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Uniqueness and increasing stability in electromagnetic inverse
source problems

Victor Isakov* Jenn-Nan Wang!

Abstract

In this paper we study the uniqueness and the increasing stability in the inverse source
problem for electromagnetic waves in homogeneous and inhomogeneous media from boundary
data at multiple wave numbers. For the unique determination of sources, we consider inho-
mogeneous media and use tangential components of the electric field and magnetic field at the
boundary of the reference domain. The proof relies on the Fourier transform with respect to
the wave numbers and the unique continuation theorems. To study the increasing stability in
the source identification, we consider homogeneous media and measure the absorbing data or
the tangential component of the electric field at the boundary of the reference domain as addi-
tional data. By using the Fourier transform with respect to the wave numbers, explicit bounds
for analytic continuation, Huygens’ principle and bounds for initial boundary value problems,
increasing (with larger wave numbers intervals) stability estimate is obtained.

1 Introduction

The main theme of this paper is to investigate the inverse source problem for the Maxwell equations
when the source is supported inside a bounded domain 2. We consider the scattering solution of
the Maxwell equations due to the existence of the source. We measure suitable tangential compo-
nents of the electric field and the magnetic field on 92 or a part of € to retrieve the information
of the source. Inverse source problems have enormous applications in practice. For example, detec-
tion of submarines and of anomalies in various industrial objects like material defects [14], [I8] can
be regarded as recovery of acoustic sources from boundary measurements of the pressure. Other
applications include antenna synthesis [5], biomedical imaging (magnetoencephalography and ultra-
sound tomography) [4], fluorescent microscopy, and geophysics, in particular, to locating sources of
earthquakes.

Inverse source problems are linearisations of inverse problems of determining coefficients of partial
differential equations. From the boundary data for one single linear differential equation or system
(that is, single wave number), it is not possible to find the source uniquely [2Il Ch.4]. This non-
uniqueness phenomenon also appears in the Maxwell equations due to the existence of non-radiating
sources [I], [3]. However, if we use the data collected for various wave numbers in (0, K), the
uniqueness can be restored, at least for divergence-free sources. For applications, the important
issue is the stability of the source recovery. It is widely known that most of inverse problems for
elliptic equations are ill-posed having a feature of logarithmic type stability estimates, which results
in a robust recovery of only few parameters describing the source and yields very low resolution
numerically. In this work, we will show that for the Maxwell equations the stability of identifying
divergence-free sources using absorbing boundary data on the whole 92 with wave numbers in (0, K')
increases (getting nearly Lipschitz) when K is getting large.
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To describe main results, we will use mostly standard notations. Let ||-||(;) denote the H ! Sobolev
norm of a scalar or a vector-valued functions, Q be a bounded domain in R?® with connected R?\ Q)
and the boundary 992 € C?. C denotes a generic constant depending only on €2, €g, 1o whose value
may vary from line to line. Consider the time-harmonic Maxwell equations in an inhomogeneous
medium:

curl B —iwpH = J, in R3,
{ a : (1.1)

cwrlH + iweE =J. in R?,

where E, H are electric and magnetic fields, w > 0 is the wave number, ¢ and u are 3 x 3 real
positive-definite matrices with time independent entries which are positive constants outside 2, i.e.,
for some €y > 0, g >0

e(x) =eols and p(x) =pols, ze€R*\Q, (1.2)

and Je, J,, are the (real vector valued) electric and magnetic current densities that is assumed to be
supported in 2
supp Je, suppJ, C Q. (1.3)

We are interested in the scattering solution for (IT]). In this case, F, H are required to satisfy the
Silver-Miiller radiation condition:

lim |z|(y/poH % o — \/eoE)(x) = 0, ‘ml‘iinoo |z|(v/eoE % 0 + /o H)(xz) =0 (1.4)

|z|— o0

where ¢ = z/|z|. One can show that for any J., J, € H(div, Q) satisfying (I3)) there exists a unique
(E,H) € H(curl,R?) x H(curl,R3) satisfying (L)) and (L4, where for any open set D C R3 we
define H(div,D) = {u € [L*(D)]?® : divu € L*(D)} and H(curl, D) = {u € [L*(D)]? : curlu €
[L?(D)]?}. The corresponding graph norm of H(curl, D) is defined by

1/
||u||H(Cur17D) = (||uH[2L2(D)]3 + HCU.I’].U.H%Lz(D)]s) (15)

and Ho(curl, D) is the completion of [C§°(D)]? with respect to the norm (LH).
The first main result is uniqueness from the minimal data

E(,w)Xxv, H(,w)xv on I' C 99, for K, <w < K, (1.6)
where 0 < K, < K.

Theorem 1.1. Let J,,J. € H(curl,Q) satisfy (L3). We further assume that e, € C*() and
there ezists a scalar function \(z) € C*(Q) such that

e(z) = Mz)p(x), =€ (1.7)
Moreover, let Je, J, be divergence-free, i.e.,
divJ, =0, divJ, =0 in R® (1.8)

Then Je,J, in (L), (L) are uniquely determined by (LG).

Observe that this result implies that E(,w) X v on 99 with K, < w < K under the conditions
of theorem [IT] uniquely determines J,J, on 2. Indeed, due to the uniqueness for the exterior
boundary value problem for the Maxwell system F(,w) x v on 92 uniquely determine (F, H) on
R3\ © and hence the data ([C6) which implies uniqueness of J, Jj, .

The second main result of this paper is an improving stability of recovery of divergence-free
sources Je, J,, from the absorbing boundary data (also called Leontovich condition)

E(,w)xv—a(-)H;(-,w) on 99, for 0 <w < K, (1.9)



or the tangential component of the electric field
E(,w)xv on 09, for 0 <w < K,

where v is the unit outer normal of 92 and H, = H — (H - v)v is the tangential projection of H on
0. Here we assume that a(z) € L>®(99Q) and a(x) > ¢ > 0 on IQ. The case of o = 1 corresponds
to the Silver-Miiller boundary condition [7]. In the next result we assume € = eg, = pg.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that 1 < K, sources J,, Je satisfy (L3), (L), and

[Tl () + 1,17 () < M7 (1.10)
or
[Tl () + 1,11 () < M3 (1.11)
for some My, M1 > 0. Then there exists C', depending on diam (), €q, o, such that
M2
1010y () + [1,lI) () < € (63 + ﬁ) ; (1.12)
1+ K385
or
M2
110y () + 19,170y () < € <€? + %) ; (1.13)
1+ K3&P

for all (E,H) € [H(Q)]°® solving (), (L) where
K
g2 = /0 |E(w)xv — aHT(,oJ)H%O)(aQ)dw, & = |Ineg,

and

K
= [ 1BCw) ol 0w, £ = ey

Observe that the stability bound ([I2) or (ILI3) contain a Lipschitz stable part Ce3 or Ce?
and a conditional logarithmic stable part. This logarithmic part is natural and necessary since we
deal with elliptic systems. However with growing K logarithmic part is decreasing and the stable
bound is dominated by the Lipschitz part. Before going further, we would like to point out that the
divergence-free condition (L8)) in Theorem [[Tand [[2]is not for the technical reason. It is necessary
for the uniqueness of our inverse problem. To see this, let ,1 € C'(R?) be supported in Q and
E=7Y2 H=-YY then (E,H) satisfies (ILT) with ¢ = y = 1 and J. = Ve, J, = Vi. Such
examples provide with non uniqueness to the determination of the source Vi, Vi from E(,w), H(,w)
given outside ().

The determination of a source using multiple frequencies has received a lot of attention in recent
years. For the Helmholtz equation, uniqueness and numerical results were obtained in [I4]. First
increasing stability results were presented in [5] for some particular cases. These results were proved
by direct spatial Fourier analysis methods. In [9], using a different method involving a temporal
Fourier transform, sharp bounds of the analytic continuation to higher wave numbers, and exact
observability bounds for associated hyperbolic equations, increasing stability bounds were derived
for the three dimensional Helmholtz equation. Later in [I5] the methods and results of [9] are
extended to the more complicated case of the two dimensional Helmholtz equation. We would like
to point out that in the works mentioned above one uses the complete Cauchy data on 02 instead
of Dirichlet-like data, which is much more realistic. For instance, the common measuring acoustical
devise (microphone) registers only pressure, while in seismic one typically collects displacements.
Those data only register the Dirichlet boundary value on 9. It should be mentioned that in [28] a
spherical 2 was considered and there was a result on increasing stability from only Dirichlet data on



09, but the used norm of the data was not the standard norm. It involved the operator of solution
of the exterior Dirichlet problem. In the recent preprint [6], some results similar to [28] are obtained
for the elastic and electromagnetic waves.

The idea in the proof of our increasing stability result in Theorem [[.2] is motivated by the recent
paper by Entekhabi and the first author [16], where increasing stability bounds are obtained for
the acoustic and elastic waves using the most natural Sobolev norms of the Dirichlet type data
on an arbitrary domain Q. As in [9] and [I6], in this work we use the Fourier transform in time
to reduce our inverse source problem to identification of the initial data in the time-dependent
Maxwell equations by data on the lateral boundary. We derive our increasing stability estimate
by using sharp bounds of analytic continuation of the data from (0, K) onto (0,+00) given in [9]
and then subsequently utilized in [I5], [28], [6]. A new idea introduced in [16] is to make use of
the Huygens’s principle and known Sakamoto type energy bounds for the corresponding hyperbolic
initial boundary value problem (backward in time). These techniques enable them to avoid a need
in the complete Cauchy data on 02 and in a direct use of the exact boundary controllability results.
For time-dependent Maxwell equations in homogeneous media, the Huygens’ principle is valid. On
the other hand, in our problem, in addition to Sakamoto type energy bounds, we also need the
regularity estimate for the Maxwell equations with absorbing boundary condition or the tangential
component of the electric field on the lateral boundary [10], [13].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we will prove the uniqueness
theorem, Theorem [[.I] We prove the increasing stability in Section [3] and @l In Section [B] we use
the methods of [9], [16], in particular bounds of the analytic continuation of the needed norms of
the boundary data from (0, K) onto a sector of the complex plane w = wj + iws, and use them
and sharp bounds in [9] of the harmonic measure of (0, K) in this sector to derive explicit bounds
of the analytic continuation of this norms from (0, K') onto the real axis. In Section ], we use the
Fourier transform in time to transform the source problem of the time-harmonic Maxwell equations
to the time-dependent homogeneous Maxwell equations with initial conditions. The derivation of
increasing stability relies on the quantitative analytic continuation established in Section [ the
Huygens’ principle for the Maxwell equations in homogeneous media, and the regularity estimates
using boundary conditions.

2 Proof of uniqueness

We first show solvability of the direct scattering problem and analyticity of its solution with respect
to the wave number w.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that (L2), (L3) are satisfied and Jc, J, € H(div,Q). Then there is a unique
solution (E(,w), H(,w)) € [Hioe(curl,R3)]? to the scattering problem (L), (L4). This solution has
an (complex) analytic with respect to w = Rw+iSw continuation onto a neighbourhood of the quarter
plane {0 < Rw, 0 < Sw} which for 0 < Sw satisfies the equation (L)) and exponentially decays for
large |z|:

|B(z,w)| + |H(z,w)| < Ce=¢ 12l (2.14)

with some constant C depending only on E, H,w.
We first prove a unique result from boundary data.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that € and p are C1(R3) positive-definite matriz-valued functions. Let Q be
a domain in R3. Ifw#0, curl B —iwpH = curl H +iweE =0 on Q, and Exv=H xv =0 on
' c 09, then E=H =0 on Q.

Before proving this lemma we remind that, as widely known, the Maxwell equations are invariant
under a change of coordinates. To be precise, let the coordinate transform z — 2/ and J = (Jy)



with Jy; = 0x) /0x; be the associated Jacobian matrix. Then in the new coordinates z’, we have

curl’ H = —iwe' E’,
curl B = iwp'H',
where
JeJT B JuJT

!/ Ty—1 ! __ Ty—1 ! _
=) B B = (7)€ = G0 = e

We now prove Lemma

Proof. First we observe that by elliptic regularity (E, H) € C! (Q) Let P € T. We claim that
E(P) = H(P) = 0. Not losing a generality we assume that P is the origin and T' near P is
the graph of the function x3 = 7(z1,22) and moreover 0;7(0) = 92y(0) = 0. Let the change of
coordinates x — 2’ be defined by =} = x1, 2, = 2,24 = x3 — y(x1,22) near 0. Then we have

1 0 0
J = 0 1 0 and detJ = 1.
—81’}/ —82’}/ 1

In the new coordinates the unit outer normal v/ = (0,0,—1), E' x v/ = H' x v/ = 0 implies
E}=E,=0, H =H,=0 on {x=0}.

In particular 94 H;(0) = 91 H5(0) = 0, i.e., 0] H5(0) — 94H;(0) = 0. Next from the third component
in the equation curl’ H' = iwe’E’, we see that

—iweyy(0)E3(0) = 01 Hy(0) — 0,H{(0) =0

and thus E%(0) = 0. Transforming back to the original coordinates immediately gives E(0) = 0.
Likewise, we can show that H(0) = 0. In other words, we can prove that £ = H = 0 on I'. We now
apply the unique continuation result obtained in [29] to conclude that E = H =0 in Q. O

We also need the well-posedness and the regularity of the boundary value problem related to the
Maxwell equations
curl B* —iwpH* = J, in B,
curl H* +iweE* = J* in B, (2.15)
E*xv=0 on 0B,

where B is a ball and the source J* = (J*, J*) € [L?(B)]S.

o e
Lemma 2.3. There exists a discrete set
T={"" wow ,wi,ws, -}
of nonzero real values, where —0co0 < -+ < w_9 < w_1 <w; <wy < -+ = 00, such that for any
w & T U{0} there is a unique solution (E*(w;J*), H* (w; JJ*)) to @I8) and (E*(w;), H*(w;)) is a
continuous linear operator from [L?(B)|% into H(curl, B)? which is analytic in w € C\ (T U {0}).

Let {wy(B)}32 _ o, and {wix(B')}32_ ., denote the discrete sets described above corresponding to balls
B and B’'. Then if B C B’, then wi(B') < wi(B) if k > 0 and wi(B') > wi(B) if k < 0.

Proof. We first study the eigenvalue problem

curlu —iwpv =0 in B,
curlv +iweu =0 in B, (2.16)
uxv=0 on OB.



We can see that the eigenvalue problem (27I6]) is equivalent to the eigenvalue problem for u

(2.17)

curl (u teurlu) = w?eu in B,
uxv=0 on JB.

For, it is clear that if w # 0 is an eigenvalue of (Z.I6)), then w? is an eigenvalue of (ZIT). Conversely, if
w? is an eigenvalue of ([Z.I7)) with eigenfunction u, then setting v = p~!curlu/iw gives curlu—iwpv =
0 and curlv + iweu = 0.

The eigenvalue problem ([2.I7) was completely analyzed in [25]. Recall from [25, Theorem 4.34,
page 193] that there exists an infinite number of positive eigenvalues w? with corresponding eigen-

function uy € Ve to (2.I7), where
Vo,e = {u € Ho(curl, B) : (eu, )2y = 0 for all ¢ € Hy(curl, B), curly) = 0 in B}.

The eigenvalues {w? > 0} have finite multiplicities and tend to infinity as k¥ — oco. Moreover,
{ur}32, form a complete orthonormal system of (Vo, (-, ), ), where the inner product

(U, V) pe = / p~teurlu - curlvdr + / eu - vdz.
B B
Consequently, we have the formula

1 (€ur, ur)r2(B)

A = (eur, uk)r2(B) = (ug, ur)
) Hs€

T ltw?
Note that Ay > Ay > --- — 0. It is not difficult to prove the following variational characterization
of A\, that is,

(6% u)L2(B)

Ak = max min , k=1,2,---. (2.18)
UCVy,c.dimU=k ueldu0 (U, W),
An easy consequence of (2.18) is that if B C B’, then
Ae(B) < M\ (B')  for each k, (2.19)
where \;(B) = 1++§(3)’ M(B') = W and w?(B), wi(B’) are eigenvalues of (ZIT) corre-

sponding to B and B’, respectively. We actually want to show that the strict monotonicity holds,
i.e., for each k
M(B) < M\ (B') if BC B, (2.20)

which is equivalent to
wi(B) > wi(B') if BC B

We adopt the argument from [33, Theorem 2.3]. We will prove [2:20) by contradiction. Assume
that Ag(B) = Ag(B’). Since every Ai(B’) has finite multiplicity and A\p(B’) — 0, there exists
An(B') < Ag(B') for some n. We now partition B’ into n balls satisfying

B:B1CBQC"'CBn:BI.
Then (ZT9) implies
)\k(B) = )\k(Bl) < )\k(Bg) <-... < )\k(Bn) = )\k(BI).

Denote uy,; the eigenfunction corresponding to Ax(B;) with |lug j|lue =1, =1,2,---,n. To abuse
the notation, we also use uy ; to denote the zero extension of uy ; originally defined on B; to B'.
Still, we have ||ug,j||u,e = 1 with integral evaluated over B'.



Now we would like to show that {ug,;}7_, are linearly independent. Assume that Y7, ajuk; =
0in B’, but a, # 0, then uy , = 0in B’\ B,,_1. By the unique continuation property in Lemma 2.2
we have that up, = 0 in B’, which is a contradiction. Other coefficients are treated similarly.
Considering the subspace spanned by {uy ;}7_; in the variational characterization of \,(B’) in
(2I8)), we obtain that A (B’) < A, (B’), which is a contradiction.

To show the unique solvability of (ZIH) for w ¢ T U {0}, we consider the operator L : D(L) —
X = [L*(B)]® x [L*(B))? given by

_ 0 —ip~teurl
L= (ielcurl 0 ) ’

where D(L) = Hy(curl, B) x H(curl, B). It is not hard to check that L is self-adjoint in X with
respect to the inner product

() (1)) = o e v,

the range of L, Ran(L), is closed (see [27, Corollary 8.10]). Also, X admits the orthogonal decom-
position
X = Ker(L) @ Ran(L).
Let P be the orthogonal projection of X onto Ran(L).
Let (J5, J7) € [L*(B)]? x [L*(B)]?, i.e., F := (—ip~'J};, —ie"'J}) € X, then to solve (18], we
consider
(L —w)W =F,

where W € D(L). If w ¢ T U {0}, then L — w is invertible. Hence the solution W is given by
W =(L—-w) 'PF—-w (I - P)F,
for
(L —w)W = (L —w)(L —w) 'PF - (L —w)w (I = P)F = (I - P)F + PF = F.
Moreover, we can see that the solution W is analytic in w € C\ (7 U {0}). O
Remark 2.4. When € = egl3 and u = ugls, we denote the corresponding spectrum of L by Ty.
We now prove Theorem 2.1

Proof. Let 0 < Rw and 0 < Sw. We first establish the uniqueness. In other words, we want to
prove that if (E, H) satisfies (1)) with J. = J, = 0 and ([4), then £ = H = 0 in R3. Let Qg be
an open set containing {2 with closure contained in a ball B. By the Gauss divergence theorem and
the Maxwell equations (II]), we have that

/ VXE-fIdSz/(curlE-fI—E-curlfl)z/(iwuH-ﬁ—iQE-eE’)
oB B B

and hence

R VXE-fIdS’:—%w/(uH-ﬁ—i—E-eE)d:EgO. (2.21)
oB B

On the other hand, by (Z21]), we can see that

%(w/ vx E-curlEdS) = %(w/ vx E-(—ioH)dS)
OB OB (222)

:|w|2%(—i/ vx E-HdS) = —|w*R vx E-HdS > 0.
OB OB



In view of ([2:22), using [11, Theorem 4.17], we obtain that E = 0 in R®\ B. Similarly, we can prove
that H = 0 in R®\ B. Combine this and Lemma 2] concludes that E = H = 0 in R3.

We will prove the existence by the Lax-Phillips method. Let w € {0 < Rw,0 < Sw} and Qo
be an open set containing 2. In view of the strict monotonicity of eigenvalues with respect to the
domain proved in Lemma 2.3} one can choose a ball B,Qy C B, so that w ¢ T U To. Let ¢ be a
cut-off C>°(R?) function ¢ with ¢ = 1 on Q and ¢ = 0 outside of £y. We look for a solution

(1) = () () - () o

* *

to system (LLIJ), where <fl*> (-, J*) with J* = (iﬁ) being a solution to the boundary value
problem
curl B* —iwpH* = J, in B,
curl H* +iweE* = J in B, (2.24)
E*xv=0 on 0B,

and J* € [H(div, B)]? with suppJ* C B will be determined later. Moreover, <$) is the solution

to
curl® — iwpeW = J* in R3,
HOT = u ) (2.25)
curl¥ +iwegd = JF in R
satisfying the radiation condition
| l|irn |z|(v/€o® X 0 + /1o¥)(x) = 0, | l|irn |z| (/¥ X o — 1/eo®)(x) = 0. (2.26)
x|—oo x|—oo
It is well known (see [§], p. 78, Theorem 2) that
brw) = [ I iy ) + curt T )y,
o Arlz—yl
explislz — y)) (2.27)
xp(ik|z —
U(z,w) = /Q ﬂ(—iwem};(m +curl J! (y))dy, & = w+/€ofo-
Since ¢ =1 in 2, we have
Ji=J, and Jr=J, in Q
In R3\ Q, we have
curl B — iwpH = curl (& — ¢(® — E*)) — iwpo(¥ — o(¥ — H*))
= curl® — geurl (& — E*) — Vo x (D — E*) — iwpuo(V — ¢(¥ — H"))
=J; = Vo x (&~ E) - ¢plcurl(® — E*) — iwpo(V — H")]
=J, - Vo x(®—E")
and similarly
curl H +iweE = J' — V¢ x (v — H).
We introduce the operator
« (Vo x(®—E*)
Aw)J” = (—w X (¥ — H*)) '
Hence ( H) is a scattering solution of (L)) iff
J=J 4+ AJ*. (2.28)



Note that supp AJ* C Qg \ Q.

To prove the existence for ([Z.28)), we first show that I + A is Fredholm from [H (div, B)]? into
itself. It follows from [2] that ®(J*), ¥(J*), E*(J*), H*(J*) are continuous linear operators from
[H (div, B)]? into [H'(B)]®. Moreover, by direct calculations,

div (Ve x E*) = —V¢ - cwrl B* = ~V¢ - (iwpoH* + J%),

div(Ve x @) = =V¢ - curl® = —=V¢ - (iwpe¥ + J;),
due to ([Z24)), since pu = po outside Q and V¢ = 0 on Q. Hence

div (Ve x (& — E*)) = Ve - (iwpo(H* — ).

Similarly,
div(Ve x (0 — H*)) = =Vé - (iweg(E* — P)).
Summing up, A is a continuous linear operator from [H (div, B)]? into [H(div, B)]?, where H!(div, B) =
{u € [HY(B))? : divu € H'(B)} with the natural norm. Since H'(B) is compactly embedded into
L?(B), A is compact from [H (div, B)]? into itself.
Now to establish the existence, it suffices to prove the injectivity of I + A. Let 0 = J* + AJ*.
Since J = 0, by the uniqueness which was shown at the beginning of the proof, we have E = H =0

o oo (0)=+((2)- ()

Since ¢ =0 on B\ Qo we have ® = 0 on 0B. Now from (Z24]), [225) we yield

curl (® — E*) —iwp(¥ — H*) =0 in B,
curl (U — H*) 4+ iwe(® — E*) =0 in B,
(P-—FE")xv=0 on O0B.

By the choice of B a solution to this boundary value problem is unique, we get ® — E* =V — H* =0
on B and hence ® = ¥ =0, so AJ* =0 and from (Z28) we conclude that J* = 0.

Summing up, the Fredholm operator I + A(w) is injective, and hence has the inverse. Since A(w)
is analytic with respect to w, so is the inverse and therefore J*. In view of the explicit representation
formulas for ®, ¥ in ([2:25) (see for example [8, (47)]) and the analyticity of (E*, H*) in w proved
in Lemma[2:3] the analyticity of (E(,w), H(,w)) follows. The exponential decay (ZI4) follows from

@223), @27). O

Now we prove Theorem [I11

Proof. Due to the linearity it suffices to show that E x v =H xv=0on T, K, < w < K implies
that J. = J, = 0. Let (e, h) be a solution to the dynamical initial boundary value problem:

Oi(ee) — curlh = 0, 0;(uh) +curle =0 in R? x (0, 00), (2.29)
e=—V2me 'J, h=—V2mu tJ, on R*®x{0}. (2.30)

Thanks to (L8) and (229), in addition to ([2.30), we have the following compatibility conditions
div(ee) = 0, div(uh) =0 in R® x (0, 00). (2.31)

As known, see for example [I7], there is a unique solution (e,h) € L>((0,T); [H (curl,R3)]®) of
this problem for any 7' > 0 and moreover by using the standard energy estimates, i.e. scalarly
multiplying (Z29) by (e, h) exp(—7ot) and integrating by parts over R3 x (0,¢) we have

le(t, )llo) (R?) + [I(t, )l 0)(R®) < Co exp(7ot), (2.32)



where positive 79 and Cy might depend on €, i1, J. Then the following Fourier-Laplace transforms
are well defined

Ei(z,w) = \/ﬂ/ e(t, z) exp(iwt)dt, H.(z,w) \/ﬂ/ e(t, z) exp(iwt)dt (2.33)

with w = w; + 47, v0 < 7.
Approximating J¢, J, by smooth functions and integrating by parts, we have

0= /0 " (Ou(ee) — curl ) (t, ) explicot)dt
= ee(0,) — iw /O " ce(t, ) expliwt)dt — curl /O TR, expliwt)dt
and
0= /0 " (Bu(uh) + curle)(t, ) explicot)dt
= ph(0,) — iw /O k() expliwt)dt + curl /0 " et ) expliwt)dt

Hence (E., H,) solves (ILI)) with w = w;y + 47, v < 7. In addition, (E., H,) exponentially decays
for large |x|. Indeed, due to the finite speed of the propagation in the hyperbolic problems we have
e(t,) = 0 for z € R*\ B(R) if t < R — Ry for some 6 = 0(e, ) > 0, where Ry > 0 satisfies
Q C B(Rp) and R > Ry. Hereafter, B(R) denotes the ball of radius R centered at 0. Hence from

233), for any 6 > 0
+oo
/ |E,.|? < / / e(t,x) exp(iwit — (v — )t) exp(—0dt)dt
B(R+4)\B(R) B(R+4)\B(R) |J9R-R,

+oo —+oo
< / (/ le(t, z)|* exp(—2(y — 6)t)dt/ exp(—25t)dt) dx
B(R+4)\B(R) \JOR—Ro 9R—Ry

2
dx

+oo
< C(Co. 8, Ro) exp(=280R) [ et )7 (B" \ B(R)) exp(—2n0) exp( 201 — 20 = 6))
9R—Ry
+oo
< C(Cy, 4, Ry) exp(—2(59R)/ exp(—2(y — y0 — §)t)dt
9R—Ry

< C(Oo, Y570, RO) eXp(—259R),

where we have used ([232) and chosen § = 110

. The same bound holds for H,, and we yield
/ (E.[2 4+ |H.P) < C(Co. .0, Ro) exp(~200R) (2.34)
B(R+4)\B(R)

By Theorem [2.1] the vector function (E(,w), H(,w)) solving (II)),(4) has a complex analytic
extension from (0,00) into a neighbourhood in the first quarter plane {0 < Rw,0 < Sw}, by the
uniqueness of the analytic continuation this extension satisfies (ILT))[I.4] and decays exponentially
as || — oo when 0 < Sw, in particular, we have for E, H the bound (234). To show that
E=FE,H=H,, welet E°=FE, - E,H° = H, — H. Since (E, H),(FE,, H,) solve the Maxwell
system (1) we see that curl E® — iwpuH® = 0, curl H? + iweE® = 0 in R3. Let the cut off C1(R3)-

function ¢ = 1 on B(R), ¢ =0 on R*\ B(R+ 1), 0 < ¢ < 1. Using the homogeneous Maxwell
equations for (E°, H?), we obtain

curl (0E°) — iwppH® = Vo x E°, curl (0H) + iwepE® = Vi x H°. (2.35)
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By (2338)), integrating by parts, and using ¢ = 0 on dB(R + 4) imply
0= [ (ewl(@E?) - (o)~ (oE)-curl (oH")
B(R+4)
= [ (o) (pH°)  (0E°) - peE®))
B(R+4)
+ (Vi x B) - (oH°) ~ (9E°) - (Vo x HT).
B(R+4)\B(R)
Therefore, taking the real part of the above relation yields
%/ ¢*(eE” - E° + uH - H°) = R (Ve x E%) - (pH®) = (pE°) - (Vi x H"))
B(R+4)

B(R+4)\B(R)

and hence from (234) and the exponential decay of E, H we derive
/ (E°-E°+ H"- H°) < C(Co,7,70, Ro)exp(—60R).
B(R)

Letting R — +o0o we conclude that E° = H% = 0 on R3 and so
E(,w)=F*(,w), H(,w)=H*(,w) (2.36)

when w = w;y + 47, 0 < wy, and vy < 7.

By Lemma 22 F(,w) = H(,w) =0 on R?\ Q, when K, < w < K, and due to uniqueness
of the analytic continuation with respect to w in {0 < fw,0 < Sw}, it follows from ([236) that
E*(,w) = H*(,w) = 0 on 09 for w = w1 + iy, 0 < w1, 70 < 7. Now by the uniqueness in the
Fourier-Laplace transform (233), we finally conclude that e = h = 0 on 9Q x (0, 00). In view of the
structure assumption (L), by the uniqueness of the Cauchy problem for the dynamical Maxwell
system (2.29), 231)), we conclude that e = h = 0 in Q x {Tp} for some (large) Tp [12]. Since
e =h = 0in 09Q x (0,Tp), by uniqueness in the hyperbolic (backward) initial boundary value
problem with the initial data at ¢ = Ty, we have e = h = 0 in Q x (0,7,). Hence e = h = 0 on
Q2 x {0} and from (Z30) it follows that J. = J, = 0. The proof is complete. O

3 Quantitative analytic continuation

We will start preparations for a proof of Theorem Since € = €, 4 = €p, ([LI) becomes

curl B —iwpoH = J, in R3,
{ Ho " (3.37)

curl H + iwegEl = J. in R3,

with the radiation condition (L4) provided w > 0. As in (Z27)), these equations and the radiation
condition are equivalent to the integral representation

E(z,w) = / 7exp(m|x —yl) (iwpode(y) + curlJ,(v))dy,
o Arlz -yl

explix] B (3.38)

xp(ik|z — _

(o) = | SR (e, (4) + el (1),

where k = w,/€pitg. Moreover, as follows from the standard representation of radiating solutions of
the Helmholtz equations, ([3.38) is equivalent to the Helmholtz equations

AFE + k*E = —iwpgJ. — curlJ,, AH + K2H = iwegd, —curlJe  in R3 (3.39)
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and the Sommerfeld radiation condition.
In particular, we have

E(z,w) x v(z) = / w(iwuok(g}) +curlJ,(y)) x v(z)dy, x €09, (3.40)
o dmlz—y|
and )
E(z,w) x v(z) — a(z)H, (z,w) = / wG(m,y,w)dy, x € 09, (3.41)
o dmlz—y|
where

G(z,y,w) =(iwpoJe(y) + curl Ju(y)) x v(z)
— a(z){(—iweo Ju(y) + curl Je(y)) — [(—iweo Ju(y) + curl Je(y)) - v(z)]v(x)}-

Observe that the formulae on the right sides of [3.40) and ([B.4I) can be defined even when w < 0.
Therefore, for w < 0, we define F(z,w) xv(z) and E(z,w) xv(z)—a(z)H, (z,w) in terms of formulae

B40) and BAI]), respectively.
Now it follows from (341 that

/700 IE x v(,w)— CYH-,—(,W)H?O) (ON)dw = Ip(k) +/ |1E % v(,w)— aHT(,w)H%O)(BQ)dw, (3.42)

k<|w|

where Iy(k) is defined as

_2/ / (/ex];>m|ac—y|)c,'gc7 ,wd).</w(;$, ,—Wd)df‘;vdw_
oo \Ja 4|z —y| (@, y,w)dy 0 Anlz —y| (2,y, —w)dy ()

(3.43)
As above, we write
/_ I ) B 0R)dw = 1) + /k VXAl 00 (3.44)

where
k
Li(k) = 2/ /{m ([(E x v)(z,w)|* + Voo (E x v)(z,w)[*) dT'(z)dw.

We observe that VE is viewed as the vector with 9 components (0;Ey) and VaoFE is the tangential
projection of the gradient (the 9 dimensional vector formed of tangential projections of gradients of
3 components of E). We have

(E x v)(z,w)]* = (E x v)(z,w) - (E x v)(z,w) = (B xv)(z,w) - (B x v)(z, —w),
due to (340). Remind that we assume that J,, and J. are real-valued. Similarly,
[Voa(E x V)(a:,w)|2 = Voa(E X v)(z,w) - Voa(E X v)(x, —w),

and hence, again using (8:40), the integrand in I; (k) can be extended to an entire analytic function
of w. Hence

k
L(k) = 2/ /8Q (Exv)(z,w) - (Exv)(z,—w)+ Vaa(E x v)(z,w) - Voo (E X v)(z, —w))dl'(z)dw.

(3.45)

Since (due to BA40), B4I), B43), B45)) the integrands are entire analytic functions of w =
w1 +iws, we can analytically extend Io(k) and I; (k) from k£ > 0 to k € C and, moreover, the integrals

in (B43), (B48) with respect to w can be taken over any path joining points 0 and k = k1 + iks of
the complex plane. Thus Iy(k) and I; (k) are entire analytic functions of k € C.
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Due to the definitions of the norms of the boundary data

Iy(K)

5 Li(K)
: :

and €] = >

€2 = (3.46)

The truncation level k in (8:42) and (B.44) is important to keep balance between the known data
and the unknown information when k € [K, 00).
We will need the following elementary estimate for Iy(k).

Lemma 3.1. Let suppJe,suppJ, C 2, then for k = ki + iks

o (k)] < C(L+ [KP) (1l () + 114l (€2)) exp(2d/Eopro ka)), (3.47)
where d = sup |z — y| over x,y € L.

Proof. Using the parametrization w = ks, s € (0,1) in the line integral and the elementary inequality

| exp(iy/eopow|z — y|)| < exp(y/€ofiolkz2]d) it is easy to derive from (B43), (BA4I) that

o(k)
1 X € 2 2
1 ( /| ( S0+ L) + et 1)+ eurl J, (y) ) SR /Eorolkald) dy) dr<x>> ds

|z -y

exp(2+/€ofto|kz2|d)

|z —y?

<C

<ci [ ( SO + 13,00 + el L) + |curuu<y>|2}dy> ( / dy> ar(z),

where the Cauchy inequality is used for the integrals with respect to y. Since

——dy < C,
o lr—yl? v=

we yield
(Lo (k)| < Clk| (/Q{|/€|2(|Je(y)l2 + L)) + [V Ie(y) | + IVJu(y)|2}dy) exp(2y/€ofio|k2|d)

and complete the proof of ([B.4T).

Lemma 3.2. Let supp Je,suppJ, C 2, then for k = ki + iks

(L (K)| < CLA KPP (1Tl Gy () + 1 T,lIT2) () exp(24/€opiol k2| d), (3.48)
where d = sup |z — y| over x,y € Q.

Proof. We C" extend the vector field v from 9 onto some neighbourhood V of 89 and denote this
extension again as v. Using the parametrization w = ks,0 < s < 1, in the integral (3:45]) we have

L ()
1
|k / /6 (B % ) (@)  v)(a. =)+ [Von(E x )(@.)][Von(E x »)(a, ~))) dT (a)ds

1
SQIkI/ / (IE x v) (@, w)[|[(E x v)(z, —w)| + [V(E x v)(z,0)[[V(E x v)(z, —w)|) dT'(z)ds
0 o0

(3.49)
when k = kl + Zkg
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From (340), by the Cauchy inequality, it follows that

1
(B x (e < Cospeyamliald) ([ an) [ (P12 + 195w
Using
B .
or; T Ty Y
and integrating by parts with respect to y imply

O [ 2RO 8D oy . (y) + curl Ju(y) x via)dy

%j 0 |$_y|
_/ SPURIT 4D D o7 () + curl () x v(z)d
Q lz—yl Oy, rosed " '

exp(irfz —yl) . Kl
+ /Q o — ] (iwpoJe(y) + curl J,(y)) x o, v(x)dy.

Hence, from (340) and using the Cauchy inequality for the integrals with respect to y, we derive
that

IV(E x v)(z,w)]* < Cexp(2y/eomo|k2|d)

1
([ omn) [0 WP + 10 4 1V 4 (9P + (T2 + 1920,
< Cexp(2y/apalkold) (K + (1% () + 177 (),

and combining with ([B.49) complete the proof of ([B.48]).
O

The following steps are needed to link the unknown values of Iy (k) for k € [K, c0) to the known
values €9, 1 in (3.46). Let S be the sector {k: —F < argk < 7} and p(k) be the harmonic measure
of the interval [0, K] in S\ [0, K]. Observe that |ka| < k1 ( and hence |k| < 2k;) when k € S, so

from (B:47) we have
o () exp(—2(d + 1) /eofioh)

<O+ B2 (@) + 1Tl () exp(2yEofindin) exp(—2(d + 1) y/eofiokn)

<O((1 + k)M exp(=2y/eopokr) < CM;
with generic constants C. Due to ([B.46]),

|Io(k) exp(—2(d + 1)y/eopiok)| < 2§ when k € [0, K],
so as in [20, page 55, Theorem 2] and [21], page 67], we conclude that when K < k < 400
| To(k) exp(—2(d + 1)y/eoiok)| < Ceg"™ M. (3.50)

Using (B.48)) instead of (847 and carrying out the same computations as above, we can obtain that
for K <k <400 -
Ty (k) exp(—2(d + 1)\/eomiok)| < Ce2® nr2. (3.51)
We need the following lower bound of the harmonic measure (k) given in [9], Lemma 2.2.

Lemma 3.3. If0 <k < 27K, then

On the other hand, if 21K < k, then

% ((%)4 - 1)5 < ulk). (3.52)



4 Time-dependent Maxwell and wave equations
Let e be a solution to the initial value problem of the wave equation:

copo0?e — Ae =0 in R x (0,00),

V2 V2 (4.53)
e(z,0) = ——WJE, Oe(x,0) = 7TcurlJH on R3x {0},
€0 €oHo

and h be a solution to the initial value problem
copo0?h — Ah =0 in R3 x (0,00),
V2 V2 (4.54)
h(z,0) = —WJM, O¢h(z,0) = 7TcurlJE on R?x {0}.
Ho €00

Observe that if divJ = 0, then dive = 0 for all ¢ > 0.
As shown in [9], (339) implies that

+oo +oo
E(z,w) = \/%/0 e(x,t) exp(iwt)dt, H(x,w) = \/%/0 h(x,t) exp(iwt)dt,

Setting e(z,t) = h(x,t) =0 for ¢t < 0, we can write
1 [t 1 [t
Elr,w)=— e(x,t)exp(iwt)dt, H(z,w)=— h(x,t) exp(iwt)dt. 4.55
@w) === [ elwesptisnat, Hw) = 2= [ hetesplia) (455)

To proceed, we need to estimate the remainders in (3.42)), (3.44]). We first prove the next result,
which is similar to [9, Lemma 4.1] and [16, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 4.1. Let (E, H) be the electric and magnetic fields satisfying B317), (L4) with supp Je,suppJ,, C
Q. Then if J.,J, € H'(Q) satisfy (LI0), we have

/k<| | 1B % v(,w) — aHr (;w)|[f) (0)dw < Ck™2([|Je[[F,) () + [|ulI71)(2)) < CE™> M7, (4.56)
On the other hand, if Je,J, € H*(Q)and (LII) holds, then
/]Kw 1B x v(, )1t (00 dw < CE™2(|[el|7) () + Tl E) () < Chk™2M3. (4.57)
Proof. We first prove (A56]). By Plancherel’s formula, we have that
/ 1B x 1, w) — o, ()| (09)deo
k<|w|
—92 2 2
<k /}KW w|E x v(,w) — aH-(,w)l|{o (0Q)dw
<k2 / W E x v(,w) — CYH-,—(,W)H%O) (0Q)dw (4.58)
R
:k—2/ 10e, ) x v — By (ahe ()2 (0t
R

<O [ (1ore(. )l (0 + 103h. )y (090

Combining the Huygens’ principle
e(,t) =h(,t) =0 on Q, when /eouod < t, (4.59)
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and the following estimate

lellfyy (992 x (0, /eoriod)) + 171 (92 x (0, y/eorod)) < CUITelIFyy () + [[ullf1) (€2)),

which follows from the generalization [19] of Sakamoto energy estimates [30] to the transmission
problems (see also [16] (2.31)]), ([A356]) is an easy consequence of ([A58]).
To prove (£57), it follows from the similar argument that

/k Bl G0 < 0k / (9ue(, 112, (09) + 05, 1) 12, (02)).

By the Huygens’s principle and the above generalization of Sakamoto energy estimates applied to
0je, we have
10:Vel[7, (02 x (0, /eopod)) < C([[Tellfay () + [l ) (€2))

(see [9] (4.20)]). (@.51D) follows easily. The proof is complete.

O
Now we consider the initial value problem for the time-dependent Maxwell equations
poOih* +curle* =0 in R* x (0,00),
cde* —curlh* =0 in R? x (0, 00), (4.60)
h*(,0) = \%_WJ#, e*(,0) = —%Je on R?x {0}.

Since divJe = 0 = divJ,, by the uniqueness of the initial value problem, we have dive*(,t) =0 =
divh*(,t). So from ([L60) we obtain

opodie* = pocurld;h* = —curlcurle® = Ae*

and similarly

€0ﬂoat2h* = Ah*.
Also it is easy to see that e*, h* satisfy the same initial conditions ([£53)), (£.54]). Using the uniqueness
in the initial value problem for the wave equations we derive that

e=e*, h=~h". (4.61)

From (L.61]), Maxwell system (£.60), and (£.59) we have

oOth +curle =0 in Q x (0,7),
egOe —curlh =0 in Qx (0,7,
h(,T)=0, e(,T)=0 on €,

where T = ,/eouod. For this backward initial value problem, using the estimates of Proposition 1.1
in [I0] (for e x v — ah,) or Corollary 1.4 in [13] (for e x v), we can obtain the following key energy
bounds.

Lemma 4.2. Let (e,h) be a solution to [@G6Q) with Je,J, € [L*(Q)]* and suppJe,suppJ, C Q.
Then

1Tl Ty (Q) + 17,1170, () < Clle x v — ahr |7, (892 x (0,T)) (4.62)
and
1Tl 0y () + 17,117, (€2) < Clle x v[[E,, (092 x (0,T)). (4.63)

Now we are ready to prove the increasing stability results (LI2)), (ITI3) of Theorem (2.
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Proof. We will first prove (I.I2)) by modifying the argument in [9] and [16]. We may assume that
g0 < 3, otherwise, (LI2) obviously holds. In (42) and (340), we choose

{ k=0K385,6 = (2n(d+ 1)/eomo) * when 2%073K < &,
k=K when & <2i57°K.

Now if 24073 K < &, then 21 K < k, and (B50), (352) imply that

(k) < O explela+ D yaazab e (- 2(30)" - 1o

K
2 2 K.,
< CM;7 exp(2(d + 1)/eopok) exp _;(E) &o
2 2 1
= OM;} exp (2(d + 1)\/eopok — —553[(5503)
i

= OM;} exp (—2(d—|— 1)./60;1051(%80%) .

Using the inequality exp(—y) < 2y~2 when y > 0, we have that

CM?
[To(k)| < ——5- (4.64)
K3&§
Next if & < 27073K, then k = K and by (340)
1 C
[To(k)| = [Io(K)| = 2¢3, S (4.65)
Ks&§

since & < 21673K.
Therefore, from ([@62) and the Plancherel’s formula we can estimate
17600 (€2) + 11,4170 ()
<Clle x v — ahT||%0) (092 x (0, \/eopod)) < Clle x v — ahT||%0)(BQ x R)
C M}
2 2
Ks&§

)

:c/ 1B x v, w) — o, ()| (09)de < C2 +

when we consider the cases 236 3K < &, & < 216 3K and use 3242), [E50) with our choice of k
in the both cases and the inequalities (Z.G4), [@65). Since we assumed that 1 < K, &0 < 3, (L12)
follows.

A proof of (LI3]) can be obtained by a slight change in the previous argument. We may assume
that e1 < 3, otherwise, (LI3) is obvious. In (3.44) and (B.46), we choose

{ k=0K3&7,6 = (2n(d+ 1)/eomo) * when 2%07%K <&,
k=K when & <2i6°K.

Now if 296 3K < &1, then 21K < k, and 351), (352) imply that
|11 (k)| < CM3 exp(2(d + 1)y/e1 k) exp <_%((E)4 - 1)281>
< CMj exp (2(d+ 1)\/eopuok — %5531(%55)
= OMZ exp (~2(d + 1) armd K €]
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hence as above

CM3
|L(k)| < — (4.66)
K3&}
If & <236 3K, then k = K and by (3.40)
1 C
(1 (k)| = |1 (K)| = 2€7, e S — (4.67)
Ks¢&}

since & < 246 3K. Therefore, from (Z63) and the Plancherel’s formula we can estimate

17elFoy () + [[ulITo) () < Clle x vI[Ey) (992 x (0, v/€opiod))
e C M}
< C/ |IE x u(,w)||%1)(8ﬂ)dw <Ce?+ 4—12,
—0o0 K§51§
when we consider the cases 233K < &, & < 216 3K and use (344), {57 with our choice of k
in the both cases and the inequalities (L66), ([£67). Since we assumed that 1 < K, &1 < 5, (LI3)
follows.
(]

5 Conclusion and discussion

In this work, we study the inverse source problem for electromagnetic waves using the measure-
ments involving tangential components of electric and magnetic fields at many frequencies. For
the uniqueness, we consider a rather general setting in which the media are anisotropic and inho-
mogeneous. We measure the tangential components of electric and magnetic fields on a part of
boundary for frequency w € (0, K). Under the structure assumption on the electric permittivity e
and permeability p (7)), the uniqueness is established for divergence-free sources. Since we use the
Fourier transform in time to reduce our inverse source problem to identification of the initial data
in the time-dependent Maxwell equations by data on the lateral boundary, the structure assump-
tion (7)) is needed to guarantee the uniqueness of the lateral Cauchy problem for time-dependent
Maxwell equations. We want to point out that for the time harmonic Maxwell equations with gen-
eral anisotropic media (without any structure assumption), the unique continuation property holds
(see Lemma [22)). Proving the uniqueness of the lateral Cauchy problem for the time-dependent
Maxwell equations with general anisotropic media remains an open problem.

Our second result is the increasing stability of identifying sources using the L? norm of the
absorbing boundary data F(,w) X v — aH,(,w) and the H' norm of the tangential of the electric
field E(,w) x v for w € (0, K). It is tempting to prove the increasing stability using the L? norm
of E(,w) x v for w € (0, K). However, since such boundary condition does not satisfy the Kreiss-
Sakamoto condition, this task will be quite challenging. Finally, in the proofs of Theorem [Tl and
[[2] it is crucial to assume that sources are the divergence-free. Due to the pedagogical example
given in the introduction, it seems necessary to impose this restriction on sources. Therefore, to
what extent one can determine a nondivergence-free source by boundary data at many frequencies
is an interesting question.
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