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Abstract

This paper proposes a new boundary integral equation (BIE) methodology based on the perfectly
matched layer (PML) truncation technique for solving the electromagnetic scattering problems in a
multi-layered medium. Instead of using the original PML stretched fields, artificial fields which are
also equivalent to the solutions in the physical region are introduced. This significantly simplifies the
study of the proposed methodology to derive the PML problem. Then some PML transformed layer
potentials and the associated boundary integral operators (BIOs) are defined and the corresponding
jump relations are shown. Under the assumption that the fields vanish on the PML boundary,
the solution representations, as well as the related BIEs and regularization of the hyper-singular
operators, in terms of the current density functions on the truncated interface, are derived. Numerical
experiments are presented to demonstrate the efficiency and accuracy of the method.

Keywords: Electromagnetic scattering, layered medium, boundary integral equation, perfectly
matched layer

1 Introduction
Scattering problems in layered media have important applications in diverse scientific areas such as

radio communications, remote subsurface sensing, and plasmonics, to name a few. The BIE method
offers an attractive approach for solving such problems in an unbounded domain and it possesses such
advantages as avoiding dispersion errors, while using high-order discretization method, and only requiring
discretization of the boundaries [8, 9, 16, 21, 27, 36]. For large scale problems, the resulted dense linear
systems produced by the BIEs can be efficiently solved by means of iterative linear algebra solvers in
conjunction with adequate acceleration techniques [3, 19,20].

One of the most popular BIE methods for solving the layered-medium scattering problems typically
uses layer Green function (LGF) which can automatically reduce the scattering problems to integral
equations only on the local defects of the infinite plane [11, 30–32]. However, the numerical evaluation
of LGF and their derivatives requires to treat highly oscillatory integrals over infinite interval and thus,
entails significant computational costs. Alternatively, the free-space Green function (FGF) can also
be utilized to derive the BIEs for the layered-medium problems and the resulted BIEs, however, are
established on the unbounded interfaces whose numerical solver also requires appropriate truncation
strategy, for example, the approximate truncation method [28,33], the taper function method [29,35,38],
which generally suffer from low accuracy, and the windowed Green function (WGF) method [6, 7, 9].
Recently, a second-order method of moments (MoM) based on the WGF method have been proposed
in [2] for the two-layered medium electromagnetic problems and a large truncated interface is necessary
to achieve high accuracy.
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The PML truncation has been shown to be a very effective technique to truncate the problems in
unbounded domains and has been extensively studied especially for domain discretization type methods,
like the finite element method. The well-posedness and exponential convergence of solutions to the
PML truncated problems associated with the acoustic and electromagnetic scattering problems in a two-
layered medium has been proved in [12, 13, 17]. Inspired by the rapid decay of the solutions in the PML
region, PML-based BIE methods have been proposed for solving the two-dimensional layered-medium
problems [18,23,24,37] and water-waves problem [1]. This method requires to treat the integral operators
involving PML stretched FGF which will cause some existed numerical discretization methodology, for
example the kernel-splitting based Nyström method [15], to fail. In [26], a uniform fast and highly accurate
numerical solver is developed for solving both the two- and three-dimensional acoustic scattering problems
in a layered medium. But the application of this methodology to the more complicated electromagnetic
scattering problems is significantly non-trivial since unlike the acoustic case [25], even the jump relations
associated with the PML-transformed layer potentials and BIOs for the electromagnetic problems are
unknown.

This work devotes to proposing a novel PML-based BIE method, as well as the mathematical founda-
tions including the jump relations, solution representations and regularization of hyper-singular integral
operators, for solving the electromagnetic scattering problems in a two-layered medium (N = 2) and
discussing its application to the problems in arbitrary multi-layered medium (N > 2). Relying on the
PML truncation strategy, the original scattering problem is truncated onto a bounded domain. The uni-
axial PML stretching is applied in this work, for simplicity, which can simplify the derivation of the jump
relations and regularization of the PML-transformed integral operators, but the corresponding deriva-
tions can be extended to the case of spherical PML stretching in an analogous manner. Unlike using
the original PML stretched fields as that studied for the acoustic problem [26], artificial fields, which are
still equivalent to the exact fields in the physical region, are introduced for the electromagnetic case to
obtain the PML truncated problem. In terms of the PML stretched FGF of the Helmholtz equation, we
define two new PML-transformed layer potentials, and the associated two BIOs, to derive the solutions
representations and rigorously show the jump relations between them. Owing to the use of artificial fields,
the resulted jump relations, see Theorem 3.4, are just like the well-known results for the classical elec-
tromagnetic problems in free-space. In addition, a regularization of the PML-transformed hyper-singular
BIO is proved to re-express the hyper-singular operator as a combination of weakly-singular integral op-
erators and surface differential operators. Then the Chebyshev-based rectangular-polar solver developed
in [5,8,26] is utilized for the numerical implementation of the BIEs. Various numerical examples, consid-
ering the half-space problems and two/three-layered medium problems, are presented to demonstrate the
superior performance of the proposed method. We believe that the developed numerical solver can also
be extended to the more challenging elastic layered-medium scattering problems, fluid-solid interaction
problems and electromagnetic-elastic coupled problems, although the convergence theory of the PML
truncation remains open, and these will be left for future works.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the electromagnetic scattering problems
in a two-layered medium and, as a comparison to the new results, briefly present the classical layer
potentials, BIOs and jump relations. Section 3.1 introduces the used PML stretching and the truncated
PML problem in terms of artificial fields is obtained in Section 3.2. Relying on the jump relations
associated with the newly defined PML-transformed layer potentials and BIOs, Section 3.3 establishes
the PML-based BIEs for solving the two-layered medium electromagnetic problems. Section 3.4 derives
a new regularized formulation for the hyper-singular BIO. In Section 4, an application of the PML-
BIE solver to arbitrary multi-layered medium scattering problems are discussed. Numerical examples
considering the half-space problems and two/three-layered medium problems are presented in Section 5
to illustrate the performance of the proposed method.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Two-layered medium problems

(a) Planar layered medium (b) Perturbed planar layered medium

Figure 1: Geometry description of the problem under consideration: scattering by a planar layered
medium (a) or a defect on a penetrable layer (b). Π and Γ denote the interface between the two-layered
medium.

As shown in Fig. 1(b), an incoming wave is scattered by the dielectric interface Γ which contains
a local defect of the flat interface Π (see Fig. 1(a)) and/or a bounded obstacle U0 in the presence of
a two-layered medium Ωj , j = 1, 2, which is occupied by homogeneous materials characterized by the
dielectric permittivity ϵj and the magnetic permeability µj . For simplicity, we assume that Γ is smooth.
The unperturbed configuration depicted in Fig. 1(a) for reference is composed by two planar layers Dj ,
j = 1, 2, with the interface Π between the layers.

Letting ω denote the angular frequency, the wavenumbers kj in the two layers are given by kj =
ω
√
µjϵj , j = 1, 2. In this paper, we consider two kinds of time-harmonic incident fields. The first one is

a plane wave

Einc(x) = (p× k)eik·x and H inc(x) =
1

ωµ1
k ×Einc(x), x ∈ R3, (2.1)

and the second one is a dipole point source{
Einc(x) = iωµ1∇x ×∇x × [Φ(k1,x, z)p] ,

H inc(x) = ∇x × [Φ(k1,x, z)p] ,
x ∈ R3, (2.2)

located at z ∈ Ω1 with x ̸= z where Φ(k,x, z) denotes the fundamental solution of the Helmholtz
equation

Φ(k,x, z) =
exp(ik |x− z|)

4π |x− z|
,

and p = (px1
, px2

, px3
) and k = (0, k1,x2

,−k1,x3
) are constant vectors with k1,x3

> 0 and |k| = k1.
For simplicity, in this work we only consider U0 = ∅ for the multi-layered medium problems. Then the
scattered fields (Esca

j ,Hsca
j ), j = 1, 2 satisfy the following model of Maxwell’s equations:

curlEsca
j − iωµjH

sca
j = 0 in Ωj ,

curlHsca
j + iωϵjE

sca
j = 0 in Ωj ,

ν ×Esca
2 − ν ×Esca

1 = f on Γ,

ν ×Hsca
2 − ν ×Hsca

1 = g on Γ,

lim
|x|→∞

(
Esca

j (x)× x+ |x|
√

µj

ϵj
Hsca

j (x)
)
= 0,

lim
|x|→∞

(
Hsca

j (x)× x− |x|
√

ϵj
µj
Esca

j (x)
)
= 0,

(2.3)
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where the tangential vector fields f and g are given by

f = ν ×Esrc
1 |Γ − ν ×Esrc

2 |Γ, g = ν ×Hsrc
1 |Γ − ν ×Hsrc

2 |Γ.

Here, ν denotes the unit normal vector on the boundary, see Fig. 1(b) and Esrc
j ,Hsrc

j denote the auxiliary
fields given by

Plane wave case : (Esrc
j ,Hsrc

j ) =

{
(Einc,H inc) + (Ere

1 ,Hre
1 ), j = 1,

(Ere
2 ,Hre

2 ), j = 2,
(2.4)

Point source case : (Esrc
j ,Hsrc

j ) =

{
(Einc,H inc), j = 1,

(0,0), j = 2,
(2.5)

where (Ere
j ,Hre

j ), j = 1, 2 represent the reflected fields resulting from the scattering of the plane wave
(Einc,H inc) taking the form (2.1) by the planar layer medium, see Fig. 1(a). The specific forms of
(Esrc

j ,Hsrc
j ), j = 1, 2 will be shown in Appendix.

Remark 2.1. The half-space problems with U0 and Ω2 being perfect electric conductor (PEC) or perfect
magnetic conductor (PMC) for which the boundary condition at the boundary of the impenetrable objects
are given by

PEC case : ν ×E = 0 on Γ∗ := ∂U0 ∪ Γ, (2.6)
PMC case : ν ×H = 0 on Γ∗, (2.7)

respectively, can also be considered analogously. The corresponding PML-BIE will be briefly discussed in
Remark 3.6.

2.2 Classical layer potentials and BIOs
As a comparison to Section 3.3, in this section we introduce the classical layer potentials and BIOs

associated with the Maxwell’s equation in terms of the free-space fundamental solution Φ(k,x,y). For
j = 1, 2, define the layer potentials and BIOs:

Sj(φ)(x) := ∇x ×∇x ×
∫
Γ

Φ(kj ,x,y)φ(y)dsy, x ∈ Ωj , (2.8)

Dj(φ)(x) := ∇x ×
∫
Γ

Φ(kj ,x,y)φ(y)dsy, x ∈ Ωj , (2.9)

and

Nj(φ)(x) := νx ×∇x ×∇x ×
∫
Γ

Φ(kj ,x,y)φ(y)dsy, x ∈ Γ, (2.10)

Kj(φ)(x) := νx ×∇x ×
∫
Γ

Φ(kj ,x,y)φ(y)dsy, x ∈ Γ, (2.11)

for j = 1, 2. Then we conclude the following well-known jump relations.

Theorem 2.2. Let φ ∈ C1(Γ)3 be a tangential field. It holds that

∇x × Sj(φ)(x) = k2jDj(φ)(x), ∇x ×Dj(φ)(x) = Sj(φ)(x), x ∈ Ωj ,

and the following jump relations hold:

lim
h→0+

νx × S1(φ)(x− hνx) = N1(φ)(x), x ∈ Γ,

lim
h→0+

νx ×D1(φ)(x− hνx) = (K1 −
I
2
)φ(x), x ∈ Γ,

lim
h→0+

νx × S2(φ)(x+ hνx) = N2(φ)(x), x ∈ Γ,

lim
h→0+

νx ×D2(φ)(x+ hνx) = (K2 +
I
2
)φ(x), x ∈ Γ.
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3 The truncated PML problems and BIEs
The purpose of this section is to introduce the PML truncation strategy and derive the BIEs for the

truncated Maxwell’s equation.

3.1 The PML stretching
The PML method involves analytical stretching of the real spatial coordinates of the physical equations

into the complex plane, along which the outward propagating waves must be attenuated in the absorbing
layer. The well-posedness and the exponential decay of the solution in PML region has been shown
in [13,17]. For simplicity, following [24,26], the complex change of spatial variable x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ Ω ⊂
R3 7→ x̃(x̃1, x̃2, x̃3) ∈ Ω̃ ⊂ C3 used in this work is defined as

x̃l(xl) = xl + i

∫ xl

0

σl(t)dt, l = 1, ..., 3, (3.1)

for l = 1, · · · , 3. In fact, use of this change of spatial variable ensures the resulted matrixes A,B to
be diagonal which will simplify the discussion of the jump relations and regularization of the PML
transformed integral operators. Specifically, the PML medium property σl are defined piecewise by the
form

σl(xl) =


2SfP

1

fP
1 +fP

2
, al ≤ xl ≤ al + Tl,

S, xl > al + Tl,
0, −al < xl < al,
σl(−xl), xl ≤ −al,

(3.2)

where Tl > 0, l = 1, · · · , 3, denote the thickness of the PML, P (P ≥ 2) is a positive integer and

f1 =

(
1

2
− 1

P

)
x3
l +

xl

P
+

1

2
, f2 = 1− f1, xl =

xl − (al + Tl)

Tl
.

Clearly σl satisfy the property

σl(t) = σl(−t), σl(t) = 0 for |t| ≤ al, σl(t) > 0 for |t| > al.

Moreover, let Ba := (−a1, a1) × (−a2, a2) × (−a3, a3) ⊂ Rd be a rectangle domain. Then the infinite
domain can be truncated onto a bounded domain. As shown in Fig.2, using the box Ba,T := (−a1 −
T1, a1 + T1)× (−a2 − T2, a2 + T2)× (−a3 − T3, a3 + T3), we define the following areas

ΩPHY := Ba, ΩPML := Ba,T \Ba, Ωb
1 := Ba,T ∩ Ω1,

Ωb
2 := Ba,T ∩ Ω2, Γb := Γ ∩Ba,T , Γ+ := ∂Ωb

1\Γb,

Γ− := ∂Ωb
2\Γb, ΓPHY = Γb ∩ ΩPHY, ΓPML = Γb ∩ ΩPML.

3.2 The truncated PML problems
Introducing the complex coordinate map (3.1), a direct calculation yields the stretched gradient, curl,

divergence, and Laplace operators [13,25] as follows:

∇̃v := B−1∇v, ∇̃ × u := J−1Bcurl (Bu), ∇̃ · u := J−1div (JB−1u),

∆̃v := J−1div (A−1∇v), ∇̃ × ∇̃ × u = J−1Bcurl [Acurl (Bu)] ,

where

αl(xl) = 1 + iσl(xl), l = 1, ..., 3,

B = diag {α1, α2, α3} , J = α1α2α3, A = J−1B2.
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: (a) The PML-truncated domain; (b) The vertical view of PML truncation on the bottom
infinite surface.

For the convenience of the subsequent derivation process, we introduce the artificial variables

Ẽj(x) = B(x)Ej(x̃), H̃j(x) = B(x)Hj(x̃).

It is easy to see that Ẽj(x) = Ej(x) in the physical region ΩPHY.
With the help of the above notations, we can obtain the stretched Maxwell’s equations{

curl Ẽsca
j − iωµjA−1H̃sca

j = 0 in Ωb
j ,

curl H̃sca
j + iωϵjA−1Ẽsca

j = 0 in Ωb
j .

(3.3)

On Γb, the original continuity conditions on Γ can be transformed into{
ν × Ẽsca

2 − ν × Ẽsca
1 = f̃ on Γb,

ν × H̃sca
2 − ν × H̃sca

1 = g̃ on Γb,
(3.4)

where the tangential vector fields f̃ and g̃ are given by

f̃ = ν × Ẽsrc
1 |Γb − ν × Ẽsrc

2 |Γb , g̃ = ν × H̃src
1 |Γb − ν × H̃src

2 |Γb ,

with Ẽsrc
j (x) = B(x)Esrc

j (x̃) and H̃src
j (x) = B(x)Hsrc

j (x̃), j = 1, 2.
Inspired by the substantial convergence analysis in [13, 17] which shows that an exponentially decay

truncation error will be induced due to the PML truncation, we assume that{
Ẽsca

1 = H̃sca
1 = 0 on Γ+,

Ẽsca
2 = H̃sca

2 = 0 on Γ−.
(3.5)

3.3 BIEs
Next, we derive the corresponding BIEs for solving the truncated PML problems. To do this, we

define the following PML transformed layer potentials and BIOs

S̃j(φ)(x) = B(x)∇̃x × ∇̃x ×
∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy,x ∈ Ωb
j , (3.6)

D̃j(φ)(x) = B(x)∇̃x ×
∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy,x ∈ Ωb
j , (3.7)

Ñj(φ)(x) = νx × B(x)∇̃x × ∇̃x ×
∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy,x ∈ Γb, (3.8)

K̃j(φ)(x) = νx × B(x)∇̃x ×
∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy,x ∈ Γb, (3.9)
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where Φ̃(kj ,x,y) denotes the PML-transformed free-space fundamental solution that takes the form [24,
26]

Φ̃(kj ,x,y) = Φ(kj , x̃, ỹ) =
exp (ikρ(x̃, ỹ))

4πρ(x̃, ỹ)

with ρ denoting the complex distance function given by

ρ(x̃, ỹ) =

 3∑
j=1

(x̃j − ỹj)
2

1/2

.

Here, the half-power operator z1/2 is chosen to be the branch of
√
z with nonnegative real part for

z ∈ C\ (−∞, 0] such that arg
√
z ∈ (−π

2 ,
π
2 ].

Next, the jump relations associated with PML transformed layer potentials and BIOs and the integral
representation of the solutions to the problem (3.3)-(3.4) will be investigated. Before that, we introduced
some auxiliary results.

Lemma 3.1. For any x, y ∈ Γb, there exists a positive constant L > 0 such that

|(νy, x̃− ỹ)| ≤ L |x− y|2 (3.10)

and

|νx − νy| ≤ L |x− y| . (3.11)

Proof. From [34], we know that there exists a positive constant L1 > 0 such that

|(νy,x− y)| ≤ L1 |x− y|2 , |νx − νy| ≤ L1 |x− y|

for x, y ∈ Γb. Using (3.1), we can obtain that

|(νy, x̃− ỹ)| ≤ (1 + 2S) |(νy,x− y)| ≤ L |x− y|2 .

The proof is complete.

Lemma 3.2. The following equalities hold∫
∂Ωb

1

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(x,y)dsy =

{
−1, x ∈ Ωb

1,

− 1
2 , x ∈ Γb,

where Φ̃0(x,y) denotes the Green’s function of the stretched Laplace equation, i.e.,

∇x · (A−1(x)∇xΦ̃0(x,y)) = −δ(x− y),

with δ being the Dirac function.

Proof. Let

w(x) =

∫
∂Ωb

1

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(x,y)dsy, x ∈ Ωb

1.

Then using Green’s theorem yields

w(x) =

∫
Ωb

1

∇y · (A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(x,y))dy

= −
∫
Ωb

1

δ(x− y)dy = −1, x ∈ Ωb
1.
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For x ∈ Γb, a further application of Gauss’ theorem shows that∫
∂Ωb

1

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(x,y)dsy = lim

r→0+

∫
∂B(x,r)∩Ωb

1

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(x,y)dsy,

where ∂B(x, r) denotes the surface of the sphere B(x, r) of radius r centered at x (without loss
of generality, we assume νx = (0, 0,−1)⊤), and here the unit normal vector have the form νy =
(sin(ϕ) cos(θ), sin(ϕ) sin(θ), cos(ϕ))⊤ for y = x+ r(sin(ϕ) cos(θ), sin(ϕ) sin(θ), cos(ϕ))⊤ ∈ ∂B(x, r). For a
sufficiently small radius r, we can specify ϕ ∈ [0, π

2 ] and θ ∈ [0, 2π] for y ∈ ∂B(x, r) ∩ Ωb
1. By (3.1), we

can obtain that

ỹ1 − x̃1 =

∫ y1

x1

α1(s)ds = α1(x1)r sin(ϕ) cos(θ) +O(r2),

ỹ2 − x̃2 =

∫ y2

x2

α2(s)ds = α2(x2)r sin(ϕ) sin(θ) +O(r2),

ỹ3 − x̃3 =

∫ y3

x3

α3(s)ds = α3(x3)r cos(ϕ) +O(r2).

Then we have

lim
r→0+

∫
∂B(x,r)∩Ωb

1

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(x,y)dsy = − 1

4π
lim

r→0+

∫ 2π

0

∫ π
2

0

dθdϕ

α1(x1)α2(x2)α3(x3)r
3 sin(ϕ) +O(r4)

r3
[
α2
1(x1) sin

2(ϕ) cos2(θ) + α2
2(x2) sin

2(ϕ) sin2(θ) + α2
3(x3) cos2(ϕ)

] 3
2 +O(r4)

= − 1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π
2

0

dθdϕ

α1(x1)α2(x2)α3(x3) sin(ϕ)[
α2
1(x1) sin

2(ϕ) cos2(θ) + α2
2(x2) sin

2(ϕ) sin2(θ) + α2
3(x3) cos2(ϕ)

] 3
2

= − 1

4π

(∫ π
2

0

+

∫ π

π
2

+

∫ 3π
2

π

+

∫ 2π

3π
2

)
d

(
arctan

(
α2(x2)

α1(x1)
tan(θ)

))
= −1

2
.

Hence, ∫
∂Ωb

1

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(x,y)dsy = −1

2
, x ∈ Γb.

The proof is complete.

Lemma 3.3. Let φ ∈ C1(Γb) satisfy φ = 0 on ∂Ωb
1\Γb. Define the potentials

v1(φ)(z) =

∫
Γb

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(z,y)φ(y)dsy,

v2(φ)(z) =

∫
Γb

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃(k, z,y)φ(y)dsy.

The following jump relations hold:

lim
h→0+,z=x−hνx

v1(φ)(z) = v1(φ)(x)−
1

2
φ(x), x ∈ Γb, (3.12)

lim
h→0+,z=x−hνx

v2(φ)(z) = v2(φ)(x)−
1

2
φ(x), x ∈ Γb. (3.13)
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Proof. We first prove the jump relation (3.12). Introduce the notation Dh ={
z ∈ Ωb

1|z = x− hνx,x ∈ Γb, h > 0
}
. By Lemma 3.1 and the inequality

|x− y| ≤ |ρ(x̃, ỹ)| ≤ (1 + 2S) |x− y|, (3.14)

there exists a constant L > 0 such that∣∣∣ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(x,y)

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣ (ν̃y, x̃− ỹ)

4πρ(x̃, ỹ)3

∣∣∣∣ ≤ L

|x− y|
, x,y ∈ Γb, x ̸= y,

where

ν̃y = (α2(y2)α3(y3)ν
1
y , α1(y1)α3(y3)ν

2
y , α1(y1)α2(y2)ν

3
y)

⊤,

i.e., v1(φ)(x),x ∈ Γb has a weakly singular kernel. Therefore, the integral exists for x ∈ Γb as an improper
integral and represents a continuous function on Γb. Define

w(x) =

∫
∂Ωb

1

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(x,y)dsy, x ∈ Ωb

1.

Then v1 can be rewritten as

v1(φ)(z) = φ(x)w(z) + u1(z), x ∈ Γb, z = x− hνx ∈ Dh,

where

u1(z) =

∫
Γb

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(z,y) [φ(y)− φ(x)] dsy.

Therefore, in view of Lemma 3.2, to show (3.12) it suffices to prove that

lim
h→0+,z=x−hνx

u1(z) = u1(x), x ∈ Γb, (3.15)

uniformly on Γb. Let h be sufficiently small which will be specified later, we get

|z̃ − ỹ|2 ≥ 1

2

{
|x̃− ỹ|2 + |z̃ − x̃|2

}
.

Then using (3.10) and (3.14) yields

∣∣∣ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(z,y)

∣∣∣ ≤ C0

{
1

|z − y|
+

|z − x|
[|x− y|2 + |z − x|2]

3
2

}
,

where C0 > 0 is a constant. For sufficiently small r, we can deduce that∫
Γb∩B(x,r)

∣∣∣ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃0(z,y)

∣∣∣ dsy ≤ C0

{∫ r

0

dρ+

∫ ∞

0

ρ|x− z|dρ
(ρ2 + |x− z|2)3/2

}
≤ C1, (3.16)

where C1 > 0 is a constant. In addition, noting that∣∣∣ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇y

[
Φ̃0(z,y)− Φ̃0(x,y)

]∣∣∣ =
1

4π

∣∣∣∣ (ν̃y, z̃ − ỹ)

ρ(z̃ − ỹ)3
− (ν̃y, x̃− ỹ)

ρ(x̃− ỹ)3

∣∣∣∣
≤ C2

h

r3
,
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with C2 > 0 being a constant, we have∫
Γb\B(x,r)

∣∣∣ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇y

[
Φ̃0(z,y)− Φ̃0(x,y)

]∣∣∣ dsy ≤ C3
h

r3
(3.17)

for some constant C3 > 0. Therefore, combining (3.16)-(3.17) implies that

|u1(z)− u1(x)| ≤ C

{
sup

y∈Γb∩B(x,r)

|φ(x)− φ(y)|+ h

r3

}
for some constant C > 0. Given an arbitrary ϵ > 0, we can choose r > 0 such that

sup
y∈Γb∩B(x,r)

|φ(x)− φ(y)| ≤ ϵ

2C

for all x ∈ Γb. Then, taking h = ϵr3

2C , we see that |u1(z)− u1(x)| ≤ ϵ. The proof of (3.15) and hence, the
proof of (3.12) is complete.

It remains to show the jump relation (3.13). For x ∈ Γb, z = x− hνx ∈ Dh, we write

V (φ)(z) := v2(φ)(z)− v1(φ)(z) =

∫
Γb

K(z,y)φ(y)dsy, (3.18)

where

K(z,y) : = ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇y

[
Φ̃(k, z,y)− Φ̃0(z,y)

]
=

(ν̃y, z̃ − ỹ)

4πρ(z̃ − ỹ)3

[
eikρ(z̃−ỹ) − ikρ(z̃ − ỹ)eikρ(z̃−ỹ) − 1

]
,

which satisfies |K(z,y)| ≤ M for a constant M . Analogous to the proof of [22, Theorem 6.15], it can be
deduced that V (φ) is continuous in Dh. Then the proof of (3.13) is complete.

The jump relations associated with PML transformed layer potentials and BIOs are concluded in the
following theorem which takes an analogous form as Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 3.4. Letting φ ∈ C1(Γb)3 be a tangential field satisfying φ = 0 on ∂Ωb
1\Γb, it follows that

∇x × S̃j(φ)(x) = k2jA−1D̃j(φ)(x), x ∈ Ωb
j , (3.19)

∇x × D̃j(φ)(x) = A−1S̃j(φ)(x), x ∈ Ωb
j , (3.20)

and the following jump relations hold:

lim
h→0+

νx × S̃1(φ)(x− hνx) = Ñ1(φ)(x), x ∈ Γb, (3.21)

lim
h→0+

νx × D̃1(φ)(x− hνx) = (K̃1 −
I
2
)φ(x), x ∈ Γb, (3.22)

lim
h→0+

νx × S̃2(φ)(x+ hνx) = Ñ2(φ)(x), x ∈ Γb, (3.23)

lim
h→0+

νx × D̃2(φ)(x+ hνx) = (K̃2 +
I
2
)φ(x), x ∈ Γb. (3.24)

Proof. Noting that curl (Bu) = JB−1∇̃ × u = AB−1∇̃ × u, we have

∇x × S̃j(φ)(x)

= A(x)−1B(x)∇̃x × ∇̃x × ∇̃x ×
∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy

= A(x)−1B(x)∇̃x × (−∆̃x + ∇̃x∇̃x·)
∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy

= k2jA−1D̃j(φ),
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and

∇x × D̃j(φ)(x) = A(x)−1B(x)∇̃x × ∇̃x ×
∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy

= A−1S̃j(φ),

which completes the proof of (3.19) and (3.20).
Next, we show (3.22). The proof of the other three jump relations follows in an analogous manner and

thus is omitted. Let 0 < c1 < b1 < a1, 0 < c2 < b2 < a2 and denote Γ1
loc = {x ∈ Γb : |x1| ≤ c1, |x2| ≤ c2},

Γ2
loc = {x ∈ Γb : |x1| ≤ b1, |x2| ≤ b2} such that νx = (0, 0,−1)⊤ for all x ∈ Γb\Γ1

loc.
For the case x ∈ Γ2

loc and z = x− hνx with sufficiently small h > 0, we define

νx × D̃1(φ)(z) = I1 + I2,

with

I1(z) = νx × B(z)∇̃z ×
∫
ΓPML

Φ̃(k1, z,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy,

I2(z) = νx ×∇z ×
∫
ΓPHY

Φ(k1, z,y)φ(y)dsy,

while noting that B = I and Φ̃(k1,x,y) = Φ(k1,x,y) on ΓPHY. Since the kernel in I1 is non-singular, we
obtain from Theorem 2.2 that

lim
h→0+

νx × D̃1(φ)(z) = (K̃1 −
I
2
)φ(x), x ∈ Γ2

loc. (3.25)

For the case x ∈ Γb\Γ2
loc and z = x− hνx with sufficiently small h > 0, we define

νx × D̃1(φ)(z) = I3(z) + I4(z) + I5(z),

where

I3(z) =

∫
Γb


∂Φ̃(k1,z,y)

∂z̃1
α3(z3)α2(y2)

∂Φ̃(k1,z,y)
∂z̃2

α1(z1)α3(y3)
∂Φ̃(k1,z,y)

∂z̃3
α2(z2)α1(y1)

 (ν⊤
x − ν⊤

y )φ(y)dsy, (3.26)

I4(z) = −
∫
Γb

ν⊤
x A1(z,y)∇zΦ̃(k1, z,y)φ1(y)

ν⊤
x A2(z,y)∇zΦ̃(k1, z,y)φ2(y)

ν⊤
x A3(z,y)∇zΦ̃(k1, z,y)φ3(y)

 dsy, (3.27)

I5(z) :=

∫
Γb

N1(z,y)φ3(y)
N2(z,y)φ1(y)
N3(z,y)φ2(y)

 dsy, (3.28)
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and

A1(z,y) = diag

{
α3(z3)α2(y2)

α1(z1)
,
α3(z3)α1(y1)

α2(z2)
,
α2(z2)α1(y1)

α3(z3)

}
A2(z,y) = diag

{
α3(z3)α2(y2)

α1(z1)
,
α1(z1)α3(y3)

α2(z2)
,
α1(z1)α2(y2)

α3(z3)

}
A3(z,y) = diag

{
α2(z2)α3(y3)

α1(z1)
,
α1(z1)α3(y3)

α2(z2)
,
α2(z2)α1(y1)

α3(z3)

}
N1(z,y) =

∂Φ̃(k1, z,y)

∂z̃1
ν3x(α2(z2)α3(y3)− α3(z3)α2(y2)),

N2(z,y) =
∂Φ̃(k1, z,y)

∂z̃2
ν1x(α3(z3)α1(y1)− α1(z1)α3(y3)),

N3(z,y) =
∂Φ̃(k1, z,y)

∂z̃3
ν2x(α1(z1)α2(y2)− α2(z2)α1(y1)).

Noting that ν = (0, 0,−1)⊤ on Γb\Γ1
loc, it follows from that

I3(z) =

∫
Γ1
loc

∇zΦ(k1, z,y)(ν
⊤
x − ν⊤

y )φ(y)dsy.

whose kernel is smooth and thus, has no jump. Next, we study the term I4(z) and only consider the first
component, i.e.,

I41(z) = −
∫
Γb

ν⊤
x A1(z,y)∇zΦ̃(k1, z,y)φ1(y)dsy,

which, by using the identity ∇̃yΦ̃(k1, z,y) = −∇̃zΦ̃(k1, z,y), can be expressed alternatively as

I41(z) =

∫
Γb

ν⊤
y A−1(y)∇yΦ̃(k1, z,y)φ1(y)dsy + V (φ1)(z),

where

V (φ1)(z) :=

∫
Γb

K(z,y)φ1(y)dsy

=

∫
Γb

α3(z3)α2(y2)ν
1
x − α3(y3)α2(y2)ν

1
y

α3(z3)α1(y1)ν
2
x − α3(y3)α1(y1)ν

2
y

α2(z2)α1(y1)ν
3
x − α1(y1)α2(y2)ν

3
y

⊤

∇̃yΦ̃(k1, z,y)φ1(y)dsy.

It can be derived from (3.11) and the fact |αi(zi)−αi(yi)| ≤ C|zi − yi| with C > 0 being a constant that
|K(z,y)| ≤ M where M > 0 is a constant, which further implies that V (φ1) has no jump. Therefore,
applying (3.13) we get

lim
h→0+,z=x−hνx

I41(z) = I41(x)−
1

2
φ1(x), x ∈ Γb\Γ2

loc. (3.29)

Finally, analogous to the proof of [22, Theorem 6.15], it can be deduced that I5(z) also has no jump.
Then we can conclude the jump relation (3.22) from (3.25) and (3.29). The proof is complete.

Now we can derive the BIE for solving the truncated PML problem (3.3)-(3.4).
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Theorem 3.5. Under the assumption (3.5), the fields within the layers admit the representations

Ẽsca
1 (x) = −D̃1(M̃)(x)− i

ωϵ1
S̃1(J̃)(x), x ∈ Ωb

1, (3.30)

H̃sca
1 (x) =

i

ωµ1
S̃1(M̃)(x)− D̃1(J̃)(x), x ∈ Ωb

1, (3.31)

Ẽsca
2 (x) = D̃2(M̃)(x) +

i

ωϵ2
S̃2(J̃)(x), x ∈ Ωb

2, (3.32)

H̃sca
2 (x) = − i

ωµ2
S̃2(M̃2)(x) + D̃2(J̃)(x), x ∈ Ωb

2, (3.33)

in terms of the current density functions M̃ = ν × Ẽ2|Γb , J̃ = ν × H̃2|Γb , and the BIE

(E+ T̃)(ϕ̃) = F̃ on Γb, (3.34)

results where the vector density functions ϕ̃ and boundary data F̃ are given by

ϕ̃ =

(
M̃

J̃

)
, F̃ =

(
ϵ1f̃
µ1g̃

)
,

and the matrix operator T̃ are defined by

T̃ =

[
ϵ1K̃1 − ϵ2K̃2

i
ω (Ñ1 − Ñ2)

i
ω (Ñ2 − Ñ1) µ1K̃1 − µ2K̃2

]
. (3.35)

Proof. Define the stretched dyadic Green’s function by

G̃(k,x,y) := B(y)G(k1, x̃, ỹ) = B(y)

(
I+

∇̃x∇̃x

k2

)
Φ̃(k, x, y),

It can be seen from [13] that G̃ satisfy the equation

curl y

[
A(y)curl yG̃(kj ,x,y)

]
− k2A−1(y)G̃(kj ,x,y) = δ(x− y)B−1(y)

for y ∈ Ωb
j . Without loss of generality, we consider only (3.30) and (3.31). Then we have for x ∈ Ωb

1,

Ẽsca
1 (x) = B(x)

∫
Ωb

1

δ(x− y)B−1(y)Ẽsca
1 (y)dsy

= −B(x)
∫
∂Ωb

1

[
A(y)curl yG̃(k1,x,y)

]⊤
νy × Ẽsca

1 (y)dsy

−B(x)
∫
∂Ωb

1

G̃⊤(k1,x,y)νy ×
(
A(y)curl yẼsca

1 (y)
)
dsy

= −B(x)
∫
∂Ωb

1

[
∇̃ ×G(k1, x̃, ỹ)

]⊤
B(y)νy × Ẽsca

1 (y)dsy

−B(x)∇̃x × ∇̃x

∫
∂Ωb

1

Φ̃(k1,x,y)B(y)νy ×
(
A(y)curl yẼsca

1 (y)
)
dsy

= −D̃1(M̃)(x)− i

ωϵ1
S̃1(J̃)(x).

According to (3.3), (3.19) and (3.20), we get

H̃sca
1 (x) =

1

iωµ1
A(x)curl xẼsca

1 (x) =
i

ωµ1
S̃1(M̃)(x)− D̃1(J̃)(x), x ∈ Ωb

1.
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Letting x ∈ Γb, utilizing the jump relations (3.21)-(3.24) and applying the continuity conditions (3.4),
the BIE (3.34) results. The proof is complete.

Remark 3.6. Considering the half-space problems mentioned in Remark 2.1, the PML stretching of the
boundary conditions of PEC (2.6) and PMC (2.7) reads

PEC case : ν × Ẽ = 0 on Γb
∗ := ∂U0 ∪ Γb,

PMC case : ν × H̃ = 0 on Γb
∗.

Then the following BIEs for solving the corresponding PML truncated problems

PEC case : (K̃01 +
I
2
)(J̃) = − i

ωµ1
Ñ01(ν × H̃src) on Γb

∗, (3.36)

PMC case : (K̃01 +
I
2
)(M̃) =

i

ωϵ1
Ñ01(ν × Ẽsrc) on Γb

∗, (3.37)

can be obtained where the BIOs K̃01 and Ñ01 are defined by (3.8) and (3.9), respectively with Γb replaced
by Γb

∗.

Remark 3.7. We have to point out here that the wellposedness of the derived BIEs (3.34) and (3.36)-
(3.37), which must relate to the analysis of the truncated PML problem (3.3)-(3.5), still remains open.
Unlike [13], use of the PML boundary condition (3.5) can significantly simplify the derivation and reduce
the numerical evaluation of the BIE for solving the layered-medium scattering problems, however, will
bring additional challenges to show the inf-sup condition. This will be left for future works.

3.4 Regularization of the hyper-singular operators

Note that the integral operators Ñ1, Ñ2, and Ñ01 in (3.34), (3.36) and (3.37) are all hyper-singular.
This section will develop efficient regularized formulations for these hyper-singular operators and the
resulted new expressions only consist of weakly singular integral operators, surface vector curl operator
and surface divergence operator.

Theorem 3.8. Let φ ∈ C1(Γb)3 be a tangential field satisfying φ = 0 on ∂Γb. The hyper-singular
operators Ñj , j = 1, 2 can be expressed alternatively as

Ñj(φ)(x) = k2jνx × B(x)
∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy

+
−−→
curl Γ

∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)div Γφ(y)dsy,

where
−−→
curl Γ and div Γ denote the surface vector curl operator and surface divergence operator, respectively,

which are defined for a scalar function u and a vector function v by the following equalities

−−→
curl Γu = ν ×∇Γu, div Γv = div v − ν · ∂νv,

with the surface gradient ∇Γu = ∇u− ν∂νu. Analogous result holds for Ñ01.
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Proof. The identity ∇̃ × ∇̃× = −∆̃ + ∇̃∇̃· implies that

Ñj(φ)(x) = νx × B(x)
(
−∆̃x + ∇̃x∇̃x·

)∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy

= k2jνx × B(x)
∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy

−νx × B(x)∇̃x

∫
Γb

∇yΦ̃(kj ,x,y) ·φ(y)dsy

= k2jνx × B(x)
∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy

+
−−→
curl Γ

∫
Γb

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)div Γφ(y)dsy

in view of assumption on φ and the integration-by-part formula∫
Γ

∇Γu · vds = −
∫
Γ

udiv Γvds

for a scaler field u and a vector field v. This completes the proof.

Remark 3.9. Considering the BIEs (3.36) and (3.37), the hyper-singular terms we need to deal with are
Ñ01(ν × Ẽsrc) and Ñ01(ν × H̃src).

• For the case of a plane incident wave, it is known that ν × Esrc = 0 and ν ×Hsrc = 0 on Π and
thus, ν × Ẽsrc = 0 and ν × H̃src = 0 on Γb ∩Π. Hence, the assumption in Lemma 3.8 is valid and
therefore, the regularized formulations for Ñ01(ν × Ẽsrc) and Ñ01(ν × H̃src) holds exactly.

• For the case of a point source, note that (Esrc,Hsrc) = (−Einc,−H inc) is an outgoing wave which
decays exponentially in the PML region as the thickness of the PML increases. Thus, the regularized
formulations shown in Lemma 3.8 can provide highly accurate approximations to Ñ01(ν× Ẽsrc) and
Ñ01(ν × H̃src).

For the terms (Ñ1−Ñ2)(g̃) and (Ñ2−Ñ1)(f̃) in (3.34), the regularized formulations shown in Lemma 3.8
can be utilized in numerical implementation. But alternatively, noting that the kernel of Ñ1 − Ñ2 is
weakly-singular, the terms (Ñ1 − Ñ2)(g̃) and (Ñ2 − Ñ1)(f̃) can be evaluated directly without use of the
regularization.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Geometry description of a planar layered medium (a) and a locally perturbed multi-layered
medium (b) for the case N = 3.
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4 Multi-layered medium problems
In this section, we discuss the application of the PML-BIE approach to the problem of Maxwell’s

equations in a multi-layered medium which contains N (N > 2) layers Ωj , j = 1, ..., N , with the interfaces
Γj , j = 1, ..., N − 1, see Fig. 3(b). Each layer Ωj is occupied by a homogeneous material characterized
by the dielectric permittivity ϵj and the magnetic permeability µj . For reference, the planar layered
medium case is shown in Fig. 3(a). Then the problem of Maxwell’s equations reads: find the scattered
fields (Esca

j ,Hsca
j ), j = 1, · · · , N satisfying{

curlEsca
j − iωµjH

sca
j = 0 in Ωj ,

curlHsca
j + iωϵjE

sca
j = 0 in Ωj ,

j = 1, · · · , N, (4.1)

and the transmission conditions{
ν ×Esca

j+1 − ν ×Esca
j = fj on Γj ,

ν ×Hsca
j+1 − ν ×Hsca

j = gj on Γj ,
j = 1, · · · , N − 1, (4.2)

with the tangential vector fields fj and gj being given by

fj = ν ×Esrc
j |Γj

− ν ×Esrc
j+1|Γj

, gj = ν ×Hsrc
j |Γj

− ν ×Hsrc
j+1|Γj

.

Here, analogous to (2.4) and (2.5), (Esrc
j ,Hsrc

j ) denote the auxiliary source, where (Ere
j ,Hre

j ) represents
the reflected field resulting from the scattering of the plane wave (Einc,H inc) by the planar layered
medium shown in Fig. 3(a).

Relying on the complex coordinate stretching in Section 3.1, we can obtain the PML truncated problem
as follows: 

curl Ẽsca
j − iωµjA−1H̃sca

j = 0 in Ωb
j , j = 1, ..., N,

curl H̃sca
j + iωϵjA−1Ẽsca

j = 0 in Ωb
j , j = 1, ..., N,

ν × Ẽsca
j+1 − ν × Ẽsca

j = f̃j on Γb
j , j = 1, ..., N − 1,

ν × H̃sca
j+1 − ν × H̃sca

j = g̃j on Γb
j , j = 1, ..., N − 1,

(4.3)

where Ωb
j and Γb

j denote the truncated domains and interfaces, respectively, and the tangential vector
fields f̃j and g̃j are given by

f̃j = ν × Ẽsrc
j |Γj

− ν × Ẽsrc
j+1|Γj

, g̃j = ν × H̃src
j |Γj

− ν × H̃src
j+1|Γj

.

Introducing the following layer potentials and BIOs

S̃i
j(φ)(x) = B(x)∇̃x × ∇̃x ×

∫
Γb
i

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy, x ∈ Ωb
j ,

D̃i
j(φ)(x) = B(x)∇̃x ×

∫
Γb
i

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy, x ∈ Ωb
j ,

Ñ l,i
j (φ)(x) = νx × B(x)∇̃x × ∇̃x ×

∫
Γb
i

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy, x ∈ Γb
l ,

K̃l,i
j (φ)(x) = νx × B(x)∇̃x ×

∫
Γb
i

Φ̃(kj ,x,y)B(y)φ(y)dsy, x ∈ Γb
l ,

and assuming the vanishing of the electromagnetic fields (Ẽsca
j , H̃sca

j ) on the outer boundary of the PML
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region, the fields within the layers can be expressed in the form

Ẽsca
1 = −D̃1

1(M̃1)−
i

ωϵ1
S̃1
1(J̃1), H̃sca

1 =
i

ωµ1
S̃1
1(M̃1)− D̃1

1(J̃1) in Ωb
1,

Ẽsca
j = −D̃j

j (M̃j)−
i

ωϵj
S̃j
j (J̃j) + D̃j−1

j (M̃j−1) +
i

ωϵj
S̃j−1
j (J̃j−1) in Ωb

j ,

H̃sca
j =

i

ωµj
S̃j
j (M̃j)− D̃j

j (J̃j)−
i

ωµj
S̃j−1
j (M̃j−1) + D̃j−1

j (J̃j−1) in Ωb
j ,

Ẽsca
N = D̃N−1

N (M̃N−1) +
i

ωϵN
S̃N−1
N (J̃N−1) in Ωb

N ,

H̃sca
N = − i

ωµN
S̃N−1
N (M̃N−1) + D̃N−1

N (J̃N−1) in Ωb
N .

for j = 2, · · · , N − 1 in terms of the currents density functions

M̃j = ν × Ẽsca
j+1|Γj , J̃j = ν × H̃sca

j+1|Γj
, j = 1, ..., N − 1.

Utilizing the jump relations shown in Lemma 3.4, we are led to the following BIEs

E1(ϕ̃1) + T̃1(ϕ̃1) + R̃1(ϕ̃2) = F̃1 on Γb
1, (4.4)

Ej(ϕ̃j) + L̃j(ϕ̃j−1) + T̃j(ϕ̃j) + R̃j(ϕ̃j+1) = F̃jon Γb
j , j = 2, ..., N − 2, (4.5)

EN−1(ϕ̃N−1) + L̃N−1(ϕ̃N−2) + T̃N−1(ϕ̃N−1) = F̃N−1 on Γb
N−1, (4.6)

where

Ej =

[ ϵj+ϵj+1

2 0

0
µj+µj+1

2

]
, Tj =

[
ϵjK̃

j,j
j − ϵj+1K̃

j,j
j+1

i
ω (Ñ

j,j
j − Ñ j,j

j+1)
i
ω (Ñ

j,j
j+1 − Ñ j,j

j ) µjK̃
j,j
j − µj+1K̃

j,j
j+1

]
,

Rj =

[
ϵj+1K̃

j,j+1
j+1

i
ω Ñ

j,j+1
j+1

− i
ω Ñ

j,j+1
j+1 µj+1K̃

j,j+1
j+1

]
, Lj =

[
−ϵjK̃

j,j−1
j − i

ω Ñ
j,j−1
j

i
ω Ñ

j,j−1
j −µjK̃

j,j−1
j

]
.

and

ϕ̃j =

(
M̃j

J̃j

)
, F̃j =

(
ϵj(ν × Ẽsrc

j − ν × Ẽsrc
j+1)|Γj

µj(ν × H̃src
j − ν × H̃src

j+1)|Γj

)
.

5 Numerical experiments

5.1 Implementation strategy
Making use of the regularization formulations presented in Section 3.4, it follows that the numerical

evaluation of all the BIOs in (3.34), (3.36)-(3.37) and (4.4)-(4.6) can be degenerated into the discretization
of weakly-singular integrals as well as the surface differential operators

−−→
curl Γ and div Γ. In this work,

the Chebyshev-based rectangular-polar solver proposed in [5, 8] will be utilized and we refer to [26] for
the discretization of of the PML-transformed weakly-singular integrals and the operator

−−→
curl Γ. Here, we

only supplement the evaluation of the surface divergence operator div Γ.
In terms of a non-overlapping parameterized (logically-rectangular) partition

Γ =

M⋃
q=1

Γq, Γq =
{
xq(u, v) = (xq

1(u, v), x
q
2(u, v), x

q
3(u, v))

⊤ : [−1, 1]
2 → R3

}
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of the surface Γb, each tangential field φ on Γq admits a representation

φ(xq) = φ1(x
q)
∂xq

∂u
+ φ2(x

q)
∂xq

∂v
, xq ∈ Γq.

which further implies that

(div Γφ)(x
q) =

1

|G|

{
∂

∂u
(
√

|G|φ1) +
∂

∂v
(
√
|G|φ2)

}
, (5.1)

where |G| denotes the determinant of the metric tensor G given by

G(xq) =

(
∂xq

∂u · ∂xq

∂u
∂xq

∂u · ∂xq

∂v
∂xq

∂v · ∂xq

∂u
∂xq

∂v · ∂xq

∂v

)
, xq ∈ Γq.

Given a fixed integer Np > 0 and the discretization points xq
ij = xq(ui, vj) with

ui = cos

(
2i+ 1

2Np
π

)
, vj = cos

(
2j + 1

2Np
π

)
, i, j = 0, ..., Np − 1.

the density function φ can be approximated on Γq by the Chebyshev expansion

φ(x) ≈
Np−1∑
i,j=0

(φ1)
q
ijaij(u, v)

∂xq

∂u
+

Np−1∑
i,j=0

(φ2)
q
ijaij(u, v)

∂xq

∂v
, x ∈ Γq,

where

aij(u, v) =
1

N2
p

Np−1∑
m,n=0

αnαmTn(ui)Tm(vj)Tn(u)Tm(v), αn =

{
1, n = 0,

2, n ̸= 0,

and (φ1)
q
ij = φ1(x

q
ij), (φ2)

q
ij = φ2(x

q
ij). Hence, the term div Γφ at each discretization point xq

ij can be
approximated through

(div Γφ)(x
q
ij) =

Np−1∑
n,m=0

(B1)
q
ij,nm(φ1)

q
n,m +

Np−1∑
n,m=0

(B2)
q
ij,nm(φ2)

q
n,m,

where

(B1)
q
ij,nm

=
1

|G|

(∣∣∣∣∂xq

∂v

∣∣∣∣2 ∂xq

∂u
· ∂

2xq

∂u2
+

∣∣∣∣∂xq

∂u

∣∣∣∣2 ∂xq

∂v
· ∂

2xq

∂u∂v

)
anm

∣∣∣
u=ui,v=vj

+

[
∂an,m
∂u

− 1

|G|
∂xq

∂u
· ∂x

q

∂v

(
∂xq

∂v
· ∂

2xq

∂u2
+

∂xq

∂u
· ∂

2xq

∂u∂v

)
an,m

] ∣∣∣
u=ui,v=vj

,

(B2)
q
ij,nm

=
1

|G|

(∣∣∣∣∂xq

∂v

∣∣∣∣2 ∂xq

∂u
· ∂

2xq

∂u∂v
+

∣∣∣∣∂xq

∂u

∣∣∣∣2 ∂xq

∂v
· ∂

2xq

∂v2

)
anm

∣∣∣
u=ui,v=vj

+

[
∂an,m
∂v

− 1

|G|
∂xq

∂u
· ∂x

q

∂v

(
∂xq

∂v
· ∂

2xq

∂u∂v
+

∂xq

∂u
· ∂

2xq

∂v2

)
an,m

] ∣∣∣
u=ui,v=vj

.
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5.2 Numerical examples
This section will present several numerical examples to demonstrate the efficiency and accuracy of the

proposed PML-BIE method for solving the layered-medium electromagnetic scattering problems. The
resulted linear system is solved by means of the fully complex version of the iterative solver GMRES with
residual tolerance ϵr = 10−8. All the numerical results presented in this paper were obtained by means
of Fortran implementations, parallelized using OpenMP. The relative maximum error is defined by

ϵ∞ :=
maxx∈Γtest |Enum(x)−Eref (x)|

maxx∈Γtest |Eref (x)| , (5.2)

where Eref denotes the exact solutions, when available, or numerical solution based on a sufficiently fine
discretization, and where Γtest is a suitably selected square plane away from the interfaces. In all cases,
unless otherwise specified, the parameters for PML are set to be P = 6, S = 6 and Ti = 2λ, i = 1, 2,
where λ = 2π/k1 denotes the wavelength.

(a) log(
∣∣∣J̃ ∣∣∣) (b) log(|J |)

(c) log(
∣∣∣M̃ ∣∣∣) (d) log(|M |)

Figure 4: Example 1. Absolute values of the numerical solution to the BIEs (3.36)-(3.37) on Γb
∗ as well

as the exact values. (a)(b): PEC problem; (c)(d): PMC problem.

(a) PEC problem (b) PMC problem

Figure 5: Example 1. Numerical errors ϵ∞ for the PEC and PMC problems of scattering by a spherical
obstacle on the half-space.
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(a) PEC problem (b) PMC problem

Figure 6: Example 1. Numerical errors ϵ∞ with respect to Ti

λ .

Example 1. We consider the problem of scattering by a spherical obstacle within a half space. We
set ai = 2, i = 1, 2. The exact solutions (Eexa,Hexa) are given by

Eexa(x) = ∇x ×∇x ×

Φ(k1,x, z)
0
0

 , Hexa(x) =
i

ωϵ1
∇x ×Eexa(x)

with z = (0, 0, 2)⊤ located inside the obstacle. Fig. 4 displays the numerical solutions of the BIEs (3.36)-
(3.37) on Γb

∗ with ϵ1 = 1, µ1 = 1 and ω = π. It can be seen that the numerical solutions match perfectly
with the exact solutions on Γb

∗∩ Ba, and decay quickly on Γb
∗∩Ba,T . The relative errors ϵ∞ with respect

to different Np are depicted in Fig. 5, which clearly demonstrates the high accuracy and fast convergence
of the PML-BIE solver. Letting ω = 2π, Fig. 6 presents the relative errors with respect to Ti

λ which
shows that setting the PML thickness to be twice wavelength is sufficient to obtain high accuracy.

(a) Re (Ej,x1
) (b) Re (Ej,x2

) (c) Re (Ej,x3
)

(d) Re (Ej,x1) (e) Re (Ej,x2) (f) Re (Ej,x3)

Figure 7: Example 2. Real parts of the three components of the total electric fields in a two-layered
structure resulting from the PML-BIE solver (a,b,c) and the software Feko 2019 (d,e,f).

Example 2. In this example, we verify the efficiency of the proposed method for solving the multi-
layered medium scattering problems. We first consider a two-layered medium problem with the interface
x3 = 0 and a dipole source (2.2) located at (0.1,−0.2, 1.5)⊤ with p = (12 ,

1
2 ,

1√
2
). We choose ϵ1 = 1,

ϵ2 = 4, µ1 = 1, µ2 = 1 and ω = 2π. Fig. 7 presents the real parts of the total electric fields at x2 = 1.2
produced by the PML-BIE method, which are consistent with the fields resulting from the software
Feko 2019. Next, we consider a three-layered structure which consists of two interfaces at x3 = 0 and
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(a) Re (Ej,x1
) (b) Re (Ej,x2

) (c) Re (Ej,x3
)

(d) Re (Ej,x1
) (e) Re (Ej,x2

) (f) Re (Ej,x3
)

Figure 8: Example 2. Real parts of the three components of the total electric fields in a three-layered
structure resulting from the PML-BIE solver (a,b,c) and the software Feko 2019 (d,e,f).

(a) Two-layered medium (b) Three-layered medium

Figure 9: Example 2. Numerical errors ϵ∞ for the two- and three-layered medium problems with respect
to Np.

x = −1 and the dipole source is placed at (0.1,−0.2, 0.5)⊤ with p = ( 12 ,
1
2 ,

1√
2
). We set ϵ1 = 1, ϵ2 = 4,

ϵ3 = 1.1, µ1 = 1, µ2 = 1, µ3 = 1 and ω = 2π. The total electric fields at x2 = 1 resulting from the
PML-BIE method and the software Feko 2019 are presented in Fig. 8 which demonstrate the efficiency
of the proposed method. The relative errors for different values Np are depicted in Fig. 9 which clearly
demonstrate high accuracy and rapid convergence of the proposed approach.

Example 3. Now we consider the problems of electromagnetic scattering by "locally-rough surfaces"
in both two- and three-layered medium. We first study a two-layered medium problem where the local
perturbation is characterized by x3 = 0.25(cos(x2

1π) + 1)(cos(x2
2π) + 1), x1, x2 ∈ [−1, 1] and the medium

parameters are selected to be ϵ1 = 1, ϵ2 = 2, µ1 = 1, µ2 = 2 and ω = 2π. As shown in Fig. 10, the
solution of BIEs (3.34) resulting from the PML-BIE method decay rapidly on the PML interface ΓPML,
which clearly illustrates the effectiveness of the proposed method. Values of the three components of
the total electric fields at x1 = 0 are depicted in Fig. 11. Next, we consider the problem of scattering
of a plane wave by local perturbed surfaces in a three-layered medium with ϵ1 = 2, ϵ2 = 3, ϵ3 = 4,
µ1 = 2, µ2 = 3, µ3 = 4 and ω = π. The perturbed interfaces coincide with the graph of the functions
x3 = 0.25(cos(x2

1π) + 1)(cos(x2
2π) + 1), x1, x2 ∈ [−1, 1] and x3 = −0.25(cos(x2

1π) + 1)(cos(x2
2π) + 1)− 2,

x1, x2 ∈ [−1, 1]. The solution of the BIEs (4.4)-(4.6) resulting from the PML-BIE method are displayed
in the Fig. 12 which decay rapidly on the PML interface. Finally, Fig. 13 presents the first component of
Ej and Hj , j = 1, 2, 3 at x1 = 0.
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(a) log(|M̃ |) (b) log(|J̃ |)

Figure 10: Example 3. Absolute values of the numerical solutions to the BIE (3.34) on Γb.

(a) Re (Ej,x1
) (b) Re (Ej,x2

) (c) Re (Ej,x3
)

(d) Im (Ej,x1
) (e) Im (Ej,x2

) (f) Im (Ej,x3
)

Figure 11: Example 3. Real and imaginary parts of the three components of the total electric fields at
x1 = 0 for the two-layered medium problem.
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Appendix.
This appendix is arranged to present the expression of the fields (Esrc

j ,Hsrc
j ) for the case of plane

wave incidence. Consider the scattering problem of a plane electromagnetic wave (2.1) by a planar
layered medium with N ≥ 2. The specific derivations are based on the waves-tracing arguments, see
for example [4, 14]. In detail, introducing the propagation constants kj,x3

=
√
k2j − k21,x2

, j = 2, ..., N

with the complex square root defined such that Im kj,x3
≥ 0, we can write the x1−component of the
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(a) log(|M̃ |) (b) log(|J̃ |)

Figure 12: Example 3. Absolute values of the numerical solutions to the BIEs (4.4)-(4.6) on Γb
j , j = 1, 2.

(a) Re (Ej,x1) (b) Re (Hj,x1)

(c) Im (Ej,x1
) (d) Im (Hj,x1

)

Figure 13: Example 3. Real and imaginary parts of the first component of the total electromagnetic fields
at x1 = 0.

planar-medium solution [10] in Ωj , j = 1, ..., N , as

Esrc
j,x1

(x) = E0e
ik1,x2

x2

{
e−ik1,x3

x3 + R̃TE
12 eik1,x3

(x3+2d1), j = 1,

ATE
j

[
e−ikj,x3

x3 + R̃TE
j,j+1e

ikj,x3
(x3+2dj)

]
, 2 ≤ j ≤ N,

Hsrc
j,x1

(x) = H0e
ik1,x2

x2

{
e−ik1,x3x3 + R̃TM

12 eik1,x3 (x3+2d1), j = 1,

ATM
j

[
e−ikj,x3x3 + R̃TM

j,j+1e
ikj,x3 (x3+2dj)

]
, 2 ≤ j ≤ N,

relying on the amplitudes

E0 = −px3
k1,x2

− px2
k1,x3

, H0 =
k21
ωµ1

px2
,

the amplitudes ATE
j , ATM

j and generalized reflection coefficients R̃TE
j,j+1 and R̃TM

j,j+1. The amplitudes and
the generalized reflection coefficients admit the following recursive relations

ATE
j =

1, j = 1,
TTE
j−1,jA

TE
j−1,je

i(kj−1,x3
−kj,x3

)dj−1

1−RTE
j,j−1R̃

TE
j,j+1e

2ikj,x3
(dj−dj−1) , j = 2, ..., N,

,

ATM
j =

1, j = 1,
TTM
j−1,jA

TM
j−1,je

i(kj−1,x3
−kj,x3

)dj−1

1−RTM
j,j−1R̃

TM
j,j+1e

2ikj,x3
(dj−dj−1) , j = 2, ..., N,
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and

R̃TE
j−1,j =

0, j = N + 1,

RTE
j−1,j +

TTE
j,j−1R̃

TE
j,j+1T

TE
j−1,je

2ikj,x3
(dj−dj−1)

1−RTE
j,j−1R̃

TE
j,j+1e

2ikj,x3
(dj−dj−1) , j = 2, ..., N,

,

R̃TM
j−1,j =

0, j = N + 1,

RTM
j−1,j +

TTM
j,j−1R̃

TM
j,j+1T

TM
j−1,je

2ikj,x3
(dj−dj−1)

1−RTM
j,j−1R̃

TM
j,j+1e

2ikj,x3
(dj−dj−1) , j = 2, ..., N,

with the reflection coefficients

RTE
j,j+1 =

µj+1kj,x3
− µjkj+1,x3

µj+1kj,x3 + µjkj+1,x3

, RTM
j,j+1 =

ϵj+1kj,x3
− ϵjkj+1,x3

ϵj+1kj,x3 + ϵjkj+1,x3

and the transmission coefficients

TTE
j,j+1 =

2µj+1kj,x3

µj+1kj,x3
+ µjkj+1,x3

, TTM
j,j+1 =

2ϵj+1kj,x3

ϵj+1kj,x3
+ ϵjkj+1,x3

.

Then we can obtain the other two components of the Esrc
j and Hsrc

j , j = 1, ..., N given by [2]

Esrc
j,x2

=
i

ωϵj

∂Hsrc
j,x1

∂x3
, Esrc

j,x3
= − i

ωϵj

∂Hsrc
j,x2

∂x1
,

Hsrc
j,x2

= − i

ωµj

∂Esrc
j,x1

∂x3
, Esrc

j,x3
=

i

ωµj

∂Esrc
j,x1

∂x2
.
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