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Abstract

We analyze the mathematical model that describes the heat generated by electromagnetic nanopar-
ticles. We use the known optical properties of the nanoparticles to control the support and amount
of the heat needed around a nanoparticle. Precisely, we show that the dominant part of the heat
around the nanoparticle is the electric field multiplied by a constant dependent, explicitly and only,
on the permittivity and quantities related to the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the Magnetization
(or the Newtonian) operator, defined on the nanoparticle, and inversely proportional to the distance
to the nanoparticle.

The nanoparticles are described via the Lorentz model. If the used incident frequency is chosen related
to the plasmonic frequency w, (via the Magnetization operator) then the nanoparticle behaves as a
plasmonic one while if it is chosen related to the undamped resonance frequency wo (via the Newtonian
operator), then it behaves as a dielectric one. The two regimes exhibit different optical behaviors. In
both cases, we estimate the generated heat and discuss advantages of each incident frequency regime.
The analysis is based on time-domain integral equation techniques avoiding the use of (formal) Fourier
type transformations.

Keywords: Asymptotic Analysis; Boundary Integral Equations; Heat Equation; Helmholtz Equation;
Layer and Volume Potentials, Dielectric and Plasmonic Resonances.

1 Problem Formulation and the Main Results

1.1 General introduction

Heat generation is used in many applications including medical imaging and therapy [1, 3, 4, 5, 12, 23, 30].
For instance the photo-acoustic imaging modality is based on using the acoustic pressure fluctuations,
collected in an accessible part of the region to image, to recover few optical, and eventually acoustical,
properties of the tissue. This pressure is generated by the heat created after exciting locally the tissue
with electric laser fields [3, 4, 20, 36]. This heat generation phenomenon has been also proposed as a
thermal therapy to cure anomalies (as tumors) by injecting nanoparticles in the region occupied by the
anomaly [2, 4]. The main principle behind this phenomenon can be described as follows. It is known
that an electric laser field excites surface plasmons, on metallic nanoparticles, at optical frequencies. In
turn, these nanoparticles produce heat from the absorbed energy that diffuses away from them to raise
the temperature of the surrounding medium. In this work, we mainly focus on this therapy application.
For this application, the question raised is how to control the generated heat so that it is enough to clean
the anomaly but not so high to harm the surrounding tissue.

To describe the mathematical model behind this heat generation using electromagnetic nanoparticles, we
split it into parts. In the first part, we describe electromagnetic wave propagation generated by injected
nanoparticles and in the second one, we describe the related heat model.

Let us then recall the electromagnetic problem described by the time-dependent Maxwell equation
VXxE=-ufH

(1.1)
VxH=¢elE,
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where E and H are the total electric and magnetic field respectively. In addition, the coefficients p and
¢ are the magnetic permeability and electric permittivity, respectively.

We assume that the nanoparticle occupy a bounded domain € in R2. In addition, denote = §B + z,
where ¢ denotes the size of the nanoparticle, B is centred at origin and z represent the position of the
nanoparticle.

Moreover, consider the electric permittivity and magnetic permeability, respectively, of the form ¢ =
epXa + EmXRQ\ﬁ H= pupXq + MmXRz\ﬁ- We denote by e, = exel, to be the relative permittivity and
fm = Mool the relative permeability of the host medium, respectively. Both are assumed to be constant
and independent of the frequency w of the incident wave (i.e. the host medium is non dispersive). Here,
€c0 and [io are the electric permittivity and magnetic permeability of the free space respectively. Next,
we assume the nanoparticle to be nonmagnetic, i.e. ftp = foofty,. But its permittivity e, is given by the
so-called Lorentz model which can be described as follows

Ep(wv /7) = €0

R (1.2)
wi — w? — iyw '

where wg is the electric plasma frequency, wg is the undamped resonance frequency and 7 is the electric
damping parameter, see Section 7.4.

We deal with two types of nanoparticles:

1. Plasmonic nanoparticles. These are characterized by the conditions that R(c,) < 0 and I(ep) > 0
and both of them have moderate amplitudes. The second condition represents the ability of the
biological tissues to absorb electromagnetic radiation and hence create the heat while the first one
is responsible for creating resonances (namely the plasmonic ones) that allow for controlling the
heat.

2. Dielectric nanoparticles. These are characterized by the conditions R(e,) > 1, and positive, and

eventually I(ep) > 1 but with a small ratio ggng < 1. Similarly as above, the second condition
P

allows for heat generation while the second is responsible for creating the Dielectric resonances.
With these resonances, we enhance the generated heat while with smallness of the above ratio, we
control the upper bound of this heat.

As we can see it later, based on the Lorentz model (1.2), the nanoparticle behaves as a plasmonic or as a
dielectric one according to the regimes we choose for the incident frequency w. Precisely, if the incident
frequency w is chosen related to the the plasmonic frequency w, then it behaves as a plasmonic one while
if it is chosen related to the undamped frequency wg then it behaves as a dielectric one. In both cases,
one needs appropriate choices of the damping frequency « (but with small values), see Section 7.4.1 and
Section 7.4.2, respectively, for more details.

1.2 The electromagnetic models
In this work, we mainly focus on the 2D model describing the time harmonic regime in TM-polarization

and TE-polarization respectively.

1. First, in the TM-regime, we use incident waves of the form E* := eivimem(=0=1) (11 0)
and then the total field of the form E = E e ™! and H = H e~ ! where E = (E(x1,x2),0) =

(E1(x1,x2), Ea(x1,%2),0) and H = (0, 0, H(Xl,XQ)). From (1.1), we obtain the following equation
1 2 2
V. EVH + w’i,,H=01in R (1.3)

where H = H® 4 H® with H'® as the incident wave and H® as the scattered wave satisfying the Sommerfield
radiation condition limy|_ |X|(W}i| — iw\/Emim HS) = 0. The incident magnetic field satisfies the

following equation AH® + w?puneH® =0 in R?. Additionally, the electric field E can be calculated
from the magnetic field using the following relation

- (5)



Therefore, it can be readily seen that |[E(x)|* = [VH(x)|?.

2. Next, in the TE-regime, we use incident waves of the form E?" := ¢ vEmen(z:0=t) (0 0 1) and then
the total fields E = E e~ where E = (0,0, E3(x1,x2)), satisfies the following equation

AE 4+ w?uneE=0 in R?, (1.5)
and the corresponding scattered wave satisfies the Sommerfield radiation condition as |x| — co.

In the coming analysis, we use equation (1.5) to describe the electric field when it interacts with dielectric
nanoparticles, while the model equation (1.3) will be used for plasmonic nanoparticles.

1.3 The heat generation model

As described above, laser electric fields can generate surface plasmons at certain ranges of frequencies so
that the energy absorbed by them generates heat. The temperature at the surrounding medium created
when the heat diffuses from the nanoparticle, is governed by the following model [2], [4]

pcdt — V. 4Vu = £3(e)E[* in (R?\00Q) x (0,T),

27

'yé“tu — 'yg"tu =0 on 012, (1.6)
Yoyirty — 4 y$¥tu =0 on 01, '
u(x,0) =0 for x € R?,

where p = ppXqo + me]Rz\ﬁ is the mass density; ¢ = cpXq + cmXRQ\ﬁ is the thermal capacity; v =
X + YmXpag is the thermal conductivity and we recall that ¢ = ;X + EmXp2\n is the electric
permittivity respectively. Here, T € R is the final time of measurement.

In the sequel, we use the notations for both an interior Dirichlet and Neumann trace, whenever they
make sense,

int . ~
t):= 1 t) f t) € 02 x R
Yo H(X, ) Qaiig{leaﬂ u(Xv ) or (Xa ) € XN,
and )
YMu(x,t) == lim v - Vzu(x,t) for (x,t) € 00 x R, respectively.
Q3%—x€0Q

We use similar notations for the exterior Dirichlet and Neumann traces 7§** and 7§** respectively.

Furthermore, with T fixed, considering the fact that v = 0 for ¢t < 0, we let U to be the solution of the
following problem, stated in the whole time domain R

pe = V. VU = 223(e)[E[*X(o,1,) in (R*\09Q) xR,

WU — U =0 on 00 x R, (1.7)
YU — 3P0 =0 on 90 x R.

As we have U = u on R? x (—o0,Tp) then to analyse u in (0, Tp), it is enough to study U.

We further assume, for the purpose of simplicity of the analysis, that pp, pm, Cp, Cm,¥p, Ym are positive
constants. We also note that the heat equation becomes a homogeneous equation outside of {2 as J(e)=0
in (R?\ Q). Consequently, we can rewrite the governing heat equations and transmissions as follows

Lo O — AU; = 72-S3(ep)[E[*X(01) in QxR

T Ot 27Yp
mCm OUe _ ; 2\ 0O
%W*AUE—O in R \QXR (18)
WU — A8 U =0 on 00 x R,
Yoy intU; — 4yt U, =0 on 0 x R.
For ease and clarity of notation, throughout this work we denote the diffusion constants by a; := %
and o, = P:‘A respectively.
We assume that the nanoparticle has the following scales regarding the heat-related coefficients
Yp~ 62 and ppep~1, < 1. (1.9)

More general scales could be considered, namely v, ~ =™ and ppc, ~ 67", 6 < 1, with m and n
non-negative such that m —n —1 > 0. ' To avoid introducing more parameters, we stick to the case
m = 2,n = 0. Materials enjoying such scales can be found in the applied literature as [21, 23] for instance.

IThis last condition ensures that the diffusion coefficient «, is small so that the, corresponding, last part of (1.17) in
Theorem 1.3 is valid, see precisely (4.16).



1.4 Statement of the results
1.4.1 The electromagnetic field generated by plasmonic nanoparticles

We recall the fundamental solution of the Helmholtz equation in dimension two given by
T, (1
GW(xy) = JH (x —3]), x#v,

where ’H(()l) is the Hankel function of the first kind of order zero.
Moreover, we also introduce the Magnetic operator M : VH gy, — VHgrm, defined as follows

M[VH] 9=V [ VGO (x,y) - VH(y)dy. (1.10)

We also need to introduce the following decomposition of the space IL2(€) into the following three sub-
spaces as a direct sum as following, see [33] for more details

L2 = Hy(div,0) @ Hy(curl, 0) & VHarm,
where we define these three sub-spaces as follows:
Hy(div,0) = {u € L*(Q): V-u=0and u-v =0},
Ho(curl,0) = {u € L2(Q): Vxu=0and u x v =0}, (1.11)
VHarm = {u € L*(Q) : Fp s.t. u= Ve and Ap =0} .

It is well known, see for instance [16], that the Magnetization operator M : VH, — VHuy induces a

complete orthonormal basis namely ()\513)765]3)

research.

)n N We are now able to present the first results of this

Theorem 1.1 Let a plasmonic nanoparticle occupying a domain Q = z + §B which is of class C2. We
choose the incident frequency of the form

2 2 2 Em + )\5130)

w*=wy +w + O(8") and yw ~ 6" (1.12)
TG (1-ex'em) +ém

Then we have the following approzimation of the electric field with |E|> = |VH|? , with H as the solution
to (1.3), as 6 — 0,

1 . 2
EP(y)dy = —————— | |E®™|*(2) /ef') x)dx) +O(6 with h <1, 1.13
K o [T [ ) +o(s) (113)
here o — — L additi @) sh (3) 2 s
where a = P R n addition, we have |1 — aXyy | ~ 0" and ( [ en, (x)dx) ~ 0°.
p m

1.4.2 The electromagnetic field generated by dielectric nanoparticles

1
Let us recall that the volumetric Logarithmic potential operator / 5 log |x—y|E(y)dy has a countable
Q <47

) (&)

sequence of eigenvalues )\Sf and the corresponding eigen-functions ey’ that form an orthonormal basis in

L?(Q2). In the sequel, we will need the following properties: / e® (x)dx # 0 and A\Y ~ 62|log|. These
Q
properties are shown to be true for the first eigenvalue/eigen-function n = 1 for 2 being the disc of radius

d, see [20]. We state the following theorem which was first derived in [20] but we extend it to the case of
the Lorentz model for the permittivity.

Theorem 1.2 Let a dielectric nanoparticle occupying a domain Q = z + §B which is of class C2. 2 We
choose the incident frequency of the form

_ _ 2
w? — w2 ~ —6%log s )\(Z) w2 and yw ~ §%|log §| 3 )\(Z) wwl) . 1.14
0 g ng MmWy ol g no MPmWq

2Contrary to the plasmonic case, here we can reduce the regularity of 2 to Lipschitz.



Then an approzimate representation of the electric field with E as a solution to (1.5) is as follows for
0—0

/|E| ! [|Ein|2(z)(/ﬂegﬁ>(y)dy)2 +O(52|10g5|h_1)} with h<1. (1.15)

I
|1 —w ,umep)\( ) |2

In addition, we have |1 — w2um€p)\£}€)| ~ (log&)~" and (fﬂ eg? dx) ~ 52

1.4.3 The heat generated by the plasmonic/dielectric nanoparticles

The fundamental solution of the heat operator o 9; — A for the two dimensional spatial space is given by
the expression

a Q‘X*YF
—— — , t>
O(x, ty,7) = 4”“‘”6@( e ) ’ (1.16)

0, otherwise
The fundamental solutions for the interior and exterior heat equation (1.8) are ®(x, ¢;y, 7) and P°(x, t;y, T)
respectively, which depend on the variables o, and oy.
We state the main result of our work.

Theorem 1.3 Let a Lorentzian nanoparticle, occupying a domain Q = z + 6B which is of class C%, be
such that its heat coefficients (pp, Ce,7e) satisfy the conditions

Yo =Tp 672 and ppc, ~ 1, such that ~y, < Vp PpCp, 0 <L 1. (1.17)

Let € such that dist(¢, Q) ~ o (|§ |~ Pt 5).

1. If we use incident frequency w satisfying (1.12), then for r < %, if %ﬂﬂ) < h < 1, the heat

conducted by the plasmonic nanoparticle, as a solution to (1.8), is given by, as § — 0,

* ¢ s
Uele.t) = 22 lw | etz [ |E|2(Y)dy+(9<7w Slep) oz m%)}.

Ym am 27mp

(1.18)

2. If we use incident frequency w satisfying (1.14), then for 2p(1 —r) < 1, the heat conducted by the
dielectric nanoparticle, as a solution to (1.8), is given by, as § — 0,
:}h ICI(‘TU)>‘| .

1 |w-S K
Ualt) = ”—p—[ﬂ [ #te i [ |E|2<y>dy+0(%(5p)65 2011 log o[ %

Ym Om 27,
(1.19)
Ty 1
Here, ICET“) = sup / - dT and it makes sense if r < %
te(0,10) Jo  (t—=7)%
The above approximations can be further detailed by the following observations. Let s := e~z Then,

2/t—1

t
as / D€(¢,t; z, 7)dT is independent of the space variable, and ¢t < Ty, it can be shown that
0

/t DO, b 2, 7)dr = —F(O |§Z|2> (1.20)
0 ) - 4t .

Furthermore, for |§ — z| << t, it is well known that

€ — 7 € — 2
(0658 - (552), aan

where &7 is the exponential integral. Now, the exponential integral £; can be expanded as follows

a(ty ol (e (1.22)

4t 4t 4t

where 7 is the Euler—-Mascheroni constant and e; is a smooth function.




In addition, let us recall that |1 — a)\g?;)| = O(6"). Therefore, we can derive a more precise dominating
terms as follows

Corollary 1.3.1 Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 and with the combination of Theorem 1.1, we
have the following approximation for a plasmonic nanoparticle occupying a domain Q = z+96B, as § — 0,

L& ‘ 2
Uele.t) = 22 ping ([ @) togle — 157+ (5 hogle — )
27 PmCm Q
n 0(61—2p(1—r) ;CETO)) ) (1.23)
Similarly, let us recall that |1 — w2um€p)\§l€)| = O(|log §|~®), where the electric permittivity e, derived

from the Lorentz model for a dielectric nanoparticle. We state the following corollary.

Corollary 1.3.2 Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 and with the combination of Theorem 1.2, we
have the following approximation for a dielectric nanoparticle occupying a domain Q =z+06B, as § — 0,

w - S(ep)

. 2
Ue(,t) = ()] / elf)(x)dx) " log ¢ — 7|~ |1og ™" + O(6% 1og o™~ log |¢ — 7| ™)

1.4.4 Discussion about the obtained results

27T PmCm

+ (9(53*2p<1*f>| log (1.24)

We make the following two observations based on the two formulas (1.23) and (1.24).

1. Using plasmonics. In this case, according to the choice of the incident frequency, from the Lorentz
2
model, we have S(g,) ~ §". As In|¢ — z| ~ p |Ind], then from (1.23), recalling that (/ egi) (X)dx) ~
Q

62, we have
Ue(&,1) ~p |Ind|62"(1 4+ 0(1)), 6§ < 1. (1.25)

We observe that the amount of heat can be enhanced till the order near to 4.

2. Using dielectrics. In this case, we have S(gp) ~ 6~2(|Ind|) =1 ~1~5. Therefore from (1.24), recalling

2
that (/ egfj)(x)dx) ~ 6%, we have
Q

Ue(&,1) ~p [ Ind|"=5(1 +0(1)), 6 < 1. (1.26)

Choosing s = h, we have Uq(&,t) ~ p. Choosing s < h we get too much heat and for s > h, we get
less heat.

Recall that dist(¢,Q) ~ 6P. In both the formulas (1.25) and (1.26), the parameter p indicates that the
heat decreases when dist(€, Q) increases. For instance, the heat at the distance dist(¢,Q) = 610 is of the
order % the heat generated at a distance dist(€, ) = 5z,

In both cases, the multiplicative terms in the dominant parts are computable as the two respective
. 2 . 2
quantities - |Em(z)|2‘ / e (x)dx| and L|E‘“(z)|2(/ el® (X)dx) , for the plasmonics and
27 PmCm a ° 27 PmCm Q

no
the dielectrics, and they are at our disposal.

It is worth mentioning that according to the expansions above, dielectric nanoparticles provide more
pronounce amount of heat around its surrounding than the plasmonic ones. Therefore, the choice of the
incident frequency w makes a difference in generating the heat. Recall that, if it is chosen close to the
undamped resonance frequency wg, then the nanoparticle behaves as a dielectric one while if it is chosen
via the electric plasma frequency wp, then nanoparticle behaves a a plasmonic one.



The use of the heat generated by nanoparticles in different applications, as imaging, therapy etc, is
well documented in the engineering literature, see [1, 3, 4, 5, 12, 23, 30] for instance. However, for our
best knowledge, regarding its actual mathematical estimation, there is only the work [2] by Ammari
et al. where the mathematical model was stated and the estimation where given on the surface of
the nanoparticles. To justify these expansions, in their work, they use semi-formal computations to
characterize the dominant term. Precisely, they first use Fourier-Laplace transformation, then derive the
small-volume approximations of in the Fourier-Laplace domain and then come back by inverse Fourier-
Laplace transformation. However, in the Fourier-Laplace domain, the approximations of the fields are
possible only at the ’low frequency’ range and we have no access to the approximation in the full frequency
range. In the current work, we use time-domain techniques, instead, to provide the actual dominant part
of the heat. In addition to its mathematical interests, it allows us to deal with more general sources of
heat and not only locally supported (in time) ones (as the initial or instantaneous sources for instance).

The remaining part of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state the equivalent boundary
integral equations for the heat model after recalling the needed boundary integral operators and volume
potentials. In Section 3, we introduce the needed functional spaces i.e. the anisotropic Sobolev spaces,
with their used properties. We also recall some basic mapping properties of the layer operators and
volume potential for the heat equation on those spaces with their proper scales. The main steps of the
proof of Theorem 1.3 are covered in Section 4 while those of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are provided
in Section 5 and Section 6 respectively. In order to simplify the exposition, some needed technical results
and steps are moved to Appendix 7.

2 Representation Formula, Integral Operators and Boundary In-
tegral Equations for the Heat Equation

It is known that equations of boundary integral type are required to rephrase the transmission boundary
value problem (1.8). With the use of both the interior and exterior Dirichlet problems between two media
with different physical parameters, the boundary integral equation system can now be connected with
the transmission condition. The following representation formula can therefore be used to determine the
solution to the interior heat equation (1.8) using the direct approach, see [9] and [11],

1 ! in in in
Ui(x,t) = a—/ /GQ (<I>(x,t;y,7)% Uiy, 7) — 106" Uiy, T (X,t;y,T)) doydr
P
/ | #ttiv) SEBP  s 2.1)

Before proceeding, we need to define the following boundary integral operators for (x,t) € 9Q x R, namely
the classical single-layer, double-layer and its spatial adjoint, and the hyper-singular heat operator as
follows

shirven =7 [ [ a6ty it oy
o0
IC|: 1ntU // yi“;@ X, t ) (i)ntUi(yaT)dJydTv
o
IC*|: 1ntU / / 'ymt(I) X t;y,T)’YintUi(yaT)dedTa
[ int{7, }( __Vin)f// fymttb (x t;y,T)%i)ntUi(y,T)da'ydT

respectively. Furthermore, we refer to the Newtonian heat potential associated with the source term

fi= 22 B 12X g 1y as
t
fety= [ [ atxtiyr) (v rasar
—oo JQ

2myp
As a result, from the interior problem, we derive the following boundary integral equations:

(%Idwc%)[ th}( t) = Sa, {vintUi}( )+75“tv[f} (x,1), for x € HQ (2.2)



and

1 * in 1m 1m
(§Id—/c%)[ tu}( t) = Ha, [% tUi}( £) + 4 ;vm (x,1), for x € 9. (2.3)
These equations together yield the Calderén system of boundary integral equations, [11]
intU > (% _ ’Ca Sa ) ( intU > ( lntv[f]>
in . c * ins + m * 2'4
( tU Hap % + ’Cozp tU 71 ;V[f] ( )
=:C

The operator C is called the Calderén projection operator. A similar representation is also valid for the
external heat problem in (1.8)

AU 14 Ka [~ AU
( extU> <2_Ho¢ " Icr: ) ( extU> (25)

Qm

=:C
It is well known that C is a projection, i.e. C = C?, see [9] and [25]. Therefore, we have the following
identity
1 1
SH = (§Id *K)(§Id+’C). (2.6)
The above identity will be useful to scale the hyper-singular heat operator and hence the Steklov-Poincare

operator A®**. Now together with the transmission condition in (1.8) and the boundary integral equation
described in (2.4), (2.5), we end up with the following system of boundary integral equation,

(312 =Kz, ) [P0 (e t) = Ha, [0 6, 8) + 718w [ ] 6, )

AU t) = =20 (3 + Ko, ) Sa A 30 e0) + (3 Ka,) [ )

w-S(ep)
27Yp

associated with the source term f := |E|2X(01TU). Further details on these derivations can be found

in Appendix 7.

3 Function Spaces, Properties and Scales of Integral Operators

We start this section with defining the anisotropic Sobolev spaces on space-time boundaries 02 X R on
which the above system of integral equations (2.7) makes sense and can be inverted.

3.1 Function Spaces

Let H™® (89 X ]R), {r,s € (0, 1)], denote the anisotropic Sobolev spaces with respect to the following
norms, see [29, Chapter 4] and [31],

2 2 2

2
Hu‘ = Hu‘ + ‘u + ‘u , (3.1)
Hrs (agxm) L2 (agxm) L2 (]R;HT(BQ)) Hs (R;Lz(ag))
where ” ( )||
ulx u\y, - 2
’ / / 2® dodoy, (3.2)
L2 RHT(BQ) a0 Jon |X— |n—1+2r
e Ju ol
2 u L2(69Q)
dtdr. 3.3
‘u H( Lz(aQ) // t—T|1+QS T (3:3)

Then, we define the negative-ordered anisotropic Sobolev space as the dual space of H™"~° (89 X R)

I
when r,;s < 0. We denote it by [H_r’_s (8(2 X R)} and equip it with the norm

u
H ‘ B ‘< ’¢>aan
u = sup
Hr s (aan) H@H
0£pEH—T.—s (assz) Horos (me)




Furthermore, we introduce the following anisotropic Sobolev space Hb2 (8(2 X R) with respect to the

1
where the tangential gradient Vianu on 99 is described as Vianu := Vu — (9, u)v and we denote by 92
the fractional time derivative of order % Next, due to the interpolation theory, we can state the following

following norm

2

il (6Q><R) = /]R/E)Q “Vtanu(x, )% 4+ u?(x,t) + (8,5%1;()(, t))j doydt, (3.5)

result regarding the anisotropic space H24 (), see [29, Chapter 2] for detailed description. We have for
r,s >0 and 0 € (0,1)

o (aQ x R),LQ((GQ)T) =i ((aQ)T). (3.6)

o=1

In addition, we point out the following interpolation inequality

1 1
HUHH%’% ((asz)T) S Hu‘ :11% ((aQ)T) HUHLZ ((aQ)T)' (3.7)

In the following paragraphs, we review the mapping properties of the boundary integral operators men-
tioned above. It has been well established that all boundary integral operators exhibit a mapping property,
see, for instance [4], [9], and [15]. In our analysis, we need the C?-regularity of the boundary 92 to study
the magnetization operator, otherwise only the Lipschitz regularity is enough.

[N

3.2 Mapping Properties of the Integral Operators

Lemma 3.1 /31, Section 5] On smooth C2-boundary 92 and for all v > 0 the single layer heat operator
S maps H™ 2t (=3+1)/2 (89 X R) to Hztr(z+0)/2 (89 X R) isomorphically.

This lemma still holds for a Lipschitz boundary, if r is in a certain finite range. Next, we state the

following result.

Lemma 3.2 [2/] Let Q be the domain above the graph of a Lipschitz function ¢ : R*=1 — R (n > 2).
Then the operator

%1 b L (aQ x R) L2 (aQ x R) (3.8)
18 tnvertible.
Moreover, the operators
%I—HC:LQ(GQXR) —>L2(GQ><R), (3.9)
%1 LK HY: (aQ x R) & HY: (aQ x R) (3.10)

are invertible.

Consequently, with the help of interpolation theory, we can demonstrate the following corollary to the
above lemma:

Corollary 3.2.1 The operators

ST+ HE (00 < R) - HVE (00 < R)), (3.11)
%I—HC*:H_%"%(@QXR) AH_%v_i(anR) (3.12)

are invertible.



Then, we state the mapping property of Newtonian heat potential, see for instance [9].

Lemma 3.3 The convolution between the fundamental solution ®(x,t;y,7) and density i.e. the Newto-
nian heat potential
Vi Highy (R x R) = H2 50 (R < R) (3.13)

loc

is linear and bounded for any r € R.

Here, we denote by HZ;%,W (R“ x (0, T)) set of functions which has compact support in space variable and

by H;;Q’éﬂ R™ x (0, T)), we describe the local behaviour in the space variable. Now, it is clear that for
r = —1 and by restriction of the domain, we find the Newtonian heat potential
/
V: [HL% (Q x R)} - [HL% (Q x R)} (3.14)

is linear and bounded.
The next step is to state the trace theorem. See, for example, [29, Theorem 2.1], [31, Chapter 2].

Lemma 3.4 (Trace Theorem) The interior trace operator
~int . L3 (Q x R) — HB (aQ x R) (3.15)
is linear and bounded.

Now, regarding the Newtonian heat potential, we restrict the domain to L?(f2) as we consider the cor-
responding source term belonging to that space. Consequently, from Lemma 3.3 and trace theorem we
deduce the following corollary

Corollary 3.4.1 The following operator

1

~Ninty  L2(Q x R) — HE 4 (aQ x R) (3.16)
is linear and continuous.

As we proceed, we introduce an anisotropic Sobolev space that is required to describe the mapping
properties of the interior and exterior Neumann trace operators, as well as their application to the
Newtonian heat operator.

HY: (Q X R,L) = {u e vt (Q X R)  Lu e LQ(Q X R)}, (3.17)

where, £ := ad; — A represents the corresponding heat differential operator. Now we will state the
following lemma, see [9, Proposition 2.18], for details.

Lemma 3.5 The interior Neumann Trace Operator
yint . [l (Q x R, E) S HEE (aQ X R) (3.18)
defines a linear bounded operator.

Furthermore, from Lemma 3.3, after restricting the domain to L?(2) and considering that the Newtonian
heat potential satisfies the corresponding heat equation, we obtain the following corollary

Corollary 3.5.1 The following operator
yimty  12(Q x R) — H 34 (aQ x R) (3.19)
is linear and continuous.

Also, let us define the initial heat potential for f € L? (Q) as follows

I[f](x,t) = / B(x, t:9)(7)dy, (3.20)

which enjoys the following mapping property. For more details we refer to [11, Theorem 4.4| and [31,
Section 7).

Lemma 3.6 The initial heat operator I : L2 (B) — Hb3 (B X R+) is linear and bounded.

10



3.3 Scales for the Function Spaces

Using the same notation as in [34], we consider a nanoparticle occupying a domain 2 = §B + z, where B
is centered at the origin and |B| ~ 1. Moreover, we use the notation below in defining functions ¢ and v
on 02 x R and 0B x R, respectively,

G0, 7) = o (1,7) = o +2,00°7), Dl 1) =9V (%, 1) == (XT %) (3.21)

for (x,t) € 9Q x R and (n,7) € 9B x R respectively. Our next step is to derive the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7 Suppose 0 < 6 < 1, Q := 6B + 2z and t := ad’t. Then for ¢ € H%&(GQ X R) and
(RS Dt (GQ X R), we have the following scales

2 2
el 4 (o) = el <ae?g] 4
@ 14 Hi'Z(BBx]R) 14 HE 4(BQ><]R) =@ 14 Hi’Z(BBx]R) ( )

and

1.3
202

Ao L v<lel carsti] e
H*E’*Z(anR) “32 "(anR) —2 "(anR)
Proof. Let us set x := 0§ + 2, y := 00 + z, t := ad’l and 7 = ad?7. As a first step, we need to scale

2
‘ . Tndeed,
L2 (6(2 XR)

Bl

2 T Ts 2
= 2(x, t)doredt = 53/ / 2(5 67)dorydF = ad® ¢
o0 ) = [ L et =0t [ [ it erionts = o],
(3.24)
Now, in order to scale the norms (3.2) and (3.3), we need to estimate H(pHL (R) H(p‘ L2(00) respectively.
We have
T Ts
— 2 _ 2 2 2\ g~ 21| ~
H(p‘ L) [m lo]?(x,t)dt = ad [m lo]”(6n + 2, ad“T)dT = ad go L2®) (3.25)
and
t)do(x) = § 0 527)d _5H 3.26
[l oy = [ 1ROt =6 [ (om0, = e, G20
Therefore, using (3.25) and (3.26), we estimate the following norms
SD P\Y, 2
‘ / / I i 2)||L dodo,
LZ RH?(BQ) a0 J aq |$*y|
ad? 2 &7 A U ?
52/ / ¢ : (2 )IILz(R)deUU
oB JoB 62§ — |
- 5‘ 3.27
1l (o) 3:21)
Again, we have
2 T T ol t) —el, 7 7
M 1 :/ / (5 8) = S)HLz(aQ)dth
H1 (R;L?(@Q)) _ _ |t — 7|5
Ts  (Ts §|e(- )12, }
_ 254/ / H s !, ©OB) giqz
a253|t7 |2
= a}4?| ‘ 3.28
R L I (R;Lz(aB)) (3.28)

11



Finally, considering the norm (3.33), (3.27), and (3.28), noticing the fact ad® < ad? < 282, we prove
the first double inequality,

2 2 2
#l¢] < | < ato?|j¢] ' 329
ac® H%’i(anR) =¥ H%’%(assz) =@ v H%’%(anR) (3.29)

In order to derive the second inequality, we need to scale <u, 1/1>69 .
X

()= [ [ vt mavar

Ts
=ad® / / u(0n + 2, a8’ 7)Y (o + 2, ad*7)do, dF
—oo JOB

_ 53<A, > 3.30
@ b 1/1 0B xR ( )
Hence, from the definition of norm (3.40), we get our desired second inequality
ool <l <adst|y| -, : (331)
H*i’*Z(anR) H*i’*Z(anR) H*i’*Z(anR)

Hence it completes the proof.

Lemma 3.8 For 0;p € H 2% (GQ X R) we have the following scales

a™h 3{@“ , 1( )S ’%ﬁ’ , 1( )Sa%(;% 3{@” 1 1( ) (3.32)
H™2 "1 (0BxR H™ 2~ 1 (00xR H™2 "1 (0BxR
2
Proof. As a first step, we will do the scaling of H@ttp‘ . ((mXR). Indeed,
2 T Ts
}8,550 :/ / |0rp(x, t)|2doydt = a53/ / 2574 0:0(6n + 2, ad?F)|*do, dF
LZ(MNR) ) —o0 JOB
1 2
= —||0;p . 3.33
a&H &% L2(8B><]R) (3.33)

Next, we calculate the following product.
T
) > - ) Op(x, )doyd
<u ) oaxr /0 /E)QU(y )0 p(x, t)doydr
Ts
:a63/ / a~t5720;0(0n + 2, ad*F)u(dn + 7, ad>7)do, dF
o JoB
Ts
=0 [ [ optn )it Pydo,as
o JoB

= 5<a, at~¢>anR (3.34)

Then by Lemma 3.7 and from the previous estimate we obtain the desired inequality

| L <o . <a~tot|ogl| . (3.35)
H 2> 4(8B><]R) H 2> 4(6(2><R) H 2 4(BB><R)

a7 |05

Lemma 3.9 For o € H'2 (Q x R+) and ) € H=1~z (Q x R+) we have the following scales

ot

H''2 (B><]R+) H''2 ((2xR+) H"2 (BXR+)

and

v

a63HQZJHH71’*% (Ble+) = HwHH”'*% ((2><R+) <old® H 3 (B><1R+)- (3.37)
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Proof. For ¢ € H%2 (Q X R+) we have

2 T ) ) 1 2
i (en,) ~ | [ [ eamele ) ) + (08 o))
4154/ / 2|V an (86 + 2, 06282 + |p(5€ + 2z, adD)| }dfdf
+ / / a_16_2 8t2<p(5§+z,a52t)) dedi (3.38)
0 B

Now, observing the fact that ad* < 62, we obtain the desired first inequality

ot (e, ) 1ot () =

Next, from the definition of norm for the dual space we know that

‘<w’ U>Q><]R+

(anh) . (3.39)

HQ/JH = sup . (3.40)
H™ b~ (QX]R+) L1 u
0FucH" 2 ((2xR+) —" (QxR+)
Now, to get the desired inequality we need to scale the scalar product <1/1, u>(6Q) .
T
T
<1/1, u> = / / u(y, T)Y(y, 7)dydr
QxR 0 JQ
Ts R
= 054/ / a(n, )¢ (n, 7)dnd7
o JB
- a54<¢3, u> (3.41)
BX]R+
Consequently, this leads to
s <] <atsd] (3.42)
H b3 (BXIR+) H V"% (Qx]Rq) H Y (B><]R+)

The next step is to state and derive the following lemmas, which will be useful in estimating the hyper-
singular and Steklov-Poincare operators, as well as providing an exact dominating term for the estimated
heat potential.

3.4 Scales for the Integral Operators

Lemma 3.10 For ¢ € Hz 7 (GQ X R) and Y € H 21 (GQ X R), we have the following estimate

Soevcn [ 1] (c,1) = 6(Somse [0] ) and S 0] (1) = 67 (S [8]) (3.43)

Based on the above estimates, we obtain the following one

g1 ‘ , 3.44
H DQXR g(H%’%(anR),H*%ﬁ%(anR)) (3.44)

‘c(H%’i (assz) n-s-1 (QQX]R)) < 5_1”351;11@

where, S represents the single layer operator corresponding to the fundamental solution with o := 1.
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Proof. As usual, we set x := 06 + 2,y := 01+ 2, t := ad’t and 7 := ad?7. We write

Sone[v] )= 2 [ [ @stiy. ity rdoyar

_ad?lE—nl*
- 2 4ad(t-7) 2~
/ /aB drad?(t — 7-)6 ad*(t -7 V(0 + z,6%7)53do, dF
7 . -l
- L @Ay A
5/—00 /63 47T(E— 7:) T w( )dandT
= 6ganRW} (&,1) 5.15)

which gives the first identity. The second identity can be derived from the following

Sove [ (S53en[4) ] =5(Somes (Shual])) = 00 =00

Using the definition of the operator norm, to derive the estimate (3.44), we obtain

-1
HSBQXR[@]HH*%'% (msz)

‘ 1 1 1 1 = Sup
c(uzi(oaxr) H 31 (90xr . 0
O#@EHE’Z(BQXR) H%,%(BQX]R)

: (SgéXR[w])AHH*%’*% (BQXR)
(ﬁHHé’i(anR)
H (6_1 (Eg;XR [@DV)A H-% % (agsz)

IN

sup

3
2
0#£peHs 1 (msz) ad

= sup
0#£peHS 1 (anR) HSQHH%%(anR)
——1
HSBBXIR{ } -3 ,,( )
OBXR
= sup

0£pEH? 4(6B><R) H H%’%(anR)

= 6—1H§(;Elg><1g ’L(H%'% (anR),H*%'*i (anR)). (3.46)

The proof is thus complete.

Lemma 3.11 Suppose 0 < 6 < 1 and Q = 6B +z and t = ad*t. Then for ¢ € H 21 (GQ X R) we
have

—Tr 1012 2 a2
a55HS[1/)} HH%% (BBX]R) = Hs[ﬂl} HH%% (anR) = a%54H5[¢} HH%% (anR)' (347)
Proof. Based on the proof of Lemma 3.10, we conclude that
Soaxr M (x,t) = 5(§anR [@Dv,
where, S is the single layer operator independent of the diffusion constant « is set to be 1. In order to

[l

L2 (anR)'

2
scale HS[’L/J} H 11 (aQ R) , from the definition of norm (3.1), we need first to consider
24 e

14



Indeed,

doydt

2
T
l/ / q)(xvt;YaT)w(va)do—ydT
& J oo JOO
Ts } R 2
[ R
—o0 JOB

[.1,

(511 e

Ts
= a65/ / doedt
—oo JOB
sl 21112
=ad HS[Q/]} HL2 (anR) ' (3:48)
2
Now, in order to estimate (3.2) and (3.3), we need to scale HS[#}} HL2( and HS{ } HL (00 respectively.
So,
HS O(x,t;y, 7)Y y'rdoydT dt
o0
= ad? ®(&, 1, 7)Y (n, 7)do, dF df
OB
4
= a0 HS{ :|HL 2(R)’ (349)
Also,

2

Hs[dj] H;(ag) - /89 é/i /BQ(I)(Xat;YvT)Z/J(y,T)dJydT doy
2

=& /BB /TS /63 (¢, 1, 7)) (n, 7)do,dF

- 63“8[ }HL 2(5B) (3.50)

So, using (3.49) and (3.50), we calculate the followmg norms

dUg

2

s[v wol
’S[ L2 /69/69 H Iw yljy HL dodoy

2 0454HS 3[1/}} (n")H;(R)
=[] PEW doedoy

— 0454’8[ ”L2 (R;H%(aB)) (3.51)

Again,
2

/ / HS [1/)}('7 )HLZ(asz)dth
RL(é‘Q) |t — 7|2

. 2
254/ /T & HS — 53|t [i]fn’ )HL2(63)d£d7~_
- 54‘8{ H (]RL (63)) (8:52)

In this case, we obtain our desired result by estlmatmg the norms (3.48), (3.51) and (3.52), the norm
(3.1) and, noticing the fact that ad® < ad* < az4?,

o5 s ) <N s ) <P s oy 69
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Lemma 3.12 For ¢ € L2 (Q X R) we have the following identities

Vo [8](56) = (Vi [9]) (3:54)

and

34 (an]R) = HV[i/f} ‘ 2

MWHV[J}} ‘i Hl’l(an ) = aéé(}‘ﬁ%ﬂ H2 l,l( : (3.55)
24 xR H2'1 8B><]R)

Proof. Setting again x := 0 + z, y := 6n + z, t := ad?t and 7 := ad?7, we have

Vos [t 0= 2 [ [ @t tiy ooy, dvan

. ad?|¢ —n|?
s - .
/ / . e 4ad?(t —7) V(6 + 2, ad*F)ad dndF
47ra62 —-7)
€ —nf?

T5 1 — .
:52/ /7 AE=7) (1, 7)dnd7
st —7) Vo, F)dnd?
= 67V pex 0] (€.).
where, V is the Newtonian heat operator corresponding to o = 1 and to the source v

2

In order to scale HV[w} ‘ wh (69 R), from the definition of norm (3.1), we need to first calculate
2°4 X

[7[¥]

Indeed,

(3.56)

2

L2 (anR) '

s

2
t dyd
L2 BKZXR / /69 Oé/ / HEYT ) e
Tg TS ~ ~ 2
=a67/ / / /‘I)(&t;nﬁ)wwﬁ)dnd?
oB —oc0 J B

- B3 asn

Further, in order to calculate (3.2) and (3.3), we need to scale the following HV {w} ‘ L) and HV {w}

doydt

da’gdf

2

L2(99)
respectively. Indeed,
2
2
Hv[d}} ‘ . / / / X, 6y, T ,T)dydr| dt
Ts Ts B . 2 .
—ad® [ [ [ et i pyind7| di
B
_ <6
—ad HV[ H . (3.58)
and
2
Hv[lﬂ} 12(9Q) /BQ a/ / %5y, T T)dydr] do
T5 ~ R 2
= [ [ [ et it randr| do
OB B
5
=90 HV{ ”LZ(BB) (3:59)
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Based on these two expressions, we can calculate the following norms

2

[v[e]e) -] w ],
‘V[l/’} L2 RHZ(@Q) /(m /69 iz — g2 LE) doxdoy
. 2
5|V [ (&) - V[d] .
52/63/63a H 62'/5_77['2} n LQ(R)ngdon
- a(sﬁ’VM L2 (R;H%@m)) (3.60)
and
oo -viElen).,
‘VM ‘H4 Lz(ag) / / |tf7—|% L2(89) dtdr
254/T“ /Tﬁ‘ HV r)—V[lﬁ](‘nw)‘;(aB)dw
a3 83| — 7|3
:a§66‘v[\il} H (]R;L2(BB)) (3.61)

Hence, considering the norm-calculation (3.57), (3.60) and (3.61), from the norm definition (3.1), noticing
the fact that ad? < ad® < aééﬁ, we get our desired inequality

o[ [4]],

HE ¥ (anR) = Hv[w} ‘

Hence it completes the proof.

2 1l 2712
H%’%(BQXR) s a%d Hv[w} %%(anR) (3.62)

Lemma 3.13 Suppose 0 < 6 < 1, Q := 6B +z and t := ad*t. Then for 1 € Ly (Q X R) we have the
following

fo;tVﬂxR [1/1} (x,t) =10 (73?93 xR [1/)} ) ! (3.63)

and

int

ats? ‘7151)[1&”’1{%%(83%) = ‘

%zctv{w}HH%v%(aan)gaé& mtv{w}HH*% %(anR)

(3.64)

Proof. Before proceeding to prove the first identity, we recall that on the boundary (0Q)r i.e. Vi“;u =
0, u, with v being the outward unit normal vector to ).

&,XVQX]R[@Z)} (x,t) = layx /T / O(x,t;y, T)Y(y, 7)dydT

/ / qu)(x t;y, 7)Yy, T)dydr
T ad®|€ —n?
L[ _adle—m) S P T Y ,
B ' - §hdnd
/ / 2002 (t — T) drad?(t — %)e Y(n, T)ad dnd7
Ts _ )
= 00, / (&, 15 n, 7)Y (n, T)dnd7
—oco J B

— 60, Vg M (,7), (3.65)
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where auj is related to the Newtonian heat operator with a = 1 and corresponding to the source 1.
Hence the first identity is proved.

Now, to get the desired inequality, we need to scale the product <<,0, o,V [1/}] >6( .
IXR

T 1 T
(eovo]), = [ [ exogo. [ [ otyrow.naydrdydrd.d
OOQxR o0 Q
Ts Ts
= adt / / @(&,1)0y, / (&, T;n, TV (&, 7)dndrdoedi
o0

- a54<¢, 0,V M > : (3.66)

OB xR

Hence, from the definition of norm definition (3.40), we get our desired second inequality,

AT, s ) <Pt ) < T4 )
(3.67)
Thus it completes the proof.
Lemma 3.14 For ¢ € L2 (Q) we have the following
I s () = P s ) < s () 09
Proof. We define the initial heat potential for ¢ € L? (Q) as follows
1e] ) = | @ty
We also note that for ¢ € L? (Q), we have the following two estimates
Ty M (x, 1) = (i( B) M)v (3.69)
and
Vi) M (x,t) = %(Vfﬁw) M )V- (3.70)

From the definition of initial heat potential we obtain
T[] x.0) = [ @ tinpota)dy

o alx —y|?
— d
/Q Lexp(— Py (y)ay

52/Bﬁmexp(%)¢(5ﬁ+z)dn
2 ~
/Bﬁge E=m® 77| )7/)( )dn

- (w[7]) -

Hence, it completes the first inequality (3.69). Next, we provide the proof of the second inequality (3.70).
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So,
Vil [9]x.6) = Vi [ @(ativay

= [ o (- )y

872 At
- /B %GXP( Y o+ 2y
=1 [ e~ £ )b
= %(Vfﬂw) M)V

which leads to (3.70). Consequently, from the above two estimates we deduce

2

Hmm[ . / /Q /Q Y)(y)dy| dxdt
=ad® | A (&, ) (m)dn 2d«£d£
=" H]I n[? } \ - )
In a similar manner, we deduce that
HVXH(Q) {1/)} ‘ i2(flle+) B 0452HV§]I(B) [ﬂ ‘ i?(Bx]Rn’ (872)
and
[v]] izmxﬂh) 52|07 10 [ 4] ;me (3.73)

Consequently, from the above three estimates, H'2-norm definition and noticing the fact that aé* < ad?
we obtain the desired inequality
9]

o,

4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

' (B><]R+) H [ ” el %(QXR+) < ats

" (anh)' (3.74)

In this section, we show the asymptotic analysis of the solution to (1.8) as 4 — 0 when a plasmonic
nanoparticle occupy a bounded domain Q2 = z + §B.

4.1 A Priori Estimates of the Heat Potential
We start by stating the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.0.1 We have the following a priori estimate for the solution to the boundary integral
equations (2.7)
‘ Yo

w - S(ep)
i S——°
H3 & (anR) 27

A

1
1 52
ozp(s‘

2 g (Q) (4.1)

and

<w.%(sp)(a§5+ é )

’%

1

i S
H*f’*i(anxu&) 27y,
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Proof. We start with the following equation for (x,t) € 9Q x R
w - 3(ep)

-1
intUi t 'Ym ( I Ica ) Soz Aext |: intUi:| t
Yo (Xa ) D) a+ p p Yo (Xa ) + 27,

- (h1aKa,) AV I ] .1

(4.3)

From Lemma 3.1 and taking H2'1 ((GQ X R) -norm on the both sides of the equation (4.3) , we obtain

’ ’L(Hé -1 ((aﬂxR)),H%’% ((3Q><R)))

gl

1 1
1 b | G B FOPSURI e
Hi’Z(BQX]R) 2 C(Hi’Z(BQX]R))
- HA‘”“ K| I
H 2 72| 0OxR

1 -1
H§Id+’€a"} HL(H%’i(BQXR))’

w - S(ep)
27p

’Y(i)ntV [|E|2X(0,TU)} HH%’% (((mXR) .
(4.4)

Furthermore, from Lemma 3.7, Lemma 3.11 and Lemma 3.1, i.e. the continuity of the operator S :
H-#71 (9B x R) - i+ (aB X R), we obtain

’ Sap {90} HH%% (BQX]R) = C’aé52 ’g% [gﬁ}

—1
4(6B><]R)
T 52
<Copo”|@|
Hff’fz(an]R)
_1
SCCYPQ (pH 11 . (45)
H7§’71(6Q><]R)

Similar as in the proof of the third assertion of the Lemma 3.10, we conclude
’ 1 11 < a;E HEBBX]R ’ 11 11 . (46)
L(H“ - (6Q><1R) 7 Z(@QxR)) L(H’E”Z(6B><]R),H7’Z(BB><]R))

Next, we use Lemma 3.7, Lemma 3.12, Corollary 3.4.1, i.e. the continuity of the operator 'yé“tv :
L2(B x R) — Hz'1 (83 X R), and due to the fact that |E|? is independent of the time ¢t € (0,7p), we
deduce

HSBQX]R

WéntV“EPX(O*TU)} H 1 l(
H2'2 | 9O xR

1 intsS
) < CCYS 53‘ ,y(l)ntV|:|E|2X(O,T0,5):| HH%% (BBXR)

L2 (BXR)
2 gy (Q) (4.7)

As we move on to the next step, it should be noted that the continuity of the hyper-singular operator
H:Hz1 (89 X R) —~H 21 (89 X R) is determined by the mapping property of the single and double
layer operator, as well as the definition of Calderén projector. Now, if we recall the identity of the
Calder6n projector C, we note that for ¢ € Hzx (GQ X R),

1
< oo B0 m 0

< CTooyt 52H

1 1
SH[@} = (51— K)(51a+K) M. (4.8)
Therefore, if we consider the appropriate norm, we deduce the following
HHMH ,;( )H«%ém’ ( ;;( ) ,;,;( )) HQId*’CH ( 11 ) (4.9)
271 ( 9OXR c(H2'7[0QxR ), H 271 ( 9QxR 34 (0QXR)

| [%Id )]y (ox2)’ (4.10)
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Now, Lemma 3.10 and the non-scalability of the double layer heat operator allows us to compute

L PR T & TRTARt (a.11)
H 22| 9OxR H2'2 | 90O xR

1

Additionally, the Steklov-Poincaré operator AS*t : Hz 7 (GQ X R) — H 2% (GQ X R) for the heat

equation is defined as follows:

AT —H 4 (%zd - /c*)s—l (%Id - /c). (4.12)

Accordingly, considering the bounds of the operators S™!,H, KC and K*, we can also conclude that the
operator A®*t is bounded. Next, we can see from the expression (4.12) that scaling depends on the
operators S~ and H respectively, since the two other operators do not scale. Therefore, we obtain the
following from equation (4.11)

HAext |:,_yéntUi:| ,YéntUi

-

’szi(anR) o] b (o0ce) (4.13)

We are now in a position to provide a priori estimate of vJ*U;. We consider (4.5), (4.7), (4.11), (4.13),
Lemma 3.2 and plugging these estimates into (4.4) we obtain

Tp

. _1 . - 1
’%1)ntUi A L( ) 5 W_map 26—1’ ’Y(l)ntUi B ;( ) %(EI))O(I"L&Q’MEF’ ( ), (4-14)
H2'2 | 9OxR Tp H2'1 | 0OxR Tp L2(Q
and then
_1 . -3 1
(1 LY 26*1) ‘ yantyy, <@ ) 4 62H|E|2‘ ( ) (4.15)
L2 Q

HE # (anR) ~ 21y

Hence, due to the assumptions in (1.17), we have

_1
Tm g 267t < 1, (4.16)
Tp
for § << 1, which implies that
. F 1
’ Jinty, <w J(Ep)agézwmz‘

, (Q) (4.17)

HZ 4 (anR) ~ 2Ty
Thus, it completes the proof of the first assertion of Proposition 4.0.1.

Next, the a priori estimation of vi"*U; can be obtain with the help of (4.17). In order to do so, we
consider the first integral equation in the system (2.7), and obtain

1 * in in w- (e in
(52012, ) [0 eot) = B, [t e )+ S0 ey ] )
2 P 2mYp
. -1 () [1 —1
ie. inty, — |21, — K* H, [ i“tUi} WS | g, — K int {Eﬂ 418
ie. 5la—Ka, » |70 + oy |2l Ke XV |[E| (4.18)
from which we derive
in 1 x| in
L P e 1 [ ] LA | MY
H 271 0OQxR L|IH 227 1(0QxR) H™ 2772 0OxR
w - F(ep) Hl -1 int 2
e (LRI |sev e ~
27p 94 P C(H*%”%(BQMR)) 1V | [l H*%’*i(afnR)
(4.19)
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Then, we deduce from Lemma 3.7, Lemma 3.13, Corollary 3.5.1 i.e. the continuity of the operator
NV L2(BXR) — H-zi (83 X R), and observing the fact |E|? is independent of the time t in (0, Ty)

|

Tl

IN

ap 65 ||int

V[|E|2X(0,To,5)} HH*l -1 (anR)

[E[*X(0,70.5) ( )
L2 BxR

2 g (Q) : (4.20)

int 2
VBR[|
n [| | (O’T")} H™3 Z(aan)

1 5
1.5
Sapoz

1 3
5 Tooég5§

Combining (4.19) and (4.20), we deduce that

Consequently, after plugging (4.17) in the previous expression, we obtain
w- (e 1 1
[R5 1 < @ SE) (ada+ago?)]

Ng-4-4 (anR) ~ 21y,
Therefore, it completes the proof of second assertion of Proposition 4.0.1.

w - S(ep)

1 3
+ apdz
HE# (anR) 2y,

—1 int
) 1( ) NNy Hvé“ Ui
H 22 (00OxR

2 g (Q) (4.21)

2 g (Q) (4.22)

4.2 Estimation of the Heat Potential’s Dominating Term

The heat propagation outside and close to the nanoparticle can be estimated using the following relation:
Ue(€t) = —S[18Ue | (6,6) + D[4V (6,8),  for (&) € R*\ D x (0,T), (4.23)

Rewriting the above expression explicitly with the transmission condition as (1.8), we obtain

/ / &ty T Uely, T)doydr + —/ / YRR (E, 5y, TIVG Ue(y, T)doy dr
'Ym Om Gle)
= / / (&, 2, 7)Y Ui(y, 7)doydr

'Ym Om o0

// @eét ,T) — @e(é,t;y,T)}vi“tUi(y,T)dedT
Vmam 0N

// vmtq)eft;y,T)%i,“tUi(y,T)daydT.
a0

Ue(&,1)

Now, noticing the fact that, for fixed (&,t) € R2\Qx (0, T), the function ®¢(&,t;y, 7) is sufficiently smooth
with respect to (y,7) € 9Q x (0,t), it follows from Taylor’s series expansion for z €  and by duality
pairing that

err() := {‘Pe(&,t; z,7) — (&, 1y, T)}vi“tUi(y, 7)doydr
0 JoQ
5(’)(5‘7?“1% . 1( )HV‘1> (& t;z, )H , 1( ))
H™ 21 (00x(0,1) HZ 1 (99x(0,t)
<0 5]7{“% - Hwe(g,t;z,-)H . .
H™ 2 Z(@QxR) HE'Z(BQX(O,t))

Therefore, we deduce that

M _p 5’ . HV@G t;z,- H
err i ) ’Z’ :
( 7 H™ 24 (assz) ¢ ) HZ i (BQX(Oyt))

22



Then, applying interpolation theory and observing that V®e(&,t;7,-) are independent of space variables,
i.e. & is outside €2, we derive the following:

Vo© at7 5" ‘ ’
)H © 6% s (saxc00

1 1

err(l)(9<5"y 1 7_(69 .
X

o<5% 5

Let us estimate the integral

e

L3 (anx(o,t))>

1
’ . 4.24
HI'E(O,t)> ( )

~1_1
H™ 2 4(6Q><]R

|[voeie tiz )]
t)

1
Vo© 152, ‘ ’
yIvosesany,

err® ;= — / / WYP(S by, )0 Uily, 7)doydr.

As € € R?\ Q, due to duality between the function space L? (8(2 x (0, t)), based on the standard Sobolev

embedding H 21 (GB X R) <—1> L? (GB X R), and using Lemma 3.7 we obtain the following estimate:
err® = / / mt<I>e (&, t;y,T)%i,“tUi(y,T)daydT

i (omeion) i (ome0)

WY (& 17y, ~)’

int
S ‘ Yo

S } ( )‘ﬂ?yt‘l’e(f,t;y, ) ( )
QxR L2{ 092x(0,t)
1 . 1 .
S o 0% |t Us ll( )aﬁﬁg vi?yt‘l’e(&t;y,-)‘ ( )
H2'72 | OBxR L2| 092x(0,t)
S [ (¢, 15, )|

G| by )\
H2'72 | 9OXR

Analogously, we deduce that

err® := 0 (‘ (ChR M (anR) ‘ L2 (anx(o,t))) (4.25)

Consequently, due to (4.24), (4.25), we derive the explicit form of Ue(&,t) for (£,t) € R2\ 2 x (0,T)

L2 (an(o,t)) '

HRDO(E, 5y, )

Ue(€,t) ———/ / (& t;2,7) thi(y,T)daydT—i—err(l) +err®, (4.26)
a0

Ym Om

To derive an explicit form of the first term in the approximation of Ue (&, t), we start with the first integral
equation of the system (2.7)

1 *
(32,

We multiply this integral equation with ®¢(¢,¢;z,7) and integrate with respect to the spatial boundary
0f) to obtain the following;:

. . (\‘ .
Jin, 4 Sty fgp2), (1.27)

27Yp

= Hap [’YéntUi:|

1 i * in e
5 / q)e(gv ta 2 T)VintUi (Y7 T)day - / ’CLap |:71 tUi:| @ (&7 ta 2 T>d0y
o0 o0

- /{m (/Czp - /Cfap) [V}HtUi}@e(f,t;Z,T)dO'y = /BQ De(E,t; 2, 7)Hag, [ ey, } (x,t)doy
w - S(ep)

ot [ an(e iz oV [[BR] .o (4.28)

where we denote by ICfap the spatial adjoint of the double layer operator of the Laplacian (i.e. the
Neumann-Poincaré operator). Then, as ®°(,¢;2,7) is a constant, in the the space variable ’y’; then,
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refer to [35], Krap {‘I)e(«f, t; z, T)} (y) = —%Q)e (& t;2,7), ie. —% is an eigenvalue of the Neumman-Poincaré

operator. This allows us to rewrite the above equation after integrating in time domain as follows:

t
/ / (&, t;2,7) th (y,7 dayde/ / th (y,7 /C pf/CLap) [@e(f,t;z,~)} (y,T)doydr
0o Joa a0
1 t
= —/ / (¢, b2, T vin;/ / Vin\f‘l) (v,7;v,8) 90U, (v, s)do dsdoy dr
a0

1
w- S(ep) / / (&, ts 2, T vin;/ / (v,7;v,8)|E|?(v)dvdsdo, dr. (4.29)
o)

ap 27Tp

Now, we can represent the term (ICQp — ICLap) {@e(«f, t; z, )} as

(IC% — ICLap) [q)e(f, t; 2, )} (y,7) = /8 w [(p(v, v, t,7) — P°(E, ¢ 2, 7')} do, (4.30)

o 27y —v|?

where we set

T 12 2
o(v,y, t,7) = /0 %exp( — %)@e(f,t;z,s)ds. (4.31)

Consequently, we derive

Expression 7// (&, t;2,7) lntUi(y,T)dO'ydT
o0

1 w-S(ep) / / t/ /
= (&, t; 2, 7)Y (y,7;v,8)|E dvdsdoydr
e ] e B (v)dvdsdo,

int (y B V) s Uy e
Ui(y, T / = |pv,y,t,7) — P, t; 2, 7) |doydoydT
/ /asz a0 27y — v|? [ ( ( )} Y
e . int
+ <(I) (E’ t7 Z, T)) Hozp |:’70 Tli| >BQ><(O,1:). (432)

In the following expression, we apply integration by parts, Leibniz’s rule for integration, change of vari-
ables and observe the fact that the Newtonian heat potential satisfies the corresponding in-homogeneous
equation (ad; — A)V(x,t) = f(x,t) to rewrite the leading term of (4.32) as follows:

1
First Term := — — w-3(ep) / / (&, b2, T 'yi“;/ / (v, 7;v,8)|E[*(v)dvdsdoy, dr
ap 2Ty 90

W'\S(Ep) 1 / e / 1nt/ /
= —"" D&, t;2,7) vy (y,7;v,s)|E dvdsdoydt
2y o ( oy )IE[*(v) v
:/ D€, t;2,7) / / / (y,T;v,s) S(ep )|E| (v)dvdsdydr
o Qp Q 2myp
' w - S(ep)
:/ (&, t; 2, T) /apa —/ / (y,T;v,s) |E|?(v)dvdsdydr
0 Q 2myp

- 7) /Ot |E|2(Y)(I)e(§7taza7—)dyd7—

/ /fl)e & tyz,7) / / v,8) )8 |E|?(v — y)dvdsdydr
Q Q

w \ssp //(I)e«ft,z,T/ (V,T)|E|2(v—y)dvdyd7'
Q

21,
w‘ggp//@eftz7'|E|(dydT
27T')/p Q
_ W ‘Ssp e 2 ! e . . 2
- q) &,t,Z,T |E| (Y)dydTi @ (f,t,Z,T) (I)(Y7T?V)|E| (V)ddedT .
27p Q 0 Ja Q

(4.33)
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Furthermore, we consider the second term of the previous expression *First Term’ (4.33), i.e

w- 3(ep) / /<I>e &tz T / ®(y, 7;v)|E[*(v)dvdydr (4.34)

27mp

and derive its estimate. To do that let us recall the initial heat potential for |E[* € L2 (Q) , 1 [|E|2} (y,7) =

/ B(y, 7 v)|EJ2(v)dv
Q

Therefore, with the help of Lemma 3.6, due to duality pairing between the spaces H L3 (Q x (0, t)) and

H- b= (Q x (0, t)) and by Sobolev embedding L2 (B X R+) < gL (B X R+) the following estimate
holds

err® .= 2 w- 3(ep) / /@e &tz / ®(y, 1;v)|E]?(v)dvdydr

27Yp

e LaGUES | I L 5l

27Tp H™b (Qx Ot)) ( Ot))

< S Promantiennl oy BB )

S %y(jp)aéyHX(O’T“’s)ée(&’&Z’ .)HH*L*%(Bxﬂh)aéé ’]IO “Eﬂ HY 3 (BxRy)

< %gwai52"x(o,To,s)¢e(§vf;Z, ')’ . (me) OééfS‘ g L (B) (4.35)

Observing that |]§)|2 is independent of the time ¢ in (0, To,5) and de is independent on the space variable,
we can rewrite the above expression as

err® .= &< w- 3ep) / /q)e tz, T / ®(y, ;v)|E[*(v)dvdydr
Q

27Yp
op o2 .
L2 (O,TM) L2 (B)

Consequently, when we scale back to 2, the following expression can be derived

err® .= 2 w: S(ep) / / (¢t 2, T / ®(y, ;v)|E]*(v)dvdydr

< w-S(ep)

%52H<i>e Bz, \
27T'Yp o (6) Y%y )

27wp
w- (e 1
<= 2],
~ 21y SLEN L2 (O,To) o L2 (Q)
w-I(ep) 1 To 2
=0 ——%ags / (I)e(f,t;Z,T)‘ dr |. (4.36)
2mYp 2 Q) o

Thus, we deduce from (4.33) and (4.36) that

1
First Term := — — —\0) S(ep) / / (&, t;2, T 71“;/ / (v, 7;v,8)|E[*(v)dvdsdo, dr
[219]

ap 27,
__wS&) (p) / / (&, t;2,7)|E (y)dydr + err®. (4.37)
27 Q

Next, we proceed to estimate the second term of (4.32) defined as:

Second Term := / / AU (y, T / y—v)- ;[go(v,y,t,T) —®°(&,t;2,7)|doydoydr. (4.38)
o0 o 27y — V|
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To do that, we define

E(y,t) := /{m % {(p(v,y,t,T) — @e(f,t;Z,T)}dO‘V. (4.39)

Then, based on the duality pairing between the spaces H2'% and H™ 2> i, we obtain

Second Term := / / th (y, T / w o(v,y,t,7) — ®°(&,t; 2, 7) | doydoydT
o0 oq 27mly — v|? { ( ) ( )} Y

5 ‘ 31 HE(y7t>H 3.3
H 214 (BQX(O,t)) H2'2 (BQX(O,t))

S ‘ | I HE(y,t)H L - (4.40)
H (6Q><]R) H2'1 (BQX(O,t))

We state the following lemma. As its justification is rather lengthy but elementary, we postpone it to the
Appendix.

Lemma 4.1 We set o(v,y,t,7) as follows:

Taly — v|? aly = v\ .
t = — - ; . .
clrynter) = [ G pean( - LT )0t (c i shas (141)
Then we have
ﬂmeT)‘V@JwﬂJO(V@YWH&@%&ULNHimw>’ (4.42)

for x,y such that |v —y| << 1 and t € (0, T] uniformly with respect to €.

Recall that if ) is a bounded open subset of R™ of class C1%, with « € (0,1], then there exist a constant
¢, > 0 such that |(y —v) - vy| < cq.aly —v|! 7. Using Lemma 4.1, the duality pairing on spatial domain,

and the Sobolev embedding L2 (GB X R) JHbd (GB X R), we obtain

L2 BQX Ot) / /BQ
Vv
o [ [ by,
o0 JoQ
ap(;%//
o0

2

v, = HIE V.t ‘ doydt

- t,7) — ®°(, ¢ do,
Aﬂﬁwiwgpwm,m> (€, 2,7)]do

fown

(&t 2, .)HH’l dovdaydt>

=0

7

’)H %v%(aﬂx(o,t))daydt>
ap(s%/ / om0 b2, ""((MXR)dJ dt)
ap(s%/ /m 5 X ooy ) sBO(E 1 2, ., %’%(BBXR)dUYdt>

[

[

[

[
@(%53/ faontst 12 (o1x) d”yd'f)
[

[

¢

=0

=0

X(O To, 6)8 (I) (5 i; 2, )‘

wjo

=0

apd

7

t52,)]

/ /aQ L2 (6szx(o Tg)) dedt)
12 (om0 d’f)

t: 2, - dt ). 4.43
(&, ZWL@%>> (4.43)

=0

(682,7)

=0

[l
56/]
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The above expression needs to be estimated with respect to the H':2 (8Q><R)—norm. As Krap [‘I)e (&, t; 2, T)} (y) =
—%q)e(«f, t;z,7), then

2 1 2
) — —|loe (e, t; 2, ‘ ) . 4.44
H''2 (anR) 4H (6 & T) "3 (anR) ( )

Also, from the continuity of the operator K : HbL3 (GQ X R) — HbVz (GQ X R), see [24], we obtain

HICLap [q)e(f, t; 2, 7')} ‘

2

fefoc s

2
< |l®e(e. ¢
%(anR) ~ H(I) (g’t’Z’T)‘ o' %(msz) (4.45)

We set E := (/Cap — ICLap) [@e(f, t; z, 7)} . Hence, with the help of the previous two expression (4.44) and

(4.45), considering the independence of ®¢(&,¢; z,7) on space variable, and observing the fact that we are
only concerned with the time interval (0, Ty), we derive that

2

H" 3 (BQX(O,t))

2
< ||E ;t‘ 1 <H(I)e at7 a"
< |6 [ NRYPRRE LCEER

Vg = HE(y,t)’

2
H3 (anR)

To 2 1
0(5 / [Vean®® (€, t52,7)[2 + [2°(6, 62, 7)| +|af¢e<s,t;z,7>|2}d7>. (4.46)
0

Thus, by interpolation, we obtain, based on (4.43) and (4.46)

1
By )| o] L JRER
H (y )H%’i(agxm) Y E(BQX(Ot)) (y >L2

(6Q><(O,t))
— (aéai YV, -V2>. (4.47)

Consequently, we provide the following estimate with the help of previous estimate (4.47) and inserting
it into (4.40)

Second Term :=

mt (} ”)'VV{ e :|
Ui(y, T =~ o(v,y,t,7) — P°(E, t; 2, 7) | doydoydT
o /6 2 | |2 ( ) (5 ) y

-0 <a§,5% i ) YV, V2> .
Additionally, we redefine the term above with the following notation

) AR V2> . (4.48)

i1 1
H 2 4(BQ><1R

err® = (9(0455471 ¥

*i(anR

As for the third term of (4.32), in the same way as elliptic equations, the bi-linear form of the hyper-
singular heat operator can be represented as a weakly singular operator. Moreover, we state the following
result, see [9, Theorem 6.1] for details.

Lemma 4.2 Let Or and 0y denote the derivative with respect to the arc length on T' and the time deriva-
tive, respectively. let n denote the exterior normal vector. Then

<@e(§,t;z,7),H{'yé"tUl} >(6Q)T = <8Tq)e(§,t;z,7') [8T’ymt 1} >(6Q)T - <¢e(§,t;2,7)2, S [HVSHtUI} >(6Q)T’

where ®¢(&,t; 2, 7) and vF"U; € Hz7 (GQ X R).

It was noted in [9] that we should use the following identity together with the distributional time deriva-

tive on R x T, <<I>e(§,t;z,7')g, oS [gv(i)ntUi}> = <8t<1>e(£,t;z,T)g,S[gvéntUi}> . There is an
(o) (09)T

alternative representation of the above formula given in [32, Theorem 4.1].
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If we set ¢ = ®(&,t;z,7), then from Lemma 4.2 we deduce

Third Term := <¢e(§vt5z’7)’Ho‘ { 0" U } >(aﬂ)

P°(¢, t2,7)n > (4.49)

1m a
= <Sap [70 tT n] a (6(2)T

In the next step, we use Lemma 3.7, Lemma 3.11, duality of the function space L?( ), Sobolev embed-
dings L2 (aB x R) Jog1-3 (aB x R) H (aB x R) Jy 12 (aB x R) and continuity of the single

layer operator S : H=1~ (GB X R) — L2 (aB X R) to obtain the following estimate:

Third Term := <5%[75“tU 1, (fj °(€,t;2,7)n >

i (omeion)|

Q% (0,t)

< Jgeece i

Sa,, [%i)“tUiQ] ‘

L2 (BQX(O,t))

a .
< U ze . int :|
~ HX(O’TO)th) (f,t,Z,T)Q‘ L2 (anR) ‘ Sor [g% Ui L2 (anR)
<oz_%5_% X ﬁée(g t; 2z, 7)n 04%5% S [nVintT'}
~ (O To0) g = A5 0= % L2(6B><]R) P o Z0 L2(8B><]R)
_1 1 0 - 553 i i
< 2 5—3 Y &e ~ 255 inty7.
=~ Om 1) X(OTO&)ai] (&’t7za7-)g LZ(BBX]R)QP6 0%y Ul Hﬁl’fé(aBXR)
L .\ B 1 5 DN
am207 7 ||X -D°(€,t;2,7)n ag 0% |l U;
e O
" 0 - - 18 inty;
S am® 072 | X(0,m, 5) 5 (6, 4 2, T)n ago?|ny Ui o
ot L2 (BBX]R) HZ'1 (an]R)
a .
S |5 206 62 5|l Us
ot L2 892x(0,To)

11
Hz2 1 (GQXR)

1nt

:@(52 N W
51 6(2><R

To further simplify the above expression, we redefine it with the following notation

To
il 11 /
H2'1 (6Q><R) 0

Now, considering (4.37), (4.48) and (4.51) and inserting these into (4.32), we obtain

t
/ / BO(E, t; 2, 7)Y Ui (y, T)doy dr = — P (ep) / /@e & t;2,7)|E[*(y)dydr + err® + err™®
0 o0

+ err®. (4-52)

B,e (£, t; 2 T)‘ ) (4.50)

gl

5 2
err® = (’)(55 at‘be(fat;zﬁ)} dT)- (4.51)

We recall the previously derived expression

Ue(é,t) = / / °(&,t; 2, )V Ui(y, 7)doydr + err™ + err® | (4.53)
'Ym am o

Therefore, using Proposition 4.0.1, considering the regime ’% ~ 82, amy ~ 1, inserting (4.52) in (4.53)
13

we deduce the desired expression of the heat potential around the inserted plasmonic nanoparticle for
(6,t) € (R2\ Q)7 and z € Q:

w - S(ep)

Ue(,t) = 5 / / (&, t; 2, 7)|E[X(y)dydr + err™ + err® + err® + err™® 4 err® |,
'7111 CVm T™Yp

(4.54)
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where

1

1
— @ = o "/
, err »
€ — 2|52 L?(Q)) ( [ — -2
To 2 23
/ (I)e(f,t;Z,T)‘ dr |, err™® =0 6%
v (o) Vo
To
err® =0 56H|E|2‘ /
L2\ Jo

Next, we derive a simplified form of the above error terms. In order to do so, we compute the classical
singularity estimate for the fundamental solution ®(,t;z,7) and we also refer to [19, Chapter 1], [26,
Chapter 9]. The key is to use the inequality s'e ™ < r'e ™™ with 0 < s,1 < 0o and s := a|x —y|?/4(t — 7).
Thus we deduce the following singular estimates

bl

B

err) = (9(67 ICET”)

err® =0 (54H |E|2’

and

L2(9)>

B2
L2(Q)

2
8t<1>e(£,t;z,7)‘ dT).

of 1
}(I)(x,t;y,T)‘ < Ty r<l1, (4.55)
< aF 1 .
6Xi(1)(X,t;y,T)‘ STy r<2,i=1,2, (4.56)
< aof 1
(%, t;y,T)‘ ST Ry r < 2, for z,y € 09, (4.57)
< al=r 1
8,5(I)(X,t;y,7)‘ S U Ry r <2, (4.58)
and
} < o !
‘@ <I>(X,t;y,7')‘ ST Ry r<2. (4.59)
To 1 To 1
From the above estimates we deduce that / |®C(&,t; 2, 7)|%dr < / dr. We
0 [ (t—7)*

To

Too 1 1
denote by KT = SUPe(0,1) /0 mdt < 400 forr < 2’ then we have /0 |De(&,t; 2, 7)|2dT =

1
O(\/ IC§T° = 2r> and therefore,
1
err® := 0O (54\/ ICETU |€ PR

We also note that Vianu := Vu — (9,u)v. Analogously, we find

A o 3 2 2/ 4~(To) 1
[Frano(€ iz, + (6 ti2, )24 (7 00(6 t20m)) Jdr = O Y™ g ) (a6
0 —z|27"

B

. 4.
L2(Q)> (4.60)

Based on the previous estimates, we also obtain the estimate

To To 1
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To ;To
where we denote by ST = SuPte(o,T)/ / ﬁdT < +oo for r < 1. Thus we obtain from

7)2
an 1-Vo = ———— |, and then
4.61) and (4.62) V7 -V Ko $<T°>|g 5 |, and th
—2z|2
err(4) _ O( % 4/K:(T0 S To) |£ 1|7 . |E|2‘ 2(Q)> (463)
— zlz74T L

To
1
Next, we further derive the estimate \// |0s D (&, 852, 7)|2dT = O(\/ICETO T 2r>. Therefore,
0 z

the following can be obtained

1
® = o VI — |IE?| 4.64
err (6 =T |E| L) (4.64)
Furthermore, with the similar analysis as above we obtain
1
err® = O 67T\/Kkc{™) — ~ |E|2’ (4.65)
|6 — z|27%F L2(Q)
and base on the estimate (4.57)
1
@ — o 57/ k™ Bf| 4.66
rr ( R e L (1.66)
Hence, considering £ € R?\ Q, y € 9Q, z € , inserting (4.60), (4.63), (4.64), (4.65) and (4.66) in (4.54),

we obtain
w- (e T 1
Ul (€, ¢ W SEp) @° (&, 1; 2, 7)[E|2(y)dydr + O (61 Kc{T) —— E2’
€= %n am | 27y / / (&2 DIE[(y)dydr + ( |€ — 2|22 [E] L2(sz))
/ 1 23 4 1
ol 5 ,CETO EQ’ ol s% ,C(TO)S(TO) E2‘
i ( € — 212 o vy ) ' € — 2|32 Bl Lzm))

B

B

1 1
57 ETO) 57 ETO
+O< Y A A =

The a priori estimates of the electric fields E are given in the next proposition:

W)l

Proposition 4.2.1 The electric field corresponding to either the plasmonic or dielectric nanoparticles
enjoy the following a priori estimates:

||, (Q) - (9(5*1), (4.68)
and

H|E|2HL2 (Q) = O(‘S'logﬂ%)’ (4.69)

respectively.

Proof. See Section 5.4 and Section 6 respectively.

Let us take £ € R? \ Q such that dist(¢, ) ~ 6P and then |¢ — z| ~ 6P + 4.
Using (4.68) in Proposition 4.2.1, with the choice of p and r < %, such that %ﬂﬂ) < h < 1 we deduce
that

1
U6 t) = 22— [w S(ep) / /qu ¢ t:2,7)[EP(y dyd7+0<7“ ‘:55")53*21’(1*“ ICET“)N.

Ym Om | 27
(4.70)
This completes the first part of the proof of Theorem 1.3.
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Next, under the estimate (4.69) of Proposition 4.2.1 and with the condition 2p(1 —r) < 1 we deduce

1 3]]
Uel&,t) = 22— lw (ep) / /(I)e & t;2,7)[E*(y dydTJrO(Lﬁ(Ep)(SE’ 0= log 5|2 \/ICET"))}.

Ym Om 27Tp
(4.71)

This completes the proof of the second part of the Theorem 1.3.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we show the asymptotic analysis of the solution to (1.3) as 6 — 0 when a plasmonic
nanoparticle occupy a bounded domain = z + §B. We begin to transform the equation (1.3) into
an integral equation. For this, let us recall the fundamental solution of the Helmholtz equation in two
dimensions

G(x,y) = <”<k|x—y| with x#y,

where ’Hél) is the Hankel function of the first kind of order zero. The unique solution of the equation
(1.3) leads to the Lippmann—Schwinger equation

H(x) —a | V&M (x,y)- VH(y)dy = H"(x), (5.1)
Q
1 1 . .
where a = m - We then take gradient of the equation (5.1) to get
(& w m
VH(x) — a(V / VGO (x,y) - VH(y)dy) = VH" (x) (5.2)
Q

Then, we rewrite the above equation as

VH(x) — a(V /Q VGO (x,y) - VH(y)dy) — VHI? (x) +a<V / v

Q

where G()(x,y) is the fundamental solution of the Laplacian.

2
We study the system of integral equations (5.3) in the Hilbert space of vector-valued function (L2 (Q)) .

2
For the sake of simplicity, we use L?(Q) = (LQ(Q)) . This space can be decomposed into three sub-spaces

as a direct sum as following, see [33],
L2 = Hy(div, 0) @ Hy(curl, 0) & VHypm,
where we define these three sub-spaces as follows

Hy(div,0) = {u € L*(Q): V-u=0and u-v =0},
Ho(curl,0) = {u € L?(Q): Vxu=0and ux v =0}, (5.4)
VHurm = {u el?(Q):Fpst.u=Vyand Ap = 0}.

(1)

Consider (en and ( (2)) to be any orthonormal basis of the sub-spaces Hy(div, 0) and Hy(curl, 0)

Juen
respectively. But for the sub-space VHg,..,,, we consider the complete orthonormal basis ()\S’), (3 ))
derived as the eigenfunctions of the magnetization operator M : VH ..y — VHypm, defined by

neN

[VH} —v / VGO (x,y) - VH(y)dy (5.5)

In addition, we have the expansion

X~ y)i(x — y);

Osj (G(k) — G(O)) (x,y) = 2ad;jlog |z — y| + Qa( P +2bdy; +O(x—y|), x~Yy. (5.6)
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from which we deduce smoothing properties of the operator T defined by

T[VH} (x) = /Q vV . (G(k)—G(O))(X,y)VH(y)dy. (5.7)

In particular, we have the following lemma.
Lemma 5.1 The operator T is a bounded operator from 1.2 (2) — H2(Q2).

We will then take projection of the equation (5.3) into each of the above described sub-spaces.

5.1 Projection on Hy(div,0)

We begin by considering the orthonormal basis (efll))n en and take the projection of the equation (5.3)

into the subspace Hy(div,0) to get

(vH; e§}>>wm ~a(v /Q VG (x,y) - VH(y)dy; e‘(]l)>w<m AL eﬁl)>L2(Q) +a(T|VH]; eﬁl)>m2(m

(5.8)

Next, we evaluate the second term of the left hand of the equation (5.8) with the usual induced inner
product of 2. Then, from the definition of the sub-space Ho(div, 0) and integration by parts, we obtain

(v [ ¥y Vitmdye) = [PV [ 960 6y)- Vi
0 1L2(Q) 0 Q
—— [ Vel [ VEO ) VHE)y
Q Q

+/ el .y / VGO (x,y) - VH(y)dy = 0. (5.9)
o9 Q

Using the same arguments, we have

<VHi“;e§}>> ( ) =0. (5.10)
L2 Q
Hence combining equations (5.9), (5.10) and plugging these into the equation (5.8) we obtain
<VH;e§}>> = <’]I‘{VH}; ef}>> . (5.11)
L2(9) L2(Q)

5.2 Projection on Hy(curl,0)
Considering the set of orthonormal basis (eff)
the subspace Hg(curl, 0) we obtain

<VH; e§?>>

)neN and taking the projection of the equation (5.3) into

n

_ (0) . . a(2)
a<V QVG (x,y) - VH(y)dy; e >]L2(Q)

_ <VH“‘; ef]2)>]L2(Q) + a<1r [VH} , 65‘2)>w9>

(5.12)

L2(Q)

Next, we evaluate the second term of the left hand of the equation (5.12) with the usual induced inner
product of 1.2. As before, we consider the second sub-space Hp(curl,0). We use the vector identity
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VV - £f=V x V x f+ Af and the vector integration formula to deduce that
(v [ vy VHmdy s o) = [V [ 9600y TH)dy
Q L2() Q Q
= / e® . v x (v x / G<0>(x,y)VH(y)dy)
Q Q
+ [ @A [ 6Oy VHy
Q Q
= / V xe® .V x / GO (x,y)VH(y)dy
Q Q
—|—/ vxe? .V x / GO (x,y)VH(y)dy
o0 Q
+ [ @ [ 69y TRy
Q Q

- [ o A [ GOey)VH()y

= | @ . VH(y)dy = (VH;e(? : 5.13
[ ey = (V) (513)
Therefore, from the equation (5.13) and plugging it in (5.12) we get
_ L) _ in, ,(2) NE)
(1 a)<VH,en >L2(Q) <VH ol >L(Q) +<’H‘[VH}, of >L2(Q). (5.14)

5.3 Projection on VH,,,

We know that the magnetization operator M as define by (5.5) is a compact, positive and self-adjoint
operator on L2. Therefore, the eigenfunctions of M : VHarm — VHarm form a complete orthonormal
system in VHppm. Let us consider (/\513), ef]3))n€N be the orhonormal eigensystem of the magnetic operator
in VHarm. More details about the properties of magnetic operator can be found in [16], [17], [18]. Using

this orthonormal eigensystem in (5.3), we obtain

<VH; ef’)> — a<V VGO (x,y) - VH(y)dy; ef’)> = <VHi“; e£3)>]L2(Q) + a<']1‘ [VH} ce(3)

0 L2(Q) >L2<n>

(5.15)

L2(Q)

With the self-adjointness of the magnetic operator, we evaluate the second term of the equation (5.15)

V [ VEO(y) - Vily)dy ; o = (91 ¥ [ Ve y)-efday)
Q Q L2 (Q)

L2 (Q)
(e
- /\I(]3><VH; eg3>>L2 (Q) (5.16)

Consequently, we obtain from the equations (5.16) and plugging it into the equation (5.15)

(1- aAg3>)<VH;eg3>>L2(Q) - <VHin;eg3>>L2(m n <T{VH}; eg3>>L2(m. (5.17)

Due to this, in order to estimate the error term associated with each equation arising from projection of
the equation (5.3) onto the described sub-spaces we need an a priori estimate which we provide in the
following proposition

Proposition 5.1.1 We have

v

_ 1—h
o 70(5 ) for 0<h<l. (5.18)

Proof. See section 5.4.
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Based on these orthonormal bases we can arrive at a basis for the whole space L?(2). Consider the

complete orthonormal basis {( 5})), (eff)), (ef’))} o In order to estimate VH, we use the Parseval’s
ne
identity
2 . 2
HVH > ‘<VH;ef]‘)> ‘ . (5.19)
@) 12(@)
i=1,2,3

As a next step, we examine the equation (5.17) and rewrite it in the scaled domain B

(1 —al 3)) <VH e 3)> = <ﬁlm; ef’)> + ad? <']T5 [ﬁ} ; ef’)> (5.20)
L2(B) L2(B) L2(B)
and derive the estimate

Kﬁ{;e‘@%z(m’ B m ‘<ﬁ{in;e§)>wm‘ * |a|52‘<T5 [ﬁ}; 61(13)>“(B>”'

— [(VEe®) | 5 m “(ﬁ“’;e§>>m)f + 0% (5 [ 7], 653%(8)\2]- (5.21)

In a similar way, we obtain from (5.14) and (5.11)

— 1 ——in —
H:e® ‘: ‘ 0" e® ‘ 52‘ T, [VH|: @ } ,
KV »©n >]L2(B) 1 —«f? <V ©n >]L2(B) + el < 5{V }’ “n >]L2(B)
= ‘<§I?I'e(2)> ’2 < 1 ’<ﬁ{in'e(2)> ’2 + 54’<T{§I\{}' e(2)> ’2 (5.22)
T Jemyl YL = al? T /L2y T eyl |
and
2 _ 2
Mel) || 5o (Ts[VH]: o) | 2
‘<V +on >]L2(B) ~ < 5[V }’ “n >]L2(B) (5.23)
respectively.
Furthermore, we rewrite the expression (5.19) as follows
— 0 2
/B|VH| (n)dn = KVH,enO M(B)‘ + Z KVH ol M(B)‘ . (5.24)
n#nop
i=1,2,3

Let us recall that from the Lorentz model we can deduce the following, see Section 7.4.1 for details,

s n=
1—an® :{ B (5.25)

1 n#np.

Therefore, considering the estimates (5.21), (5.22), and (5.23) and plugging these results into the previous
series expansion (5.24) we obtain

2

— 1 ——in 2 1 ——in 2 KVH »€n >IL2(B)‘
/B| | (77) n |1704>\$1?:))|2 €ngy L2(B) + |1_a|2 €no L2(B) + ” | 04)\513)|2
n>x+ngp
ST () 2
’<VH'en >]L2 ’ 2
: (B) 1 4 ST
+ +0o( 5 HTJ V] ). (5.26)
e gy o

As a next step, we deal with the second term of the previous expression (5.26) i.e. <VH‘“ 65120)> L2y’ We

have the following lemma
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Lemma 5.2 The eigen-function e( )() satisfies the following mean vanishing integral property
/ e (x)dx = 0. (5.27)
Q

Since, H'™ is smooth, we can use Taylor’s series expansion, and hence we observe that the dominating

term is related to / {2 (x)dx, which is zero by the Lemma 5.2. Thus we deduce that
Q

2

Ne) _ o2
<VH o2 >L2(B) 0(5 ) (5.28)
Taylor’s expansion provide
<VH ,eg§>>L2(B) = VH®(2) /B & (x)dx + O(6). (5.29)

Also, we have

(CEat N
AR

1—ary) |2

>

| ~ 1. (5.30)
n#ngp

Combining three above estimates (5.28), (5.29), (5.30) and plugging this into (5.26) we obtain

LZ(B) mKVH ’ S"’)> 2(3)‘2+O(1)' (5.31)

Consequently, from the fact [VH|? = |E|? and when we scale back to €2, we derive that

/ IE|2(y)dy = A@)P\ﬁﬁi“;egﬁ; >L2 B)\ 62 +0(s?). (5.32)

Moreover, after plugging the estimate (5.29) in the above expression, we obtain

/|E| dy— )\(3| |VHI? (2 )(/Bég?;>(x)dx)252+0(53)

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

with h < 1. (5.33)

5.4 A Priori Estimate

This section is divided into two subsections providing the proof for Proposition 5.1.1 and Proposition
4.2.1 respectively.

5.4.1 Proof of Proposition 5.1.1

We need to identify the exact dominating term in the equations (5.11), (5.14), and (5.17). We start with
the equation

VH(x) — a v/

VGO (x,y) - VH(y)dy = VH® (x) + T [VH] . (5.34)
Q

It can be showed that from the definition (5.6) that
T|VH] ~ 5T, | VH] (5.35)
therefore, after rewriting the equation (5.34) in the scaled domain B, we obtain

VH_avV / VGO (€.n) - TH()dn = A" + 00T, [VH]. (5.36)
B
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Now, we estimate VH on the sub-space VHarm . Taking the induced L-norm for the equation (5.34),
we get

<ﬁ;e£3)>L2(B) — a<V/BVG(O) &mn) - ﬁl(n)dn; eg3)>]L2(B) = <ﬁin;ef‘3)>m(}3) + a62<’]1‘5 {ﬁ};ef)%z@)-
5.37

Then due to the self-adjointness of the magnetization operator M and the orthonormal system ()\513), eflg)) ,

we obtain
(1 —al\ 3)) <VH ey >L2(B) = <ﬁlin; ef’)>L2(B) + ad? <'JT5 [ﬁ} ; ef’)>L2(B) (5.38)
and then
3 ’<VH e<3>>L2(B)‘ — 5 th K/\n eﬁf’)> ] +]af?st 2 S ‘<T§ |V <3>>L2(B)’2. (5.39)
neN neN

In a similar way as above, if we consider the orhonormal systems (egl)) and (6512)), we deduce from
(5.36)
2
(1) 4 (3)
S [(Fe), | = ol S (ms[FH]e?)

neN neN

(5.40)

and

——in 254
5 (Tt [ = e S ), 1 S o),
(5.41)

respectively.

Therefore, combining the expressions (5.39), (5.40), (5.41) and due to the boundedness of the operator
T : L?*(B) — H?(B), we obtain

2

— |2 ——in — 1|2
HVHH < 5—2hHVH + 54—2}1Hvr1] (5.42)
L2(B) L2(B) L2(B)
hence
— 12 ——in||2
HVHH < 5*2hHVH . (5.43)
L2(B) L2(B)
Moreover, as the incident wave is smooth enough, so we deduce
| O(8? 44
m = . 5.
e () =00 (5.44)
Combining (5.43) and (5.44), we get
2
HVH‘ i (Q) = 0(62_%) with the condition h < 1. (5.45)

This completes the proof of Proposition 5.1.1.

Next, we want to make a short remark, which will be essential to describe the proof of Theorem 1.3. As
|VH|2 |E|?, we obtain

, (Q) = 0(51*’1) with the condition h < 1. (5.46)
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5.4.2 Proof of Proposition 4.2.1

Let us state the following lemma before proceeding to give the proof of Proposition 4.2.1.

Lemma 5.3 Suppose 0 < § <1 and Q = 6B+ x*. Then for Vi € L2(Q), we have
IVellLz) = V@l and  [|Velluso) = 52 (IVE]lLas). (5.47)
Proof. Let us suppose x = 6¢ + z. Then we obtain for Vi € 1L2(Q)
IVl = [ (Voo

=5” / 52|V e (06 + 2)|2d¢
B
= |V&lF2m (5.48)

and for Vo € L*(Q)

IVl = [ V()| 4dx

P / 5V ep(B6 + =)[*de
B
=0 %|Volliaem), (5.49)

which leads to (5.47).

L2(Q)

Next, we start with the Lippmann-Schwinger equation in order to estimate H |E|2’

H(x) - a /Q VGO (x,y) - VH(y)dy = H®(x) + /Q V(G<k> - G<0>) (x,y) - VH(y)dy. (5.50)
From the asymptotic expression of the Hankel function as |x — y| — 0, we obtain the expansions:
(6% - 6) (x,y) = alx — y*log Jx — y| + blx — yI* + O(x — y*), (5.51)
and
V(6% —6)(x,y) = Clx — y|log|x — y| + Dlx — y| + O(fx — y[*), (5.52)

as [x —y| — 0 with some constants where a and b, C and D. Then, we write the above expression in the
domain B i.e. after scaling we obtain

f6) —a [ V.6, - Vi(ady = 77(6)+ ad? [ [ |6 = alloglé ~niV Ty
+logd [ ¢~ alVian +5 | (€= nlViin]. (6.5

The Newtonian operator V : L?(B) — H?(B) is continuous and then we have the continuity of V-V :
L?(B) — H'(B). Consequently, since we have ||VH||p2(q) = ||VH||r2m) = (9(51’}1) and taking H'(B)-

norm of the equation (5.53), we derive

|4

< Hﬁin
Hi(B) ™

=0(1) + 0@ + 0(6* ") + 0(|10g 86> ) + O(5*)
- (9(1). (5.54)

n |04|HVI:I‘

+ |als? [HVHH + |1og5|HvﬁH + 5Hvﬁ
L2(B) L2(B)

H1(B) L2(B) L2(BJ

37



We state the scaled equation (5.53)
6) — a [ 9,606, Vildy = 7€)+ a0? | [ 16 —nllog]e ~lVii(a)an
B B
+logd [ ¢~ Vitan+5 [ (¢ —nlVian]  (559)

and rewrite it as follows:

H() +a / GO (&, )0y, H(n)dn + ad>Gepimw® / O & mH(p)dn = 0™ () + a52 / € — 7| VH(n)

oB B
+1ogd | [¢ ~ nlV(n)dn
B

+/ & — n|log |€ — n|VH(n)dndn|.
B
(5.56)

Taking the normal derivative, as & — OB from inside B, from the jump relations of the derivative of the
single layer potential we obtain

<I+ %)8 = —aKj [8 H} — ad?eppumw?o, / GO&,n)H(n)dn 4+ 8,H™ +a52 00, / |€ — n|VH(n)dn
40, [ Je = allé ~nlVindn + log50, [ |6~ o V()] (557)
B B
then
1+¢ 5 1T 1+¢ 1+¢ P B ’
+0, [ 1=t~ I VEdy +10g80, [ 16~ alVE)dn + 30, [ €~ nlVi)dn|. (5.53)
B B B
Next, we state the following lemma, for details we refer to [8, Theorem 3.6, p. 43].
Lemma 5.4 If B is of class C2, then we have the following regularity
k:lo,a]| | <HVHH o .
H 0[8 ”HE(BB) ~ H™% (9B) (5:59)

Also, for H € L?(B), we have / GO (&, n)H(n)dn € H*(B) and then 8, /G(O) ¢, nH(n)dn € H2 (B).

Thus, after taking the H2 (B)-norm on both side of the equation (5.58), observing the fact ‘

o
—a_| o1
1+5 ’
and since the integrals on the right hand side of the expression (5.58) are also bounded, we deduce the
estimate

014y =0 (19 g, 15, #1855,
H2 (8B) H™ 3 (8B) H2 (8B) L2(B) L2(B) L2(B)
+ 83||VH ) (5.60)
L*(B)
Consequently,
8 1, = 0[]+ 195 g+ 8+ 15, 7 1nf
HZ (9B) H(B) HZ (6B) L2(B) L2(B) L2(B)
v ) (5.61)
L*(B)
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Hence, based on the estimate (5.54), HVH‘

Hauﬁ‘

7o) B HVﬁ 12(n) = 051"}, we obtain
0(1) + 0(52) + O(| log 5|53*h) + 0(53*’1) + 0(64*’1)

= (9(1). (5.62)

1
H2 (0B)

Moreover, from the Sobolev embedding inequality and considering the well-posed problem satisfied by H,
we deduce

980 < 1 < ] g =00 59
L4(B) H2 (B) H? (8B) L2(9B)
Hence, by Lemma 5.3, when we scale back to 2, we obtain
\vu| , =o7F|vA|
L4(Q) L4(B)
- 0(5—%). (5.64)

Consequently, from the above estimate and due to the fact |E|? = |[VH|? we obtain
H|E|2‘ - 0(5*1). (5.65)

This completes the proof of Proposition 4.2.1.

L2(Q)

6 Proof of Theorem 1.2
We recall the related model
AE + w?pmeE =0 (6.1)

where the electric permittivity e = €,Xq + EmXR2\§7 Em = Ecofh, 18 the permittivity of the host medium
and fiym = loo ), is the permeability of the host medium respectively, both are assumed to be constant,
independent of the frequency w of the incident wave. Here, €5, and pis as the permittivity and perme-
ability of the vacuum. For the permittivity, e, (w) of the Dielectric nanoparticle, we will use the so-called
Lorenz model for the permittivity, which can be described as follows

ep(W) = €00

w2
14 ———2 6.2
] o2

G — w? —iyw
where where wf, is the electric plasma frequency, w3 is the undamped resonance frequency and v is the
electric damping parameter.
1
Furthermore, let us recall that the volumetric Logarithmic Operator / 5 log |x — y|E(y)dy has eigen-
Q 47

) (&)

values )\ﬁf and the corresponding eigenfunctions e, °. The following properties are needed, namely, for a

particle © of radius § << 1, / e (x)dx # 0 and AP ~ 5?|1og &|. These properties are are justified for

Q
n =1, when Q is the disc of radius 4, see [20].

The unique solution of the problem (6.1) satisfies also the following Lippmann-Schwinger equation
B(x) — &t (ep(w,7) — ) / G (x,y)E(y)dy = E™(x) (6.3)

where we recall the fundamental solution, G®)

i

CP(xy) = 7H (Kix —y)), for x#y.
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Moreover, we denote by T 1= ep(w, ) — em and we also use the fact that |1 — w2um€p/\£€)| ~ |logd|™h,
see Section 6. The equation (6.4) can be rewritten as follows:

E(x) — &’ p / GO (x,y)E(y)dy = E™(x) + i p / (6% = G) (x,y)E(y)dy. (6.4)
Q Q
Using the asymptotic expression [x —y| = 0
G (xy) =60 (xy) = alx —y[ lnfx — y| + bjx — y|* + O(|x — y|*) (6.5)
in the equation (6.4), rewritten in scaled domain B with |B| = O(1) and Q = §B + z, we obtain

B — iyt [ GO € n)En)dn = BV(E) = oy [log 5 [ Blapdn + 51086 [ €~ *En)an
8 [ Je=alnle = nlBmdn +5* [ Il Een)dn
+ 53/B € — nlgE(n)dn] : (6.6)
Moreover, we use the local H2-regularity of the solution of (6.1) in Q. The following inequality is a

consequence of interpolation inequalities based on Gagliardo-Nirenberg, we refer to [7, p. 313].

Lemma 6.1 Let B C RN be a regular bounded open set. Let 1 < q < p < oo. Then the following
inequality follows
1-r
(o)
La(B

[l e = I

()

In particular, for N=2,p=4,q=2 andr =

[l o = el ) e
L4(B) LZ(B)

Next, we use the continuity property of the integral / G (&, n)ﬁ)(n)dn from L2 (B) — H? (B) and the
B

;VI,N (B) Vu € WHN (B), where r=1-— S (6.7)
w

% e obtain

; (B) . (6.8)

smoothness of the remaining integral of the equation (6.6) to obtain

w(5)

[# B

<]

o) [l g+ 0l g el

LZ(B) +62HE‘

12 ()
12 (B)l ' (6.9)

We have the following estimate as derived in [20],

HE‘ L (Q) - O(5|10g5|h). (6.10)

+63HE‘

Therefore with the help of (6.10), we derive that

y (B) - (9(1). (6.11)

2

Hence by interpolation, we obtain

=

L (Q) - O(5|log5|%). (6.12)

Next, we state the following result, obtained in [20], to derive the dominant term of / |E[(y)dy.
Q

Lemma 6.2 We have the following approximation

. 2
B ([ ff)ay)
/ |E|?(y)dy = r T +O(52|1og5|3h*1). (6.13)
Q 11 — w?pmepAng |
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7 Appendix

7.1 Derivation of the System of Boundary Integral Equations:
As a first step, we rewrite the representation (2.1) as follows

mv{mﬂ (x,1), for x € Q% (0,T).  (7.1)

2mYp

Ui(x,) = S [1™ U] (%,8) = D, |20 (x,) +
By using the jump relation of the heat potential we can obtain the Neumann trace of the (7.1)

w - S(ep)

1nt int -~ int ; 1ntDa |: int i:| t
Ui(,1) = 91388, [ 17U (5 6) = 5P [0 G 0) + =52

AV (B G, 1)
= (5 +2,) w1, [0 .0+ S e 1]

where IC* is the adjoint of double layer heat operator. Next, we denote H,, as the hypersingular
boundary 1ntegra1 operator with density

He, [1/}} (x,t) := ffyif‘)fDap [1/}} (x,t) mt / /6( ’ymtil) (x,t;y, 7)Yy, 7)doydr. (7.2)
)
Hence, we obtain

1 *
<§Id - Kap)

In a similar way, taking the dirichlet trace of the equation (7.1) and using the jump relation of heat
potential, we get

U (. 8) = Ho, [0 G t) + oy i) ). (73)

27Yp

1ntU' t) = 1nt8 intU. 1ntD 1ntU w %(Ep) intv E 2 ‘
Yo Ui (%, ) = Y0xSayp | 117 Ui | (X,t) = Y0x Pay, |70 (%, )JF7271_7 Yo V[ IE[|(x,1)
p

w - S(ep)

= S, [0 ) = (= 5+ ) [0 )+ S gt 18] ),

where /C is the double layer heat operator. Hence, we get

1
<§Id + Kap>

Thus, using the internal Dirichlet problem along with the initial condition, we arrive at the integral
representations

(x,1) = s%[yintui}(x,tw%vgntv[mﬂ(x,t). (7.4)

int
Ui
2mYp

1 . . & .
(3 + Koy ) [0 (5, 1) = S [117003] )+ 20 oy [ ),
2 P P 27T,yp
1 : . .
(20— K3, ) [0 6o 1) = B[] 1)+ 5 20 ey [12) s, ) (7.5)
2 P P 21,
In a similar manner, for exterior Dirichlet Problem we arrive to the integral representations

(- i = s 0.

(%Jd £K2,) U () = ~Ha, 87U (,0), (7.6)

where oy, = . From the first boundary-integral equation of (7.6), we can have

'Ym
1
YR, = — S (§Id ~ Kaw ) 16740 . (7.7)
Also, from the second boundary-integral equation of (7.6), we have

AU = —Hay [0 05.0) + (310 - K2, ) [0 60, (7.8)
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Now replacing (7.7) in (7.8), we get
AU = —H, [0 (1) - (%Id K5,)8a (%Id Ko ) o], (7.9)

We denote by ASxt := H,,, + (%Id — ICZm)Sam( I — ICam), which is known as Steklov-Poincare heat

operator. Again from the first boundary-integral equation of (7.5), we get

U= 832 (3 Ko ) [700] = s oy 18] ) (7.10)

Therefore, from the transmission condition of (1.8) and replacing the equations (7.9) and (7.10) in that,
we get

YN U; = V¥ Ue

L()S—l mtV“El } _ —’YmAGXt [,ygxtUe} (7.11)

S ( I+ K, )[ intUi} —
Y D) d+ » 70 Ve 27T'Yp ap Yo

Now from the transmission condition v(i)ntUi = 1§**U,, we obtain from the equation (7.11)

w- (e 1 in
J’YCSQ 170 tV |:|E|2:| )

1
oS ( 1d+lc%){ th} — AR {ythi} +
2TYp

m (1 i = 1
equivalently, ~iP*U; = ~Jm <2Id + /Cap) Sa, At {’YéﬂtUi} + w: S(ep) (-Id + /Cap) 7inty) [|E| }

Tp 2TYp 2
(7.12)
7.2 Proof of Lemma 4.1
We start with recalling the definition of the fundamental solution for heat equation
( aly — Vl2) -
——exp| — ——— T>S
O(y,7;v,8) := ( 4dn(r —s) P At —s) /7 , (7.13)
0, otherwise
where we set a := oy, = £ ?YCP, and the corresponding double layer heat operator K
1 T
K[fl(y, ) := —/ Ou, ®(y, T;v,8) f(v,s)doyds. (7.14)
@ Jo Joa
We see that 8l,y<I>(y,T;V,s) = —%@(y,ﬂv,s). Furthermore, we recall the fundamental solu-
tion corresponding to the Laplace equation G()(y,v) := —zIn(ly — v|) and then 9,,G(y,v) :=
—W TE=vER Hence, we derive the following representation from (7.14) applied to f := fei,(y,7) =

De(¢, 52, ), which is constant with respect to the variable y,

T—S

- Uy « aly — v\ ..
- )% t; dod
/ /ém 2(1 —s) 47r(Tfs)eXp( 4(T —s) ) (&, t;2,8)dods

[ v 1 [ maly P aly = V1Y gers o
o y|yv|2l/o e
(7.15)

K[@e(f,t;z,~)} (y,7) = / /{m qu)(y,T v,8)P° (¢, t;2,8)doyds

Now, let us define

T 2 2
o(v,y,t,7) :/0 %exp( %)@e(f,t;z,s)ds. (7.16)
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2
We use the change of variable m := ‘éal+\/%:|, then it follows that s = 7 — % and then ds =

1aly — v[*m™3. Consequently, we obtain from (7.16)

o2
o(v,y,t /f‘y o exp(—m2)®e<§,t,z,7 - oz|);m2v| )(T —a|y —v[*m~3dm
a|y—v|2)a| fv| -
= £t d
/ﬁ\y—v\ exp(— ( BB T T T e 2(r —s) m
2T
> aly —v|? 2 —1
:/ﬁ‘yiv‘ exp(—m? q)e( Sz, T — e )2m m~dm
2F
_ 2 04|Y*V|2
_ [w L ep(-m?)e (¢, a7 — T Ya(?) (7.17)

We rewrite (7.17) as follows

o(v,y,t,7) = /00 exp(—m?) l@e(«ﬁ,t;z,r - Cd};in_ﬂvl?) - (be(g,t;z,r)] d(m?)

aly—v[?
4T

oo

+ o (f, t; 2, 7') /M exp(—m?)d(m?). (7.18)

From the identity / exp(—m?)d(m?) = 1, we derive the following
0

(V¥ 0.7) — BO(E 12, 7) = / T exp(-m?)

aly—v|2
4T

(s~ ) () e

aly—v|?
4

@6(§,t;z,7)/0 " exp(—m?)d(m?). (7.19)

Next, we do the following computation

(€, t52,7) =/t 0s2°(&, t2,8)ds S 1Ll y3 105256t 2, )l g
< 73 e(¢ tig. . )
< 72]|0: D% (€, 5 2, )”H*Z(o,r)' (7.20)
In a similar way as before, we write the following expression
aly = v[? ro sl
o° (g,t;z,T _ 7) _ge (f,t;z,T) _ / 0, e (g,t;z,s)ds. (7.21)
4m? -
We observe that § > fl\yfvl which implies 7 — Q‘ZT_ZP > 0. Hence we get
e . Oé|y - V|2 e . _ \/_|y | e
e (¢ 62,7 — W) —0° (¢ tin) = ( 10,05 (€, t; 2, )||H,%(O,T)). (7.22)

Therefore, we plug (7.20) and (7.22) in (7.19) to obtain

Py, 67) — (€, bz, 7) = 0< R e CX SN T>>

aly—v|2 m 2
4T

oo

aly—v|?

+O</O ’ eXP(—mQ)d(mQ)Té||as¢e(€at;z,-)|Hi(QJ)). (7.23)

. . *  exp(-m?) ., ,
Now, we look into the integral /‘ - ——————d(m?®) and substitute w = m?, then we deduce that
aly—v m

4T

x 1 1 aly —v?
Flexp(—w)dw = T (5 ).
[wuﬂw exp(~w) 27 4r
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Moreover, it is well known that I‘(l O‘ly Vl ) Nz erfc(‘/;l\yfvl) where erfc(z) is the complementary

error function and erfc(z) = 1 — erf(z). The Taylor series expansion erf(z) = \/7_r(z — § + % — ), which
holds for every z € C, implies that

Valy—v Valy—v
p(l Oé|Y—V|2) \/_erfc(\/_b, |) —Jr 1_1(\/5|y—v| ! G ‘)3+( ) B )
2’ 47 2T Zd 2T 3 10 )
(7.24)
We also note that
aly—v|?
- ) — 1w (P Yy oy v Lraly - vy
/0 exp(—m*)d(m*) =1 exp( p )fl [1 e + 2!( = ) } (7.25)

As a next step, we plug (7.24) and (7.25) into (7.23) to derive

@(Va Y, tv 7_) - (I)e(gv ta Z, T) (ﬁ@”asq)e(§7 t’ % .)HH71(0 T))

00 (E i, >IIH%<0,T>>

Valy —v| Valy —v]|
2
a|y - Vl2 1 e .
+O<TT2||65¢’ (g,t,z’)”H%(O,T)), (726)
and then we obtain
aly
90(V7Y7t57—) - q)e(§7t,Z,T) O(\/EM|8 q)e(gv .)|H411(O,‘r)>
valy — v o
+ o( s Valy — 0. )y
valy —v|valy —v| o e
+ 0< S 00 (E )y (7.27)
Consequently, because of the boundness of the term @L\;Vl we deduce that
o(v,y,t,7) — @&, b2, 7) = <\/_|y—v| |02, t; 2, - |Hi(0,r)>' (7.28)

This completes the proof.

7.3 Proof of Lemma 5.1
The goal is to show that the operator defined thought the expression

T[H] (x) = /( Aag (G<k> - G<0>) (x, y)H(y)dy. (7.29)

is a bounded operator from L2(£2) — H?2(£2).
From the definition of Hankel function, we have the following asymptotic expansion
B (G(k) _ G(O)) (x,y) = 2ad;; log |z — y| + QaW
X—y

where dj; is the Kronecker delta. Here a and b are constants.

+2bdi; + O(x—yl|), x~y, (7.30)

We see that the leading term of the expansion (7.30), when injected into (7.29), is the kernel of the
volume potential operator V which is bounded from L?(£2) to H?(Q2). The other terms of the expansion

(7.30) define smoother kernels. Therefore they define smoother operators as compared to V. This implies
that the operator T is bounded L2(9) to H?(Q).

44



7.4 Modelling the Electric Permittivity for Lorentzian Particles

The Lorentz model (also known as Drude-Lorentz oscillator model) describes an electron as damped
harmonic oscillator driven by a strong force. The purpose of this model is to determine, using Newton’s
Second Law, the motion of an electron of the particle (and its polarization as it is proportional to it)
when it comes in contact with the incidence electric field. The polarization moment satisfies the following
equation

d?pP dP 9
a2 4+ v— T +wOP = ooy,

where w? is the undamped resonance frequency, v is the electric damping parameter, w, the electric
plasmonic frequency and €., is the permittivity of the vacuum. The above equation provides a basis
for determining the polarization and the dielectric susceptibility (i.e. the equivalent dielectric constant).
Indeed, consider the driving force to be an oscillating incidence electric field, which is given by the time-
harmonic acoustic plane wave u!(x,t) := e’ illcd—wt) where, k = Ci is the wave number, w the frequency
of incidence, cy the speed of light, in the vacuum, and d the direction of incidence. We look for the
polarization of the form P(z,t) := P(x,w)e” ™! then we obtain its expression, from (7.31), of the form

P(z,t) = —=2— 4i(x,t). On the other hand, we know that the polarization is related to the incident

—w?—iywtw?

u! (7.31)

field through the electric susceptibility y. as P(z,t) = exoXeul(x,t). As the electric susceptibility is
defined through the relation == =1+ x., we derive the following expression of the permittivity e, (w)

ep(W) = €0

wp
14 —5—2—. (7.32)

wi — w? —iyw
For more information and details about the model (7.32), we refer to [1, 13, 22].

Based on this model, we discuss the regimes, in terms of the incident frequency w, where the nanoparticle
behaves as a plasmonic nanoparticle or a as dielectric nanoparticle.

7.4.1 Modeling with Plasmonic Nanoparticles

The purpose of this section is to use the Lorentz model to generate the condition on the permittivity

used in Section 4, namely |1 — a)\g?;)| = O(6"), where a = le) — L and h < 1. Here, A )’s are the
b m

eigenvalues of the Magnetization operator M : VHam, — VHarm and ep(w),em are the corresponding

permittivity of the particle and host medium respectively. We state the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1 If we consider the electric damping parameter v ~ 8" and the frequency w of the incidence
(3)
9 €m + An

)\( )(1 — > Em) +em

Before justifying this lemma, let us mention that under the conditions on v and w, the permittivity of the
nanoparticle has a negative real part (as w? > w?). This negativity property is the one that is usually used
in the literature to design plasmonic nanoparticles. In our analysis, the choice of the incident frequency
of the form presented in the previous lemma is key.

2

wave as w? = w§ + w + O(6"), we have the required equality |1 — ar | = O(").

Proof. From the definition of o and the fact that both €, and ¢, are moderate in terms of the parameter
6, then we have

(3)
1-a) =0(") <= e, =2 - Q + O(8M)

Em + A
Then substituting the value of €, derived from the Lorentz model, we deduce
w2 -1 )\SB) 2
1—aAP =0(") = —F—— =1+ AP - 5(72 oM. (7.33)
wi — w? —iyw m+)\()
571 (}\(3)) 2
e’} o
Now, let us denote 5 := —1 + sgol)\g? -G and considering v = O(6") we obtain
+ )\no
1- a)\flgo) =0(") = W=uwi- wh- BT+ o). (7.34)

45



)\(3)(500 Em — 1) — €m

Consequently, with the calculation 37! we derive the needed frequency to ac-

quired the desired equality

P e+ AD)

1-— a)\(3 o) = w?=uwi -
A e — 1) — em

+ O(8") (7.35)

which completes the proof.

7.4.2 Modelling with Dielectric Nanoparticles

The purpose of this section is to show under which conditions, on the incident frequency w and the
damping parameter vy, the nanoparticle behaves as a dielectric nanoparticle. Namely, the real part, and
also the imaginary part, of its permittivity is large with a small ratio between the imaginary and the real
parts. Such scales infer the nanoparticle to enjoy high contrast of the relative index of refraction and
small relative absorption. These last properties are those usually used in the literature to describe the
dielectric nanoparticles. In our analysis, we need precise choices of the incident frequency w and damping
frequency 7.

—(e
Recall the eigenvalues )\io) of the Newtonian operator stated on the nanoparticle 2 in the 2D-case. We
—(e
used the assumption that )\Em) ~ 62logé, with 6 as the diameter of the 2. This assumption is valid for

ng = 1, i.e. the first eigenvalue. We also recall the contrast parameter 7, = ;—: -1

Lemma 7.2 If the frequency of the incidence wave w is chosen close to the undamped resonance frequency

2
w2 with wi — w? ~ §?| 10g(5|()\£m),umw0) and yw ~ §%|log §|1 s ()\( ),umwg) , then we obtain §R(Tp) ~

-1 _ -1
072 Iné|~ 1( n?umwo) and %(Tp) ~ 62| log |1 ()\E]?umwg) , where h < 1 and s > 0.

With these choices, we see that z—z ~ 1. In addition, we derive the needed relation |1 — w2,um€p)\§f))| ~
9]
|log o] ™"

Proof. From the Lorentz’s model, we see that

w2
o™~ 5 3
CR
wi — w? —iyw
2/, 2 2
wi(wg — w?) . Yw

R e e R (- e

Furthermore, as we assume yw = o(wg — wQ), then we obtain

2
w yw
p .
Tp ~ +1 .
P 2 _ .2 2,22
wy —w? (wg —w?)

(7.36)

Therefore, we derive the scales
—1 -1
§R(Tp) ~ 072 Ind|” 1()\fli)umw0) and \S‘(Tp) ~ 072 logs| 7t S()\f]?umwo) , where h < 1.
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