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Abstract

This paper considers 3-D elastic scattering problems by penetrable obstacles with em-
bedded objects. The well-posedness of transmission problem is proved by employing integral
equation method. Then the Inverse Problems , which is to recover the obstacle by the far-
field pattern measurement, is considered. It is shown that the inhomogeneous penetrable
obstacle can be uniquely determined from the far-field pattern at a fixed frequency.

Keywords: Inverse elastic scattering, inhomogeneous, integral equation.

1 Introduction

Elastic wave theory has a variety of applications in geophysics, nondestructive detection and
seismology. The inverse scattering problem is to reconstruct the physical properties of elastic
medium or to detect cracks in solids via the collection of wave fields, such as nondestructive
evaluation of concrete structures [41,42], earthquake prediction and oil exploration [3, 15].

In this work we place the obstacle in a three-dimensional homogeneous and isotropic elastic
medium and we assume that it is penetrable (a so-called inclusion ) with some embedded objects.
We consider as incident wave an elastic longitudinal or transversal wave that after interacting
with the boundary of the medium is split into an interior and a scattered wave, propagating
in the inclusion and the exterior, respectively. The scattered wave is also decomposed into a
longitudinal and a transversal wave with different wave numbers which makes the study of elastic
wave more difficult.

Before considering the Inverse Problems , we should have a good knowledge of the direct
problem, which is to find the scattered field and its far-field patterns from the knowledge of
the obstacle and the incident wave. In the case that there are no embedded objects, the direct
problem is linear and well posed for smooth obstacles in 2-D [38], in 3-D [10,11] by the boundary
integral method or the variational method. If there exists embedded objects, the direct problem
is also well-posed in acoustics and electromagnetics [33,36,44]. The Inverse Problems is to find
the shape and the position of the inclusion from the knowledge of the far-field patterns.

∗School of Mathematical Sciences and LPMC, Nankai University, Tianjing 300071,
China(liuchun@nankai.edu.cn)

†School of Mathematics and Statistics, Xi’an Jiaotong University, Xi’an, Shaanxi 710049, China
(jiaq.yang@mail.xjtu.edu.cn)

‡LSEC, NCMIS and Academy of Mathematics and Systems Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing
100190, China and School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049,
China (b.zhang@amt.ac.cn)

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

03
62

4v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  3
 D

ec
 2

02
5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.03624v1


In the case that there are no embedded objects, many uniqueness results have been obtained
in determining the inclusion in acoustics and electromagnetics. The first uniqueness result
was established by Isakov [25] in 1990, and the idea is to construct singular solutions of the
scattering problem with respect to two different inclusions with same far-field patterns. Then [28]
simplified Isakov’s method by using the integral method to establish a priori estimate of the
solution on interface and it was also extended to the case of impenetrable obstacles. Since
then, the idea has been applied to establish uniqueness results for many other inverse scattering
problems [26,32–36](and the references therein). In elasticity, there are many uniqueness results
about impenetrable obstacle, we refer to [14, 17, 22, 27, 31, 37] for an incomplete list. But for
penetrable obstacles, there are little results as far as we know. [18,19] show the uniqueness of the
density if the inclusion and the background medium are the same. [43] proved that the far-field
patterns for all incident plane waves can uniquely determine the penetrable obstacle based on
the mixed reciprocity relations.

In the case that there exists embedded objects, [33] proved the uniqueness determination
of inclusion in acoustic with a known refractive index and [36] got the same result for electro-
magnetic waves with a known refractive index. But in [44], it gave a new method to establish
uniqueness results for determining inclusion from the knowledge of the acoustic or electric far-
field measurement. It’s based on constructing a well-posed interior transmission problem in a
small domain inside inclusion associated with Helmholtz or Maxwell equations. In this paper,
inspired by idea in [44], we consider the inverse transmission problem for elastic waves. We
use boundary integral equation method to get the well-posedness of the direct problem. Dif-
ferent form acoustics and electromagetics, integral kernels in elasticity are hyper-singular, so
we introduce the symbol of integral system to overcome the hyper singularity to obtain the
well-posedness. Moreover, we get a Lp(4/3 < p < 2) estimate of the solution. Then for Inverse
Problems , we use the method in [44] by choosing a proper incident point source.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we formulate the problem in three dimen-
sions and in Section 3 we present the direct scattering problem, the elastic potential and the
equivalent system of integral equations. The Inverse Problems is stated in Section 4 where we
introduce the interior transmission problem and the modified interior transmission problem, and
prove some important results which are essential for the proof of Inverse Problems .

2 Problem formulation

Consider the scattering of a time-harmonic elastic plane wave uinc by an inhomogeneous
penetrable obstacle which may contain some embedded objects.

Here, D ⊂ R3 is a bounded open set with a C2−boundary ∂D and Db are bounded domains
which are separate from each other. Let Di := D\Db be the inhomogeneous medium with Lamé
constants λi, µi and density ρ(x) ∈ R+∩L∞(Di). Let De := R3\D be the homogeneous medium
with Lamé constants λe, µe and density ρe, which without loss of generality can be taken equal
to one. In addition, parameters λα, µα (α = i, e) satisfy µα > 0 and 2µα + 3λα > 0.

Then, the propagation of uinc can be described by following Navier equations

µi∆v(x) + (λi + µi)∇(∇ · v(x)) + ρ(x)ω2v(x) =0, x ∈ Di, (2.1)

µe∆u(x) + (λe + µe)∇(∇ · u(x)) + ω2u(x) =0, x ∈ De, (2.2)

where v(x) is the stationary field and u(x) is the scattered field, ω > 0 is the angular frequency.
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Figure 1: Scattering by inhomogeneous medium with embedded objects.

To assure the continuity of displacement and stress through the surface ∂D, we need the following
interfacial conditions

v(x)− u(x) = f(x), Tiv(x)− Teu(x) = h(x), x ∈ ∂D, (2.3)

where f(x) = uinc(x) and h(x) = Teu
inc(x). We mention here that Tα(α = i, e) is the surface

stress (or traction) operator on the interior or exterior of the boundary ∂D

Tα = 2µαn · grad + λαndiv + µαn× curl (α = i, e), (2.4)

where n = (n1, n2, n3) is unit normal vector on the boundary ∂D at the point x = (x1, x2, x3)
directed into De. For rigid bodies Db, v(x) satisfies the first kind (Dirichlet) boundary condition

v(x) = 0, x ∈ ∂Db. (2.5)

The scattered field u(x) can be decomposed into the sum u(x) = up(x) + us(x), where

up = −(kpe)
−2∇(∇ · u), us = −(kse)

−2∇× (∇× u).

Here up and us are referred to as the longitudinal and transversal parts of the field u respectively,
satisfying the vector Helmholtz equation. Moreover, the wave numbers kpe , kse > 0 are respectively
given by

kpe :=
ω√

2µe + λe
, kse :=

ω
√
µe
.

In this paper the incident wave is a plane pressure wave taking the form

uinc(x) = deik
p
ed·x, d ∈ S2

with the incident direction d. At last, the scattered field u is required to satisfy the Kupradze
radiation condition [29]

lim
r=|x|→∞

r

[
∂uα(x)

∂r
− ikαe uα(x)

]
= 0, α = p, s, (2.6)

3



uniformly in all directions x̂ = x/|x| ∈ S2. The radiation conditions in (2.6) lead to the longitu-
dinal part u∞p and the transversal part u∞s of the far-field pattern of u, given by the asymptotic
behavior

u(x) =
eik

p
e |x|

4π(λe + µe)|x|
u∞p (x̂) +

eik
s
e|x|

4πµe|x|
u∞s (x̂) +O(

1

|x|2
), |x| → ∞, (2.7)

where u∞p (x̂) is normal to S2 and u∞s (x̂) is tangential to S2, see [2] for instance. In this paper,
we define the far-field pattern u∞(x̂)of the scattered field u, that is

u∞(x̂) := u∞p (x̂) + u∞s (x̂).

In the case µi = µe = µ > 0 and λi = λe = λ satisfies 3λ + 2µ > 0, then the problem
(2.1)-(2.6) becomes the following scattering system

∆∗v(x) + ρ(x)ω2v(x) =0, x ∈ R3 \Db, (2.8)

v(x) = vsc(x) + uinc(x), x ∈ R3 \D, (2.9)

v(x) =0, x ∈ ∂Db, (2.10)

lim
r=|x|→∞

r

[
∂vscα (x)

∂r
− ikαe v

sc
α (x)

]
=0, α = p, s. (2.11)

where ∆∗ = µ∆+ (λ+ µ)∇(∇·) and vsc(x) = vp(x) + vs(x).
In condition (2.6) and (2.11), by Helmholtz decomposition theorem, we denoted by vp and

vs to be the longitudinal and transversal parts of the scattered field vsc

vp = −(kpe)
−2∇(∇ · vsc), vs = −(kse)

−2∇× (∇× vsc).

The free space fundamental solution of the Lamé system in R3 is given by

Γe(x, y) :=
(kse)

2

4πω2

eik
s
e|x−y|

|x− y|
I+

1

4πω2
∇x∇T

x

[
eik

s
e|x−y|

|x− y|
− eik

p
e |x−y|

|x− y|

]
(2.12)

where ′T′ denotes transposition, I is the identity matrix and Φp(x, y) =
eik

p
e |x−y|

4π|x−y| is fundamental
solution to the Helmholtz equation.

3 The direct scattering problem

The direct scattering problem is to find the field (v, u)(or v) satisfying the conditions (2.3)-
(2.6)(or (2.10)-(2.11)) with given scatterer (D, ρ,Db) and incident plane wave uinc. In this
section, we deal with the well-posedness of the direct transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6) and
medium scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11). Also, we establish a priori estimate of solution for both
problems with boundary data in Lp(1 < p ≤ 2) which are necessary later in the uniqueness
proof of the Inverse Problem .

Theorem 3.1. The transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6) has at most one solution.
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Proof. Let uinc(x) = 0, which means f(x) = h(x) = 0. Suppose (v, u) is a solution of the
transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6), then from radiation condition (2.6), we have the following
results [29, p.127]

up(x) = O(|x|−1), us(x) = O(|x|−1), (3.1)

Teup(x)− ikp(λe + 2µe)up(x) = O(|x|−2), (3.2)

Teus(x)− iksµeus(x) = O(|x|−2), (3.3)

up(x)us(x) = O(|x|−3), up(x)us(x) = O(|x|−3). (3.4)

when |x| → ∞.
Set BR := {x ∈ R3 : |x| < R} is a ball containing D, SR := {x ∈ R3 : |x| = R} and

DR := BR \D. Then we apply Gauss’ theorem in DR to get∫
DR

(
u(x)∆∗

eu(x)− u(x)∆∗
eu(x)

)
dx

=

∫
∂D

(
u(x)Teu(x)− u(x)Teu(x)

)
ds(x)−

∫
SR

(
u(x)Teu(x)− u(x)Teu(x)

)
ds(x).

(3.5)

Here, ∆∗
e = µe∆+ (λe + µe)∇(∇·). Set

Aup(x) := Teup(x)− ikp(λe + 2µe)up(x), Bus(x) := Teus(x)− iksµeus(x).

Then direct calculation can obtain∫
∂D

(
u(x)Teu(x)− u(x)Teu(x)

)
ds(x) =

∫
SR

(
u(x)Teu(x)− u(x)Teu(x)

)
ds(x)

=

∫
SR

{
[up(x) + us(x)]Aup(x) + [up(x) + us(x)]Bus(x)

}
ds(x)

−
∫
SR

{
[up(x) + us(x)]Aup(x) + [up(x) + us(x)]Bus(x)

}
ds(x)

+ 2ikp(λe + 2µe)

∫
SR

|up(x|2ds(x) + 2iksµe

∫
SR

|us(x|2ds(x)

+ 2i[ksµe + kp(λe + 2µe)]

∫
SR

ℜ(up(x)us(x))ds(x)

From interfacial conditions (2.3) and boundary condition (2.5), the left side of the above equation
is ∫

∂D

(
u(x)Teu(x)− u(x)Teu(x)

)
ds(x)

=

∫
∂D

(
u(x)Tiu(x)− u(x)Tiu(x)

)
ds(x) +

∫
∂Db

(
u(x)Tiu(x)− u(x)Tiu(x)

)
ds(x)

=

∫
∂Di

{
u(x)

[
∆∗

iu(x) + ρω2u(x)
]
− u(x)

[
∆∗

iu(x) + ρω2u(x)
]}

ds(x)

=0.
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Together with (3.1)-(3.4), it’s easy to obtain

lim
R→∞

∫
SR

|up(x)|2ds(x) = 0, lim
R→∞

∫
SR

|us(x)|2ds(x) = 0. (3.6)

Since up(x), us(x) satisfy vector Helmholtz equation, Relic lemma [13] tells us that up(x) =
us(x) = 0 in De. Then it is obvious that u(x) = Teu(x) = 0 on ∂D. According to interfacial
conditions (2.3), we can get v(x) = Tiv(x) = 0 on ∂D.

In order to show that v(x) = 0 in Di, we employ a unique continuation principle. We choose
a continuously differentiable extension of ρ(x) into BR and define v(x) = 0 for x ∈ BR \D. Then
v ∈ H1(BR \ Db) is a weak solution to ∆∗

i v + ρ(x)ω2v = 0 in BR \ Db and therefore it is in
H2(BR \Db) by the usual regularity theorems. Now we apply the unique continuation principle
from [23] to get v(x) = 0 in Di.

To show existence we formulate the transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6) into systems of volume
and surface integral equations. Here, we recall the definitions of elastic single- and double-layer
potentials

(Seφ)(x) :=

∫
∂D

Γe(x, y)φ(y)ds(y), x ∈ De \ ∂D,

(Veφ)(x) :=

∫
∂D

Te,y[Γe(x, y)]
Tφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ De \ ∂D,

where Γe(x, y) is the fundamental solution of ∆∗
eu + ω2u = 0 and Te,y means Te applied at

y ∈ ∂D. It is well known that Se and Te,xVe are continuous in R3 but Ve and Te,xSe have jumps
on the boundary ∂D(details can be found in [29]).

(Seϕ)(x) =

∫
∂D

Γe(x, y)φ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D,

Te,x(Seϕ)(x) =

∫
∂D

Te,x[Γe(x, y)]
Tφ(y)ds(y))− 1

2
φ(x), x ∈ ∂D,

(Veϕ)(x) =

∫
∂D

Te,y[Γe(x, y)]
Tφ(y)ds(y) +

1

2
φ(x), x ∈ ∂D,

Te,x(Veϕ)(x) = Te,x

∫
∂D

Te,y[Γe(x, y)]
Tφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D.

Then, we introduce the integral operators

(Seeϕ)(x) :=

∫
∂D

Γe(x, y)φ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D,

(Keeϕ)(x) :=

∫
∂D

Te,y[Γe(x, y)]
Tφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D,

(K ′
eeϕ)(x) :=

∫
∂D

Te,x[Γe(x, y)]
Tφ(y)ds(y)), x ∈ ∂D,

(Neeϕ)(x) := Te,x

∫
∂D

Te,y[Γe(x, y)]
Tφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D.

All the above integrals are well defined in the sense of the principal value. And in particular
the operator See for x ∈ ∂D has a singularity of form |x − y|−1, the operators Kee, K

′
ee have
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singularity of form |x−y|−2 and Nee admits a hyper singular kernel of form |x−y|−3. Moreover,
we introduce an antisymmetric matrix operator

(W τ
eeϕ)(x) :=

∫
∂D

T τ
e,y[Γe(x, y)]

Tφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D,

(W
′τ
eeϕ)(x) := T τ

e,x

∫
∂D

[Γe(x, y)]
Tφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D,

(V γ,τ
ee ϕ)(x) := T γ

e,x

∫
∂D

T τ
e,y[Γe(x, y)]

Tφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ ∂D

where τ, γ are arbitrary constants, and T τ
e is a generalised traction operator [29, H.I, 13.5]

defined by

T τ
α := ||T τ

α,lm||3×3 = (µα + τ)n · grad + (λα + µα − τ)ndiv + τn× curl,

T τ
α,lm = δlmµα

∂

∂n
+ (λα + µα − τ)nl

∂

∂xm
+ τnm

∂

∂xl
, α = i, e, l,m = 1, 2, 3.

Obviously, Tµα
α = Tα. W

τ
ee has the same jump and regularity properties as double-layer operator

Kee. Similarly, we also introduce the operators Sii,Kii,K
′
ii and Nii,W

τ
ii defined on ∂Db, it

follows from Theorem 3.36 in [29, H.IV] that the operators Sαα,Kαα,K
′
αα with α = i, e are both

bounded in Lp(∂D)(1 < p <∞).
Moreover, we define the operators Sei,Kei,K

′
ei and Nei,W

τ
ei on ∂D in the same way, but

with x ∈ ∂Db. The operators Sie,Kie,K
′
ie and Nie,W

τ
ie are defined on ∂Db, but x ∈ ∂D. All

above operators are well-defined with no singularity.
Then we give the following existence result.

Theorem 3.2. For f, h ∈ Lp(∂D) with 4/3 ≤ p ≤ 2, the transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6) has
a unique solution (v, u) ∈ L2(D \Db)× L2(R3 \D) satisfying

||v||L2(D\Db)
+ ||u||L2(R3\D) ≤ C(||f ||Lp(∂D) + ||h||Lp(∂D)) (3.7)

Proof. Step 1. Assume that ρ(x)ω2 ≡ ω2
1 is a constant. We seek a pair of solution for the

problem (2.1)-(2.6) in the form

v(x) =

∫
∂Db

T κi
i,y[Γi(x, y)]

Tη(y)ds(y) +

∫
∂D

Γi(x, y)αiψ(y)ds(y)

+

∫
∂D

T κi
i,y[Γi(x, y)]

Tβiφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ Di

u(x) =

∫
∂D

Γe(x, y)αeψ(y)ds(y) +

∫
∂D

T κe
e,y[Γe(x, y)]

Tβeφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ De

(3.8)

where αr, βr and κr(r = i, e) are arbitrary constants to be determined below, φ(y), ψ(y) and
η(y) are the unknown vectors.

Taking into account the identities (see [29, H.V, 1.6])

T γe
e u(x) = Teu(x) + (γe − µe)Mu(x),

T γi
i v(x) = Tiv(x) + (γi − µi)Mv(x),

(3.9)
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where γe and γi are arbitrary constants, and matrix M is defined as

M := ||Mlm||3×3,

Mlm = nm
∂

∂xl
− nl

∂

∂xm
, l,m = 1, 2, 3.

then we have

T γi
i v(x)− T γe

e u(x) = Tiv(x)− Teu(x) +M[(γi − µi)v(x)− (γe − µe)u(x)] (3.10)

Let
γi − µi = γe − µe

then we get a equivalent form of interfacial conditions (2.3)

v(x)− u(x) = F (x),

T γi
i v(x)− T γe

e u(x) = H(x),
(3.11)

where

F (x) = f(x),

H(x) = h(x) + (γi − µi)MF (x).
(3.12)

We choose αi, βi, κi and γi as (see [29, H. XII, §2])

αr =
µiµe

µr(µi + µe)
, βr = −αr, br =

λr + µr
λr + 2µr

, r = i, e (3.13)

κe =
µe(biµi − beµe)

biµi + beµe
, κi =

µi(beµe − biµi)

biµi + beµe
(3.14)

γe =
µe(µe − µi)

µi + µe
, γi =

µi(µi − µe)

µi + µe
(3.15)

Then, by the jump relations of the single- and double-layer potentials (see [29]) and above
consequences, the problem (2.1)-(2.6) can be reduced to the system of integral equationsη

φ
ψ

+ L

η
φ
ψ

 =

 0
−2F
−2H

 in Lp(∂Db)× Lp(∂D)× Lp(∂D), (3.16)

where the operator L is defined as

L =

 −2W κi
ii 2αiW

κi,i
ei 2αiS

i
ei

−2W κi
ie 2(αiW

κi,i
ee − αeW

κe
ee ) 2(αeSee − αiS

i
ee)

−2V γi,κi,i
ie 2(αiV

γi,κi,i
ee − αeV

γe,κe
ee ) 2(αeW

′γe
ee − αiW

′γi,i
ee )

 . (3.17)

Here, the operator W κi,i
th , Si

th,W
′,i
th , and V γi,κi,i

ee with t, h = i, e are defined similarly as

W ki
th , Sth,W

′
th, and V

γi,κi
ee with the kernel Γe(x, y) replaced by Γi(x, y). Using the same procedure

as in [29], we may calculate the symbolic determinant of (3.17)(see details in Appendix B); we
know that the system (3.17) is normally solvable and Fredholm’s theorems hold for it. This
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together with the uniqueness of the scattering problem (2.1)-(2.6) implies that (3.17) has a
unique solution (η, ψ, ϕ) ∈ Lp(∂Db)× Lp(∂D)× Lp(∂D) satisfying the estimate

||η||Lp(∂Db) + ||φ||Lp(∂D) + ||ψ||Lp(∂D) ≤ C(||F ||Lp(∂D) + ||H||Lp(∂D)) (3.18)

Then, by the fact that Γi(x, y) has a singularity of form |x−y|−1 and volume potential operator
is bounded from L2(D) into W 2,2(D) (see [29, H.IV,Theorem 2.3], [21, Theorem 5.6]), we have∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∫

∂D
Γi(x, y)ψ(y)ds(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
L2(D)

= sup
g∈L2(D),||g||L2(D)=1

∣∣∣∣∫
D

{∫
∂D

Γi(x, y)ψ(y)ds(y)

}
g(x)dx

∣∣∣∣
= sup

g∈L2(D),||g||L2(D)=1

∣∣∣∣∫
∂D

{∫
D
Γi(x, y)g(x)dx

}
ψ(y)ds(y)

∣∣∣∣
≤C sup

y∈∂D
||Γi(x, y)||L2(D)||ψ||Lp(∂D)

≤C||ψ||Lp(∂D)

(3.19)

where C is a constant depending on D. The same procedure, with the fact that the boundary
trace operator is bounded from W 1,2(D) into Lq(D) for 2 ≤ q ≤ 4 (see [1, Theorem 5.36]), we
derive ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∫

∂D
T κi
i,y[Γi(x, y)]

Tφ(y)ds(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
L2(D)

= sup
g∈L2(D),||g||L2(D)=1

∣∣∣∣∫
D

{∫
∂D

T κi
i,y[Γi(x, y)]

Tφ(y)ds(y)

}
g(x)dx

∣∣∣∣
= sup

g∈L2(D),||g||L2(D)=1

∣∣∣∣∫
∂D

{∫
D
T κi
i,y[Γi(x, y)]

Tg(x)dx

}
φ(y)ds(y)

∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

g∈L2(D),||g||L2(D)=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣T κi
i,y

∫
∂D

[Γi(x, y)]
Tg(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Lq(∂D)

||φ||Lp(∂D)

≤C||φ||Lp(∂D)

(3.20)

where C is a constant depending on D. Further, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∫
∂Db

T κi
i,y[Γi(x, y)]

Tη(y)ds(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
L2(D)

≤ C||η||Lp(∂Db)∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∫
∂D

Γe(x, y)ψ(y)ds(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
L2(D)

≤ C||ψ||Lp(∂D)∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∫
∂D

T κe
e,y[Γe(x, y)]

Tφ(y)ds(y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
L2(D)

≤ C||φ||Lp(∂D)

(3.21)

Then combine (3.8) and (3.18)-(3.21), we obtain estimate (3.7) in the case when ρ(x)ω2 ≡ ω2
1.
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Step 2. For the general case ρ(x) ∈ L∞(Di), we consider the following problem

µi∆V (x) + (λi + µi)∇(∇ · V (x)) + ρ(x)ω2V (x) =g, x ∈ Di, (3.22)

µe∆U(x) + (λe + µe)∇(∇ · U(x)) + ω2U(x) =0, x ∈ De, (3.23)

V (x)− U(x) =0, x ∈ ∂D, (3.24)

TiV (x)− TeU(x) =0, x ∈ ∂D, (3.25)

V (x) =0, x ∈ ∂Db, (3.26)

lim
r→∞

r(
∂Uα

∂r
− ikeαUα) =0, α = p, s, (3.27)

where g := (ω2
1 − ρ(x)ω2)ṽ ∈ L2(Di), and (ṽ, ũ) denotes the solution of the problem (2.1)-(2.6)

with ρ(x)ω2 ≡ ω2
1. By step 1, we have

||ṽ||L2(D\Db)
+ ||ũ||L2(R3\D) ≤ C(||f ||Lp(∂D) + ||h||Lp(∂D)) (3.28)

By using the variational method [10], it is easy to prove that for every g ∈ L2
(Di)

the problem

(3.22)-(3.27) has a unique solution (V,U) ∈ H1
(D\Db)

×H1
(R3\D) satisfying the estimate

||V ||H1(D\Db)
+ ||U ||H1(R3\D) ≤ C||g||L2(D\Db)

. (3.29)

Define v := V + ṽ and u := U + ũ. Then from (3.28) and (3.29), we can easily get that
(v, u) ∈ L2(D \Db)×L2(R3 \D) is the unique solution of the problem (2.1)-(2.6) satisfying the
estimate (3.7). The proof is thus complete.

Next, we give estimates of solutions to transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6) with incident point
sources.

Corollary 3.3. For z∗ ∈ ∂D and for a sufficiently small constant δ > 0 , we define
zj := z∗ + δ

jn(z
∗) ∈ R3 \ D, (j = 1, 2, ...). Let (vj , uj) be the solution of the transmission

problem (2.1)-(2.6) corresponding to the incident point source uincj =
Γp(x,zj)·q

||∇x∇T
xΦp(x,zj)·q||L2(∂D)

where

Γp(x, zj) := ∇x∇T
x · Γe(x, zj) =

(kpe )
2

ω2 ∇x∇T
xΦp(x, zj), j ∈ N and q = n(z∗). Then

||vj ||L2(D\Db)
≤ C (3.30)

uniformly for j ∈ N.

Proof. Let Uj := uj − ∇x∇T
xΓe(x,yj)·q

||∇x∇T
xΓe(x,zj)·q||L2(∂D)

and Vj := vj with yj := z∗− δ
jn(z

∗) ∈ D \Db. Then

(Vj , Uj) satisfies

∆iVj(x) + ρ(x)ω2Vj(x) =0, x ∈ Di,

∆Uj(x) + ω2Uj(x) =0, x ∈ De,

Vj(x)− Uj(x) =fj(x), x ∈ ∂D,

TiVj(x)− TeUj(x)) =hj(x), x ∈ ∂D,

Vj(x) =0, x ∈ ∂Db,

lim
r→∞

r(
∂Uj,α

∂r
− ikeαUj,α) =0, α = p, s,
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with

fj(x) =
1

||∇x∇T
xΦp(x, zj) · q||L2(∂D)

∇x∇T
x [Φp(x, zj) + Φp(x, yj)] · q, (3.31)

hj(x) =
1

||∇x∇T
xΦp(x, zj) · q||L2(∂D)

Te∇x∇T
x [Φp(x, zj) + Φp(x, yj)] · q. (3.32)

To estimate the boundedness of f, h, we first calculate two derivatives of Φp(x, zj) and set
x = (x1, x2, x3)

∂2Φp(x, y)

∂xl∂xm
=

eikp|x−y|

4π|x− y|

{
(ikp − 1)δlm
|x− y|2

+
(xl − yl)(xm − ym)

|x− y|2
[
3(1− ikp|x− y|)

|x− y|2
− k2p]

}
, l,m = 1, 2, 3

(3.33)
Applying the mean-value theorem, we obtain the estimate∣∣∣(1− ikp|x− y|)eikp|x−y| − 1

∣∣∣ ≤ kp
2|x− y|2 (3.34)

Then, we can easily get that there exists a constant C(λe, µe) such that∣∣∣∣∂2Φp(x, y)

∂xl∂xm

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(λe, µe)|x− y|−1 (3.35)

Then it’s clear that fj ∈ L2(∂D) is uniformly bounded for j ∈ N. Further, Γp is part of the
fundamental solution, by direct calculation [4] we have the following estimate

TeΓ
p(x, y)− ikp(λ+ 2µ)Γp(x, y) = O

(
|x− y|−2

)
(3.36)

Together with (3.35), we obtain that hj is uniformly bounded in L2(∂D) for all j ∈ N. Then we
get estimate (3.30) from Theorem 3.2.

For scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11), the well-posedness was obtained for a more general case
in [5, Proposition 2.1].

Proposition 3.4. There exists a unique solution u ∈ H1(R3 \ D) to the scattering problem
(2.8)− (2.11). Furthermore, it holds that

||v||H1(R3\Db)
≤ C(||uinc||H1/2(∂D) + ||Teuinc||H−1/2(∂D))

where C is a positive constant.

Next, we will give a L2 estimate for problem (2.8)-(2.11).

Theorem 3.5. Let v be the solution of the scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11) corresponding the
point source uinc = ∇Φp(x, y), where z ∈ R3 \ D and Φp(x, y) = eikp|x−y|/(4π|x − y|). Then
v ∈ L2(D \Db) and v − uinc ∈ H1(D \Db) such that

||v(x; z)||L2(D\Db)
+ ||v(x; z)− uinc||H1(D\Db)

≤ C(||uinc(x; z)||L2(D\Db)
+ ||uinc(x; z)||L∞(∂Db))

(3.37)
where C is a constant.
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To prove the estimate, we reformulate the scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11) as an equivalent
Lippmann-Schwinger type equation. In the case ρ(x) = 1, problem (2.8)-(2.11) changes into

∆∗w(x) + ω2w(x) = 0, x ∈ R3 \Db,

w(x) = f, x ∈ ∂Db,

limr=|x|→∞ r[∂wα(x)
∂r − ikαe wα(x)] = 0, α = p, s.

(3.38)

where w(x) = wp(x) + ws(x), wp(x) and ws(x) are longitudinal and transversal part of w(x)
respectively . It was proved in [22] that the problem (3.38) is well-posed for every f belonging
to a suitable function space.

Suppose G(x, y) is the Green function of problem (3.38) in R3 \Db with f = 0 and V (x, y)
is the solution to the problem (3.38) with f = ∇Φp(x, y) with y ∈ R3 \Db. Define

V inc := ∇Φp(x, y) + V (x; y) in R3 \Db.

Then applying representation formula [21, Theorem 5.3], we have

v(x; z) =

(∫
∂D

−
∫
∂Db

)
{G(x, y)Tev(y; z)− v(y; z)Te,yG(x, y)}ds(y)

−
∫
D\Db

ω2 [1− ρ(y)]G(x, y)v(y; z)dy, x ∈ D \Db

(3.39)

Since G(x, y) = v(y; z) = 0 for y ∈ ∂Db and the fact that vsc(·; z), G(x, ·) are solutions satisfying
Kuparadze radiation condition, we have∫

∂D
{G(x, y)Tevsc(y; z)− vsc(y; z)Te,yG(x, y)}ds(y) = 0.

Then combine above equations, the solution v of the scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11) with uinc =
∇Φp(x, z) satisfies the following integral equation

v(x; z) = V inc(x; z)− ω2

∫
D\Db

[1− ρ(y)]G(x, y)v(y; z)dy, x ∈ R3 \Db. (3.40)

Conversely, by direct calculation, it is easy to prove that (3.40) also satisfies the scattering
problem (2.8)-(2.11).

Remark 3.6. The equivalence between the problem (2.8)−(2.11) and Lippmann-Schwinger type
equation (3.40) in the case Db = ∅ was proved in [21, Lemma 5.7].

Next, we give the proof of Theorem 3.5.

Proof. Define the volume operator T in Lp(D \Db) by

(Tφ)(x) := ω2

∫
D\Db

[1− ρ(y)]G(x, y)φ(y; z)dy, x ∈ D \Db.

Then (3.40) equals to
(I + T )v(x; z) = V inc(x; z), x ∈ D \Db. (3.41)

12



Since z ∈ R3 \D and the problem (3.38) is well-posed, we know that V inc(x; z) ∈ L2(D \Db) .
Moreover, ρ(x) ∈ L∞(D\Db) and G(x, y) ∈ L2(D\Db) show that the volume potential operator
T is bounded from L2(D\Db) intoW

2,2(D\Db) (see [29, Ch.IV,Theorem 2.3], [21, Theorem 5.6])
and therefore compact in L2(D\Db). Then by the uniqueness result for the problem (2.8)−(2.11),
the operator I + T is of Fredholm type with zero index, which means the existence of a unique
solution v(x; z) ∈ L2(D \Db) with the estimates

||v(x; z)||L2(D\Db)
≤ C||V inc(x; z)||L2(D\Db)

≤ C(||uinc(x; z)||L2(D\Db)
+ ||uinc(x; z)||L∞(∂Db)).

(3.42)
Then, the Sobolev imbedding theorems show that

||v(x; z)||L2(D\Db)
+ ||v(x; z)− uinc||H1(D\Db)

≤ C(||uinc(x; z)||L2(D\Db)
+ ||uinc(x; z)||L∞(∂Db))

(3.43)

4 The inverse scattering problem

Now we can state the Inverse Problem, which reads: Find the shape and the position of the
inclusion D (i.e. reconstruct the boundary) from the knowledge of the far-field patterns u∞(x̂)
(or vsc,∞ (x̂) for all x̂ ∈ S2, for incident plane wave uinc(x) = deik

p
ex·d with direction d ∈ S2,

disregarding its contents. The method is base on constructing a well-posed interior transmission
problem in a small domain associated with Navier equation or modified Navier equation. The
smallness of the domain is key since it ensure that the given frequency ω is not a transmission
eigenvalue of the constructed interior transmission problem.

4.1 Interior transmission problem

Assume that Ω ∈ R3 is a non-empty, open, connected and bounded set with a C 2 boundary
∂Ω. The modified interior transmission problem (MITP) is stated as:

µi∆U(x) + (λi + µi)∇(∇ · U(x))− U(x) =ρ1, x ∈Ω, (4.1)

µe∆V (x) + (λe + µe)∇(∇ · V (x))− V (x) =ρ2, x ∈Ω, (4.2)

U(x)− V (x) =f, x ∈∂Ω, (4.3)

TeU(x)− TeV (x) =h, x ∈∂Ω, (4.4)

where ρ1, ρ2 ∈ (L2(D))3, f ∈ (H1/2(∂D))3 and h ∈ (H−1/2(∂D))3. This problem for the case
of an anisotropic nonhomogeneous inclusion D was studied in Charalambopoulos [10]. Then in
isotropic homogeneous case, the following result also holds (see [10, Theorem 4]).

Lemma 4.1. If (µi − µe)[(3λi + 2µi) − (3λe + 2µe)] > 0, the modified interior transmission
problem (4.1)− (4.4) has a unique strong solution (U, V ) that satisfies the priori estimate

||U ||H1(D) + ||V ||H1(D) ≤ C(||ρ1||L2(D) + ||ρ2||L2(D) + ||f ||H1/2(∂D) + ||h||H−1/2(∂D)) (4.5)

where the constant C is independent of ρ1, ρ2, f, h, and depends only on the Lamé constants
λe, µe.
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In the case µi = µe = µ > 0 and λi = λe = λ satisfies 3λ + 2µ > 0, the above result does
not hold because the existence of the eigenvalue in Ω. Then we consider the following interior
transmission problem (ITP):

∆∗U(x) + ω2ρ(x)U(x) =0, in Ω, (4.6)

∆∗V (x) + ω2V (x) =0, in Ω, (4.7)

U(x)− V (x) =f, on ∂Ω, (4.8)

TeU(x)− TeV (x) =h, on ∂Ω, (4.9)

where f ∈ (H1/2(∂Ω))3 and h ∈ (H−1/2(∂Ω))3, ρ(x) ∈ L∞(Ω) is positive real valued. More over,
we define constants

ρ∗ := inf
Ω
ρ(x), ρ∗ := sup

Ω
ρ(x).

In [9], they consider the interior transmission eigenvalue problem for the elastic waves
propagating through an anisotropic inhomogeneous media of bounded support containing an
obstacle and gave some important results about the eigenvalues. Similar to the method for
Helmholtz equation in [7, 8], we extend the results in [9] to the problem (4.6)-(4.9). Define the
Hilbert space

H(Ω) = {u ∈ (H1(Ω))3 | ∆∗u ∈ (L2(Ω))3} (4.10)

with norm ||u||2H(Ω) = ||u||2H1(Ω) + ||∆∗u||2L2(Ω). For u ∈ H(Ω), it’s easy to prove that γ0u =

u|∂Ω ∈ (H1/2(∂Ω))3 and γ1u = Teu|∂Ω ∈ (H−1/2(∂Ω))3. In particular, if γ0u = γ1u = 0 for all
u ∈ H(Ω), then H(Ω) = (H2

0 (Ω))
3.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that 0 ̸= ω ∈ R and either ρ∗ > 1 of ρ∗ < 1. Suppose that (U, V ) ∈
(H1(Ω))3 × (H1(Ω))3 is a solution to problem (4.6)− (4.9). Define u := U − V , then u ∈ H(Ω)
and satisfies

a(u, h) = 0 for all h ∈ (H2
0 (Ω))

3, (4.11)

where

a(u, h) =

∫
Ω
(1− ρ(x))−1(∆∗ + ω2)u · (∆∗ + ω2)h dx,

+ ω2

∫
Ω
∇u : C : ∇h dx− ω4

∫
Ω
u · h dx.

Here C = (Cjkmn)3×3 is elastic moduli, and Cjkmn = λδijδkl + µ(δikδjl + δilδjl).

Proof. Let u := U − V , from the equation (4.6), it follows that

V (x) =
1

ω2
(1− ρ(x))−1(∆∗ + ω2ρ(x))u

=
1

ω2
(1− ρ(x))−1(∆∗ + ω2)u− u

(4.12)

Testing equation (4.7) by h ∈ (H2
0 (Ω))

3, we obtain that

0 =

∫
Ω
(∆∗V + ω2V ) · hdx,
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Using Green’s second vector theorem and the fact that h = Teh = 0 on ∂Ω, we have

0 =

∫
Ω
V · (∆∗h+ ω2h) dx,

Combine (4.12) and above identity, we obtain

0 =

∫
Ω
(1− ρ(x))−1(∆∗ + ω2)u · (∆∗ + ω2)h dx,

+ ω2

∫
Ω
∇u : C : ∇h dx− ω4

∫
Ω
u · h dx.

Then it is not difficult to see that u ∈ H(Ω) and thus the lemma follows.

The opposite implication is easy to get by direct calculation.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that 0 ̸= ω ∈ R and either ρ∗ > 1 of ρ∗ < 1. Suppose that u ∈ H(Ω)
satisfies (4.11). In Ω, define

V (x) =
1

ω2
(1− ρ(x))−1(∆∗ + ω2ρ(x))u,

U(x) = V (x) + u(x),

then (U, V ) ∈ (H1(Ω))3 × (H1(Ω))3 solves the problem (4.6)− (4.9).

Let us define the following auxiliary bounded sesquilinear forms on (H2
0 (Ω))

3 × (H2
0 (Ω))

3:

b(u, v); =

∫
Ω
(ρ(x)− 1)−1(∆∗ + ω2)u · (∆∗ + ω2)v dx+ ω4

∫
Ω
u · v dx,

b̃(u, v); =

∫
Ω

ρ(x)

1− ρ(x)
(∆∗ + ω2)u · (∆∗ + ω2)v dx+

∫
Ω
∆∗u ·∆∗v dx,

c(u, v); =

∫
Ω
∇u : C : ∇v dx.

In terms of these operators we can rewrite (4.11) as

b(u, h)− ω2c(u, h) = 0, for ρ∗ > 1,∀h ∈ (H2
0 (Ω))

3,

or b̃(u, h)− ω2c(u, h) = 0, for ρ∗ < 1,∀h ∈ (H2
0 (Ω))

3,

In [6], the author proved that the set of transmission eigenvalues affiliated with (4.6)-(4.9)(or
(4.11)) is countable, discrete and with infinity being the only possible accumulation point. Then,
we can obtain a result in elastics similar to Lemma 2.4 in [8] for acoustics.

Lemma 4.4. If ρ∗ > 1 of ρ∗ < 1, then

a(u, u) ≥ C||u||2H2
0 (Ω), ∀ u ∈ (H2

0 (Ω))
3

for 0 < ω2 < min{mλ1(Ω)
ρ∗ ,mλ1(Ω)}, where λ1(D) is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the operator

−∆ in Ω and m = min{µ, 3λ+ 2µ}.
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Proof. In the case ρ∗ > 1, set γ = 1
ρ∗−1 . Then for u ∈ (H2

0 (Ω))
3

b(u, u) =

∫
Ω
(ρ(x)− 1)−1(∆∗ + ω2)u · (∆∗ + ω2)u dx+ ω4

∫
Ω
u · u dx

≥ γ||(∆∗ + ω2)u||2L2(Ω) + ω4||u||2L2(Ω)

≥ γ||∆∗u||2L2(Ω) − 2γω2||∆∗u||2L2(Ω)||u||
2
L2(Ω) + (γ + 1)ω4||u||2L2(Ω)

≥ γ(1− γ

ϵ
)||∆∗u||2L2(Ω) + (γ + 1− ϵ)ω4||u||2L2(Ω)

Here we use the following inequality(see [7]), for each ϵ > 0

γX2 − 2γXY + (γ + 1)Y 2

=ϵ(Y − γ

ϵ
X)2 + γ(1− γ

ϵ
)X2 + (γ + 1− ϵ)Y 2

≥γ(1− γ

ϵ
)X2 + (γ + 1− ϵ)Y 2.

Choosing γ < ϵ < γ + 1 immediately shows that b is coercive. Moreover, since (C : ∇u) ∈
(H1

0 (Ω))
3, by Poincaré inequality, we have

c(u, u) =

∫
Ω
∇u : C : ∇u dx

≤ 1

m
||C : ∇u||2L2(Ω)

≤ 1

mλ1(Ω)
||∇ · (C : ∇u)||2L2(Ω)

=
1

mλ1(Ω)
||∆∗u||2L2(Ω)

where m = min{µ, 3λ + 2µ}, λ1(D) is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the operator −∆ in Ω.
Then, combine above inequalities, we have

a(u, u) ≥ (γ − γ2

ϵ
− ω2

mλ1(Ω)
)||∆∗u||2L2(Ω) + (γ + 1− ϵ)ω4||u||2L2(Ω). (4.13)

Choosing ϵ arbitrary closed to γ+1, and ω2 < (γ− γ2

ϵ )mλ1(Ω) <
mλ1(Ω)

ρ∗ , then a(u, u) is coercive
which means

a(u, u) ≥ C||u||2H2
0 (Ω), ∀ u ∈ (H2

0 (Ω))
3.

The same for the case ρ∗ < 1, we obtain that a(u, u) is coercive when ω2 < mλ1(Ω).

Next, we give an estimate of problem (4.1)−(4.4). We assume that the data f ∈ (H1/2(∂Ω))3

and h ∈ (H−1/2(∂Ω))3 satisfy the condition (C) with some u0 ∈ H(Ω) such that γ0u0 = f and
γ1u0 = h.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that f, h satisfy the condition (C) with u0 ∈ H(Ω). For any fixed ω ̸= 0,

if the diameter of Ω is small enough such that ω2 < min{mλ1(Ω)
ρ∗ , λ1(Ω)}, then the interior

transmission problem (4.1)− (4.4) has a unique solution (U, V ) ∈ (L2(Ω))3 × (L2(Ω))3 with

||U ||L2(Ω) + ||V ||L2(Ω) ≤ C||u0||H(Ω). (4.14)
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Proof. For any fixed ω ̸= 0, if the diameter of Ω is small enough such that ω2 <
min{mλ1(Ω)

ρ∗ , λ1(Ω)}, then define u := U − V ∈ H(Ω), ũ = u − u0 ∈ (H2
0 (Ω))

3. By Lemma
4.4, we have

a(ũ, ũ) ≥ C||ũ||2H2
0 (Ω),

Since u satisfied the variational problem (4.11) which means

a(u, ũ) = a(ũ, ũ) + a(u0, ũ) = 0.

Since a(u, u) is bounded and coercive on (H2
0 (Ω))

3 × (H2
0 (Ω))

3, by Lax-Milgram theorem, the
variational problem (4.11) has a unique solution ũ ∈ H2

0 (Ω) satisfying

||ũ||2H2
0 (Ω) ≤ C||u0||2H(Ω).

Then by Lemma 4.3, define V (x) := 1
ω2 (1 − ρ(x))−1(∆ ∗ +ω2ρ(x))u, U(x) := V (x) + u(x), it’s

easy to derive
||U ||L2(Ω) + ||V ||L2(Ω) ≤ C||u0||H(Ω)

from the fact that u = u0 + ũ.

4.2 Uniqueness of the Inverse Problem

Based on above results, we will prove the uniqueness results in determining the inhomoge-
neous penetrable obstacle D disregarding its contents ρ and Db.

First, we give the following uniqueness result in the case that medium in Di and De are
different.

Theorem 4.6. Given ω > 0, suppose (µi − µe)[(3λi + 2µi)− (3λe + 2µe)] > 0 and let u∞(x̂, d)
and ũ∞(x̂, d) be the far-field patterns of the solutions u(x) and ũ(x) to the transmission problem

(2.1)−(2.6) with respect to the scatterers (D, ρ,Db) and (D̃, ρ̃, D̃b). Then if u∞(x̂, d) = ũ∞(x̂, d)
for all x̂, d ∈ S2, then D = D̃.

Proof. Assume that D ̸= D̃. Without loss of generality, choose z∗ ∈ ∂D \ ∂Db and define

zj := z∗ +
δ

j
n(z∗), j = 1, 2, 3, ...

with a small enough δ > 0 such that zj ∈ B, where B denotes a small ball centered at z∗ such
that B ∩ (D̃ ∪Db) = ∅.

Consider the transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6) with the boundary data f and h induced by
the longitudinal part of the incident point source

uincj =
Γp(x, zj) · q

||∇x∇T
xΦp(x, zj) · q||L2(∂D)

=
kp

2

ω2

∇x∇T
xΦp(x, zj) · q

||∇x∇T
xΦp(x, zj) · q||L2(∂D)

, j = 1, 2, 3, ...

for q ∈ R3, where Φp(x, zj) is the fundamental solution to the three-dimensional Helmholtz
equation given by

Φp(x, zj) =
1

4π

eik
p
e |x−zj |

|x− zj |
, x ̸= zj .
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Figure 2: Two different scattering obstacles.

As assumption u∞(x̂, d) = ũ∞(x̂, d) for all x̂, d ∈ S2, we can use Rellich’s lemma [18, Theorem
2] to get

u(x, d) = ũ(x, d) in G (4.15)

for all d ∈ S2, where G denotes the unbounded component of R3 \ (D ∪ D̃).

Then we choose a smooth and bounded domain B such that R3 \B is connected, (D ∪ D̃) ⊂
B and zj /∈ B. From the classical result of denseness of the Herglotz wave operator [13], we
can find a sequence of densities (gj,m)n ∈ L2(S2) such that Herglotz wave function H(gj,m) →
Φp(x, zj) in L2(∂B). We define g1j,m(θ) = θTθgj,m(θ), θ ∈ S2, then it is clear that uincj,m =

H(g1j,m) · q tends to ∇x∇T
xΓ(x, zj) · q in (L2(∂B))3×3. That is , for each fixed j ∈ N there is a

sequence (uincj,m) such that

uincj,m → Γp(x, zj) · q
||∇x∇T

xΦp(x, zj) · q||L2(∂D)
, ∇uincj,m → ∇(

Γp(x, zj) · q
||∇x∇T

xΦp(x, zj) · q||L2(∂D)
), m→ ∞

(4.16)

uniformly on (D ∪ D̃). Also, we denote Γj(x, zj) as ∇x∇T
xΓ(x, zj) · q. Since the uincj,m are linear

combinations of plane waves, the corresponding scattered wave uj,m and ũj,m for the complex
scatterers (D, ρ,Db) and (D̃, ρ̃, D̃b) in G, so we have

uincj,m + uj,m − vj,m = 0, Teu
inc
j,m + Teuj,m − Tivj,m = 0, on ∂D ∩ ∂G,

uincj,m + ũj,m − ṽj,m = 0, Teu
inc
j,m + Teũj,m − Tiṽj,m = 0, on ∂D̃ ∩ ∂G,

(4.17)

where (vj,m, uj,m) and (ṽj,m, ũj,m) are the unique solution to the transmission problem (2.1)-

(2.6) with respect to the complex scatterers (D, ρ,Db) and (D̃, ρ̃, D̃b) with incident wave uincj,m.
Noting that

uincj + uj − vj = 0, Teu
inc
j + Teuj − Tivj = 0, on ∂D,

uincj + ũj − ṽj = 0, Teu
inc
j + Teũj − Tiṽj = 0, on ∂D̃,

(4.18)

and by the well-posedness of the transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6), the transmission conditions
(4.17) and the convergence (4.16), we obtain that for each j ∈ N,

uj,m → uj , ũj,m → ũj , m→ ∞

uniformly on compact subsets of G. Thus

uj = ũj , in G, j = 1, 2, 3, ... (4.19)
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Since z∗ ∈ ∂D \ ∂Db and ∂D ∈ C2, there is a small smooth C2 domain D0 such that

B ∩D ⊂ D0 ⊂ D \ (D̃ ∪Db). Define Uj = vj , Vj = ũj + uincj in D0. Then (Uj , Vj) satisfies the
modified interior transmission problem as follows:

µi∆Uj(x) + (λi + µi)∇(∇ · Uj(x))− Uj(x) =ρ1, x ∈D0, (4.20)

µe∆Vj(x) + (λe + µe)∇(∇ · Vj(x))− Vj(x) =ρ2, x ∈D0, (4.21)

Uj(x)− Vj(x) =f1, x ∈∂D0, (4.22)

TiUj(x)− TeVj(x) =h1, x ∈∂D0, (4.23)

with

ρ1(j) := −(ρ(x)ω2 + 1)vj |D0 , ρ2(j) := −(ω2 + 1)(ũj + uincj )|D0 ,

f1(j) := (vj − ũj − uincj )|∂D0 , h1(j) := (Tivj − Teũj − Teu
inc
j )|∂D0 .

From the result uj = ũj in G, it is clear that f1(j) = f2(j) on Γ1 := ∂D0 ∩ ∂D. Since z∗ has

a positive distance from D̃, the well-posedness of the transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6) implies
that

||ũj ||H2(D0) ≤ C uniformly for j ∈ N. (4.24)

This means that ρ2(j) ∈ L2(D0) is uniformly bounded for j ∈ N. From Corollary 3.3, ρ1(j) is
uniformly bounded in L2(D0) for j ∈ N.

We now prove the boundedness of f1(j) and h1(j). In this end, we defineWj = vj−ũj−uincj .
Then Wj satisfies

∆∗
eWj = gj , x ∈ D \ (D̃ ∪Db), Wj |Γ1 = 0,

where gj := ω2(ũj + uincj ) − ∆∗
evj ∈ L2(D \ (D̃ ∪Db)). Since Lamé operator ∆∗ is strong

elliptic and zj ∈ R3 \ D, with help of a local boundary estimate in [16] we can obtain that

Wj ∈ H2(D \ (D̃ ∪Db)) which satisfies

||Wj ||H2(D0) ≤ C(||Wj ||
L2(D\(D̃∪Db))

+ ||gj ||
L2(D\(D̃∪Db))

) ≤ C ′ (4.25)

uniformly for j ∈ N. Since

f1(j) :=Wj |∂D0 , h1(j) := [TeWj + (Ti − Te)vj ]|∂D0 ,

by using (4.24), (4.25) and the fact that f1(j)|Γ1 = h1(j)|Γ1 = 0, it’s easy to get that f1(j)

and h1(j) are uniformly bounded in H
1
2 (∂D0) and H

− 1
2 (∂D0), respectively, for j ∈ N. Thus, by

well-posedness of modified interior transmission problem (4.20), Lemma 4.1 shows that

||Uj ||H1(D0) + ||Vj ||H1(D0) ≤ C(||ρ1,j ||L2(D0) + ||ρ2,j ||L2(D0) + ||f1||
H( 12 (∂D0)

+ ||h1||
H− 1

2 (∂D0)
)

which means that
||uincj ||H1(D0) − ||ũj ||H1(D0) ≤ ||Vj ||H1(D0) ≤ C (4.26)

However, since uincj =
Γp(x,zj)·q

||∇x∇T
xΦp(x,zj)·q||L2(∂D)

, it’s obviously that ||uincj ||H1(D0) → ∞ as j → ∞.

Then (4.26) contradicts with the fact that ||ũj ||H1(D0) is uniformly bounded. Hence, D = D̃.
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If medium in Di and De are the same, that is µi = µe = µ > 0, λi = λe = λ satisfying
3λ+2µ > 0 and ρ(x), we can also obtain the uniqueness result for Inverse Problem of (2.8)-(2.11).
But, the density ρ(x) needs to satisfy the following Assumption 1 (see [44]).

Assumption 1. There exists an open neighbourhood of ∂D, O ⋐ D\Db, and a positive constant
ε0 > 0 such that |ρ(x)− 1| ≥ ε0 for a..e. x ∈ O .

Next, we give the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 4.7. Given ω > 0, let usc,∞(x̂, d) and ũsc,∞(x̂, d) be the far-field patterns to the
solutions usc(x) and ũsc(x) to the scattering problem (2.8) − (2.11) with respect to scatterers

(D, ρ,Db) and (D̃, ρ̃, D̃b). Then if usc,∞(x̂, d) = ũsc,∞(x̂, d) for all x̂, d ∈ S2, then D = D̃.

Proof. Assume that D ̸= D̃. Without loss of generality, choose z∗ ∈ ∂D \ ∂Db and define

zj := z∗ +
δ

j
n(z∗), j = 1, 2, 3, ...

with a small enough δ > 0 such that zj ∈ B, where B denotes a small ball centered at z∗ such
that B ∩ (D̃ ∪Db) = ∅.

Consider the transmission problem (2.8)-(2.11) with the boundary data f and h induced
by the incident point source

uincj = ∇xΦp(x, zj), j = 1, 2, 3, ...

where Φp(x, zj) is the fundamental solution to the three-dimensional Helmholtz equation given
by

Φp(x, zj) =
1

4π

eik
p
e |x−zj |

|x− zj |
, x ̸= zj .

Let uj and ũj be the unique solution to the scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11) with respect to

scatterers (D, ρ,Db) and (D̃, ρ̃, D̃b), respectively, corresponding to the incident wave uinc(x) =
uincj (x). As assumption usc,∞(x̂, d) = ũsc,∞(x̂, d) for all x̂, d ∈ S2, we can use Rellich’s lemma [18,
Theorem 2] to get

usc(x, d) = ũsc(x, d) in G (4.27)

for all d ∈ S2, where G denotes the unbounded component of R3 \ (D ∪ D̃). Similarly as in the
proof of (4.19) in Theorem 4.6, we obtain

uscj (x) = ũscj (x), in G, j = 1, 2, 3, ... (4.28)

Since z∗ ∈ ∂D \ ∂Db and ∂D ∈ C2, there is a small smooth C2 domain D0 such that

B ∩D ⊂ D0 ⊂ D \ (D̃ ∪Db). Define Uj = uj , Vj = ũj in D0. Then (Uj , Vj) satisfies the interior
transmission problem as follows:

∆∗Uj(x) + ω2ρ(x)Uj(x) =0, in D0, (4.29)

∆∗Vj(x) + ω2Vj(x) =0, in D0, (4.30)

Uj(x)− Vj(x) =fj , on ∂D0, (4.31)

TeUj(x)− TeVj(x) =hj , on ∂D0, (4.32)
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with
fj := (uj − ũj)|∂D0 , hj := (Teuj − Teũj)|∂D0 .

From the result uscj = ũscj in G, it is clear that fj = hj on Γ1 := ∂D0 ∩ ∂D.
Next, we prove that fj , hj satisfy the condition (C) (see Lemma 4.5). To this end, we

choose a cut-off function χ(x) ∈ C∞
0 (R3) such that

χ(x) =

{
0, x ∈ R3 \B,
1, x ∈ B1,

where B1 is a small ball centered at z∗ satisfying that B1 ⊊ B. Define the function

u0j(x) := [1− χ(x)](uj − ũj)(x).

Then from well-posedness of the problem (2.8)-(2.11), we know that u0j ∈ H(D0) for all j ∈ N
with u0j ∈ H(Ω) such that u0j |∂D0 = fj and Teu0j |∂D0 = hj .

We now prove ||u0j ||H(D0) is uniformly bounded for j ∈ N. Since z∗ has a positive distance

from D̃ and scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11) is well-posed, we can get

||ũscj ||H(D0) ≤ C (4.33)

uniformly for j ∈ N. Also from Theorem 3.5, we have

||uscj ||H1(D0) ≤ C (4.34)

uniformly for j ∈ N. Combine above two equalities, we have

||u0j(x)||H1(D0) ≤ ||uscj − ũscj ||H1(D0) ≤ C. (4.35)

Then, we need to prove that ∆∗u0j is uniformly bounded in (L2(D0)
3. By direct calculation, it

is found that

∆∗u0j = a(x)∆∗b(x) + (λ+ 3µ)∇a(x) · ∇b(x)T + (µ∆a(x)

+ (λ+ µ)∇(∇a(x))T) · b(x)T + (λ+ µ)(∇ · b(x))∇a(x)
(4.36)

where a(x) := 1 − χ(x), b(x) := uj(x) − ũj(x). Since ||uincj ||L2(D0)\B1
≤ C, it is easy to derive

that

∆∗(uj − ũj) = ω2(uscj − ũscj ) + (1− ρ(x))ω2uj (4.37)

is uniformly bounded in L2(D0\B1) for j ∈ N from (4.35) and Theorem 3.5. This, together with
χ(x) ∈ C∞

0 (R3) and χ(x)|B1 = 0 , it is easy to get ||∆∗u0j ||L2(D0) ≤ C uniformly for j ∈ N. Then
u0j is uniformly bounded in H(D0). Thus fj , hj satisfy the condition (C) with u0j ∈ H(D0) for
all j ∈ N.

Since the smallest Dirichlet eigenvalue λ1(D0) of −△ in D0 tends to +∞ as the diameter of

D0 goes to zero. Then we can chooseD0 small enough such that 0 < ω2 < min{mλ1(Ω)
ρ∗ ,mλ1(Ω)}.

This together with Lemma 4.5 shows that ||Vj ||L2(D0) = ||ũj ||L2(D0) ≤ C uniformly for j ∈ N.
Then

||∇xΦp(x, zj)||L2(D0) − ||ũscj ||L2(D0) = ||ũj ||L2(D0) ≤ C (4.38)
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uniformly for j ∈ N. But

||∇xΦp(x, zj)||2L2(D0)
=

∫
D0

|( 1

|x− zj |
− ikp)

eikp|x−zj |

4π|x− zj |
· x− zj
|x− zj |

|2 dx

≥ (4π)−2

∫
D0

1

|x− zj |4
dx

= O(j).

This is a contradiction to (4.38) when j → ∞. Then, D = D̃.

Remark 4.8. (i) Theorem 4.6 and Theorem 4.7 are right when the incident plane waves
uinc(x) = deik

s
ed·x, d ∈ S2; and for objects Db with Neumann boundary condition (Tiv = 0

on ∂Db), the Theorems are also right.
(ii) Besides, it’s easy to get the unique determination of obstacle in two-dimension case in the
same way.

A System of singular integral equations

We sketch the theory and introduce some important results; see for details. Consider a
linear singular integral system as

L(u)(x) = A(x)u(x) +

∫
S
B(x, x− y)u(y)dS(y) +T(u)(x) = F (x) (1.39)

where A(x) = ||aij(x)||3×3 ∈ Lp(S), B(x, y) = ||bij(x, y)||3×3 is the matrix of singular kernels
and T is the matrix of compact (weakly-singular) operators on smooth surface S. Then

χ(x, θ) = A(x) +B(x,
x− y

|x− y|
), (x, y) ∈ S × S (1.40)

will be called the characteristic(matrix) of L. θ is the argument of the point x−y
|x−y| with θ ∈

(−π, π].
Expand the characteristic in Fourier series

χ(x, θ) = Σ+∞
−∞An(x)e

inθ.

Obviously, A0(x) = A(x). Then, the symbol(matrix) of L, σ(L), is defined by

σ(L) = Σ+∞
−∞A

∗
0(x)e

inθ (1.41)

where

A∗
n(x) =

2πi|n|

|n|
An(x) for n ̸= 0, and A∗

n(x) = A0(x) = A(x).

As compact terms in L do no contribution to σ(L). The following results can be found in
Mikhlin [39, Theorem 2.34-Theorem 2.36].

Theorem A.1. Suppose operator L is bounded in Lp(S), and its symbol satisfies

inf|det σ(L)| > 0,

then L is of normal (or regular) type.
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If operator L is a normal operator from Lp(S) into Lp(S), p > 1, then its adjoint operator
L∗ is also a normal operator from Lp′(S) into Lp′(S), 1

p + 1
p′ = 1. The index of L is defined as

indL = dimN(L)− dimN(L∗)

where N(L) and N(L∗) are zero spaces of the operators L and L∗, respectively.
Consider the operator

Lλ(u)(x) = A(x)u(x) + λ

∫
S
B(x, x− y)u(y)dS(y)

where λ is a complex number, while A,B, u and S are the same as above. Then we have a result
about its index [29, Ch.IV, Theorem 6.1-6.7].

Theorem A.2. If Γ is a continuous curve on the complex plane connecting the origin of coor-
dinates with the point λ0 and L is a normal type operator for any λ ∈ Γ, then

indLλ0 = 0.

The main result of the theory is that if indL = 0, then the Fredholm theorems hold, which
means system(1.39) has a unique solution.

B Symbolic

In this section, we will prove that the system (3.17) in Section 2 is normally solvable and
Fredholm theorems hold for it. Consider the problem

µi∆v(x) + (λi + µi)∇(∇ · v(x)) + ρω2v(x) =0, x ∈ Di,

µe∆u(x) + (λe + µe)∇(∇ · u(x)) + ω2u(x) =0, x ∈ De,

v(x)− u(x) =F (x), x ∈ ∂D,

T γi
i v(x)− T γe

e u(x) =H(x), x ∈ ∂D,

v(x) =0, x ∈ ∂Db,

lim
r→∞

r[
∂uα(x)

∂r
− ikαe uα(x)] =0, α = p, s,

we seek solutions of problem in the form

v(x) =

∫
∂Db

T κi
i,y[Γi(x, y)]

Tη(y)ds(y) +

∫
∂D

Γi(x, y)αiψ(y)ds(y)

+

∫
∂D

T κi
i,y[Γi(x, y)]

Tβiφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ Di

u(x) =

∫
∂D

Γe(x, y)αeψ(y)ds(y) +

∫
∂D

T κe
e,y[Γe(x, y)]

Tβeφ(y)ds(y), x ∈ De

(2.42)

where αr, βr and κr(r = i, e) are constants the same as in (3.13), φ(y), ψ(y) and η(y) are the
unknown vectors. Taking account into boundary conditions and the properties of single- and
double-layer potentials, we obtain the following system of integral equations−1

2 +W κi
ii αiS

i
ei −αiW

κi,i
ei

W κi
ie αiS

i
ee − αeSee −1

2 + (αeW
κe
ee − αiW

κi,i
ee )

V γi,κi,i
ie −1

2 + (αiW
′γi,i
ee − αeW

′γe
ee ) αeV

γe,κe
ee − αiV

γi,κi,i
ee

 ·

η
ψ
φ

 =

 0
F
H

 (2.43)
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In the following, we shall consider the symbolic matrix σ of the system (2.45). Since
operators Si

ei,W
κi,i
ei ,W κi

ie and V γi,κi,i
ie are compact with zero symbols. Moreover, Si

ee and See are
weak singular operators with symbols in Lp(∂D), p > 1. Note that σ has the form

σ =

σ11 0 0
0 0 σ23
0 σ32 σ33


where σkj are also 3 × 3 symbol matrix of the singular operators in (2.43), respectively. It’s
obvious that σ33 is not useful for the determinant of the σ, so we will only calculate the symbol

of L1 = −1
2 +W κi

ii , L2 = −1
2 +(αeW

κe
ee −αiW

κi,i
ee ) and L3 = −1

2 +(αiW
′γi,i
ee −αeW

′γe
ee ). Then,we

first introduce some notations which will be useful.
Kelvin’s matrix Γ0i(x, y) and Γ0e(x, y) are fundamental solutions to

µi∆v(x) + (λi + µi)∇(∇ · v(x)) =0,

µe∆u(x) + (λe + µe)∇(∇ · u(x)) =0.

respectively. Then denote Γ1i(x, y) and Γ1e(x, y) as

Γ1i(x, y) = Γi(x, y)− Γ0i(x, y),

Γ1e(x, y) = Γe(x, y)− Γ0e(x, y).

Then by virtue of Theorem II, 1.3 and 1.5 in [29], each elements and their first derivatives in
matrix Γ1i(x, y) and Γ1e(x, y) are bounded. Theorem II, 1.3 [29] shows that second derivatives
of the elements of the matrix Γ1i(x, y) and Γ1e(x, y) with respect to the Cartesian coordinates of
x has a singularity of form l/|x− y|. Then we know that all single- and double-layer operators
with kernels replaced by Γ1i(x, y) and Γ1e(x, y) respectively are compact operators, which means
they have zero symbols.

For operator L2 = −1
2 + (αeW

κe
ee − αiW

κi,i
ee ), we know that kernels T κe

e,y[Γe(x, y)]
T,

T κi
i,y[Γi(x, y)]

T have the same symbols with T κe
e,y[Γ0e(x, y)]

T, T κi
i,y[Γ0i(x, y)]

T, respectively. Then

(T κe
e,y[Γ0e(x, y)]

T)mn =− δmn

2π

3∑
l=1

nl(y)(xl − yl)

|x− y|3
+

3∑
l=1

Mml(∂y)

×[(κeλ
′
e − µeµ

′
e)

δln
|x− y|

+ µ′e(κe + µe)
(xl − yl)(xn − yn)

|x− y|3
], m, n = 1, 2, 3,

(2.44)

where Mml(∂y) = nn(y)
∂

∂ym
− nm(y) ∂

∂yn
, defined the same as in Section 2. Moreover,

λ′e = (λe + 3µe)[4πµe(λe + 2µe)]
−1 and µ′e = (λe + µe)[4πµe(λe + 2µe)]

−1. Since boundary ∂D
is C2 smooth, we have the unit normal vector function n(x) ∈ C1(∂D) and

|n(x)− n(y)| = O(|x− y|), |
3∑

l=1

nl(y)(xl − yl)| = O(|x− y|2). (2.45)

by direct calculation, we have according to (2.44) and (2.45)

(T κe
e,y[Γ0e(x, y)]

T)mn = Emn(x, y) + (κeλ
′
e − µeµ

′
e)Mmn(∂y)

1

|x− y|
(2.46)
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where Emn(x, y) has a singularity of type 1
|x−y| . So the same procedure applied to T κi

i,y[Γ0i(x, y)]
T,

we have

(T κe
e,y[Γ0e(x, y)]

T)mn = E′
mn(x, y) + (κiλ

′
i − µiµ

′
i)Mmn(∂y)

1

|x− y|
(2.47)

where E′
mn(x, y) has a singularity of type 1

|x−y| . To calculate the symbol of Mmn(∂y)
1

|x−y| , we
use a local coordinate system at y ∈ ∂D, then we have the formula

xm = ym +

3∑
l=1

aml(y)ηl (2.48)

where η1, η2, η3 are the coordinate of x in the system.
Applying transformation (2.48), we find that the representation

Mmn(∂y)
1

|x− y|
=

3∑
l=1

εnml(al2η1 − al1η2)|η|3

where εnml is the Levi-Civita symbol, η = (η1, η2, 0), is valid for x ∈ ∂D.
In view of (2.44)-(2.48), the characteristic of the operator L2 is

χmm =− 1

2
, m = 1, 2, 3

χmn =(2π)−1p
3∑

l=1

εnml(al2
η1
|η|

− al1
η2
|η|

)

=− χnm, m ̸= n,

where p = (cebiµi−cibeµe)(biµi+beµe)−1 with cr = µr(λr+2µr)
−1, br = (λr+µr)(λr+2µr)

−1, r =
i, e.

Now the symbol of the operator can be calculated by (1.41)

(δ23)mm =− 1

2
, m = 1, 2, 3

(δ23)mn =i2πχmn m ̸= n, m, n = 1, 2, 3.

Then detδ23 = p2− 1
4 . Similarly, for operator L1, L3, we have detδ11 = c2i − 1

4 , detδ32 = q2− 1
4 , q =

(µ2i − µ2e + (ci − ce)µiµe)(µi + µe)
−2. Finally, we have the determinant of system (2.43)

|detδ| = (
1

4
− c2i )(

1

4
− p2)(

1

4
− q2) > 0.

Thus it follows Theorem A.1 and Theorem A.2, system (2.43) is normally solvable and have a
zero index, which means Fredholm theorems valid for it.
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