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ON THE GROWTH PROPERTIES OF INTERIOR TRANSMISSION
EIGENFUNCTIONS NEAR CORNERS

EMILIA L.K. BLASTEN AND VALTER POHJOLA

ABSTRACT. We investigate the localization and vanishing of L? interior transmission
eigenfunctions at corners. Past numerical computations suggest that these eigenfunc-
tions localize at non-convex corners. This phenomenon has, however, not been proven
theoretically. We show that localization does indeed occur for some eigenfunctions at a
non-convex corner.

We also investigate the vanishing of interior transmission eigenfunctions at a con-
vex corner. We prove that these eigenfunctions vanish at convex corners with reduced
smoothness assumptions compared to earlier results.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The interior transmission problem consists of finding v,w € L?*(D) and a wavenumber
k € C, that solves the problem

(A + E*)v =0, in D,
(1.1) (A + E*n)w = 0, in D,
v = dw, on 0D, j=0,1,

where D C R™ is a bounded Lipschitz domain, n € L>(D) is the refractive index, and
v is the outer unit normal vector to dD. The boundary condition is understood in
the weak sense, and due to elliptic interior regularity can be replaced by the condition
v—w € HD). We call k an Interior Transmission Eigenvalue (ITEV) and the pair
(v,w) and the functions v and w Interior Transmission Eigenfunctions (ITEF).

The interior transmission problem arose originally in conjunction with reconstruction

problems in scattering theory. Certain numerical methods such as the linear sampling
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and factorization methods need to avoid wave numbers k that are ITEVs (see |
; ; ]), in order to produce reliable reconstructions of a scatterer.
The interior transmission problem is also closely related to the phenomena of potentlals
that always produce a scattered wave (see e.g. | ; ; ; ;
; ]). A non-scattering incident wave and its correspondmg total wave
are ITEFS on the support of the potential. Before | | the converse was not known.
Special interest is given to real-valued transmission eigenvalue k € R, since these are

directly related to this type of inverse scattering problems.

Y

Here we are interested in the behaviour of the ITEFs near corner points, and in particular
the localization phenomena for non-convex corners that has been observed in | ;

; : : : ]. Numerical computations have suggested that
the ITEFs can become unbounded at the inward pointing corner point, in sharp contrast
to e.g. Dirichlet eigenfunctions. This type of localization at a non-convex corner is also
in stark contrast to the behaviour of ITEFs at convex corners. The latter vanish there.
This has been proven in | ; ; ] assuming extra regularity on the ITEFs
and observed numerically in | ; ]. Our main task in this paper is to prove
that some ITEFs do indeed become unbounded near an inwards pointing corner. This is
the first proof of the singular and localization phenomenon for transmission eigenvalues
at corners.

€2

FIGURE 1. An example domain D with a non-convex corner of opening
angle w > 7. At this type of corner the ITEF can become unbounded.

We focus on bounded domains D C R? which have a single corner point zy and are
otherwise smooth. See figure 1. The opening angle at x( is denoted by w. The localization
phenomena occurs only for non-convex corners, i.e. when w € (7, 27). We further restrict
w so that w € (wp, 27), where wy ~ 257.6° is the solution to tan(w) = w. It seems that our
arguments should also work in the range w € (m,wp) with slightly longer computations,
we do not however pursue this case here.

Our main result on localization of ITEFs at non-convex corners is the following. This
result is an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.7.

Theorem 1.1. Let w € (wq, 2w). Then there exists a corner domain D satisfying (2.1),
with a corner point at xo = 0, and positive constants n # 1, and k > 0, such that the
solutions v and w of (1.1), are such that

v(r,0),w(r,0) ~ C(@)r °, asr — 0,
for some o € (0,1) and where C(0) # 0.



Theorem 1.1 gives the first examples of ITEFs where we can verify that localization

occurs at a non-convex corners and thus going beyond the numerical results in | ;
; ; ; ; J

We will also investigate the vanishing of ITEFs when the corner is convex, i.e. w € (0, ).

It appears that the localization of an ITEF is not possible at convex corners. In fact,

they always seem to vanish instead. For the convex corner case we prove the following

result, which is is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.2.

Theorem 1.2. Let w <, and let D be domain of the form of (2.1) with a corner point
at xg. Assume that n € CY(D), n > 0 and n(0) # 1, and let v,w € H' (D) be solutions
of (1.1), Then w(xo) = 0 in the following sense:

) 1
ll_r}(l] i /CE w(x)dx =0,

where C. = B(xg,e) N D. The same applies also to v.

Theorem 1.2 improves on the results in | ; ; ; . In [ ;
; ] it is assumed that the ITEFs v and w are in H 2(D) (or Holder) near
the corner point. | | improves the approximation property of | ; ].

Theorem 1.2 only assumes that v,w € H'(D). The question for L?(D)-regularity remains
open.

Let us briefly discuss the ideas behind the proof of Theorem 1.1. Our main tool is the
theory of elliptic PDE in corner domains. This theory goes back to the pioneering work
by Kondratiev | | with later developments made by several authors, see e.g. | ;

; ; ]. We will in particular use this type of results for the biharmonic
equation which are obtained by Grisvard in | ] and | ).

We firstly augment the biharmonic theory in | | and | | by deriving a condition
that guarantees the appearance of a singular term in the corner asymptotics derived in
[ | and | ]. This analysis is carried out in section 3. Our main strategy is
then to formulate the ITEV problem in the constant coefficients case. This problem
can be formulated as a fourth order problem that resembles a buckling type problem.
We then study an auxiliary eigenvalue problem related to the buckling type problem,
see subsections 4.1 and 4.2. This gives us a family of eigenfunctions {¢;} of the 4th
order problem that is complete in HZ(D). The eigenfunctions t; can be converted into
ITEFs in a natural way. The completeness of the family {1;}, and the criterion for the
occurrence of a singular term for a biharmonic source problem of Proposition 3.8 allows
us then to find at least one j for which Aw); becomes singular, see Lemma 4.6. This in
turn translates to an ITEF that becomes singular.

We like point out that proving localization at a corner involves some degree of difficulty
since unboundedness of the ITEF always implies that the eigenfunction cannot come from
a scattering solution due to elliptic regularlty in R?. This means that none of the results
such as those in | ; : ] can say anything about unbounded
ITEFs. In fact our results imply that L? mterlor transmission eigenfunctions forms a
much more exotic class of functions than incident waves or total waves, something which
was known previously only due to the existence of always scattering potentials that have
ITEFs | |. We further discuss the connection to corner scattering in section 6.

The paper is structured as follows in section 2 we review the results in corner asymptotics
that we will using in the later sections. In section 3 we derive a condition for the apperance

of a certain singular term in the asymptotic expansion of solutions to the biharmonic
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equation. In section 4.3 and its subsections we construct a singular ITEF and prove
Theorem 1.1. Section 5 then shortly discuss the vanishing in convex corners and prove
Theorem 1.2. In the last section 6 we discuss the connection to corner scattering and
mention some open problems.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In the following we will study bounded corner domains D C R? satisfying

(2.1) Dn B(0,e) =C, N B(0,¢), 0D \ {0} is smooth ,
for some € > 0 where C, is the cone with the opening angle w € (0,27) \ {7} given by
(2.2) C,:={(r,0) cR*: 0 < (0,w), r >0}

See figure 1 for an illustration of a possible D.

We will need certain weighted Sobolev spaces that are well adapted to study the asymp-
totics of solutions at corners, and which we will define next. Let @ C R? be a bounded
Lipschitz domain. We will consider the weighted Sobolev spaces V4(€2) C L*(€). The

norm specifying V£(12), takes the weighted L?-norms of derivatives up to order ¢, i.e.
B

2 o B—l+|a| na 2
(2.3) lullvse) = 2 I ozl -
<t
See also p. 271in | . It will be convenient to also characterize the Vj(€2)-norm in polar

coordinates. This reveals that the norm considers r—!

Lemma 2.1. We have that u € V5(Q) if and only if
PP 0 0ku(r, 0)| € LA(QY),  for j4+k <L

and 0, as somewhat equivalent.

Proof. The claim follows by a direct computation using polar coordinates. U
The following can be found in | ] see Theorem 7.2.1.1.
Lemma 2.2. Ifw € HZ(C), then w € VZ(C).

Our main tool in studying the localization of ITEFs in section 4.3 will be the following
result describing the corner asymptotics of a solution to the biharmonic source problem
in an cone. The following proposition is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.2.10 in | ]
and Theorem 7.2.1.12 | ]. (See also Theorem 3.4.1 in | | and the discussion after
Theorem 7.2.1.12 in | 1)

Proposition 2.3. Suppose u € VZ(C,,) is of bounded support and solves
A%y = f, mn C,,
{%meza ji=0,1,
where f € VQ(C,). Assume that w € (0,27) is such that tanw # w, and that the equation

(2.4)

(2.5) sin?(zw) = 2? sin(w),
has no solution z € C with Rez = 2. Then u is of the form
U = Ug + Us, Ur € %4(Cw)a
where
M’ M
(2.6) us(r,0) = enpm(@)r 7 + " [d,dm(0) + ¢y Inriy, (0)]r' T,
m=1 m=1
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and 2z}, and z!! are respectively simple and double roots of (2.5) with Rez! ,Rez! € (0,2),
and G, om € C°(0,w) N HZ(0,w) are normalized as in (2.7), and ¢y, c,,, cl € C.

/
m?

Remark 2.4. The functions ¢,, and ¢,, in Proposition 2.3 are normalized by

(2.7) H<Pm||L2(o,w)7 H¢mHL2(o,w) =1,

and they can be described explicitly as solutions to certain ODEs (see Theorem 3.4.1 and
Theorem 3.2.10 in | ]). The functions ¢,, € H(0,w) solve the ordinary differential
equations

4,0//// + 2<1 i ZQ)QD// 4 (24 o 222 + 1)90 — 07
where 2z = 2/,. The functions ¢,, € H3(0,w), solve in turn the ODE
o'+ 21+ 2°) g, + (2 — 22% + 1) = —4(2° — 2)om + 42,

o
where z = 2, .

Remark 2.5. Note that Proposition 2.3 gives a singular expansion near the vertex of the
cone to a solution u of the biharmonic source problem, but it does not give a condition
when the singular terms c,,r'*#mp,,, ¢ r'**m@p,, and ¢’ r'+#m In(r)e,, are non-zero. The
constants ¢,,, c,,, ¢, could be zero. We will need such a condition and deal with this in
section 3.

/
m?

We shall also — in section 5 — study the vanishing of ITEFs at convex corners. For
this we will use the corner singularity theory for the Laplace operator. Will need the
following proposition, which is a variant of Theorem 3.1 p. 32 in | ].

Proposition 2.6. Let f € V(D), and |8 — 1| < I. Then there exists a unique solution
u e Vi(D) to
Au = f, mn D
{u!aD =0,
and the estimate
[ullvzpy < Clifllveoy
holds.

3. A CONDITION FOR THE APPEARANCE OF A SINGULAR TERM

In this section we further investigate the corner singularity result in | | for the bi-
harmonic equation, which we stated in Proposition 2.3. We will need to expand on this
result by finding a suitable criterion for when a specific singular term in ug is non-zero,
and also find a way to apply it to the bounded domain D. For this we use similar ideas'
as in | ] Chapter 2.

We will assume that u € VZ(C,) is of bounded support and solves

Ay = in C,
(3.1) u f, 1-11 Co,
aiu‘acw = 07 j = 07 17

where f € V{(C,). By Proposition 2.3 we can write u = ug+ ug as in (2.6). We will now
investigate the singular part ug in more detail.
1 ] deals with the Laplacian case. The proof of the condition in the Laplacian case uses the
orthogonality of the ¢ and ¢ which in that case are just sine functions.
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We shall focus on the term behaving worst, in terms of decay in r, in the expansion (2.6).
To single out this term we will investigate the location in the complex plane, of the roots
2K = 2, 21, that appear in the expansion (2.6). The following Lemma lets us characterize
21, which gives us the worst behaving term in (2.6) in terms of decay in r at zero. For a
proof see | | Lemma 3.3.2 p. 100.

Lemma 3.1. The characteristic equation
(3.2) sin?(zw) = 2? sin(w),
in Proposition 2.3, has only the following roots z; in the strip (0,1) x R C C

(a) a single real double root z; when w € (m,wy),
(b) two real simple roots zy < zy when w € (wp, 27).

Here wy € (m,2m) solves tan(wy) = wy. We have wy ~ 257.6°.

We will now consider the case of non-convex angles with w € (wp, 27), in which case we
can let the root 2] in the expansion (2.6) be such that z] = z;, where z; is from case (b)
of Lemma 3.1. Lemma 3.2 below gives a condition for when the singular term in (2.6)
corresponding to 2| is non-zero.

To state Lemma 3.2 we need to introduce the function 7;, which we define as

(3.3) m =1 (0), (r,0) € C,,

where ¢ corresponds to the term in the expansion (2.6). Recall that by the remark (2.4)
it solves (see also | | Theorem 3.2.10) the ODE

(3.4) " 214+ 2" + (2P =22+ D=0, @€ H0,w),

with z = 2z;. An important property of n; is that it is biharmonic in the interior of the
cone C,. Note that we can also pick z = —z; in (3.4). This and a direct computation in
polar coordinates and the fact that ¢; solves (3.4) show that

(3.5) APy (z) =0, for x € C,.

We are now ready to derive a condition for a singular term corresponding to a simple
root 21 = z; of the characteristic equation (3.2).

Lemma 3.2. Let f € L*(C,) with bounded support. Assume that u is a solution of (3.1)
with bounded support, and assume that w € (wo,2m), and that z; € R is the smaller of
the real Toots of equation (3.2) in Lemma 3.1. Then the singular term ug in (2.6) has

(3.6) ¢ # 0, if  (fym)eee) # 0,
where ny is given by (3.3).
Proof. Assume that (f,m1)r2c,) # 0. We need to show that ¢; # 0. We will do this

by showing that ¢; can be expressed in terms of the inner product (f,n;)r2. Let B, :=
B(zo,¢€), € > 0. Since f has bounded support and 7, is locally in L?, we have

(3'7) (fa 771)L2(cw) = Pf(l)(fa 771)L2(cw\B€)-

Set C. :=C, \ Bc and T'. := C,, N {r = €}. Keeping in mind that 7; solves the biharmonic
equation in C, because of (3.5), we have by integrating by parts, that

(f7 771)L2(c€) = (A2U7771)L2(c€)
(38) = (&Au, Th)LZ(FE) — (Au, 8T771)L2(p5)

+ (Oru, Am)m(re) — (u, arAnl)LQ(FE)-
6



Using the expansion (2.6), we can write
M//

(3.9) u(r,0) = Z Conpm ()7 TP+ Z[c’mqu(e) + ¢ Inrg, (0)]r 4+ ug,

where up € Vi'(C,), and 2/, and z/ are simple and double roots of equation (3.2).
By Proposition 2.3 we have Rez],,Rez), € (0,2) for all m. Let’s reorder the roots in
increasing order of real parts, so that 2] has the smallest real part of the single roots.
Lemma 3.1 guarantees that z; = z; from case (b) therein, and that Rez; € (0,1). The
terms in (3.9) involving z] are the most singular.

Applying Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6, we see that terms other than 61901((9)7"1“i do not con-
tribute to the limit (3.7), and that therefore

y_l%(fv 771)L2(Cw\Be) = 11_{% <(arA[Clrl+21§01]; 7]1)L2(I‘€) - (A[Cﬂ”lﬂlw], 8r771)L2(F€)

+ (O [err o], Amn) 2y — (ear' ™, aTAnl)LQ(F€)>'

Let us begin by analyzing the contribution of the term containing 0,A[p;(6)r'*+#1]n,. For
this we have that

(a A[ 1421 ],7"1_21@1)
Thus we have that

(O A, )2y = (21 = 1)(z1 + D201 Z20) + (21 = D@L, ) 120) + 0(1),
as € — 0. Carrying out a similar analysis for the three remaining boundary terms in
(3.8), yields

—(Au, dm) 2,y = (21 = V(21 + D lerll 7200y + (21 = D@, ) 2200) + 0(1),
(v, Am) o ryy = (21 + 121 = D2l 720, + (21 + D@1, 9) 12 (0,0) + 0(1),
—(u, arAm)Lz(re) = (21 4+ 1) (21 = 1D?[loall 720,y + (21 + 1)1, 0) p2000) + 0(1),

as € — 0. Putting these together yields that

o = (z1 = (1 + 21211320,y + (21 — (01, ) L2(0)-

()i = e (421022 = DllealBaou — 421101 Baous )

Note that the term multiplying ¢; on the right is less than zero, since Rez; € (0,1). It
follows that ¢, # 0, if (f,m1)r2(c.) # 0. O

Remark 3.3. Note that we could attmept, by the procedure used in Lemma 3.2, de-
rive similar conditions as (3.6) for the other singular terms (i.e. when 2], # z;) in the
expansion (2.6). For the root zy, with the second smallest real part, we could argue as
in the proof of Lemma 3.2, where we use u — c;r'*#1 ¢y, in place of u, and replace 1
with 7, = r'7#2p,. One could then proceed as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, since also
A%[u — eyr!'™1 ] = f. Tterating this argument should give the conditions for all the
singular terms. We do not however pursue this here.

To complete the proof of Lemma 3.2 we need to derive the two lemmas used to evaluate
the boundary integrals in its proof. Before this it will be convenient to derive the following
scaled version of the trace theorem.

Lemma 3.4. Let u € HY(D) where D is defined in (2.1), and let T. ;== DN {r = €} be
a non-empty circular arc. Then for small € > 0, we have that

|2y < C(e72|ull 2y + €2Vl 2())
7



where C' does not depend on €.

Proof. We can assume that ey > € > 0, where ¢y > 0 is small enough so that D coincides
with the cone, and we have that the circular arc Ty := D N {r = ¢}, and Dy :=
DN B(0,¢) = C, N B(0,¢). Note firstly that I'. is one dimensional. We integrate by
substitution, as follows

oy = [ w@ds = [ joten)feas

By the trace theorem for I'y C Dy, we have that
€||w(€$)||2L2(FO) < CeHw(ex)H%{l(Do),

where C' does not depend on €. Note that Dy is 2 dimensional and that by integration
by substitution we have that

e||w(ex)||%2(D0) = 6_1/ lw(ex)|?e* dr = 6_1/ lw(x)|? d,

Do De

where D, := D N B(0,¢). Similarly

e||Vw(ex)||2L2(D0) = e/ |(Vw)(ex)|?e* dox = e/ |Vw(x)|? dr.
Dy D.
Putting these estimates together yields
H'LUH%?(FG) < C(eil / lw(x)|? do + 6/ |Vw(r)|? d:v),

D, D.

from which the claim follows. O

Now we use the fact that functions in V(D) have to behave well as we approach the
corner point, and prove the first lemma that Lemma 3.2 depends on.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose w € V;}(C,,), and define T :=C, N {r = e}. Then we have that
(3 Aw 7]1)L2
(Aw, Opm) L2(r,
=o0(1), as € — 0
(8 w ATh)LQ ( )
(w, 0rAm1) r2(r,
where 1y 1= r1 1.

Proof. Consider first the term

(w, 0-Am) 21, :/ wd, Alr' ™ p1]rdf
0

r=e

_ /Ow wr (1= 22) (2 — 1)y — (1+ 21)]d0

8
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Let ¢ := (1 —23)(21 — 1)1 — (1 4 21)¢). We can then estimate the above using Lemma
3.4, as follows

=€

(0,08 ) ey = [ wr 2 p(6)  do
0 T

= / wr-213dS
e

< wllzzr.

< 06_1/2||7”_2_le

7”_2_21

?llz2(ry)

|y |2l 2y

< Ce P |lwllyay | @l 2.

Notice that ¢ is a function of # and C' does not depend on €. The norm of ||@|| 2.y ~ €,
as € — 0. We thus see that

(w, 0.Am1) r2r,) = o(1), as € — 0.
The other cases can verified by similar computations. U

Lemma 3.6. Let ', z; and 1y be as in Lemma 3.5. Assume that z € R x (0,2) and
Re z > Re 2z, and suppose that

w = r'T*h(0) or w = In(r)r'T*h(0),

where h € HZ(0,w). Then
(
(
(3.10) (
(

Proof. Let us first consider the non-logarithmic case w = r'**h(f). We begin with
computing the first boundary term

(arAwa 771)

) = (aTA[Tl+zh(9)]7 711_Z1<101 (9))L2(F6)

L2(T.
(3.11) u
- / O A h(0)]r 1 o1 (6)rdb.

0

Now z — 21 = a + ib, with a > 0, so that
/ 0. AP 2 h(0)]r' " 1 (0)rdd = / L h(0)r 1y (0)d6
0 0
= [ R @) 0)d0 = o(1),
0

as = e — 0, and where 2(0) = (z — 1)((1 + 2)2h(8) + h"(6)).
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We continue by estimating the next term in (3.10). Again using the fact z —2z; = a+1ib
with a > 0, we have that

(Aw,0m) oy = (ALFERO)], (1= 20)r ™ 01(0)) oy,

=(1—2) /Ow Al 2h(0)]r* 1 (0)rdf
_ /0 e (0)r R o (0)d0
_ /Ow Ta-i—ibil(e)gpl(e)dg = 0(1),

as = ¢ — 0, and where h(6) = (1 — 21)((1 + 2)2h(0) + 1"(0)).
Continuing with the third and fourth boundary term (3.10), we see similarly that

(0w Am) 0y = /w 0. TER(O)A[rt = 1 (0)]rdf

/0 T h(0)p1(0)dO = o(1),

where $1(6) = (1 + 2)((1 — 21)%¢1(0) + ¢7(0)), and that

(00-80) ey = [ P00, 1 (00
0
/ a-l—zbh )de — 0( )
0
as r =€ — 0, where () 1—21)<(1—2’1 ‘1‘%01(9))
1

Next, we move onto the case w = In(r)r'T#h(f). These computations are to a large extent
1dentlca1 The first boundary tern in (3.10) looks like

(0,Aw,m) = (0, Alln(r)r' ™ *h(0)], 77" ¢1(6))

L2(Te) L2(Te)

_ / O, A[In(r)r 1 (0)]r = 0, (8)rdo.
0
Now 2z — 21 = a + b, with a > 0, so that

/Ow O-A[In(r)r 2 h(0)]r' " 1 (0)rdh = /OW Tz_l(ﬁl(g) + In(r )h2(9>> =#15,(0)do

_ /0 " (7, (8) + In(r)(0)) 1 (8)d6 = o(1),

as r = ¢ — 0, and where we have hy(8) = (322 4+ 2z — 1)h(6) + h"(0) and hy(8) =
(z = 1)((z + 1)%h(0) + h"(6)).
The other boundary terms with w = In(r)r'**h(6) can be evaluated similarly. O

3.1. The condition for a singular term on the bounded domain D. In this sub-
section we derive a condition for the appearance of a non-zero singular term for solutions
of the biharmonic source problem on the domain D. This result is similar to the case
of the cone C, given by Lemma 3.2. The derivation is to large extent similar as the
arguments in the previous section. We need, however, to correct the 7; that is defined by
(3.3) on the cone C,, with a correction term h, so that when we add h to 7, we obtain
a solution to the biharmonic Dirichlet problem on D with the zero boundary conditions

on the entire boundary 9dD.
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We begin by deriving the analogue of Proposition 2.3 for the bounded domain D. In
the case of a bounded domain D, we need to define an analogue to the n; that we defined
in (3.3) for the cone. Let x € C5°(R?) be a cut-off function satisfying

1, re(0,r/2),
3.12 = = |r —
(3.12) X(r) {0, s r= e
where B(zg,2rq) NC,, C D.
Proposition 3.7. Let f € V(D) and u € V#(D) solve the equation

A%y = m D
(3.13) u=fooomD,
8ljju|ap = 0, ] = 0, 1.
Then we have the expansion uw = ugr + ug, where ur € V04(D) and

M//
(3.14) us(r’ 0) =X Z CmSOm( ritam + X Z + C” In T(pm(g)]rl—i_;’%,
m=1

where x is given by (3.12), and 2., and 2!, and ¢, pm € C(0,w) N HZ(0,w) are as in
(2.6) and ¢y, ¢, cr, € C.

Proof. Let Ej be the operator that extends by zero functions defined on D to C,,. The
function Eyxu solves the following biharmonic Dirichlet problem in the cone C,

AQ(EOXu> = EO(Xf + [A27 X]U), in Cw-
aZ(E()XU”@cw = 0.

Note that the source term is an element of V{(C,,) and Fyxu € VZ(Cq) since f € V(D)
and u € V#(D). From Proposition 2.3 it follows that

M/ M//
Eoxu = g + Z Conpm ()71 + Z + ¢ I, (0))ritem,
m=1

where ugr € V3(C,). Multiplying with a further y and noting that y = 0 in C,, \ D we
get

M/ M//
Eox*u = xiip + X Z Conpm (0)71m + Z + ¢ I, (0))ritem,
m=1

To obtain the expansion (3.14), firstly note that in D, we have u = Eyx?u+ (1 —x?)u and
that the function (1 — x?)u € V;'(D). The latter comes from H*(D) elliptic regularity of
u and since 1 — x? is supported away from the corner. We set up = xtig + (1 —x*)u. O

We now define the modification of n; that gives us a suitable solution to the Dirichlet
problem for the biharmonic operator on D. More specifically we define (; as

(3.15) CLi=xm+h = xr""9(0) + h, (r,0) € D,

where 7 is given by (3.3) and h solves the below. Recall that the roots 2/, and 2/, and
the functions ¢, are universal and do not depend on the source terms of the equations
involved. The correction term h solves

{Nh = [y, A2(r*-71,), in D,

& hlop = 0, 7 =0,1.
11



Notice that h € HZ(D), so that by Lemma 2.2 h € VZ(D). By Proposition 3.7 we can
write i in the form

M’ M//
m=1

where hp € V;}(D). Notice also that the definition of ¢; shows that it is biharmonic in
D, which is what we wanted. More specifically

(3.17) A?Q(x) =0, for x € D.
Clap  =0.

Note also that we always have that

(8.18) G A0,

because (; = xm1 + h, and since n; # 0. Note that yn; and h cannot cancel each other
near the corner, since xn; ~ 717*! and h behaves according to (3.16).

We now derive the analogue of Lemma 3.2 for the bounded domain D. Its proof is
similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2, with the main difference that there are new additional
terms due to the correction term h.

Proposition 3.8. Let w € (wp,27) and let u € V(D) solve the equation

{A% =7, in D,

3.19 .
( ) 81‘7/U|8D = 07 ] = 07 17

with f € VY(D), and suppose
(f) Cl)LQ(D) 7é 07
where (; is given by (3.15). Then we have that u ~ c;r' (), where ¢; # 0.
Proof. The proof of the statement is essentially the same as for Lemma 3.2. We need to

show that ¢; # 0. We will do this by showing that ¢; can be expressed in terms of the
inner product (f, (1) r2py. Let Be := B(x,¢€), € > 0. Clearly

(3.20) (f, ) 2oy = lim(f, G 2o\ .-

Set D, := D\ B. and I'. :== D N {r = ¢}. Keeping in mind that ¢; solves the equation
(3.17) in D,, we have by integrating by parts, similar as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, that
(fa Cl)LZ(De) = (AQU, C1>L2(De)
(3'21) = (&Au, Cl)LQ(I‘E) - (AU, 3r§l)L2(F )
+ (Oru, ACl)LQ(FE) — (u, 0, AG) 2(r

Using the expansion (3.14), we can write

Ml/
(3.22)  u(r,0) = x Y copm(O)r' 7 4 x Z )+ ¢ I (0)]r 5 + g,
=1

where ur € V'(C,), and z/, and 2/, are simple and double roots of equation (3.2).
Using the definition of (; = xn; + h, we can split the boundary terms in (3.21) into an
h part and a yn; part. We now claim that the boundary terms from h are such that

(8TAu, h)[ﬁ(pe) — (Au, &h)Lz(F()

+ (Oru, Ah) 2y — (u, OpAR)p2ry — 0, asr=¢e— 0.
12
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Let us evaluate these in the limit 7 = ¢ — 0. Since u has the expansion (3.22), and h
the expansion (3.16), we can split the integrals in (3.23) into products of the individual
terms in the expansions. Let us begin with analyzing the case with least decay in r, when
r — 0. This is given by the 7't terms in the expansions (3.22) and (3.16), since we
set 2] = 21, and Rez; < Rez],.;,Rez] . Note that the behaviour of this type boundary
term has in general faster decay than the corresponding boundary term in (3.8), since
here the terms behaves as '™ but (3.8) considers 1; which behaves r'=#1. Tt is thus
to be expected that these boundary terms vanish. The first of these boundary terms

contributing to (3.23) is

(8TAr1+Z1<p1,rlJergol)Lz(Fé):/ O A(r 1 ) )t o r do
0

= [ ) )+ s
0
=Cr¥ =0

as r = € — 0. Note that the fourth boundary term in (3.23) is of the same form. The
second and the third terms in (3.23) are of the form

(Arl+z190176r7“1+z1901)L2(Fe) :/ A(r 1010, (r' e )r df
0

- / P11+ 20) %01 + @] (L4 20)r' Ty db
0
<Or* — 0

as r = € — 0. The contribution to (3.23) by the other products of the individual terms in
the expansions (3.22) and (3.16) can be estimated similarly. This shows that that (3.23)
holds.

Now we turn to the contribution of the yn; part of (; to the terms in (3.21). We argue
as follows. As x = 1 on I'., when € > 0 is small, we see that the boundary terms in (3.21)
due to the ym part of (; are identical to those in (3.8), and we thus get by identical
computations as in the proof of Lemma 3.2 that

(fsxm)r2py = a <4Z1(Z% — DlleallZ2(00) — 4Z1HSO/1H%2(0,M)>-

Note that the term multiplying ¢; on the right is less than zero, since z; € (0,1). It
follows that C1 7& 0, if (f, <1)L2(D) 7A 0. Il

4. LOCALIZATION AT A NON-CONVEX CORNER

In the following sections we will construct examples of ITEFs that localize at a non-convex
corner. We shall consider the following form of the interior transmission problem

(A+k)v=0, in D,
(4.1) (A+k3)w=0, in D,
d(v—w)lop =0, 7=0,1

where ky # ky are positive constants with v —w € HZ(D). We will study this problem
by writing it as an equivalent 4th order equation. We will then, in the following sections,
find a number of solutions to the fourth order equation by studying a related eigenvalue
problem. These solutions will give solutions to (4.1) that have a singularity at the corner,

so will not be in H?(D) or other spaces that embed into continuous functions.
13



Suppose (v, w) solves (4.1). Then u = v —w € HZ(D) solves the 4th order equation
below weakly.

(4.2) (A+ED)(A+k)u=0, in D
' dulogp =0, j=0,1

On the other hand suppose now that a solution u of (4.2) is given. In this case we can
define

~ 1 2 ~ 1 2

V= W(A—FkQ)U, w = H(A—i—k’l)u,
It is clear that (0, W) solves two first equations in (4.1). The pair (9, @) also satisfies the
boundary- and H2-integrability conditions since

. 1
and thus o — w € HZ(D). We thus see that (0,w) is a solution to (4.1). We can thus
obtain a solution to (4.1) by solving (4.2).

4.1. A buckling type problem. Here we study a 4th order eigenvalue problem that
resembles the problem of a buckling plate. Our goal is to obtain a basis of eigenfunctions
and eigenvalues that we can convert to solutions of (4.2).

The idea is to look at the buckling type problem

AA+R)u =\ D
(4.3) { (A+FR)u _())\u, on :

dlulap j=0,1,

where # € R\ {0} and A € R is traditionally a spectral parameter. We will find solutions
to this problem, which will then in turn give solutions to the 4th order problem (4.2),
which gives us solutions to (4.1).

To relate the solution u of (4.2), to (4.3), we write the equation for u as

(4.4) A?u A+ (K2 4 B3 Au + kE2k2u = 0.

Let’s find out how the & and A in (4.3) translate into some k; and ko when we rewrite
the equation (4.3) in the form of (4.4). It will be convenient to set a := k? and b := k3.
To solve for a and b, when % and A are given, we use

A=—ab and F=a+b.
This gives that

A < 1 =
a—>-—k=0 & a—Fa-A=0 < a:§(/%i— K2+ 4))
a

Now choose . .
o=+ 2+ 40) 6:5(%—\/f%2+45\).
This gives
1 = 1 =
(4.5) iy :ﬂ:\/i(mr 2 4 4)) kgzi\/§(/%— V2 4+ 4)).

This shows that if we solve (4.3) we get solutions to (4.2) and (4.1), with k; and ko given
by (4.5). Note that in order to obtain real ITEVs we need that

(4.6) 0<i2+4N<i® & Me(—i%/4,0).
14




4.2. An auxiliary eigenvalue problem. We formulate an auxiliary eigenvalue problem
which will gives us a number of solutions to the buckling type problem (4.3). More
specifically we are interested in the eigenvalue problem

Ko\t = 051,
where kK < 0, A > 0, and where
K.y :=A"?KkA—\): H}(D)— H(D),

where A™2: H~1(D) — HZ(D) is the solution operator to (3.19), given by Lemma 7.1.1
in [ ].

Lemma 4.1. The operator K, : H3(D) — H(D) is compact.

Proof. By Corollary 3.4.3 in | ] we have that A=2: H~Y(D) — H*/?>*¢(D) N H3(D),
where € > 0. The compactness of K, » follows from the inclusion operator

id . H**(D) — H*(D)
being compact. See e.g. Theorem 3.27 p. 87 in | ]. O

Next, we will define a useful and equivalent inner product on the Hilbert space HZ(D).
We set

(1, P) a2 ::/DAqubdas.

See also | ]. The following Lemma will show that the operator K , is positive on
HZ(D) for suitable parameters A and &.

Lemma 4.2. The operator K, is positive on HZ(D), so that

(Kupth, )2 >0, Vi € HF(D),
when —k /XN > A\, where \, is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the Laplacian on D.

Proof. Let ¢ € H2(D). We utilize the alternative inner product and write

(Ko th, 1) a2 — /D AA2(kA — NYAY da
_ / AZA2(kA — N)obih da
D

= /D(EA — N dx

= —/i'/ (Ve[ do — )\/ V? dx.
D D
Recall that the Poincaré inequality says that

1911720y < ATHIVYIZ2(),
where A; is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the Laplacian. We thus obtain that

(Kep¥,h)p2 > (—k — >‘)‘1_1)va||%2(D)'

The operator K, ) is thus positive if

(4.7) —K—=A1>0 &

It is also easy to see that K , is self-adjoint as the next lemma shows.
15



Lemma 4.3. The operator K, : H3(D) — HZ(D) is self-adjoint.

Proof. We will show that K, » is symmetric and bounded, from which the claim follows.
We have that

(Kopth, @)z = /D AAT2 (KA — N A¢ da
= / (KA — NYo dx
D
= / V(KA — N)pdx
D

- / SAA2 (KA — )i da
D

= <¢7 Kﬁ,)\(b)AQ

The operator K, , is bounded, since (A — \) : Hi(D) — L*(D) is bounded, and A~ :
L*(D) — H*(D) is bounded. d

Lemmas 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 and the basic spectral theory of compact operators now gives the
following characterization of the spectrum and eigenfunctions of K, 5. See e.g. Theorem
VI.16 in | ].

Proposition 4.4. K, , : H3(D) — HZ(D) is a compact self adjoint operator that is
positive, it has a spectrum consisting of eigenvalues

0'j>0, O'120'2Z"'20’j—>0,
as j — 0o, and corresponding eigenfunctions ; € Hi(D) solving
Ko\t = 0j9;.
The eigenfunctions {1;} form a complete orthonormal basis of HZ(D).

Note that the point of looking at the operator K, ) is that the eigenfunctions solve also
a version of problem (4.3). More specifically the v; solve

(4.8) A(A = E)by = =24y
We thus get solutions to (4.3) by setting
(4.9) Rj=—%, A= —%-

Note that (4.8) should be interpreted weakly, since v, € HZ(D). And therefore (4.8)
means that

(4.10) / AY;Ap + k;V,; - Vodr = —S\j/ Yipde Vo € Hi(D).
D D

Recall that if we want real ITEVs we need condition (4.6) to be satisfied. We thus

want that )

~ _/’%]
5 e (—50)

2 2

=),
o

_2 _ 5 ) )\ (_
(4.11) 0je< 4UJZ,O & € Io,

which clearly holds for any fixed x < 0 and A > 0 when ¢, becomes small.
16
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Let us finally show that we can choose the parameters A > 0 and x < 0, so that all

the ITEVs given by (4.5) from the (&;,);), 7 = 1,2,3,... are real. We first recall the
definition of the spectral radius of K, . This is defined as

(4.12) r(Kya) = supiloy|}-
Since HZ(D) is a Hilbert space we have that
(4.13) r(Ken) = 1Kaallma (o) ma0)-

See Theorem VI.6 in | ]
Proposition 4.5. Set A =1, and assume that —k > 0 is large, then all ITEVs given by

the (R;, N;) in (4.9), by means of (4.5), are real.
Proof. Fix A = 1. Let’s first check that the condition for the positivity of K, x in (4.7)
can be satisfied. The condition in (4.7) is

—K 2 )\;17
which clearly holds when |k| is large.
Next we want to show that the condition in (4.11), which guarantees that the ITEVs

will be real, can be satisfied. We need to show that
2

(4.14) 1e (— %, )

J

for large —x > 0. We can estimate the size of o, in terms of the parameter x. From
(4.13) we have that
o < T(Kn,l) = “K&IHHS(D)ﬁHg(D)-
We have the mapping property A=2 : H=Y(D) — H°/**(D) N H2(D) for any ¢ > 0 by
Corollary 3.4.3 in | ]. Thus
—2
[ K ull g2y = HA (KA — 1)“HH2(D) < CH(“A - 1)u||L2(D) < C|K‘HUHH2(D)’
when —k > 1. By combining the above, we get
o < HKﬁ,lHHg(D)—)Hg(D) < Clx|.
For large —x > 0, we have hence that
K2 K> |K|
> > —>1,
and therefore (4.14) holds. O

4.3. Finding a singular ITEF. In this subsection we derive the existence of ITEFs
that localize at a corner using the conditions for the appearance of a singularity, which
we derived in section 3.

The following lemma shows that since we have many ITEFs 1); we can find one that has
At); singular. We do this using the completeness of the set {);} and the condition of
Proposition 3.8.

Lemma 4.6. Let w € (wyg,2m) and let the eigenfunctions ¢;, j = 1,2,..., of K, be
given by Proposition 4./4. Then there exists j € N and o € (0,1) such that

Ay ~CO)r—° as 1 —0,

where C' is not identically zero.



Proof. Let z| be the simple root given by Lemma 3.1 and let the corresponding (; be
as in Proposition 3.8. Let w € HZ(D) be the unique solution (see e.g. Lemma 7.1.1 in

[Grisd]) of
(4.15) A%w = -M4 +KkAG, on D,
' agwbD = 07 .7 = 07 17

where (; is given by (3.15). Note that the source term in the above equation is non-zero
due to (3.18). If —A(; + KA = 0, then as &2¢; = 0 on 9D, the unique continuation
principle for the Laplacian would imply that ¢; = 0, in contradiction with (3.18).

The functions {¢;} form an orthogonal basis of Hj(D), and hence we may write

w = ijd]j bj = (w, @Z)j)A?-
J
Now we consider the coefficients b; and use the definition of a weak solution to write

The coefficients b; cannot be zero for all j = 1,2,3,..., since then w = 0, which is a

contradiction. By dividing by —o; and switching to &y, :\j from (4.9), we see that for at
least one j we have

/ wj(j\jé-l — R]Acl) dx 7é 0.
D
By integrating by parts and using the fact that ¢; € HZ(D), we get

In addition, since v; € HZ(D), we have ¢; € V#(D) by an analogue of Lemma 2.2.
Therefore, referring to (4.8), we see that 1; € V#(D) solves

Agw] = S\JZ/JJ — R]ij, on D,
dslap =0, J=0,1
We can use Proposition 3.7 to write

Vi =5+ Yir

where ¢; g € ViH(D) and ;s has the singular parts. We see from equation (4.17) that
the condition in Proposition 3.8 is satisfied by the source in (4.18). Thus Proposition 3.8
implies that the asymptotic term v 5 has a non-zero ¢;xr'**1¢(6) part, and that

(4.19) Yy = ClXTHZi(Pl(e) + Y;j,R, z1 € (0,1), cip1 # 0,

where 1@7 r contains the better behaved singular terms and the regular part in the expan-
sion (3.14) of 1, i.e.

(4.18)

M{ M/I
Vin =X Y emem(O)r 7 4+ x Y [ bm(0) + &y Inriom (0)]r 7 4 1) 5.
m=2 m=1

Computing At; from this and (4.19) shows that
Ay ~ Aleyr™ 10, (0)] = C(O)r=™  as 7 — 0.

Note that this is singular at = 0 since z; € (0,1), provided that C'(6) # 0. The C(0)

cannot however be zero, since otherwise A[Cr!+#1 ¢, (0)] = 0 with the boundary conditions
18



O [Cri*+21p1(0)]|ac,np = 0, k = 0, 1. The unique continuation principle would then imply
that C'(#)r'*1p;(A) = 0 near the corner point, in contradiction with (4.19). O

Lemma 4.6 gives us a singular At; and we can use this to find a singular ITEF. This
goes as follows. The previous Lemma shows that

(4.20) Ay ~ C(0)r°,

for some v € (0,1), with C(f) # 0. Moreover if we consider the ¢); and o;, given by a
large —x > 0 and A = 1 which is not a Dirichlet eigenvalue, Proposition 4.5 gives us real
ITEVs with kq, ky built from &, A, 0; using the formulas (4.5) and (4.9). Note that we
can pick ky, ko > 0 in formula (4.5), which together with (4.6) implies that ky # ks. In
more details, to build solutions to (4.1), we can define v and w as

= AR wis (A,
Since 1; solves (4.8) with k? + k2 = &; and k2k3 = — )\, by (4.5), we see that
A%+ (kY + k) Ay + kiki; = 0.

Thus we have a solution to the problem

(A+k)v=0, in D,

(A+k)w=0, in D,

v—w € HZ(D)
with k% # k3. Now ¢; € H§(D) C L=(D), and hence we see from (4.21) and (4.20) that
w and v are singular, so that

(4.21) v

v,w~ C(0)r °,
for some o € (0,1), provided that w € (wo, 27).

Let us summarize the above discussion in the following Proposition, from which The-
orem 1.1 immediately follows.

Proposition 4.7. Let w € (wo,2m). Assume A = 1 and —k > 0 is large, and let 1;
and o; be given by Proposition 4.4. Then the ITEVs to (4.1) obtained from &; and 5\]- by
means of (4.5) are real and k3 # k3. Furthermore the ITEFs (v,w) obtained by (4.21)
are such that

v,w~ C(0)r °,
for some a € (0, 1), where C' # 0.

5. VANISHING NEAR CONVEX CORNERS

We will now study the vanishing of ITEFs at a convex corner. We consider the refractive
index n € C'(D), n > 0, and the interior transmission problem
(A+k*)v=0, in D,
(5.1) (A+k’n)w=0, in D,
(v —w)lop = 0,
where k > 0 is a constant and v € {0,1}. We will also assume that
(5.2) n(zg) # 1.

Notice also that the problem (5.1) becomes trivial if n = 1. We will now assume that
D C R? has a single corner at o with an angle w € (0, 7), and that 9D \ {zo} is smooth.

See figure 2
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FIGURE 2. An example domain D with a convex corner of opening angle
w < 7. At this type of corner the ITEF vanishes. The localization of an
ITEF is thus not possible for convex corners.

From Proposition 2.6 we can obtain the following result that we will use to show that
ITEFs for (5.1) and convex corners vanish at the corner point (see also [ ] Theo-
rem L.1 for an alternative derivation).

Lemma 5.1. Assume that w < 7 and that f € L*(D). Suppose that u € H' (D) solves
{Au =f in D

5.3
( ) u|aD =0.

Then we have u € H*(D) and r—u,r 'Vu € L*(D).

Proof. Firstly note that f € V(D) since the latter is equal to L*(D). Now since w < ,
we can set 3 = 0 in Proposition 2.6 and obtain a unique solution @ € VZ(D) to (5.3).
We also have V(D) C HY(D). Since u is unique by the H'-theory, we see that u = .
From the definition of VZ(D)-norm, we obtain directly the facts that v € H?*(D) and
r—2u,r~'Vu € L*(D). O

The following Proposition shows that we can prove that the ITEFs v and w vanish at
convex corner without apriori assuming that w and v are bounded. Theorem 1.2 is a
direct consequence of this.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that v,w € H*(D) are solutions to (5.1) and that the opening
angle w < 7 for the corner point xo. Then w(xg) = 0 in the following sense:

lim

e—0 ’Cs| Ce w(x>dx -0

where C. = B(xg,e) N D. The same applies also to v.

Proof. Consider the function u := v — w this solves the problem

(5.4) (A+E)u=kmn-1w in D.
Define u; := 0;(v — w). Then
(5.5) (A +k*u; = k*0;((n — Dw) in  D.

This implies that Au; € L*(D) because w € H*(D) and n € C'(D). Let x be a cut-off
function as in the proof of Proposition 3.8 related to corner at xqg = 0. Then
(A+ k) (xu;) = K*x0;((n — Dw) + [A,x]u; = f in D.
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Notice firstly that f € L?(D). Utilizing the vector identity
Vu=(v-Vu)yv—vx(vxu) on ID,
and the fact that d,ulsp = 0 and ulsp = 0 gives
V(v —w)lsgp = 0.
Thus in particular, since u; = e; - V(v — w), we have
Xtjlap = 0.

Hence we see that

5.6
(56) xujlop = 0.

{<A +E)0a) = f, i D,
From Lemma 5.1, we get the corner behaviors

r2(xuy), 17V (xuy) € L*(D).
Restricting to C. := B(zo,€) N D where x = 1, we see that
r19%u e L*(C.), j=1,2,

and thus
r'Au € L*(C,).
We also have by definition that u € L?*(C.). Now, using (5.4) and (5.2), we see that

(5.7) rlw =171 (k*n — k)TN A + k*)u e L*(C.)
when € is small enough so that n # 1 in C.. Let ¢ > 0. Then by Cauchy—Schwarz
1
— | |w(z)|dx = / \w(z)r™| rdx
|Ca| Ce

| /\

- /!w Y12 da /erx

g Ce

= —||wr ||L2 c.) / r3dr < CH7~U7"_1||L2(CE) —0
\/ 0

as ¢ — 0. This is because of (5.7) and so dominated convergence gives the zero limit. [

6. RELATION TO CORNER SCATTERING AND OPEN PROBLEMS

In this section we explore the connections of our results to the scattering of penetrable
obstacles with corners. Let V € L*(R") be a real-valued function with V' = 1 outside a
bounded domain D. Inside D we have V' = n, where n is the refractive index as in (1.1).
In scattering, one probes the medium modelled by V with an incident wave u’ which
satisfies

(6.1) Au' + E*u' =0 in R".
The presence of the inhomogeneity V perturbs the propagation of u‘, so the physical total
field u satisfies

(6.2) Au+E*Vu=0 in R",
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and we assume that the total wave is a superposition of the incident wave and a scattered
wave u = u’ + u®. The direction of time, causality, or energy propagation to infinity is
ensured by requiring the Sommerfeld radiation condition

(6.3) lim 77 (8, — ik)u® = 0.
T—00
These equations define direct scattering | ], and given V and u’ we can solve for the
total field using the Lippmann—Schwinger equation
(6.4) u=u —kKA+E) (V- 1u).
Here the Green’s operator (A + k%)7! is defined by
2y—1 i [k = 2=n 0(1)
6.5)  (A+E) fl@)=—7 |5 |z =y H oo (Kl = y]) f(y)dy.
4 27T Rn 2

Asymptotic analysis of this operator and the Lippmann—Schwinger equation shows that
61k\m|

(6.6) u(z) = u'(w) + () + O(|z|™?) as r — 00

|x‘(n—1)/2“°°
where & = x/r is the radial direction and u?, is the far-field pattern of the scattered wave.
The inverse scattering problem is as follows: given the mapping (u, k) — u? , what
can we say about V7 This problem has many variations, e.g. fixed wavenumber £ or all
wavenumbers, how many and what types of incident waves u’ are available, in which di-
rections can we observe u3_, etc. Classical methods for solving inverse scattering problems
such as the linear sampling methods of Colton and Kirsch [ ] or the factorization
method by Kirsch | | fail when the far-field operator has a non-trivial kernel. This
means that there is a non-trivial incident wave that produces a trivial far-field pattern.
The wavenumber £ is called a non-scattering energy in these cases. It also implies that
k is an ITEV and that v = u’, w = u solve (1.1). The converse is not true, as seen
by studying scattering from corners | ]. In other words, a non-scattering energy is
always an interior transmission eigenvalue, but the converse is not true in general.

In this paper we studied the corner behaviour of solutions to the ITE problem (1.1)
when the angle is greater or less than 7. In the convex case, we showed that v =w =0
in the integral sense at the corner assuming we know a-priori that v,w € H'(D). By
reducing the scattering problem to the ITE problem, we get yet another proof of the
following theorem originally shown? in | |. Tt can also be proven with alternative
methods, e.g. using the result for sources | | and the connection between source-
and potential scattering | .

Theorem 6.1. Let n = 2 and assume that V and u' produce a trivial far-field us, = 0
at wavenumber k. If Vip € CY(D) and V # 1 at a conver corner xo of D that can be
connected to infinity by a chain of balls in R™\ D, then one must have u'(xy) = 0 at the
corner point.

These types of convex corner results are recent and well-known, but it’s interesting that
it’s possible to finally prove them through the use of inherent properties interior trans-
mission eigenfunctions.

A more interesting situation arises when looking at non-convex corners. We proved that
there are L?(D) interior transmission eigenfunctions which have the asymptotic blow-up

2The result in [ ] is more general. By considering all orders of vanishing of u® they conclude
that u2, = 0 is impossible with a non-trivial incident wave.
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rate 7%, a € (0,1) as we approach the corner in D. Looking at the scattering problem
and its usual reduction to the ITE problem (1.1) by setting v = u’ and w = u, we see
that these new singular ITEFs cannot be obtained through scattering. This is because
elliptic regularity guarantees that ', v are H?-smooth, which in two dimensions implies
boundedness. It is well-known that any H' ITEF can be approximated by incident Her-
glotz waves in the H'-norm | |, however our result says that one cannot go further:
some transmission eigenfunction cannot be incident Herglotz waves or total waves.

A natural question to ask is: “what about scattering of non-convex corners?” Our result
shows the existence of some wavenumber k£ and an associated transmission eigenfunction
that’s singular. The singularity prevents extension of the eigenfunction to the whole R2,
something noted for convex corners in previous work | |. However, since it is unclear
if every eigenfunction of a non-convex corner is singular, our current result cannot be used
to prove something like “non-convex corners always scatter”. Looking at the literature,
[ ; ] showed this using other methods. On the other hand, the methods of
[ ; ; | and later rely on complex geometrical optics solutions which
decay exponentially only in a half-space, so are not suitable to non-convex corners. A
type of CGO solution that decays in almost all directions was introduced in | |, and
one could try to answer the question by reducing the potential scattering problem to
source scattering for u®. If u’ is such that u®, = 0, then by Rellich’s theorem and unique
continuation through a chain of balls prove that ©®* = 0 on the external boundary of D.
The scattered wave satisfies then

(A+E)u® =k*(1 - V)u in R"

where f := k?(1 — v)u € H*(R") is Holder-continuous in two dimensions. Then | ]
implies that f = 0 in the corners, including the non-convex ones. Since V' # 1 at corners,
the total wave must vanish, v = 0. Current methods cannot take the next step and show
that the incident wave u’ would vanish there without assuming that k is small, or prove
that there is higher order vanishing.

The situation of non-convex corners further emphasizes that L? interior transmission
eigenfunctions is a much more exotic class of functions than incident waves or total
waves; it even includes unbounded functions in two dimensions.

6.1. Open questions. The result of Theorem 1.1 is in many ways incomplete, and there
are several obvious open open problems related to these phenomena. Let us mention a
few of these.

e One of the most immediate open questions is if one can derive our existence re-
sults for non-constant refractive indices n in (1.1)7

e Another open questions is whether an ITEF can vanish at a non-convex corner?
And if so, when does this happen? Note that [ ; | proves that non-
convex corners always scatter. This means that ITEFs in this geometry never
come from scattering solutions, so almost nothing is known about them.

e A related problem is if the singularity can be oscillating” And is there a relation
between the type of singularity and the angle w, like suggested first in | 17
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