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Time-Harmonic Electro-Magnetic Scattering
in Exterior Weak Lipschitz Domains with Mixed Boundary Conditions

FRANK OSTERBRINK AND DIRK PAULY

ABSTRACT. This paper treats the time-harmonic electro-magnetic scattering or radiation problem gov-
erned by Maxwell’s equations, i.e.,

—rot H +iweE = F in €, Exv=0 only,

rot E 4+ iwpH = G in Q, Hxv=0 onlg,

where w € C\ (0) and Q C R? is an exterior weak Lipschitz domain with boundary I := 9 Q divided into
two disjoint parts 1 and 2. We will present a solution theory using the framework of polynomially
weighted Sobolev spaces for the rotation and divergence. For the physically interesting case w € R\ (0) we
will show a Fredholm alternative type result to hold using the principle of limiting absorption introduced
by Eidus in the 1960’s. The necessary a-priori-estimate and polynomial decay of eigenfunctions for the
Maxwell equations will be obtained by transferring well known results for the Helmholtz equation using
a suitable decomposition of the fields £ and H. The crucial point for existence is a local version of
Weck’s selection theorem, also called Maxwell compactness property.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The equations that describe the behavior of electro-magnetic vector fields in some space-time domain
I x Q C R x R3, first completely formulated by J. C. Maxwell in 1864, are

—rot H+0:D =J, rot E 4+ 0 B =0, in I x,
divD = p, divB =0, in I x €,

where E, H are the electric resp. magnetic field, D, B represent the displacement current and magnetic
induction and J, p describe the current density resp. the charge density. Excluding, e.g., ferromagnetic
resp. ferroelectric materials, the parameters linking £ and H with D and B are often assumed to be of the
linear form D = ¢F and B = uH, where ¢ and p are matrix-valued functions describing the permittivity
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and permeability of the medium filling 2. Here we are especially interested in the case of an exterior
domain Q C R3, i.e., a connected open subset with compact complement. Applying the divergence to
the first two equations we see that the latter two equations are implicitly included in the first two and
may be omitted. Hence, neglecting the static case, Maxwell’s equations reduce to

—rotH—l—@t(sE):F, rotE—l—@t(uH):G, in I xQ,

with arbitrary right hand sides F', G. Among the wide range of phenomena described by these equations
one important case is the discussion of “téme-harmonic” electro-magnetic fields where all fields vary
sinusoidally in time with a single frequency w € C\ (0), i.e.,

E(t,z) = e“'E(x), H(t,z) = e“'H(x), G(t,z) = e™'G(z), F(t,z) = e™“'F(z).

Substituting this ansatz into the equations (or using Fourier transformation in time ) and assuming that
¢ and p are time-independent we are lead to what is called “time-harmonic Maxwell’s equations”:

rot E +iwpH = G, —rot H +iweE = F, in Q. (1.1)

This system equipped with suitable boundary conditions describes, e.g., the scattering of time-harmonic
electro-magnetic waves which is of high interest in many applications like geophysics, medicine, electrical
engineering, biology and many others.

First existence results concerning boundary value problems for the time-harmonic Maxwell system in
bounded and exterior domains have been given by Miiller [13], [I2]. He studied isotropic and homogeneous
media and used integral equation methods. Using alternating differential forms, Weyl [29] investigated
these equations on Riemannian manifolds of arbitrary dimension, while Werner [28] was able to transfer
Miiller’s results to the case of inhomogeneous but isotropic media. However, for general inhomogeneous
anisotropic media and arbitrary exterior domains, boundary integral methods are less useful since they
heavily depend on the explicit knowledge of the fundamental solution and strong assumptions on boundary
regularity. That is why Hilbert space methods are a promising alternative. Unfortunately, Maxwell’s
equations are non elliptic, hence it is in general not possible to estimate all first derivatives of a solution.
In [9] Leis could overcome this problem by transforming the boundary value problem for Maxwell’s
system into a boundary value problem for the Helmholtz equation, assuming that the medium filling €2,
is inhomogeneous and anisotropic within a bounded subset of 2. Nevertheless, he still needed boundary
regularity to gain equivalence of both problems. But also for nonsmooth boundaries Hilbert space methods
are expedient. In fact, as shown by Leis [10], it is sufficient that 2 satisfies a certain selection theorem, later
called Weck’s selection theorem or Mazwell compactness property, which holds for a class of boundaries
much larger than those accessible by the detour over H! (cf. Weck [24], Costabel [2] and Picard, Weck,
Witsch [20] ). See [I1] for a detailed monograph and [I] for the most recent result and an overview. The
most recent result regarding a solution theory is due to Pauly [I6] (see also [14]) and in its structure
comparable to the results of Picard [I8] and Picard, Weck & Witsch [20]. While all these results above
have been obtained for full boundary conditions, in the present paper we study the case of mixed boundary
conditions. More precisely, we are interested in solving the system (L) for w € C\ (0) in an exterior
domain  C R3, where we assume that I := 9Q is decomposed into two relatively open subsets 1 and
its complement ', := '\ T; and impose homogeneous boundary conditions, which in classical terms can
be written as

vxE=0onTly, vxH=0onTsy, (v : outward unit normal ). (1.2)

Conveniently, we can apply the same methods as in [15] (see also Picard, Weck & Witsch [20], Weck
& Witsch [27], [25] ) to construct a solution. Indeed, most of the proofs carry over practically verbatim.
For w € C\ R the solution theory is obtained by standard Hilbert space methods as w belongs to the
resolvent set of the Maxwell operator. In the case of w € R\ (0), i.e., w is in the continuous spectrum of
the Maxwell operator, we use the limiting absorption principle introduced by Eidus [4] and approximate
solutions to w € R\ (0) by solutions corresponding to w € C\ R. This will be sufficient to show a
generalized Fredholm alternative (cf. our main result, Theorem B.I0]) to hold. The essential ingredients
needed for the limit process are

e the polynomial decay of eigensolutions,
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e an a-priori-estimate for solutions corresponding to nonreal frequencies,
e a Helmholtz-type decomposition,
e and Weck’s local selection theorem (WLST), that is,

R (Q)Ne 'Dp, () — L () is compact.

loc

While the first two are obtained by transferring well known results for the scalar Helmholtz equation to
the time-harmonic Maxwell equations using a suitable decomposition of the fields F and H, Lemma 4.1,
the last one is an assumption on the quality of the boundary. As we will see, WLST is an immediate
consequence of Weck’s selection theorem (WST), i.e.,

Rr, (©)Ne Dy, (0) — L*(©) is compact,

which holds in bounded weak Lipschitz domains © C R3, but fails in unbounded such as exterior do-
mains (cf. Bauer, Pauly, Schomburg [I] and the references therein). For strong Lipschitz- domains see
Jochmann [7] and Fernandes, Gilardis [5].

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

Let Z, N, R and C be the usual sets of integers, natural, real and complex numbers, respectively.
Furthermore, let ¢ be the imaginary unit, Re z, Im z and Z real part, imaginary part and complex conjugate
of z € C, as well as

Ry:={seR|s>0}, Cy:={z€C|Imz>0}, and, I:={2m+1)/2|meZ\(0)}.

For x € R" with  # 0 we set r(z) := |z | and £(z) := «/|z| (| - |: Euclidean norm in R ). Moreover,
U(7) resp. B(7) indicate the open resp. closed ball of radius 7 in R™ centered in the origin and we define
S(F) =B\ U®F), U@ =R*\B(F), G(##):=UFNU#),
with # > 7. If f: X — Y is a function mapping X to Y, the restriction of f to a subset U C X will be

marked with f|, and D(f), N(f), R(f), and supp f denote domain of definition, kernel, range, and
support of f, respectively. Given two functions f,g: R®” — C* we write

f=0(g) for r — o0 ifandonly if Je¢>037>0VaeeUF): |flx)|<c-g(x).

For X,Y subspaces of a normed vector space V, X+Y, X+Y and X®Y indicate the sum, the direct sum
and the orthogonal sum of X and Y, where in the last case we presume the existence of a scalar product
(-,-)von V. Moreover, (-, )xxy resp. || - |lxyy denote the natural scalar product resp. induced
norm on X x Y and if X =Y, we simply use the index X instead of X x X.

2.1. General Assumptions and Weighted Sobolev Spaces. Unless stated otherwise, from now on
and throughout this paper it is assumed that Q C R3 is an exterior weak Lipschitz domain with weak
Lipschitz interface in the sense of [, Definition 2.3, Definition 2.5], which in principle means that I = 92
is a Lipschitz-manifold and 'y resp. ' are Lipschitz-submanifolds of I'. For later purpose we fix ro > 0
such that R3 \ Q € U(rg) and define for arbitrary 7 > ro

Q(F) :=QNU(F).
With 7 := 27y, k € N and 77 € C*°(R) such that
0<n<1, supp 1 C (—00,2 — 9), M—oon+s) = Ly (2.1)
for some 0 < § < 1, we define functions 7,7, nx, 7, € C>(R?) by
n(x) =iq(r(@)/ro),  i(x)=1-n(), m@) =q(r@)/re), vesp. k() :=1-mz),
meaning

suppn C B(r1) with 5 =1o0n U(rg), suppnr C U(rg+1) with nr = 1on U(ryg),
resp.

supp# C U(rg) with 5 =1o0n U(ry), suppjx C U(ry) with 7, = 1 on U(rpeq).
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These functions will later be utilized for particular cut-off procedures.

Next we introduce our notations for Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces needed in the following discussion.
Note that we will not indicate whether the elements of these spaces are scalar functions or vector fields.
This will be always clear from the context. The exampleﬁ

E:=Vn(r) € Hi, (U(1)), vxElg;) =0, rotE=0€el*U(1)), divE=r"2el*U(1),

shows that a standard L2-setting is not appropriate for exterior domains. Even for square-integrable
right hand sides we cannot expect to find square-integrable solutions. Indeed it turns out that we have
to work in weighted Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces to develop a solution theory. With p := (1 + r? )1/ 2
we introduce for an arbitrary domain Q C R3,t € R, and m € N

L2(2) = {w & (@) | p'w € (@)},
H () = {w e L2(Q) ’v lo] <m: 8% e LQ(Q)},

H(Q) = {w e L2(Q ]v lo] <m: 8%w e LtHal(Q)}

R,(Q) := {E e L2(Q)

ot E € Lf(Q)} , R,(Q) = {E e L2(Q)

rot E € LEH(Q)},
D,(Q) := {H e L2(Q) ‘ divH € LE(Q)}, D, () := {H e L2(Q) ‘ divH € L§+1(Q)},

where a = (a1, a2,a3) € N3 is a multi-index and 9%w := 97* 852 95°w, rot £, and div H are the usual
distributional or weak derivatives. Equipped with the induced norms

2 L t 2
Hw”Lg(Q) = p'w ||L2(Q) '
2 « 2
0 ey = D 10w gy -
|a|<m
”wHHm Q) Z ||8O‘w|\|_2 ‘(Q) ’
|a|<m
2
” EHR Q) = H E|||_2 () + H rot £/ |||_2 (Q) H E ”R Q) = H E |||_2 () + H rot £/ |||_2 (@)
2
H H ”D Q) H H |||_2 () + H divH |||_2(Q ’ ” HHD Q) H H |||_2 (22) + ” leHHLZ Q) )

they become Hilbert spaces. As usual, the subscript “loc” resp. “vox” indicates local square-integrability
resp. bounded support. Please note, that the bold spaces with weight ¢ = 0 correspond to the classical
Lebesque and Sobolev spaces and for bounded domains “non-weighted” and weighted spaces even coincide:

H, () = Hi(Q) = Ho() = H'(Q)
Q C R® bounded = VteR: R, (Q2) = R,(©2) = R,(2) = H(rot, )
D,() = D,(2) = D, (Q) = H(div, Q)

Besides the usual set C(€2) of test fields (resp. test functions ) we introduce
() = { lo [ € C¥(R?) and distlsupp e, 7)) >0}, i=1,2

to formulate boundary conditions in the weak sense:

[ 1Ny, (e

e, () == Cr () , R () :=Cr () AR D, r,(Q):=C () 7, (29)
TR [ -1 '
HI () == C(@) ™, Rp(@):=CF(@) "%, D@ =CF@) ™.

{Although the right hand sides 0 and r=2 are L2(t/](1))—functions7 we have E = ¢/r ¢ L2 (f](l)), but E € L%l((vl(l))
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These spaces indeed generalize vanishing scalar, tangential and normal Dirichlet boundary conditions
even and in particular to boundaries for which the notion of a normal vector may not make any sense.
Moreover, 0 at the lower left corner denotes vanishing rotation resp. divergence, e.g.,

R (Q) :={EeR,(Q)|rot E=0}, oDy, (Q):={H €D, (Q)]|divH =0}, :
and if ¢ = 0 in any of the definitions given above, we will skip the weight, e.g.,
H™(€) = HZ'(©), Rr, () = Ror, (), Dr, () = Dor, (€),
Finally we set

Xes=[X and  Xoo:=[JX  (s€R),

t<s t>s

for X; being any of the spaces above. If ) = R3 we omit the space reference, e.g.,

Hi" == H*(R?) Rir =R, (R?), D, = D,(R?), iy = Her, (R?),
The material parameters € and p are assumed to be k-admissible in the following sense.
Definition 2.1. Let k > 0. We call a transformation v k-admissible, if

o v:Q — R3*3 s an L®-matriz field,

® v is symmetric, i.e.,

VE7H€L2(Q) : <Ea7H>|_2(Q) = <7EaH>|_2(Q)a
e v is uniformly positive definite, i.e.,
Je>0 VEel?(Q): (E,7E>L2(Q)ZC.HEHﬁZ(Q),

e v is asymptotically a multiple of the identity, i.e.,
Y= 14+4 with v € Ry and’Ay:O(r_”) as r — 00.
Then e, 4 are pointwise invertible and ¢ =1, ;! defined by
_ -1 _ -1
e () = (e(x)) and p (@) = (p(x) e,
are also k-admissible. Moreover,
<'7'>€::<€'7'>|_2(Q) and <'7'>#::<:u'a'>|_2(g)
define scalar products on L%(€) inducing norms equivalent to the standard ones. Consequently,
L2(Q) := (LQ(Q),< cy >5), Li(Q) = (LQ(Q),< c >#) and L3(Q):=L%(Q) x LZ(Q)
are Hilbert spaces and we will write
Flles -0l -lla s ®ey @y &4 and Ley Ly, Lp

to indicate the norm, the orthogonal sum and the orthogonal complement in these spaces. For further
simplification and to shorten notation we also introduce for ¢ = ¢¢ -1+ ¢ and p = o - 1 + i the formal
matrix operators

(e 0 [P0 ~ (€ 0
A'<0 u) , A '(0 u‘l) : A'<0 u> ,

A(E,H) = (¢E,uH) A YE H)=('E,u " H) A(E,H) = (¢E,iH)

0 —rot
Rot := (rot 0 )

Rot (E, H) = (—rot H,rot F) M (E,H) = (—ic 'rot H,ip~ ' rot E)

o B 0 —ie Lrot
M = ZA ROt = (ZlLLl rot 0 ,

)
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e T ) R )

E(E,H)=(-¢{x H,{xE) Ao (E,H) = (e0E, poH) Ao (B, H) = (poE, 0 H)
Recall £(z) = z/r(z).
We end this section with a Lemma, showing that the spaces defined in ([2:2)) indeed generalize vanishing
scalar, tangential and normal boundary conditions.
Lemma 2.2. Fort € R and i € (1,2) the following inclusions hold:

(a) HE Q) C HE (Q), Rir, Q) C R, r, (Q), Dir, Q) C D, r, Q)

(b) VHé,ri Q) c oR¢ r, (Q), VHtl,ri Q) C oRet1r Q)

(c) rot Rir Q) C oDer, (Q), rot Ror, Q) c oDisr1r Q)
Additionally we have fori,j € (1,2), i # j:

HL (Q) = HL (Q) = {we H(Q) ‘ Vo ECR(Q): (w,dive), . = -

}
R, (Q) = Rr, (2 {EeRt(Q) ] VO ECTH(Q): (E.xotd) g = (10tE, @), }
D.r,(Q) = Dyr,(2 {He D,(Q) ’ VOECRQ): (H.Vo).g =—(divH 6).0 }

and
HEr () = Hip, () = { w e HE(©Q) ‘ VO ECHQ): (w,div®) g = —(Vw, @) b,
Ry (Q) = Rir(Q) :{EeRt(Q) ‘ VR ECT(Q): (E,rot®) g = (10tE, @) }
Dy 1, () = Dy, () := {He D, () ’ VHECEQ): (H. V). =—(divH 6).0 }

where ( by continuity of the L?-scalar product ) we may also replace c (Q) by
H;,rj (Q), Rs,rj (©), Dyr. () resp. H;,rj (Q), Rs,rj (Q), Ds,rj (Q),

L]

with s+t >0 resp. s+t > —1.

Proof. As representatives of the arguments we show
(i) rot Rir, Q) C oDy, Q) and (ii) Rir, Q) =R, ().
For E € rot R, ,(9?) there exists a sequence (£,)nen C C7; () such that rot £, — E in L7(€2). Then

Vo e C°(Q): (E,Vé) = lim (10t&,, V) — lim (div (rot &) ,¢) 2 =0,

L2(Q) L2(Q) — L2(Q)

hence F has vanishing divergence and (F, )nen defined by E,, := rot &, satisfies

L2(Q) Lo ()

(En)nen C CF(Q), E, ——— E and divE, =div (rot En) =0 0.

Thus £ € oD, ,(22) and we have shown (i). Let us show (ii). We clearly have R, r (Q2) C R, ().
For the other direction, let E € Ry, () and § > 0. Using the cut-off function from above we define
(Ek)ken by Ey := npE. Then By € Ri (Q(Zm)), M=ru S(2r), since for ® € CZ7 (Q(27‘k)) it holds
by ne® € CF(Q)

(Ey ,rot@)LZ(Q@m)) = (nkE,rot<I)>L2(Q)
= (E,rot(n,P) >L2(Q) —(E,Vn X @>L2(Q)
= (nprot E + Vi x E’(I)>L2(Q(2rk)) = (rot B}, (I)>L2(Q(27-k)) .
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Now observe, that by means of monotone convergence we have
| E = Bellg, 0y = 1B g,y < ¢ (11 B llg,o0mey) + 57 I B lizay ) — 0

hence we can choose k > 0 such that | E - E; HR @ < d/2. Moreover Q(2r;) = QNU(2r;,) is a bounded

weak Lipschitz domain and therefore (cf. [1l Sect1on 3.3]) Re (Q(2rk)) = Rfl(Q(27’f€)), yielding the
existence of some ¥ € C?T(Q(Qrfc)) such that

1 E; = ¥l <c-[| B -

(0 S <4/2.

v HR(Q(Q’I‘)%))
Extending ¥ by zero to {2 we obtain ( by abuse of notation) ¥ € CF(2) with

o8
2

v HRt(Q(2r,;)) <5;t3~ Y

1E—=¥lg ) < E—Egllg @+ £ —

)

()

which completes the proof.
O

2.2. Some Functional Analysis. Let H; and Hs be Hilbert spaces. With L(H;,Hz) and B(Hy, Hs) we
introduce the sets of linear resp. bounded linear operators mapping Hy to Hy. For A : D(A) C Hy — Hs
linear, closed, and densely defined, the adjoint A* : D(A*) C Ho — Hj is characterized by

(Az,y)n, =(z,Ay)n, VazeD(A), yeDA").
By the projection theorem we have the following Helmholtz type decompositions
Hi = R(A") @ N(A), and Hy = R(A) @ N(A¥),

which we use to define the corresponding reduced operators A := A|N(A)L’ A* = A*|N(A*)ia ie.,

A:DA) CRAT — RA) A" i D(A*) C R(A) — R(A)

D(A) = D(A) NR(A™) D(A*) = D(A*) NR(A).

These operators are also closed, densely defined and indeed adjoint to each other. Moreover, by definition
A and A* are injective and therefore the inverse operators

ATV R(A) — DA) and  (AT)TL:R(AY) — D(AY)

exist. The pair (A, .A*) satisfies the following result of the so called Functional Analysis Toolboz, see
e.g. [I7), Section 2], from which we will derive some Poincaré type estimates for the time-harmonic Maxwell
operator (M —w) (cf. Remark BTl and Remark B1).

Lemma 2.3. The following assertions are equivalent:

(1) e € (0,00) Vo eDA): |y, <callAz|,.

(17) Fear €(0,00) Vye DAY [yllp, <car [A"yly,-
(2) R(A) =R(A) is closed in Hs.

(2%) ( *) = R(A*) ist closed in Hy.

(3) A7 : R(A) — D(A) is continuous.

71-

(3) (A*)
Note that for the “best” constants ca and ca- it holds

A~

R(A*) — D(A") is continuous.

=CA = Cax = || (.A*)_

' HR(A),R(A*) ! ||R(A*),R(A) :

lifere and hereafter, ¢ > 0 denotes some generic constant only depending on the indicated quantities.
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3. SOLUTION THEORY FOR TIME-HARMONIC MAXWELL EQUATIONS

As mentioned above we shall treat the time-harmonic Maxwell equations with mixed boundary conditions

—rot H +iweE =F in Q, Exv=0 on [,
(3.1)
rot E +iwpuH =G in Hxv=0 on Iy,

in an exterior weak Lipschitz domain Q C R3 and for frequencies w € C\ (0). Moreover, we suppose that
the material parameters € and p are x-admissible with x > 0. Using the abbreviations from above and
rewriting

w:=(E,H) f=iAN"(~FQ),
the weak formulation of these boundary value problem reads:
For f € L2.(Q) find u € Rioe.r, () X Riger, () such that (M —w)u = f. (3.2)

We shall solve this problem using polynomially weighted Hilbert spaces. In doing so we avoid additional
assumptions on boundary regularity for {2, since only a compactness result comparable to Rellich’s selec-
tion theorem is needed. More precisely, we will show that 2 satisfies ”Weck’s (local) selection theorem”,
also called ”(local) Mazwell compactness property”, which in fact is also an assumption on the quality of
the boundary and in some sense supersedes assumptions on boundary regularity.

Definition 3.1. Let v be x-admissible with k > 0 and let @ C R3 be open. Q satisfies ”Weck’s local
selection theorem” (WLST) (or has the "local Mazwell compactness property” ), if the embedding

Rr, () N7~ "Dy, (2) — L, () (3.3)

is compact. Q satisfies " Weck’s selection theorem” (WST) (or has the ”Mazwell compactness property” )
if the embedding

Rr, () Ny~'Dr, () — L2(Q) (3.4)
1s compact.

Remark 3.2. Note that Weck’s (local) selection theorem is essentially independent of v meaning that a
domain Q C R? satisfies WST resp. WLST, if and only if the imbedding
Rr, (2)NDr () — L*(Q)  resp. Ry (2)NDp,(Q) — L} (Q)

loc

is compact. The proof is practically identical with the one of [19, Lemma 2] (566 also [24], [22] )

Lemma 3.3. Let v be k-admissible with k > 0 and let Q C R? be an exterior domain. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(a) Q satisfies WLST.
(b) For all 7 > rg the imbedding
R, (2(7) N 77" D, (7)) — L*(Q(7))
with Ty == T, US(7) is compact, i.e., Q(F) satisfies WST.
(¢) For all ¥ > 1o the imbedding
Rr, (2(7) N 77" D, (7)) — L*(Q(7))
with Ty := [y US(7) is compact, i.e., Q) satisfies WST.
(d) For all s,t € R with t < s the imbedding

R.r, () Ny7'D, r, (@) — LE(Q)

s,l2

18 compact.

Proof.
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(a) = (b): Let 7 > ro. By Remark [B.:2]it is sufficient to show the compactness of

R, (2(7) N D, (7)) — L*((7)) -

Therefore let (Fy)nen C er(Q(f)) N D, (£2(7)) be bounded, choose 9 < # < 7 and a cut-off
function y € é‘x’(]Rg) with supp x C U(7) and X|B(7¢) = 1. Then, for every n € N we have

E,=FE,+E,:= XEn + (1 —x)E,, supp E,, C Q(7), supp E, C G(7,7),

splitting (E,)nen into (E,)nen and (E’n)neN. Extending E,, resp. E, by zero, we obtain ( by abuse
of notation ) sequences

(En)nen CRr ()N Dr, () and  (En)nen C Ry (U(F)) ND(U(7))
which are bounded in the respective spaces. Thus, using Weck’s local selection theorem and

Remark B.2] we can choose a subsequence (E’ﬂ(n))neN of (Ep)nen converging in L2 (Q). The

loc

corresponding subsequence (EA’ﬁ(n))neN is of course also bounded in Ry (U(7)) N D(U(7)) and

by [23, Theorem 2.2], even in H!(U(7)), hence (Rellich’s selection theorem ) has a subsequence
(Eﬁ(n))ne]\] converging in L2(U(7)). Thus
| Bz n) = Ea(m) |2y
<ec: ( [ X (Ezn) = Baem)) |2y + 11 = %) (Brm) = Bzemy) 200 )

< (1 Bromy = Brom iz aeyy + 11 Bron) = Bromy lizcoiy )

meaning that (Ez(n))nen C (En)nen is a Cauchy sequence in L?(Q(7)).

m,n—0o0

0,

= (d): Let 5,t € R with s > ¢ and (Ep)nen C Ry, (€2) Ny~ 'D,r, () be bounded. Then there

exists a subsequence (Er(n))nen C (En)nen converging weakly in R_ 1 (€2) N 7_1Ds,r2 (Q) to some
vector field E € R,

converging in L2 () to the same limit £. Therefore, observe that

r, ()N 7'D -, (Q). We now construct a subsequence (Ez(n))nen Of (Er(n))nen

(Brm),1)nen  With  Ery 1 = mErm)

is bounded in Ry (Q(r2)) Ny~ 'Dr, (Q(r2)), [} := I US(ry) such that by assumption there exists a
subsequence (Ey, (n).1)nen converging in L(Q(r2)). Then (Er, (n))nen C (Ex(n))nen is converging
in L2(Q(r1)) and as (Er, (n))nen is also weakly convergent in L?(Q(ry)), we have

Ertny— E in L2(Q(r1)) .
Multiplying (Ex, (n))nen With 72 we obtain a sequence (Ex, (n),2)neN; £r,(n),2 = M2 Ex, (n) bounded
in er(Q(Tg)) N 4~ 'Dr, (2rs)), [, := I U S(r3) and as before we construct a subsequence
(Ery(n),2)nen converging in L2(Q(r3)), giving a subsequence (Erym))nen C (Er, (n))nen with

Erymy — E in L2(Q(ry)) .
Continuing like this, we successively construct subsequences (Er, (n))nen With Er ) — E in

L2(Q(rx)) and switching to the diagonal sequence we indeed end up with a sequence (Ez(n))nen,

7(n) :=mn(n), with Ez¢,) — E in L} (Q). Now Lemma [Al implies for arbitrary § > 0
| Exmy — E HL?(Q) <c || Brgy — B HL2(Q(6)) +0,

with ¢, d € (0,00) independent of Ez,). Hence

0,

lim sup || Ezmy — FE HLz(Q) <
n— o0 ¢

and we obtain Ez(,,) — E in L?(Q).
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(d) = (a): For (Ey)nen bounded in Ry (€2) Ny~ 'Dp, (Q), assertion (c) implies the existence of a
subsequence (Ey(,))nen converging in L%, (€2) to some E € L2 ,(Q). Then E € L} (©2) and as

loc
Vi>0: ||Expn—E HLZ(Q(F)) < QA By — B HL{I(Q) ,

we obtain (Ey(n))nen — E in L (Q).

loc

Similar arguments to those corresponding to (b) show the assertion for (c).
O

As shown by Bauer, Pauly, and Schomburg [l Theorem 4.7], bounded weak Lipschitz domains satisfy
Weck’s selection theorem and by Lemma (a) this directly implies the following.

Theorem 3.4. Exterior weak Lipschitz domains satisfy Weck’s local selection theorem.
Returning to our initial question, a first step to a solution theory for (3.2) is the following observation.
Theorem 3.5. The Maxwell operator
M:Rp () x R (Q) CLY(Q) — LR(Q), u— Mu,
is self-adjoint and reduced by the closure of its range
R(M) = e rot Rp,(Q) x wtrot R (2).

We note that here, in the case of an exterior domain €2, the respective ranges are not closed.

Proof. The proof is straightforward using Lemma 2.2] i.e., the equivalence of the definition of weak and

strong boundary conditions.
O

Thus (M) C R, meaning that every w € C\R is contained in the resolvent set of M and hence for given
f € L%(Q) we obtain a unique solution of &2) by u := (M — w)flf € Rr, (©) x R, (). Moreover,
using the resolvent estimate || (M —w)™" || < [Imw|~! and the differential equation, we get
1+ |w]
el < ¢ (el + 1 e+ 1ellulse ) e qa
Theorem 3.6. For w € C\ R the solution operator
Loi=(M=-w)"":13(Q) — R, (Q) xR (Q)

e I}
@R® = TImg|

: H fHLi(Q) :

is continuous with || Ly, || where ¢ is independent of w and f.
A

Remark 3.7. Let w € C\R. By LemmalZ.3 the following statements are equivalent to the boundedness
of Ly,:
o (Friedrichs/Poincaré type estimate) There exists ¢ > 0 such that

Hu||R(Q) <c-| (M—w)uHLi(Q) Vu € R () xR, ().

o (Closed range) The range
R(M-w)=(M-w) (R, (Q) xR, (Q))
is closed in L3 (Q).

The case w € R\ (0) is much more challenging, since we want to solve in the continuous spectrum
of the Maxwell operator. Clearly this cannot be done for every f € L% (), since otherwise we would
have R(M —w) = L3 () and therefore (M — w)~! would be continuous (cf. Lemma Z3) or in other
words w € o(M). Thus we have to restrict ourselves to certain subspaces of L% or generalize our solution
concept. Actually, we will do both and show existence as well as uniqueness of weaker, so called “radiating
solutions”, by switching to data f € L2(Q) for some s > 1/2.
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Definition 3.8. Let w € R\ (0) and f € L (Q). We call u (radiating) solution of [B.2), if
u e R<7%,FI(Q) X R<7%7FQ(Q>

and

(M—w)u=f, (3.5)

(Ao + Eomo E)u e L2>_%(Q). (3.6)
Remark 3.9. Since

(A0+./—50u05)uA0<E g—§§xH,H+1/%§xE>,

the last condition is just the classical Silver-Muller radiation condition which describes the behavior of the
electro-magnetic field at infinity and is needed to distinguish outgoing from incoming waves (interchanging
signs would yield incoming waves).

In order to construct such a radiating solution u we use the “limiting absorption principle” introduced by
Eidus and approximate u by solutions (u,)nen associated with frequencies (wy,)neny C C\ R converging
to w € R\ (0). This leads to statement (4) of our main result Theorem BI0, where the following
abbreviations are used:

Negen(M —w) := {u ’ u is a radiating solution of (M —w)u =0} (gen. kernel of M —w),
Ogen(M) 1= {w € C\ (0) | Ngen(M — w) # (0) } (gen. point spectrum of M).

Theorem 3.10 ( Fredholm alternative ). Let Q C R® be an exterior weak Lipschitz domain with boundary
I and weak Lipschitz boundary parts Ty and Te = T\ 1. Furthermore let w € R\ (0) and &, u be k-
admissible with k > 1. Then:

(1) Noen( M =) € () (R, (9 N7 0De () % (R, (@) N~ oDy r, () ).

teR

(2) dimNgen(M —w) < 0.
(3) ggen(M) C R\ (0) and ogen(M) has no accumulation point in R\ (0) .

(4) For all f € Li%(ﬂ) there exists a radiating solution u of B2), if and only if
Voue Ngen (M —w): <f,v>|_%(m:0. (3.7)
Moreover, we can choose u such that
Vv € Ngen(M—w): <U,U>L%(Q)=0. (3.8)

Then u is uniquely determined.

(5) For all s,—t > 1/2 the solution operator
Lot L2(Q) N Ngen(M —w)™ — (R, (2) x Ry, () N Ngen(M — w) 2
defined by (4) is continuous.

Remark 3.11. Under the conditions of Theorem [3.10 the following statements are equivalent to the
boundedness of Ly, ( cf. Lemmal2.3 and Remark m) :

We even have

Neen(M =) € () (Rery (N0 10t Ry 1, (@) ) % (Ryr, (@) N rot Ry p, ()
teR



12 FRANK OSTERBRINK AND DIRK PAULY

o (Friedrichs/Poincaré type estimate) For all s,—t > 1/2 there exists ¢ > 0 such that

<ec- ‘(M—w

H“”Rt(n) )“HL@(Q)

holds for all u € (R () x Ry, (Q2)) N Ngen(M — w)** satisfying the radiation condition.
o (Closed range) For all s,—t > 1/2 the range

RM-w)=(M-w) (Rt,rl(Q) xRy, (Q))
is closed in L2(Q2).

By the same indirect arguments as in [15, Corollary 3.9] (see also [I4] Section 4.9] ), we get even stronger
estimates for the solution operator L.

Corollary 3.12. Let Q C R? be an exterior weak Lipschitz domain with boundary I' and weak Lipschitz
boundary parts Ty and Ty := [\ [1. Furthermore let s,—t > 1/2, ¢, u be k-admissible with k > 1 and
K € Cy \ (0) with K N ogen(M) =10. Then:

(1) There exist constants ¢ > 0 and t > —1/2 such that for all w € K and f € L2(Q)
|| ﬁwf HR((Q) + H (AO + VEOHO = )ﬁwf HLi(Q) S c- H f |||_§(Q)
holds, implying that L., : L(Q) — Ry (Q) x R, (,(Q) is equicontinuous w.r.t. w € K.

(2) The mapping

™
e

— B(LI(Q). Ry, (Q) xRy, (2))
— Ly,

is uniformly continuous.

4. POLYNOMIAL DECAY AND A-PRIORI ESTIMATE

As stated before, we will construct a solution w in the case of w € R\ (0) by solving (B2) for
wp, = w +io, € C4\ R and sending 0,, — 0 (using (wn)neny € C— \ R instead will lead to “incoming”
solutions ). The essential ingredients to generate convergence are the polynomial decay of eigensolutions,
an a-priori-estimate for solutions corresponding to nonreal frequencies and Weck’s local selection theorem.
While the latter one is already satisfied (cf. Theorem [B.4]), we obtain the first two in the spirit of [27]
using the following decomposition Lemma introduced in [I4] ( see also [15], [16] ).

Lemma 4.1. Let w € K € C\ (0), ¢, be k-admissible with k > 0 and s,t € R such that 0 < s € R\ 1
and t < s <t+ k. Moreover, assume that u € R, (Q) satisfies (M —w)u = f € L2(Q). Then

f1 = (Crot,y — iwih )u — ifAf € L2
and by decomposing

fi=fr+ fo+ fs €oRs+0Ds + Ss
according to [26, Theorem 4] it holds

1 ~—1
fo:=fo+ aAo Rot fs € oD, .
Additionally, u may be decomposed into

U= Nu+ Uy + Uz + us,
where

(1) nu € R, () and for all t € R

Il oy < ¢ (1 F iz + el oy )
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(2) up = —%Aal(fRans) € R, and

lurllg <e-ll fills
(3) us :=F ' (p2(1—irZ) F(f2)) € H: N oDy and
luzllyy <l s -
(4) ug =10 —uy € H2 N oD, and for all t <t
s e < e (Nluallz + lluzll )
where @ = iw‘lAal( Rot7u — fp) € Hf NoDy
with constants ¢ € (0,00) independent of u, f or w. These fields solve the following equations:
(R0t+iwA0)77u:f1, (Rot—i—iw/\o)&:fg, (Rot—i—ion)ug:(l—on)uQ,
(A+w250u0)u3 = (1—in0)f2 - (1+w250u0)u2.
Moreover the following estimates hold for all t <t and uniformly w.r.t. A\ € K, u and f:
o I falls el Aills <e (1 F sy +l1ulls (o)

o Nullg oy < e (IF iz +uls oy +luslls)
o [ (A +weomo)us [l e (1F gy + 1l o))

o || (Rot—idvaTT = )iy < (11 F oy + Nl oy + | (Rot—d VEo = s )
Here S is a finite dimensional subspace of é"o(Rg), F the Fourier transformation and
Cap:=AB—-BA
the commutator of A and B.

Basically, this lemma allows us to split u into two parts. One part ( consisting of nu, u; and us ) has better
integrability properties and the other part (consisting of ug ) is more regular and satisfies a Helmholtz
equation in the whole of R3. Thus we can use well known results from the theory for Helmholtz equation
(cf. Appendix, Section [Bl) to establish corresponding results for Maxwell’s equations. We start with
the polynomial decay of solutions, especially of eigensolutions, which will lead to assertions (1) - (3) of
our main theorem. Moreover, this will also show, that the solution v we are going to construct, can be
chosen to be perpendicular to the generalized kernel of the time-harmonic Maxwell operator. As in the
proof of [16, Theorem 4.2] we obtain (see also Appendix, Section [C]) the following.

Lemma 4.2 ( Polynomial decay of solutions ). Let J C R\(0) be some interval, w € J, €, u be k-admissible
with k > 1 and s € R\ T with s > 1/2. If

u € R>7%(Q) satisfies (M —w)u=:f € LZ(Q),
then
u€R_,(Q) and K |‘R571(Q) <c- (H f HLg(Q) +[lu HLZ(Q((S))) 5
with ¢,d € (0,00) independent of w, u and f.
In short: If a solution u satisfies u € R, () for some ¢ > —1/2 and the right hand side f = (M —w )u

has better integrability properties, meaning f € L2(Q) for some s > 1/2, then also u is better integrable,
ie, u e R,_{(Q). Especially, if

u€R>_%(Q) and feLiQ) VseR,

then u € R,(Q) for all s € R, which is called “polynomial decay”.
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Corollary 4.3. Let w € R\ (0) and assume ¢, i to be k-admissible with k > 1 and
S R<7%,FI(Q) X R<7%7FQ(Q>
to be a radiating solution (cf. Definition[Z8) of (M —w)u =0. Then:

we () (Rur, () xRy, ().
teR

Proof. According to Lemma [£2] it suffices to show u € R,(Q2) for some ¢t > —1/2. Therefore, remember
that u is a radiating solution, the radiation condition (B:6) holds and there exists £ > —1/2 such that

(Ao + VEopo Z)u € LE(Q). (4.1)

On the other hand we have

_ 2
H (Ao + \/m :)u HL%(G(Mi))
, _ —_ 2
= || Aou ||L%(G(r0i)) +2/2oko Re<:UaA0“>L2;(G(mi)) +eono|Eu HLZ&(G(”’ﬂ)

and using Lemma [A3] (cf. Appendix, Section [A]) with

o(s) = (1+ 32)5, d:=¢gor, P(o) = /T o(7) dr, U=qor,

max{ro,o}

as well as the differential equation, we conclude

Re(Z2u,Aou) =Re(P=Zu,Au)

L2(G(ro,7)) L2(G(ro,7))

:Re((\IIRotu,Aou) (Wu, Ao Rot u)

L2(Q(7) )
Vu, —iwhoAu)

L2(0(7) T

= Re ( (—iwVAu, Aou )

2@ T LQ(Q(F)))

=Re w(VAu, (7\0 - AO)“>L2(Q(5)) =0,

€iR
hence
[ w ”L%(G(ro,%)) Sc || (AO +v/Eotto E)u ||LZE(G(TO,%))

with ¢ € (0,00) independent of 7. Now the monotone convergence theorem and (@I show

el 651y < € ] (Ao + VE0r0 E) u |2 56y < 00

which already implies u € Li(Q) and completes the proof.
O

The next step is an a-priori estimate for solutions corresponding to nonreal frequencies, which will later
guarantee that our solution satisfies the radiation condition ([B.6) and has the proper integrability. The
proof of it is practically identical with the proof of [16, Lemma 6.3] (cf. Appendix, Section [C]).

Lemma 4.4 (A-priori estimate for Maxwell’s equations). Let J @ R\ (0) be some interval, —t,s > 1/2
and e, ;1 be k-admissible with k > 1. Then there exist constants ¢, € (0,00) and some t> —1/2, such
that for all w € C with w? = X2 +iXo, A€ J, 0 € (0, ,/Eouo_l} and f € L2(Q)

I £0f gy + | (R0 + VBT Z) £0f ey < € (117 Iz + 1 0 lizgaray )
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5. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Before we start with the proof of Theorem [3.10] we provide some Helmholtz type decompositions, which
will be useful in the following. These are immediate consequences of the projection theorem and Lemma
2.2

Lemma 5.1. It holds
L2(©2) = VHr, () & oD, (), L3 () = VHE,(Q) &, 1~ 'oDr, ()
R, (@) = VHE, (9) . (R, (2) Ne 0D, (9)),  Re,(?) = VHE, (@) @, (Rr, (2) N1 '0Dr, ()
where the closures are taken in L%(Q).

Proof. Let v € {e,pu} and 4, j € {1,2} with ¢ # j. The linear operator
Vi:HL(Q) CcL?(Q) — L2(Q)
is densely defined and closed with adjoint (cf. Lemma 22)
—div;y: 77 'Dp(Q) CL2(Q) — L*(Q).
The projection theorem yields
L2(0) = RV @, N (div; 7).
The remaining assertion follows by VH{ (Q) C Rp (Q).

Proof of Theorem Let w € R\ (0) and &, u be k-admissible for some x > 1.

(1): The assertion follows by Corollary .3 and the differential equation
(M —w) u=0 < u=iw 'A ' Rotu,
using the fact that (cf. Lemma [Z2])
rot Ry r, (22) C oDy r, (2) resp. rot Ry r,(Q2) C oDy r, () .

(2): Let us assume that dimMNgen(M — w) = oco. Using (1) there exists a L%-orthonormal sequence
(n)nen C Ngen(M — w) converging weakly in L?(Q2) to 0. By the differential equation this sequence

is bounded in (Rp () Ne oD, (2)) x (Rr () Np~toDr, (22) ). Hence, due to Weck’s local selection

theorem, we can choose a subsequence, (ur(n))nen converging to 0 in L2 .(Q) ( (Ur(n))nen also converges

weakly on every bounded subset ). Now let 1 < s € R\ I. Then Lemma guarantees the existence of
¢,6 € (0,00) independent of (t(,))nen such that

n—oo

1= [ unn HLi(Q) < | unm) HRSil(Q) < c | uacm) HL2(Q(6)) — 0

holds; a contradiction.

(3): M is a selfadjoint operator, hence we clearly have ggen(M) C R\ (0). Now assume w € R\ (0) is
an accumulation point of ogen(M). Then we can choose a sequence (wp)neny C R\ (0) with wy, # wp,
for n # m, w, — @ and a corresponding sequence (U )nen With u, € Ngen(M —wy, ) \ (0). As M is
selfadjoint, eigenvectors associated to different eigenvalues are orthogonal provided they are well enough
integrable (which is given by (1)) and thus by normalizing (u,)neny We end up with an L%-orthonormal
sequence. Continuing as in (2), we again obtain a contradiction.

(4): First of all, if a solution u satisfies (8.8, it is uniquely determined as for the homogeneous problem
U € Ngen(M — w) together with (1) and ([B.8) implies u = 0. Moreover, using Lemma and (1), we
obtain

<f’v>|-i(9) = <(M—w)u,v>|_i(m :<u,(M—w)v>Li(Q) =0 VoueNgen(M—w),
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meaning ([B.7) is necessary. In order to show, that ([3.7) is also sufficient, we use Eidus’ principle of limiting
absorption. Therefore let s > 1/2 and f € L2(Q) satisfy (3.7). We take a sequence (0, )neny C Ry with
o, — 0 and construct a sequence of frequencies

(wn)HGNa Wn 1=V w? + ignw S (CJr \R,

converging to w. Since M is a selfadjoint operator we obtain ( cf. Section[d) a corresponding sequence of
solutions (un)nen, Un := Lu, f € Rr, () x Rp, (Q) satisfying (M — wy, ) un, = f. Now our aim is to show
that this sequence or at least a subsequence is converging to a solution u. By Lemma 5.1l we decompose

Up = Up + U and f:f+fa
with

n, f € VHE (Q) x VHE () C oRr, () % oRr, (Q),
in, [ € (Rr,(2)Ne710Dr, () ) ¢ (Re, (@) N 'oDr, (9) ).

Inserting these (orthogonal) decompositions in the differential equation we end up with two equations

(5.1)

—Wnply = f and (M—wn)an:f,

noting that the first one is trivial and implies L?-convergence of (i, )nen. For dealing with the second
equation we need the following additional assumption on (u,)nen, which we will prove in the end:

Vt<—-1/2 Jce€(0,00) VneN: <c (5.2)

| un |||_§(Q)
Let £ < —1/2 and ¢ € (0,00) such that (5.2) holds. Then, by construction and (512, the sequence
(in)nen is bounded in (R - () Ne™'oD; - (2)) x (R () Npu~'oD; (). Hence (Theorem 3.1
and Lemma B.3]), (tn)nen has a subsequence (&, (n))nen converging in L?(Q) for some t < £ and by the
equation even in R; - (©2) x Ry (€2). Consequently, the entire sequence (ur(,))nen converges in R;(€2)
to some u satisfying
u€ Ry (2) xRy () and (M—w)u=f.
Additionally, with Corollary and Lemma we obtain for n € N and arbitrary v € Ngen(M —w)
0= <fa'U>|_i(Q) = <(M_wﬂ'(n))uﬂ'(n) a'U>|_i(Q)
= (tn(n) s (M= Tr(n)) V)12 ) = (W = Wa(m) ) (Un(m) V)2 (g -

Hence (tr(n),v) =0and, as (-,v) is continuous on LZ(Q2) x LZ(€2) by (1), we obtain

L3 () LR ()

<uav>|_i(gz) = nlggo<u7\'(") ’U>Li(ﬂ) =0.

Thus, up to now, we have constructed a vector field u € Ngen( M — w )14, which has the right boundary

conditions and satisfies the differential equation. But for being a radiating solution, it still remains to

show, that u € R__,(?) and enjoys the radiation condition ([B.6). For that let ¢ < —1/2. Then, by
2

Lemma 4] there exist ¢,d € (0,00) and some £ > —1/2, such that for n € N large enough we obtain
uniformly in o (), Ur(n), f and 7 > 0:
|| tr(n) HRt(Q(F)) +1| (Ao + vEoro E) tn(n) ||L§(Q(%)) se (H I ”Lg(Q) + {[ ) HL?(Q(&))) :

Sending n — oo and afterwards # — oo (monotone convergence ) we obtain

H u ||Rt(ﬂ) =+ H (AO + VEolo E)U HL?(Q) <c- (H f |||_§(Q) + ” u |||_2(Q(5))) < 00, (5'3)
yielding

uw€R__1(Q)  and (Ao + Ve E)uel?_1(9).

1
2
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This completes the proof of existence, if we can show (5.2)). To this end we assume it to be wrong, i.e.,

there exists ¢ < —1/2 and a sequence (un)neny C R 1 () X R (), uy := Lo, f with [[un ||| 2oy — 00
: ; 2

for n — oco. Defining

(2

. ~1 5 ~1
Up = || un ”'—f(Q) Uy, and o= |lun ||L?(Q)~f,
we have

linllzy =1, F-—0inL3(Q) and (M-w,)in=fa.

Then, repeating the arguments from above, we obtain some < ¢ and a subsequence (U (n))nen converging
in L2(€2) to some % € Ngen( M —w ) NNgen (M —w )4, hence @ = 0. But Lemma 4l ensures the existence
of ¢,0 € (0,00) (independent of o (), tir(n) and fw(n) ) such that

n—oo

——0

1= [t [z < € (I Frtm Dz + 1 m iz )

holds; a contradiction.
(5): Let —t,s > 1/2. By (4) the solution operator
Lo L2(Q) N Ngen(M —w) ™ — (R, () x Ry, (2)) N Ngen( M — w) 2

=D(Lw) =R(L,)

is well defined. Furthermore, due to the polynomial decay of eigensolutions, D(L,,) is closed in LZ().
Thus, the assertion follows from the closed graph theorem, if we can show that £, is closed. Therefore,
take (fn)nen C D(Ly) with

fn — f in L2(Q) and Up = Ly fo —>u in Ry (2) x R, ().

Then clearly f € D(Ly), u € R(L,) and as (M — w ) u, = fn, we obtain (M —w ) u = f. Now estimate
(E3) (along with monotone convergence ) shows as before
u€R<7%(Q) and (A0+\/€0,LL05)U€L2>7%(Q),
meaning u is a radiating solution, i.e., u = L, f, which completes the proof.
[l

Remark 5.2. During the discussion at AANMPDE10 ( 10th Workshop on Analysis and Advanced Nu-
merical Methods for Partial Differential Equations ), M. Waurick and S. Trostor{f pointed out, that it is
sufficient to use weakly convergent subsequences for the construction of the (radiating ) solution. This is
in fact true (the radiation condition and regularity properties follow from Lemmal[{.4) by the boundedness
of the sequence and the weak lower semicontinuity of the norms ), but it should be noted, that Weck’s local
selection theorem is still needed to prove (5.2), since here norm convergence is indispensable in order to
generate a contradiction. Anyway, we thank both for the vivid discussion and constructive criticism.
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APPENDIX A. TECHNICAL TOOLS

Lemma A.1. Let Q C R? be an arbitrary exterior domain and s, t, 0 € R witht < s and 0 > 0. Then
there exist constants ¢,0 € (0,00) such that

| w |||_§(Q) <c-fw |||_2(Q(5)) +0-[w |||_§(Q)
holds for all w € L2(12).

Proof. Let R3\ Q C U(rg). For # > 1y we obtain

max{0,t}
)

~ ~9\t—s
0 iz o = 10 ey + 10 Iz ey < (147 M lia oy + (1+7)7" - w0 i,

-9\ max{0,t} 2 ~2\t—s
< (1+T2) '||w|||_2(9(1=))+(1+r2) 'HwHLS(Q)'

Since t < s we can choose 7 such that (1 + fQ)tfs < 02, which completes the proof.

Lemma A.2. For7 >0 and f € LY(R") it holds

lim inf 7“/ | fldr—t =0.
7—00 S(T)
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Proof. Otherwise there exists 7 > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

c

/‘IfldW’IZ— V>
S(r)

<

and using Fubini’s theorem we obtain

[e ] 0o 1
111 nz/ Umv:/ / UM&AWZO/‘—WZM
HED T o i Js@r) ;T

a contradiction.

O

Lemma A.3. Let Q C R? be an exterior weak Lipschitz domain with boundary T and weak Lipschitz

boundary parts Ty and Ty = T\ Ty. Furthermore, let 7,7 € Ry with ¥ > 7 and R*\ Q C U(#) as well as
¢ € CO([7,7],C). Ifue Rir, () xR, () for some t € R, it holds
(P=u, Aou) = (¥ Rotu,Agu)

L2(C(#,7)) L@ T (Yu,Rot Apu >L2(Q(7=)) , (A1)

where ® :=gpor, UV:=1or, and

Y :[0,7] — C, o >—>/ o(7)dr.
max{7,0}
Proof. As CF(§2) respectively CZ(€2) is dense in R, () respectively R r,(€2) by definition it is enough
to show equation (A.Il) for u = (u1,u2) € CZ () x CZ(Q2) C C>®(R3). Observing that the support of
products of u; and usy is compactly supported in some © C © C €, we may choose a cut-off function
© € C(Q) c C°(R3) with ¢|e = 1 and replace u by pu =: v =: (E, H). Without loss of generality we
assume R3\ © C U(7). Using Gauss’s divergence theorem we compute

<(I)H’U, AOU>L2(GT’F / (;5 H’U/ AOu>L2(S / ¢ H’U AOU>|_2(S ))d
:/ (MO EXFE, H L2(S(r))7€0<§XH’E>L2(S(T)))dT

/¢ /S(T po & (BEx ) —egé - (HXE))dAgdr

:/ o(r / [Lole ExH)—eodlv(HxE))d/\3dr.
U(r)

Note that

o div (E x ) = g div (H x B) = o (A rot B~ Exot T ) — o Exot H — Hrot E )
= ((MOF) rot B — (EQE) rot H) + (Hrot (EOE) — E'rot (MOF))
= Agv - Rotv + v - Rot Agv.
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Hence, by using Fubini’s theorem, we see
<(I)EU’AOU>L2(G(f,F)) = /T o(r) ((Rotv,on>L2(U(T)) + (v,Rot A0U>L2(U(r)) ) dr

:/ (;5(7")/ (<RO‘E’U AOU>L2(S(U)) + <U,R0tAOU>L2(S(U)))dU dr

/ /rnax{r o} <R0tv AOU>L2 (8(e)) + <’U ’ Rot AOU>L2(S(U)) ) dr do
/ 1/1 ROtU;AOU>L2(S(U)) + <U’ROtAOU>L2(S(U))) da’
(¥ Rotv,Agv) + (Vv,Rot Agv ),

L2(u(# 2(U()

:<\PRotv,on>L ))+<\II’U Rot Agv ), 2(Q(F)
=(v Rotu,A0u>L2(Q( ) T <\Ilu,RotA0u>L2(Q(;)) ,

where the last line follows by construction of v
O

We end this section with a Lemma, which will be needed to prove the polynomial decay and a-priori-
estimate for the Helmholtz equation and can be shown by elementary partial integration.

Lemma A.4. Let w € HE (R™), 0 ¢ suppw, m € R and 7 > 0. Then

(1) Re/ ™ Aw 9,7
U ()

1 1
== ™ (n4+m—2)|Vw|? - 2m|d,w|* ) + 0w 2 — < [ Vw|? )
2 2
U(7) S(7)

(2) Re/ r" Aww
U
_ 2_Mm _ -2 m L
= /U(F) (|Vw| 5 (n+m—2)r 2w ) /S(F)r (Re(@rww) 5 " |w] ),

1
3) Im / rAww = —m/ ™ m (0,ww) + —/ )
U() U(#) 2 Js()

1 1
(4) Re / ™o, = ——/ ™ (n+m) |w|2+—/ P w|?
u() 2 Juw 2 Js

where 0, :=§ - V.

APPENDIX B. POLYNOMIAL DECAY AND A-PRIORI ESTIMATE FOR THE HELMHOLTZ EQUATION

In this section we present well known results for the Helmholtz equation, which we will use to achieve
similar results for Maxwell’s equations. We start with a regularity result (Cf. [27, Lemma 4]) and the
polynomial decay (cf. [27, Lemma 5] )

Lemma B.1. Lett € R. If w € L2(R"?) and Aw € L2(R"), it holds w € H2(R™) and
0 ey < € (1AW Iz + 10l 2 )
with ¢ € (0,00) independent of w and Aw.

Proof. For t = 0 we have w, Aw € L%(R™) and using Fourier transformation we obtain
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B0 12 gy + 110 [ gy = (172 F0) [+ 1 F(0) [

1 ) 5 (B.1)
— [0 DIF@P 2 5 0+ F) [,

yielding w € H?(R") and the desired estimate. So let us switch to ¢ # 0. Then, using a well known result

concerning inner regularity (e.g., [3, Chapter VII, §3.2, Theorem 1] ), we already have w € HZ (R™).
Now let 7 > 1 and define 7= € C*°(R") by n;(z) := p'n(r(z)/7). Then nrw € H2(R™),
|Vnz| < c-pt™t with ¢ =c¢(t) >0,
and
2
(V(nrw) , V (njw) >L2(]R") =Re(Vw, V(fiw) >L2(Rn) + || (Vor)w HLZ(]R")
2
< o (18w a7 iz oy + 10 12 gy )
2 2
< (1AW s g + 1w Ko )
with ¢ = ¢(n, t) € (0,00), hence
| Vw ||L§(B(%)) < || V(nrw) — (Vnz)w |||_2(]Rn) <c(n,t) - (H Aw |||_§(]Rn) + [Jw |||_?(]Rn) ) .
Sending 7 — oo (monotone convergence ) shows w € H(R™) and
10 gy < €0) - (1AW sy + 110 s )- (B.2)
Moreover,
2
Ap'w) = t(n +(t-2)—— T ) 2w + 2rpt 20w + ptAw,
such that with (B:2)) we obtain
H A(ptw) HLZ(R") <c ( H Aw |||_§(]Rn) + H w HL?(]R") ) ) (B-3)

with ¢ € (0,00) independent of w and Aw. Hence A(p'w) € L*(R") and we may apply the first case.
This shows p'w € H?(R") and using (B.)), (B:2) and (B.3), we obtain (uniformly w.r.t. w and Aw)

0 g2 oy < (u 00 e gy + 11 (V1) V0 [y + | (0010 [y + 0 1 (0%0) 0 [y )

=2

(A(pw HLZ(Rn) + [ pw HLZ(Rn) + [ Vw HL2 L&y T | w HL2 (]R"))

<c ( | Al a gy + 110 2 gy )

yielding w € HZ(R™) and the required estimate.
O

Lemma B.2 (Polynomial decay). Let J € R\ (0) be some interval, v € J and s,t € R with t > —1/2
and t < s. Ifw € LER™) and g := (A +~%)w € L2, (R™) it holds

w e HS(RH) and ||w||H§(]R”) <c (||g|||_§+1(]Rn) + ||U}H|_§71(]Rn))

with ¢ = ¢(n, s, J) € (0,00) not depending on v, g or w.
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Proof. The assertion follows directly from Lemma [B.1] if we can show
2 .
wel2®)  with [ wlien Sc (19l g+ 1vle g )-

Therefore let v := Yw, where ¥ € C*°(R"™) with ¥ = 1 on U(1) and vanishing in a neighbourhood of the

origin. By assumption we already have w € HZ(R™) (cf. Lemma [Bl), hence v € HZ (R") and we may

apply the partial integration rules from Lemma [A.4] to

Re/ (Aw+72w)(r2t+larﬁ+ﬂr2tw) :Re/ (Av+72v)(r2t+18m+ﬂr2t6) =...,
G(#,7) G(

7,7)
with 7 > 7 > 1 and
8= maX{(n—l)/Q,t+(n—1)/2}.

After some rearrangements this leads to
/ P2 (8= (n+2t—2)/2)|Twl+ ((n+20)/2— 8) 2wl )
G(7,7)
—|—2ﬁ/ 7“2t|5,.w|2 +/ 7:2t+1|v,w|2
G(#,7) S(7)
= —Re / (Aw +¥*w) (r*T10,W + pr*'w) + t(n + 2t — Q)ﬁ/ 7272 )2
G(7,7) G(7.7) (B4)
+/ F2t+1 (ﬁﬁ—2 lw|*> — B~ 'Re (0,w W) — |8rw|2)
S(7)
b [P (100l + 67 Re (D0w) - pti 2wl
S(7)
1 1
T —/ f2t+1(|Vw|2 +72|w|2) + —/ f”“(IVwI2 - 72lwl2) :
2 Jsr 2 Js()

Let us first have a look on the left hand side of this equation. For ¢t > 0 (i.e., 8 =t+ (n—1)/2) we skip
the second and third integral to obtain

Lo (B ot 2 22V 4 (0202 9) P

+ 2t/ 2t 9,w|* + / P Vaw|?
G(#,7) S(7)

Y

/G« . (28— (-t 26— 2)) [Vl + ((n+20) - 28 (17w )

/ T2t (|V’LU|2 4 ’)/2|’LU|2) ,
G(7,7)

while in the case of t < 0 (i.e., 8 = (n —1)/2) we just skip the third integral and end up with

1
2
1
2

L™ (8= (20 =2)/2) 0l + (4 20)/2 - 8) 1l

+ 2t/ r2t0,w|? +/ P2 Vw2
G(7,7) S(7)

> [ (5 22 )V (04202 )R
G(7,7)

1
(24 2t 2 20, 12
(5+1) [, (vwk el
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since |0,w| < |[Vw|. Thus for arbitrary ¢ € R the left hand side of (B4) can be estimated from below by
JL 1 2t 2 20,12
ming -, -+t r (|Vw| + | w] )

2°2 G(#,7)
For the right hand side we have (7 > 1)

/ 2+ ( |0,w]* 4+ BF ' Re (0,ww) — 6t7"2|w|2)
S(7)

< / P24 (10,wf? + Blovw | + Bl [wf? ) < c- / P2 ([Tl + ful? )
S(7) S(7)
as well as

/ P20 (BtE2 wf? — B~ Re (0,ww) — |0rwf? )
S(7)

g/ P2 (Bl wl? + 57 o] ) < c~/ P (2 + Vol ),
S(7) S(7)

such that equation (B.4]) becomes

11
mm{ th}/ r2t(|Vw|2+72|w|2)
2°2 G(#7)

< [ gl (vl + gl )+ e 2t-2)] [ R
G(7,7) G(#,7)

+e(n,t) ( [ (i vu - 2 )+ [ 2 (vl 4 |w|2)> .
S(#) S(7)

By assumption we have w € HZ(R"), such that according to Lemma [A2] the lower limit for # — oo of
the last boundary integral vanishes. Hence we may replace G(#,7) by U(#) and in addition use Young’s
inequality to obtain

2 2
| 7" Vw ||L2(ﬁ(f)) +7° ||Ttw"L2(IVJ(f)) (B.5)

<c(n,t) (H rtlyg Hi%ﬁ(f)) +] rlw Hiz(ﬁ(f)) + /S(T) P ( [Vwl? = |wl* + 772 [w]? ))

< c(n,t) . (” g ||i2 (®") + || w ||i2 (&™) +/ 2+l ( |V’LU|2 _ 72|w|2 + 7:72|’LU|2 )) ]
t+1 t—1 S(#)

Now suppose that s = t. Then the assertion simply follows by choosing 7 := 1 as the trace theorem
bounds the surface integral by || w |||2_|2 (u(1y) and with Lemma [B]

||w||Ht1<Rn)_ m5 ) (190 oy + 10l ey + 10 sy )
ey )+ (190 ooy + 10l gy + 10 ey )
<etns, ) (190 o + 10l oy + 1800 g0 )

< e, )+ (19l qary + 0l Rn>)

holds. For the case w ¢ L2(R") let § :=sup {m € R|u € L% (R")}. Then, w.lo.g[, we may assume
§—1/2<t<s<s<t+1/2,

VOtherwise we replace s and t by t; :=t+ k/4 resp. s := tg41, k = 0,1,2,... and obtain the assertion after finitely
many steps of the type tp, < sp < tp + 1/2 (cf. Appendix, Section [T Proof of Lemma 1] ).
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hence § := 1 —2(s—t) € (0,1). Multiplying (B.F) with #~° and integrating from 1 to some 7 > 1 leads to

f_6/ 2t ( |Vw|? + 72|w|2) di < ¢(n,t) - (/ f_é/ P22 g2 22 w|? di
1 U(#) 1 U(#)

+ /G(1 ’ 7‘2t+17‘5(|Vw|2 — ¥ w|? + r72|w|2) )

By Fubini’s theorem we have for arbitrary h € L*(R"™)

7 T poo oo pmin{o,7}
/ f—é/ hdf:/ / / f“%dodﬁz/ / f—é/ hdi do
1 U(#) 1 Jp S(o) 1 1 S(o)

= / (1—06)"tmin{oc!™% —1,77° -1} hdo
1 S(o)

= / / (1-0)"" min{rka — 1,770 = 1} hdo = / 07 h
1 S(o) —~ U(1)

k

(B.6)

such that (B.) becomes (note that 6 < (1 —¢8)~'-r'2 and 1 -6 =2(s—1))
/ 0; r%( |Vw|? +72|w|2) (B.7)
U(1)
<eln,t) - </ 9%(r2t+2|g|2 4 T2t72|w|2) Jr/ T2t+1—6( IVw|? — 72|w]? + r*2|w|2) )
U(1) G(1,7)

2 2 s
<c(n,s)- <|| g |||_§+1(]R") + lw ||L§71(R“) + /G( )r2 (|Vw|2 _ 'y2|w|2) )

Finally, look at

1,7

Re/ % g = Re/ % gv.
G(1,7) G(1,7)

Applying Lemma [A4] we obtain (after some rearrangements)

/ T25(|Vw|2772|w|2)
G(1L,7)
= —Re / 2 gw + s(n + 25 — 2)/ 72572 w2
G(1,7) G(1,7)
VQS( — 1,12 — 2
+/ 7°( Re (Opww) — s7 Huwl] ) —/ (Re (Orww) — s|w] )
S(7) 5(1)

<) ( (g ) [ (9l gl ) (19l ) ).

T

hence (using the trace theorem and Lemma [B.1)
[ (vup =521
G(L,7)
2 2 2 25 2 2
< el (1905 ooy + 100 oy I By + [ (1908 +10) ) 33)

< e(n,s, ) ( 1915 ooy + 10 2 gy + /S . 72 ([Vwl? + Jwl? ) )

and inserting (B.8)) into (B7) we end up with

[ ot (19w 2P ) < clons) (1ol oy Il e+ [ (1908 + ) ).
e s o 5(7)



TIME-HARMONIC MAXWELL EQUATIONS 25

Again the lower limit for ¥ — oo of the boundary integral vanishes ( cf. Lemma and observe that
w € Hiil(R"), since 0 < s —t < 1/2 by assumption ), such that passing to the limit on a suitable
2

subsequence we obtain

[0 gy < el )+ ([ (=87 240 (V2 92wl ) + [ [
s U(1) s

<clnn ) (Jim [ oer (9 ) 1wy o )

<c(n,s,J) ( ||g|||_2 (®™) + ||w|||_2 L(R™) )’

showing w € L2(R") and the required estimate.

Lemma B.3 (A-priori estimate). Letn € N, t < —1/2,1/2 < s < 1, and let J € R\ (0) be an interval.
Then there exist ¢, € (0,00), such that for all 3 € Cy with B? = v? +ivr, v € J, 7 € (0,1] and
g € LZ(R")

|(A+8)" g||L2(Rn+Hexp—wr)(A+ﬂ "9l

(B.9)
<+ (g llage + 1A+ 8) "0l )

holds.

Tkebe and Saito [6] proved this estimate for the space dimension n = 3 and with ¢ = —s, which already
shows the result also for any ¢t < —1/2 as the norms depend monotonic on the parameters s and ¢. For
arbitrary space dimensions, we follow the proof of Vogelsang [21], Satz 4].

Proof. First of all, observe that
A H*R™) c L2(R") — L*(R"), w+— Aw

is self-adjoint and, therefore, w := (A+3)~1g € H*(R") is well defined. Moreover, due to the monotone
dependence of the norms on the parameters s and ¢, it is enough to concentrate on the case t = —s. With
we := exp(—ivr)w and g, := exp(—ivr)g, we have w, € H*(Q) and

-1
Aw, + iV(T’LUe + n—we + 28rwe) = ge -
r

Applying Lemma [A4] to

~1
Re/ 9e ( 219 5, + =
G(L,7)

_ T _
25— 2we+27“25 1105) -
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with 7 > 1 and using the same techniques as in the proof of Lemma we obtain

1 1
_/ 282 ( (45 — 4)|0,we|* — (25 — 3)|Vwe|2) + —/ 2= Vw, [?
2 Jaq.n 2 Jaq,m

—1
- / g (710w + T B, 4 T, )
G(1,7) 2

-1
+ 2 (3—1)(n+23—4)/ r28_4|we|2+z(2s—1)(n—|—2s—3)/ 72573 |w, |?
2 G 4 a7
1 25 —1
+ —/ 2=t (2 |0rwe|® + 7 Re (0w W) — |[Vwe|* — (87~) T |we|2)
2 S(7) T
-1 -1
+ (n )/ Fes—2 (Re (0ywew.) — 5 |we|2)
2 S(7) T
1

— / (2 |8,.we|2 +7Re (GT.weEe) — |Vwe|2 —(2s—-1)7 |we|2)
2 Jsq)

=1

5 /S(l) (Re (Orwewe) — (s — 1)|we|2) .

Since 4s — 4 < 0 and |9, w,| < |Vwe|, the left hand side can be estimated from below

1 1
—/ TQS*Q((4S—4)|8Twe|27(2573)|Vwe|2) +—/ 251 |V, |2
2 Jaa,n 2 Ja@,m

1 1
> —/ 7»28—2((45*4) - (25—3))|Vwe|2 - <s - —) / 2572 |V, |2
2 Ja.# 2) Jaq,m

while for the right hand side we obtain

) -1 5,
—Re / Je (r%_l@rwe + n r25 2w, + T r25_1we) + ...
G(1,7) 2 2
< / 7% ge| (7’571|Vwe| +
G(1,7)

+c- / 7“2574|we|2+7/ 7“572|we|r571|we|
G(1,7) G(1,7)

+/ (|Vwe|2+|8,.wewe|+|we|2)+/ f25_1(|Vwe|2+|8Tweﬁe|+|we|2)) ,
S(1)

TS

n—1 72|

S(7)

yielding

1
<s — —> / 72572 |V, |2
2) Ja@,m

-1
< [l (r S B S e ) e (/ S
G(1,7) G(L,7)

,T

wr [ [ (P e ) 4 [ (V) )
G(1,7) S(1) S(7)

Here, as well as in the sequel, ¢ € (0,00) denotes a generic constant independent of v, 7, w and g.
According to Lemma the lower limit for 7 — oo of the last boundary integral vanishes. Thus we
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may omit it and replace G(1,7) by IVJ(I), such that using Young’s inequality we end up with
s—1 2
H T Ve HLZ(IVJ(l))
s 12 s—1 2 5—2 2 2 2
<c- ( [ 7°ge ||L2({j(1))+THT weHLQ([j(l)) +HT weHLz(ﬁ(l))J’_/S(l) (|vwe| + |we| ))
2 2 2 2 2
<o (Ngelfan + 7 lwe lf2 oy +llwellls | gy + [ (19wl + Juef?) ).
(=) 2, @) 2o
In addition the surface integral is bounded by || w, ||2H2 ) (trace theorem ) and Lemma [B] yields,
H We HHz(U(g)) <c- H We HHES(R") <c- (H Ge HLg(]R") + H We HLES(R")) )
showing
2 2 2 2 2
| Ve |||_§71(]Rn) <c- ( llg |||_2(]Rn) + 7 || we ||L§71(R") + [ we ||L§72(R") + [ we ||H2(U(1))
2 2 2 2
< (19 a@n + 70 Re gy + 10 e gy + 10 e g )
By the differential equation we see
) 2
g ||L2(Rn) | w ||L2(]Rn) > ‘ Im (g, w>L2(Rn) ‘ = ‘ ZV7_<waw>|_2(Rn) ’ =7|v|[w ||L2(Rn) )
hence (—s > s —2)
lesp(ivrw s oy < e (el oy + 1 V0 s o)
2 2 2
<c- ( g ||L§(Rn) +7 [|w ||L§71(Rn) + [ w ||Lis(Rn) ) (B.10)
<t (19l + 1wl g )

and it remains to estimate [|w || » (rn) FOr that we calculate

-1
Im geWe = Im Aw W, —|—/ v (Twe + n—we) we + 2v Re / OrWeWe = ...
G(1,7) G(1,7) G(1,7) r G(1,7)

using Lemma [A.4] and obtain

u/ 7“_25((25— 1)|we|2+7r|we|2)
G(1,7)
=1Im / ri=%g,w, — (2s — 1)/ r~2%Im (8rweﬁe)
G(1,7) G(1,7)
+

/ P12 (7l 2 4 I (9,7, ) / (7lwel? + I (9,7, )
S(7) S(1)

< / P 19| #5 we| + (25 — 1) / P10, 1 |
G(1,7) G(1,7)

+c- (/S(;) r1—25(|we|2 + |arweﬁe|) + /S(l) (|we|2 + |3rwewe|) )

< ( [[7°ge HL?(G(I,%)) +(2s-1) 7 Vuw, ||L2(G(1,F)) ) 3l e ||L2(G(1i))

e </S(1) (|we|2+|Vwe|2) +/s(,:) f1725(|we|2+ |Vwe|2)> .
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As before the lower limit for 7 — oo of the last boundary integral vanishes (cf. Lemma and observe
that w, € H2(2), s > 0), such that we may omit it and replace G(1,7) by U(1), yielding ( with (B.10))

| 7~ we Hé(fm))

<e ( (17 0e a7 7 Ve oy ) - 175w o, + / N (el + 19w ? ) )

se¢ ( ( Fgelliz gy + 11 Veve iz (gny ) Hwellcs, gy + /su) (|w€|2 + |Vw€|2) ) '

As the surface integral is bounded by || w, || (trace theorem ) and with (B.I0) we obtain

2

H2(U(1))
2 2

e lliz () < e (( I9e Nz enyy + 1 Vewe llu_ geny ) el gy + 10 ”H2<U<2>>)

2
<o (e iz + lwellis g ) Il + e ey ) -

hence ( Young’s inequality )

2 2
[| we ||L35(Rn,) <c- (H Ge |||_3(]Rn) + || we ||L§735(R") + [ we ||H2(U(2)) ) )

Finally, using once again Lemma [B.I], we arrive at

2
Fwe lliz gy < ¢ ( 19 llizgny + el my ) )

which together with (B-I0) and Lemma [A-T] implies

| w ||L35(Rn) + || exp(—ivr)w ||H5172(]Rn) <c- ( llg ||L§(Rn,) + [ w |||_2(Q(5)) ) (B.11)

with ¢,d > 0 independent of v, 7, w and g.

APPENDIX C. PROOFS IN THE CASE OF THE TIME-HARMONIC MAXWELL EQUATIONS

This section deals with the proofs of the decomposition lemma, the polynomial decay, and the a-priori
estimate, which we skipped in the main part.

Proof of Lemma [4.9]l We start with u = nu + 7u, noting that 7u € R,. Moreover,
Rot 7ju = Crot,5u + 11 Rot u = Crot,zu — 1A f — iwnAu
and we have
(RotJrz'on)f]u = (Cpm,ﬁ — iwﬁ[\)u —inAf = f1 € L2,

since supp V7 is compact and ¢t + k > s. According to [26] Theorem 4]

fi=fr+ fo+ fs € Ry + 0D, + S
holds and we obtain

iwnAou = f1 — Rotju = fp — Rotju + fr + fs -
Defining
o uii=—=Ag'(fr+ fs) €R,,

o= ﬁufulzéAo_l(RotﬁuffD) € R, NoDy,
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[8, Lemma 4.2] shows @ € H} and we have
(Rot—i—ion)a = Rot (ﬁu - ul) +iwAot = fp + gxoilRotfs = fo € oD,.
Next we solve ( Rot +1 )UQ = f5. Using the Fourier transformation we look at
iy = (1+12) (1 —irZ) F(fo)

Since s > 1/2 and f, € L2, we obtain & € L? and hence uy := F !(4i2) € H'. Moreover, we have
F(F(f2)) = P(f2) € L2 (P: parity operator) yielding F(f2) € H® and as product of an H*-field with
bounded C*°-functions, & € H® (cf. [30, Lemma 3.2] ), hence uz € L2. In addition a straight forward
calculation shows F( (Rot+1)us) = F(f2), which by [8, Lemma 4.2] implies

(R0t+1)u2:f2 and uQEH;ﬂoDS.
Then (t < s)
uz =1 —ug € Hf N oD,
satisfies
(Rot+iwlg ) uz = (Rot +iwAg ) @ — ( Rot + iwAo ) us
= fa— (Rot+1)ug + (1 —iwho)uz = (1 —iwho)uz € H N oDy
and using once more [8, Lemma 4.2] we get
uz € HZ N D, .
Finally
Aug = Rot (Rot uz) = (1 — iwhg) Rotus — iwAg Rot ug

= (1 —iwho) ( f2 —usz) —iwho( (1 —iwho)us —iwAous )

=(1- iwxo) f2— (1+ w’eopo ) uz — weopous
holds, and hence

(A +w?eopo )uz = (1 —iwho) fo — (1 + w?eopo ) ua-

The asserted estimates follow by straight forward calculations using [8, Lemma 4.2] and the continuity
of the projections from L2 into oR;, oD, and S;.
O

Proof of Lemma As for t > s — 1 there is nothing to prove, we concentrate on
ueR(Q) with —1/2<t<s—1.
Therefore assume first that in addition
s—Kk<t = t<s<t+k.
Then we may apply Lemma [l and decompose the field u in
U= nNu+ up + u2 + us,

with nu + uy 4+ ug € R,() and ug € HZ satisfying (A 4+ w?eopo ) uz € L2. Thus the polynomial decay for
the Helmholtz equation (cf. Lemma [B:2]) shows

us € H§_1 and | us ||Hil <ec- ( H (A+w2€0u0)U3 ||L3 + || us ||L§72 ) ,
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c=c(s,J) >0, yielding v = nu + w1 + uz + ug € R;_{(2). Moreover, using the estimates of Lemma [A.T]
we obtain uniformly with respect to w, u, and f

lulle, oy < e (15 hagy + Il o+ lusls )
< (1 s + Il g + 1 (A +wPeom)us s + sl )

<o (1 sy +l1ule @ )-

where m := min{k, 2} and applying Lemma [AT] we end up with:

lulle, oy < e (1 ooy + I lliaasy )
for ¢,d € (0,00) independent of w, u and f. So let’s switch to the case
t<s—rkr — t+r<s.

Here, the idea is to approach s by overlapping intervals to which the first case is applicable. For that, we
choose some k € N, such that with v := (k —1)/2 > 0 we have

trr+(k=1)-y<s<t+r+k-7,
andfork:(),l,...,l%wedeﬁne
tp i =t+k-v as well as Spi=tpr1+1=tp+(k+1)/2.
Then (as k> 1)
thp1 < Sg=tpp1 +1=t+r+(k—-1)-v<s and tp<tpp1+1l=spr=tpr+(k+1)/2<tp+k,

such that we can successively apply the first case, ending up with u € ngfl(Q). If s = s;, we are done.

Otherwise we choose t;

i1 = S; — 1 and apply the first case once more, since

t,%H<sfc<s§t+m+l%-7:tfc+1+fi.

Either way we obtain u € R,_; () and now the estimate follows as in the first case.
O

Proof of Lemma 4.4l Without loss of generality we assume s € (1/2,1). Then s € R\Iwith0 < s < &
and we can apply Lemma BT (with ¢ = 0) to decompose u := L, f € Rr () into

U =nu+u + u2 +us
with uz € H? solving
(A+w250M0)U3 = (1 —inO)fg - (1 +W2€OMO)U2 =:f3 € Ls,
where f5 is defined as in Lemma Il Moreover, the estimates from Lemma 1] along with
(Rot—iw\/ME )u = —iAf —iw(Ao + \/eopto = )u — iwAu
yield
lullg, o) + | (Ao + Voo E)u HLgfl(Q)
<o (Nl o + | (Rot—iwvEams 2 s o)+ 1 ooy +l1ulls o)) (C1)

<c: ( ||’LL3 ”Lf + H (ROt*iWVEOMO E )U3 HL§71 + ” f |||_§(Q) + || u |||_§7N(Q) ) )

with ¢ = ¢(s,t,J) > 0. Due to the monotonicity of the norms with respect to ¢ and s, we may assume ¢
and s to be close enough to —1/2 resp. 1/2 such that 1 < s — ¢ < k holds. Hence, the assertion follows
by (CI) and Lemma [A]] if we can show

(| us ||Lg + | (Rot — iw/Eofio E ) uz HL§71 sc ( I/ ”Lg(sz) +1lu ||L§7,¢(9) ) ’
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with ¢ € (0,00) independent of w,u and f. Therefore note thatthe self-adjointness of the laplacian
A:H? CL? — L?yields (A+w?eouo )71f3 = uz and applying Lemma [B.3 componentwise, we obtain

lusllys + lexp(— iAvEoor)usllyy | < e (sl + s Do, ) -
With Rot (exp(— 1A \/E0/0 r)U3) = exp(—iA\/Eopor) ( Rot —iA\/Eopg E )U3 this leads to
|| us ||L% + H (ROt*i)u/Eo/LO = )’LL3 ||L§—1
< us |||_? + H Rot (exp(—iAy/Zopor)us ) HL?,l (C.2)

< llus s + llexp(—irv/Eomryus s < e (1 Fslls + s llagagey )

where ¢ > 0 is not depending on w, uz and f3. But we would like to estimate (Rot —w./Eolp = )’LL3.
For that we need some additional arguments, starting with the observation that

exp(ip/2 for A >0

= W (1 (o) P
exp(i(p/2+m)) for A<0
hence |Re (w)| > v/2/2-|A|. Then |w + \| > 1/3/2-|\| and we have

with ¢ := arctan(o/A) € (— — E) ,

w? — )2 2 ioh |22
—)\? = = < 2.2,
o | w+ A w + )\' =37
From this and the resolvent estimate
|| f3 |||_2 = H (A +w2€0M0)U3 HLz > |Im (w260u0)| ) || us |||_2 = 60#00|/\| : || us |||_2 )

we obtain (s > 1/2)
| (Rot — /w7 =) us s < || (Rot—iAvEam = )usls  +1 (w— A)yEaim Sus s
< || (Rot — iXy/Eopio E ) us HL??1 +e AT fs ||L3 ,
such that with ([C.2]) and the estimates from Lemma [£1] uniformly with respect to w,u and f

|| us HL? + H (Rotfiw\/souo E)U3 HLS—I <c- ( ” f ||L§(gz) + || u |||_§7N(Q) ) :
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