LUND UNIVERSITY

Optimal Electromagnetic Measurements

Cheney, Margaret; Kristensson, Gerhard

2000

Link to publication

Citation for published version (APA):
Cheney, M., & Kristensson, G. (2000). Optimal Electromagnetic Measurements. (Technical Report
LUTEDX/(TEAT-7091)/1-24/(2000); Vol. TEAT-7091). [Publisher information missing].

Total number of authors:
2

General rights

Unless other specific re-use rights are stated the following general rights apply:

Copyright and moral rights for the publications made accessible in the public portal are retained by the authors
and/or other copyright owners and it is a condition of accessing publications that users recognise and abide by the
legal requirements associated with these rights.

» Users may download and print one copy of any publication from the public portal for the purpose of private study
or research.

* You may not further distribute the material or use it for any profit-making activity or commercial gain

* You may freely distribute the URL identifying the publication in the public portal

Read more about Creative commons licenses: https://creativecommons.org/licenses/

Take down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us providing details, and we will remove
access to the work immediately and investigate your claim.

LUND UNIVERSITY

PO Box 117
221 00 Lund
+46 46-222 00 00


https://portal.research.lu.se/en/publications/50780362-0dc2-4f08-a610-e124aecb4a2c

CODEN:LUTEDX/TEAT-7091)/1-24/(2000)

Optimal Electromagnetic
Measurements

Margaret Cheney and Gerhard Kristensson

Department of Electroscience
Electromagnetic Theory

Lund Institute of Technology
Sweden




Margaret Cheney

Department of Mathematical Sciences
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute

Troy, NY 12180

chenem@rpi.edu

Gerhard Kristensson

Department of Electroscience
Electromagnetic Theory
Lund Institute of Technology

P.O. Box 118
SE-221 00 Lund
Sweden

Editor: Gerhard Kristensson
(© Margaret Cheney and Gerhard Kristensson, Lund, April 25, 2001



Abstract

We consider the problem of obtaining information about an inaccessible half-
space from electromagnetic measurements made in the accessible half-space.
If the measurements are of limited precision, some scatterers will be unde-
tectable because their scattered fields are below the precision of the measuring
instrument. How can we make optimal measurements? In other words, what
incident fields should we apply that will result in the biggest measurements?

There are many ways to formulate this question, depending on the mea-
suring instruments. In this paper we consider a formulation involving wave-
splitting in the accessible half-space: what downgoing wave will result in an
upgoing wave of greatest energy? This formulation is most natural for far-field
problems.

A closely related question arises in the case when we have a guess about the
configuration of the inaccessible half-space. What measurements should we
make to determine whether our guess is accurate? In this case we compare the
scattered field to the field computed from the guessed configuration. Again
we look for the incident field that results in the greatest energy difference.

We show that the optimal incident field can be found by an iterative
process involving time reversal “mirrors”. For band-limited incident fields
and compactly supported scatterers, this iterative process converges to a sum
of time-harmonic fields.

1 Introduction

This work concerns the ultimate limits of electromagnetic imaging systems. What
measurements should we make to detect the weakest possible scatterers? What
measurements should we make to determine that an unknown scatterer is different
from a guessed one?

To answer these questions, we must first formulate them more precisely. What
sort of measurements do we allow? What do we mean by “detectable””? How do we
know what measurements are “best”?

2 Problem formulation

2.1 The equations

The behavior of electromagnetic fields is modelled by the Maxwell equations, which
we write in the time domain as

oB
ngz—a
oD
VX =T+ %5

Here £, H, B, and D are the electric field, magnetic field, magnetic flux density, and
electric flux density, respectively, and J is the current density. We write r = (x,y, 2)
for a point in R3, and &, ¢, and 2 for unit vectors in the coordinate directions.



Figure 1: The geometry of the problem. The region V; contains the sources,
and the region Vi contains the scatterers. The lines are dashed to indicate that the
surfaces are fictitious.

We assume that the fields are generated and measured in the upper half-space,
z > 0, which consists of free space away from the sources of the field. We assume
that the sources are separated from the boundary z = 0, so that there is a layer
of free space between the sources and the boundary, see Figure 1. In this region,
we have J = 0, and the fields £, D, B, and H are related to each other by the
constitutive relations of free space:

D(r,t) = e&(r,t)
B(r,t) = uoM(r,t)

Here ¢y and gy are the vacuum permittivity and permeability, respectively.
Thus in the empty layer of the upper half-space, we can write the Maxwell
equations as
VXxE&= —/Lga—H
ot (2.1)
o0&

VXHZEOE



We will make use of the Fourier transform relating the time and frequency do-
mains:

E(r,t) = /E(r,k)e_icoktcodk, (2.2)

where ¢y = 1/, /€opio is the vacuum speed of light, and k = w/c¢y is the wave number in
vacuum. In the empty layer of the upper half-space, the frequency-domain Maxwell
equations can be written

(2.3)

V x E = ik(noH)

where 19 = \/0/€o is the vacuum impedance. The advantage of scaling the Maxwell
equations in this manner is that the electric field E and the quantity noH now have
the same dimensions (volts/meter).

2.2 Upgoing and downgoing waves

In the empty layer of the upper half-space, where the medium is laterally homoge-
neous in the variables x and y, it is natural to decompose the electromagnetic field
in a spectrum of plane waves. We do this by means of a Fourier transformation of
the electric and magnetic fields with respect to the lateral variables x and y. The
spatial Fourier transform of a time-harmonic field E(r, k) is denoted by

E(z, ey, k) = //E(’r?k)e_ike””y dxdy

where r,, = (z,y) and
k., =k, + yk, = ke, = k(e,, e,)

is the transverse (tangential) wave vector. We write e;, = ||€,,||. The inverse
Fourier transform is defined by

1 [ |
E(’I", k) = 4—7_(_2 // E(Z,exy, k‘)emew'rw k’Qdexdey. (24)

We show in Appendix A that in the upper half-space, the transformed electric
field is a sum

Evy(€ny, 2, k) = Epyl(€4y, k)e™% 4+ Ept (€4, k)e e (2.5)
where
\/1—ez, for e,y < 1
e.(k) = (2.6)
isgn(k)y/e2, — 1 for ey, > 1.



We define the vectors e* = e,, + 2e,, which satisfy e* - e* = 1.

Equation (2.5) shows how to split the electric field into upgoing and downgoing
components. We denote the upgoing three-component transform-domain electric
field by E'e?**=* and the downgoing one by E'e~*¢*. Then we can transform back
to the time-space domain to write a downgoing wave as

1 o 4 . ‘
El(r,t) :W/ // E!(eyy, k)e hesmeihery Toyg=icokt k20 de, codk
[e.9] RQ

E!(eyy, k)e™e TeT M |2 de, de, codk,

(2.7)

and an upgoing wave as

1 o . . ,
El(r,1) :W/ // E'(€eyy, k)ee=7eihery oy ikt k24 de, codk
oo RQ

(2.8)
E'(e4y, k)ee" Temik [2de de,codk.

These equations give us an explicit decomposition of upgoing and downgoing waves
in terms of the plane waves e’k Te~icoht gp( eike” Te—icokt  Thege plane waves are
either homogeneous, obliquely propagating waves or inhomogeneous (evanescent)
waves, depending on whether the transverse wave number ke, is less than or greater
than the temportal wave number k. For the propagating waves, the vector e* gives
the direction of propagation.

From this decomposition into plane waves, we see that from the Maxwell equa-

tions, the plane-wave vector amplitudes E' and H' satisfy

e x El(ey,, k) =noH'(€yy, k)
- ET(eﬂcy»k)
E' e,
Ht

Y

( )
e’ x nOHT(exy,k)

E'(esy, k) =0

H'( )

Ny

€y,

Similar equations hold for the downgoing waves E' and H.

2.3 Power flow

Our criterion for the best incident field is the field that gives rise to the upgoing
wave with the most total energy.

We measure the energy flux through the plane z = 0 by means of the Poynting
vector, which, for time dependent fields, is

S(r,t) =E(r,t) x H(r,t).



The total energy flow into the lower half-space z < 0 is

/ // E(T 2y, 0,1) X H(r4y,0,1)) dedy dt (2.10)

When we apply Parseval’s identity to (2.10), we get

W(E) = @ / // E(e.,,0,k) x H*(e,,,0,k)) k*de,de, codk
(2.11)

In this paper we assume that the sources (in the upper half-space) of the down-
going field are far from the scatterers in the lower half-space, so that upgoing and
downgoing evanescent waves are not both present at the plane z = 0. We show in
Appendix B that under these conditions, W (E' + E') = W(E!) + W(E").

For waves that are upgoing, we have expressions (2.9), which together with the
vector identity a X (b X ¢) = b(a - ¢) — ¢(a - b), shows that the integrand of (2.11)
can be written

2 * 1 2 *
2 (E'(€qy, k) x H (€4, k) =& (E'(€sy, k) x (€7 x E"(eyy, k)))
1
=—%- (e"(E"-E") - El(e* - EM))
Mo

Z%(g ce") (E(eny, k) - E™(eqy, )

so that the total energy flux of an upgoing wave is

-1 00 )

®) = e el i . 2.12

W( ) 770(27)3 /_Oo/ | (6xy7k)‘ e k dexdey codk ( )
R2

We show in Appendix B that the evanescent waves do not contribute to expression
(2.12). Thus the domain of integration in (2.12) can be restricted to the set {e,, <
1}. The corresponding expression for downgoing waves is

W(E* ‘El (esy, k | e, k? de,de, codk. (2.13)

ery<1}

In either case, clearly |IW| is a norm on the corresponding space.
On each space (upgoing waves and downgoing waves), we introduce an inner
product that corresponds to the flux W:

(U, V) 27r / // (€xy, k) - V' (€sy, k)) €, KPdeyde, codk.  (2.14)

{ezy<1}



2.4 Criterion for detectability and distinguishability
2.4.1 Detectability

The downgoing wave that is best for detecting a scatterer is obtained from the
optimization problem

T T T ET
wpVE) _WE) | (ELEDy

— sup o =W (2.15)
gl W(EY) gl W(EYH gl (ELEYw

For a scatterer to be detectable, (2.15) should be greater than the measurement
precision of our instruments (expressed in units so that the denominator of (2.15)
is one).

The upgoing and downgoing fields of (2.15) are related by the reflection operator;
thus carrying out the optimization of (2.15) requires an analysis of this operator.

2.4.2 The reflection operator

The reflection operator R for the electric field is the linear operator that maps the
downgoing electric field to the upgoing one at z = 0:

E'=R-&! (2.16)

The reflection operator is a 3 x 3 dyadic-valued operator; the dot in (2.16), as

thoughout this paper, denotes dyadic contraction. When the dyadics are expressed

in a basis, this contraction is simply multiplication of the corresponding matrices.
In the transform domain, we write the reflection operator as R; it satisfies

E'(e,,,2=0,k) = [ R(ey,. €. k) -E (e, 2=0k)de 2.17
Y Y Yy xy

Ty

The kernel R(e,y, €, k) is defined in terms of the time-domain kernel R(r, ', t—
7) by

R(€sy: €,y k) =
/ / // // —ikegy- rzyezCOktR(,r r t—T) —zcokr ik'el,, - wdzfrxyd%’ dtdr
R2

(2.18)

2.4.3 Detectability

In terms of the reflection operator, the criterion (2.15) for choosing the downgoing
wave that is best for detecting the presence of a scatterer is obtained from
W(REY) W (RE') (RE', RE!)yy (E!Y, R*RE!)y

SUp ——= =SUp——— =SUp —————— = sup
8l W(gl) El W(El) EJ. (El, El)W El (El, EL)W

(2.19)

where R¥ denotes the adjoint of R with respect to the W inner product.



2.4.4 Criterion for distinguishability

Suppose we have a guess as to the scatterer. For our guessed scatterer, we denote
the reflection operator by Ry. Then the unknown scatterer can be distinguished
from our guess if

W(R-RoE ((R = Ro)E', (R — Ro)E! )y
e weE) g ELEDw
(2.20)
(B (R=Rp)*(R—Ry)E" )y
e (E'ED)w

corresponds to a value greater than the measurement precision of our instruments.
Here the # denotes the adjoint in the energy flux inner product.

2.5 The adjoint of the reflection operator

We compute the adjoint of R in the flux inner product of (2.14) by transposing R
and interchanging the order of integration:

l
(U,RV)y 27r3770/ //U €y, k

ezy<l

// R*(e, € k) - V*i(e,,, k)k* de,de!, e.k* de,de, codk

€2~y
27'('3770/ // // —R T el“y7 zy’k) Ul<exy>k)k dexdey

6 <1 e:z:y<1

V*(el,, k)e.k? delde!, codk

il?y’

Here the superscript 7' denotes the matrix transpose. Thus we see that the kernel
of the W-adjoint R¥ of R is

e *
R#(e;w €y, k) = G_,ZR T(exyv e;y’ k)
z
We show in Appendix D that the reflection operator can be written in terms of

the scattering operator S as

1 _

R(€sy, €}, k) = e—ZS(eJr,e’ k),

At this point, our only assumption about the scattering medium is that it is linear,
so that R is a linear operator. We now assume that the scattering medium is

reciprocal (See (E.3)); in this case the scattering operator S satisfies the reciprocity
relation

S(e, e, k) = ST (—€, —e, k). (2.21)



In this case, we see from (2.18) that the kernel R*"(—e,,, —e,,, k) corresponds
to the time-domain kernel R(7, ', 7 — t). This latter is the kernel of the operator
TRT, where T denotes the operator of time-reversal: T f(t) = f(—t).

3 Algorithm for producing the optimal field

Expressions (2.19) and (2.20) give rise to algorithms for producing the optimal field.
In the case of (2.19), if R*R were a finite-dimensional matrix A, then we could use
the power method [4] to construct the eigenfunction E,, of A corresponding to the
largest eigenvalue. In particular, the power method constructs E., as the limit of
the sequence A"Eq/c,, where ¢, is a certain normalizing factor.

It was shown in [3] that the same method applies to the case of an operator
such as R*R, an analytic compact-operator-valued function of k. In the case when
the adjoint can be interpreted in terms of time reversal so that R*R = TRT R,
where 7 denotes the operator of time-reversal, we have the following algorithm for
producing the optimal field.

1. Set j = 0. Apply any downgoing field 8;(7', t).
2. Measure the resulting scattered field 8; = RS}.

3. Time-reverse the measured field, and apply this as a downgoing field:

8]1-“(7", t) = 8}(7‘, —t).

4. Add one to j. If this new j is even, so that j = 2n, divide by ¢, (defined
below).

5. Go to step 2.

Two iterations, that is, a scattering experiment followed by a time-reversal and
another scattering experiment, constitute one application of the operator R*R =
TRTR and is thus one step in the power method algorithm for constructing the
optimal field.

The normalization ¢, is obtained by first choosing an arbitrary test function
in a certain space Xpg. This space Xp consists of smooth functions of space and
time whose temporal Fourier transforms are (uniformly) supported in the frequency
band B. The frequency band B should be chosen to lie within the frequency band
of the experimental equipment. The normalization factor ¢, is then chosen as

cn = (E],9)w. (3.1)

To determine what the above algorithm eventually converges to, we can apply
the theorem of [3]. It depends on the fact that the frequency-domain operator
R¥ R is compact at every k and therefore has a spectral decomposition of the form
R7¥R =", \(k)P,(k), where the )\, are the eigenvalues of the self-adjoint operator
R¥R and the P; are projections onto the corresponding eigenspaces.



The algorithm converges to fixed-frequency waves whose frequency is determined
by the values of k£ at which the eigenvalues \; attain a maximum. If the same
maximum M is attained at several k, then the limiting field is a sum of fixed-
frequency waves. Exactly which terms contribute to the sum depends on the detailed
behavior of the A; in the neighborhood of the maximum. In particular, if a maximum
of \; occurs at k;, and in the neighborhood of k;, A; has a Taylor expansion of the
form M — bj(k — k;)?, then we call p; the order of the maximum at k;.

Theorem 3.1. Let ¢, be given by (3.1). Then in the space Xp, (R¥R)"Ey/cy
converges to

1
2 zl,i Gi(PEo, ) (k;

) > B P;Eqe!
l7j

where the sums are over those indices j and | for which the eigenvalue \(k;) attains
its mazimum M and has maximal order. The [3; are certain constants depending on

b;, pj, and k; (see [3]).

This theorem applies to the case of band-limited signals. It says that in the
generic case, the power method converges to a fixed-frequency wave, whose fre-
quency is determined by the frequency k., at which the largest eigenvalue A\ attains
its maximum in the relevant frequency band. In other words, the algorithm “tunes”
automatically to the best available frequency. The spatial shape of the wave is de-
termined by the spectral projector Pg at that frequency. In other words, in the
generic case, the spatial shape is given by the eigenfunction corresponding to the
eigenvalue \g(koo). “The generic case” here is the case in which the initial field
E\ has a nonzero projection PyoE, at k., and the case in which )y has only one
maximum in the relevant frequency band. If g happens to have several identical
maxima, for example at ky and ky, then the algorithm converges to a field that is a
sum of the fields described above. The relative weighting of the different contribu-
tions is determined by the projections Pq(ko)Eo(k1) and Po(kq)Eq(k1), which also
give the spatial shape of the wave.

We note that the only assumptions about the scattering medium are that it is
linear and reciprocal. In particular, the theorem applies even in cases when the
scatterers are dispersive, dissipative, or bi-anisotropic.

4 An experimental prediction

The algorithm and theorem of the previous section constitute an experimental pre-
diction. In particular, this prediction concerns electromagnetic time-reversal ex-
periments analogous to those done by Fink et al. [9, 10] for acoustics. The theorem
predicts that an interative time-reversal process will “tune” itself to a fixed-frequency
wave whose frequency gives the maximum scattering.

In particular, the iterative time-reversal process should “tune” to the resonant
frequency of a Lorentz medium.
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Appendix A Wave-splitting calculations

The analysis presented in this appendix is a review of the results presented in [11, 12].
In the upper half-space, the Fourier components of the electric and magnetic
fields can be decomposed in their transverse and vertical components as

E(z, ey, k) = Epy(z, €4y, k) + 2 EL(2, €4, k)
H(z, e.y, k) = Hyy(z, €4y, k) + 2 H.(2, €4y, k)

and similarly for the flux densities.
In the transformed variables, we rewrite the Maxwell equations by making the
substitution V — ik, + 20, = ike,, + 20, in (2.3). We obtain

d (2xE\ . [ ey, xE noH
4(EXEY () (28 "

This is a system of six linear, coupled ordinary differential equations in the variable
zZ.

We separate the transverse components of (A.1) from the z components, and use
the fact that 2 x E = JE,,, where J = 2 x I, is the dyadic of rotation by 7/2 in the

x-y plane, namely
~ (0 —1
=l 0 )

In addition, we use the fact that e;, X @ = —a,J - €,y + (agy - J - emy)é

L2 Y min (Lo B ) i (M) a

Ez(z) — _n0H1y<Z) : 3 *€xy _ €y 3 ' nOsz<Z) (A3)
mo H.(z) Euy(2) - J - eqy —€ay - J - Egy(2)
We use (A.3) in (A.2) to obtain a system of equations involving only the trans-
verse components of the electric and magnetic fields:

i(ﬁ-ExW)):ik( 0 12+3-exyexy.3>( o (2) >
dz \J - moHay(2) —(Ia + 3 - exyeuy - J) 0 nony(z)

(A4)

and
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Here we use the dyadic notation J - eyy€yy - J - v = J - €zy(€sy - J - v); I denotes
the 2 x 2 identity operator. We multiply both equations of (A.4) by —J and use the
relation J - J = —I5 to obtain

d [ Euy(2) ) : ( E.,(2) )

— =1kM - Y A5

dz (UOHmy(Z) ! nOHwy<Z>7 ( )
where the matrix M is

0 <_12+exe$)'3
M = o y=ry . A6
((IQ —evyen) 3 0 ) (4.6)

The eigenvalues of M are 4, /1 — e2 , and the general solution of (A.5) is there-
fore given by (2.5).

To find the magnetic field corresponding to (2.5), we use (2.5) in the first com-
ponent of (A.5):

(=L + esyesy) - 0T - Huylewy, 2, k)
=€, (ExyT(emy7 k)eikezz . Ea:yl(exgn k)e*ikezz> .

(A.7)
In (A.7) we then use the identity
2
€.,€. €5y€, €z
(I — eqyeny) - { Lo+ yz ) =L+ yz - ezyewy—zy — CayCuy
€z €z €z (A.8)
I_i_eﬂ?yexy(l_Q_Q =1
=19 chy ez) = 1o.

z

We thus obtain for the magnetic field the expression
nOny(exya Z, k) \5 ;’Bez : ( (exy7 k.)eik‘ezz - Exyl(exy, k,)e—ikezz) (Ag)

where the admittance dyadic is

P=1, 4+ S

Z

Finally, the z components of the electric and magnetic fields can be computed
from (A.3) and (A.9).

Appendix B Properties of the energy flux W

B.1 Flux of waves that are both upgoing and downgoing

We show in this section that W(E' + E') = W(E') + W(E") if either E' or B!
has no evanescent components.
The integrand of (2.10) can be written

z2-8(r,t)=—-E(r,t)- (2 xH(r,t) = —Ey(r,t) - (I Hyy(r, 1)),
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which implies that (2.11) can be written
/ // Ty Twy; t) - (15 ’ Hwy(rmyaovt)) dl’dy dt (Bl)

When we apply Parseval’s identity to (2.10), we get

S / / / (€aps 0.) - (3 - Huy (29, 0. k)) K2de,de, codk,  (B.2)

Using E,, = E;y + Eiy and (A.9) in (B.2) gives us

I/V(ET ‘f’El T]()/ // acy emya +Exy (efﬂwk))

B (EzyT(exy, k) — Euyt(€ny, k) e-k>de,dey codk,
which can be written

W(EL, +EL,)=W(EL)+W(E.,)+

no/ // {El* (€21 VP - By ) (B.3)

— El(esy. k) - B - EL (€ny, k;)] e.k?de,de, codk.

The k integral of (B.3) we split into two parts, corresponding to k£ > 0 and £ < 0. In
the k < 0 integral we make the change of variables k — —k and use the symmetry
relations

E;;(exy, —k) = E;;*(emy,k), e.(—k) = ex(k), (B.4)

which follow from the fact that the time-domain fields £ are real. These operations
show that the integral of (B.3) can be written

I= @2y ZRe/ // [El* €uy, k) - P - EL (€xy. k)

- El’;(ew, k) - - E;y(ezy, k;)] e.k*de,de, codk (B.5)

2Re/ //221111 [Ei* €y, k) - P - Ezy(exy,k) e, K2deyde, codk

since P = I + e ey, /€2 is a real, symmetric dyadic. We see that if the imaginary
part of the factor in square brackets is zero when e, is purely imaginary, that is to
say when |e,,| > 1, then (B.5) is zero. In particular, the factor in square brackets is
zero if either Eiy or Ely is zero for |eg,| > 1.
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B.2 Energy Flux of Evanescent Waves

We show in this section that evanescent waves do not contribute to the energy flux
of upgoing or downgoing waves.

In (2.12) or (2.13) we split the k integral into pieces corresponding to k& < 0
and £ > 0. In the £ < 0 integral, we make the substitution £ — —k and use

. 2 .
the symmetry relations (B.4). The factor ’E”(emy,k)’ remains unchanged, but
for evanescent waves, e, changes sign. Thus the terms corresponding to evanescent
waves cancel each other.

Appendix C Connection to sources and scatterers

In this section we show how source currents and scatterers give rise to downgoing
and upgoing fields. For this we need the electric field Green’s dyadic.

C.1 The electric field Green’s dyadic.

The electric field Green’s dyadic satisfies
VxVxG-EG=1I, (C.1)

where I is the 3 x 3 identity dyadic and G is a 3 x 3 dyadic-valued function. The
dyadic G also satisfies outgoing radiation condtions.
This Green’s dyadic is given by

Gk, |r —7'|) = X+ Ek7>VV) g(k,|r —7'|) (C.2)

where the dyadic VV is a dyadic-valued operator whose 4, jth element is 0,,0,, (in
the notation (z,vy,z) = (1,22, x3)). Here g is the scalar Green’s function

6ik|'r—'r"|

ol r ') = g (©3)

Note that each column of the matrix VVyg, is the gradient of something. We can
casily check that G satisfies (C.1):

VxVxG-kG=(VxVxIg)+k?>VxVx(VVy) -k (gI+k*VVg)
=VVg — Vgl — k?¢gI — VVyg (C.4)
=61

where the term V x (V x VVg) vanishes because the expression in parentheses is the
curl of a gradient, and where we have used the identity VxV xa = V(V-a) — V3a
together with the identity V(V - Ig) = VVg to simplify the term V x V(Ig) .

The scalar Green’s function g can be written in terms of its Fourier transform
[1,2] in the lateral variables x and y:

1 -1 iket - (r—r'
gk jr = +7l) = (2m)? // Dike, bR deyde, (C.5)
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where the plus sign in the exponent is used for z > 2z’ and the minus sign for z < 2’.
From (C.5) and (C.2), We can obtain a similar expression for the electric field
Green’s function (C.2) [1,7

. +\ _ikeT - (r—1') 1.2
G(k,|r // 27,]{262 —efet)e k*de,de,. (C.6)
The dyad appearing in the 1ntegrand of (C.6), namely

P (eF) =1;— e*e", (C.7)

is the operator that projects a vector onto its components orthogonal to e.

C.2 The electric field in terms of its sources

We use two different approaches to representing a field in terms of its sources: a
volume integral formulation and a surface integal formulation. The volume integral
formulation is perhaps more familiar, and fits easily with the Lippmann-Schwinger
integral equation. The surface integral formulation, however, is more general. It
makes no assumptions about the medium contained within the surface.

C.2.1 Volume representation

The field that arises from a source current density J in free space is determined
from the frequency-domain version of the Maxwell equations, which in this case are

V x E = ik(noH)

C.8

Taking the curl of the first equation of (C.8) and using the second equation
results in

V x V x E = iknyJ + k*E. (C.9)

From (C.1) and (C.9) we see that we can write the electric field as

r) =ikn // Gk, |r — ') J(r)d*r. (C.10)

Using (C.6), with the notation (C.7), in (C.10), we obtain depending on whether z
is below (minus sign) or above ( plus sign) the support of J.

zkei-(r—r’) 2 . N 334,/

= ikny /// // QZkez k*deyde, - J(r")d’r
iket.r .2

e // {262 ) - J(ke )1 k*de,de,,

where J denotes the three-dimensional Fourier transform of J. Comparing (C.11)
with (2.8) and (2.7), we see that the quantity in square brackets in (C.11) is E!
or E!, depending on whether we have used the plus sign or the minus sign in the
argument of J, which in turn depends on whether z is below or above the support
of J.

(C.11)
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Example: sources on a plane. If, for example, the sources are on a plane z’ = h,
so that J(r') = j(r},)0(z — h), and z < h, then

E!(€uy, k) = —LP, (e7) - J(ke)

2e,
=P e) / T(r)e e ! (C.12)
- _TIOP ( _) ) ( / ) —ikezy-r’zde 1 _ikesh
- 2€Z 1le J rxy € Irl‘ye

We note that for evanescent waves, the exponential at the end of the last line of
(C.12) is exp(—|k|hy/e2, — 1), which decays exponentially with large h.

Similarly, an upgoing field due to sources on the plane z’ = —h corresponds to
—Tlo . —ikegy Tl —ikey(—
El(en ) = 50Plel) - [t e ety et (Cy)

whose evanescent components again decay with large h.

The exponential decay of the evanescent components of (C.12) and (C.13) show
that for sources far from the scatterers, the interaction of upgoing and downgoing
evanescent waves is negligible.

Equations (C.12) and (C.13) can be inverted for j to obtain sources that give
rise to the corresponding downgoing or upgoing waves. We note that both sides of
(C.12) are orthogonal to e~; similarly both sides of (C.13) are orthogonal to e™.

Example: scattering from dielectrics. Scattering from a dielectric can be in-
terpreted in terms of sources as follows.

We assume that the medium in the lower half-space has a magnetic permeability
that is the same as that of free space, and the electric conductivity o and permittivity
e differ from their vacuum values (0 and €, respectively) only in a bounded region.
In this case, the frequency-domain version of the Maxwell equations are

V x E = ik(nH) (C.14)
V X (noH) = (noo — ike,)E (C.15)

where €, = €/¢.
Since the magnetic permeability is a constant pg, taking the curl of (C.14) and
using (C.15) results in
V x V x E = iwpy(o —iwe)E = (wpge + iwpgo) E (C.16)
We rewrite (C.16) as
VxVxE—-KE=VE (C.17)

where V' = w?g(e — €g) + iwppo and as before k? = w?ppep.
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We write E = E' 4+ E*® where the incident field E’ satisfies the unperturbed
equation

VxVXE —KE' =0
The scattered field E?® then satisfies
VXVXES—/{QES:VE,

which with the help of (C.1) can be written

E/Gkﬂr—r\( NE(r' k)dr. (C.18)

We note that (C.18) is of the form (C.10), where iknyJ = V E corresponds to the
effective currents in the scatterer that are induced by the incident field. The Fourier
transform of tknyJ is

iknod (ke™) = /e_ike+'r/V(r’)E(r’,k:)d3'r’ (C.19)

From (C.11) we therefore see that the upgoing wave E' = E® can be written

-1

ET(exy, 2 k) = 2ike

PL( )'/G_ikeJr'r/V('l"/)E( k‘)d3 / zk:ezz

C.2.2 Surface representation

Let V; be a region of sources to the incident field, and V; be a region containing all
the scatterers; see Figure 1. We denote the boundaries of V; and V; by S; and S,
respectively. From Green’s theorem and radiation conditions, the field between V;
and Vj is [6,8, 13]

—VX{VX// (e, |r — 7)) ()xmﬂ(»dy}
+V><// (k|7 —7'|) (0(r") x E(v")) dS’

; w{w// (hlr =) G xnHE) as'} (o)

+VX// (k, |r — 7'|) (0(r') x E(r')) dS'

) E(r), routside S; and S,
B 0, r inside S; or S,

where & denotes the outward unit normal vector and g is given by (C.3).
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We assume that the source region lies above the scattering region. Thus in the
empty layer between them, we have

B\(r) = 1V x {v x //g(k, i — #/]) (') x noH (1)) dS’}

+V><// (k. |r — 7)) (2(r) x B(r')) dS’ o

and

():—VX{VX// (oo lr — ']) ( (’)anH(r’))dS’}
-I—Vx// (k,|r —7'|) (0(r") x E(r")) dS’

The spatial Fourier transforms of E' and E! are then obtained by using (C.5)
with a minus sign in (C.21), and (C.5) with a plus sign in (C.22), respectively.
Comparing the results with (2.8) and (2.7), we see that [7]

E'(k,ey,) = —iket x {e x// T e e (D) x noH (1)) dS’}

(C.22)

(C.23)

—iketr’ [~ /

ket X//sz’ez ((r) x B(r)) dS

and
—1 P
l — - — —ike™ v’ [~ / / !
E'(k,e,) =—tke X {e X // 2%626 (w(r') x noH(r")) dS}

% (C.24)

g = -1 —ike™ v [~ 0ot / /
+ike™ x // —Zikeze (o(r') x E(r")) dS
S;

Certain of the operations in (C.23) and (C.24) have a physical interpretation. In
particular, calculations analagous to those of (C.4), which led to (C.6), show that
we can replace e* x e* x in (C.23) and (C.24) by —P, (e*)-. We also note that the
operator e x can be considered as a projection onto the plane perpendicular to e*
(i.e., the operator P (e*)) followed by a rotation of /2.

Appendix D The far-field amplitude, the scatter-
ing operator, and the reflection operator

In this appendix we consider the general problem of scattering of a fixed-frequency
plane wave by a bounded object.
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We write the electric field as
E=FE+FE° (D.1)
where the incident field E* is given by
Ei(r) = EVciker

D.1 The far-field amplitude
In the far field, the scattered field E° has the large-r asymptotic behavior

ikr

E*(r) = F(#, B e,k)

+ O((kr)™?)
Formulas for F' can be found from (C.10) or (C.22). For this, we make use of the
far-field expansion of g, which is [§]

ikr
drr

where d = max |r’|. To obtain a far-field expansion for the Green’s dyadic, we need
also the derivatives

g(k, |r —r']) = —e " (1+ O(kd?/r)) (1 +O(d/r)),

ikr

Vglh ) = it

7 e M (1 + O(kd?/r)) (1 +O(d/r)) (1 + O((kr)™)

and

; ezkr
2VVg(k: lr —7'|) =

p =i —e T (14 O(kd? /1)) (1+ O(d/r)) (1+ O((kr)™)) .

These calculations give rise to the expansion

ikr L,
Gk, |r—7') = 47WPL(1A“)6_”‘”""' (1+O(kd*/r)) (1+0O(d/r)) (14 O((kr)™") .
(D.2)
If E* = E' is given by (C.10), then from (C.2) and (D.2), we see that [5]
k32
F(?A",Eo,é,l{?)zl 770 /// zkr'r'J,r, EO )d3 /
(D.3)
Zk2770 0 -
= P : E
A J—( ) J(k’l‘, ) )
If E° = E' is given by the surface integral (C.22), then [§]
10 A ik? . NV / —ikPr’ Q!
F(r, E° e, :—r>< — 7 x (p(r') x nnH(r"))]e ds

(D.4)
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D.2 The scattering operator

Because the Maxwell equations are linear, the far-field amplitude must depend lin-
early on the incident field and in particular on the incident polarization E°. We can
thus write the far-field amplitude as

F(#,E° é k) =S(r e k) E% (D.5)

S is called the scattering dyadic [8].

D.3 The reflection operator

To obtain an explicit representation for the reflection operator, we choose E' in
(2.17) to be a delta function, and then work out explicitly what the scattered field
E' is. In particular, we take E'(e,,, 2, k) = E%(k(ey, — e,,)) exp(—ike.z), which
corresponds to the frequency-domain field E'(r, k) = E°exp(ike’ - r), where e/ =
(el —€.). With this notation, the corresponding upgoing field, which we denote by
E'(€.y, 2, k, E°, €'), is related to the reflection operator by

E'(ey,, 2 =0,k E° €)=R(ey, €, k) E°

zY?

We have calculated the upgoing field and the corresponding far-field amplitude
in two different ways, with a volume representation (D.3) and with a surface repre-
sentation (D.4).

D.3.1 Volume representation

From (C.11), we find that R can be written

k)-E°= 1P (e*) J(ke* E "), (D.6)

R Yo -
(eye 26,2

/
xyY?
where J(r, E°, e'”) are the effective currents induced in the scattering medium by
the incident field E'(r, k) = E°exp(ike’” - r). A comparison of (D.6) with (D.3)
shows that

-
R(eyy, €. k)-E° = UK

0 —_
xy’ - k2€ZF(e+’E 76/ 7k)

In the case of scattering by a dielectric, where (C.19) holds, (D.6) becomes

R(e,,, €., k) E°

xy?

1 L, _
= 5% P, (e")- /e_Z’“e+"’ V(rE(r' k,E° € )d*r. (D.7)
ike,

D.3.2 Surface representation

A comparison of (D.4) and (C.23) shows also that

B 211
 k2e,

R(e.,, €., . k) - E°

Ty’

F(e™ E" e k).
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Appendix E Reciprocity

In this section we prove the reciprocity relation (2.21). We denote by E* and E°
any two fields of the form (D.1) where
E;z r) = Eaeiké“-'r
D B
E;(r) = Ege™* ™,

where we have made the change of notation E* — E,.

Lemma E.1. If S is a smooth surface enclosing a reciprocal medium, the identity
//{Eabe—beH“}-f/dS:O (E.2)
S

holds. In other words, if inside S we have the constitutive relations

D(r) = co{e(r) - B(r) + m&(r) - H(r)}

B(r) = ~{¢(r)- B(r) + moulr) - H(r)}

Co

where the reciprocity conditions hold

then (E.2) holds.

Proof: By Gauss’ theorem, the left side of (E.2) is
I—// V-{E*x H"— E"x H"} dv
Vs

The integrand is
V-{E%(r) x H'(r) — E’(r) x H%(r)}
= (V x E*(r))- H"(r) — E*(r) - (V x H'(r)) (E.4)
—(V x E*(v)) - H*(r) + E°(v) - (V x H*(1)).
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In (E.4) we use the Maxwell equations and the constitutive relations to obtain

V- {E“(’r) x H'(r) — E*(r) x H“(T)}
— i HYr) - {G(r) - B(r) + mon(r) - HY(r)
+iweo BY(r) - {e('r) L E(r) + no&(r) - Hb(r)}

i H(r) - {C(r) - B (r) + mopslr) - HYr) )

Co

—iweo BV - {e(r) CE(r) + no€(r) - H“(r)}
- ino{Wpo("‘) (C(r) + & (r) - BX(r) + igH (r) - (pu(r) — p" (7)) - H* ()

+E(r) - (e(r) — €' (r)) - E'(r) = noH"(r) - (¢(r) + " (r)) - Eb(r)}

(E.5)

The conditions (E.3) for the reciprocity of the medium now show that the integrand
(E.5) is identically zero. QED.

Theorem E.1. (Reciprocity) Suppose that for E¢ and E? of the form (E.1), we
have

//{E“be—beH“}-f/dS:O, (E.6)
Ss

where Sy denotes a smooth surface within which all the scatterers are located. Then
S(—e*, e") = ST (—e" e). (E.7)

This theorem says that the transpose of the scattering dyadic for one set of
incident and observation directions is identical to the scattering dyadic if the incident
and the observation directions are reversed and interchanged.

Proof: The proof uses the following identity:

//{Ea ><Hb—beH“}-ﬁdS://{E“be—beH“}~1>dS, (E.8)
Skr Ss
where Sg denotes the sphere of radius R, R being chosen large enough so that S
lies entirely within Sg. This identity follows from Lemma E.1 in the case in which
the surface S is composed of two parts, S5 and Sg, between which we have vacuum
(which is a reciprocal medium). By hypothesis, the right side of (E.8) is zero.

On the left side of (E.8), we substitute the following expressions for the electric
fields on Sg:

kR
{E?(r) _ e | Bir) = B, et = +o((kR) )

b _ b _ikébr ikR
Filr) = Bae El(r) = F(i&")]

B +o((kR)™1)
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and the magnetic counterparts

- " . NG )
noH{(r) = & x Ege*e' ™ noHg(r) =7 x F(r,é") =t o((kR)™)
HOH?(’F) — &b x Egeikéb-r ) ikR

The integral over Si can be written as a sum of three terms.

//{E“be—beH“}-f/,d8:11+12+]3
Sr

where

(11://{E§><H§?—E§’><H§}-19d5
Skr

]2://{E§><H2—E‘S’><H§}-f/d5
Sk

13:/ {E{ xH"— E}x H'+ E* x H! — E" x H!} - 0 dS
\
The first integral [; vanishes by Lemma E.1, where the medium within S = Sg
is vacuum.

The second integral I is also seen to vanish in the limit R — oo, since the
integrand is proportional to

{F(f«,é“) x (i x F(ir,e") — F(i &) x (i x F(#
= o((kR)™?)

where we have used the “BAC-CAB” identity a x (b x ¢) = b(a - ¢) — ¢(a - b) and
i F(#,e)=0.

The remaining integral has to be evaluated more explicitly. The dominant part
of the integral I3 as R — oo is

sz
ol = / (B x (b x P, )7 — By x (i x F(i &) "

Vm X

D} # e+ o((kR) )

+ F(i,e") x (& x By — F'(7,e") x (&" x Eg)e*™} - i d

+o(R*(kR)™)
esz

R2

Y

/ {86 Fr &)1 3T — (By - F(i,e)(1 — - &)

(B 7)(F (&%) &) 1 (B 1) (B (7, &) - &)} dg
+o(R(kR) ),
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where df) denotes the measure on the unit sphere {2 and where we have again used
the BAC-CAB identity and 7 - F'(, &) = 0.
The generic integral that occurs here is

2w T
-\ tker dO = 9’ ikrcos@ _: 0 dod
é [ e | [ oot asas
i [T "of(0,9)

_ v ikr cos 0 |0=T . ikr cos 6
-/ { 10,0)¢" )7 /O e a0 }do

= (f(r=—&)e ™ — f(i = &)™) + O((kr)7?)

The I3 integral then is
o
mly = {284 F(—e'. &) — 2B} - F(=&’,&")
+(By - &) [F(—e"e") - (—&")] — (Ej-e") [F(—e",&") - (—&")]
)

+(EY- &) [F(eh,e) - &) e¥FF — (Ba - &%) [F(e”, e’ - &7 e%kR} +o(1)

(E.9)

where all the terms in square brackets vanish because 7 - F(7,e) = 0.
Since both sides of (E.8) are assumed to be zero, the expression in brackets in

(E.9) must also be zero. This shows that
E.S(—e", ") - Eb = Eb-S(—é’e") - B2, for all EX?

which is equivalent to (E.7). QED
This result holds for all scatterers for which the identity (E.6) holds. We showed
in Theorem D.1 that (E.6) holds for a reciprocal medium inside Ss. Note also that

(E.6) holds also for a smooth perfectly conducting object.
Notice that the integrand in the integral of (E.6) is continuous over the boundary

surface S;. We see this from
(B xH%) v=(0xE%)-H, =(0xE“) H".
=—-(UxHY) E*"=—-(0xH") E*=(E"“x<xH") ¥

and similarly for the second term.
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