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A NOTE ON TIME-HARMONIC MAXWELL EQUATIONS ON
RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

YERNAT M. ASSYLBEKOV

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider boundary value problems in electro-
magnetism. We prove well-posedness results for the time-harmonic Maxwell
equations in the setting of Riemannian manifolds. We also consider the eigen-
value problem the homogeneous time-harmonic Maxwell equations with zero
boundary conditions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the current note, which serves as the author’s personal reference, we consider
boundary value problems in electromagnetism. We prove well-posedness results for
the time-harmonic Maxwell equations in the setting of Riemannian manifolds. Some
of these results are well known for bounded domains in R?; see classical references
[6, 11]. To the best of author’s knowledge, there are few related literatures on
Riemannian geometries [5, 8, 9, 10]. However, these results assume that either
electromagnetic parameters being constantly one or too regular.

Let (M, g) be a compact 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with smooth bound-
ary. By d and * we denote the exterior derivative and the Hodge star operator on
(M, g), respectively. Consider the time-harmonic Maxwell equations for complex
1-forms F and H
xdF = iwuH
e (L.1)
xdH = —iweFE,
where w > 0 is a fixed frequency. The complex functions g and e represent the
material parameters (permettivity and permeability, respectively). We assume that
e, are in L>°(M) and satisfy

Ree,Rep >c¢ (1.2)

for some constant ¢ > 0.

Let 2 : 9M < M be the canonical inclusion. Then we introduce tangential trace of
m-forms by

t: OO (M) = C°Q™(OM), t(w) ="(w), weCCN"(M).
We work with the following Hilbert space which is the largest domain of d acting

on m-forms:

HyQ™(M) := {w € L*Q™(M) : dw € L*Q™ (M)}
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endowed with the inner product

(w1|w2)Hde(M) = (w1|w2)LQQm(M) + (dw1|dw2)me+1(M)
and the corresponding norm ”wH?{de(M) = (w|w)g,om ). Then the tangen-
tial trace operator has its extensions to bounded operators t : HyQ™ (M) —
H=Y2Qm(OM) and t : H'Q™(M) — H'Y/?Q™(OM). In fact, t is bounded from
H;Q™(M) into

THQ™(OM) = {t(w) : w € HyQ"™ (M)}

with the topology defined by the norm

||f||THde(8M) = inf{||w||Hde(M) : t(’LU) = f, w e Hde(M)}
We refer the reader to Section 3 for more details. Let us now state our main results.

For a given f € TH Q'Y (OM), we consider the time-harmonic Maxwell equations
(1.1) with the tangential boundary condition t(E) = f, where w € C is fixed.

The following theorem is the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,g) be a compact 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with
smooth boundary. Suppose €, € L>(M) satisfy (1.2). There is a discrete subset ¥
of C such that for all w ¢ X and for a given f € TH QY (OM) the Mazwell equation
(1.1) with t(E) = f has a unique solution (E, H) € HaQ' (M) x HyQ' (M) satisfying

|EN za00 vy + | H [ ra00 vty < CllflITH01 000)
for some constant C > 0 independent of f.
To prove Theorem 1.1, we consider the following non-homogeneous problem. Let

Je and J,,, be 1-forms on M representing current sources. We consider the non-
homogenous time-harmonic Maxwell equations

xdF = iwuH + Jp,, (1.3)
*dH = —iweE + J, '

We also work with the space of differential forms in HyQ!'(M) with zero tangential
traces

HyoQN(M) = {w € HyQ(M) : t(w) = 0}.

Our second main result is as follows.
Theorem 1.2. Let (M,g) be a compact 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with
smooth boundary. Suppose e,p € L>®(M) satisfy (1.2) and Jo, Jm € L?*QY(M).
There is a discrete subset &2 of C such that for all w ¢ 3 the Mazwell’s system (1.3)
has a unique solution (E, H) € Hy QY (M) x HQY (M) satisfying

1EN a0 ) + 1H || my00 (1) < O el 20 (ar) + [[Jm | 201 (1))
for some constant C > 0 independent of J. and J,,.

Finally, we also consider the eigenvalue problem for the boundary value problem

{*dE = wpH,

d t(E)=0 1.4
dl] — —iep 4 HE) (14)
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under the additional assumption that both € and p are real-valued.

Theorem 1.3. Let (M,g) be a compact 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with
smooth boundary and let e, € L™ (M) be real-valued and satisfying (1.2). There
is a sequence of positive numbers {wy}72 | and the corresponding sequence

{(en, hi)}721 € Hao' (M)o,e x Ha¥' (M),
satisfying

(1.5)

*dek = iwkuhk,
*dhk = —iwkaek.

The eigenvalues wy, > 0 have finite multiplicity, 0 < w1 < ws < --+ — 00 as k — oco.
The set {ex}32, forms an orthonormal basis in HgoQ' (M), with respect to the
inner product (-,-)rza1(ar) = (€ - |)r2q1 () and the set {hi}32, forms a basis in
Hy QY (M), which is orthonormal with respect to the inner products (-, ')Lﬁﬂl(M) =
(1 - |-) 21 (ary- Moreover, w = 0 is an eigenvalue as well with infinite dimensional
eigenspace Hy o(0, Q1 (M)) x Hq(0,Q(M)), where Hy o(0, Q2 (M)) := Hy Q' (M) N
Hq(0,9Q1(M)).

These results were obtained for bounded domains in the Euclidean space R? as-
suming J,, = 0; see [6, 11] and references therein. On Riemannian manifolds,
Theorem 1.1 was proven in [5] under the assumption that e, u € C*(M), k > 2.

We would also like to remark that our results are stated for the case when € and p
are independent of the frequency w. However, there are many applications where
the electromagnetic parameters depend on w. For instance, in lossy materials,
€ =¢p+io/wand u > 0 where g > 0 and ¢ > 0. The methods used in the present
paper can be extended to this particular case as in [6, 11].

Structure of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we briefly
present basic facts on differential forms and trace operators. Then in Section 3 we
show that the trace operators can be extended to Hy2"™ (M) and to the closely
related space HsQ™(M). In that section we study some other important properties
of those spaces. Next, in Section 4 we prove appropriated Helmholtz decompositions
for 1-forms and certain compact embedding results. Sections 5, 6 and 7 are devoted
to proofs of main results.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we briefly present basic facts on differential forms and trace operators.
For more detailed exposition we refer the reader to the manuscript of Schwarz [12].

Let (M, g) be a compact oriented n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with smooth
boundary. The inner product of tangent vectors with respect to the metric g is
denoted by (-,-),, and | - |, is the notation for the corresponding norm. By |g| we
denote the determinant of g = (g;;) and (g%) is the inverse matrix of (g;;). Finally,
there is the induced metric +*g on M which gives a rise to the inner product (-, ).+,
of vectors tangent to OM.
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2.1. Basic notations for differential forms. In what follows, for F' some func-
tion space (C*, LP, H*, etc.), we denote by FQ™ (M) the corresponding space of
m-forms. In particular, the space of smooth m-forms is denoted by C*°Q"™(M).
Let % : C°Q™(M) — C°Q"™(M) be the Hodge star operator. For real valued
7,¢ € C®°Q™(M), the inner product with respect to g is defined in local coordinates
as

n, Qg = x(nA*¢) = gt 'giMjmnil...iMle...jm-
This can be extended as a bilinear form on complex valued forms. We also write
112 = (n,7)g. The inner product on L*Q™ (M) is defined as

(77|<)LQQ7”(M) - /M<naz>g dV01g = /MT] A *Zv 777< € LQQm(M)v

where d'Vol, = x1 = |g|1/2 dxz' A--- A da™ is the volume form. The corresponding
norm is || - H%QQM(M) = (-|-)z2m (). Using the definition of the Hodge star operator
*, it is not difficult to check that

(IQ)2am(ary = (*0] * ) p2an—m (ar).- (2.1)
Let d : C°Q™(M) — C*Q™+ (M) be the external differential. Then the codiffer-
ential § : C°Q™(M) — C®Q™ (M) is defined as

(dnlC) L2m (ary = (N10C) L2om—1 (A1)

for all n € CgEQ™ L (M™Y), ¢ € C°Q™(M). The Hodge star operator * and the
codifferential § have the following properties when acting on C>°Q"(M):

w2 = (=1)mn=m) 5 — (—ymmm)mndmel (), (2.2)
For a given & € C*Q! (M), the interior product ig : C°Q™ (M) — C*Q™ 1 (M) is
the contraction of differential forms by &. In local coordinates,
ien = 9”& Mjir in_1r N E CTQ(M).
The interior product acts on exterior products in the following way
ie(nNCQ) =ign AC+ (=)™ Nig¢, n € CZQ™(M), ¢ € CFOM(M).  (2.3)

It is the formal adjoint of &, in the inner product (-,-), on real valued forms, and
has the following expression

ien = (=MD s (€ Axn), e CQ™(M). (2.4)
Using this, one can also show that
(fw) = fow —igw, [feC®(M), weCTQ™(M). (2.5)

The Hodge Laplacian acting on Q" (M) is defined by —A = dd + dd.
Finally, the inner product on L?Q™ (M) is given by

(u|v) L2am o) = / (U, 0)y+g doans s u,v € L*Q™(OM),
oM

where (-, -),+4 is extended as a bilinear form on complex forms on M, and dogyr =
1*(i,d Voly) is the volume form on OM induced by d Vol,.
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2.2. The normal and parallel parts of differential forms. The outward unit
normal v to M can be extended to a vector field near M by parallel transport
along normal geodesics (initiating from M in the direction of —v), and then to a
vector field on M via a cutoff function. For w € C*Q"™ (M), we introduce

nL=v AL, =00
Using (2.3), one can see that 4,71 = i,7, so 4,7 = 0. Since t(v) = 0, we also have

t(nL) =0, so t(n) = t(n)). It is clear that v Ay = 0.

2.3. Integration by parts. Let us first prove the following simple result which
will be used in formulating integration by parts formula in appropriate way.

Lemma 2.1. If n € C*®°Q™(M) and ( € C*°Q™ (M), then for an open subset
' C OM the following holds

() [t(i.C)) L20m (1) Z/Ft(n/\*f).

Proof. First, we show that (1,4,(), doan = t(n A *(). Since (v A1, )y = (1,i,C)g,
we have

M, i) gdoar = (W AN, Qg doan = (v A1, C)gt(i,d Voly) = t(i, (v An) A *C)).
Using (2.3) and t(v) = 0, this gives

(n,iC)g doans = t(n A Q) — t(v) At(in(n AxC)) = t(n A ().
Next, we show that (n,i,()y = (t(n),t(i,())»y on OM. Indeed, observe that
(i,¢) L = 0. Therefore, i,¢ = (i,¢)| and hence on OM we get
1,y = 01, (0 C))g = (s (0O g = (60), 6600y = (607), (i hamg-

Collecting all these, we get (£(1),t(i,())s g doan = t(n A xC). Finally, integrating
over I' C OM we get the result. O

For n € C°0™(M) and ¢ € C>*Q™*TL (M), using Stokes’ theorem, Lemma 2.1 (with
I' = 0M) and (2.2), we have the following integration by parts formula for d and ¢

(t()[t(i.C)) L2amaar) = (dN|C) L2am+1(ary — (MOC) L2am (ar) - (2.6)

2.4. Extensions of trace operators. The tangential trace operator t has an ex-
tension to a bounded operator from H'Q™(M) to HY?Q™(dM). Moreover, for
every f € HY2Q™(OM), there is u € H'Q™ (M) such that t(u) = f and
lullzremany < Cllf [l arr2am@an;
see [12, Theorem 1.3.7] and comments.
Next, the operator t(i, -) is bounded from H'Q™ (M) to H/?Q™=*(9M). More-
over, for every h € HY/2Qm™=1(OM), there is ¢ € H'Q™(M) such that t(i,¢) = h
and
1<z amany < CllRllg12am-1an)-
In fact, we can take ( = v A w, where w € H*Q™~1(M) such that t(w) = h and
wll zram-1(ar) < CllAll g120m-1(000)-



6 YERNAT M. ASSYLBEKOV

Finally, if f € HY2Q™(0M) and h € H'/2Q™~1(OM), there is ¢ € H*Q™ (M) such
that t(¢) = £, t(i,€) = h and
€l zram ary < Ol grrzam oy + CllBI mr20m—1 (001

This time, we can take { = uj + (1, where u € H'Q™(M) such that t(u) = f
and [Jull gram(ary < Cllf [l grrzamoar and ¢ € H'Q™(M) such that t(i,¢) = h and
< zram ary < ClR| g1/20m-1(a01)-

3. PROPERTIES OF H Q™ (M) AND HsQ2"™ (M) SPACES

Let (M, g) be a compact oriented n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with smooth
boundary. In this paper we work with the Hilbert spaces HgQ™ (M) and HsQY™ (M)
which are the largest domains of d and ¢, respectively, acting on m-forms:

H Q™(M) := {w € L*Q™(M) : dw € L*Q™ (M)},

Hs;Q™(M) := {u € L*Q™(M) : du € L*Q™ (M)}
endowed with the inner products

(w1 |w2) gyam (ary = (wi|w2) p2omary + (dwi|dws) L2om+1(ary s
(urlu2) msomary = (waluz) L2am ) + (Gur]duz) p2om-1(ar)
and the corresponding norms
[l Fy0m ary = (@) rgomany, el Fyoman = (ulw) myam -

In the present section we prove some important properties of these spaces.
3.1. Trace operators. In this subsection we show that there are bounded exten-
sionst : HyQ™(M) — H=Y2Q™(@M) and t(i,, - ) : HsQ" (M) — H~/2Q™(OM).
Let (-]-)anr be the distributional duality on M naturally extending (-|-) L2qm @anr)
Proposition 3.1. (a) The operator t : H'Q™(M) — H'Y?Q™(OM) has its ex-
tension to a bounded operator t : HgQ™(M) — H~'/2Q™(OM) and the following
integration by parts formula holds

t(mIt(inQ))on = (dn|C) L2am+1(ary — (M0C) L2 (ar)
for all n € HyQY™(M) and ¢ € H*Q™TL (M)
(b) The operator t(iy,-) : H'Q™TY(M) — HY2Q™(OM) has its extension to a
bounded operator t(i, -) : Hs Q" (M) — H=Y2Q™(OM) and the following inte-
gration by parts formula holds

(t(i.Q)[t(n)onr = (Cldn) L2am+1(ary — (6¢IM) L2 (ar)
for all ¢ € HsQ™ (M) and n € H'Q™(M).
Now we introduce the following space on the boundary O M

TH Q™ (OM) := {t(w) : w € HyQ™ (M)},
THsQ™(OM) := {t(iyu) : u € HsQ™(M)}
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endowed with the norms
||f||THde(8M) = inf{||w||Hde(M) : t(’LU) = f, w e Hde(M)},
P\l Esm onry = f{||ull gy0m (ary : t(u) = h, uw € HsQ™(M)}.

Then Proposition 3.1 implies that the operators t : H;Q™ (M) — TH Q™ (OM) and
t: HsQ™(M) — THsQ™(OM) are bounded under these topologies.

Proof. Let us first prove part (a). Let w € C®Q™(M) and f € HY2Q™(OM).
Then using integration parts formula (2.6), we have

(t(w)[f)2am@rry = (8(w)[(i.C)) L2am (o)
= (dw|¢)2om+1(ary — (W]0C) L2am (M),

where ¢ € H'Q™ (M) such that t(i,¢) = f and [[C[| gram+1(ar) < Cll f |2 r20m (o) -
Then

|(t(w)[f)L2m@r)| < Cllwllgaamoan K mram+rary < Cllwllaaom o | fla120m @ar)-

Therefore, t can be extended to a bounded operator HyQ™ (M) — H~Y2Q™(0M).
In fact, if n € HgQ™ (M), then we define t(n) as

([t C))on = (dnlC) L2am+1(ary — (N0C) L2m (A1)

where ¢ € HIQ™H1(M).

Now we prove part (b). Let w € C®Q™T1 (M) and f € H'/?2Q™(OM). Then using
integration parts formula (2.6), we have

(t(iw)|f)L2am@am) = (L w)[t(w))L2am @)
= (w|du)p2qm+1(ary — (dw|u)L2am (ary

where u € H'Q™(M) such that t(u) = f and |[ullgromary < Clfllmi/zam@an-
Therefore, we can estimate

|(t (G w)| ) L2am aan)| < Cllwllgzam+ran IS a1 am () < Cllwll gyam+1(an [1f | g1/20m @9 -

Thus, t(i, - ) can be extended to a bounded operator H;Q"+1 (M) — H~1/2Q™(0M).
In fact, if ¢ € HsQ™ (M) we define t(i,(¢) as

(t(@Olt(n)om = (C|d77)L2Qm+1(M) - (6C|77)L2$lm(M)a
where n € H1Q™(M). O
3.2. Embedding property. We will also need the following embedding result.

Proposition 3.2. If u € HyQ™ (M) N H;Q™ (M) with t(u) € HY/?Q™(OM), then
ue H'Q™(M) and

ull rrm ary < C (lull gaam ey + 10wl L2gm-1 (ar) + ||t(u)||H1/2nm(aM))

for some constant C > 0 independent of w.
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In Euclidean setting, this was proven in the case m = 1 by Costabel [2]; see also
[6, 11]. Here we give a new proof, which can be carried out over manifolds and for
arbitrary m. Our proof is based on the following result from [12]. We write

HE(M) :={uec H'Q™(M):du=0, su=0, t(u)=0}.
Lemma 3.3. Let k > 0 be an integer. Given w € H*Q™H(M), v € HFQ™1(M)
and h € H*LQ™ (M), there is a unique p € H*T1Q™ (M), up to a form in H7 (M),
that solves
dp =w, i =v, t()=1t(h)
if and only if
dw =0, t(w)=t(dh), dv=0
and
(wx)L2am+1ary = (ML X)) L2am@ary, (VA L2gm-1(ar) =0
for all x € HpTH (M), X € HY~H(M). Moreover, 1 satisfies the estimate
[l me+1am ary SO ([wll ram+sary + 0l aram—1(ay)
+ C(It(h) | zresrr20monry + I6CR) | grisrr20m—m oar) ) -
Proof. Follows from [12, Theorem 3.2.5]. O
Proof of Proposition 3.2. For a given u € H Q™ (M) N HsQ™ (M), write w = du €
L2Qm (M) and v = du € L?Q™Y(M). Since t(u) € HY2Q™(0M), by discussion
in Section 2.4 there is h € H*Q™ (M) such that t(h) = t(u), t(i,h) = 0 and
Al zramary < ClER) || grr20m aar) = CllE(W) | mr/20m oar)- (3.1)
We wish to use Lemma 3.3, and hence we need to show that w, v and h satisfy the

hypothesis of Lemma 3.3. Obviously, we have dw = 0 and dv = 0. Integrating by
parts and using that t(u) = t(h), we can show that for all x € H3 (M)

(wlx)p2om+1ary = (dulx)p2om+1ary = (E(R)[t(iuX)) L20m (a1

Similary for all A € H3~ "' (M), using the integration by parts formula in part (b)
of Proposition 3.1, we can show that

(V[N L2@m-1(a) = (6u[A) p2qm-1(ar) = —(t(iu)[t(A))onr = 0.

Next, we show that t(w) = t(dh). For arbitrary ¢ € H'/2Qm+Y(OM), as dis-
cussed in Section 2.4, there is ¢ € H'Q™T2(M) such that t(i, () = ¢. Then, using
integration by parts formulas in Proposition 3.1, we get

(t(w)lp)onr = (t(du)|t(iC))onr = —(du|dC) 2gm+1(ary = —(E(w)[€(i6C))ons-
Since t(u) = t(h), using integration by parts formulas in Proposition 3.1, gives

(t(w)lp)ons = = (t(h)[t(iv0C))ars = —(dh|6C) 2amrrary = (E(dR)|@)on,
which implies t(w) = t(dh). Therefore, applying Lemma 3.3 we find ) € HQ™ (M)
such that di) = w, §¢ = v and t(¢)) = t(h) = t(u) and satisfying
[l ramary <O ([[wllzzom+sany + 0]l L2om-1(ar))
+ C(It(u)ll zr1/20m o1y + IEER) | gr1/20m-m oar ) -
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Using boundedness of t : H'Q"~"(M) — H'Y2Q" (M) and (3.1),
ItC<P) | mrrr2n-monry < Cllxh|lgign-man < Clhllgraman < Cllt(w) | gr2om @oar)-
Therefore, 1) satisfies the estimate

19l gram ) < C(lwllL2ameran + vl L2om-1any + 16| grr20m oary) -

Write p = u — 1, then dp = 0 and dp = 0. Therefore, p solves —Ap = 0 with
t(p) = 0, t(6p) = 0. By [12, Theorem 2.2.4], it follows that p = 0. This clearly
implies the result. g

3.3. Density properties. In this subsection we prove the following two results
regarding the density of C*°Q™ (M) in both HyQ™ (M) and HsQ™(M).

Proposition 3.4. The space C°Q™(M) is dense in HsQ™(M).

Proof. The statement is equivalent to showing that if u € HsQ™ (M) is orthogonal
to C°Q™(M) in HsQ™(M)-inner product, then u = 0. Suppose that

(u|¢)Hgﬂm(M) = (U|¢)L2QM(M) + (5u|5¢>L2QM*1(M) =0, ¢eC™Q™(M). (3.2)
Let M be a compact manifold with smooth boundary such that M CC Mint and
let by ¢ on M we denote a smooth extension of g from M to M. Let u and du

denote the extensions of u and §u to M by zero. It is clear that @ € LQQW(M) and
Su € L2Q™~1(M). By (3.2), u and du satisfy

(a|¢)L29m(1\'}[’) + (5u|6¢)L29m—1(1\7) =0, ¢€ CgOQm(Mint)'
This in particular implies that v = —dou. Since T € LQQm(]T/[/), we have u €
Hy0Q™ Y(M). Therefore, du = du|p € HgQ™ 1(M) N HsQ™ Y(M). Since du =0
in M \ M, we have t(éu) = t(du) = 0 on OM. Then by Proposition 3.2, du €
H'Q=Y(M). There is a sequence {¢x}22, C CPQ™1(M™) such that ||du —

Okl Hrom—1(ar) — 0 as k — oo. Note also that, in particular, (3.2) gives u = ddu.
Using all these facts, we can show that

(ulu) L2am (ar) + (du|0u) L2gm-1(ary = (u|ddu) 2qm (ar) + (du|6u)L20m-1(ar)

= kli)ngo [(uldér) L2om (ary + (Juldr) L20m—1 ()]

= kli)rf;o [(d5U|d¢k)me(M) + (5u|¢k)L2Qm*1(M)]-
Integrating by parts and using (3.2), we get

(ulw) L2am (ar) + (Guldu) L2m—1 (ar)
= lim [(3uldder) L2om vy + (uldér) L2am—1(a)] = 0.

This implies u = 0 as desired. g
Proposition 3.5. The space C°Q™(M) is dense in HgQQ™(M).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.4 using the fact that the Hodge star operator
* is an isometry between Hy Q™ (M) and HsQ" ™ (M). O
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4. HELMHOLTZ DECOMPOSITIONS AND COMPACT EMBEDDING RESULTS

Let (M, g) be a compact oriented n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with smooth
boundary. Throughout the section we assume that o € L°° (M) such that Rea > ¢
for some constant ¢ > 0.

4.1. Helmholtz decompositions of H;Q'(M), H, Q' (M) and L?QY(M). For
the proof of Theorem 1.2, we will use Helmholtz type decomposition of HgoQ (M)
and L?Q!'(M) suitable for Maxwell’s equations. For the proofs we closely follow
[11], see also [6].
Define the spaces

L*QN (M), : = {w € L*Q" (M) : (cwl|dh) r201(ar) = 0, h € Hy (M)},

HyQ' (M)a : = {w € HaQ' (M) : (aw|p) 201wy = 0, ¢ € Ha(0, Q' (M))},
HaoQ (M), : = {w € HyoQ" (M) : (cw|dh)r201(ar) =0, h € Hy(M)}.
Proposition 4.1. The space dHi (M) = {dh € L?*QY(M) : h € H} (M)} is closed
in L2QY (M) and in HqoQ'(M), and the following orthogonal decompositions hold
L*QN (M) = L*QY(M)o,0 @ dHg (M), (4.1)

HaoQ' (M) = HaoQ' (M)o,o ® dHg (M), (4.2)
where all of the projection operators are bounded. Moreover, the projection of
Ha oY (M) onto HyqoQ(M)g.o is the restriction of the projection of L2Q(M) onto
L2QY (M) o-
Proof. To prove closedness of dH} (M) in L*Q' (M), consider a sequence {hy}7; C
H{ (M) such that ||dhy — ullp201(ary — 0 as k — oo for some u € L*QY(M).
In particular, {dh;}?°, is a Cauchy sequence in L?Q'(M). Then by Poincaré
inequality, {hx}52, is a Cauchy sequence in L?(M). Hence, {hy}3°, is a Cauchy
sequence in H'(M). Therefore, u = dh for some h € HY(M). Finally, by closedness
of H}(M) in HY(M), we have h € Hi(M).
Next, to prove closedness of dH{ (M) in Hy oQ' (M), consider a sequence {hy}32, C
H}(M) such that ||dhy — ul| 201 () — 0 as k — oo for some u € HaoQN(M). In
particular, {dhy }72 ; is a Cauchy sequence in L2Q!(M). Since dhy, = 0 for all k > 1,
{dhy}32., is a Cauchy sequence in L?(M). Therefore, u = dh for some h € H'(M).
Finally, by closedness of dH} (M) in L2QY(M), we have h € H}(M).
To prove (4.1 — 4.2), consider the sesquilinear form A on dH} (M) defined as

A(dh,dh') = (adh|dh') 201 (ary,  hoh' € Hy(M).

It is clear that

|A(dh, dh')| < C||dh]| L2 (v lldR' || L20r (ar)
and that

Re A(dh, dh) = (Re(a)dh|dh) 201 (ary > clldh|T 2010

Thus, the form A is strictly coercive on dHJ (M). For a given e € L?Q*(M), consider
the bounded linear functional £, : dH} (M) — C defined as

Ee (dh/) = (Oé€|dh/)L291 (M)-
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Applying the Lax-Milgram’s lemma (see e.g. [11, Lemma 2.21]), we obtain a bounded
linear operator G : L?QY (M) — H}(M) such that
l(dh) = A(Ge,dh), ec L*QY(M), K € H}(M).
This implies that
(a(e — dGe)|dh') 2o (ary =0, h' € Hy(M), (4.3)
and hence e — dGe € L*QY (M) q-

Thus, we can claim that every e € L2Q(M) can be uniquely decomposed as e =
eo + dh where eg = (e — dGe) € L*QY (M), and h = Ge € Hi(M). Hence, we
have shown (4.1).

If e € HyoQ' (M), then ey = e — dGe € Hy o' (M) since

t(eg) = t(e) — t(dGe) = —daonr(Ge)lon = 0.
From (4.3) we also can see that ey € HgoQ'(M)o . This gives the decomposi-
tion (4.2). O

It is easy to see that closedness of dH} (M) in L2QY (M) imply closedness of the for-
mer in HgQ(M). Moreover, the sesquilinear form A in the proof of Proposition 4.1
can be defined on Hy(0,Q'(M)); see the definition of the latter space below. The
same is true for the linear functional £.. Furthermore, the latter makes sense even
for e € L?QY(M). Therefore, the similar arguments, but L2Q!(M) replaced by
Ha o0 (M) and dH} (M) replaced by Hg(0,Q(M)), imply the following result.

Proposition 4.2. The space dHi (M) is closed in HyQ'(M) and the following
orthogonal decomposition holds

HUQ (M) = Hy (M) ® Ha(0,Q' (M), (4.4)
where
Ha(0,Q"(M)) = {p € Hi2' (M) : dp = 0}

and all of the projection operators are bounded.

4.2. Compact embedding results. We will also need the following results on
compact embedding of HyoQ(M) N HsQY (M) and HgoQH(M)g o into L2QY(M).

Proposition 4.3. The inclusion HqoQ'(M) N HsQY (M) < L*QY(M) is compact
Proof. Follows from Proposition 3.2 and the compactness of the embedding

H'QY M) — L*QY (M),
see e.g. [12, Theorem 1.3.6]. O

The following compact embedding result is originally due to Weber [14] in Euclidean
case.

Proposition 4.4. The inclusion HyqoQ'(M)g o < L*QY(M) is compact.
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Proof. We prove this result following [1, Proposition 2.28]. Consider a bounded
sequence {ug}, C HgyoQ'(M)o,n. Using the Helmholtz decomposition in (4.2)
for « = 1, we can write each wu; uniquely as u, = ué,k + dh,lc, where ué)k €
de()Ql(M)oyl and hllc S H&(M) Since (uk|dh,1€)L291(M) = (dhﬂdh}c)[lzgl(M), we
have ||dhi || g 00 () < |Jukl m,01 () and hence

Hu(lJ,kHHdQl(M) < Cllukll o0 (ar)-

Thus, the sequence {ug ;. }72, C HaoQ'(M)o,1 is bounded. Since Hy Q' (M)o1 C
HyoQ' (M) N HsQY (M), Proposition 4.3 implies that there is u € L2Q(M) and a
subsequence {ug ., }77_, such that

lu—ugpllr20i(ary >0 as kK — oo. (4.5)

Now, using the Helmholtz decomposition in (4.1), we can write u uniquely as u =
u® + dh®, where u® € L*Q'(M)g,o and h* € Hj(M). Then

((u® = up)|(u® = upr)) L2 (ar) = (@(u® = up)[(u® + dh® —wps + dhyy)) 1201 ()
= (a(u® —up)|(u — ué,k’))Lle(M)'
Together with (4.5) this gives that
[u® = upll 201y < Cllu = ug g |l 20y = 0 as K — oo

Thus, the subsequence {uy }$9_, converges to u® in L2QY(M). The proof is com-
plete. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

For the proof, we follow the standard variational-methods used in [3, 6, 7, 11].
Substituting the second equation of (1.3) into the first equation of (1.3), we obtain
the following second-order equation

S(ptdE) — w?eE = iwJ. + *d(p ). (5.1)
If we find a unique solution E € HgoQ'(M) of this equation satisfying
||E||Hdﬂl(M) < C(||Je||L2szl(M) + ||Jm||L291(M)),
defining H = —iw tp=t(*dE — J,,) we obtain a unique (E, H) € HgoQ' (M) x
H QY (M) solving the Maxwell equations (1.3) and hence satisfying
12N aa00 (an) + 1H | mg0r ary < C1JellLzar ) + ([ Imll L2012 (ar))-
Therefore, the problem is reduced to finding a unique E € H,oQ!(M) such that
(M_ldE|d€/)L2sz2(M) - (W2EE|€/)L2QI(M) (5.2)
= (iwJele") r201(ary + (0" * Im|de’) L202 (ar) '
for all ¢’ € Hy oQH(M).

Using (4.2), we can decompose E uniquely as E = Eg+dh, where Ey € Hq oQ'(M)o .
and h € H}(M). Since iwe=1J. € L2QY(M), this can be uniquely decomposed as
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iwe ], = Jeo + dje, where Jo o € L*QY(M)o . and j. € H}(M). We note here
that
ellzr(ary < CllJell 201 (ar)- (5.3)
Using these decompositions, (5.2) can be written as
(MfldE0|d€/)L2QZ(M) — (W2EEQ|€/)LZQI(M) — (wQEdh|e/)L291(M)
= (eJeole’) L2 an) + (edjele’) 201 (ary + (1" % Jmlde’) L202 (any
for all ¢’ € Hy oQ(M).

Our first step is to extract h from (5.4). For this, use ¢/ = dh’ for arbitrary
h' € HY(M) in (5.4). Since Eg € HqoQ'(M)o . and J. o € L*Q'(M)gc, we obtain

—(wedh|dh’) 201 (ar) = (edje|dh’) 201 (ar)
for all b’ € H}(M). We rewrite this as
(ed(w?h + je)|dh") 201 (ar) = 0
and take h' = w?h + j.. Then we obtain A’ = 0, which implies that h = —w™2j,.
Now, we use h = —w~2j. in (5.4) and get

(5.4)

(MfldE0|de/)L292(M) — (w25E0|e’)L291(M)
= (eJeole) r2arany + (" % Jmlde’) 202 (ar)
for all ¢/ € HyoQ(M). Thus, our next step is to find a unique Eq € Hg oQ'(M)g
satisfying
S(utdEy) —w?eFy = eJeo 4+ 6(u™t % ). (5.5)
To solve this equation, we need the following result on existence of a solution oper-
ator

Proposition 5.1. There are a constant A\ > 0 and a bounded linear map T) :
(HaoQ (M) — Haq oY (M) such that

S(ptdT\u) + NeThu =u, u€ (HqoQ (M)) (5.6)
and

Tr(6(u~tde) + Nee) = e, e € HqoQ'(M).

Further, if (u,dh')p; = 0 for all b’ € H} (M), then Thu € HqoQ'(M)o.. Moreover,
if € and p are positive, then Tx|r201(ar) s self-adjoint with respect to the L2QY(M)-
inner product.

Here and in what follows, (-, -) ps is the duality between (Hy0Q(M))" and Hg oQ' (M)
naturally extending the L?Q!(M)-inner product.

Proof. Consider the bilinear form on H,oQ!'(M)
Ble,e') := (n'de|de') r2q2(ar),  €,€ € HaoQ' (M).
Then
|B(e,e)| < Cllell gyt anll€ || ma o0t (a)-
It is also easy to see that

Re B(e,e) > COHdeH%?Q?(M) 2 COHe”%dQl(M) - COHeH%?Ql(M)
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for some constants ¢g, Cy > 0 independent of e. Thus, there is constant A > 0 such
that the form B(e,e’) + (Aeele) 201 (ary is strictly coercive on Hg o' (M). In fact,
we can take A\ > 0 satisfying A > Cy/ minys Re(e). Applying the Lax-Milgram’s
lemma, we obtain a bounded linear operator T : (Hz,0Q'(M)) — Hq o2 (M) such
that

(MfldT)\u|de/)L292(M) + ()\ET)\U|6/)L291(M) = (u, €/>M (5.7)
for all u € (HgoQ'(M)) and ¢’ € HyoQ (M), where (-,-)p is the duality be-
tween (HgoQ'(M)) and HqoQ'(M). Thus, Ty is the operator which maps u €
(Ha,0Q' (M))' to the unique solution e € Hy oQ'(M) of §(p~1tde) + lee = u.

In particular, if (u,dh’)p = 0 for all b’ € H}(M), setting ¢’ = dh’ in (5.7) we get
(eTauldh') 201 (ary = 0 and hence Thu € Hy o (M) .
To prove that T} is self-adjoint, suppose o, ¢’ € L2QY(M). Then

(Taele') L2 vy = (Tapld (™ dTrg") + AeTag) 201 (ar)

1 AT ldTag') r202(ar) + (AT Tag') L2001 (an)

§(n~1dTag) + AeTap| Tae) 20 (an)
o Tr¢") L2001 (M1)-
Thus, T} = T. O

= (
= (
= (

Then Ey € HyoQ (M)g, solves (5.5) if and only if
Eo — (W2 + NTaEo = Ty (eJeo + 0(u~ " % ) (5.8)

where TA = Thom.oP., m. is multiplication by ¢, and P is the bounded orthogonal
projection of L2Q! (M) onto L2Q!(M)g . constructed in Proposition 4.1. Note that
for all b’ € H}(M) we have

(edeo + 0(p™ % J), dh ) ar = (ede0ldh ) p2an (ary + (1 % i |d(dR')) p2q2(ar) = 0,
since Je o € L2§21(M)07€. Therefore, by the second part of Proposition 5.1, this
implies that T (sJe)o +0(ut x Jm)) € Ha o (M)o.e.

Second part of Proposition 5.1 implies also that T,\ can be considered as a bounded
linear operator

Ty o LY (Moo 25 L2QN(M)g1 =2 Hy o0 (Mo — L2Q' (M) 25 L2QY (M),

)

and

Tt L2QY (Mo 25 L2QN (M1 —2 Hy o0 (M)o.c. (5.9)
The equation (5.8) has a unique solution Ejy if and only if either w? = —\ or (w? +

A)~! ¢ Spec(Ty). By Proposition 4.4, the inclusion Hy Q' (M) < L2Q' (M) is
compact. This implies that Ty is compact as an operator from L2Q (M) . to itself.
According to Fredholm’s alternative (see e.g. [4, Theorem 0.38]), this implies that
0 ¢ Spec(Ty) and Spec(T}) is discrete. Therefore, (5.8) has a unique solution Eq
for any w ¢ X, where

Y = {we C\ {£ir?} : (W +\)~! € Spec(Th)}
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which is discrete. Since Id —(w? + ATy : HgoQ (M)g. — HaoQ (M), for all
w & ¥ we have (Id —(A+w?)Th) "' : Hyg o2 (M) — Hy o2 (M)o.c. Since the right
hand-side of (5.8) is in HyoQ' (M), this implies that the solution Ey belongs to
de()Ql(M)oys and

1 Eoll a0t () < C1JellL2a1ary + | ImllL2or (ar))s

since [|6(x~" * Jin )|l (a0 vy < Cll Tl 20y
Finally, setting £ = Ey — w~2dj., we obtain a unique H,4 Q! (M) solution for (5.1)
such that

| BNl zy0r ) < CUellL2ar(any + | Tmll 2202 (ar) )
since [|je |l g1 (ary) < CllJellz2arary by (5.3). The proof of Theorem 1.2 is thus com-
plete.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1
For a fixed w € C, consider the following space
Meyw ={(E,H) € HiQ"(M) x HiQ (M) : (E, H) is a solution of (1.1)}.
The topology on this space is the subspace topology in HyQ' (M) x HaQ'(M). Tt

is not difficult to check that M. ,, ., is closed in HyQ' (M) x HyQ'(M).

For a given (E,H) € M., define tg(E, H) = t(E) € THN'(OM). Since
the inclusion M. , . — HyQN (M) x HyQ' (M) is bounded, it is clear that tg :
M pw = THQOM) is bounded.

We now prove the following proposition which clearly implies Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 6.1. There is a discrete set ¥ C C such that for allw ¢ ¥ the operator
tg: Meuw — THyQY(OM) is a homeomorphism.

Proof. Let X be as in Theorem 1.2 and let us take any w ¢ X. If we show that the
bounded operator tg : M., ., — THdﬂl(aM) is one-to-one and onto, the result
follows from Open Mapping Theorem.
First, we prove injectivity of tp. Suppose that (E1, Hy), (E2, H2) € M. ., satisfy
tE(El,Hl) = tE(EQ,HQ). Then (E,H) € M&M and t(E) = O, where F := El —E2
and H := Hy — Hs. Uniqueness part of Theorem 1.2 (with J. = J,,, = 0) gives that
EF=0and H =0.
Now, we prove surjectivity of tz. For a given f € TH Q' (OM), by definition of
TH QY OM), there is E' € HyQ' (M) such that t(E’) = f. Applying Theorem 1.2
with J, = iweE’ and J,, = *dE’, we obtain a unique (Eo, Hy) € HaqoQ' (M) x
H QM) solving

*dEO = iwuHo + *dE/,

xdHy = —iweEy + iweE'.

Then (E,H) € M., with tg(E,H) = t(E) = f, where E := Ey + E’ and H :=
Hy. The proof is complete. O
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7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

For the proof, observe that the boundary value problem (1.4) can be written as
S(ptdE) — w?eE =0, t(F)=0.
We first consider the case w # 0. Then the latter boundary value problem has a
solution E in HyoQ'(M)g . if and only if
E— (w? + \)THE =0,

where T is defined as in the proof of Theorem 1.2. We first show that this operator
is in fact a self-adjoint operator with respect to certain inner product.

Lemma 7.1. If both € and p are strictly positive on M, then the restriction of T,\
onto L?QY (M) . is self-adjoint with respect to the inner product (-, )20t (M) -

Proof. For ¢,¢' € L*Q' (M), we have Thp = Th(ep) and Thg' = Tx(e¢). There-
fore, using integration by parts,

(Thep, V2o n) = (ETA(ER)|@") 2o () = (Ta(ep)|ew’) 201 (ar)-

According to the hypotheses and Proposition 5.1, T} is self-adjoint with respect to
the L2Q! (M )-inner product. Therefore,

(Tog, ¢ ) p20r () = (DI TA(eY")) 202 (ar) = (0, Ta® ) r201 (ar) -
This finishes the proof. O

It was shown in the previous section that the operator T,\ is bounded and compact
from L?Q'(M)o . to itself. Moreover, by Lemma 7.1, the assumptions that e and
w are strictly positive imply that the operator TA is self-adjoint with respect to the
inner product (-,-)rz2q1(ar)- Then by Fredholm’s alternative and Spectral theorem
(see e.g. Proposition 6.6 in [13, Appendix A]) there is a sequence {rkip}p>, C
R consisting of eigenvalues of finite multiplicity such that x; \, 0 as k — oc.
Associated to the eigenvalues k) we have the eigenfunctions ey € L?QY(M )0,e5
forming an orthonormal basis in L2Q!(M),. with respect to the inner product
(*;)z201 () and satisfying Ther = Krer. Moreover, each ey, is in Hq oQ'(M)g.- (by
(5.9)) and solves
er — (w,z + )\)TV)\ek =0

if w? = k' — X, Then e also solves d(u~'dey) — wlee,, = 0. Using this and
integrating by parts we show that

(u_ldek|dek)L2gzl(M) — w,%(aek|ek)ngl(M) = (5(M_1dek) — w%€€k|€k)L2QI(M) =0.
Since ¢ and p are assumed to be strictly positive, this implies that

(ptdex|der) L202 (ar)

> 0.
(5€k|6k)L2QI(M)

Wi =

We may choose wy, > 0, and hence wy = (m;l — )\)1/2. Since ki N\, 0 as k — oo,
we have w, — 00 as k — oo.
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Next, we define the sequence {hy}$2, C L?*QY(M) as xdey = iwgphy. Then, by
direct calculations, it is not difficult to see that each (eg, hx) satisfy (1.5) and hence
also hy, € HyQ'(M). Moreover, hy, € HyQ'(M),,, since for all ¢ € Hy(0,Q(M)),
integrating by parts, we have
(P, @)LﬁQl(M) = (/Lhk|<ﬂ)L2QI(M) = (iwk)fl(*dekW)Lml(M)
= (ZWk)_l(d€k| * SO)LZQZ(M) = (iWk)_l(€k| * ng)L2Ql(M) =0.
Further, using (1.5)
(haes o) L2 01 (ary = (phic ) L2 (ary = (wkwn) ™ (™ dex|der) L202 (a)

_ _ w
= (wrwr) "N (O(p dex)ler) 2o (ar) = U];(Eeﬂel)mnl(M)-

Therefore,
Wi
(hks hi) L2 01 (ar) = Ul(ekael)Lgﬂl(M) = Ok,

ie. {hg}p2, forms an orthonormal set with respect to (-, ')LiQI(M).

To show that {hy}72, is complete in HyQ'(M),, with respect to (-, ')LiQI(M), take
Y € HyQ' (M), such that (hg, ¥)rza1(ary = 0 for all & > 1 integer. Then

0 = iwk(phe|Y) L2a1 () = (xdex|V) L2a1 () = (€x]d * 1) 201y = (ex| * d¥) 201 (an).-
Setting ¢ = 7! * dyp € L2QY(M), this implies that (ek,¢)Lng(M) = 0 for all
k > 1 integer. Suppose that ¢ € L?Q'(M)g .. Then by completeness of {ex}$°, in
L2QY (M) . with respect to the inner product (-, -)ngl(M), we get ¢ = 0 and hence
€ Hqg(0,QY(M)). Then ) = 0 according to the Helmholtz decomposition (4.4).
Now, we show that ¢ € L2Q! (M) .. For this, we need to show that (e¢|dp) 2q1 (M) =

0 for all ¢ € Hi(M). By density, it is enough to consider the case when ¢ €
CseQY (M™). Then, integrating by parts,

(edlde) L2ar(ary = (+d|d@) 21 (ar) = (dip] % dip) 202 (ary = (6(P)[E(in * dp))ons-
Since t(dp) = don(¢lonr) = 0, by Lemma 2.1, we obtain

(6(00) 607, * dp)) 2 orr) = /8 ) AdR) =0

for all u € C®°QY(M). Therefore, t(i, * dp) = 0 and hence (e9ldw) 201 (ary = 0.
This proves the completeness.

Finally, we mention that w = 0 is also an eigenvalue of (1.4) with infinite dimensional
eigenspace Hy (0, QY (M)) x Hg(0,Q(M)).
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