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Abstract. This paper is concerned with the inverse elastic scattering problem to determine the
shape and location of an elastic cavity. By establishing a one-to-one correspondence between the
Herglotz wave function and its kernel, we introduce the far-field operator which is crucial in the factor-
ization method. We present a theoretical factorization of the far-field operator and rigorously prove
the properties of its associated operators involved in the factorization. Unlike the Dirichlet problem
where the boundary integral operator of the single-layer potential involved in the factorization of the
far-field operator is weakly singular, the boundary integral operator of the conormal derivative of the
double-layer potential involved in the factorization of the far-field operator with Neumann boundary
conditions is hypersingular, which forces us to prove that this operator is isomorphic using Fred-
holm’s theorem. Meanwhile, we present theoretical analyses of the factorization method for various
illumination and measurement cases, including compression-wave illumination and compression-wave
measurement, shear-wave illumination and shear-wave measurement, and full-wave illumination and
full-wave measurement. In addition, we also consider the limited aperture problem and provide a
rigorous theoretical analysis of the factorization method in this case. Numerous numerical experi-
ments are carried out to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed method, and to analyze the
influence of various factors, such as polarization direction, frequency, wavenumber, and multi-scale
scatterers on the reconstructed results.

1. introduction

The inverse elastic scattering problems have attracted a lot of attention from scientists and engi-
neers due to their diverse applications in many scientific areas [3, 32]. For example, in geophysical
exploration, one often detects the existence of faults, ore, or other geological features by analyzing
the scattering and propagation of elastic waves through the geological landscape, which can be used
for resource exploration and natural disaster hazard assessment. Another example is that in medical
imaging, one can utilize the scattering of elastic waves to construct images of internal organs of the
human body for diagnosis and monitoring of diseases. In contrast to acoustic and electromagnetic
waves [11, 37, 42], elastic waves exhibit greater physical complexity due to the coupling of longi-
tudinal and transverse wave. Therefore, it presents considerable mathematical and computational
challenges for solving inverse elastic scattering problems.

There have been extensive results in theoretical analyses and numerical methods for inverse elastic
scattering problems of impenetrable elastic obstacles in the past decades. In theory, uniqueness
results using infinitely many incident plane waves have been established in [22, 23] with full-phase
data and in [10] by the reference ball technique with phaseless data. However, for the general shape
of the elastic obstacles, the uniqueness result using one single incident wave is still a challenging open
problem, although some researchers [16,17,23,41] gave uniqueness analysis under certain geometric
assumptions. In numerics, the existing methods can be broadly classified into two categories: the
quantitative method and the qualitative method. The formers includes the domain derivatives
method [40], the continuation method [47], and the iterative method [15,18]. The latter mainly refers
to the sampling method and its variants, such as the linear sampling method [1], the factorization
method [16, 23], and the direct sampling method [26]. These methods have also been applied to a
variety of inverse elastic scattering problems in waveguides [5,8], crack [33], and periodic structures
[25].
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Reconstructing algorithms is an important research topic in the field of inverse problems. To tackle
the challenges caused by the nonlinearity and ill-posedness of the inverse scattering problem, the
iterative method is a suitable approach to approximate the target. However, the iterative method
exhibits local convergence and requires a priori information about the geometry and boundary
condition of the problem; see [9, 39]. Most importantly, the iterative method generally requires the
solution of forward scattering problems [27–30] at each iteration step, which affects the computational
efficiency. To avoid solving a series of forward problems, numerous non-iterative reconstruction
techniques have been introduced, among which sampling methods are of great importance. Roughly
speaking, sampling methods are based on choosing an appropriate indicator function to decide
whether a point or line lies inside or outside the scatterer. This makes it easy to implement and
relatively independent of the geometry and physical properties of the scatterer. Such advantages
make it an efficient numerical method for determining the approximate location of an unknown
scatterer. Subsequently, it can serve as a good initial guess in an iterative process for achieving a
more accurate reconstruction of the scatterer; see [49].

Among various sampling methods, the factorization method, originally proposed by Kirsch [34]
for inverse acoustic scattering problem, continues to be extensively studied. Compared with the
linear sampling method [12], the factorization method better portrays the characteristics of points
or lines inside or outside the scatterer in the numerical computation, and provides sufficient and
necessary computation criterion for mathematical analysis [35]. Thus, the factorization method
offers an approach to establish the uniqueness of inverse scattering problem. According to current
literature, Alves and Kress [4] were the first to establish the theoretical foundations of this method for
the three-dimensional elastic scattering problem, and Arens [1] extended these theoretical results to
two-dimensional rigid elastic scatterers and gave numerical calculations. After that, the factorization
method has been systematically investigated for a wide range of possible elastic scatterer cases:
obstacles [16, 23], penetrable bodies [13], cracks [19], periodic structures [25], or their combinations
[31,46].

In the present paper, we consider an inverse elastic scattering problem to determine the shape
and location of a cavity, which satisfies the Neumann boundary condition. Such a problem has
been investigated mathematically in [20] for uniqueness and numerically for shape reconstruction
in [18,48] using the iterative method and in [26] using the direct sampling method. In current paper,
the factorization method is considered to solve this problem. We present a theoretical factorization
of the far-field operator of an elastic cavity and rigorously prove the properties of the associated
operator involved in the factorization. Unlike the Dirichlet problem, the boundary integral operator
of the conormal derivative of the double-layer potential involved in the far-field factorization of the
cavity is hypersingular, so this operator is not compact. The method used for the Dirichlet problem
no longer holds. In order to deal with this issue, we use the Fredholm theorem to prove that this
operator is isomorphic. Furthermore, we establish the theoretical foundations of the factorization
method for a variety of illumination and measurement cases, in particular the limited aperture case.
In addition, we give a possible reason why our analytical method does not extend directly to the
impedance boundary condition case.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we mathematically formulate the model of
the inverse elastic scattering problem for a cavity and define our notations used throughout this
paper. In Section 3, the factorization form of the far field operator is derived and properties of the
involved operators are presented. Section 4 is devoted to establishing the theoretical justification
of the factorization method. Numerical examples are presented to illustrate the feasibility and
effectiveness of our method in Section 5. Eventually, the paper is concluded with some general
remarks and directions for future research in Section 6.

2. Model Formulation

Consider the elastic scattering by an impenetrable cavity D with the Lipschitz boundary ∂D.
The exterior domain R2 \D is filled with a homogeneous and isotropic elastic medium with Lamé
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constants λ and µ satisfying µ > 0 and λ + µ > 0. Denote by ν the unit outward normal vector
to ∂D and by τ the unit tangential vector to ∂D. Then incident field ui is either generated by a
compressional plane wave

ui(x,d; p) = deikpx·d,

or a shear plane wave

ui(x,d; s) = d⊥eiksx·d,

where d = (cos θ, sin θ)⊤, d⊥ = (− sin θ, cos θ)⊤, θ ∈ [0, 2π] is the incident angle, and

kp =
ω√

λ+ 2µ
, ks =

ω
√
µ
,

are the compressional wavenumber and the shear wavenumber, respectively. We introduce notations
used throughout the paper. For a vector x ∈ R2, we introduce two unit vector x̂ = x/|x| and x⊥

obtained by rotating x̂ anticlockwise by π/2. We abbreviate µ∆u+(λ+µ) grad divu by ∆∗u. The

differential operator grad⊥ and div⊥ defined by

grad⊥ u :=

[
− ∂u

∂x2
,
∂u

∂x1

]⊤
, div⊥ u :=

∂u2
∂x1

− ∂u1
∂x2

.

Denote by us the scattered field and by u = ui + us the total field. Then the elastic scattering
problem for cavity is to find the solution us to the Navier equation

µ∆us + (λ+ µ) grad divus + ω2us = 0, in R2 \D, (2.1)

which satisfies the Neumann boundary condition

Tνu
s = −Tνui, on ∂D, (2.2)

where ω > 0 is the circular frequency, and the traction (conormal derivative) Tν on ∂D is given by

Tνv := 2µ
∂v

∂ν
+ λν div v − µν⊥ div⊥ v.

In addition, to ensure uniqueness, the scattered field us is required to satisfy the Kupradze radiation
condition

lim
r→∞

√
r

(
∂us

p

∂r
− ikpu

s
p

)
= 0, lim

r→∞

√
r

(
∂us

s

∂r
− iksu

s
s

)
= 0, r = |x|,

uniformly in all directions. Here, the compressional wave us
p and the shear wave us

s of u
s are defined

by

us
p := − 1

k2p
grad divus, us

s = − 1

k2s
grad⊥ div⊥ us.

The well-posedness of the forward scattering problem (2.1)-(2.2) can be found in [3, 6, 36].
The fundamental solution to the Navier equation is given by

Γ(x,y) :=
i

4µ
H

(1)
0 (ks|x− y|) I+ i

4ω2
gradx grad⊤x

[
H

(1)
0 (ks|x− y|)−H

(1)
0 (kp|x− y|)

]
, (2.3)

where H
(1)
0 is the Hankel function of the first kind of order zero and I ∈ R2×2 is the identity matrix.

Since the medium is homogeneous, one have Γ(x,y) is symmetric and

Γ(y,x) = Γ(x,y), x ̸= y.

The function Γ can also be decomposed into the compressional part Γp and shear part Γs, i,e,
Γ = Γp + Γs. Moreover, Γ satisfies the Kupradze radiation condition. Thus, Γ has an asymptotic
behaviour of the from

Γ(x,y) =
eikp|x|√

|x|
Γ∞
p (x̂,y) +

eiks|x|√
|x|

Γ∞
s (x̂,y) + O

(
|x|−3/2

)
, |x| → ∞, (2.4)
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uniformly in all directions x̂ ∈ S where the functions Γ∞
p and Γ∞

s are known as the compressional
part and the shear part of the far field patterns of Γ, respectively. Here,

Γ∞
p (x̂,y) =

1

λ+ 2µ

eiπ/4√
8πkp

e−ikpx̂·yx̂⊗ x̂, Γ∞
s (x̂,y) =

1

µ

eiπ/4√
8πks

e−iksx̂·yx̂⊥ ⊗ x̂⊥. (2.5)

where ’⊗’ denotes the tensor of two vectors.
Using the Betti’s formula, the integral representation of the radiating solution us to Navier equa-

tion can be derived as

us(x) =

∫
∂D

{[
Tν(y)Γ(x,y)

]⊤
us(y)− Γ(x,y)Tν(y)u

s(y)
}
ds(y), x ∈ R2\D, (2.6)

where TνΓ = (TνΓ1,TνΓ2) with Γj being the jth column of Γ. It follows from (2.5) and (2.6) that
us has an asymptotic behaviour of the form

us(x) =
eikp|x|√

|x|
u∞
p (x̂) +

eiks|x|√
|x|
u∞
s (x̂) +O

(
|x|−3/2

)
, |x| → ∞, (2.7)

uniformly in all directions x̂. The fields u∞
p (x̂) and u∞

s (x̂) are known as the compressional part and
the shear part of far field pattern u∞, respectively, and are given by

u∞
p (x̂) =

1

λ+ 2µ

eiπ/4√
8πkp

∫
∂D

{[
Tν(y)

(
x̂x̂⊤e−ikpx̂·y

)]⊤
us(y)− x̂x̂⊤e−ikpx̂·yTν(y)u

s(y)

}
ds(y),

=
1

λ+ 2µ

eiπ/4√
8πkp

∫
∂D

{
Tν(y)

(
e−ikpx̂·yx̂

)
· us(y)− x̂ · Tν(y)us(y)e−ikpx̂·y

}
x̂ ds(y)

(2.8)
and

u∞
s (x̂) =

1

µ

eiπ/4√
8πks

∫
∂D

{[
Tν(y)

((
I− x̂x̂⊤

)
e−iksx̂·y

)]⊤
us(y)−

(
I− x̂x̂⊤

)
e−iksx̂·yTν(y)u

s(y)

}
ds(y),

=
1

µ

eiπ/4√
8πks

∫
∂D

{
Tν(y)

(
e−iksx̂·yx̂⊥

)
· us(y)− x̂⊥ · Tν(y)us(y)e−iksx̂·y

}
x̂⊥ ds(y)

(2.9)
for all x̂ ∈ S. The reduction of the two equations above uses x̂x̂⊤ = x̂⊗ x̂ and I− x̂x̂⊤ = x̂⊥ ⊗ x̂⊥.
From (2.6), it can be seen that u∞

p and u∞
s are the far field patterns of the compressional wave us

p

and the shear wave us
s, respectively. We can further deduce the asymptotic behaviour of the from

Tx̂u
s(x) =

iω2

kp

eikp|x|√
|x|
u∞
p (x̂) +

iω2

ks

eiks|x|√
|x|
u∞
s (x̂) +O

(
|x|−3/2

)
, |x| → ∞. (2.10)

From (2.8) and (2.9), it is easy to see that u∞
p (x̂) = u∞p (x̂)x̂ and u∞

s (x̂) = u∞s (x̂)x̂⊥. The far
field patterns u∞ can be rewritten as

u∞(x̂) = u∞p (x̂)x̂+ u∞s (x̂)x̂⊥.

Thus, we define (u∞p , u∞s ) to be the far field pair of u∞ corresponding to the scattered field us. The
fields us(x,d; p), u∞(x̂,d; p), and (u∞p (x̂,d; p), u∞s (x̂,d; p)) represent the scattered field, the far field

patterns and the far field pair corresponding to an incident compressional plane wave ui(x,d; p),
respectively; the fields us(x,d; s), u∞(x̂,d; s), and (u∞p (x̂,d; s), u∞s (x̂,d; s)) represent the scattered
field, the far field patterns and the far field pair corresponding to an incident shear plane wave
ui(x,d; s), respectively.

One can use a superposition of two plane waves ui(x,d) = ui(x,d; p)+ui(x,d; s) as the incident
field. From the linearity of direct scattering problem, the corresponding scattered field is given by

us(x,d) = us(x,d; p) + us(x,d; s)
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and has the far field pattern

u∞(x̂,d) = u∞(x̂,d; p) + u∞(x̂,d; s)

=
(
u∞p (x̂,d; p) + u∞p (x̂,d; s)

)
x̂+ (u∞s (x̂,d; p) + u∞s (x̂,d; s)) x̂⊥.

The inverse problems involved in the present paper can be stated as follows:

FF case: Determine ∂D from the knowledge of the far field pattern u∞(x̂,d) for all incidence
directions d ∈ S and all observation directions x̂ ∈ S corresponding to the incident plane wave
ui(x,d).

PP case: Determine ∂D from the knowledge of the compressional part u∞
p (x̂,d; p) for all in-

cidence directions d ∈ S and all observation directions x̂ ∈ S corresponding to the incident plane
compressional wave ui(x̂,d; p).

SS case: Determine ∂D from the knowledge of the shear part u∞
s (x̂,d; s) for all incidence

directions d ∈ S and all observation directions x̂ ∈ S corresponding to the incident plane shear wave
ui(x̂,d; s).

Limited aperture case: Determine ∂D from the knowledge of the far field pattern u∞(x̂,d) for
all incidence directions d ∈ U and partial observation directions x̂ ∈ U corresponding to the incident
plane wave ui(x,d). Here, U is a non-empty subset of S.

We conclude this section with an introduction to the Hilbert space used in the following. Denote
by [L2(∂D)]2 and [H1/2(∂D)]2 the usual Sobolev space of vector field on ∂D. [H−1/2(∂D)]2 is the

dual space [H1/2(∂D)]2 with respect to the inner product in [L2(∂D)]2. [H1
loc(R2\D)]2 is the space

of all functions u : R2\D → C2 such that u ∈ [H1((R2\D)∩B)]2 for all open balls B containing D.
Let S :=

{
x ∈ R2 : |x| = 1

}
denote the unit disk in R2. We define

L2(S) :=
{
(gp, gs) : g(d) = gp(d)d+ gs(d)d

⊥, gp ∈ L2(S), gs ∈ L2(S),d ∈ S
}
,

equipped with the inner product

⟨g,h⟩ := ω

kp

∫
S
gp(d)hp(d)ds(d) +

ω

ks

∫
S
gs(d)hs(d)ds(d), g,h ∈ L2(S).

3. Properties of the operator

In this section, we present the factorization form of the far field operator and discuss the properties
of the involved operators to lay a foundation for the theoretical analysis of the factorization method.

3.1. Far field operator. Given the vector g ∈ L2(S), the superposition of plane waves

vi(x) := e−
iπ
4

∫
S

{√
kp
ω
deikpx·dgp(d) +

√
ks
ω
d⊥eiksx·dgs(d)

}
ds(d), x ∈ R2,

is called an elastic Herglotz wave function with the Herglotz kernel g. Herglotz wave functions are
clearly entire solutions to the Navier equation. We note that for a given g ∈ L2(S) the function

vg(x) := e−
iπ
4

∫
S

{√
kp
ω
de−ikpx·dgp(d) +

√
ks
ω
d⊥e−iksx·dgs(d)

}
ds(d), x ∈ R2,

also is a Herglotz wave function. The following lemma establishes a one to one correspondence
between Herglotz wave functions and their kernels.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that the Herglotz wave function vg with kernel g vanishes in all of R2. Then
g = 0.
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Proof. From vg = 0 for all R2, one can obtain z · vg = 0 where z ̸= 0 is a constant vector. We use
the polar coordinate forms x = (r cosφ, r sinφ) and d = (cos θ, sin θ). There are two cases.

Case 1: When kp ̸= ks, we have√
kp
ω

∫
S
z · dgp(d)

∫ 2π

0
e−ikpx·deinφdφds(d) +

√
ks
ω

∫
S
z · d⊥gs(d)

∫ 2π

0
e−iksx·deinφdφds(d) = 0.

It follows from Funk-Hecke formula in two dimension that√
kp
ω

2π

in
Jn(kpr)

∫
S
z · dgp(d)e−inθds(d) +

√
ks
ω

2π

in
Jn(ksr)

∫
S
z · d⊥gs(d)e−inθds(d) = 0. (3.1)

Taking the derivative of equation (3.1) with respect to r yields√
kp
ω

2π

in
kpJ

′
n(kpr)

∫
S
z · dgp(d)e−inθds(d) +

√
ks
ω

2π

in
ksJ

′
n(ksr)

∫
S
z · d⊥gs(d)e−inθds(d) = 0.

Since the determinant ∣∣∣∣ Jn (kpr) Jn (ksr)
kpJ

′
n (kpr) ksJ

′
n (ksr)

∣∣∣∣ ̸= 0,

we see that ∫
S
z · dgp(d)e−inθds(d) = 0,

∫
S
z · d⊥gs(d)e−inθds(d) = 0, (3.2)

for all basis functions e−inθ of order n = 0, 1, · · · . It is follows from the the completeness of basis
functions in L2(S) that z · dgp = 0 and z · d⊥gs = 0. Hence, dgp = 0 and d⊥gs = 0 are obtained by
the arbitrariness of z.

Case 2: When kp = ks, we let k = kp = ks. The form of vg can be written as

vg(x) = e−
iπ
4

√
k

ω

∫
S
e−ikx·d

(
dgp(d) + d

⊥gs(d)
)
ds(d) = e−

iπ
4

√
k

ω

∫
S
e−ikx·dg(d)ds(d), x ∈ R2,

Similarly, we have ∫
S
z · g(d)

∫ 2π

0
e−ikx·deinφdφds(d) = 0.

From the Funk-Hecke formula in two dimension again, one can get

2π

in
Jn(kpr)

∫
S
z · g(d)e−inθds(d) = 0.

Using the same treatment as (3.2), we obtain g = 0.
□

Similarly to the acoustic Herglotz wave function, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For a given function g ∈ L2(S) the solution of the exterior Neumann scattering problem
for the incident wave

vi(x) = e−
iπ
4

∫
S

{√
kp
ω
eikpx·ddgp(d) +

√
ks
ω
eiksx·dd⊥gs(d)

}
ds(d), x ∈ R2,

is given by

vs(x) = e−
iπ
4

∫
S

√
kp
ω
vs(x;d,d)gd(d)ds(d) +

∫
S

√
ks
ω
vs(x;d,d⊥)gs(d)ds(d), x ∈ R2 \D,
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and has the far-field patterns

v∞p (x̂) = e−
iπ
4

∫
S

√
kp
ω
v∞p (x̂;d,d)gd(d)ds(d) +

∫
S

√
ks
ω
v∞p (x̂;d,d⊥)gs(d)ds(d), x̂ ∈ S,

v∞s (x̂) = e−
iπ
4

∫
S

√
kp
ω
v∞s (x̂;d,d)gd(d)ds(d) +

∫
S

√
ks
ω
v∞s (x̂;d,d⊥)gs(d)ds(d), x̂ ∈ S.

Proof. The arguments are similar to those used in [11] for the Helmholtz equation cases and in [38]
for the Navier equation cases. □

On the foundation of the above Lemma 3.2, we introduce the far field operatorF : L2(S) −→ L2(S)

Fg(x̂) = e−
iπ
4

∫
S

{√
kp
ω
u∞(x̂,d; p)gp(d) +

√
ks
ω
u∞(x̂,d; s)gs(d)

}
ds(d), x̂ ∈ S,

it is noted that Fg is the far-field pattern corresponding to the scattered field generated by the
elastic Herglotz wave function with kernel g as incident field. The far field operator F has the
following properties (see [1, 4]):

(a) F is injective if ω2 is not a Neumann eigenvalue of −∆∗ in D.
(b) F is compact and normal.
(c) F has a countable infinite number of eigenvalues. These eigenvalues lie on the disc with

center at (0,
√

2π/ω) on the positive imaginary axis and radius
√

2π/ω.

Theorem 3.3. The far field operator F : L2(S) → L2(S) has a factorization in the form

F = −
√
8πωGN ∗G∗ (3.3)

where the data-to-pattern operator G :
[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2 → L2(S) maps f ∈ [H−1/2(∂D)]2 into the far
field pattern v∞ = Gf of the exterior Neumann boundary value problem with boundary data f , and
N : [H1/2(∂D)]2 → [H−1/2(∂D)]2 is the boundary integral operator, defined by

(Nφ)(x) = Tν(x)

∫
∂D

[Tν(y)Γ(x,y)]
⊤φ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D, (3.4)

for φ ∈ [H1/2(∂D)]2.

Proof. We define the operator H : L2(S) →
[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
by

Hg(x) := e−
iπ
4

{∫
S

√
kp
ω
Tν(x)

(
eikpx·dd

)
gp(d)ds(d) +

∫
S

√
ks
ω
Tν(x)

(
eiksx·dd⊥

)
gs(d)ds(d)

}
,

for x ∈ ∂D. On the one hand, since Fg represents the far field pattern of the scattered field
corresponding to vig as incident field, and −Hg is the boundary data for exterior Neumann boundary
value problem, we clearly have

F = −GH. (3.5)

On the other hand, the scattered field is represented by the double-layer potential

vs(x) =

∫
∂D

[
Tν(y)Γ(x,y)

]⊤
φ(y)ds(y), x ∈ R2 \D.

Using the asymptotic relation (2.4), we have

Tν(y)Γ(x,y) =
eikp|x|√

|x|
Tν(y)Γ

∞
p (x̂,y) +

eiks|x|√
|x|
Tν(y)Γ

∞
s (x̂,y) + O

(
|x|−3/2

)
, |x| → ∞,
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which also holds uniformly in all directions x̂ ∈ S. Here,

Tν(y)Γ
∞
p (x̂,y) =

e−
iπ
4

λ+ 2µ

√
kp
8π

e−ikpx̂·y[2µ(ν(y) · x̂)I+ λν(y)⊗ x̂] · x̂⊗ x̂,

Tν(y)Γ
∞
s (x̂,y) = e−

iπ
4

√
ks
8π

e−iksx̂·y[(ν(y) · x̂)I+ x̂⊗ ν(y)] · x̂⊥ ⊗ x̂⊥.

Thus, the far field pair of the double-layer potential are given by

v∞p (x̂) =
e−

iπ
4

λ+ 2µ

√
kp
8π

∫
∂D

[2µ(ν(y) · x̂)(x̂ ·φ(y)) + λν(y) ·φ(y)]e−ikpx̂·yds(y),

v∞s (x̂) =
e−

iπ
4

µ

√
ks
8π

∫
∂D

µ[(ν(y) · x̂)(x̂⊥ ·φ(y)) + (x̂ ·φ(y))(ν(y) · x̂⊥)]e−iksx̂·yds(y).

A straightforward calculation shows that the Hilbert space adjoint H∗ :
[
H1/2(∂D)

]2 → L2 of H is
given by

H∗φ(x̂) = e
iπ
4

(∫
∂D

1

λ+ 2µ

√
ω

kp
Tν(y)e

−ikpx̂·yx̂ ·φ(y)ds(y),
∫
∂D

1

µ

√
ω

ks
Tν(y)e

−iksx̂·yx̂⊥ ·φ(y)ds(y)
)

= e−
iπ
4

(
kp

λ+ 2µ

√
ω

kp

∫
∂D

[2µ(ν(y) · x̂)(x̂ ·φ(y)) + λν(y) ·φ(y)]e−ikpx̂·yds(y),

ks
µ

√
ω

ks

∫
∂D

µ[(ν(y) · x̂)(x̂⊥ ·φ(y)) + (x̂ ·φ(y))(ν(y) · x̂⊥)]e−iksx̂·yds(y)

)
for x̂ ∈ S. We note that 1√

8πω
H∗φ is the far field pair (v∞p , v∞s ) of the scattered field vs. Since

Tνv
s = Nφ on ∂D, one can obtain H∗φ =

√
8πωGNφ and consequently

H =
√
8πωN ∗G∗ (3.6)

The statement follows by combining (3.5) and (3.6). □

Lemma 3.4. The data-to-pattern operator G is compact, injectivity with dense range in L2(S).

Proof. Let Gf = 0, i.e. v∞ = 0 on S. It follows from Rellich’s lemma that vs = 0 in R2 \D. We
choose a circle BR := {x : |x| < R} centered at the origin which contains D in its interior. Then,

for f ∈ [H−1/2(∂D)]2, a weak solution of the exterior Neumann boundary value is the function

vs ∈
[
H1

loc

(
R2\D

)]2
such that

−
∫
(R2\D)∩BR

E(w,vs)− ω2vsw dx+

∫
∂BR

w · Tνvs ds =
∫
∂D
w · f ds

for all w ∈
[
H1

loc

(
R2\D

)]2
. From the weak formulation one can obtain∫

∂D
w · f ds = 0

for all w ∈ [H1/2(∂D)]2, which give f = 0. Thus, G is injective.
In the following we prove the compactness of operator G. Using the integral representation

(2.6), we can decompose G as G = G2G1 where G1 : [H−1/2(∂D)]2 → [C(∂BR)]
2 × [C(∂BR)]

2 and

G2 : [C(∂BR)]
2 × [C(∂BR)]

2 → L2(S) are defined by G1f =
(
v|∂BR

, Tνv|∂BR

)
and

G2(g,h)(x̂) =

(
1

λ+ 2µ

eiπ/4√
8πkp

∫
∂BR

{
Tν(y)e

−ikpx̂·yx̂ · g(y)− x̂ · h(y)e−ikpx̂·y
}
ds(y),

1

µ

eiπ/4√
8πks

∫
∂BR

{
Tν(y)e

−iksx̂·yx̂⊥ · g(y)− x̂⊥ · h(y)e−iksx̂·y
}
ds(y)

)
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respectively. Then G1 is bounded by interior regularity results and G2 is compact which proves
compactness of G.

To demonstrate that G has dense range, we rewrite it as an integral operator. It follows from
(2.8) and (2.9) that the far field representation for a radiating solution vs to the Navier equation
can be written in the form(

v∞p , v∞s
)

=

(
1

λ+ 2µ

e
iπ
4√

8πkp

∫
∂D
Tν(y)u

i(y,−x̂; p) · vs(y)− ui(y,−x̂; p) · Tν(y)vs(y)ds(y),

1

µ

e
iπ
4

√
8πks

∫
∂D
Tν(y)u

i(y,−x̂; s) · vs(y)− ui(y,−x̂; s) · Tν(y)vs(y)ds(y)

)
.

Since both us(y,−x̂; x̂) and us(y,−x̂; x̂⊥) fulfil the Kupradze radiation condition, there holds∫
∂D
Tν(y)u

s(y,−x̂; p) · vs(y)− us(y,−x̂; p) · Tν(y)vs(y)ds(y) = 0,∫
∂D
Tν(y)u

s(y,−x̂; s) · vs(y)− us(y,−x̂; s) · Tν(y)vs(y)ds(y) = 0,

Adding the two preceding equations and using the Neumman boundary condition Γνu = 0 on ∂D,
we can obatin(

v∞p (x̂), v∞s (x̂)
)
=

(
− 1

λ+ 2µ

e
iπ
4√

8πkp

∫
∂D
u(y,−x̂; p) · Tν(y)vs(y)ds(y),

− 1

µ

e
iπ
4

√
8πks

∫
∂D
u(y,−x̂; s) · Tν(y)vs(y)d(y)

)
,

that is

Gf(d) =
(
− 1

λ+ 2µ

e
iπ
4√

8πkp

∫
∂D
u(y,−d; p) · f(y)ds(y),− 1

µ

e
iπ
4

√
8πks

∫
∂D
u(y,−d; s) · f(y)ds(y)

)
.

Thus, a straightforward calculation yields that the adjoint operator G∗ : L2 → [H1/2(∂D)]2 is given
by

G∗g(x) = − e−
iπ
4

√
8πω

∫
S

{√
kp
ω
u(x,−d; p)gp(d) +

√
ks
ω
u(x,−d; s)gs(d)

}
ds(d), x ∈ ∂D.

Define by

ṽig(x) = e−
iπ
4

∫
S

{√
kp
ω
de−ikpd·xgp(d) +

√
ks
ω
d⊥e−iksd·xgs(d)

}
ds(d)

= e−
iπ
4

∫
S

{√
kp
ω
ui(x,−d; p)gp(d) +

√
ks
ω
ui(x,−d; s)gs(d)

}
ds(d), x ∈ R2,

be the Herglotz wave function with kernel g ∈ L2(S). According to Lemma 3.2, we can deduce that

ṽg(x) = e−
iπ
4

∫
S

{√
kp
ω
u(x,−d; p)gp(d) +

√
ks
ω
u(x,−d; s)gs(d)

}
ds(d), x ∈ R2,

is the total field that is scattered by ṽig from D. Hence,

G∗g = − i√
8πω

ṽg, on ∂D. (3.7)
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Now let g satisfy G∗g = 0. Then equation (3.7) implies that ṽg = 0 on ∂D. It follows from Tνu = 0
on ∂D that

Tν(x)ṽg(x) = e−
iπ
4

∫
S

{√
kp
ω
Tν(x)u(x,−d; p)gp(d) +

√
ks
ω
Tν(x)u(x,−d; s)gs(d)

}
ds(d) = 0,

for x ∈ ∂D. Therefore, by Holmgren’s Theorem, it can be deduced that ṽg = 0 in R2\D. Then, we

can get ṽig = −ṽsg in R2\D. The entire solution ṽig satisfies the radiation condition , and consequently
it must vanish identically. From Lemma 3.1, we have g = 0, which implies the injectivity of G∗.
Hence G has dense range by Theorem 4.6 in [11]. □

3.2. Boundary integral operators. We first briefly review elastic single- and double- layer po-
tentials and jumps relations. Given an integral function φ, the integrals

ũ(x) :=

∫
∂D

Γ(x,y)φ(y)ds(y), x ∈ R2 \ ∂D,

and

ṽ(x) :=

∫
∂D

[Tν(x)Γ(x,y)]
⊤φ(y)ds(y), x ∈ R2 \ ∂D,

are called elastic single-layer potential and elastic double-layer potentials with density φ, respectively.
As we all know, the behaviour of the surface potentials at the boundary ∂D is describe by the
following jump relations [32]. For the single-layer potential ũ with density φ, we have the jump
relation

Tνũ+(x)− Tνũ−(x) = −φ(x), x ∈ ∂D,

where

Tνũ±(x) := lim
h→+0

µ
(
∇ũ(x± hν(x)) +∇⊤ũ(x± hν(x))

)
ν(x) + λ∇ · ũ(x± hν(x))ν(x).

For the double-layer potential ṽ with density φ, we have the jump relation

ṽ+(x)− ṽ−(x) = φ(x), x ∈ ∂D, (3.8)

where
ṽ±(x) := lim

h→+0
ṽ(x± hν(x)).

For the direct values of the single- and double-layer potentials on the boundary ∂D, we have more
regularity. Thus, we introduce boundary integral operators defined by

(Sφ)(x) :=
∫
∂D

Γ(x,y)φ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D, (3.9)

(K′φ)(x) :=

∫
∂D

[Tν(x)Γ(x,y)]φ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D, (3.10)

(Kφ)(x) :=
∫
∂D

[Tν(y)Γ(x,y)]
⊤φ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D, (3.11)

The operator S is compact from [H−1/2(∂D)]2 to [H1/2(∂D)]2 since its kernel is weakly singular; see
Appendix Proposition 7.1. However, in contrast to the acoustic case, the operators K′ and K are
not compact from [H−1/2(∂D)]2 to [H1/2(∂D)]2 because their kernels are no longer weakly singular;
see Appendix Proposition 7.2 and 7.3. Let

Γ0(x,y) =
λ+ 3µ

4πµ(λ+ 2µ)

(
ln

1

|x− y|
I+

λ+ µ

λ+ 3µ

(x− y)(x− y)⊤

|x− y|2

)
be the fundamental solution of Navier equation (2.1) with ω = 0, and define boundary integral
operators S0, K′

0, K0 and N 0 in the same manner by replacing Γ(x,y) by Γ0(x,y) in (3.9)-(3.11)
and (3.4), respectively. It can be shown that the operators K − K0,K′ − K′

0 and N − N 0 have
weakly singular kernels; see Appendix Proposition 7.3, 7.3 and 7.4. Thus, they are compact.
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Lemma 3.5. Assume that ω2 is not a Neumann eigenvalue of −∆∗ in D. Then there hold that

(a) N is an isomorphism from [H1/2(∂D)]2 onto [H−1/2(∂D)]2.

(b) Im (Nφ,φ) > 0 for all φ ∈ [H1/2(∂D)]2 with φ ̸= 0. Here, (·, ·) denotes the duality pair in(
[H−1/2(∂D)]2, [H1/2(∂D)]2

)
;

(c) Let N i be the boundary operator (3.4) corresponding to the frequency ω = i. The operator N i

is self-adjoint in [L2(∂D)]2 with respect to the bilinear from ⟨φ,ψ⟩[L2(∂D)]2 :=
∫
∂D φ ·ψ ds.

Moreover, −N i is coercive as an operator from [H1/2(∂D)]2 onto [H−1/2(∂D)]2, i.e.,

− (N iφ,φ) ≥ c0∥φ∥[H1/2(∂D)]2 for all φ ∈ [H1/2(∂D)]2.

(d) The difference N −N i is compact from [H1/2(∂D)]2 into [H−1/2(∂D)]2.

Proof. (a) According to Theorem 7.17 in [45], we know that N is a Fredholm operator of index

zero from
[
H1/2(∂D)

]2
to
[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
. Then we only need to prove injectivity of N . Let

φ ∈ [H1/2(∂D)]2 be a solution to the homogeneous equation Nφ = 0. Then the double-layer
potential ṽ with denstiy φ belongs to [H1(D)]2 and [H1

loc(R2 \ D)]2, and satisfies T ṽ = 0

on ∂D. The uniqueness for the exterior Neumann problem yields ṽ = 0 in R2 \D, and the
assumption based on ω2 yields ṽ = 0 in D. Now it follows from the jump relations (3.8) that
φ = 0. The application of the Fredholm alternative ( [45] Theorem 2.27) to the operator N
yields that N is an isomorphism from

[
H1/2(∂D)

]2
to
[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
.

(b) Define the double potential ṽ in the same way as above. It follows from jump relations that
φ = ṽ+ − ṽ− and Tν ṽ− = Tν ṽ+ = Nφ on ∂D. Therefore, applying the Betti’s formula in
D and in DR :=

{
x ∈ R2\D : |x| < R

}
obtains

(Nφ,φ) = (Tν ṽ, ṽ+ − ṽ−)

=

∫
∂D
Tν ṽ · ṽ+ds−

∫
∂D
Tν ṽ · ṽ−ds,

=

∫
∂DR

Tν ṽ · ṽds−
∫
D∪DR

{
E(ṽ, ṽ) + ṽ ·∆∗ṽ

}
dx

=

∫
∂DR

Tν ṽ · ṽds−
∫
D∪DR

{
E(ṽ, ṽ)− ω2|ṽ|2

}
dx

where

E(ṽ, ṽ) = 2µ
(
|grad ṽ1|2 + |grad ṽ2|2

)
+ λ|div ṽ|2 − µ

∣∣∣div⊥ ṽ∣∣∣2 .
Since ṽ satisfies Kupradze’s radiation condition, we let R approach infinity and use asymp-
totic behaviour (2.7) and (2.10) to derive

(Nφ,φ) = iω ⟨ṽ∞, ṽ∞⟩ −
∫
R2

{
E(ṽ, ṽ)− ω2|ṽ|2

}
dx. (3.12)

Taking the imaginary part of both sides of (3.12) yields

Im(Nφ,φ) = ω ⟨ṽ∞, ṽ∞⟩ =
∫
S

ω2

kp

∣∣ṽ∞p ∣∣2 + ω2

ks
|ṽ∞s |2 ds ≥ 0.

Thus, if Im(Nφ,φ) = 0 for some φ ∈ [H1/2(∂D)]2, we have ṽ∞ = 0. By Rellich’s lemma,
we conclude that ṽ vanishes outside of D. Therefore, Nφ = 0 on ∂D by the trace theorem.
Since N is an isomorphism, φ must vanish.
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(c) Let ṽ1 and ṽ2 denote the double-layer potentials with the densities φ and ψ, respectively.
By the radiation condition (2.7), the jump relation (3.8), and Betti’s formula, we find∫

∂D
N iφ ·ψ ds =

∫
∂D
Tν ṽ1 · (ṽ2,+ − ṽ2,−) ds

=

∫
∂D

(ṽ1,+ − ṽ1,−) · Tν ṽ2ds =
∫
∂D
φ ·N iψ ds,

Thus, N i is self-adjoint. For ω = i, the same arguments as above in Lemma 3.5 (b) and
Lemma 2.1 in [1] yield

−(N iφ,φ) =

∫
D∪DR

{
E(ṽ, ṽ) + |ṽ|2

}
dx−

∫
∂DR

Tν ṽ · ṽds

= −
∫
D∪DR

ṽ ·∆∗ṽdx+

∫
D∪DR

|ṽ|2dx

=

∫
D∪DR

Eµ̃(ṽ, ṽ)dx−
∫
∂DR

Pν ṽ · ṽds+
∫
D∪DR

|ṽ|2dx.

(3.13)

Using the fact that the field ṽ decays exponentially for ω = i, we deduce

−(N iφ,φ) =

∫
R2

{
Eµ̃(ṽ, ṽ) + |ṽ|2

}
dx, (3.14)

where

Eµ̃(ṽ, ṽ) = (µ+ µ̃)
(
|grad ṽ1|2 + |grad ṽ2|2

)
+ (µ+ λ− µ̃) |div ṽ|2 − µ̃

∣∣∣div⊥ ṽ∣∣∣2 .
we let µ̃ = 0 and thus obtain∫

R2

{
E0(ṽ, ṽ) + |ṽ|2

}
dx ≥ C∥ṽ∥[H1(R2)]2 . (3.15)

The trace theorem and the boundedness of N−1
i yields

−(N iφ,φ) ≥ C∥Tν ṽ∥[H−1/2(∂D)]
2 = C ∥N iφ∥[H−1/2(∂D)]

2 ⩾ C∥φ∥
[H1/2(∂D)]

2 ,

where C1 > 0 and C > 0 are constants which are independent of φ ∈
[
H1/2(∂D)

]2
.

(d) The kernel of the operator N −N i can be rewritten as

Tν(x)
{
Tν(y) [Γ(x,y)− Γi(x,y)]

}⊤
=

2∑
j=1

2∑
k=0

{
γ
(k)
j (|x− y|)− γ

(k)
i,j (|x− y|)

}
N

(k)
j (x,y),

where Γi(x,y) is the fundamental solution of Navier equation (2.1) with ω = i, and γ
(k)
i,j is

defined by letting ω = i in γ
(k)
j , j = 1, 2 and k = 0, 1, 2. See Appendix for the specific

expressions of γ
(k)
j (|x−y|) and N

(k)
j (x,y). By Proposition 7.4, the strong singularity of the

kernel of the operator N is reflected in (7.7), (7.8) and (7.10). The singular terms of (7.7),
(7.8) and (7.10) can be simplified as

k2p + k2s
4πω2v2

=
λ+ 3µ

4πµ(λ+ 2µ)v2
,

k2s − k2p
4πω2v2

=
λ+ µ

4πµ(λ+ 2µ)v2
. (3.16)

One finds that the strong singular terms (3.16) is independent of frequency ω. Thus, the
difference N −N i eliminates these strong singular terms. The operator N −N i is compact

from
[
H1/2(∂D)

]2
to
[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
since its kernel is weakly singular.

□



FACTORIZATION METHOD FOR INVERSE ELASTIC SCATTERING 13

Remark 3.6. Here, we give an alternative proof to prove Lemma 3.5 (a). The operators S,K,K′ are

bounded from [H−1/2(∂D)]2 to [H1/2(∂D)]2 and N is bounded from [H1/2(∂D)]2 to [H−1/2(∂D)]2.
They satisfy the following commutation relation (see [45]):

NS =

(
K′ − 1

2
I
)(

K′ +
1

2
I
)
,

If ω2 is not a Dirichlet eigenvalue of −∆∗ in D, the operator S are invertible from [H−1/2(∂D)]2

to [H1/2(∂D)]2. If ω2 is not a Neumann eigenvalue of −∆∗ in D, the operator ±1
2I + K′ are

invertible in [H−1/2(∂D)]2; see also [2,3]. We conclude that N is an isomorphism from [H1/2(∂D)]2

to [H−1/2(∂D)]2. We can write

N−1 = S
(
K′ +

1

2
I
)−1(

K′ − 1

2
I
)−1

.

Remark 3.7. It follows from the process of proof for Lemma 3.5(d) that the kernel of Nw − Nw0

is weakly singular for any two different frequencies w and w0. Thus, Nw − Nw0 is compact from

[H1/2(∂D)]2 into [H−1/2(∂D)]2.

4. The factorization method

The basic idea of the linear sampling method is to find a function g(·, z;p) ∈ L2(S), z ∈ D, such
that

Fg(·, z;p) = Γ∞(·, z;p), (4.1)

where Γ∞(·, z;p) = Γ∞(·, z)p, and p ∈ S is the polarization direction of the point source. However,
the equation (4.1) may not be solvable in general and it is unclear what will happen when z /∈ D.
Such drawbacks can been overcome by replacing (4.1) by

(F∗F)1/4 g(·, z;p) = Γ∞(·, z;p), (4.2)

which is known as the factorization method; see [1, 4].

4.1. Reconstruction for FF case. We first consider the FF case.

Lemma 4.1. For any z ∈ R2 and p ∈ S, z ∈ D if and only if Γ∞(·, z;p) belongs to the range of G.

Proof. Assume that z ∈ D and denote vs(x) := Γ(x, z)p. Then vs solves the exterior Neu-

mann boundary value problem with boundary data f = Tνv
s|∂D ∈

[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
. We know

that Γ∞(·, z;p) is the the far-field pattern of vs. Thus, Gf = Γ∞(·, z;p), i.e., Γ∞(·, z;p) ∈ R(G).

For z /∈ D, assume that there exists f ∈
[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
such that Gf = Γ∞(·, z;p). Let vs denote

the solution of the exterior Neumann problem with boundary data f . Then v∞ = Gf = Γ∞(·, z;p).
Since Γ∞(·, z;p) is the far-field pattern of Γ(·, z)p, it follows from Rellich’s lemma that vs(x) =
Γ(x, z)p in R2\(D ∪ {z}). However, the solution of the exterior Neumann problem is analytic in
R2\D while Γ(·, z)p has a singularity at z. This leads to the contradiction for z ∈ R2 \D.

Assume z ∈ ∂D. Then, from the boundary condition, f(x) = Tν (Γ(x, z)p) ,x ∈ ∂D, i.e.

(Tν (Γ(x, z)p))|∂D ∈
[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
. However, it follows from Appendix Proposition 7.3 that

Tν (Γ(x, z)) = O(1/|x − z|2) for |x − z| → 0. Thus, this leads a contradiction to Tν (Γ(x, z)) /∈
[L2

loc(R2 \D)]2 for z ∈ ∂D. □

Lemma 4.2. Assume that ω2 is not a Neumann eigenvalue of −∆∗ in D. The ranges of G and

(F∗F)1/4 coincide. Furthermore, the operators (F∗F)−1/4 G and G−1 (F∗F)1/4 are isomorphism

from [H1/2(∂D)]2 onto L2(S) and from L2(S) onto [H1/2(∂D)]2, respectively.

Proof. By taking H = L2 (S), X = [H−1/2(∂D)]2, B = G and A = −
√
8πωN ∗ in Theorem 1.23

in [35], and using Lemma 3.5, we immediately complete the proof. □

Combining Lemmas 3.4, 4.1 and 4.2 yields the following final characterization of the scatterer D.
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Theorem 4.3. Let F be the far field operator and assume that ω2 is not a Neumann eigenvalue of
−∆∗ in D. Then a point z ∈ R2 belongs to D if and only if the series

∞∑
j=1

|⟨Γ∞(·, z,p),ψj⟩|2L2(S)

|λj |

converges, i.e., if and only if

W (z) :=

 ∞∑
j=1

∣∣∣⟨Γ∞(·, z,p),ψj⟩L2(S)

∣∣∣2
|λj |


−1

> 0, (4.3)

where λj ∈ C are the eigenvalues of the operator F with corresponding eigenfunctions ψj ∈ L2(S).

Proof. Since the operator F is compact and normal, by the spectral theorem we have the expansion

Fg =

∞∑
j=1

λj ⟨g,ψj⟩ψj , g ∈ L2(S), (4.4)

which gives

(F∗F)1/4 g =
∞∑
j=1

√
|λj | ⟨g,ψj⟩ψj , g ∈ L2(S). (4.5)

Thus, we know that {
√
|λj |,ψj} is the eigensystem of (F∗F)1/4. It follows from Lemmas 4.1 and

4.2 that z ∈ R2 belongs to D if and only if the equation (4.2) is solvable in L2(S). Utilizing the
Picard theorem (see Theorem 4.8 [11]), we can obtain that (4.2) is solvable in L2(S) if and only if
the series

∞∑
j=1

| ⟨Γ∞(·, z,p),ψj⟩L2(S) |
2

|λj |
< ∞, (4.6)

in this case, the solution of equation (4.2) is given by

g =
∞∑
j=1

⟨Γ∞(·, z,p),ψj⟩L2(S)√
|λj |

ψj .

The equivalence of (4.6) and (4.3) is obvious. □

Remark 4.4. It is derived from the equation G (Γ(·, z;p)) = Γ∞(·, z;p) that g = (F∗F)−1/4G (Γ(·, z;p)).
The uniqueness of the inverse scattering problem can be directly derived as a result of the isomor-

phism of the operator (F∗F)−1/4 G. Therefore, the factorization method can be considered a novel
proof for demonstrating the result of uniqueness.

4.2. Reconstruction for PP case and SS case. In this subsection, we consider the PP and SS
cases. Following the idea presented in [23] for Dirichlet boundary problem, we define two projection
spaces

L2
p(S) : =

{
gp ∈ L2(S) : gp(d) = g(d)d, g ∈ L2(S),d ∈ S

}
,

L2
s(S) : =

{
gs ∈ L2(S) : gs(d) = g(d)d

⊥, g ∈ L2(S),d ∈ S
}
,

and define the orthogonal projection operators Pp : L2(S) → L2
p(S) and Ps : L2(S) → L2

s(S) by

Ppg(d) := gp(d), Psg(d) := gs(d).

Thus, we have far field operator Fm : L2
m(S) → L2

m(S), defined by

Fm := PmFP∗
m, m ∈ {p, s},
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where P∗
m : L2

m(S) → L2(S) is the adjoint operator of Pm. From (3.3), Fm has the following
factorization form

Fm = −
√
8πω (PmG)N ∗ (PmG)∗ , m ∈ {p, s}. (4.7)

Since the operator Fm fails to be normal, Theorem 1.23 in [35] is not applicable. We factorize the
auxiliary self-adjoint positive operator

F#
m = |ReFm|+ | ImFm|

rather than directly utilizing Fm; see also [35]. Here, the real and imaginary parts of Fm are
self-adjoint operators defined by

ReFm =
1

2
(Fm +F∗

m) and ImFm =
1

2i
(Fm −F∗

m) , m ∈ {p, s}.

Lemma 4.5. For any z ∈ R2, p ∈ S, and m ∈ {p, s}, z ∈ D if and only if Γ∞
m (·, z,p) belongs to

the range of PmG.

Proof. Assume that z ∈ D, and define vs(x) := Γ(x, z)p and f := Tνv
s|∂D. It follows from the

same argument as the proof of Lemma 4.1 that f belongs to
[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
and the far-field pattern

of vs is Γ∞(·, z;p). From the definition of Pm, we have (PmG)f = PmΓ∞(·, z;p) = Γ∞
m (·, z;p),

i.e., Γ∞
m (·, z;p) ∈ R (PmG).

For z ∈ R2\D, assume that there exists f̃ ∈
[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
such that (PmG) f̃ = Γ∞

m (·, z;p). Let
vs be the solution of the exterior Neumann problem with boundary data f̃ , and v∞ the far field
pattern of vs. Denote by v∞ = v∞p +v∞s . One immediately has v∞m = (PmG) f̃ = Γ∞

m (·, z;p). Since
Γ∞
m (·, z;p) is the far-field pattern of Γm(·, z)p, it follows from the Rellich’s lemma that vsm(x) =

Γm(x, z)p in R2\(D∪{z}). However, the scattered field vsm(x) is analytic in R2\D while Γm(x, z)p
has a singularity at z. This leads to a contradiction.

For z ∈ ∂D, using the same argument as the proof of Lemma 4.1 also yields the contradiction. □

Lemma 4.6. Assume that ω2 is not a Neumann eigenvalue of −∆∗ in D. For m ∈ {p, s}, the

ranges of PmG and
(
F#

m

)1/2
coincide, where F#

m := |ReFm|+ |ImFm|.

Proof. By taking Y = L2
m(S), X =

[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
, G = PmG and T = −

√
8πωN ∗ in Theorem 2.15

in [35], and using Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we immediately complete the proof. □

Combining Lemmas 3.4, 4.5, and 4.6 together we arrive at the following final characterization of
the scatterer D.

Theorem 4.7. Assume that ω2 is not a Neumann eigenvalue of −∆∗ in D. Then for m ∈ {p, s},
a point z ∈ R2 belongs to D if and only if the series

∞∑
j=1

∣∣∣⟨Γ∞
m (·, z,p),ψm,j⟩L2

m(S)

∣∣∣2
λm,j

(4.8)

converges, i.e., if and only if

Wm(z) :=

 ∞∑
j=1

∣∣∣⟨Γ∞
m (·, z,p),ψm,j⟩L2

m(S)

∣∣∣2
λm,j


−1

> 0, (4.9)

where λm,j ∈ C are the eigenvalues of the operator F#
m with corresponding eigenfunctions ψm,j ∈

L2
m(S).

Proof. From Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6, we know that z ∈ R2 belongs to D if and only if the equation(
F#

m

)1/2
gm(·, z;p) = Γ∞

m (·, z;p) (4.10)
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has a solution in L2
m(S). Using the Picard theorem (see Theorem 4.8 [11]), we can obtain that

equation (4.10) is solvable in L2
m(S) if and only if the series

∞∑
j=1

⟨Γ∞
m (·, z,p),ψm,j⟩2L2

m(S)

λm,j
< ∞. (4.11)

In this case, the solution of equation (4.10) is given by

g =

∞∑
j=1

⟨Γ∞
m (·, z,p),ψm,j⟩L2

m(S)√
λm,j

ψm,j .

The equivalence of (4.9) and (4.11) is obvious. □

4.3. Reconstruction for the limited aperture case. In this subsection, we consider the limited
aperture case which only uses the partial data of the far field pattern, that is, u∞(x̂,d) for x̂,d ∈ U.
Here, U denotes a non-empty subset of S.

We define the limited aperture far field operator F la : L2(U) −→ L2(U) by

F lag(x̂) = e−
iπ
4

∫
U

{√
kp
ω
u∞(x̂;d; p)gp(d) +

√
ks
ω
u∞ (x̂;d; s) gs(d)

}
ds(d), x̂ ∈ U, (4.12)

and the restriction operator P la : L2(S) → L2(U) by
P lag(d) := g(d)|U.

The adjoint P∗
la : L2(U) → L2(S) is given by the extension such that P∗

lag(d) = g(d) for d ∈ U,
and P∗

lag(d) = 0 otherwise. Thus, the definition of F la can be rewritten as

F la := P laFP∗
la. (4.13)

From (3.3), F la has the following factorization form

F la = −
√
8πω (P laG)N ∗ (P laG)∗ . (4.14)

It follows from the injectivity, compactness and denseness of the ranges of G that P laG is injective,
compact and have dense ranges in L2(U).

Lemma 4.8. For any z ∈ R2 and p ∈ S, z ∈ D if and only if Γ∞(·, z,p)|U = P laΓ
∞(·, z,p) belongs

to the range of P laG.

Proof. From Lemma 4.1, we know that z ∈ D if and only if Γ∞(·, z,p) belongs to the range of G.
This immediately implies that P laΓ

∞(·, z,p) belongs to the range of P laG if z ∈ D. Conversely,
if P laΓ

∞(·, z,p) belongs to the range of P laG, one has Γ∞(·, z,p) = v∞ on U for far field pattern
v∞ = Gf . Thus, the analyticity of Γ∞(·, z,p)− Gf implies that z ∈ D. □

Lemma 4.9. Assume that ω2 is not a Neumann eigenvalue of −∆∗ in D. The ranges of P laG and(
F#

la

)1/2
coincide, where F#

la := |ReF la|+ |ImF la|.

Proof. By taking Y = L2(U), X =
[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
, G = P laG and T = −

√
8πωN ∗ in Theorem 2.15

in [35], and using Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we immediately complete the proof. □

Combining Lemmas 3.4, 4.8 and 4.9 together yields the following final characterization of the
scatterer D.

Theorem 4.10. Assume that ω2 is not a Neumann eigenvalue of −∆∗ in D. Then a point z ∈ R2

belongs to D if and only if the series

∞∑
j=1

∣∣∣⟨Γ∞(·, z,p),ψla,j⟩L2(U)

∣∣∣2
λla,j
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converges, i.e., if and only if

Wm(z) :=

 ∞∑
j=1

∣∣∣⟨Γ∞(·, z,p),ψla,j⟩L2(U)

∣∣∣2
λla,j


−1

> 0,

where λla,j ∈ C are the eigenvalues of the operator F#
la with corresponding eigenfunctions ψla,j ∈

L2(U).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.7. □

5. Numerical experiments

In this section, several numerical examples are presented to demonstrate the performance of the
proposed reconstruction algorithm. We select a point set Z ⊂ R2 such that the unknown cavity
is contained within the convex hull of these points. We employ Nyström-type discretization to
approximate the boundary integral equation, which enables us to generate synthetic far-field data.
Subsequently, we add noise to each exact measurement by

Fδ = F+ δ∥F∥ R1 +R2i

∥R1 +R2i∥
,

where R1 and R2 are two random matrices produced by the MATLAB function randn(N,N), and
δ > 0 is the relative noise level. Let D = {dj = (cos θj , sin θj)

⊤; θj = 2πj/N, j = 1, 2, . . . , N} be a
set of N equidistantly distributed directions.

FF case: We sequentially use a plane compression wave and a plane shear wave as incident
waves in each direction dj , j = 1, 2, . . . , N , i.e., a total of 2N incident waves. For the illumination
in direction dj , we collect far-field data

Fk,j =

(
u∞p (dk,dj ; p) u∞p (dk,dj ; s)
u∞s (dk,dj ; p) u∞s (dk,dj ; s)

)
,

where u∞p (dk,dj ; p)dk + u∞s (dk,dj ; p)d
⊥
k = u∞(dk,dj ; p) and u∞p (dk,dj ; s)dk + u∞s (dk,dj ; s)d

⊥
k =

u∞(dk,dj ; s).
Using the trapezoidal rule to discrete equation (4.1) yields

2πe−
iπ
4

N

N∑
j=1

{√
kp
ω
u∞p (dk,dj ; p) gp (dj , z;p) +

√
ks
ω
u∞p (dk,dj ; s) gs (dj , z;p)

}

=
1

2µ+ λ

e
iπ
4√

8πkp
e−ikpdk·zdk · p, k = 1, · · · , N,

2πe−
iπ
4

N

N∑
j=1

{√
kp
ω
u∞s (dk,dj ; p) gp (dj , z;p) +

√
ks
ω
u∞s (dk,dj ; s) gs (dj , z;p)

}

=
1

µ

e
iπ
4

√
8πks

e−iksdk·zd⊥k · p, k = 1, · · · , N.

Rewrite the above equations in matrix form as

Fg(z,p) = h(z,p), (5.1)

where

F =
2πe−

iπ
4

N

 √
kp
ω

(
u∞p (dk,dj ; p)

)
k,j

√
ks
ω

(
u∞p (dk,dj ; s)

)
k,j√

kp
ω (u∞s (dk,dj ; p))k,j

√
ks
ω (u∞s (dk,dj ; s))k,j

 , k, j = 1, 2, . . . , N.
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and

g(z,p) =



gp(d1, z;p)
...

gp(dN , z;p)
gs(d1, z;p)

...
gs(dN , z;p)


, h(z,p) :=



1
2µ+λ

e
iπ
4√

8πkp
e−ikpdk·zd1 · p
...

1
2µ+λ

e
iπ
4√

8πkp
e−ikpdk·zdN · p

1
µ

e
iπ
4√

8πks
e−iksdk·zd⊥1 · p

...

1
µ

e
iπ
4√

8πks
e−iksdk·zd⊥N · p


.

We compute the singular value decomposition F = USV∗, where the diagonal elements of S are
denoted by λj , j = 1, 2, . . . , 2N . For each z ∈ Z , we compute

W (z) :=

 N∑
j=1

∣∣∣ρ(z,p)j

∣∣∣2
|λj |


−1

,

where ρ(z,p) = V∗h(z,p). The values of W (z) for z /∈ D should be much smaller than that for z ∈ D.
PP case or SS case: We use a plane compression wave or a plane shear wave as incident wave in

each direction dj , j = 1, 2, . . . , N , i.e., a total of N incident waves. For the illumination in direction

dj , we collect far-field data Fk,j =
(
u∞p (dk,dj ; p)

)N
k,j=1

or Fk,j = (u∞s (dk,dj ; p))
N
k,j=1.

From the definition of Fm, we have

Fmgm(·, z;p) = Γ∞
m (·, z;p), m = p or s. (5.2)

Using the trapezoidal rule to discrete equation (5.2) yields

2πe−
iπ
4

N

N∑
j=1

√
kp
ω
u∞p (dk,dj ; p) gp (dj , z;p) =

1

2µ+ λ

e
iπ
4√

8πkp
e−ikpdk·zdk · p, k = 1, · · · , N, (5.3)

or

2πe−
iπ
4

N

N∑
j=1

√
ks
ω
u∞s (dk,dj ; s) gs (dj , z;p) =

1

µ

e
iπ
4

√
8πks

e−iksdk·zd⊥k · p, k = 1, · · · , N. (5.4)

Rewrite the above equations in matrix form as

Fmg(z,p)m = h(z,p)
m , m = p or s, (5.5)

where g
(z,p)
m = (gm(d1, z;p), · · · , gm(dN , z;p))⊤,

Fp :=
2πe−

iπ
4

N

(√kp
ω
u∞p (dk,dj ;dj)

)
k,j

 , Fs :=
2πe−

iπ
4

N

(√ks
ω
u∞s

(
dk,dj ;d

⊥
j

))
k,j

 ,

and

h(z,p)
p :=

1

2µ+ λ

e
iπ
4√

8πkp

 e−ikpd1·zd1 · p
...

e−ikpdN ·zdN · p

 , h(z,p)
s :=


1
µ

e
iπ
4√

8πks
e−iksd1·zd⊥1 · p

...

1
µ

e
iπ
4√

8πks
e−iksdN ·zd⊥N · p

 .

We compute singular value decomposition Fm = UmSmV∗
m, where the diagonal elements of Sm

are denoted by ηm,j , j = 1, 2, . . . , N . Since the operators Fm fails to be normal, we take λm,j =
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|Reηm,j |+ |Imηm,j |; see also [23]. For each z ∈ Z and m = p or s, we compute

Wm(z) :=

 N∑
j=1

∣∣∣ρ(z,p)m,j

∣∣∣2
λm,j


−1

,

where ρ
(z,p)
m = V∗

mh
(z,p)
m .

Limited aperture case: Denote by [a, b] ⊂ [0, 2π] a non-empty interval. Let

Dla =
{
dj = (cos θj , sin θj)

⊤ : θj = (b− a)j/N, j = 1, 2, . . . , N
}

be a set of N equidistantly distributed directions. We sequentially use a plane compression wave
and a plane shear waves as incident wave in each direction dj , j = 1, 2, . . . , N , i.e., a total of 2N
incident waves. For the illumination in direction dj ∈ Dla , we collect far field data

Fk,j =

(
u∞p (dk,dj ; p) u∞p (dk,dj ; s)
u∞s (dk,dj ; p) u∞s (dk,dj ; s)

)
(5.6)

in each direction dk ∈ Dla.
From the definition of F la, we have

F lag(x̂, z;p) = Γ∞(x̂, z;p), x̂ ∈ U. (5.7)

We use the trapezoidal rule to discrete equation (5.7) and rewrite the equation in matrix form as

Flag
(z,p)
la = h

(z,p)
la , (5.8)

where Fla = F|Dla
, g

(z,p)
la = g(z,p)|Dla

, and h
(z,p)
la = h(z,p)|Dla

. We compute a singular value decom-
position Fla = UlaSlaV

∗
la, where the diagonal elements of Sla are denoted by ηla,j , j = 1, 2, . . . , 2N .

Since the operator F la fails to be normal, we take λla,j = |Reηla,j | + |Imηla,j |. For each z ∈ Z, we
compute

Wla(z) :=

 N∑
j=1

∣∣∣ρ(z,p)la,j

∣∣∣2
λla,j


−1

,

where ρ
(z,p)
la = V∗

lah
(z,p)
la .

In our numerical experiments, we use the integral equation approach to solve the forward problem,
and the integration nodes are always taken to be 128. In the inverse problem, both incident and
observation directions are taken to be 64. The set of sampling points is

Z = {(xj , yk) : xj = −3 +
3

50
j, yk = −3 +

3

50
k, j, k = 0, 1, . . . , 100}.

In the displayed figures, the actual boundary ∂D is always drawn with the black dashed line.

5.1. Influence of polarization direction. In this subsection, we examine the effect of the polar-
ization direction p defined parametrically by (cosα, sinα), α ∈ [0, 2π], on the numerical results.

We consider a rounded rectangle-shaped cavity parameterized as

x(t) = 1.5
10
√

cos10 t+ sin10 t (cos t, sin t), t ∈ [0, 2π]. (5.9)

The reconstructions with four different polarization angles are shown in Figure 1, where we have
taken µ = 1, λ = 1, ω = 8π. In Figure 1, columns 1, 2, and 3 correspond to the FF, PP, and SS cases,
respectively, and the first three rows relate to the polarization angle α = 0, π/4, π/2, respectively.
The results in the fourth row of Figure 1 are obtained by inverting the contours of the cavity using
the four polarization angles α = 0, π/4, π/2, and 3π/4 in turn, and superimposing their results.
From Figure 1 (a)-(i), it can be seen that for all three cases, FF, PP, and SS, sharper contours are
obtained along the polarization direction and in its opposite direction than in the other directions.
Such phenomenon is most evident for the SS case. This observation motivates us to explore a novel
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indicator function based on the superposition of multiple polarization direction indicator functions,
the results of which are shown in Figure 1 (j)-(l). The novel indicator function significantly improve
the quality of the reconstructed profiles compared with the original indicator function.

Consequently, in the subsequent numerical examples, a superposition of four polarization direc-
tions α ∈ {0, π/4, π/2, 3π/4} will be used as the default polarization direction unless otherwise
specified.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

(j) (k) (l)

Figure 1. Reconstructions of rounded rectangle shaped obstacle for different po-
larization directions with δ = 10%. Top row: α = 0; Second row: α = π/4;
Third row: α = π/2; Bottom row: Superposition of four polarization directions:
α ∈ {0, π/4, π/2, 3π/4}. Left column: FF case; Middle column: PP case; Right col-
umn: SS case.
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5.2. Influence of frequency and wavenumber. Consider a pear-shaped cavity parameterized as

x(t) = (1 + 0.15 cos(3t)) (cos t, sin t), t ∈ [0, 2π].

Choose ω = 5π and µ = 1. The reconstructions are shown in Figure 2. Columns 1, 2, and 3
correspond to the FF, PP, and SS cases, respectively, and rows 1, 2, and 3 relate to λ = 1, −1, −1.5,
respectively. It looks like the FF case is always the worst. When λ = 1, kp < ks, it looks like the SS
case is the best. When λ = −1.5, kp > ks, it looks like the PP case is the best. In addition, when
λ = −1, kp = ks, the reconstruction results are closer for the PP and SS cases.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

Figure 2. Reconstructions of pear-shaped obstacle for different λ with δ = 10%.
Top row: λ = 1; Second row: λ = −1; Third row: λ = −1.5. Left column: FF case;
Middle column: PP case; Right column: SS case.

We consider the influence of frequency ω on reconstruction. The reconstruction results for ω =
2π, 4π, 5π, 7π, 8π, 9π, with λ = 1 and µ = 1 as parameters, are shown in Figure 3. Based on the
relationship between wavenumbers and reconstruction results discussed earlier, we only consider
SS case here. It can be observed from these results that the rough outline of the scatterer can
be obtained at low frequencies and more localized details of the boundary of the scatterer can be
captured at high frequencies.

Neglecting the oscillations generated at higher frequencies, it seems that the larger the frequency
is, the better the detail of the reconstructed contour will be. To gather different features of low and
high frequencies simultaneously, it is often recommended to use multi-frequency data to enhance
better reconstruction quality.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 3. Reconstructions of rounded rectangle-shaped cavity for different frequen-
cies ω with δ = 10%. ω = 2π, 4π, 5π, 7π, 8π, 9π for (a) to (f), respectively.

5.3. Tests on multiple scatterers. In this subsection, denote by D = D1 ∪D2 the union of two
disjoint cavities. The set of sampling points is

Z = {(xj , yk) : xj = −6 +
3

25
j, yk = −6 +

3

25
k, j, k = 0, 1, . . . , 100}.

D1 is chosen to be an ellipse with axes 1.5 and 1, respectively, and D2 is a rounded rectangular
cavity with parameter (5.9). When D1 and D2 are far apart (the centers of D1 and D2 are taken at
(−3, 2) and (2, 1), respectively), the reconstruction results are shown in Figure 4 (a)-(c). For the FF,
PP, and SS cases, it is possible to get a rough outline of D1 and D2 and to separate them clearly.
In particular, it seems to look best in the FF case.

When D1 and D2 are close to each other (the centers of D1 and D2 are taken at (−1.5, 1) and
(1.5,−1), respectively), the reconstruction results are displayed in Figure 4 (d)-(f). For the FF, PP
and SS cases, the contours of D1 and D2 can be obtained roughly, but the reconstruction results
are worse than the above cases, especially the FF case seems to be the worst. We find that none of
the three cases can clearly separate D1 and D2 when the two scatterers are too close together. It
is worth pointing out that for the SS case, the imaging results oscillate to some extent regardless of
whether the two scatterers are farther or closer apart.

5.4. Influence of multi-scale scatterers. In this subsection, suppose that D consists of two
scatterers D1 and D2 at different scales. We take

Z = {(xj , yk) : xj = −8 +
4

25
j, yk = −8 +

4

25
k, j, k = 0, 1, . . . , 100}

as the set of sampling points. Two examples are provided to demonstrate the influence of multi-scale
scatterers on reconstruction results.

Example 1: Let D1 be a rounded rectangle-shaped cavity centered at (-2,0) whose diameter is
three times the diameter of the original shape (5.9), and D2 be a pear-shaped cavity centered at
(6, 0) which is parameterized by

x(t) = 0.5(1 + 0.2 cos(3t))(cos t, sin t), t ∈ [0, 2π]. (5.10)

The size of D1 is about 8 times the size of D2.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 4. Reconstructions of two scatterers for ω = 9π, µ = 5, λ = 5 with δ = 10%.
Left column: FF case; Middle column: PP case; Right column: SS case.

The reconstruction results are shown in Figure 5. We can observe that both the FF and PP cases
can effectively reconstruct these two different sized scatterers. In particular, the large-sized cavity
seems to be better in the PP case, while the small-sized cavity seems to look better in the FF case.
However, in the SS case, neither large nor small-sized cavities are satisfactorily reconstructed, and
the imaging results produce some oscillations.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5. Reconstructions of two scatterers for ω = 6π, µ = 5, λ = 5 with δ = 10%.
Left column: FF case; Middle column: PP case; Right column: SS case.

Example 2: We replace D1 in Example 1 with a circular cavity of radius 0.1 centered at (−2, 0),
and keep D2 in the same shape and position as in Example 1. Now D1 is one-fifth the size of D2.
From the reconstruction results in Figure 6, it can be seen that not only regular-sized cavities can be
reconstructed in the FF, PP, and SS cases, but also tiny cavities can be reconstructed at the same
time. However, in the SS case, the imaging results still have some small oscillations.

5.5. Tests on limited aperture. In this subsection, we investigate the reconstruction of the cavity
in the limited aperture case. We consider a kite-shaped cavity parameterized as

x(t) = (cos t+ 0.65 cos(2t)− 0.65, 1.5 sin t), t ∈ [0, 2π],
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6. Reconstructions of two scatterers with ω = 12π, µ = 5, λ = 5 and δ =
10%. Left column: FF case; Middle column: PP case; Right column: SS case.

and take ω = 3π, µ = 1 and λ = 2. The reconstructions are depicted in Figure 7. Rows 1-3
correspond to the FF, PP and SS cases, respectively, and columns 1-4 relate to observation intervals
[a, b] as [0, π/2], [π/2, π], [π, 3π/2] and [3π/2, 2π], respectively. As can be seen, even if we use limited
aperture data, the rough contours can still be obtained in FF, PP and SS cases, and in particular,
the PP case seems to look better. The illuminated part in the PP case is reconstructed better than
the unilluminated part.

(a) (0, π/2) (b) (π/2, π) (c) (π, 3π/2) (d) (3π/2, 2π)

(e) (0, π/2) (f) (π/2, π) (g) (π, 3π/2) (h) (3π/2, 2π)

(i) (0, π/2) (j) (π/2, π) (k) (π, 3π/2) (l) (3π/2, 2π)

Figure 7. Reconstructions of kite scatterers for the limited aperture with ω =
3π, µ = 1, λ = 2. Top row: FF case; Middle row: PP case; Bottom row: SS case.

6. Conclusions and future works

For the inverse scattering problem of elastic waves with Neumann boundary condition, we present
a theoretical factorization of the far-field operator and propose a numerical algorithm to reconstruct
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the shape and location of the elastic cavity. Numerical experiments are performed to demonstrate
the effectiveness of our method. We can see that the reconstructions in the SS case seem to look
worse in most examples.

It is worth mentioning that our method does not seem to be directly applicable to impedance
boundary condition

Tνu+ iηu = 0, on ∂D,

where η = ωc and c is a positive constant [44]. Indeed, define by F imp the far-field operator for the
impedance boundary condition. Using the similar approach in Theorem 3.3 yields the factorization
of the far-field operator

F imp = −
√
8πωGimpT ∗

impG∗
imp,

where Gimp : [H
−1/2(∂D)]2 → L2 (S) maps f ∈

[
H−1/2(∂D)

]2
into the far-field pattern v∞ = Gf of

the exterior impedance boundary value problem with boundary data f , and T imp : [H
1/2(∂D)]2 →

[H−1/2(∂D)]2 is given by

T imp = N + iηI − iηK′ + iηK+ η2S.

Our objective is to establish that T imp is the Fredhom operator of index zero. Following the
approach used in this paper, we need to decompose the operator T imp into a compact operator C
and a coercive operator M, where C = iηI + (N − N 0) − iη(K′ − K′

0) + iη(K − K0) + η2S and
M = N 0− iηK′

0+iηK0. The compactness of C holds since S, N −N 0, K′−K′
0, and the imbedding

I are compact. However, the coercivity of the operator M is not easy to obtain. In future work we
will try to address this issue, and we would like to apply this method to some other structures, e.g.,
cavities and layered cavities.
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7. Appendix

Proposition 7.1. The kernel of the operator S is weakly singular.

Proof. Using the recursive formula for the Hankel function

H
(1)
1 (t) = −1

t
H

(1)
1 (z) +H

(1)
0 (t),

a straightforward calculation yields

Γ(x,y) = γ1(|x− y|)I+ γ2(|x− y|)J(x− y) (7.1)

where J(x− y) = (x− y)(x− y)⊤/|x− y|2. Here, the functions γ1 and γ2 are given by

γ1(v) =
i

4µ
H

(1)
0 (ksv)−

i

4ω2v

[
ksH

(1)
1 (ksv)− kpH

(1)
1 (kpv)

]
,

γ2(v) =
i

4ω2

[
2ks
v

H
(1)
1 (ksv)− k2sH

(1)
0 (ksv)−

2kp
v

H
(1)
1 (kpv) + k2pH

(1)
0 (kpv)

]
,

where v = |x − y|. We use the power series for the Bessel and Hankel functions to obtain the
decomposition from

γj(v) =
1

π
ln vξj(v) + χj(v), j = 1, 2,

where

ξ1(v) := − 1

2µ
J0 (ksv) +

1

2ω2v
[ksJ1 (ksv)− kpJ1 (kpv)] ,

ξ2(v) :=
1

2ω2

[
k2sJ0 (ksv)−

2ks
v

J1 (ksv)− k2pJ0 (kpv) +
2kp
v

J1 (kpv)

]
.

Then, apply the following asymptotic behavior of the bessel functions

J0(t) = 1− 1

4
t2 +O

(
t4
)
, t → 0, (7.2)

J1(t) =
1

2
t− 1

16
t3 +O

(
t5
)
, t → 0, (7.3)

Y0(t) =
2

π

{
ln

t

2
+ C

}
J0(t) +

1

2π
t2 +O

(
t4
)
, t → 0, (7.4)

Y1(t) =
2

π

{
ln

t

2
+ C

}
J1(t)−

2

π

1

t
− 1

2π
t+

5

32
t3 +O

(
t5
)
, t → 0, (7.5)

yields

ξ1(v) = − 1

4ω2

(
k2s + k2p

)
+

1

32ω2

(
3k4s + k4p

)
v2 +O

(
v4
)
,

ξ2(v) =
1

16ω2

(
k4p − k4s

)
v2 +O

(
v4
)
,

χ1(v) = − 1

4πω2

[
k2s ln

ks
2

+ k2p ln
kp
2

+
1

2

(
k2s − k2p

)
+

(
C − iπ

2

)(
k2s + k2p

)]
+O

(
v2
)
,

χ2(v) =
1

4πω2

(
k2s − k2p

)
+O

(
v2
)
,

for v → 0, where C = 0.57721 . . . is Euler’s constant.
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It can be seen that the functions ξj and χj (j = 1, 2) are analytic functions on R× R. Thus, the
kernel of the operator S is logarithmic and weakly singular. □

Proposition 7.2. The kernel of the operator K′ is strongly singular, and the kernel of the operator
K′ −K′

0 is weakly singular.

Proof. For a function f and a matrix A, it follow from the product rule that

Tν(fA) = Tν(fI)A+ fTνA, (7.6)

Applying (7.6) to (7.1) yields

Tν(x)Γ(x,y) =
2∑

j=1

1∑
k=0

γ
(k)
j (|x− y|)M(k)

j (x,y)

where

γ
(0)
j (v) :=

1

v2
γj(v), γ

(1)
j (v) :=

1

v
γ′j(v),

and
M

(0)
1 (x,y) : = 0,

M
(0)
2 (x,y) : =

[
(λ+ 2µ)ν(x)(x− y)⊤ + µ(x− y)ν(x)⊤

+µν(x)⊤(x− y) (I− 4J(x− y))
]
,

M
(1)
1 (x,y) : = λν(x)(x− y)⊤ + µ(x− y)ν(x)⊤ + µν(x)⊤(x− y)I,

M
(1)
2 (x,y) : = M

(1)
1 (x,y)J(|x− y|).

Here, the functions γ
(1)
j (j = 1, 2) are given by

γ
(1)
1 (v) =− ik3s

4ω2v
H

(1)
1 (ksv)−

i

4ω2

{
1

v2

[
k2sH

(1)
0 (ksv)− k2pH

(1)
0 (kpv)

]
− 2

v3

[
ksH

(1)
1 (ksv)− kpH

(1)
1 (kpv)

]}
,

γ
(1)
2 (v) =

i

4ω2v

{
k3sH

(1)
1 (ksv)− k3pH

(1)
1 (kpv) +

2

v

[
k2sH

(1)
0 (ksv)− k2pH

(1)
0 (kpv)

]
− 4

v2

[
ksH

(1)
1 (ksv)− kpH

(1)
1 (kpv)

]}
.

We noted that these matrices M
(k)
j (j = 1, 2, k = 0, 1) are infinitely differentiable in R2 × R2.

Utilizing the power series for both the Bessel and Hankel functions, we can derive the decomposition
from

γ
(k)
j (v) =

1

π
ln vξ

(k)
j (v) + χ

(k)
j (v),

where

ξ
(0)
2 (v) :=

1

2ω2v2

[
k2sJ0 (ksv)−

2ks
v

J1 (ksv)− k2pJ0 (kpv) +
2kp
v

J1 (kpv)

]
,

ξ
(1)
1 (v) :=

k3s
2ω2v

J1 (ksv) +
1

2ω2

{
1

v2
[
k2sJ0 (ksv)− k2pJ0 (kpv)

]
− 2

v3
[ksJ1 (ksv)− kpJ1 (kpv)]

}
,

ξ
(1)
2 (v) :=− 1

2ω2v

{
k3sJ1 (ksv)− k3pJ1 (kpv) +

2

v

[
k2sJ0 (ksv)− k2pJ0 (kpv)

]
− 4

v2
[ksJ1 (ksv)− kpJ1 (kpv)]

}
.
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Applying (7.2)-(7.5) again yields

ξ
(0)
2 (v) =

1

16ω2

(
k4p − k4s

)
+O

(
v2
)
,

ξ
(1)
1 (v) =

1

16ω2

(
3k4s + k4p

)
+O

(
v2
)
,

ξ
(1)
2 (v) =

1

8ω2

(
k4p − k4s

)
+O

(
v2
)
,

χ
(0)
2 (v) = − 1

16πω2

{
k4s ln

ks
2

− k4p ln
kp
2

+

(
C − 3

4
− iπ

2

)(
k4s − k4p

)}
+

k2s − k2p
4πω2v2

+O
(
v2
)
, (7.7)

χ
(1)
1 (v) =

1

16πω2

{
3k4s ln

ks
2

+ k4p ln
kp
2

− 5

4
k4s −

3

4
k4p +

(
C − iπ

2

)(
3k4s + k4p

)}
−

k2p + k2s
4πω2v2

+O
(
v2
)
, (7.8)

χ
(1)
2 (v) = − 1

8πω2

{
k4s ln

ks
2

− k4p ln
kp
2

+

(
C − 1

4
− iπ

2

)(
k4s − k4p

)}
+O

(
v2
)
,

for v → 0. It can be seen the functions χ
(0)
2 and χ

(1)
1 are strongly singular. Thus, the kernel of K′ is

strongly singular.
However, the kernel of K′ −K′

0 can be decomposed as follows:

Tν(x) [Γ(x,y)− Γ0(x,y)] =

2∑
j=1

1∑
k=0

{
γ
(k)
j (|x− y|)− γ

(k)
0,j (|x− y|)

}
M

(k)
j (x,y),

where

γ0,1(v) =
λ+ 3µ

4πµ(λ+ 2µ)
ln

1

v
, γ0,2(v) =

λ+ µ

4πµ(λ+ 2µ)
,

γ′0,1(v) = − λ+ 3µ

4πµ(λ+ 2µ)

1

v
, γ′0,2(v) = 0,

γ
(0)
0,j (v) :=

1

v2
γ0,j(v), γ

(1)
0,j (v) :=

1

v
γ′0,j(v), j = 1, 2.

This exactly eliminates the singularities in (7.7) and (7.8). Thus, the kernel of K′−K′
0 is logarithmic

and weakly singular. □

Proposition 7.3. The kernel of the operator K is strongly singular, and the kernel of the operator
K−K0 is weakly singular.

Proof. The kernel of the operator K can be rewritten as[
Tν(y)Γ(x,y)

]⊤
=

2∑
j=1

1∑
k=0

γ
(k)
j (|x− y|)

[
M

(k)
j (y,x)

]⊤
,

where the functions γkj is the same as above and the matrices
[
M

(k)
j

]⊤
are still infinitely differentiable

in R2×R2. The kernel ofK is strongly singular since the functions χ
(0)
2 and χ

(1)
1 are strongly singular.

Similarly, the kernel of K−K0 can be can be decomposed as follows:{
Tν(y) [Γ(x,y)− Γ0(x,y)]

}⊤
=

2∑
j=1

1∑
k=0

{
γ
(k)
j (|x− y|)− γ

(k)
0,j (|x− y|)

}[
M

(k)
j (y,x)

]⊤
.

Thus, the kernel of K−K0 is weakly singular since γ
(0)
0,2 and γ

(1)
0,1 eliminates the singularities in (7.7)

and (7.8). □
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Proposition 7.4. The kernel of the operator N is strongly singular, and the kernel of the operator
N ′ −N 0 is weakly singular.

Proof. The kernel of the operator N can be rewritten as

Tν(x)
[
Tν(y)Γ(x,y)

]⊤
=

2∑
j=1

1∑
k=0

Tν(x)

{
γ
(k)
j (|x− y|)

[
M

(k)
j (y,x)

]⊤}
, (7.9)

Applying (7.6) to the right hand of (7.9) yields

Tν(x)
[
Tν(y)Γ(x,y)

]⊤
=

2∑
j=1

2∑
k=0

γ
(k)
j (|x− y|)N(k)

j (x,y),

where γ
(2)
j (v) := γ′′j(v), j = 1, 2, and N

(0)
1 (x,y) = 0,

N
(0)
2 (x,y) := Tν(x)

[
M

(0)
2 (y,x)⊤

]
− 2

|x− y|2
M

(1)
1 (x,y)M

(0)
2 (y,x)⊤,

N
(1)
1 (x,y) := Tν(x)

[
M

(1)
1 (y,x)⊤

]
− 1

|x− y|2
M

(1)
1 (x,y)M

(1)
1 (y,x)⊤,

N
(2)
1 (x,y) :=

1

|x− y|2
M

(1)
1 (x,y)M

(1)
1 (y,x)⊤,

N
(1)
2 (x,y) := Tν(x)

[
M

(1)
2 (y,x)⊤

]
− 1

|x− y|2
M

(1)
1 (x,y)M

(1)
2 (y,x)⊤ +

1

|x− y|2
M

(1)
1 (x,y)M

(0)
2 (y,x)⊤

N
(2)
2 (x,y) :=

1

|x− y|2
M

(1)
1 (x,y)M

(1)
2 (y,x)⊤.

Here, the functions γ
(2)
j (j = 1, 2) are given by

γ
(2)
1 (v) =− ik4s

4ω2
H

(1)
0 (ksv) +

i

4ω2

{
1

v

[
2k3sH

(1)
1 (ksv)− k3pH

(1)
1 (kpv)

]
+

3

v2

[
k2sH

(1)
0 (ksv)− k2pH

(1)
0 (kpv)

]
− 6

v3

[
ksH

(1)
1 (ksv)− kpH

(1)
1 (kpv)

]}
,

γ
(2)
2 (v) =

i

4ω2

{
k4sH

(1)
0 (ksv)− k4pH

(1)
0 (kpv)−

3

v

[
k3sH

(1)
1 (ksv)− k3pH

(1)
1 (kpv)

]
− 6

v2

[
k2sH

(1)
0 (ksv)− k2pH

(1)
0 (kpv)

]
+

12

v3

[
ksH

(1)
1 (ksv)− kpH

(1)
1 (kpv)

]}
.

We noted that these matrices N
(k)
j (j = 1, 2, k = 0, 1, 2) are infinitely differentiable in R2 × R2;

see [14]. Once again using the the power series for the Bessel and Hankel functions to obtain the
decomposition from

γ
(k)
j (v) =

1

π
ln vξ

(k)
j (v) + χ

(k)
j (v), j = 1, 2, k = 0, 1, 2,

where

ξ
(2)
1 (v) :=

k4s
2ω2

J0 (ksv)−
1

2ω2

{
1

v

[
2k3sJ1 (ksv)− k3pJ1 (kpv)

]
+

3

v2
[
k2sJ0 (ksv)− k2pJ0 (kpv)

]
− 6

v3
[ksJ1 (ksv)− kpJ1 (kpv)]

}
,

ξ
(2)
2 (v) :=− 1

2ω2

{
k4sJ0 (ksv)− k4pJ0 (kpv)−

3

v

[
k3sJ1 (ksv)− k3pJ1 (kpv)

]
− 6

v2
[
k2sJ0 (ksv)− k2pJ0 (kpv)

]
+

12

v3
[ksJ1 (ksv)− kpJ1 (kpv)]

}
.
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Applying (7.2)-(7.5) again yields

ξ
(2)
1 (v) =

1

16ω2

(
3k4s + k4p

)
+O

(
v2
)
,

ξ
(2)
2 (v) =

1

8ω2

(
k4p − k4s

)
+O

(
v2
)
,

χ
(2)
1 (v) =

1

16πω2

{
3k4s ln

ks
2

+ k4p ln
kp
2

+
7

4
k4s +

1

4
k4p +

(
C − iπ

2

)(
3k4s + k4p

)}
+

k2p + k2s
4πω2v2

+O
(
v2
)
,

(7.10)

χ
(2)
2 (v) = − 1

8πω2

{
k4s ln

ks
2

− k4p ln
kp
2

+

(
C +

3

4
− iπ

2

)(
k4s − k4p

)}
+O

(
v2
)
,

for v → 0. It can be seen the functions χ
(0)
2 and χ

(k)
1 (k = 1, 2) are strongly singular. Thus, the

kernel of N is strongly singular.
Similarly, the kernel of N −N 0 can be decomposed as follows:

Tν(x)
{
Tν(y) [Γ(x,y)− Γ0(x,y)]

}⊤
=

2∑
j=1

2∑
k=0

{
γ
(k)
j (|x− y|)− γ

(k)
0,j (|x− y|)

}
N

(k)
j (x,y),

where

γ′′0,1(v) =
λ+ 3µ

4πµ(λ+ 2µ)v2
, γ′′0,2(v) = 0, γ

(2)
0,j (v) := γ′′0,j(v), j = 1, 2.

Thus, the kernel of N −N 0 is weakly singular since γ
(0)
0,2 and γ

(k)
0,1 , (k = 1, 2) eliminates the singu-

larities in (7.7), (7.8) and (7.10).
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