

 (I +DS) (4.3.2)

with φ and φ′ given in (4.2.12) and (4.2.13) are evaluated at
∣∣∣∣∣Sx0

z0

∣∣∣∣∣2, S and DS are evaluated at
x0.

Therefore,A is invertible at x0 if and only if DT = I+DS is invertible i.e. T is a diffeomorphism
in a neighborhood of x0. Moreover,

(1) If Sx0 = (0, 0), i.e. x0 is a fixed point of T, then D2ρ(x0) is invertible if and only if DS(x0)
is invertible.
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(2) If Sx0 , (0, 0) then denoting by ζ and ζ⊥ the eigenvalues of DS corresponding to the

eigenvectors St and St
⊥

, we get that D2ρ(x0) is invertible if and only if ζ ,
|Sx0|

2

z2
0

φ

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx0

z0

∣∣∣∣∣2)
and ζ⊥ , 0.

Proof. Recall from (4.2.7) that ρxi(x) = −Vi(x, a − ρ(x)). Letting z(x) = a − ρ(x), then (4.2.7),
(4.2.14),(4.2.15), and the formula for V yield

ρxix j = −
∂Vi

∂x j
− V j

∂Vi

∂z
= −2

Si

z3 (S · Sx j)φ
′
−

1
z
φ(Si)x j − φ

S j

z

(
−

2|S|2

z4
φ′Si −

1
z2φSi

)
,

and so

D2ρ(x0) = −
2
z3

0

φ′(S ⊗ S)DS −
1
z0
φDS +

2|S|2

z5
0

φφ′ +
1
z3

0

φ2

 (S ⊗ S),

with S,DS evaluated at x0, and φ,φ′ at
∣∣∣∣∣Sx0

z0

∣∣∣∣∣2.

Since (S ⊗ S)2 = |S|2(S ⊗ S), then simplifying the above expression

D2ρ(x0) = −
φ

z0

I +
2
z2

0

φ′

φ
S ⊗ S

 DS +
2(S ⊗ S)2

z5
0

φφ′ +
1
z3

0

φ2(S ⊗ S)

= −
φ

z0

I +
2
z2

0

φ′

φ
S ⊗ S

 DS +
φ2

z3
0

I +
2
z2

0

φ′

φ
S ⊗ S

 S ⊗ S

=
φ

z0

I +
2
z2

0

φ′

φ
S ⊗ S

 φz2
0

S ⊗ S −DS

 ,
hence obtaining (4.3.1). Since φ,φ′ > 0, and S⊗ S is positive semidefinite, we deduce that

D2ρ(x0) is invertible if and only if
φ

z2
0

S ⊗ S −DS is invertible. We consider the two cases:

• If Sx0 = (0, 0) then
φ

z2
0

S ⊗ S −DS = −DS, and so D2ρ(x0) is invertible if and only if

DS(x0) is invertible.
• If Sx0 , (0, 0). We have that Stx0 and St

⊥
x0 are eigenvectors of S ⊗ S with

corresponding eigenvalues |Sx0|
2 and 0. Also, from Remark 4.5, Stx0 and and

St
⊥

x0 are eigenvectors of DS(x0) with corresponding eigenvalues denoted by ζ and

ζ⊥. Hence D2ρ(x0) is invertible if and only if φ
(∣∣∣∣∣Sx0

z0

∣∣∣∣∣2) |Sx0|
2

z2
0

− ζ , 0 and ζ⊥ , 0.

Next, we simplify the matrixA given in (3.4.8). From (4.2.7)

Dρ(x0) ⊗Dρ(x0) = φ2
(∣∣∣∣∣Sx0

z0

∣∣∣∣∣2) Sx0 ⊗ Sx0

z2
0

. (4.3.3)



INVERSE PROBLEMS WITH HYBRID LENSES 22

From (4.2.5) and (4.2.12)

κ2
1 + ∆(x0) = κ2

1 +
κ2

1|(Sx0, z0)| − κ1z0

κ1z0 − |(Sx0, z0)|
=

κ3
1 − κ1

κ1 −

√∣∣∣∣∣Sx0

z0

∣∣∣∣∣2 + 1

= (κ2
1 − 1)φ

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx0

z0

∣∣∣∣∣2) ,

and so
(a − ρ(x0))(1 − κ2

1)

κ2
1 + ∆(x0)

= −
z0

φ

(∣∣∣∣∣Sx0

z0

∣∣∣∣∣2) . (4.3.4)

Replacing (4.3.1), (4.3.3), and (4.3.4) in the expression ofA in (3.4.8), we get

A = I +
κ2

1 − 1

κ2
1

φ2

z2
0

S ⊗ S −
z0

φ
D2ρ.

Hence from Lemma 4.6 applied to y =
Sx0

z0
and (4.3.1)

A =

I +
φ

z2
0

S ⊗ S

 I +
2
z2

0

φ′

φ
S ⊗ S

 − I +
2
z2

0

φ′

φ
S ⊗ S

 φz2
0

S ⊗ S −DS

 = I +
2
z2

0

φ′

φ
S ⊗ S

 (I +DS).

Hence, since φ,φ′ > 0 and S ⊗ S is positive semidefinite, we conclude that A(x0) is
invertible if and only if I +DS(x0) is invertible.

□

Theorem 4.7 concludes our analysis of the imaging problem in Section 4.1 which can be
summarized as follows. GivenΩ open, and simply connected domain, a > 0, T : Ω 7→ Ω∗

a C2 bijective map, define Sx = Tx − x. Let x0 ∈ Ω, and assume a and Sx0 are such

that a >
|Sx0|√
κ2

1 − 1
. Assume moreover S satisfies (4.2.10) and (4.2.11) in a neighborhood

of x0. Then, from Corollary 4.3, for every z0 satisfying inequality (4.2.9), there exists ρ
positive solution to (4.2.2) such that a − ρ(x0) = z0. Since S is C2 then the solution ρ is
C3. Letting σ1 = {(x, ρ(x))} separating media I and II, σ1 refracts the vertical rays emitted
from (x, 0), x in a neighborhood of x0, into the (Tx, a). Letting c > a, if moreover, T is a
diffeomorphism in a neighborhood of x0, and S satisfies cases (1), or (2) of Theorem 4.7
then, from Theorem 3.6, there exists a C1 phase discontinuityϕ defined in a neighborhood
of every point (Tx, a) ∈ σ2, x in a neighborhood of x0, such that the ray at (Tx, a) is refracted
by the metasurface (σ2, ϕ) into the point (Tx, c).

4.4. Examples. This section elaborates on the examples of admissible maps T mentioned
in Remark 4.5, and examines whether they satisfy the conditions of Theorem 4.7.
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Example 1. Consider the maps Tx = (1+ α)x in a neighborhood of x0 = (0, 0) with α , −1.
T is clearly a diffeomorphism and so from Theorem 4.7 the corresponding matrixA(x0)

is invertible. Also, Sx0 = αx0 = 0 and DS(x0) = αI. So from Theorem 4.7 (case (1)) if α , 0
then D2ρ is invertible, and hence for every a > z0 > 0 the imaging problem has a local
solution in a neighborhood of x0 = (0, 0) with a − ρ(x0) = z0.

In the case of α = 0, we cannot apply Theorem 3.6 since DS = 0 and hence D2ρ is not
invertible, however, notice that in this case T is the identity map, then letting σ1 be a
horizontal plane below the plane {x3 = a}, i.e. ρ is constant, and φ = 0, then the incident
vertical rays are not deviated by the lens (σ1, (σ2, ϕ)) and so the map T can still be achieved
in this case.
Example 2. Assume T only changes one of the coordinates, say for example Tx = (h(x1), x2)
with h ∈ C2 and injective, and let x0 = (0, 0). Notice that in this case Sx = (h(x1) − x1, 0),

DS(x) =

h′(x1) − 1 0
0 0

.

If h(0) = 0, then Sx0 = (0, 0) but since DS(x0) is singular so from Theorem 4.7 (case (1))
D2ρ is singular at x0 and the existence of phase discontinuity ϕ, in this case, cannot be
deduced from Theorem 3.6.

If h(0) , 0, then Sx0 , (0, 0). In this case ζ⊥ = 0 is the eigenvalue of DS(x0) corresponding
to St

⊥
x0 and hence again by Theorem 4.7 (case (2)) D2ρ(x0) is singular and the existence of

phase discontinuity ϕ cannot be deduced from Theorem 3.6.
Example 3. Consider a function s onΩ solution to the Eikonal equation |Ds| = C for some
C > 0, and S = Ds. Let x0 = (0, 0), notice that since |Sx0| = C > 0 then Stx0 , (0, 0).
Squaring then differentiating the Eikonal equation we get that D2s(x0) = DS(x0) has an
eigenvalue equal to 0 corresponding to the eigenvector Stx0. From Theorem 4.7, D2ρ(x0)
and A(x0) are invertible if and only if the eigenvalue ζ⊥ of DS corresponding to St

⊥
is

different than 0 and −1.
For example, let s(x) = |x − γ|, with γ = (γ1, γ2) , (0, 0) solving |Ds| = 1. In this case,

Sx =
x − γ
|x − γ|

and

DS = D2s =
1

|x − γ|
I −

(x − γ) ⊗ (x − γ)
|x − γ|3

.

At x0 = (0, 0), the eigenvalues of DS are ζ = 0 corresponding to St(x0) and ζ⊥ =
1
|γ|

corresponding to St
⊥

(x0), hence from Theorem 4.7 the matrix D2ρ andA are invertible at
x0 and a solution to the imaging problem exists in a neighborhood of (0, 0).

4.5. The two-dimensional case. We end the paper by providing an easier presentation
of the existence results in the two-dimensional case. Here, Ω ⊆ R, σ1 = {(t, ρ(t)}t∈Ω with
ρ to be calculated, and σ2 is contained in the horizontal line y = a with a > 0 and phase
discontinuity ϕ := ϕ(u1,u2) to be found. For simplicity, using an appropriate system of
coordinates, we solve in a neighborhood of t0 = 0.
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Given a C2 bijective map T defined on the interval (−τ, τ), and letting S = Tx − x, from

Section 4.2, assume a >
|S(0)|√
κ2

1 − 1
, and a > z0 >

|S(0)|√
κ2

1 − 1
we are interested in finding

positive solution to the IVP
ρ′(t) =

κ1S(t)√
|S(t)|2 + (a − ρ(t))2 − κ1(a − ρ(t))

a − ρ(0) = z0

. (4.5.1)

By Picard’s Theorem such a system has a unique local solution for every C2 map S. In the

Figure 3

particular case when T(t) = (1 + α)t, we have S(t) = αt, and using the notation ρ̃ = a − ρ
(4.5.1) can be written as follows:



dρ̃
dt
=

αt
ρ̃(t)

κ1 −

√
α2 t2

(ρ̃(t))2 + 1

ρ̃(0) = z0

.
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The ODE in this case is homogeneous of the form ρ̃′ = F
(

t
ρ̃

)
that can be solved explicitly

using the substitution v(t) =
t
ρ̃(t)

, See Figure 3 for the graph of solutions corresponding

to different values of α, and z0 = 70.
In the more general case, given a map T, and ρ a positive local solution to (4.5.1)

satisfying (4.2.1). The curve σ1 refracts rays emitted from (t, 0) with t in a neighborhood to
t0 = 0 into the point (Tx, a). For the existence of a phase discontinuity in a neighborhood
of every point in σ2 so that rays are refracted by σ2 with vertical direction, we need, from

Theorems 3.6, and 4.7, that S′(0) , φ

 |S(0)|2

z2
0

 S(0)2

z2
0

, and S′(0) , −1.
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