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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to provide and numerically test in the presence of measurement noise
a procedure for target classification in wave imaging based on comparing frequency-dependent
distribution descriptors with precomputed ones in a dictionary of learned distributions. Distri-
bution descriptors for inhomogeneous objects are obtained from the scattering coefficients. First,
we extract the scattering coefficients of the (inhomogeneous) target from the perturbation of the
echoes. Then, for a collection of inhomogeneous targets, we build a frequency-dependent dictio-
nary of distribution descriptors and use a matching algorithm in order to identify a target from
the dictionary up to some translation, rotation and scaling.
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1 Introduction

There are several geometric and physical quantities associated with target classification such as eigen-
values and capacities [L6]. The concept of the scattering coefficients is one of them. The notion appears
naturally when we describe the perturbation of sounds emitted by animals such bats and dolphins due
to the presence of targets whose material parameters (permeability and permettivity) are different
from the ones of the background [12] 17, [18].

To mathematically introduce the concept of the scattering coefficients, we consider the Helmholtz
problem in R? for a given fixed frequency w > 0:

V- (x(R*\ B) + 2x(B))Vu +w*(x(R*\ B) + px(B))u =0  in R?,
O(u—U)
EIE]

(1.1)

—iw(u—-U)| < ‘1‘2 if |x| — oc.
x| 2

Here, K is a positive constant, B is the target embedded in R? with Lipschitz boundary, x(B) (resp.

x(R? \ B)) is the characteristc function of B (resp. R?\ B), the positive constants o and u are the

magnetic permeability and electric permettivity of the target, which are supposed to be different from
the background permettivity and permeability (the constant function 1), U is the background solution,
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i.e., a given solution to (A + w?)U = 0, and the solution u to (LT)) represents the perturbed wave.
The perturbation v — U due to the presence of the permettivity and permeability target B admits the
following asymptotic expansion as |z| — oo, see [12]:

u(z) — U(z) = _i S HWD (wlz))e™ > W m[B, 0, i, wlam (U), (1.2)
nez meZ

where HS" are the Hankel functions of the first kind of order n and am (U) are constants such that
Uz) =3z am(U)Jm (w|z|)e™? with J,, being the Bessel function of order m. The building blocks
Wi.m|B, 0, i, w] for the asymptotic expansion (I.2) are called the scattering coefficients. Note that the
scattering coefficients W, ,,[B, 0, i, w] can be reconstructed from the far-field measurements of u by a
least-squared method. A stability analysis of the reconstruction is provided in [12].

This paper extends the results of [12] to targets with inhomogeneous permettivities and perme-
abilities. The concept of inhomogeneous scattering coefficients were first introduced in [4] and used
later in [B] to prove resolution enhancement in high-contrast media. It is the purpose of this paper
to extend the notion of scattering coefficients to objects with inhomogeneous permittivities and per-
meabilities and show their application in target classification. First, we prove important properties
of the scattering coeflicients such as translation, rotation and scaling formulas. Then, we construct
distribution descriptors for multiple frequencies based on scaling, rotation, and translation properties
of the scattering coefficients. Finally, we use a target identification algorithm in order to identify an
inhomogeneous target from a dictionary of precomputed frequency-dependent distribution descriptors
up to some translation, rotation and scaling. For the sake of simplicity, throughout this paper, we
focus on two-dimensional models. However, the results can be easily extended to three dimensions.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the scattering coeflicients for inho-
mogeneous targets and prove that they are the building blocks of the far-field expansion of the wave
perturbation. Section [3]is devoted to the derivation of integral representations of the inhomogeneous
scattering coefficients. In Section ] we prove important properties for the inhomogeneous scattering
coeflicients, such as the exponential decay of the scattering coefficients. We also show translation,
rotation and scaling property for the scattering coefficients. In Section Bl we construct the translation-
and rotation-invariant distribution descriptor. We also observe that the inhomogeneous scattering
coefficients are nothing else but the Fourier coefficients of the far-field pattern. In Section [6]l we present
numerical results in order to demonstrate the theoretical framework presented in previous sections. In
particular, we investigate the identification of a target by the reconstruction of scattering coefficients
from the measurements of the multistatic response matrix. A few concluding remarks are given in
Section [l In Appendix [Al we provide integral representations for the case of piecewise constant (in-
homogeneous) material parameters. In Appendix [B] we present results of target identification using a
full-view setting with no noise (o = 0%).

2 Scattering coefficients and asymptotic expansions
Let % be a bounded measurable function in R? such that % — 1 is compactly supported and
1
0< A < =< A,
o

where A1, A2 are constants. Let 4 be a bounded measurable function in R? such that x—1 is compactly
supported and
0< A3 S H S )\45



where Az, Ay are constants. For a given fixed frequency w > 0, we consider the following Helmholtz
problem:

V-%VU—I—wQ,uu:O in R2,
6%";'[]) —iw(u—U)| < |I|<§ if |z| — oo, (2.1)
x| 2
where U is a given solution to
AU + w?U =0, (2.2)
and | - | denotes the Euclidean norm of R?. In this section, we derive a full far-field expansion of

(u—"U)(z) as |z| — co. In the course of doing so, the notion of inhomogeneous scattering coefficients

appears naturally.
Let B a bounded domain in R? with Lipschitz boundary. We assume that B is such that

1
supp (— - 1) C B,
o
supp(u — 1) C B.
Suppose that B contains the origin. Note that 2.1 is equivalent to

V-%Vu—l—wzluu:() in B,
Au+ w?u =0 in R?\ B,
uly —ul- =0 on 0B, (2.3)

v-Vuly —v-1Vul_ =0 on 0B,

a(gI;IU) —iw(u—U)| < |I|( if |x] — oo,

3
2

where v is the outward normal vector at some x € OB and the subscripts 4 indicate the limits from
outside and inside B, respectively.
In two dimensions, the fundamental solution T',,(z) to the the Helmholtz equation

(A +w*)Tu(z) = do(w)
subject to the Sommerfeld outgoing radiation condition is given by
T (1
Pu() =~ Hy (o).

Assume that w? is not a Neumann eigenvalue of —ﬁv . ﬁv on B. Let N, , be the Neumann

function of problem

V- -iVu+w?uu=0 =€ B,
1 Buo-i (24)
that is, for each fixed z € B, N, ,(z,-) is solution to
o) (2.5)

{Vy - A=V No (2, 9) + @ u(y)Nou(2,y) = =6.(y) y € B,

ﬁVyNU,H(z, y)vy =0 y € 0B.

We can prove the following result.



Proposition 2.1. The function defined by
NB.o,ulg] / Nopu(z,y)9(y) dSy, = € B, (2.6)
OB

is the solution to (2.4]). Moreover, the Neumann-to-Dirichlet (NtD) map Ao, : H~=(0B) — Hz(0B)
1s well-defined, invertible and

Ao ul9](xz) = NBouldllyp (2) = ulap(x) for x € OB.

Proof. By ([24), for each fixed x € B, we have

(Vw;%fhww+W%@W@OA%A%w=0

By integrating over B and applying Green’s formula, we have

/88 g(y)Na,u(xay) dSy - /88 u(y)@vyNo,u(xay) "y dSy

+/BU(y) (Vy-ﬁVyNa,u(%y)+w2u(y)No,u(w,y)> dy = 0.

From (Z3)), it follows that

z) = /{)B Nou(@,9)g(y) dSy.

The second part of the proposition follows from the fact that w? is not a Neumann eigenvalue of —A
in B. O

We can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. For each x € R?\ B, if u is the solution to 1) and U is such that (Z2) holds,
then

(u—U)(:v):/aB (y)To(z — ) dS, —/ Agulo] (M (x —y) dS,. 2.7)

Proof. Observe that -
Alu—U)(y) +w?(u—U)(y) =0 for y € R?\ B.

Hence, for each fixed z € R?\ B,

[ 18- 0)) + (- V)W) Lale ~ ) dy = 0
R2\ B



Let R > 0 be such that B C Bgr. By Green’s formula, we have

[ - D@y g+
Br\B

+-/;R\B“ﬂ(“'—lfﬂy)Fw(w—'y)dy

_ u-U) . _ u
[ e as, = [ 0w

8(Br\B) 3Vy

8(Br\B) 3Vy

+ / (= D) )A + W (e — )] dy =
Br\B

=0.

Given x € R?\ B, for R large enough,

/ S~ D)@)(A + Az — )] dy = / (u— U) ()0l — y) dy =
Br\B

Br\B
= (u—=U)(z)
Then, we obtain
or, olu—-U
-0 =~ [ w-0)0) 52| @-yyas,+ [ LDy as, -
OB Vy |4+ oB Vy
or ou
=— u(y) =—=| (z —y)dS, + —(y)lw(x —y) dS,,
L0 52| emvdsis [ Shwre -y bs,

where the second equality holds from Green’s formula and AU = —w?U:

or,
U __*
/a U 50

o

s, = [ STy as, =

_ /B U(y)AT(x — y) — AU(y)To(z — y) dy =

- /B U(y) (Bl — 4) — T — 9)) + WUz — y) dy =

~ [ vl ~ ) dy =0,
B

Thus, from the transmission conditions, it follows that (28] can be rewritten as

(u—U)a) = /6 Ac,lalw)

For z € R?\ B, we have

or,,
vy

+

(x—y) dS, + /8 gl ~ ) dS,.

(2.9)



and hence
/ or,
oB 6Vy +

which is a consequence of the fact that A; ; is invertible and self-adjoint. The following result holds.

Proposition 2.3. For each u,v € L?*(0B) solutions of [2.1)),

1o 1o\ iou i
Sl ov| ooy L2(8B)_ cov "o ov L2(aB)'

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, let us prove the case in which ¢ = p = 1. By subtracting Aut+w?uv =
0 to ATu + w?vu = 0, we get

(& — 1) Ao ulo)(y) S, = /8 Tula = A A o)) 45, (2.10)

Auv — Avu = 0.

na 2] e
o] 00/ sy Jos ov
z/AT)u—Auﬁ—i—/ T)@z
B o OV

ou ov
(el
<8l/ ov L2(9B)

By (2I0), for € R?\ B, formula (Z.7) becomes

By Green’s formula,

(u—U)(a) = /8 T = AT = Arsl(w) dS, (2.11)

For |z| > |y|, by Graf’s addition formula [IJ,

i in —in
Tule —y) = =7 3 HO @l T (wlyhe ™,
nez

where z = (|z|,0), y = (|y|, 0y), HSY is the Hankel function of the first kind of order n and J, is the
Bessel function of the first kind of order n. In the following, we use C,, to denote the cylindrical wave
of index m € Z and of wave number w, which is defined by

Cn(2) = Cnw(y) = Tm(wlyl)e™. (2.12)
Hence, (Z11) becomes:
u— x:—i D) (w]z]) o= Co(ATIH(AL 1 — Ay . .
(u—U)(x) 47%1% (wlzl) /aBC (WA (A1 = Ao )lgl(y) dSy (2.13)

For each m € Z, let uy, be the solution to (2.I) when C,, is the source term. For z € 9B, let us define

1 Ouyy,

) =55

(@)



Since the family of cylindrical waves (Cy,())., is complete [8], U admits the following expansion:

Uz) = Z am (U)Cm (),

mEeEZ

where a,,(U) are constants. By linearity of (2.]), we get

1 Ou
g(x) s 81/ (JJ) = Z am(U)gm(x)'
meZ
Then, for |z| — oo,
(u _ = — Z H w|x| inbe / C 1 1 A1 1 Aa,u)[gm](y)dsy'

n,mez

Now we can define the scattering coefficients associated with ¢ and pu.

(2.14)

Definition 2.4. We define the scattering coefficients associated with the inhomogeneous permittivity

p(z) and the permeability o(x) for a given fixed frequency w > 0 as follows:
WonlBo sl = | TIATH(LL = Ao lanl 1) dS,.
Then, for  — oo, (ZI4) becomes
(u—=U)(z) =— i Z HWY (w|z))e™= W, [ B, o, 11, W) am (U).

n,mez
From (ZI3)), we get the following theorem.
Theorem 2.5. Let u be the solution to 2.1)). If U admits the following expansion:

Uz) = Z am (U)Cy (),
meZ

then we have )
¢ n
(u—=U)(z) =— B E HWY (wlz))e™ = W,y 1 B, 0, ty w]am (U).

n,mez

which holds uniformly as |x| — oco.

3 Integral representation of the scattering coefficients

(2.15)

(2.16)

In this section, we provide another definition of scattering coefficients which is based on integral
formulations. In the following, we suppose that w? is not a Dirichlet eigenvalue of —A, unless stated

otherwise.

Formula (ZTII)) suggests that the solution u to ([Z1I) for a given fixed frequency w > 0 may be

represented as

u(e) = 4 U@+ S5ldl(@) =R\ B,
NBvU,u[w](x) T € B,

(3.1)



where the pair of densities (¢,1) € L?(0B) x L?*(0B) satisfy the transmission conditions

{U(x>+sg[¢1<x>—/\fw[ (z) =

P(x) = (314 (Kg)*) [6](x) +

8()

oul¥](2),

x € 0B. (3.2)

Here, the single-layer potential and the trace operator are given by

S[6)(x) = /a Toe =)o) dS,

and
or',

OB an

(K)"[¢l(z) =

(x —y)p(y) dSy,

and Np o, is defined by (2.6). We now prove that the integral equation (B.1]) is uniquely solvable.
Lemma 3.1. The operator A: L*(0B) x L?(0B) — H*(0B) x L*(0B) defined by

A:|: 1_S§
-

1s invertible.

I+(Kg)")

Aoy
I

As a consequence of Lemma Bl we get the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. The solution u to 2 can be represented in the form BI), where the pair (¢,) €

L?(0B) x L*(dB) is the solution to

4[{] =)

(3.3)

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Let (F,G) € H'(0B) x L*(0B). Proving that

(3.4)

is uniquely solvable is equivalent to prove existence and uniqueness of a solution in Hlloc(R2) to the

¢l _ [F]
A= le
problem
V-%Vu—l—uﬂuuzo
Au+w?u=0
u|+—u| =F
Lt =
ocovi—
8\ I — WU <F3_

in B,

in R?\ B,
in 0B,

in 0B,

if |z| — oo.

To prove the injectivity of A, let us suppose that F' = G = 0. Using the fact that

[0 e 1
aBal/_,’_u_ 830'6V_

we find that the solution u satisfies

of
aBal/+

1
= [ oIVl — Pl

u=0.



By applying Lemma 11.3 of [I0] and the unique continuation property to (3.0]), we readily get u = 0
in R2. Since
v R2\ B
U(I) — SB[¢](I) T e \ ’
NB,G’,M[Q/J](‘T) T e Bu

we get ~
Splél(x) =0 = € R*\ B,
NpoulYl(x) =0 z € B.
In particular, Np . ,[¢](x) = Ay u[¥0](z) = 0 on B. Since A, , is invertible, ¢» = 0 on 9B. On the
other hand, S%[#](z) = 0 on dB. Suppose that w? is not a Dirichlet eigenvalue for —A on B. Since
(A + w?)S%[d)(x) = 0 in B, we have S4[¢](z) = 0 in B, and hence in R?. It then follows from [10]
that
5 0516|053l
v ov

’ =0 on dD.
+ —

This finishes the proof of the injectivity of A. Since u is solution to Au + w?u = 0 in R? \ B and
’8‘_1; - iwu’ < % as |z| — oo, then there exists ¢ € L?(9B) such that
x| 2

Ol
u(@) = S3l¢l(x), =€ R?\B. (36)

If we set 19

= . 6_1: , (3.7)
then

Aa,u[w] = u|*'
By (3.6), 5 1

U W\ *
2 - <§I+(KB) >[¢],
and hence 19 9 1
u u W\ *
b= 3~ ~0 (7w we

Thus, for x € 0B,
6(e) =~ (31 + (K8)") o) + v(o)

and from the transmission condition

F(z) = Ao ul¢](z) — SB¢](2),
which shows that ¢ and 1) = 12%| solve (34).

We can now define the scattering coefficients associated with p and o using the operator A.



Definition 3.3. For m € Z, let (¢, ¥m) € L2(0B) x L*(0B) be the solution to

A [Zm} = [gcl} on JB, (3.8)

ov

where C,, is the cylindrical wave. For n € Z, we define the scattering coefficients associated with the
permittivity distribution u(x) and permeability o(x) for a given fixed frequency w > 0 as follows:

Wn,m - n,m[B; g, ,LL7w] - /é;B Cn(y)(bm (Z/) dSy (39)

4 Properties of the scattering coefficients

In this section, we prove important properties for the scattering coeflicients.

4.1 Decay of the Scattering Coeflicients

Like the homogeneous case, the coefficient W), ,,, decays exponentially as the orders m,n increase. We
can prove the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.1. For a given fized frequency w > 0, there is a constant K (depending on o, 1 and

w) such that
Flnl+lml

|Wn7m[Bvavﬂaw] Vn,m € 7. (41)

| < P a7

Proof. Recall that ‘
Con () = T (w]z])e™P

Since

Im|
1 et
In(t) v~ —— | —
) \/2m|m| <2|m|>
as m — 0o, we have
Klml
|m|lml”

ICinllL20B) + [IVCmllL2(aB) <

Then, with the same arguments as those of [7], there exists another constant K such that

<
L2(8B)

< K ([[Cmllz2om) + IVCmllL208)) -

ICr,
[6mllzz0m) + lmlzacom) < K (ncmnmam ks

Hence, for another constant K,
Kml
| pmllz20m) < Tl

Since i
. KIn
Cuy)| <=,
‘ ) £2B) ~ |n|I"

by the definition of the scattering coefficients W, ,,,, we have ([@1]).

10



4.2 Transformation formulas

We introduce the notation for translation, scaling, and rotation of a shape B as
B?:= B+ 2z, B°:=sB, B’ =¢"“B,
and those of the material parameter o (resp. u) as
0" =0(-—2), 0* ==0a(s1), o == (e ).

We denote by ¢u,p = éu,B,w the solution to (B3] given the domain B, the source term U, and the
frequency w. We can prove that there exist explicit relations between the inhomogeneous scattering
coefficients of B and B#, B*, BY. We prove the following Propositions.

Proposition 4.2 (Translation formula). For any z € R2, the following relation holds

Wn,m[Bzaozuuzuw ZC ’ﬂ a,m— b[B o, p, W ] (42)

Proof. Let ¢, = ¢c,,,B= and § =y + z with y € B. By the definition of the scattering coefficients:

Wi B, 0% 1% ] = /a | Tl@on() 45, =

. ) (4.3)

= / Cn(y + Z)¢m(y + Z) dSy'
0B

From the identity [§],

= Z Cl-‘rn (y)mv

leZ
we have
y + Z Z Ca+n a )7
a€l
and
Cm (57) x + Z Z Cb+m Cb )
beZ

where £ = z 4 z with = € B. To find gi;m, let us consider

It g’m 7) = _‘S"AJZ[Qg)fn](i)~ ABZ.,UZ-JLZ[J}m](i)
““[ }“‘[—(%H&gz)*)wm]@ )@ |

Recall that (¢, hm) € L2(0B*) x L2(dB?) is the solution to

A[i]o- [£2)

1/)m 61/5;
Let w = w+ z for w € B. Let us prove that

o] - ar [gre] (@5)

beZ

Sz Sz

11



is the solution. Since

if we prove that

Ol (z) = ~S5(6m (- + 2)](x) ABo [ (- + 2))(x)
L/Jm] @)= [— A1+ (EL)) [pm(- +2))(x)  I[m(-+ 2)](x) ] ) (4.6)

then by the linearity of operator A and the existence and uniqueness of a solution to system (L4, we
have ([@3A]). Let us prove ([@6]). We write

9. (Bl (7) = / Tu(@ = ) (9) dS; =

:/BI‘M(:U—i—z—(y‘FZ))ém(y"‘Z) dsy =

= S3[om (- + 2))(2),

= NB,U”U.[/J;N’L(' + Z)](.I),

where N,= ,-(Z,§) = Ny ,(z,y) follows from the existence and uniqueness of the Neumann function
result. In fact, for w € B* and by a change of variables, the Neumann problem

Vi 5257 VilVor s (@, §) + 07 (§) No= = (0, 9) = —65(5) 7 € B,

o’zgu
Nz =/ ~ _ ; (4.7
gzl(g) ayg (w,y) =0 (AS 0B7,
can be rewritten as
Vy aﬁy \ NUZ (1U—|—Z,y—|—z)+w2,u(y)]\~]gz1#z(w—|—z,y+z):—5w(y) y € B, (4.8)
ﬁwg’z L (w+z,y+2)=0 y € 0B. '
Yy

From the uniqueness of the Neumann function, N,- ,:(w + 2,y + 2) = N, .(z,y) is the solution to
E3).
Then, [@3) yields

Wn,m[Bzaazuﬂzaw ZC n+am+b[B g, i, w ]

Since Co(—2) = C_4(2), [E2) holds.

12



Proposition 4.3 (Scaling formula). For any s > 0, the following relation holds
Wam[B®, 0%, 1, w] = Wy m[B, 0, u, sw]. (4.9)

Proof. Let ¢m.w = be,, Bs.w and § = sy with y € B. Since (|7],6;) = (s|y|,8,), by the definition of
the scattering coefficients:

Wn,m[stgsa,Usvw] = / an(?j)g’mw@) dSz =
oB* ) (4.10)
= S/ Cn,sw (y)¢m,w(5y) dSy
OB

We have
Cm,w (j) = Cm,w(sx) = Cm,sw(x)u

where T = sx with x € B. To find qgmw, let us consider

A [Qémw] (&) = { _SES[sz,w]@) ABS,GS,gS,wwm,w](v%) )
wm,w - (%I + (Kg*)*) [(bm,w](j) I[wm,w](i')
Recall that (¢ ., Vm.w) € L2(B®) x L*(0B*) is the solution to
1 (ng,w ~\ -Cmyw(i)
Al @ |225) ay
Let w = sw for w € B. Let us prove that
ém,w(’w)] — —1 _¢m,sw(w):|
me,w@) T e w) 412
is the solution. Since
{Cmyw(i)] B {Cmyw(sx)_ B { Cin s (T) ]
Towe(@)] T [T (sa)] T [T e (0)]

if we prove that

[0l gy [ =SEonal @) shaopelins @)
A me)oj (2) [_ (A1 + (K3)*) [bmw(s ))(@) I[tm.w(s ))(z) } ; (4.13)

then by the linearity of operator A and the existence and uniqueness of a solution to system (Z11)),
we have ([@I2]). Let us prove [@I3]). We write

Es[ém,w](‘%) = / Ty (‘% - g)(lzm,w(g) ng =

s

— /Bl“w(sx — sy)qzm,w(sy)s dSy =

= SSEM [ém,w (S )] (x)v

(54 050" ) D) =~ (51 (K5 ) Bl )

13



NBS,US,MS,wwm,w](CE) = / Na*ﬂuiw@ag)igm,w(?j) ng =

oBs
= 3/ Na,u,sw(xay)/&m,w(s ) dSy =
0B

= sNB.o s [Pm,w (s )](@),

where Ngsyusyw(:iﬂ, 9) = Ngpusw(z, y) follows from existence and uniqueness of the Neumann function.
In fact, for w € B® and by a change of variables, the Neumann problem

Vi == ViNoo e o (@,5) + @ (§) Nos o o (0, ) = —03(5) 3§ € B2,

E0)
ONgs 5w [~ =~ B s (4.14)
s o (0,9) =0 y € 0B,
Y
can be rewritten as
Vy - 5157 Vo Now yus (s, 59) + 20 (y) Noe s (s, 59) = =0u(y) y € B, (4.15)
W L"aif’“ (sw,sy) =0 y € OB. '

from the uniqueness of the Neumann function, Nys s (57, 5y) = Ny_u.s0 (2, y) is the solution to [{IF).

Then, [@I0) yields
Wn,m[BS7 057 /1487 W] = Wn,m[Bu T,y 1y SW]

Proposition 4.4 (Rotation formula). For any 0, the following relation holds
Wnﬁm [Bea 097 ,UJev CU] = ei(mfn)GWnﬁm [Ba a, [, (U] . (416)

Proof. Let ¢, = du,, e and § = ey with y € B. Since (|g],05) = (|yl, 0y, + 6), by the definition of
the scattering coefficients:

WonlB' ol = [ Ciin (i) ds, =

- . (4.17)

— [ Gl " dn(ey) ds,
OB

We have _ _
Cm(T) = Cm(ezex) = Cm(x)ezmea
where Z = ez with 2 € B. To find &m, let us consider

Afim) @ =[Sl A arelnl®]

Urm LT+ (K%)")[m](Z) I[hm] (%)

Recall that (¢, ¥m) € L2(OB?) x L*(B?) is the solution to

A [%} (%) = {gcﬁ(g)} . (4.18)

m vz
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Let @ = e%w for w € B. Let us prove that

is the solution. Since

if we prove that

A |:¢Zm:| (f) — |: _Sg[q;m(el? )](‘T) AB,U,H[/&"L_(ew )](JI):|
Um (31 + (K5 )om (e (@) Tbm(e” ))()
then by the linearity of operator A and the existence and uniqueness of a solution system (EIS]), we
have [@I9). Let us prove identity ([{20). We write

(4.20)

S0 bm)(Z) = /B Tul@— §)bm (§) dSy =

= /Bl“w(w — )b (e?y)s dS, =
= 55 [dm(e” ))(=),

(214 (k2 Bl @) = = (214 (K9 [ (e® (@),
(0 + wer) (50 wir)

Nor s lnl@) = [ N (0. 5)00(3) 4S5 =

- / Noyu(xu y)'@z]m(eie ) dSy =
0B ~ .
= NB,a,qu (619 )](.’IJ),

where Nge’ 10 (Z,9) = Ngu(x,y) follows from the existence and uniqueness of the Neumann function.
In fact, for @ € B? and by the change of variables, the Neumann problem

Vi 597 VilVoo o (@, 5) + w1 () Noo 0 (0, 9) = =60 () § € B,

aN s _ (4.21)
0'91(.73) é;f:Me (w7 y) =0 ye 8307
can be rewritten as
Vo - 5157 VuNoo uo (€%w, €y) + w?pu(y) Noo o (ePw, ¢y) = =0, (y) y € B,
1 ONyo 00 6, i (4.22)
IOV (e®w,e"y) =0 y € 0B.

By the uniqueness of the Neumann function, Nye 0 (e?z, e?y) = N, (2, y) is the solution to (EIF).

Then, [@IT) yields _
Wn,m[Bev 0,9, ,Ufea W] = eZ(min)GWn,m[Bv Uv ,uﬂ W]-

15



5 Distribution descriptors and identification in a dictionary

In this section, we construct the distribution descriptors which are invariant to rigid transformations.
In the following, we proceed as in [I2]. We denote by B a reference shape of size 1 centered at the
origin, so that the unknown target D is generated from B by a rotation with angle 6, a scaling s > 0,
and a translation z € R? as

D=2+ sRyB.

5.1 Far-field pattern

To construct the distribution descriptors which are invariant to rigid transformations, we derive the
far-field pattern of the scattering field in terms of the inhomogeneous scattering coeflicients. The result
is similar to the homogeneous case [11].

If U is given by a plane wave e*¢® such that wé-wé = w?, then by the Jacobi-Anger decomposition,

we have
= Z emE 0 I (w|z|)e™0r = Z emE=0¢e, (1)
meZ meZ
By the linearity of operator A and existence and uniqueness of a solution to system (@IT]), we obtain

¢ = Z (50 g

mEZ

Using (.10,

Recall that [11]

2 ; T _
H (o =) = 2o D + Ollel ) s @ - oo

Since |z — y| = |z| — |y| cos(0, — 0,) + O(|z|~1), (1) becomes
zw|;ﬂ|

Svor PO

iwé-x -

w— et~ e nE00 [ mishlentatg, () as, + Ol ). (5.2)
oB

By Jacobi-Anger identity,

e—iw|y|cos(0m—0y) — eiw\y\cos(em—éy—kﬂ) — E ian(w|y|)em(0m—9y+w)7

nez

(E2) becomes

) u.o\z
u— 0T = —jei Z eim(E—0e) gin(6a 72)/ i"Jn(wlyl)e” By W)(bm( )dSy+O(|$|71)-

\/87rw|x e

(5.3)

16



Since i"e'2 = i"(—i)™ = 1, we obtain

. . iw|z| o . ,r
U — eWET — oty ¢ elm(f*eg)em(ezif)wn,m + O(|I|71)’ (5.4)

/87wl z| ez

where W, ,,, are the inhomogeneous scattering coefficients.
We define the far-field pattern (the scattering amplitude) when the incident field is the plane wave
U(z) = €& |¢] = 1, as the two-dimensional 27-periodic function

AF ((0¢,0,) 0, pyw) = > e””(f_ef)/ e ilvleosB==0u) gy (y) dS,.
meZ 9B

From (5.4]), we get the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let (0¢,0,)T € [0,27]2. Then, we have

AF (e, 6.) 30, pw) = ), G000 DW, (B, o 1, (5.5)
m,neZ ’
5.2 Translation- and rotation-invariant distribution descriptors

A simple relation exists between far-field patterns of D = z 4+ sRyB and B. The following result
generalizes to the inhomogeneous case the result proved in [I2] in the case of homegenous scattering
coefficients.

Proposition 5.2. Let D = z+ sRyB. We denote by 0, the angle of z in polar coordinates, and define
¢z((9£; GI)T) — eiw|z| cos(@s—ez)e—iw|z| cos(@m—éz)'

Then, we have
AP ((be, HI)T; o, p,w) = ¢=((0e, HI)T)AOBO((eﬁ — 0,0, — 9)T7 o, L, SW).
Proof. By transformation formulas (£2), (&9), and (£I6), we have

Wi,m[D, 0, p, w] = Z C Wh—a,m—b[sReB, 0, ji,w] =
a,beZ
= Z C 77, a,m— b[RQB o, I, S(U] (56)
a,beZ
_ Z C zm b)9 —i(n— a)0W a,m—b[Buo_ullfasw]'

a,beZ

Therefore, using the Jacobi-Anger identity,

ezw\z\cos(egfez) _ zw| |cos(6.—0¢) _ E ZaJ OJ|Z| ia(0.—0¢) E Ju (U|Z| ia(5—(0e—0:)) —
a€’Z a€l

= an(z)eia(%_ei),

a€Z
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we obtain

s

A ((0,0.)" 50, p,w) = Z e (E00) =By 1D 5 w] =

m,n€Z

Z eim(%705)61'11(«927%)T(Z)Cb(Z)ei(mfb)eefi(nfa)eI/Vniaﬁmib[B7 o, L, sw] —

m,n,a,beZ

_ Z C. (z)e*ia(%*Gz)eia(%*ex)cb(z)eim(%*eﬁ)ei"(ez*%)ei(m*b)ee*i(”*a)GWn,aym,b[B, o, 1, sw] —
m,n,a,beZ

_ Z C. (z)e*ia(%*ez)Cb(z)eim(%*Gﬁ)ei(”*a)(ex*%)ei(m*b)ee*i("*“)eWn,aym,b[B, o, L, sw] —
m,n,a,beZ

— Z C. (Z)efia(g792)Cb(z)efib(9§7g)ei(mfb)(%79§)ei(n7a)(017g)ei(mfb)eefi(nfa)ewnia mfb[B, o, L, sw] —
m,n,a,beZ

_ Z T(Z)E_ia(%_em)Cb(Z)e_ib(es_%)eim/(%_es)ein/(ez_%)eimlee_in/ewn’ym’ [B7 o, 1L, SW] _
m’,n’,a,b€Z

_ Z eiw\z\005(95—92)6—1'0.)\2\cos(Gz—Gz)eim/(%—95)€in/(0m—%)ei(m/—n')OWn,)m, [B,U,/J,,SW] —
m’ n'€Z

= Z ¢z((9£7 ew)T)eim/(%_Gg)ein/(em_%)Wn’,m’ [Beu a, W, SW] =
m’ n'€Z

= 6:((0¢.02)")AF (0 — 0,0, — )", 0, p, sw).
O
In the following, we introduce the descriptor construction based on the far-field pattern. We

proceed as in [12]. Given 1 = (0¢,0,)", we define the frequency-dependent distribution descriptor of
an inhomogeneous object D as follows:

Sp(v;o, p,w) = /[ . |AY (n; 0y 1y w)AF (7 — v; 0,y w)| dn. (5.7)
0,27

The distribution descriptor Sp is invariant to any translation and rotation. More precisely, we can
prove the following identity.

Proposition 5.3. Let D = z 4+ sRyB. We have
Sp(v;o, p,w) = Sp(v; o, w, sw).
PT’OOf. Given n= (7717772)7 0= (979)7 by |¢z()| =1and

‘/[0 - A%O(T] —0; o, b, S(U) dn = /[O - eim(%_(771—9))ein((n2—9)—%)Wn)m[37 o, u, SOJ] dn =
o 2T m,neZ

- /[ 12 Z eim(%7n;)ein(n§7%)wnvm[37 O, s Sw] dﬁ' =
—60,27m—60 m,ne’

_ / (G =5, B o sw] dyf =

[0,27]? m,n€”Z

:/[ ]QA%"(n';U,u,soJ) dn’,
0,27
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we have

Soiome) = [ 4B @50 m ) A0~ v )] dn =
0,27

= ‘/[ ] |¢z(n)AOBO (77 - (97 9)7 g, I, Sw)¢z (77 - U)AOBO(n — v = (97 9)7 g, I, SW)| d’? =
0,27]2

= /[ | A% (n — (0,0),0, 1, sw)AF (n — (0,0) — v; 0, 1, sw)| dn =
0,27]2

= /[02 . |A% (', 0, p, sw)AF (' — v; 0, p, sw)| dn’ =

= Sp(v, 0,1, sw).

6 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present a variety of numerical results in order to demonstrate the applicability of
the theoretical framework presented in the previous sections. In particular, we investigate the iden-
tification of a target by reconstructing inhomogeneous scattering coefficients from the measurements
of the multistatic response (MSR) matrix. In the multistatic configuration, directions of incidence
and observations are sampled. For each incident direction, the scattered wave is measured in all the
observation directions [8]. The overall procedure is similar to the one of [12] for the homogeneous case.
In the following, we consider the case of piecewise constant (inhomogeneous) material parameters. For
a collection of (inhomogeneous) targets, based on the code developed in [I9] for homogeneous targets,
we build a frequency dependent dictionary of distribution descriptors and use a target identification
algorithm like the one of [I2] in order to identify an inhomogeneous target from the dictionary up to
some translation, rotation and scaling. Our dictionary will include three kinds of objects:

e Homogeneous targets, i.e. a disk, a triangle, etc.

e Inhomogeneous targets with one inclusion inside, i.e. a circular inclusion inside a circular target,
etc.

e Inhomogeneous targets with two (distinct) inclusions inside, i.e. a circular inclusion and a square
inside a circular target, etc.

Note that these inclusions have different material parameters than the ones of target and the back-
ground. In the following, we use the results of Section [] for a suitable integral representation of the
solutions for the case of an inhomogeneous target with one inclusion inside and the case of an inho-
mogeneous object with two inclusions inside (see Appendix [A]). The case of a homogeneous target is
taken into account in [12]. Finally, we perform numerical experiments in order to test the performance
of the inhomogeneous scattering coeflicients in inhomogeneous target identification.

Given a target D, we proceed as follows:

e Data simulation. The MSR matrix is simulated for a frequency range [wmin, Wmax] by evaluating
the integral representation ([B.I]), where the densities are computed by solving [3.8)). We adopt a
circular acquisition system (a full-view acquisition).
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e Reconstruction of scattering coefficients. For each frequency, we reconstruct the matrix W =
(Winn[D~2])mn of scattering coefficients directly by the formula (3.32) of [12].

o Target identification. We calculate the distribution descriptors and use a target identification
algorithm, see [12].

6.1 Dictionary

The dictionary D that we consider is composed by 14 targets with different material parameters:

e 6 elements of the dictionary are homogeneous targets: a disk, an ellipse, a triangle, a square, a
rectangle, and the letter A (see Figure[l). All homogeneous targets share the same permittivity
© =3 and permeability o = 3.

e 5 elements of the dictionary are inhomogeneous targets with a single inclusion inside: a disk
with a circular inclusion inside, a disk with an ellipse inside, a disk with a triangular inclusion
inside, a disk with a square inside, and a disk with a rectangular inclusion inside (see Figure [I]).
Note that these 5 targets share the same permittivity (u. = 3) and permeability (o, = 3) for the
exterior domain, while all inclusions have permittivity p; = 6 and permeability o; = 6.

e 3 elements of the dictionary are (inhomogeneous) disks with two distinct inclusions inside: two
circular inclusions for the first disk, a circle and an ellipse for the second disk, and two distinct
ellipses for the third one (see Figure[Il). These 3 targets share the same permittivity (uz. = 3) and
permeability (o, = 3) for the exterior domain, while the two distinct inclusions have permittivity
w; = 6 and permeability o; =6, ¢ =1, 2.
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Figure 1: Dictionary of targets
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6.2 Acquisition system

We generate a circular acquisition system using plane waves: the receivers z, are uniformly distributed
on a circle of radius R and centered at zg, and the sources are plane waves with equally distributed
wave direction. More precisely, for the rth receiver we have |z, — z9| = R and the angle 0, := 0, _,, =
27r/N,, and the sth plane wave source is given by

Us(z) = e'ose,

where the vector & is such that |£5| = 1 and 6, := 27s/Ns. We denote by Ny the total number of
plane waves as sources, and by N, the number of receivers. Note that zy can be obtained using some
localization algorithm [8]. Here, we assume that zq is close to the center of the target D.

For this experiment, we adopt a circular acquisition system with R = 3, Ny = 91, and N, = 91.
For simplicity, we always choose the center zg = [0,0]7. Figure2lillustrates this acquisition system for
the three different elements of the dictionary D.

6.3 Measurements

In each numerical experiment, the unknown target D is obtained from one of the elements of the
dictionary by a rotation with angle # = /3, a scaling s = 1.2 and a translation z = [—0.5,0.5]7.

Each element of the dictionary is approximated by 2° points. We reconstruct the matrix W =
(Winn)mn of scattering coefficients at order 25. Figure B plots the relative error of the (analytical)
reconstruction ||[W" — W||/||W]|| as a function of K for the three kinds of targets in the dictionary
(Il - |7 denotes the Frobenius norm of matrices). It can be seen that the reconstruction is robust: for
example, in the case of a disk with a circular inclusion inside, with 20% of noise, the error is less than
10% for an order K up to 45.

6.4 Scale estimation

Given an unknown target D,, = z+sRyB,, and a dictionary of (inhomogeneous) objects D = (B, )n, by
measurements we reconstruct the distribution descriptor Sp, (v;w) and build a frequency dependent
dictionary of distribution descriptors (Sg, (v;w))x.

Note that the distribution descriptor of the target Sp, is frequency dependent. As we proved in
the previous sections, since the frequency w is coupled with the scaling factor s, which is unknown
and arbitrary in (0,00), to adapt the distribution descriptor Sp, to target identification we assume
that the physical operating frequency is limited, that is 0 < wpin < W < wWpax < 00, and that
0 < Smin < 8 < Smax < 00, which means that the target we are interested in should not be too small
or too large. Finally, s°' can be estimated as in [12] by solving

Wmax

est __ 1

S = arg mlnse[smin;smax] /
w-

</ [Sp, (v;w) — Sp, (v; sw)] dv) dw p . (6.1)
[0,27]2

min

Note that a wide range of frequencies [Wmin, Wmax] brings more information and therefore improves the
estimation (GI]).
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(a) Homogeneous disk (b) Disk with a disk inside (c) Disk with two disks inside

Figure 2: Circular acquisition systems for three kinds of targets. We adopt full aperture with Ns = 91 plane
wave sources (angular position is marked by o) and Nr = 91 receivers (marked by x ). Measurement center is
marked by x. Figure (a) shows a circular acquisition system for an homogeneous target (a disk); (b) shows a
circular acquisition system for an inhomogeneous target (a disk with a circular inclusion inside); (c¢) shows a
circular acquisition system for an inhomogeneous disk with two distinct inclusions inside.

6.5 Numerical implementation

We can solve (6.1)) by sampling. The overall procedure is similar to the one of [12] for the homogeneous
case. Let ijiC, N,, N,, and Ns be positive integers. We define:

(wldi")lzowaSic uniformly distributed points on [wdi€  wdi€ ] with

min’ max

dic ,__
Whin -— WminSmin;
dic .__
Whax +— WmaxSmax-
o (wk)k=o0,...,~N, uniformly distributed points on [Wmin, Wmax)-

(
* (

(v}, v )) ij=1....N, uniformly distributed points on [0, 27]?.

e (st)i—0.....n; uniformly distributed points on [Smin, Smax)-

o I;(s) := {1 <1< NJic such that wils < swy < wilic},
. The distribution descriptors Sg, and Sp,, are sampled at discrete positions as follows:
SDr = Sp, (v}, v3);wr), SEr = Sp, (v}, v);w).

Finally, we discretize the functional inside the argmin in ([@I)):

2
N,

J(t,Dn,B Z Z Z (Sz]k Szgl ) ’

k=0 1€T,(s;) \dj=1
and the scaling factor s® can be estimated by solving

e(Dy, B,) = ,_in J(t; Dy, B).
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Figure 3: Relative error of the reconstruction ||[W* — W||r/||W/||r for the systems (b) and (c) in Figures[2
at a different order K and fized frequency w = 0.75w. The curves from bottom to top correspond to percentage
of noise oo = 20%, 40%, 60%, 80%, and 100%. The experiments have been repeated 100 times.

6.6 Frequency-dependent dictionary and matching algorithm

We construct the frequency-dependent dictionary of distribution descriptors as follows. For a collection

B

of standard elements of the dictionary (By)n, we precompute the discrete samples (S;7i')iji of the dis-

tribution descriptor Sg, (v;w), for v € [0,27]? and w € [wdi¢  wdic 1. The discrete samples ((Sgln)ijl)n
constitute our frequency-dependent dictionary.

Assume that our (inhomogeneous) target D is generated by an element of the dictionary (Bp)n,
up to some unknown translation, rotation, and scaling. Suppose that the scaling factor is such that
Smin < 8 < Smax, Where Smin and smax are known. In order to detect the target D among the elements
of the dictionary, we compute the discrete samples (Sgk)ijk of the distribution descriptor Sp(v;w), and
calculate ¢(D, By,) for all elements of the above mentioned dictionary. The minimizer of (e(D, By))n
is taken as the identified target and is expected to give the best estimation of s®t. This procedure is
described in detail in Algorithm [I which was first introduced by Ammari et al. [12].

Algorithm 1 Target identification algorithm

Input: (Sgk)ijk of unknown target D; ((ng‘)ijl)n of the whole dictionary.
for B,, in the dictionary do

en +— €(D, By);

n+<n+1;
end for

Output: The true dictionary element n* < argmin,, €,.
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6.7 Parameter settings for identification and scaling estimation

For this experiment, the frequency-dependent dictionary of distribution descriptors ((Sﬁf)iﬂ)n is com-

puted for the range of frequency [wdi¢  wdic | = [0.257,1.57], with N3¢ = 78 and N, = 512. Data
simulation is conducted for the range of operating frequency [Wmin,Wmax] = [0.57, 7] with N, = 52.

The range of valid scaling factor is [Smin, Smax] = [0.5, 1.5], with Ns = 250.

6.8 Results of target identification

Now, we present results of target identification obtained using the full-view setting of Figure 2}

e It can be seen that the identification succeeded for all targets with noise o¢ up to 50%. In the
case of o9 = 0% (see Appendix [B]), the error bars of each identified target have very different
numerical value compared to those of the other elements of the dictionary. This means that
recognition works well and a dictionary of large size can be used in practice.

e Figures ] and [ show the error bars for the dictionary of Figure [ for all inhomogeneous targets
with noise o9 = 40%, 80%. The mth error bar in the nth group describes the error (D, B,,) of
the matching experiment using the generating element of the dictionary B,. The shortest bar in
each group is the target identified by the matching procedure and is marked in green; the true
target is marked in red where the identification fails. For oq = 40%, identification succeeded and
5%t is also close to the true value s = 1.2, see Figure [fl For og = 80%, identification failed for
two inhomogeneous targets.

100

80 — —

g {1 EA T EERR i

Circle ins. circle Ellipse ins. circle Triang. ins. circle Square ins. circle Rect. ins. circle 2 Circles ins. circle ~ Circle & Ellipse ins. circle 2 Ellipses ins. circle

Figure 4: Results of identification for all inhomogeneous objects in the full-view setting and oo = 40%.
Measurements have been repeated 1000 times.

24



120

40 —

Circle ins. circle Ellipse ins. circle Triang. ins. circle Square ins. circle Rect. ins. circle 2 Circles ins. circle ~ Circle & Ellipse ins. circle 2 Ellipses ins. circle

Figure 5: Results of identification for all inhomogeneous objects in the full-view setting and oo = 80%.
Identification failed for two targets. Measurements have been repeated 1000 times.
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Figure 6: Difference between the estimated scaling factor and the true one (s = 1.2) at oo = 40%. Measure-
ments have been repeated 1000 times.
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e Figure [T shows the probability of recognition for the inhomogeneous targets of the dictionary at
different noise levels. Measurements have been repeated 1000 times.
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Figure T: Probability of recognition for all inhomogeneous targets of the dictionary of Figure [l

7 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have presented a framework of target identification for inhomogeneous objects. We
have provided and numerically tested in the presence of measurement noise a procedure for target
classification in wave imaging based on matching on a dictionary of precomputed frequency-dependent
distribution descriptors. The construction of such frequency-dependent distribution descriptors is
based on the properties of the inhomogeneous scattering coefficients. For a collection of inhomogeneous
targets, we first extracted the scattering coefficients from the reflected waves and then used a target
identification algorithm in order to identify an inhomogeneous target from the dictionary up to some
translation, rotation and scaling. It can be seen that the identification succeeded for all targets with
noise g up to 50%.

A Piecewise constant distributions
In the appendix, we provide an integral representation of the solution to ([2I) for the special case of

a domain B with piecewise constant electric permittivity u and magnetic permeability o. This can be
seen as a particular case of (B.]).
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A.1 The case of an inhomogeneous object with one inclusion inside

We consider the case of a domain B with one inclusion B; inside. B is immerged in an homogeneous
medium. B; has different constant permeability and permittivity than the one of B and the background.

Let us consider the following Helmholtz problem

V-%Vu—l—wzuuzo

O(u— .
‘%—zw(u—U} <

K
3

]2

where
1
o

()

7 x5, (%) + x5, (@)

{

in R?,

if |z| — oo, (A1)

+ gio XR2 \Es (I) )

w(z) = pixs, () + pexp 5, (@) + HoXge\ 5, (2),

with B; C B, = B. Let us define ky = w, k. = w,/0efte and k; = w./0;j1;. Solution to (AJ]) should

satisfy
Au+kiu=0 in R?\ B,
Au+k2u=0 in B\ B;,
Au+ k2u=0 in B, (A-2)
‘a(glgfj) —iw(u — U)’ < III(Q if |z| — oo,
x| 2
with the following transmission conditions
uly = ul- on 0B,
uly = ul- on 0B;,
1 Ou 1 Ou A3
G’_om N = U—em B on 5Be, ( )
1 Ou 1 Ou
=2 = =50 on 0B;.
o OV + o; Ov|

Given the cylindrical wave C,, of index n € Z and of wave number kg, we look for a solution to

(AJ) of the form

Cu(2) + SR [e)@)  mR*\B,
un(z) = { Sg [y](2) + Sk [nl(«)  in Be \ By, (A.4)
S5, [¥)(x) in B,
where the densities ¢, vn, N and ¢, are the solutions to

S [n)(x) = S5 [ (2) + S [na] () on 9B;,

S5, Dl () + S [1a] (2) = Cu(2) + S [6a](2) on 9B

R R on OB, (A5)

- + +
1 as%z (] 1 OS,’%@ |4 o, 1 as,’;ag [$n] on OB..
Oe v 7 Ce v 7 oo Ov + oo v N

As we have proved in (3.9]), the scattering coefficient of order n, m associated to the target B with
(inhomogeneous) piecewise constant permittivity and permeability is

Wnﬁm [Ba Ua ,U, w]




A.2 The case of an inhomogeneous object with two (distinct) inclusions
inside

Now we take into account the case of a domain B with two inclusions By and Bs inside. B is immerged

in a homogeneous medium. B; and By have different constant permeability and permittivity than the

one of B and the background.
Let us consider the following Helmholtz problem

V-%Vu+w2,uu:0 in R?,

O(u—U) . K .
glwl —iw(u—U)| < E if |z| — oo,

where
1 1

1 1 1
~(@) = —_— (z) + 75 Xp2 (z) + U—BXBC\W(HC) + o XEE. (z),

(x) = paxs, (€) + p2X B, () + HeX g\ (BruE) (T) + HoXg2\B, (%),

with By, Bo C B = B. Let us define kg = w, ke = w\/0cfte and k; = wy/o;u; for i = 1,2. The solution
to (AZ6) should satisfy

Au+kiu=0 in R?\ B,

Au+k2u=0 in B, \ By U By,

Au+k3u=0 in By, (A7)
Au+ku=0 in By,

a(gI;IU) —iw(u—U)| < IIII(% if |x] — oo,

with the following transmission conditions

uly = ul- on 0B,

uly = ul- on 0Bs,

uly =ul- on 0Bj,

19 19

0_08_1; N = G’_ﬁa_llj on 8Be, (As)
1 Ou 1 Ou

U—em N = 0—25 7 on 8B2,

1 Ou 1 Ou

U—em N = 0—15 3 on 331

As in the previous case, we look for a solution to (A.6) of the form

Ca(a) + Sp, [9](x) ) in R?\ B,
o ) SER@) + S @) + Sk (@) in BABIU B,
) skl in B, )
S [€](x) in By,

28



where the densities ¢, Vn, Mn, (o, ¥Wn and &, are the solutions to

SE & (@) = SE [yl(@) + SE ] (x) + SE [Cal () on 0By,
SE [hn](x) = SE [al(x) + S, [ma) () + S [Cal () on 0By,
SE Iyl(@) + SE [l (x) + g [Gal () = Ca(2) + S [¢n](2) on 0B,
1 SR WAl 98 bl 1 05 [nn] 1 9SE 6] on 0B (x10)
o1 ov T 0. ov e ov Te ov ’ .
os2iel|  q o5t ial| L 0S|y oSk
1 %2 i _ 1 Bae[’Yn] 1 %2 M L %1 r on JBy
a2 v Oec v Oe v Oe v 9
- + + +
1 9SE ] | 98K Inn] 1 OSEG]| 1 ac, 1 OS5 [6n] 5B
o ov . ov . v = o0 v o0 v . on 0be.

Again, the scattering coefficient of order n,m associated to the target B with (inhomogeneous)
piecewise constant permittivity and permeability is given by

Wn,m[bv o, p,w| = /BB On(y)(bm(y)dsy'

B Target identification with oy = 0%

We present results of target identification obtained using the full-view setting of Figure 2l with no noise
(00 = 0%). The computation of the error e(D, B,,) is represented by error bars in Figure 8, where the
mth error bar in the nth figure corresponds to the error ¢(D, B,,) of the matching experiment using
the generating element of the dictionary B,. The shortest bar in each group is the identified target
and is marked in green, while the true target is marked in red where the identification fails.
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Figure 8: Results of identification for all elements of the dictionary in the full-view and no noise.
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