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SCATTERING OF ELECTROMAGNETIC WAVES BY ROUGH
INTERFACES AND INHOMOGENEOUS LAYERS*

SIMON N. CHANDLER-WILDE! AND BO ZHANGH#

Abstract. We consider a two-dimensional problem of scattering of a time-harmonic electromag-
netic plane wave by an infinite inhomogeneous conducting or dielectric layer at the interface between
semi-infinite homogeneous dielectric half-spaces. The magnetic permeability is assumed to be a fixed
positive constant. The material properties of the media are characterized completely by an index of
refraction, which is a bounded measurable function in the layer and takes positive constant values
above and below the layer, corresponding to the homogeneous dielectric media. In this paper, we
examine only the transverse magnetic (TM) polarization case. A radiation condition appropriate for
scattering by infinite rough surfaces is introduced, a generalization of the Rayleigh expansion condi-
tion for diffraction gratings. With the help of the radiation condition the problem is reformulated as
an equivalent mixed system of boundary and domain integral equations, consisting of second-kind
integral equations over the layer and interfaces within the layer. Assumptions on the variation of
the index of refraction in the layer are then imposed which prove to be sufficient, together with the
radiation condition, to prove uniqueness of solution and nonexistence of guided wave modes. Recent,
general results on the solvability of systems of second kind integral equations on unbounded domains
establish existence of solution and continuous dependence in a weighted norm of the solution on the
given data. The results obtained apply to the case of scattering by a rough interface between two
dielectric media and to many other practical configurations.

Key words. scattering, integral equation, inhomogeneous medium, Helmholtz equation
AMS subject classifications. 35J05, 35L05, 45E10, 78A45

PII. S0036141097328932

1. Introduction. Consider a time harmonic electromagnetic plane wave inci-
dent on a layer of some inhomogeneous, isotropic, conducting, or dielectric material
in R®. The media, above and below the layer, consist of some homogencous dielec-
tric materials. Adopting Cartesian axes 0xjzox3, we assume throughout that the
material is invariant in the z3 direction. Thus, in effect, the problem geometry is two-
dimensional. Further, we assume that the magnetic permeability is a fixed positive
constant. The material properties of the media are then characterized completely by
an index of refraction, dependent on the permittivity and conductivity, which is as-
sumed to be a bounded measurable function in the layer and takes positive constant
values above and below the layer. The scattering problem is to study the electromag-
netic field distributions.

In this paper we formulate first the scattering problem as a boundary value prob-
lem for the reduced wave equation (Helmholtz equation), using a radiation condition
recently introduced for problems of scattering by infinite one-dimensional rough sur-
faces and interfaces [4, 5, 7, 8, 9], which is a generalization of the usual radiation
condition used in the study of plane wave diffraction by one-dimensional periodic
gratings (see, e.g., [23, 1, 2, 4, 19, 20, 25]). Next, in section 3, we derive a novel
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integral equation formulation of the problem, as a system of coupled second-kind do-
main and boundary integral equations, over the layer and over interfaces within the
layer, and establish that this formulation is equivalent to the formulation as a bound-
ary value problem. The radiation condition imposed does not rule out guided waves,
localized in the inhomogeneous layer, which are thus solutions of the homogeneous
boundary value problem and the homogeneous integral equation formulation. From
section 4 onward we make restrictions on the variation of the index of refraction in
the layer. Under these restrictions we establish, in section 4, an a priori inequality
satisfied by any solution. Using this inequality, a key lemma from [8], and extensions
of arguments in [7, 31], uniqueness results and hence conditions for the nonexistence
of guided wave modes are established in section 5. In section 6, existence of solution
is established by employing a novel form of Fredholm alternative based on general
results on the solvability of systems of integral equations on unbounded domains in
[10].

The assumptions we impose on the index of refraction from section 4 onward
are satisfied in many practical cases. In particular, the results obtained apply to the
case of scattering by a rough interface between two dielectric media and apply to
scattering by a homogeneous layer having rough interfaces, with the media above
and below, provided that the wavenumbers in the layer (k*), and in the media above
(k+) and below (k_), satisfy either that Sk* > 0 or that max(k_,ks+) > k*. For a
precise statement of the cases covered see section 2. Our conclusion that no guided
waves exist if max(k_,ky) > k* or Sk* > 0 is in agreement with explicit analytical
calculations of guided wave modes for the case of plane interfaces between the layer
and the media [24].

Integral equation methods have been used widely in the theoretical and numerical
study of wave scattering by finite obstacles or local inhomogeneities (see, e.g., [12, 13]
and the references quoted there). More recently they have been employed to study
scattering by periodic structures [11, 17, 19, 20, 22] and by a nonstratified local
inhomogeneity in a stratified medium [30]. Integral equation formulations have also
been used extensively in computations of wave scattering by infinite one- and two-
dimensional rough surfaces and interfaces (see, e.g., [26, 14, 21, 29] and the references
quoted there), but little attention appears to have been paid in the literature to their
mathematical justification (a recent exception is [15]).

This present paper is intended, in part, as a contribution to the mathematical
analysis of rough surface scattering problems and of the well-posedness of their formu-
lation as integral equations. It is related, in terms of results and methods of argument,
to recent studies of scattering of a wave incident from a homogeneous half-space onto
an inhomogeneous impedance plane [5]; of electromagnetic waves by a one-dimensional
perfectly conducting rough surface [6, 8]; of electromagnetic waves by an inhomoge-
neous conducting or dielectric layer on a perfectly conducting plate [7]; and of acoustic
waves by an inhomogeneous layer on a rigid plate [31]. In particular, the present study
is closest to this last paper [31] in that the existence proof depends on the same novel
results on the solvability of systems of weakly singular second-kind integral equations
on unbounded domains. However, the whole space problem considered here requires
a substantially more elaborate uniqueness proof and integral equation formulation,
related to the presence of transmitted as well as reflected waves, in contrast to the
half-plane problems considered in [5, 6, 8, 7, 31]. Moreover, in these latter papers
integral equation formulations using half-plane Green’s functions appear natural: as
proposed here, the formulation of the whole-space problem as a system of integral
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equations in overlapping half-planes, using half-plane Green’s functions, is surprising
but proves powerful in establishing uniqueness and existence results.

This paper can also be viewed as a generalization of the results of Bonnet-Bendhia
and Starling [3] and Strycharz [25], who study plane wave scattering by an inhomo-
geneous periodic layer. In fact, our uniqueness results derive in part from those of
Bonnet-Bendhia and Starling [3] and Strycharz [25], and include some of their results
for a periodic layer as special cases; however, note that our results are obtained with-
out an a priori assumption of quasi periodicity of the scattered field. We note also
that our existence arguments, based on integral equation methods, differ from the
variational methods used in [3] and [25] which appear restricted to the periodic case.
We further point out that while integral equation-based existence proofs are common
(and more straightforward) in the periodic, diffraction grating case (e.g., [19, 11]),
they usually fail for a discrete set of combinations of grating period and angle of inci-
dence at which the integral equation formulation is undefined. Our results show that,
at least in the two-dimensional case, this problem can be avoided by use of a half-
plane rather than a whole-space Green’s function in the integral equation formulation.
A finite element method for the case of plane wave scattering by an inhomogeneous
periodic layer is analyzed in [1].

We remark that aside from the theoretical use to which the formulation is put
in this paper, we anticipate that the novel integral equation formulation we derive
in section 3 may also be of value for numerical computation. We point out that
the integral operators in our formulation are exclusively of convolution type or are
products of convolution and multiplication operators so that, after discretization,
the matrix vector multiplications required in an iterative solution scheme can be
performed efficiently using the FFT (see [27, pp. 109-111] and [28]). We further point
out that, even for the simple case of a single interface between two dielectric media,
for which a boundary integral equation formulation on the interface is usual (avoiding
domain integrals), a recently successful numerical algorithm involves imbedding the
one-dimensional boundary curve in a two-dimensional grid so that FFT techniques
can be applied [29].

We conclude this section by introducing some notations used throughout. For
h € R, define Ty, = {z = (z1,22) € R?|z2 = h} and U, = {z € R?|zy > h}. Set
Ef = U,\Uy for H > h, and write U, I', and Ey for Uy, I'g, and E, respectively.
Define Dy = {z € R?||z1| < A}, A >0, and I',(A) =T, N D4, EF(A) = Ef N Dy4.
For G C R? let BC(G) denote the space of bounded continuous functions defined
on G. For v € C*(R?) denote by d;v, j = 1,2, the derivative dv(z)/0x;. Finally, for
A>0,x€R? let Ba(z) ={y € R?||y —z| < A}

2. The scattering problem and radiation conditions. Let us assume that
R? is filled with an inhomogeneous, isotropic, conducting, or dielectric medium of
electric permittivity € > 0, magnetic permeability p > 0, and electric conductivity
o > 0. Suppose that the medium is nonmagnetic, i.e., the magnetic permeability pu
is a fixed constant in R?, and suppose that the fields are source free. Then the elec-
tromagnetic wave propagation is governed by the time-harmonic Maxwell equations
(time dependence exp(—iwt) with frequency w > 0)

(2.1) VX E—iwpH =0,
(2.2) V x H + (iwe — 0)E = 0,

where F and H are the electric field and magnetic field, respectively. In this paper, it
is assumed that the medium is invariant in the a3 direction, i.e., e = e(z) and o = o(z)
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with x = (z1,72) € R2. Also, we restrict ourselves to the transverse magnetic (TM)
polarization case; that is, the electric field F is assumed to point along the z3 axis. Let
E = (0,0,u), where v = u(x) is a scalar function. Then it follows from the Maxwell
equations (2.1)—(2.2) that u satisfies the reduced wave equation

(2.3) Au+k*u=0 in R?

where A is the Laplacian in R? and k% = w?pe[l + io/(we)] so that S(k?) > 0.

Additionally we make the following assumptions on k throughout:

(A1) k € Loo(R?).

(A2) There are positive constants B, k4, and k_ such that k(x) = k4 for x € Up,

=k_ for z € R*\U.

These two assumptions are sufficient (together with the radiation conditions we
introduce below) to derive, in section 3, an equivalent integral equation formulation
of the problem. In sections 4 and 5 we address the question of uniqueness of solution
which is related to the question of existence or otherwise of guided wave solutions of
the homogeneous problem.

We remark that the radiation conditions we will impose will ensure that the
scattered field does not contain a downward propagating component and that the
transmitted wave does not contain an upward propagating component but (in common
with the usual radiation condition for plane wave incidence on periodic gratings) will
not rule out solutions of the homogeneous problem which are guided waves localized
in the inhomogeneous layer. (See Theorem A.l in the appendix, where a precise
definition of a guided wave in this context is given.) Thus, to prove any uniqueness
result, we will have to impose additional conditions (on k) which rule out guided
waves. In other words (and more positively), any uniqueness proof will simultaneously
establish conditions for the nonexistence of guided waves.

The additional requirements for our uniqueness proof (sections 4 and 5) and for
proving the existence of solution (section 6) are that assumption (A3) is satisfied or
that both assumptions (A4) and (A5) below are satisfied.

(A3) There exist constants A1, A2,n, and p, with Ay > 0, 1 > Ay > 0 and 0

n < p < B such that S(k*(z)) > Ay for almost all z € Ef, S(k*(x))
Ao|k?(z) — k7| for almost all 2 € EF, and S(k*(x)) > Xo|k?(x) — k2| for
almost all x € Ef.

(A4) There exists 3 € R such that R(k*(z)) is monotonic nondecreasing in Ug

and monotonic nonincreasing in R?\Up as z increases: precisely, for all
h > 0, where ex = (0,1), R[k*(z + eah)] > R[k?(z)] for almost all z € Ug and
R[E*(z — e2h)] > R[k?(z)] for almost all z € R*\U.
Let k(z) = ky for zp > 3, = k_ for 25 < . Then Assumption (A4) implies that
R[k2(x)] < k2(z) for almost all z € R2.

(A5) There are constants A3, n, and p, with A3 > 0 and 0 < n < p < B, such

that R[k?(z)] < k?(z) — A3 for almost all z € Ef.

We can write (A4) succinctly as

IV IA

(22 — B)02(R(K*)) >0

in a distributional sense in R? (cf. Bonnet-Bendhia and Starling [3, equation (3.34)]
and [7]). If (A4) and (A5) hold with 3 < p, then it must be the case that R[k?(z)] <
k3 — X3 for almost all z € Ef, while if 8 > n, then R[k*(x)] < k% — A3 for almost all

erﬁ.
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To clarify the above assumptions we list some important practical cases in which
they are satisfied:

(i) Suppose that ki # k_ and, for some f € Lo (R), that k(z) = ki, 2 > f(z1),
=k_, 2 < f(z1), and assume without loss of generality that ¢ < f(z1) < B — ¢ for
some € > 0, B > €. Then (A1), (A2), (A4), (AD) are satisfied, with 0 =8 =1n, p =,
ifk_.<ky, B—e=nB=p=p,ifk_>k;.

(ii) Suppose that k* > 0 and, for some fi,f- € Lo(R), with f_ < fi, that
k(z) = ki, 220 > fi(z1), = k-, 22 < f-(21), = k", f-(21) < 22 < fy(x1). Suppose
further without loss of generality that, for some B > ¢ > 0, € < f_(z1) < fy(z1) <
B —¢, x1 € R. Then assumptions (A1) and (A2) are satisfied and so are assumptions
(A4) and (A5) in the following cases: (a) k— < k* < k4 (set 8 =n =0, p =¢); (b)
ko >k*>ky (setp=B—¢, 3=p=DB); (c) k* < ki, k* < k_ provided, for some
0<n<p<B, k(z)=Fk", z€Ef,andn <3 <p.

(iii) Suppose that Sk* > 0 and that, for some 0 < 7 < p < B, and disjoint open
sets S, , 9, and S_, with S, USUS, = R? and Ep CS,Up C Sy, and R2\U c S_,

k’+, x e S+,
k(x) = {k‘*, reS,
k-, ze§_.
Then (A1)—(A3) are satisfied.

We mention one simple example not covered by the above assumptions. In the
case k = ky assumptions (Al), (A2), and (A4) are satisfied (with k_ = k), but
assumption (A5) is not satisfied. Thus, the uniqueness results established in section 4
do not apply, and indeed, our problem as formulated will not have a unique solution
in this case as is shown by the simple example u(z) = exp(+ik, ), which satisfies
(2.3) with k = k4 and, by Remark 2.3 below, the radiation conditions (2.4) and (2.5).

Let u!(z) = exp(ik, z-a) be the time-harmonic incoming plane wave incident from
Up on the finite inhomogeneous layer Eg, where 2 € R?, a = (cosf, —sin ) € R?,
and 0 € (0,7) is the incident angle. We are interested in finding the total field u
satisfying the reduced wave equation (2.3).

In order to determine the physical solution u, a radiation condition as zo tends
to infinity has to be imposed on the scattered field u® = u — u' in Up; that is, the
scattered field u® should behave as an outgoing wave as xo — +o00. Similarly, the
transmitted field u in R?\U should behave as an outgoing wave as xo — —oo. The
standard Sommerfeld radiation condition is not appropriate in this context as we
cannot expect that the scattered and the transmitted fields will decay at infinity. We
will use a radiation condition proposed in [5] and utilized recently in [7, 8] and [31],
which we will usefully relate to the Sommerfeld radiation condition. To this end we
introduce the following definitions.

DEFINITION 2.1. Given a domain G C R? and k. > 0, callv € C*(G)N L (G) a
radiating solution of the Helmholtz equation for wavenumber k, in G if Av+k2v =0
in G and

v(x) = O™,
ai;(:c) —ikov(r) = o(r™/?),
as r = |x| — oo, uniformly in x/|x|.

Let ®(x,y; k+) denote the free-space Green’s function for A + k2 ; that is,

1
O(e,yshe) = SH (ke —y),  @yeR’  a#y,
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with Hél) being the Hankel function of the first kind of order zero.
DEFINITION 2.2. Given a domain G C R2, say that vy : G — C satisfies the

upward propagating radiation condition (UPRC) for wavenumber ki in G if, for
some H € R and ¢4 € Loo(Tr), it holds that Ug C G and

0P (x,y; k
(2.4 vete) =2 [ PRy asty). we U
'y
and say that v_ : G — C satisfies the downward propagating radiation condition

(DPRC) for wavenumber k_ in G if, for some h € R and ¢_ € Loo(T's), it holds that
R2\U,, C G and

(2.5) v_(z) = -2 / Wg{)_(y)ds(y), r € R*\Uj,.
T'n

Note that the existence of the integrals in (2.4) and (2.5) for arbitrary ¢4 € Loo(T'ar)

and ¢_ € Lo (T'p) is ensured by the bound which follows from the asymptotic behavior
of the Hankel function for small and large argument,

8@(35, Y; k:l:)

8y2 < C|£L’2*yQ‘(|IL’*y|72+|CL'7y|73/2), ZL',yGR2, x#yv

20 |

which holds for some constant C' > 0 dependent only on k.

The next lemma states properties of the upward propagating radiation condi-
tion needed later and, in particular, shows that, for h € R, a radiating solution for
wavenumber k. in Uy, (R?\U}) satisfies the UPRC (DPRC) for wavenumber k.. We
first remark that the DPRC can be expressed, through reflection, in terms of the
UPRC.

Remark 2.1. For x = (v1,72) € R? let 2’ = (x1,—x3), and for G C R? let
G' = {2'|z € G}. Then v_ : G — C satisfies the DPRC for wavenumber k, in G if
and only if vy : G — C, given by vy(x) = v_(2'), z € G, satisfies the UPRC for
wavenumber k, in G'.

LEMMA 2.1 (see [7, Theorem 2.1]). Given H € R and v : Ug — C, the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) v € C*(Ugn), v € Loo(Uu\U,) for all a > H, Av+ kiv = 0 in Uy, and v
satisfies the UPRC for wavenumber k. ;

(ii) v € Loo(Un\U,) for some a > H and v satisfies (2.4) for each h > H with
¢ = U‘Fh;

(iii) v € C*(Ug), v € Loo(Uy\Uy) for all a > H, Av+ k3iv =0 in Uy, and for
every h > H and radiating solution in Uy, w, such that the restrictions of w and Oyw
to Ty, are in L1(R), it holds that

ow ov
(2.7 /Fh <v3n — w@n) ds =0.

From Lemma 2.1 and Remark 2.1 we can deduce corresponding characteristics of
downward propagating solutions of the Helmholtz equation.

For convenience, we now state a local regularity estimate used throughout the
paper.

LEMMA 2.2 (see [18, Theorem 3.9, Lemma 4.1] ). If for some A > 0 and x € R?
it holds that v € Loo(Ba(x)) and Av = f € Loo(Ba(z)) (in a distributional sense),
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then v € C*(Ba(x)) and
Vo)l < CA™ (vl + A% flloc)s 4 € Baya(a),

where C' is an absolute constant.

Remark 2.2. A consequence of Lemma 2.2 is that if Av 4+ k2v = 0 in some region
G and v € Loo(G), k € Loo(G), then v € C1(G) and Vo is bounded in every compact
subset of G. Further, if the sequence (v,) C Lo (G) is uniformly bounded, Av, +
k2v,, = 0 in G for some k. € C and each n, and v, (x) — v(z) uniformly on compact
subsets of G, then v € C%(G) and Av + k?v =0 in G.

Our problem of scattering of a time-harmonic plane wave by an inhomogeneous
layer can now be formulated as the following boundary value problem.

Problem (P). Find u € C'(R?) such that (i) u satisfies the reduced wave equation
(2.3) in a distributional sense; (ii) «® and u satisfy the UPRC and DPRC (2.4) and
(2.5), respectively; and (iii) u is bounded in E4, for every A > 0.

Remark 2.3. From (iii) and Lemma 2.2, it follows that u € C*(R?) N C?(Ug) N
C?(R?\U) and

(2.8) sup ([Vu(@)| + [u(@)]] < oo

zEEfA
for every A > 0. Further, by (2.3) and standard local regularity results [18], we have
that v € H2 . (R?).

Remark 2.4. The radiation conditions (2.4) and (2.5) are generalizations of the
standard radiation conditions for one-dimensional periodic gratings. Precisely, it was
proven in [4] that if «® has the usual representation as a Rayleigh expansion [2, 19, 20]
in some U, then it also satisfies (2.4) for all h > 7 and thus satisfies the UPRC. As a
consequence, any upward or horizontally propagating plane wave satisfies the UPRC
and, by Remark 2.1, any downward or horizontally propagating plane wave satisfies
the DPRC.

In what follows we are concerned with deriving an equivalent integral equation
formulation of Problem (P) and with establishing unique solvability for Problem (P),
employing integral equation methods.

3. An integral equation formulation. For h € R let y;, = (y1,2h — y2) be
the image of y in ', and define

Gi(z,y) = (2, y; ks) — (2,9} k), z,y € R?, T £y,

Then Gf is the Dirichlet Green’s function for A+k% in the half-planes U;, and R*\U},.
It follows from [6, Lemma 3.1] that, for some constant C' depending only on ki and
h,

(1 +22)(1 + o)

if 2,y € Uy, or x,y € R?2\U}, with |z — y| > 1. On the other hand, from asymptotic
properties of the Hankel function it follows that
(3:2) |Gy (z,y)| < C (1 +floglz —yl)), |[VuGy (2,9, |[VyGy (2,9)] < Clz -y~

if 2,y € Uy or 2,y € R?\U}, with |x —y| < 1. Tt follows from (3.1) and (3.2) that, for
0<h<B,

(33) Gy @y, IVoGy @yl IV,Gy(2,9)] < Co(l + oy — )2
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ify € Ef, z €Ty, withb> B, orify € Eg, 2 € Iy, with b < 0, where C depends
only on b, B, h, and k.

Let u' denote the upward propagating plane wave u'(z) = —exp(ikyzl - ),
r € R%

THEOREM 3.1. Let u be a solution of Problem (P), and let 0 < c < d < B. Then
we have

wwzwmwumw+/ﬁwm%> K21G:H (2, y)dy

Ep
(3.4 + [u 2y, wev,
.
u(z) = / (y)k3(y) — K2 )G (z, y)dy
B¢
(3.5) —/u( )({)Gag(n)ds(y), z € R\U,.
Tq

Remark 3.1. In view of (3.1) and (3.2), (A1), and the fact that u € BC(Ep), the
integrals in (3.4) and (3.5) are well defined.

Proof. Take x € U,, choose b > max(z2,B), A > |z1|, and € > 0 sufficiently
small and apply Green’s second theorem to G} (z,-) and u in the bounded region
E%(A) \ Bc(z), and then let € — 0 to obtain that

uw) = [ uwl) - K16 vy
E5(4)
ou Gt (z,y

Hay)
(36 I ot RO & e

Letting A — oo in (3.6), in view of (3.1), we find that
0G (x,y)

B ule) = [ @) ~BIGE @y + [ oG ) + 1
EB r.
where
B ou Gt (x,y)
(35 = [ e e G - un 25 E ),

Now v = u! 4+ satisfies the Helmholtz equation Av—|—kiv = 0in U, and the Dirichlet
condition v = 0 on I';, so that by the same argument used to derive (3.7), we can
show that v(x) = I,, where I, is given by (3.8) but with u replaced by v. It follows
that

(3.9) nzw@+wm+/

Iy

Ow IGT (x,y)
G o) G ) = () 2

where w = v® — u'. Further, by Remark 2.4, u* and thus w satisfies the UPRC. Also,
G (z,-) is a radiating solution in U, for 7 > max(z2, B) so that, in view of (3.1) and

}M%
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the equivalence of (i) and (iii) in Lemma 2.1, the integral in (3.9) vanishes. Thus (3.4)
follows.

Take € R?\Uy, and choose a < min(z2,0), A > |z1], and € > 0 sufficiently
small. Then (3.5) can be derived similarly by applying Green’s second theorem to
G (z,-) and u in the bounded region EZ(A) \ Bc(z), letting ¢ — 0, A — o0, and
finally utilizing the equivalence of (i) and (iii) in Lemma 2.1 and noting Remark
2.1. O

The next two lemmas state properties of volume and surface potentials of the
type appearing in (3.4) and (3.5). Lemma 3.1(i) was proved as Lemma 3.1 in [7] while
Lemma 3.2(i) was proved as Theorem 3.2 in [5]. In both lemmas the assertion (ii) is
a consequence of (i) on noting Remark 2.1.

LeEMMA 3.1. (i) Define the volume potential vy with density ¢, € Loo(EZ) by

w@= [ Glenoin €T,

and extend the definition of ¢4 to U. by setting ¢ (x) = 0, x € Ug. Then vy €
C'(Uc) N Lo (EL) for b > ¢, vy = 0 on I, Avy + kivy = —¢4 in U, and vy
satisfies the UPRC.

(ii) Define the volume potential v_ with density ¢_ € Loo(ES) by

v_(z)= [ Gi(z.y)o_(y)dy, xR \Uq,

2
and extend the definition of ¢_ to R*\Uy by setting ¢_(x) = 0, z € R*\U. Then
v_ € CYRA\Uy) N Loo(Ed) fora <d,v_ =0 onTq, Av_+k*>v_ = —¢_ in R*\Uy,
and v_ satisfies the DPRC.
LEMMA 3.2. (i) Define the double layer potential D with density ¢, € BC(T.)
by

+(x
D)= [ Wwwms(y), A

Then Dy € C(U.)NC?(U:) N Loo(EY) forb>c¢, Dy =4 onT., ADL + k%D, =0
in U, and D4 satisfies the UPRC.
(ii) Define the double layer potential D_ with density ¥_ € BC(T'y) by

D)= [ LIy asy),  weRATL
T4 Y2
Then D_ € C(R*\Uyq) NC*(R*\Uqg) N Loo(EY) fora<d, D_ = —t_ on Ty, AD_ +
k2D_ =0 in R®\Uy4, and D_ satisfies the DPRC.
As in Theorem 3.1, choose ¢ and d so that 0 < ¢ < d < B and let A = (kpc+
k_d)/(k- + ki) so that k_(d — \) = k(X — ¢). Suppose that u satisfies Problem
(P) and let ¢ = U|Ef’ Py = u|E3’ and k* = k? — k1. Then, by Theorem 3.1,

P € BC (Ef) and Y9 € BC (Eg ) satisfy the pair of second-kind integral equations

(@) = wiz) + w7 (z) + / Gk ()G (2 y)dy + / Ua()k ()G (2, y)dy
EB EA
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+ (g -
)+ %(y)%e@(y;wds(y), re B2,

o) = / o)k~ ()G (. y)dy + / )k~ (1) G5 (3, 9)dy
(3.11) f/wl(y)gi;ds(y), 2 eE.

Conversely, suppose now that 1; € BC’(Ef) and ¢, € BC (Eé) satisfy the inte-
gral equations (3.10) and (3.11) and define u as follows:

u(z) = ui(z) + o (& /m et ( >G+<xydy+/¢2 Vit ()G () dy

(3.12) /w 3G8y2 Dasty),  weU,
(3.13) u(x) = yﬁglﬂlr@r}eU u(y), zel,,
/ e Syt [k (0)G (e)dy
£
(3.14) /w 3Gay2 99 @) 1),z e RAT,.

Then it follows, provided d — ¢ is small enough, that u is a solution of Problem (P).
To see this define v by

) = / o)k~ (9)G (2, y)dy + / U ()k~ ()G (2, y)dy

(315) - [ gy, aerAT
(3.16) v(z) = lim v(y), x €Ty

y—z, yeR2\Uy4

Then, comparing (3.10) and (3.12), ¢1 = u|z#, and comparing (3.11) and (3.15),
A
Y2 = v|zx. Also, by Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 applied to (3.12) and (3.15), ¢2 = u on I';
0

and ¥ = v on I'y. Thus u = v on I'; and I'y. Define w = u — v. Then it is clear from
Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 again, together with the above results, that (i) w is bounded in E¢
and w € C’(Eg) NCYED); (i) Aw + k*w = 0 in EZ, where k(z) =k_, z € E¢ =k,
r € B (iii) w = 0 on T'. and I'y. Now, consider the following eigenvalue problem: find
z € Clle,d|N H?(¢,d), A € R, such that —2" — gz = Az in (c,d) and z(c) = 2(d) = 0,
where g(x2) = k_, A < a2 < d, = k4, ¢ < 3 < \. Provided this problem has only
positive eigenvalues A > 0, and this is the case if (d — M)k_ = (A — )k < 7/2,
i.e., provided 2k k_(d —¢) < w(ky + k_), then an elementary separation of variables
argument establishes that w = 0 in E¢ and hence u = v in EZ. Tt is now easy to see, by
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further applications of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, that u, defined by (3.12)—(3.14), satisfies
Problem (P). Thus we have the following equivalence theorem between Problem (P)
and the integral equation problem (3.10) and (3.11).

THEOREM 3.2. If u € C(R?) is a solution of Problem (P), then 1 = u|§§s and

g 1= U|Eg satisfy the integral equations (3.10) and (3.11). Conversely, suppose that

Y1 € BC(EE) and g € BC(FS) satisfy the integral equations (3.10) and (3.11) and
define u by (3.12)—(3.14). Then, provided (d — N\)k_ = (A —c)ky and 2k k_(d—c) <
w(ky + k_), u satisfies Problem (P).

Remark 3.2. Let (d—N)k— = (A—c)ky and 2k k_(d—c) < w(k++k_). Then from
Theorem 3.2 it follows that in order to prove the existence of a solution to Problem
(P), it is enough to show that the pair of integral equations (3.10) and (3.11) has a
solution. This will be done in section 6.

4. A basic inequality. In this section a basic inequality satisfied by solutions
of (2.3) is established, which is a key step in the proof of the uniqueness theorem.

Suppose that u € C(R?) satisfies (2.3). Then, by Remark 2.3, u € C1(R?) N
H2 (R?). Let n < ¢ < d < p with 7, p being as defined in assumptions (A3) or (A5)
and define, for t € R and A > 0,

(4.1) Ja(t) =S / uOzuds, Lat)=R / uOyuds,
r'y(A4) ' (A)
(4.2) I£(t) = / {|0oul? — |O1ul?® + K3 |ul*}ds,
r':(A)
(4.3) Ka= / lul?k* — k3 |dx + / lul?|k? — k2 |dx
B (A) Ef(A)
(4.4) + / lu|?ds + / lu|?ds.
T.(A) Da(A)

Let a <0< B < b, and for t € R, let v(t) = {(¢,z2)|a < z2 < b}.
THEOREM 4.1. Assume that (A3) holds or that both (A4) and (A5) hold. Then,
for some nonnegative constants C;, j = 1,2,3, there holds
Ka < Ci[(b— B)I;(b) — (a— B)I; ()] + C1[La(b) — La(a)]
(45) +C’2[JA(a) — JA(b)] + C3 Ry (A) + ClRQ(A),

/ +/ ] [@dyu|ds
7(4) v(=A)

for all A > 0, where

Ry (A) =

and
Ra(A) = R [ L = /7 (_A)l [2(22 — B)9yTdru + W01 u]ds.

Proof. First we will deduce the inequality (4.5) in the case that (A3) holds.
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Apply Green’s first theorem to u and @ in E?(A) and take the imaginary part of
the result thus obtained to get that since (k?(x)) = 0 for 2 > B and x5 < 0,

(4.6) / S(k?)|uPdz + Ja(b) — Ja(a) < Ri(A).
Ep(A)

Let 0 € C*(R) be such that 0 < §(t) < 1fort € R, 0(t) = 1 for ¢ < t < d, and
O(t) = 0 for t > p and t < n. Then, by applying Green’s first theorem to u and
O(z2)u in Ep(A) and taking the real part of the result thus obtained, we obtain on
integrating by parts that

1
/ 0(22)|Vu2dz < / {ER(kQ)H(xg) + 29”(952)] luf2dz + Ry (A),
EB(A) EB(A)
which together with the definition of 8 implies that
(4.7) / |Vul?dz < (||k|% + O) / lul*dz + Ry(A),
E¢(A) Ej(A)

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on the choice of 6.
Now, for any r,t € R,

(4.8) u((z1,7)) —u((z1,t)) = /82u(:c)dz2, x1 € R,
t
so that using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,
(4.9) lu((z1,)* < 2u((z1,7)|* +2(r — t) / |0ou()|*das, 1 € R.
t

From (4.9) it follows that, for R < T, r,t € [R, T1,

(4.10) /|u\2ds§2 / lu|?ds + 2(T — R) / |Oau|?da

'y (A) ' (A) ET(A)

and hence that

@11) (T -R) / luf2ds < 2 / (uf2dz + 2(T — R)? / 1Oul2dz.

T:(A) EL(A) ER(A)

Thus, assuming that (A3) holds, the required inequality (4.5), with C; = 0, follows
from (4.6), (4.7), and (4.11) with R=¢, T =d, t = ¢,d.

Suppose now that (A4) and (A5) hold. Multiplying (2.3) by 2(zo — 8)d2u + 1,
integrating over E’(A), and taking the real part, we obtain on noting that S(k%(z)) =
0 for zo > B and x5 < 0,

2 / Ooul?dz = R / {2V - [(22 — B)3TV] — 5(22 — B)|Vul] + V - (V) }da
Eb(A) Eb(A)
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+ / R(E2)Da[(x2 — B)|ul?|dz + 2 / (22 — B)S(k?)S{adou}dz

Eb(A) Ep(A)
—(b-p) /"U@MQfWuﬁymf<a—m /"u@m?waFMS
Fb(A) Fa(A)
+La(b) — La(a) + Ra2(A) + / §R(k2)82[(m2 — /6’)|u|2]dx
Eb%(A)
(4.12) +2 / (z2 — B)S(k?)S{udou}da.
Ep(A)

Now, if R(k?) € C'(R?), then from (A4) we have that (xo — 3)02(R(k?)) > 0, and
integrating by parts, we obtain that

R(E*)8s (2 — B)|ul?|dz < (b— Bk / ul*ds — (a — B)k2 |uf*ds
Eb(A) I'y(A) I'a(A)
(4.13) = / k285[(z2 — B)|ul*]dx
By (A)
Thus
(4.14) Ga= / (k2 — R(k?)]02[ (22 — B)|ul*]dz > 0.
By (A)

In the general case where k € Lo, (R?), let ¢(z) = R(k*(x)), ¥(z) = (z2 — B)|u(z)|?,
and for h € R, let ¢p(x) = ¢(x + hes), () = ¢(x + hes). Then, since ¢(¢n, — ) +
On(Vn — ) = 2(dpby, — ) — (dn, — &) (¥ + 1r), we have that for sufficiently small

h> 0,
/ S — b)de + / S — don
BV (A)
(4.15) / e — 2 / dibda / (6n — )b + ¥n)da
EVTh(4) E2Th(A) Eb(A)

By using (A4) the last term on the right-hand side of (4.15) can be estimated as
follows. First, in the cases where 8 < a and 3 > b+ h, it is easy to see that

[=- / (6 — 6)(6 + n)dz < 0,

B (A)

while if a < B < b+ h, then

<2kl [ wevde =1

ES_,(A)
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Therefore, I < Ij, in any case, and thus it follows from (4.15) that

[ oton-vidas [ ow-vondo

E%(A) BYER(A)

(4.16) < 2k% / Ydr — 2k2 / Ydx + I,
BT (A) Bt (4)

on using (A2). Since 1 € C'(R?) and ¢ = 0 on I'g, dividing (4.16) by 2h and taking
the limit h — 0 we obtain that (4.13) and (4.14) hold in the general case.
It follows from (4.12) that

2 / |Ozul?dz + Ga = (b= B)I}(b) — (a— B)I;(a) + La(b) — La(a) + Ra(A)
E%(A)

(4.17) +2 / (z2 — B)I(k*)S{udou}da.

Ep(A)
Since 0 < $(k?) < |k||%,, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields that

2/ (xr,@)%(kz)%{aaw}dng |32u|2dx+(B+|ﬁ|)2||kH§o/ S(k?)|ul*dz.

Ep(A) Ep(A) Ep(A)
(4.18)

Thus, it follows from (4.17), (4.18), and (4.6) that

|Ooul?dz + Ga < (b— B)IL () — (a— B)I;(a) + La(b) — La(a) + Ra(A)

B (A)
(4.19) +(B + 1B1)?[1k]1%[Ja(a) = Ja(b) + Ri(A)] = Fa.
Now, from (4.19) and the fact that G4 > 0, it is seen that
(4.20) / |Ooul?dr < Fyu.
E4(A)

On the other hand, since 2|(z2 — B)R(WOou)| < |ul?/2 + 2(b + |8])?|02u|? in E?, we
have

ol(w2 = B)[ul*] = [ul® + 2(x2 — B)R(@u) > [ul*/2 - 2(b+ | B])*|D2ul?,
for z € E?, so that on noting that k2 > R(k?) by (A4),

1 ~
Gazy [ [ =ROMuPde 40+ )P [ 1oeufda,
EL(A) EL(A)

This, together with (4.19) and (4.20), implies that

(4.21) / (k% — R(K?)]Jul de < 2[1+4(b+ |B])?[|k|%] Fa-

B (A)
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We now make use of (4.20) and (4.21) to derive the required inequality (4.5).
First, using (4.9) and the fact that R(k?) < k% by (A4), we obtain (cf. (4.11)) that

/ 72— ROl (21, 0))|Pdx

E(A)

(4.22) <2 / (52 — R(E>)]|ul2dx + 4(d — ¢)?[|k||% / |9au|?dz.

E3(4) E3(4)

Using (A4) and (A5) yields that

(4.23) (d—c)hs / luf2ds < 2 / 72 — R(2)]juf2de + 4B2|[k| % / 1Ooul?dz.
Te(A) Eb(A) Eb(A)

From (4.10) with R = a, T'= b, 7 = ¢, we obtain that

(4.24) /|u|2dx§2(b—a) / luf2ds + 2(b — a)? / 1Ol 2dz.

E%(A) Te(A) EL(A)

Thus, utilizing (4.20) and (4.21) together with (4.23), (4.24), and (4.11), with R = a,
T =b,t =d, it follows that K4 is bounded by a multiple of F4. Thus the required
result (4.5) holds with Cy = Cj. |

5. Uniqueness of solution. In this section we establish the following unique-
ness theorem for Problem (P).

THEOREM 5.1. If (A3) holds or both (A4) and (A5) hold, then Problem (P) has
at most one solution.

We prove this theorem by showing that the homogeneous version of Problem (P)
has only the trivial solution. Since guided waves are solutions of the homogeneous
problem (see Definition A.1 and Theorem A.1 in the appendix), we have immediately
the following corollary.

COROLLARY 5.1. If (A3) holds or both (A4) and (A5) hold, then there are no
guided wave solutions to the homogeneous problem.

In the proof of Theorem 5.1 we utilize the following two lemmas, the first of which
is a special case of Lemma A in [8].

LEMMA 5.1. Suppose that F € Loo(R) and that, for some nonnegative constants
C,e, and Ay,

A A
/ |F(t)|%dt < C G4 (t)dt + C’/ (Goo(t) = Ga(t))Guo(t)dt + €, A> Ag,
—A R\[—A,A] —A
where, for Ag < A < +o0,
A
Ga(s) = / (14 |s —t|)~>/2|F(t)|dt, s€R.

—A

—+oo
/ |F(t)2dt < e.
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LEmMmA 5.2, If ¢4 € LQ(FH) N Loo(FH); ¢_ € LQ(Fh) OLOO(F}L), and v+ are
defined by (2.4) and (2.5), respectively, then the restrictions of vy, v, and vy to
Ty are in Lo(Ty) N BC(Ty) for b > H; the restrictions of v—, dyv—, and drv_ to T,
are in Ly(Ty) N BC(Ty) for a < h; and

(51) %/E+82’U+d8 Z 0, 5}?/6+8gv+d5 S 0,
Ty Ty
(52) /[|82"U+|2 — |81’U+|2 + k_2~_|1)+|2}d8 S 2k+%/@+82"0+d8,
Ty, Ty
and
(5.3) S/E_ﬁgv_ds <0, 3%/@_8211_013 >0,
a Ta
(5.4) /[|agv_|2 010 |? + K2 u_Pds < —2k_$/ﬁ_6gv_ds.

'y Lo
The statements in this lemma concerning vy were proved as in Lemma 6.1 in [7].

The statements regarding v_ follow from Remark 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. As in section 4, let n < ¢ < d < pand a <0, b > B. Also
for convenience choose ¢ and bsothat b—8=0—a=w > 0.

Suppose that u; and wus are solutions of Problem (P). Then, by Remark 2.3,
u = u; —ug € CY(R?) and satisfies (2.3), the bound (2.8), the UPRC, and the DPRC.
Also, by Theorem 3.1,

65 uw) = [ w6 @iy + [ u(y)aG;;;j”dsw), o
EB P,
_ o oG (2 ) .
(5.6) u(x) —E/dU(y)k ()G (x,y)dy —F/u(y)cémds(y), r € R*\Uy,

and by Theorem 4.1, for some constants C; > 0, j = 1,2, 3,
Ka < [O.)IX(b) + WIZ(G,) + LA(b) — LA(G,) + RQ(A)]

(5.7) +CQ[JA(G) — JA(b)} + C3Ry (A),
where Jy, Ij, L4, and K 4 are given by (4.1) and (4.2). Clearly, for j = 1,2,
(5.8) R;j(A)=0(1) as A — oo,
and by (4.6),
(5.9) Ja(b) = Ja(a) < Ri(A).
Now to make use of Lemma 5.1 and the bound (5.7), we define
OGT (x,
6510) o) = [ w6 i+ [ a5, weu.,
EB(A) Tc(A)
_ _ oG (z,y —
610 o) = [ ok WGz ndy - [ wn X as), e AT,

Ed(A) Lq(A4)
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Then, by (3.1)-(3.2), v|r, € Lo(I'p)NBC (') and v|p, € L2(Ty)NBC(Ty). Moreover,
by Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 and the equivalence of Lemmas 2.1(i)—(ii) and 2.2, v satisfies
(2.4), with h = B and ¢4 = v|r,, and satisfies (2.5) with h = 0 and ¢_ = v|p,. For
t € R set,

Jyt) =S / v0avds, Jy(t) = %/ﬁagvds,
Ty (A) r,
GO = [ (00 = ol +K2JuP)ds, 5= [{l0aw] ~ 10wl + Kol )ds,
T (A) ry
Lyt =R / vOauds, L\t = %/Eagvds.
T (A) Ty

Then, by Lemma 5.2,

Ji(b) >0,  L4(b) <0,
Jh(a) <0, L'y (a) >0, I7"(a) < —2k_J%(a).

I1"(b) < 2k T4(0),

Hence, by the preceding and (5.7),

Ka < Ofw] I{(0) = I} (0)] + wlI; (a) = I3 (@)] + [La(b) = L4(®)] + [ (a) = La(a)]}

£ (Co + 200l + B HLT(B) — Ta(®)] + ala) — 75(a)])
(5.12) -‘1-[03 + 201M(k+ + k,)]Rl(A) + ClRQ(A)

Now note that

A
KA:/ () Py,

—A

where
B P
wler) = { [ @ 1@) - K ldza + [ Ju(@)P () - K |dz
n 0
1/2
Hulzy, O + [u(e, P}, o R,

and note that by (3.3) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, for € T'y, T',

()], V(@) < CWa(21),
u(z) —v(),  [Vu(z) = Vu(z)| < C(Wee(21) = Wal(z1)),

where C' is a constant independent of A and, for 0 < A < 400,

A
Wa(z)) = / 1+ lor — 1) wipn)dy, = €R.
—A

It follows that
I () — I (1)), | Ja(t) — TA()], |Ly(t) — L'A(1)]

< C (WA(xl))delv (t =a, b)7
R\[-A,A]
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where C' is a constant independent of A, and that

I (8) = I3 (1) [Ta(t) = Ta(@®)],  |[Lat) = Ls(1)]

<C | We(x1) — Wa(z1))Weo(z1)dey, (t =a,b),

L—

so that, from (5.12) for some constant Cy > 0 and all A > 0,

A

K< Co{ /R\[_M} W2 (21)day + /_A(Woo(ml) — Wa(w1))Weo (21)dz

(5.13) +R1 ()] + | Ra(A)]}.

Applying Lemma 5.1 to (5.13) we obtain that w € Ly(R), i.e., u € La(Eg)NL2(Te) N
Ly(T'y) and, for all Ay > 0,

+oo
/|WW+/WWH—|W%=/ w2
EB FC Fd — 00
(5.14) < Co sup (|[Ri(A)] + [R2(4)]).
A>Ap

Since u € Lo(Ep) N La(T.) N La(Ty), it follows from (5.5), (5.6), the bounds (3.1) and
(3.2), and applications of Young’s theorem that u € Ly(E?) for any a,b € R with
a < b. Also, since Vu € BC(E?) so that u is uniformly continuous in E?, it follows
that u(z) — 0 as 1 — oo uniformly in zs for a < xzo < b for any real numbers a < b.
Also, noting Lemma 2.2, it follows that R;(A) — 0 as A — oo, j = 1,2, and thus,
from (5.14), that u = 0 in Ep and on I'; UT4; and hence, from (5.5) and (5.6), that
u =0 in R 0

6. Existence of solution. In this section existence of a solution for Problem
(P) will be established by making use of general results on the solvability of the system
of second-kind integral equations

N
(6.1) vi=¢i+ Y Ky, i=1,...,N,
j=1

in which ¢; € Y; := BC(€);) is assumed known, ¢; € Y; is to be determined, and
K;j : Y; —Y; is the integral operator defined by

(6.2 Kigo(@) = [ kson)olo)di), =€
Q;
i,j=1,...,N. Here Q; is an open subset of R™ (n; > 1) and du; is n;-dimensional

Lebesgue measure. The function k;; : £; x Q; — C is assumed to take the form, for
some M € N,

M
kij(,y) = > k0 (2,9)2™ (),

m=1



Downloaded 05/30/13 to 134.225.101.60. Redistribution subject to SIAM license or copyright; see http://www.siam.org/journals/ojsa.php

SCATTERING BY INHOMOGENEOUS LAYERS 577

where z](m) € X; = Ly(;) and k(m)( 1) € L1(Qy) for every x € Q; (i,j =

,ooos N, m=1,...,M). We assume that the following conditions on k( ™) and Q;
hold: _
(C.1) sup, g, fQ_,» \k;l(jm) (x,y)|du;(y) < oo and, for all z € Q;,

/W“( y) — K 9)ldus () — 0

Q;

as2’ —xwitha' €Q; (i,j=1,...,N, m=1,...,M).

(C.2) For some ny < minjn; and ¢ = 1,..., N, there exists ag-i) e R", j =
1,...,n0, and a bounded set w; C €; such that
P
() Q; 7UPEZ,LO ,Where w( ) —lerZJ 1 Ez)pj,forP (P1y. -y Pngy) €
YAK

(i) (Q)ﬁw —(Z)forQPeZ"OQ;AP
(iii) kgj)(:c+a§>,y+a§ =k (ey), e e Qye Qig=1,... N I=

1, ...,N0,
=1,...,M.

Let X and Y denote the product spaces X := H 1 Xjand Y = vazl Y; C X.
Let ¢ = (¢1,...,0n)% ¥ = (1,...,9N)t €Y, where ( ..,+)t denotes the transpose
of (+,...,-). For m =1,..., M, define the matrix operator K(™ on X by

K Kl
(6.3) KM = ,
K - K

where Ki(;") : X; — X; is the integral operator defined by (6.2) with K, k;; replaced
by K,L-(;n), kl(Jm) For z = (z1,...,2n)" € X define 2 by

andform:1,...,Mandz€X,deﬁneK§m):Y—>Yby

(6.4) KMy = K™ (2¢),  ¢eY.
For w = (w(l), oo w™My e XM et K, denote the matrix integral operator
M
(6.5) K,=Y K.

m=1

Then (6.1) can be abbreviated as

where z = (21, ..., 2(M) and 2(™) = (zim),...,z](\,m))t, m=1,...,M.
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For j =1,...,N,¢=1,...,ng, define the translation operator T ;) : X; — X;
af J J
by

T, w¢(x) =z - aY)), T €y,

and for a = (a1,...,an) € T := {(a,l(l), . 7al(N))’f|l = 1,...,n9}, define the matrix
operator T, : X — X by

Then, by (C.2) (iii), T,K™ = KT, a €7, m=1,...,M. Let B(Y) denote the
Banach space of bounded linear operators on Y and I the identity matrix operator
on Y. The following results have been proved in [10], extending the results of [9] for
single integral equations to systems of integral equations.

THEOREM 6.1. Suppose that (C.1) and (C.2) are satisfied, that W C XM is weakx
sequentially compact, that T,W = {(T,z, ... T,z2M)|(zD ... 2M)) e W} =W,
a € 7, and that I — K, is injective for all z € W. Then (I —K,)~! exists as an operator
on the range space (I — K,)Y for all z € W and

sup |[(I — K)™| < o0.
zeW

Also, if for every z € W there exists a sequence (z;) C W such that (z;) converges
weakx to z in X and

for all 7, I - K., injective= I — K, surjective,

then I — K, is surjective also for each z € W so that (I — K,)~! € B(Y).

THEOREM 6.2. If (C.1) and (C.2) are satisfied, z = ((z (1),. ](\})),
(ng),...,zgvM))t) € XM and for some constants /\g»m) e C,j= 1,...,N, m =
1,..., M, it holds that

cey

055 SUD[y > 4 veq |5 () = A = 0
as A — oo, then
I - K,, I — K, injective = I — K, surjective, (I-K,)"'eB(Y),

where A = (()\gl), ey Ag\l,))t, ey ()\gM), cees /\%V[))t).

To apply Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 to show the existence of a solution to Problem
(P), we choose A, ¢, and d so that 0 < ¢ < d < B, k_(d—A) = kp(A —¢), and
2(d = ¢)k+k_ < w(ks+ + k_). It then follows from Theorem 3.2 that Problem (P) and
the integral equation problems (3.10) and (3.11) are equivalent.

Let N=4,mn=1,0 =EP CR?, Qs =E} CR? Q3 = =R, w =
{z € U0 <z < BJA<z9 < Blwy ={z € W0 <z < B0 < 23 < A},
ws = wy = [0,B), agl) = (2) = (B,0), and ags) (4) = B. Define § := y and
§ =y for y € R? and §j := (y, ¢) and § := (y,d)foryER Let x(t) = 1, t > 0,
=0,¢t<0, and let M = 2, kfjl)(x,y) = G (&, y)x(y2 —¢) for all z € Q;, y € Q,
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z 7£ Y, 1= 1333j = 1727 kz(]l)(xay) = Gg(i7y)X(d7y2) for all z € Qia RS Qja z 7é Y,
1 =2,4,7 = 1,2, kﬁ)(x,y) = 0G}(2,2)/0z2|,=y for all z € Q;, y € U, i = 1,3,
k) (x,y) = 0G7 (#,2)/0z2].cy for all z € Qi y € Q. i = 2,4, k}) (2, y) = 0 for all
z ey ey withi=1,3j=3 ori=247j=4 Let k) = k), i = 2,4,
j = 1,2, = 0, otherwise. Then conditions (C.1) and (C.2) are satisfied with these
choices of kl(jm) and Q; (i,j =1,2,3,4,m = 1,2). Set wj(-l)(y) =kt (y) for y € Qj,
ji=1,2, wél)(y) =1,y € Qs wfll)(y) =1,y € Qq, and set wM) = (wgl), . 7w‘(ll))’f,
w® = (k2 — k2)(1,1,0,0)%. Then the integral equations (3.10) and (3.11) can be
written as the 4 x 4 matrix system

(67> (I_K’w)’(/}:¢7 1/):(1/)1"-'7’(/)4)t7 ¢:(¢17'-'7¢4)tEK

where w = (w™M), w®), K, is defined by (6.5), (6.4), and (6.3), g2 = ¢4 = 0, ¢,(y) =
w () +u" (), y € Qy, j = 1,3, and 93,74 € BC(R) are defined by ¥3(y) = ¥2(9),

Ya(y) = ¥1(9), y € R.
THEOREM 6.3. Assume that (A3) holds or that (A4) and (A5) hold and that

k_(d=X) =ki(A—c) and 2(d — c)kyk_ < w(ky +k_). Then (I — K,)~* € B(Y) so
that the system of integral equations (6.7) has a unique solution v € Y. Furthermore,
for any L > 0, there is a constant C' > 0 depending only on L, ki, ¢, d, n, p, B, A1,
and g, in the case that (A3) is satisfied, or on L, kx, ¢, d, n, p, B, 3, and A3, in the
case that (A4) and (A5) are satisfied such that, provided ||k||co < L, ||[(I—K,) Y| < C
so that |[¢[| < Cl|¢].

Proof. Theorem 6.3 is proved by means of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2. To this end,
suppose without loss of generality that L > k% + A\; and set

Q = Qs = {1 € Loo(Ep)[Sp > 0,Su(x) > A,z € Ef, Su(x) > Aao|p(z) — k7|,
x € E,Su(x) > Xo|u(z) — K2 |,z € Ef, ||ullo < L*}

in the case that (A3) is satisfied. In the case that (A4) and (A5) are satisfied suppose
without loss of generality that L? > k% + A3 and set

Q= Q= {1 € Loo(R*)|Sp > 0, u(x) = k3,2 € Up, p(x) = k2, & € R*\U,
|l < L2, ess infyeu, Rlu(z + exh) — p(z)] >0,
ess inf, cpa\77, R[p(x — egh) — p(z)] >0, h > 0,

ess infye gy (K2 () — Rlu(@)]} = A}
Define W) ¢ X by
W = {(ula, — k%, plo, — KL, ~1, D'|ne Q)
and W C X2 by
W= {(wh, (k2 -k, k2 — k%, 0, 0))|w™ e WV}

Then T,W =W fora € 7 = {(agl), ce a§4))}. Also, it follows easily from Theorems
3.2 and 5.1 that I — K, is injective for all z € W.

Next, we show that W is weak* sequentially compact. In view of the definition
of W it is sufficient to show that W) C X is weaks sequentially compact. Further,
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in view of the definition of W), it is sufficient to show that Q is weaks sequentially
compact, where Q@ = Q3 C Lo (Ep) in the case that (A3) is satisfied and Q = Q4 C
Loo(R?) in the case that (A4) and (A5) are satisfied.

Since @ is bounded it follows from the Alaoglu theorem [16, p. 60] that @ is
weak* sequentially compact if it is weak* sequentially closed. In the case Q = @3,
the fact that @ is weakx sequentially closed follows from Lemma 2.13 in [9], since the
sets {w € C||w| < L?,Sw > A} and {w € C||w| < L%, Sw > 0, Sw > Ao|w — k2|},
for k., = ky and k_, are compact and convex.

In the case @ = @y, in order to see that @ is weak* sequentially compact consider
a sequence (i) C Q. Since (u;) is bounded, it follows from the Alaoglu theorem [16,
p. 60] that there is an element p € Lo (R?) and a subsequence of (1), denoted simply
by itself, such that (u;) converges weakx to p in Loo(R?) and ||p|loc < L% Thus, for
all ¢ € L (R?),

(6.5) [ wgds— [ nea.
A

R?2

as j — oo and, in particular, (6.8) holds if € is the characteristic function of any
bounded measurable subset of R?. This and the fact that u; € Q, j = 1,2,...,
implies that S > 0 in R?, pu(z) = ki for z € Up, p(z) = k2 for z € R*\U,
ess inferg{ch(x) — R[p(x)]} > A2, and

ess infycp, N[p(z + exh) — p(x)]

0,
ess inf, po\7, R[p(z — egh) — p(x)] >0

VAR

for all h > 0. Hence p € @ and (p;) converges weaks to p in Q. Thus Q is weaksx
sequentially compact.

Finally, let z = (2, 2(?)) € W. Then, for some p € Q, 2 = (u|o, — k2, pla, —
k2, —1, 1)t and 2@ = (k2 — k2)(1,1,0,0)!. For j = 1,2,..., set

| w(z) for |za| > 5,
i) = {m:c) for |21 <

where p* = i); in the case that (A3) is satisfied, p* = k2 in Up, = k2 in R®\U, =
min(k2,k3)— Xz in Ep, in the case that (A4) and (A5) are satisfied. Then p*, p; € Q,
and setting 2\ = (ujl0, — k2, ila, — k2, —1, 1)f and z; = (241, 2), j = 1,2,
it is easy to see that (z;) converges weaks to z. Define

2t = ((H’*|Q1 - k-2‘,-7 ,U,*|Q2 - k-?i-a 715 1)1572(2))
= (()‘*7 A*a _17 1)t7 (k—2§- - kza k-2- - kzv Oa O)t)a

where \* € C is given by A* = i\ — k% in the case that (A3) is satisfied and by
A* =min(k?, k%) — X2 —k? in the case that (A4) and (A5) are satisfied. Since z* € W
so that I — K« is injective, it follows from Theorem 6.2 that I — K injective implies
I — K, surjective, for j =1,2,....

All the assumptions in Theorem 6.1 have been verified so Theorem 6.3 follows
from Theorem 6.1. ]

THEOREM 6.4. Assume that (A3) holds or that (A4) and (A5) hold. Then Problem
(P) has ezactly one solution. Further, for any L > 0, there exists a constant C > 0
depending only on L, ki, n, p, B, A1, and Ag in the case that (A3) is satisfied, or
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on L, ki, m, p, B, B, and A3 in the case that (A4) and (A5) are satisfied such that,
provided ||k||o < L,

(6.9) lu(z)] < C(1 + |x2])Y/?, r € R2.

Proof. The existence of a unique solution to Problem (P) follows from Theorems
3.1, 3.2, and 6.3. To derive the estimate (6.9) we note from the equivalence of (i) and
(ii) in Lemma 2.1 that, for h > B,

(6.10) i (z) = z/aq’a(;y)m(y)ds<y), v € Up.
In
It follows from (2.6) and (6.10) (see [5]) that
(6.11) |u(z)] < C(1 + (22 — B))Y? sup |u(z)|, x€Up,

zel'p

for some constant C' > 0 dependent only on k., which together with Theorem 6.3
implies the estimate (6.9) for x € U. The estimate (6.9) for z € R?\U can be proved
similarly by using Lemma 2.2. ]

Appendix: Guided waves. By a guided wave we mean a solution of the ho-
mogeneous problem which has its energy localized in or near the layer E'p. Precisely,
for a < b, let D(a,b) = {x € R?|a < 21 < b}. Then our definition is as follows.

DEFINITION A.1. Call v € C'(R?) a guided wave if v # 0, v satisfies (2.3), v is
bounded in E", for every h > 0,

(A1) sup / (Jv]? + |Vv]?)dz < oo,
nez
c D(n,n+1)
and
(A.2) cp 1= sup / (Jv|* + |Vo[*)dz — 0
neZ

D(n,n+1)\E"

as h — oo.

Remark A.1. In the case when the scatterer is a diffraction grating, i.e., k is
periodic in the zi-direction with some period L, it is usual to assume that v is corre-
spondingly quasi periodic (i.e., that v(x) exp(—ik4 cosf z1) is periodic). Then (A.1)
and (A.2) reduce to the condition that

/ (102 + [Vo2)dr < oo,
D(0,L)
i.e., that the energy is finite in a single period of the grating (cf. Bonnet-Bendhia and
Starling [3]).

Remark A.2. Conditions (A.1) and (A.2) are satisfied if v decreases rapidly enough
in the vertical direction, in particular, if for some constants C' > 0 and p > 1/2,

(@) < C(1+ |wal) ™,z €RZ

The following result follows from Theorem 8.1 in [7] and Remark 2.1.
THEOREM A.l. Ifv is a guided wave, then v satisfies the UPRC for wavenumber
ky and the DPRC for wavenumber k_.
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