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Elastic scattering problems by penetrable obstacles
with embedded objects

Chun Liu* Jiaging Yang' Bo Zhang?

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.
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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 u!* by an inhomogeneous
penetrable obstacle which may contain some embedded objects.

Here, D C R? is a bounded open set with a C?—boundary dD and Dj, are bounded domains
which are separate from each other. Let D; := D\ Dy, be the inhomogeneous medium with Lamé
constants \;, u; and density p(z) € Ry NL>¥(D;). Let D, := R3\ D be the homogeneous medium
with Lamé constants A, pe and density pe, which without loss of generality can be taken equal
to one. In addition, parameters Ay, 1o (@ =i, €) satisfy pq > 0 and 2puq + 3Ay > 0.

Then, the propagation of u""¢ can be described by following Navier equations

widv(z) + (N 4 1) V(V - 0(x)) + p(2)w?o(z) =0, x € D;, (2.1)
preAu(x) + (N + 1) V(V - u(z)) + w?u(zx) =0, x € D, (2.2)

where v(x) is the stationary field and w(z) is the scattered field, w > 0 is the angular frequency.



Figure 1: Scattering by inhomogeneous medium with embedded objects.

To assure the continuity of displacement and stress through the surface 0D, we need the following
interfacial conditions

v(z) —u(z) = f(x), Tiv(z) — Teu(x) = h(x), x € 0D, (2.3)

where f(x) = u(x) and h(z) = T.u™“(x). We mention here that T,(a = i,e) is the surface
stress (or traction) operator on the interior or exterior of the boundary 0D

To = 2uen - grad + Agndiv + pan X curl (a=1i,e), (2.4)

where n = (n1,n2,n3) is unit normal vector on the boundary 0D at the point z = (1, x2,x3)
directed into D.. For rigid bodies Dy, v(z) satisfies the first kind (Dirichlet) boundary condition

v(z) =0, x € 0Dy, (2.5)
The scattered field u(z) can be decomposed into the sum u(z) = uy(x) + us(x), where
u, = — (k) 2V(V - ), us = —(k3) 72V x (V x u).

Here u;, and u, are referred to as the longitudinal and transversal parts of the field u respectively,
satisfying the vector Helmholtz equation. Moreover, the wave numbers kL, k% > 0 are respectively
given by
PP P
V2e + Ae Ve

In this paper the incident wave is a plane pressure wave taking the form
uan(l,) _ deikgd-x de S2

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

lim r Oua(x)

r=|z|—o0 or

—ikiua(z)| =0,  a=ps, (2.6)



uniformly in all directions # = z/|z| € S?. The radiation conditions in (2.6) lead to the longitu-

dinal part up° and the transversal part ug° of the far-field pattern of u, given by the asymptotic
behavior
eike|z ekl 1
u(x) = ——————u (%) + S(@)+0(=3)  |z[ =00, (2.7)

|2

= u U
Am(Ae + pe)|] * Ampe|z|

where u°(2) is normal to S? and uS°(#) is tangential to S2, see [2] for instance. In this paper,

we define the far-field pattern u®(z)of the scattered field u, that is
u™ (%) 1= uy () + ug”(2).

In the case p; = pe = > 0 and A\; = A\e = A satisfies 3\ + 2 > 0, then the problem
(2.1)-(2.6) becomes the following scattering system

A*v(z) 4 p(z)wv(z) =0, z € R3\ Dy, (2.8)
v(z) = v¥(x) +u"(z), € R\ D, :
v(x) =0, z € Dy, (2.10)
: a/v(slc(a’:) -1,0¢ SC
lim —ikfvy(z)| =0, a = p,s. (2.11)
r=lx|—o0 or

where A* = pA + (A + p)V(V:) and v*(z) = vy(x) + vs(x).
In condition (2.6) and (2.11), by Helmholtz decomposition theorem, we denoted by v, and
vs to be the longitudinal and transversal parts of the scattered field v*¢

Up = —(kf)_2V(V -0%%), v = —(k‘j)_QV x (V x v%).

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

(k2)? etkele—yl 1 - eikile—yl  gikelz—y|
To(z,y) i= ¢ I V.V - 2.12
R o P I e R e P 212
ikP |z —
where ‘T’ denotes transposition, I is the identity matrix and ®,(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, p, D}) and incident plane wave u"¢. 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.



Proof. Let u™(z) = 0, which means f(z) = h(z) = 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(z) = O(lz|™h),  us()
Teup(x) — ikp(Ae + 2pe)up(z) = O
Teus(z) — ikspeus(z)

when |z| — oo.
Set Br := {x € R : |z| < R} is a ball containing D, Sg := {z € R® : |2| = R} and
Dp := Br \ D. Then we apply Gauss’ theorem in Dp to get

| (@@t - ue)azu@) do
Dpg
:/M (W) Teu(a) ~ () Teul) ) ds() — /S (w@@)Teu(@) — u(@)Teu(z) ) ds(x).

R

(3.5)

Here, A} = peA + (Ae + pe)V(V+). Set
Auy(x) = Teup(x) — ikp(Ae + 2pe)up(z), Bus(z) = Teus(z) — ikspeus(z).

Then direct calculation can obtain

| (@@t v Ta@) dst@) = [ (@ Tule) - u@) L)) dstw

R

:jg {Tup () + )] Aup () + i (2) + s (@] Bus() } ds(z)
—/SR{[up($)+u3($)]z‘%($)+[Up(x)"i‘US( )| Bus(z )}dS( )

+ 2ik,(Ae + 24e) |up(z|*ds(z) + 2ikspe lus(z|*ds(z)
SR SR

+ 2kt + Ky + 2] [ Ry (@) ds()

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




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

lim lup(z)?ds(x) =0, lim |lus(z)|>ds(z) = 0. (3.6)
R—o0 Sk R—oo Sk

Since up,(x), us(x) satisfy vector Helmholtz equation, Relic lemma [13] tells us that u,(x) =
us(x) = 0 in D.. Then it is obvious that u(z) = Teu(xz) = 0 on dD. According to interfacial
conditions (2.3), we can get v(x) = T;v(z) = 0 on 9D.

In order to show that v(x) = 0 in D;, we employ a unique continuation principle. We choose
a continuously differentiable extension of p(z) into Bg and define v(z) = 0 for z € Br\ D. Then
v € HY(Bg \ Dy) is a weak solution to A¥v + p(z)w?v = 0 in Bg \ D, and therefore it is in
H?(Bgr\ Dy) by the usual regularity theorems. Now we apply the unique continuation principle
from [23] to get v(z) =0 in D;. O

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

(Sop)() = /6 Lo )eu)dsiy) reD,\ oD,
(Veg)(a) := /a T el )] el)ds(o) €D\ oD,

where T'c(x,y) is the fundamental solution of A¥u + w?u = 0 and T,, means T, applied at
y € 0D. It is well known that S, and T, V. are continuous in R? but V, and Tt +Se have jumps
on the boundary 0D(details can be found in [29]).

(5.6)(x) = /8 Teleelu)dsty). reaD,
To(S:0)@) = [ Teallelr)]Tol)ds(n) = 56(o) v e,
(Vid)o) = [ ToyfTelopTeln)dstn) + 5ol v e b,
Ty o(Ve)(z) = To / Ty ITe (s )] T () ds (), rcoD.
oD
Then, we introduce the integral operators
(Seed) () = /8 T )pln)dsty), rcaD,
(Kee)(x) = /a T el )] el)ds(o). v €D,
(KL, 0)(x) = /6 | Toallel )T ol)ds(0), € aD,
(Vb)) = Lo | To[Telo)Toly)ds(o) reaD.
oD

All the above integrals are well defined in the sense of the principal value. And in particular
the operator S for z € 0D has a singularity of form |z — y|~!, the operators K., K., have



singularity of form |z —y|~2 and N, admits a hyper singular kernel of form |z —y|~3. Moreover,
we introduce an antisymmetric matrix operator

(Wa6)(x) = / 77, Doz, )] To(y)ds(y), v € aD,
oD

(Wiro)(a) =TT, /8 el ds), e aD,

V2T (x) == T2, /8 1z, el )T )ds(o) reaD

where 7,7 are arbitrary constants, and 7] is a generalised traction operator [29, H.I, 13.5]
defined by

Ty =Ty jmll3x3 = (ta + 7)n - grad 4 (Mg + o — 7)ndiv 4 70 x curl,

Ty im = 6lm'ua88n + (Ao + o — T)nlafm + Tnmail, a=1ie llm=1,23.
Obviously, T4* = T,. W, has the same jump and regularity properties as double-layer operator
Kce. Similarly, we also introduce the operators Sj;, Kj;, K], and Ny;, W7 defined on 9Dy, it
follows from Theorem 3.36 in [29, H.IV] that the operators Suq, Koo, KJ,, with @ = i, e are both
bounded in LP(0D)(1 < p < 00).

Moreover, we define the operators Se;, K¢, K., and Ne;, W7 on 0D in the same way, but
with = € dD;. The operators Sie, Kie, K/, and Nj., W[ are defined on 0Dy, but = € 9D. All
above operators are well-defined with no singularity.

Then we give the following existence result.

Theorem 3.2. For f,h € LP(OD) with 4/3 < p < 2, the transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6) has
a unique solution (v,u) € L2(D\ Dy) x L?(R3\ D) satisfying
1ol 305 + el gy < Ol zoop) + bl eom) (3.7)

Proof. Step 1. Assume that p(z)w? = w? is a constant. We seek a pair of solution for the

problem (2.1)-(2.6) in the form

oD

oe) = [ e Tadsto) + [ Tiaan sy
+ [ T Be)ds),  seD, 5.
oD
u(z) = /a Tee o (u)ds) + /8 THTe ) Bp)ds(s). @€ D,

where a,., 3, and k,.(r = i,e) are arbitrary constants to be determined below, ¢(y),1(y) and
n(y) are the unknown vectors.
Taking into account the identities (see [29, H.V, 1.6])

TP u(z) = Teu(z) + (e — pe) Mu(z),

T:%@) = Tv(z) + (i — pi) Mo(z), (3.9)



where v, and ~; are arbitrary constants, and matrix M is defined as

M = || Min[3x3,
0 0
Mlm = nm% - 7’”@7 l,m = 1,2,3.
then we have
T v(x) = T u(z) = Tiv(z) — Teu(x) + M[(yi — pi)v(z) — (e — pe)u()] (3.10)

Let
Vi — Hi = Ye — Me

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

v(z) —u(z) = F(z),

. 3.11
T)'u(w) - T ulz) = H(a) (310
where
F(x) = f(x),
() = () o)
H(z) = h(z) + (vi — pa) MF ().
We choose «;, 5, k; and 7; as (see [29, H. XII, §2])
i fhe Ar + pl .
Uy = —————, Br = —ay, by = ——7—, r=i,e 3.13
fr (R + pe) Ar + 20 ( )
ebii_bee ibe e_bii
e:u(u fie) M:u(u 14i) (3.14)
bipi + befte bipi + bepte
fre(pte — f1i) pi(pi — pre)
’Ye = y ")/,L = 315
i + e i + e ( )

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

n n 0
ol +L | =1[—-2F in LP(0Dy) x LP(0D) x LP(0D), (3.16)
P ) —2H
where the operator L is defined as
—2W 2aiW:f’i 2015
L=| —2W[ 2(a;Wee™" — aeWhe) 2(eSee — ;i SL,) : (3.17)

30,0 i 3Ki,T ! "visi
_2‘/;2747 i3 2(a2 e’}ézy IEL Qe 6167”8) Q(QGWE;Y& _ aiWeemZ)

Here, the operator Wt'zi’i,Szh,W;}’f, and V" with t,h = i,e are defined similarly as
ng, Sih, W}, and Vo™ with the kernel I'c(z, y) replaced by T';(z,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



together with the uniqueness of the scattering problem (2.1)-(2.6) implies that (3.17) has a
unique solution (n,v,¢) € LP(0Dy) x LP(9D) x LP(0D) satisfying the estimate

[0l r@aDy) + ¢l eap) + 1Yl ropy < CUIF||r@opy + [|H||r0D))

(3.18)

Then, by the fact that T';(z, y) has a singularity of form |z —y|~! and volume potential operator
is bounded from L?(D) into W%2(D) (see [29, H.IV,Theorem 2.3], [21, Theorem 5.6]), we have

/ T () (y)ds(y)
oD

sup
9€L2(D),|lgll 2y =1

sup
9€L2(D),llgll 2y =1

L2(D)

/D {/3[) Fi(x,y)ﬂ)(y)ds(y)}g(x)dx

[ A ritematarasvasi

<C SU%Hri(x’y)HL2(D)H¢HLP(8D)

ye

<C|[Y||Lrop)

(3.19)

where C is a constant depending on D. The same procedure, with the fact that the boundary
trace operator is bounded from W12(D) into LI(D) for 2 < ¢ < 4 (see [1, Theorem 5.36]), we

derive

sup

QELQ(D):HQHLQ(D):l

sup

QELQ(D):HQHLQ(D):l

< sup

QELQ(D)7H9HL2(D):1

<Cll¢l|zr(ap)

| mre ol east)
oD

L*(D)

/D {/@ 77, Li(e, y)]TsO(y)dS(y)} g(z)dx

T (s, )] Tg(a)da ¢ o(y)ds(y)
LA fetwpas)

i (z.9)]Tg(z)dx
nyégn<yng<m

1 ’Lp(aD)
La(dD)

where C is a constant depending on D. Further, we have

TH

€,

o

[ airie ) Mws)
0Dy

| Telaneasy)
oD

¢[Celz, )] o(y)ds(y)

< ClInllrrony)
L2(D)

< Cl[¥llrrop)
L2(D)

< Cllellrap)
L2(D)

Then combine (3.8) and (3.18)-(3.21), we obtain estimate (3.7) in the case when p(z)w?

(3.20)

(3.21)

= wl.



Step 2. For the general case p(z) € L*°(D;), we consider the following problem

WAV (x) + (N + ) V(V -V (2)) + p(2)w?V (z) =g, x € D, (3.22)
AU (2) + (e 4 1) V(V - U(z)) + w?U(z) =0, z € D,, (3.23)
V(z) —U(x) =0, x € 0D, (3.24)

T;V(z) — T U (x) =0, x € 0D, (3.25)

V(x) =0, x € 0Dy, (3.26)

rlgrolo 7( . —ikoUy) =0, a=p,s, (3.27)

where ¢ := (w% p(z)w?)v € L?(D;), and (v, %) denotes the solution of the problem (2.1)-(2.6)
with p(z)w? = w?. By step 1, we have

10l 2o\ 1y + 1l 2mav by < CUIS e o) + (IRl Lr9D)) (3.28)

By using the variational method [10], it is easy to prove that for every g € L%D,») the problem
. . 1 . . .
(3.22)-(3.27) has a unique solution (V,U) € H(D\D ) X H(RJ\D) satisfying the estimate
WVl ooy + WUl es\oy < Cl9ll L2 (o\5y)- (3:29)

Define v := V + v and v := U + . Then from (3.28) and (3.29), we can easily get that
(v,u) € L2(D \ Dy) x L?>(R3\ D) is the unique solution of the problem (2.1)-(2.6) satisfying the
estimate (3.7). The proof is thus complete. O

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

Corollary 3.3. For z* € 9D and for a sufficiently small constant § > 0 , we define
zj = 25+ én(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 u] = oot ;p((; 57)) ZH - where
p(T:25 L2(8D)
[P(z,2;) =V, V] - Te(z, 25) = (;2) V.VI®,(z,2), j €N and ¢ =n(z*). Then
Vil L2(vp) < € (3.30)

uniformly for j € N.

VeVITe(z,y;)q

Proof. Let U; := u; —
f J = U T VI (o2 2 o)

(V;,U;) satisfies

and Vj := v; with y; := 2* — gn(z*) e D\ﬁb- Then

A Vj(2) + p(x)w?V(z) =0, x € Dy,
AUj(z) + w?Uj(z) =0, x € D,
Vi(z) = Uj(z) =f;(), z €D,
TiVj(x) — TeUj(x)) =h;(x), x € 8D,
Vj(x) =0, x € 0Dy,
lim r(—2% —ikSUj o) =0, a=p,s,

10



with
1

HVIVICDP(J:, zj) - Q||L2(0D)
1

B HVIVI‘I)p(x,Zj) ’ Q||L2(<‘9D)

fi(z) = val[(pp(xa zj) + ®p(x,y5)] - ¢, (3.31)

hj () TV V[ @p(@, i) + @y, )] - ¢ (3.32)

To estimate the boundedness of f,h, we first calculate two derivatives of ®,(z,z;) and set
T = (.%'1,.%'2,373)

O*Pp(z,y) _ el {(ikp = Do (@1 = 40) (@m — ym) 3(L — ikp|z — y])

[

2
K3}, lm=1,2,3

010y Arlz—y|l | |z -yl |z —y[? |z —y[?
(3.33)
Applying the mean-value theorem, we obtain the estimate
(1= ikylz — yetlel 1] < k2l — y? (3.34)
Then, we can easily get that there exists a constant C'(A, ite) such that
82(1)10(55 y) 1
— T <O (A, —y|~ 3.35
)| < Coeuple - (3.5

Then it’s clear that f; € L?(9D) is uniformly bounded for j € N. Further, I'” is part of the
fundamental solution, by direct calculation [4] we have the following estimate

T.TP (2, y) — ikp(A + 20)T7 (2,y) = O (|l — y[7?) (3.36)

Together with (3.35), we obtain that h; is uniformly bounded in L?(dD) for all j € N. Then we
get estimate (3.30) from Theorem 3.2. O

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 € H'(R3\ D) to the scattering problem
(2.8) — (2.11). Furthermore, it holds that

HUHHl(RS\DT,) < C(HUWHHW?@D) + HTeUmCHH%ﬂ(aD))
where C' is a positive constant.
Next, we will give a L? 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 u™® = V®,(z,y), where z € R3\ D and ®y(x,y) = e*»*=Y /(4x|x — y|). Then
v € L*(D\ Dy) and v —u'™ € HY(D\ Dy) such that
@3 2) | 2oy + 1™ (@3 2) | Lo (o,))
(3.37)

lo(@; 2)| 2oy + [10(25 2) = 0™l g o7y < Ol

where C is a constant.

11



To prove the estimate, we reformulate the scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11) as an equivalent
Lippmann-Schwinger type equation. In the case p(x) = 1, problem (2.8)-(2.11) changes into

A*w(z) + w?w(z) =0, r € R3\ Dy,
w(x) = f, x € 0Dy, (3.38)

limr:|$|_>oo r[(?ng(x) — ik?wa(x)} = 0, a=Dp,s.

where w(z) = wp(z) + ws(z), wy(x) and wy(z) are longitudinal and transversal part of w(z)
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(z,y) is the Green function of problem (3.38) in R3\ Dy, with f = 0 and V(z,y)
is the solution to the problem (3.38) with f = V®,(z,y) with y € R3\ Dj. Define

Vine .= Vo, (z,y) + V(z;y) in R\ Dy.
Then applying representation formula [21, Theorem 5.3|, we have
o) = ([ = [ )16 Tt o217, 6w} st
oD Jop,

(3.39)
- [ -] Gty @ DD,
D\D,

Since G(z,y) = v(y; 2) = 0 for y € 0Dy, and the fact that v*“(-; 2), G(x, -) are solutions satisfying
Kuparadze radiation condition, we have

{G (2, y)Tev™(y; 2) — v*(y; 2)Te y G, y) } ds(y) = 0.
oD

Then combine above equations, the solution v of the scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11) with u'"¢ =
V&, (x, z) satisfies the following integral equation

v(x; 2) = V(23 2) — w2/ [1— p(y)] G(z,y)v(y; 2)dy, = € R3\ Dy, (3.40)
D\Dy,
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 Dy = ) 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 \ Dy) by

To)a) = [ 1= )Gl )l My, =€ D\ D,
D\Dy
Then (3.40) equals to
(I+T)v(z;2) =V (x;2), =€ D\ Dy (3.41)

12



Since z € R3\ D and the problem (3.38) is well-posed, we know that V¢(z;2) € L?(D \ Dy) .
Moreover, p(z) € L>®(D\ Dy) and G(z,y) € L?(D\ D) show that the volume potential operator
T is bounded from L?(D\ D,) into W22(D\ Dy) (see [29, Ch.IV,Theorem 2.3], [21, Theorem 5.6))
and therefore compact in L?(D\ D). 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) € L?(D \ Dy) with the estimates
(a2 o oy + 16 2oy
(3.42)

||U($§Z)|‘L2(D\ﬁb) = C‘|Vinc($§z)||L2(D\ﬁb) < C(|lu

Then, the Sobolev imbedding theorems show that
"¢(2; 2)l| Lo ay))
(3.43)
O

o 2)l|p2eonmy + 11063 2) = w7l g oy < CUR™ (@3 2|2 o5, + Il

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™ (%)
(or vse,® (2) for all 2 € S2, for incident plane wave u¢(x) = de’*¢*d with direction d € S?,
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 w is not a transmission
eigenvalue of the constructed interior transmission problem.

4.1 Interior transmission problem

Assume that ©Q € R3 is a non-empty, open, connected and bounded set with a C? boundary
0. The modified interior transmission problem (MITP) is stated as:

wiAU (z) + (N + 1) V(V - U(z)) — U(z) =p1, x €9, (4.1)
pe AV (x) + (Ae + pe)V(V - V(z)) — V(x) =p2, x €9, (4.2)
U(z) = V(z) =f, x €09, (4.3)

T.U(x) — T.V(x) =h, x €09, (4.4)

where p1,ps € (L*(D))?, f € (HY/?(0D))? and h € (H~'/?(9D))?. 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 (j1; — pe)[(3Ni + 2pi) — (3Ae + 2pe)] > 0, the modified interior transmission
problem (4.1) — (4.4) has a unique strong solution (U, V') that satisfies the priori estimate

WUl oy + VIl 0y < Clloallz2py + Mlp2llay + 1 lm1r2apy + 1Al -120p))  (4:5)

where the constant C' is independent of pi1,p2, f,h, and depends only on the Lamé constants
Ae, Me-
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In the case u; = pe = > 0 and \; = A\e = A satisfies 3\ + 2u > 0, the above result does
not hold because the existence of the eigenvalue in 2. Then we consider the following interior
transmission problem (ITP):

AU (z) + w?p(x)U(x) =0, in Q, (4.6)
AV (z) + w?V (z) =0, in Q, (4.7)
U(z) = V(z) =f, on 01, (4.8)

T.U(x) — T,V (x) =h, on 09, (4.9)

where f € (H/2(9Q))% and h € (H~1/2(09))3, p(z) € L>®(Q) is positive real valued. More over,
we define constants
pei=1f p(x), p" = sup p(z).
Q

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(Q) = {u € (H'(Q)? | A*u € (L*(Q))} (4.10)
with norm H“”?-l(ﬁ) = HUH%{l(Q) + HA*UH%Q(Q). For v € H(Q2), it’s easy to prove that you =
uloq € (HY2(00))3 and viu = Teuloq € (H~1/2(0Q))3. In particular, if you = yu = 0 for all
u € H(Q), then H(Q) = (HE(Q))3.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that 0 # w € R and either p, > 1 of p* < 1. Suppose that (U, V) €
(H'(2))3 x (HY(Q))? is a solution to problem (4.6) — (4.9). Define u:=U —V, then u € H(Q)
and satisfies

a(u,h) =0 for all he (HZ(Q)), (4.11)

where
a(u,h) = / (1—p(x)) " HA* +wHu - (A" + w?)h du,
Q
+w2/Vu:(C:Vhdx—w4/u-hdw.
Q Q

Here C = (Cjrmn)3x3 s elastic moduli, and Cjipmn = Ai;0k + (901 + d:6j1).

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

Vi) = (1~ pla))” (A" + wpla)
1 (4.12)
= (1= p@) A" + P~

Testing equation (4.7) by h € (H3(2))3, we obtain that

0= /(A*V+w2V) - hdz,
Q
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Using Green’s second vector theorem and the fact that h = T.h = 0 on 02, we have
0= / V- (A*h 4 w?h) da,
Q
Combine (4.12) and above identity, we obtain

0 :/(1 (@) UA +wP)u- (A" + W) da,
Q
—|—w2/Vu:(C:Vhdx—w4/u-hdx.
Q Q

Then it is not difficult to see that u € H(€2) and thus the lemma follows. O
The opposite implication is easy to get by direct calculation.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that 0 # w € R and either p, > 1 of p* < 1. Suppose that u € H(Q2)
satisfies (4.11). In Q, define

V(@) = 50— pf@) (A" +Pp(a)u,
Uz) = V(z) + u(z),
then (U, V) € (HY(Q))? x (H'(2))? solves the problem (4.6) — (4.9).

Let us define the following auxiliary bounded sesquilinear forms on (HZ(2))3 x (HZ(£2))3:

b(u,v);= /Q(p(w) — 1) HA* + - (A* 4+ )T dx +w4/Qu-v dez,

b(u,v); = / ﬂ(A* + wu - (A* + )T dz +/ A%y - A* de,
ol—p(x) Q

c(u,v);= / Vu:C: Vo de.
Q

In terms of these operators we can rewrite (4.11) as
b(u, h) — w?c(u,h) =0, for p, > 1,Yh € (H3(Q))?,
or b(u,h) — w?c(u,h) =0, for p* < 1,Yh € (H3(Q))?,

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 p. > 1 of p* < 1, then

a(u,u) 2 Cllulffa ), ¥ u € (HF(Q))

for 0 < w? < mm{’w‘p1 D) ,mA1(2) }, where A\1(D) is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the operator
—A in Q and m = min{u, 3\ + 2u}.
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Proof. In the case p, > 1, set v = p*l—l (H3(Q))3

b(u,u) = /Q(p(:c) — D YA + WP (A + )T da +w4/ u-udx

0
> Y|[(A* + w?)ul[72(q) + 0 lull72(q)

> | A% [F2 () — 2702 | A ul T2 (g llullF2(q) + (v + Dw|[ull2q)
> (1= DA ulfay + (0 +1 = 9w lullfzy
Here we use the following inequality(see [7]), for each € > 0
7X? = 29XY + (v + 1)Y?
:qY—gXF+va—EJX?+W+1—QY2
>y (1 — %)XQ +(y+1-eV2

Choosing v < € < v + 1 immediately shows that b is coercive. Moreover, since (C : Vu) €
(HE(Q))3, by Poincaré inequality, we have

c(u,u):/Vu:(C:Vudx
Q

1 2
< EHC'vu”L?(Q)
< 1
- m)\l( )
1

_ * 2

where m = min{u, 3\ + 2u}, A1 (D) is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the operator —A in .
Then, combine above inequalities, we have

2 2
’}/ w
alw,u) 2 (v == = M (Q)

Al + (7 + 1 — Qe lul G- (4.13)

Choosing € arbitrary closed to v+1, and w? < (y— 1—2)171)\1(9) < mApl*(Q), then a(u,u) is coercive
which means
a(u,u) > Cllull32(), ¥ u € (HF ().

The same for the case p* < 1, we obtain that a(u,u) is coercive when w? < mA;(€). O

Next, we give an estimate of problem (4.1)—(4.4). We assume that the data f € (H/2(0Q))?
and h € (H~1/2(99))3 satisfy the condition (C) with some ug € H () such that yug = f and
Yug = h.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that f, h satisfy the condition (C) with ug € H(). For any fized w # 0,
if the diameter of Q is small enough such that w? < mm{m)‘1 ,A1(Q)}, then the interior
transmission problem (4.1) — (4.4) has a unique solution (U, V) € (L?(2))3 x (L%(Q))® with

U L20) + [VIIz2() < Clluolle (4.14)
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Proof. For any fixed w # 0, if the diameter of  is small enough such that w? <

min{%}m,)\l(Q)}, then define u := U —V € H(Q),& = u —up € (H3(Q))3. By Lemma
4.4, we have

- =112
(@ @) = Ol 0.
Since wu satisfied the variational problem (4.11) which means
a(u, 1) = a(a, ) + a(ug, @) = 0.

Since a(u,u) is bounded and coercive on (HZ(2))? x (HZ())3, by Lax-Milgram theorem, the
variational problem (4.11) has a unique solution @ € H3(Q) satisfying

H{‘H%{g(g) < CHUOH%(Q)'

Then by Lemma 4.3, define V(z) := 25 (1 — p(2)) A * +w?p(z))u, U(z) := V(x) + u(z), it’s
easy to derive
U2y + IV z20) < Clluollpe)

from the fact that v = ug + . ]

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 p and Dy,

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

Theorem 4.6. Given w > 0, suppose (p; — pe)[(3Ni + 214i) — (3Ae + 2pe)] > 0 and let u™(z,d)
and u>(Z, d) be the far-field patterns of the solutions u(zx) and u(x) to the transmission problem
(2.1) — (2.6) with respect to the scatterers (D, p, Dy) and (D, p, E,) Then if u™(z,d) = u™(z,d)
for all #,d € S2, then D = D.

Proof. Assume that D # D. Without loss of generality, choose z* € 9D \ 0D, and define

)
zj = 2" 4+ -n(z"), ji=1,2,3,..
J

with a small enough ¢ > 0 such that z; € B, where B denotes a small ball centered at z* such
that BN (DU D) = 0.

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

inc

e I'P(2,2)  q kS VLVI®(3,2) g
/ IVeVI®y(2,25) - qll2opy w2 [[VaVi®p(z,2) - dllr20p)

j=1,2,3,...

for ¢ € R, where ®,(z,2;) is the fundamental solution to the three-dimensional Helmholtz
equation given by
1 eiké’\xfzﬂ
O, (x, 25) T F# 2.

T 4r |z — 2]
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Figure 2: Two different scattering obstacles.

As assumption u™(2,d) = 4°°(%,d) for all #,d € S?, we can use Rellich’s lemma [18, Theorem
2] to get
u(z,d) = u(x,d) in G (4.15)

for all d € S?, where G denotes the unbounded component of R3\ (D U D).

Then we choose a smooth and bounded domain B such that R\ B is connected, (D U ]j) C
B and z; ¢ B. From the classical result of denseness of the Herglotz wave operator [13], we
can find a sequence of densities (gjm)n € L*(S?) such that Herglotz wave function H(gjm) —
®,(z,2;) in L*(OB). We define g;7m(9) = 070g;m(0),0 € S?, then it is clear that u;”ni =
H(g]lm) - q tends to V,VIT'(x,2;) - ¢ in (L?(9B))3*3. That is , for each fixed j € N there is a

sequence (ué”ncl) such that

- (e,%) g . P2 g
inc ) nc ')
~ , Vuis — V( ), m— 00
T IVEVE (@, 2) - dl|L2(op) o IVaVi®y(, %) - dll L2 (op)
(4.16)
uniformly on (D U D). Also, we denote T'j(z, z;) as V,VIT(z, 2;) - ¢. Since the ué”,fl are linear

combinations of plane waves, the corresponding scattered wave w;,, and u;m for the complex
scatterers (D, p, Dp) and (D, p, Dp) in G, so we have
uzfﬁf@ + Ujm — Vjm =0, Teuénc + Tewjm — Tivjm =0, on 0D NOG,

,m

e+ Tetijm — TiUjm = 0, on D N dG,

Sy + Ujom — Vjm = 0, Teu

where (Vjm,Ujm) and (jm, U;m) are the unique solution to the transmission problem (2.1)-
(2.6) with respect to the complex scatterers (D, p, Dy) and (D, p, Dp) with incident wave u;”n‘iL
Noting that

ul +uj — vy =0, Touf" + Touj — Tiv; = 0, on 9D, (4.18)
W+~ =0, T4 T.a; —Tio; =0, on dD, '

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,

Ujm — Uj, ’l]j’m — ’l]j, m — o0
uniformly on compact subsets of G. Thus

u; = 1y, in G, j=1,2,3,.. (4.19)
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Since z* € D \ OD, and dD € C?, there is a small smooth C? domain Dg such that

BNDcCDycC D\ (5 U Dy). Define U; = v;, V; = u; + ué”c in Dy. Then (Uj, V;) satisfies the
modified interior transmission problem as follows:

AU () + (i + 1) V(Y - Uy(2)) — Uy (&) =pr, v €Dy, (4.20)
peAVi(x) + (e + 1) V(V - Vi(2)) = Vj(x) =pa, z €Dy, (4.21)
Uj(xz) — Vj(z) =f1, x €0Dy, (4.22)
Uj(x) — T Vj(x) =h, x €0Dy, (4.23)
with
p1(j) = —(p(z)w? + 1)v p,, p2(j) = —(* + 1)(@; + uim)bm
f1(5) = (vj = & = uf")lop, hi(j) = (Tivj — Teuj — Toull™)|op, -

From the result u; = @; in G, it is clear that f1(j) = f2(j) on I'y :== 8Dy N dD. Since z* has
a positive distance from D, the well-posedness of the transmission problem (2.1)-(2.6) implies
that

HﬂjHHQ(Do) < C uniformly for j € N. (4.24)

This means that ps(j) € L%(Dp) is uniformly bounded for j € N. From Corollary 3.3, p1(j) is
uniformly bounded in L?(Dy) for j € N.

We now prove the boundedness of f1(j) and hi(j). In this end, we define W; = v; —u;—u”
Then W; satisfies

znc
J

AiW; =gj, &€ D\(DUD,), Wjlr, =0,

where g; = w?(u; + u;”c) — Al € L2(D\ (DU Dy)). Since Lamé operator A* is strong
elliptic and z; € R3\ D, with help of a local boundary estimate in [16] we can obtain that
W; € H3(D\ (D U Dy)) which satisfies

IWjlla2(o) < C(IWj]| )< (4.25)

L2(p\(Puby)) ngHL2(D\(5uD,,))

uniformly for j € N. Since
f1(G) = Wilap,,  ha(d) = [TeW; + (T; — Te)villan,,

by using (4.24), (4.25) and the fact that i), = hl(j)]pl = 0, it’s easy to get that f1(j)
and hi(j) are uniformly bounded in iE (0Dyp) and H™ (aDo), respectively, for j € N. Thus, by
well-posedness of modified interior transmission problem (4.20), Lemma 4.1 shows that

WUjll e (Do) + Vil (poy < CUlprjlleaiey + 11p2,ill2(p) + [ 1]l + [hal]

G (8Do) H % (8Dg ))

which means that
[N e (Do) = 115l 1 (Do) < Villa gy < € (4.26)
nc __ I'P(2,25)-q
i T IVeVI®p(,25)dll 251 5
Then (4.26) contradicts with the fact that ||u;||g1(p,) is uniformly bounded. Hence, D = D.
O

However, since u , it’s obviously that Hué-"cHH1(DO) — 00 as j — o0.
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If medium in D; and D, are the same, that is u; = pe = p > 0, \; = Ae = A satisfying
3A+2u > 0 and p(x), we can also obtain the uniqueness result for Inverse Problem of (2.8)-(2.11).
But, the density p(x) needs to satisfy the following Assumption 1 (see [44]).

Assumption 1. There exists an open neighbourhood of 9D, O € D\ Dy, and a positive constant
gg > 0 such that |p(x) — 1| > &g for a..e. x € O.

Next, we give the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 4.7. Given w > 0, let u*>>*°(z,d) and u*>>°(&,d) be the far-field patterns to the
solutions u*“(x) and u*“(x) to the scattering problem (2.8) — (2.11) with respect to scatterers
(D, p, D) and (D, p, Dy). Then if u*>>®(&,d) = u*>>(&,d) for all #,d € S?, then D = D.

Proof. Assume that D # D. Without loss of generality, choose z* € 9D \ 0Dy and define
zj =2+ En(z ), i=1,2,3,..

with a small enough § > 0 such that z; € B, where B denotes a small ball centered at z* such
that BN (DU D) = 0.

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

ué-"c = V. Pp(z, 25), i=1,2,3,..

where ®,(z, z;) is the fundamental solution to the three-dimensional Helmholtz equation given
by
1 eiké’\x—zﬂ

O, (x, 25) x # zj.

T Ar |z — 2]

Let u; and u; be the unique solution to the scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11) with respect to
scatterers (D, p, Dp) and (5,]5, bvb), respectively, corresponding to the incident wave u"“(x) =
ugnc(x) As assumption u*>*° (%, d) = @°¢*°(&,d) for all #,d € S?, we can use Rellich’s lemma [18,
Theorem 2] to get

u(x,d) = u*(x,d) in G (4.27)

for all d € S2, where G denotes the unbounded component of R? \ (D U D). Similarly as in the
proof of (4.19) in Theorem 4.6, we obtain

w(z) = @(z), in G, j=1,2,3, .. (4.28)

Since z* € D \ OD, and dD € C?, there is a small smooth C? domain Dg such that
BNDcCDyCD\ (5 U Dy). Define U; = u;,V; = u; in Dy. Then (Uj, V;) satisfies the interior

transmission problem as follows:

A*Uj(x) + w?p(x)Uj(x) =0, in Dy, (4.29)
A*Vj(x) + w?Vj(x) =0, in Dy, (4.30)
Uj(z) = Vj(x) =fj, on 0Dy, (4.31)

TUj(x) = TeVi(x) =h;, on 9Dy, (4.32)



with
fi = (uj —uj)lopy, hj = (Teu; — Tetij)|op,-

From the result ui® = ° in G, it is clear that f; = hj on I'y := dDg N dD.
Next, we prove that f;, h; satisfy the condition (C) (see Lemma 4.5). To this end, we
choose a cut-off function x(z) € C§°(R?) such that

0, z € R?\ B,
x(z) = \
1, T € By,

where Bj is a small ball centered at z* satisfying that By C B. Define the function

ugj(z) := [1 — x(2)](uj — ;) ().

Then from well-posedness of the problem (2.8)-(2.11), we know that ug; € H (Do) for all j € N
with ug; € H(€) such that ugjlop, = f; and Teuojlop, = hy-

We now prove ||ugj||(p,) is uniformly bounded for j € N. Since z* has a positive distance
from D and scattering problem (2.8)-(2.11) is well-posed, we can get

13 [24(pgy < C (4.33)
uniformly for j € N. Also from Theorem 3.5, we have

w3l gy < C (4.34)
uniformly for j € N. Combine above two equalities, we have

[woj ()| (Do) < w3 — U3 grpyy < C. (4.35)

Then, we need to prove that A*ug; is uniformly bounded in (L?(Dp)3. By direct calculation, it
is found that

A*ug; = a(z)A*b(x) + (A + 3u)Va(x) - Vb(x)" + (pAa(z)

T . (4.36)
+ A+ 1)V(Va(@))') -b(@)" + A+ p)(V-b(x))Va(z)

where a(z) := 1 — x(x),b(z) := uj(x) — uj(r). Since ||1L§-”C||L2(DO)\B—1 < C, it is easy to derive

A*(uj — ) = WP — T + (1 - p(a)wPu; (4.37)

is uniformly bounded in L?(Dy\ B;) for j € N from (4.35) and Theorem 3.5. This, together with
x(7) € C§°(R3) and x(z)|p, = 0, it is easy to get [[A%ugj|[r2(py) < C uniformly for j € N. Then
ug; is uniformly bounded in H(Dy). Thus f;, h; satisfy the condition (C) with ug; € H(Dy) for
all j € N.

Since the smallest Dirichlet eigenvalue A;(Dy) of —A in Dy tends to +o0o as the diameter of
Dy goes to zero. Then we can choose Dy small enough such that 0 < w? < min{%}m, mA1(Q)}.
This together with Lemma 4.5 shows that |[Vj||z2(py) = [[Ul]r2(p,) < C uniformly for j € N.
Then

IVa®yp (2, 2j)l|2(Do) — 105l 22(Dg) = |15l L2(Dg) < C (4.38)
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uniformly for j € N. But

1 ethvle=zil g o
19y 25) By = [ I~ LA p g
PR HAAD) T Mo — 2] T e — 5] o — 2
1

> (477)2/ g dz
Do [T — 7]

= 0(j).

This is a contradiction to (4.38) when j — co. Then, D = D. O

Remark 4.8. (i) Theorem 4.6 and Theorem 4.7 are right when the incident plane waves
ume(x) = det*ed® d € S?; and for objects Dy with Neumann boundary condition (Tyv = 0
on 0Dy), 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)(z) = A(z)u(z) + /93<x’ z = y)u(y)dS(y) + T(u)(z) = F(z) (1.39)

where A(z) = ||aij(x)||3xs € LP(S), B(z,y) = ||bij(x,y)||3x3 is the matrix of singular kernels
and T is the matrix of compact (weakly-singular) operators on smooth surface S. Then

r—y

X(z,0) = A(z) + B( ), (z,y) €S xS (1.40)

T le =y

will be called the characteristic(matrix) of L. 6 is the argument of the point \i:‘;ﬁ with 6 €

(—7T, 7T] .
Expand the characteristic in Fourier series

x(z,0) = ST A, (z)e™.
Obviously, Ag(x) = A(z). Then, the symbol(matrix) of L, o(L), is defined by
o(L) = 2T A% () (1.41)

where
2miln!

Ar(x) = Ap(z) for n # 0, and Ay (x) = Ap(z) = A(x).

]

As compact terms in L do no contribution to o(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 o(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 L? (S) into L¥ (S), % + z% = 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

Ly (u) () = A(x)u(z) + A /S Bz, — y)u(y)dS(y)

where A 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 T is a continuous curve on the complex plane connecting the origin of coor-
dinates with the point Ao and L is a normal type operator for any X\ € ', then

indLy, = 0.

The main result of the theory is that if indLL = 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

pidv(z) + (N + 1) V(V - v(z)) + pw?v(z) =0, x € D,
preAu(z) + (e + p1e) V(V - u(z)) + w?u(z) =0, x € D,
v(x) —u(z) =F(x), x € 0D,
TV v(x) — T)eu(x) =H(z), xz € 0D,
v(x) =0, x € 0Dy,
i (2 (@) =0, o=ps

we seek solutions of problem in the form

o(z) = /a T st + | ritegaswindsy

oD

+/ T [Ci(z, )] Bip(y)ds(y), =€ D; (2.42)
oD

u(x) = / I\ (2, y)oretb (y)ds(y) + / TP [Co(z, ) Begp()ds(y), @ € D,
oD oD

where «,, 8, and k.(r = i,e) are constants the same as in (3.13), ¢(y), ¢ (y) and n(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 Ki Qi RV AR
—5 + W' a; Sy, —a; W, ’ n 0
K ; 1 Kist _
Wi St — e See L (aeWre — Wi | (v ] = [ F] (243)
'7/{"7: 1 ! '7i ! e, Re '7K/'7i
VYZ‘ZZ ’ —5 + (ai ezl - OéeWege) Qe e?ee C -y ell ’ ¥ H
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In the following, we shall consider the symbolic matrix o of the system (2.45). Since
operators S, VV”“Z , W and V)" are compact with zero symbols. Moreover, Si, and See are

weak singular operators with symbols in LP(0D),p > 1. Note that ¢ has the form

011 0 0
c=1 0 0 o093
0 o032 o33

where oy; are also 3 x 3 symbol matrix of the singular operators in (2.43), respectively. It’s
obvious that 033 is not useful for the determinant of the o, so we will only calculate the symbol
of L =—1% + Wi Ly = —5 L (W Ee aing’i) and L3 = —% + (aZWég” — aeWe/ge). Then,we
first introduce some notations which will be useful.

Kelvin’s matrix I'g;(x,y) and Toe(x,y) are fundamental solutions to

wiAv(x) + (N + wi)V(V - v(x)) =0,
peAu(x) + (Ae + pe) V(V - u(z)) =0.

respectively. Then denote I'1;(x,y) and I'ic(x,y) as

Fli(xry) = F’L(‘Ta y) - Foi(.ﬁﬁ,y),
Fle(x7y) = Pe(x,y) - F[)e((L',y).

Then by virtue of Theorem II, 1.3 and 1.5 in [29], each elements and their first derivatives in
matrix I'y;(z,y) and I'ie(x,y) are bounded. Theorem II, 1.3 [29] shows that second derivatives
of the elements of the matrix I'1;(x, y) and T'1.(x, y) with respect to the Cartesian coordinates of
x has a singularity of form /|2 — y|. Then we know that all single- and double-layer operators
with kernels replaced by I'1;(z, y) and T'1.(x, y) respectively are compact operators, which means
they have zero symbols.

For operator Ly = —3 + (a.Wf — o W), we know that kernels Te’f;[Fe(fE,y)]T,
77 [Li(a, )]T have the same symbols with T“E [Fge(m T Lo, y)]T, respectively. Then

Ke _ Omn > nl(y)( yl
(T [FOE(ZE y)] ) - 27T Z ’SC—y|3 +2Mml )

=1

(= =) o

0
% N — / in ’
[(Kve e M6M6)|Z’—y‘ +M6(H€+Me) |x—y|3

(2.44)

where M,(0y) = nn(y)ayim — nm(y)%, defined the same as in Section 2. Moreover,

A= (Ne + 3pe)[Ampre(Ne + 2pe)] 71 and pl, = (Ne + pe)[4mpe(Ae + 24¢)] 1. Since boundary 0D
is C? smooth, we have the unit normal vector function n(x) € C1(9D) and

3

n(@) = n(y)l = Oz —yl), 1Y m@)(z—w)l=0(x-yP). (2.45)

=1
by direct calculation, we have according to (2.44) and (2.45)
1

E (2.46)

(Tﬁe [Toe(, ?/)] Jmn = Emn(2,y) + (K’E)‘/e - NeN/e)an(ay)
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where E,,,,(z,y) has a singularity of type = | So the same procedure applied to T [ng(x T,

we have
1

|z — yl

To calculate the symbol of an(ay)ﬁ, we

(Tﬁe [Loe(, y)] Jmn = Eppn (2, ) 4 (KX — Miﬂg)an(ay) (2.47)

where E! (x,y) has a singularity of type ‘m Tk
use a local coordinate system at y € 9D, then we have the formula

Tm = Ym + Z aml(y)nl (248)

where 11, 12,13 are the coordinate of x in the system.
Applying transformation (2.48), we find that the representation

1

MO =y

= enmilazm — anm)|n|*
=1

where €, is the Levi-Civita symbol, n = (11,12, 0), is valid for x € 9D.
In view of (2.44)-(2.48), the characteristic of the operator Lo is

1
Xmm = — 5, M= 17273
2
12
Xmn = 27T anml al2 allm)
=~ Xnm, M 7é n,
where p = (cebjjt;—Cibepte) (bipti+bepte) " with ¢ = pir (Ao +207) =1, b = (Ao pr) N H20,) "1 7 =
i, €.
Now the symbol of the operator can be calculated by (1.41)
1
(523)mm - - 57 m = 17273

(523)7)’7,71 :ZQWan m # n, m,n = 1, 2, 3.

Then det523 =p?-1 7 Similarly, for operator Ly, L3, we have detd;; = c det532 =q° i, q=
(12 — p2 + (ci — ce) ,ume)(,ul + pe) 2. Finally, we have the determinant of system (2.43)
1 1 1
etd] = (1~ )~ ) — ) >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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