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CONVERGENCE, DIVERGENCE, AND INHERENT OSCILLATIONS
IN MFS SOLUTIONS OF TWO-DIMENSIONAL
LAPLACE-NEUMANN PROBLEMS
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Abstract. The method of fundamental solutions (MFS), also known as the method of auxiliary
sources (MAS), is a well-known computational method for the solution of boundary-value problems.
The final solution (“MAS solution”) is obtained once we have found the amplitudes of N auxiliary
“MAS sources.” Past studies have demonstrated that it is possible for the MAS solution to converge
to the true solution even when the N auxiliary sources diverge and oscillate. The present paper
extends the past studies by demonstrating this possibility within the context of Laplace’s equation
with Neumann boundary conditions. One can thus obtain the correct solution from sources that,
when N is large, must be considered unphysical. We carefully explain the underlying reasons for
the unphysical results, distinguish from other difficulties that might concurrently arise, and point to
significant differences with time-dependent problems that were studied in the past.
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1. Introduction. The method of fundamental solutions (MFS) is a popular
numerical technique for the solution of certain types of boundary-value problems
[7, 12, 13, 8]. The key concept of the method is the representation of the solution as
a superposition of fundamental solutions of the governing differential equation whose
singularities lie outside the problem’s domain. In the context of electromagnetics,
the MFS is also known as the method of auxiliary sources (MAS) and has been
extensively used for the modeling of two-dimensional (2D) scattering problems [23].
In its simplest form, the 2D scatterer has a perfect electric or magnetic conductivity
and is illuminated externally by a point source (exterior problem), or is a cavity
surrounded by a perfectly conducting electric or magnetic space, and illuminated by a
source inside the cavity (interior problem). The central idea of MAS is to represent the
scattered electric/magnetic field or potential by N discrete sources (“MAS sources”)
on a fictitious closed surface located in the complementary region. The amplitudes of
the MAS sources are determined by satisfying the boundary condition on N boundary
points; this amounts to solving an N x N linear system. Once the system is solved,
the field or potential generated by the N MAS sources within the region of interest is
easily determined. As with any numerical method, one expects this field or potential
to converge to the true scattered field or potential as N — oc.

It has been known for some years [14, 16, 17, 35, 18]* that the convergence issue
is far from simple, because the MAS sources (which are intermediate results) might
diverge and oscillate, even when the final result (field or potential obtained from the
MAS sources) converges. Nonetheless, the phenomenon of MAS-source oscillations
often goes unnoticed; this is true even for papers aiming to discuss the convergence
of MFS/MAS, an example being the recent review article [8].

Oscillations also go unnoticed in the recent work [28], which considers the stability
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and errors of MF'S within the context of the Laplace equation with Neumann boundary
conditions. Ref. [28] focuses mainly on the exponential growth of the condition
number and the improvement of stability. According to [28], the analysis therein “is
intriguing due to its distinct features.”

The main purpose of the present paper is to extend the considerations of [14,
16, 17, 35, 18] to the case of Laplace’s equation with Neumann boundary conditions.
Unlike [28], we do not focus on the condition number. We rather examine: (i) the
divergence of intermediate results; (ii) the concurrent convergence of the final solution
(but, for the first time, there arises a case (subsection 7.3) where the potential/final
solution in a certain sense diverges); and (iii) the oscillations, which are the manifesta-
tion of the MAS-source divergence. We emphasize that the oscillations are unrelated
to certain other errors that arise—including errors due to roundoff and matrix ill-
conditioning®—and compare to corresponding theoretical results in the important
early paper of Kitagawa [26].

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work discussing MAS-source oscil-
lations within the specific context of Laplace-Neumann problems. As in our previous
works [14, 16, 17, 18] we bring out most conclusions by means of an analytical study of
a simple problem—with a circular boundary—in which the entire MAS solution can
be found analytically, by both exact and asymptotic (large-N) formulas. The formu-
las herein, however, turn out to be simpler than those of our previous works; compare,
for example, the present exact formula (4.20) to the corresponding formula (37) of [14]
(the latter formula pertains to the MAS electric field of a time-harmonic problem).
This relative simplicity allows us to bring out our findings in a more direct manner.
Furthermore, we find that the present (Laplace-Neumann) case presents several fea-
tures that do not arise in the time-harmonic ones; one example is the aforementioned
“divergence” of the MAS potential.

We use the language of magnetostatics for definiteness, but our Neumann prob-
lems are generic. We specifically deal with 2D exterior (or interior) Neumann problems
satisfied by the vector potential A = ZA, within unbounded (or bounded) regions of
permeability 4 = po = 47 x 1077 H/m (SI units are used throughout), with the com-
plementary bounded (or unbounded) region having infinite permeability (u = 00).
The source is an infinitely long, temporally and spatially constant electric current
I (units: A). Our most detailed results (sections 2-6) concern the exterior circular
problem: we consider two solutions to this problem, and compare the two in detail.
In section 7, we extend to other Laplace-Neumann problems, including a noncircular
problem with an elliptic boundary. As one might expect the main difficulty—i.e., the
oscillations—that occurs in the simple circular problem is also present in the more
complicated one.

Now let us, for definiteness, refer to exterior problems, so that the auxiliary sur-
face is placed in the interior. Exterior potentials generated by smooth, continuous,
2D surface current densities K, (units: A/m) are analytic functions of the space vari-
ables. Therefore no such K, can generate an A, exhibiting a singularity at a point
exterior to K,. MAS-source oscillations occur when the aforementioned auxiliary sur-
face lies behind a singularity of the analytic continuation of the scattered potential
(the analytic continuation is performed into the scatterer’s interior): When this is
the case, the N discrete currents—when properly normalized—cannot converge to a
K,. While this is easy to understand, it is less apparent that divergent currents (even

2Let us add that, in time-harmonic cases, the oscillations are also unrelated to the much-discussed
phenomenon of internal resonances [14, 16, 17, 35, 18].
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when normalized) are capable of generating a convergent potential. In most realistic
problems, the singularities of the analytic continuation are not known beforehand.
A circular boundary has the advantage of bringing out the aforesaid convergence un-
equivocally, because there are image singularities, and they are known explicitly. Thus
much herein pertains to the question: What happens when the auxiliary surface does
not enclose all singularities?, and to the corresponding question for interior problems.

In all our Neumann problems, the so-called self-consistency condition (i.e., the
condition that must be satisfied by the integral of the Neumann boundary data for the
problem to have a solution see, e.g., [5]) can be viewed as a consequence of Amperé’s
circuital law, which states that the line integral of the H-field around a closed loop
equals the total current passing through the loop. For clarity, however, we verify all
self-consistency conditions by independent means.

Throughout this paper, the terms MAS and MFS are used interchangeably.

2. Preliminaries. We begin by giving some interrelated series and integrals to
be used throughout. First consider the convergent definite integral defined by

T (1 — 2 cosf) cos(mb)
2.1 =
(2.1) J(m,z,y) /_Try2+(1—y2)cos20—2x(}089+9§2d9,

O<y<l<z, m=0,1,2,....
The integral equals

Rl1-y)” ~ (1 +9)")
y(a:—|— 9:2+y2—1)

(2.2) J(m,z,y) =

but we were not able to find this evaluated form in the usual sources [31, 20]. We
thus prove (2.2) in Appendix A. Our next two integrals are corollaries involving the
Poisson kernel,

T 1—xcosf 0 x>1
2.3 dg=<¢"
(2.3) [W$2—2x0089+1 {277, 0<z<l;
(2.4) /7r (1—2x0059)cos(m0)d9: —mz™™, r>1, m=12,...
_x x?2—2xcosf+1 ™, 0< z<1, m=12,....

The top integrals (2.3) and (2.4) are J(m, z,1). The bottom ones follow immediately,
because (2.1) gives J(m,z,1) + J(m,1/x,1) = 27 or 0, depending on whether m =0
or m > 1. By setting x = p2/p; in (2.3) and (2.4)—or by direct summation—we can
deduce the two Fourier series

(2.5)

Inl
) e 0< py < po

p1 — p2cosd _ 1 (m
PE+ 3 —2pipacost  2p1 S\ po

p1 — p2cosb 1 1 p2\" e
(2.6) 2 2 =—+ () e, 0< pa < p1.
Pitpa = 2p1p2cost  pr o 2p1 H A1
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. -1 0o . .
(Throughout this paper, >_, , denotes > = +37"7,.) A third useful Fourier
series is

Zr 22 Z 1 1 -
27) In VP2 + p3 — 2p1p2 cos P2 Z - (Pl) ¢inf
n

p3 P3 720 P2

0<p1 <p2, 0<ps,

whose p;-derivative is tantamount to (2.5).

We solve N x N symmetric circulant systems by means of the Discrete Fourier
transform (DFT). The DFT of ag,ary,...,ay_1 is denoted by a(®, oM ... oN=1),
The transform relations are

N-1 N-1
(28) a(m) — % Z ape—iQ‘n'mp/N’ ap = Z a(m)eiQme/N.

p=0 m=0

In (2.8), the second (inverse-transform) relation follows from the first via the identity

N—1 . .
(2.9) Z gi2rmp/N _ N, ifm : multiple of N,

— 0, otherwise.
A symmetric circulant system is one whose left-hand side is expressed as the convo-
lution sum leigl aq—p By, in which o, = a_), = ap4n. By the definition in (2.8), the
DFT of this sum equals Na("™) g(m)

3. Exterior circular problem: Problem formulation. We consider the 2D
magnetostatic problem shown in Figure 1, where a circular cylinder of infinite perme-
ability (u = c0) is illuminated by a temporally constant line-current I. The cylinder
has radius pcy1, infinite extent along the z-direction, and axis the z-axis. The infin-
itely long current I is parallel to the z-axis and positioned at (p, ¢) = (pa1,0), with
Phil > peyl- The medium surrounding the cylinder is free space with permeability po.

Because the examined geometry is invariant along the z-direction, the total mag-
netostatic vector potential A*! only has a z-component and depends on the polar
coordinates (p, ¢), i.e., A" = 2A®"(p,¢). For p > pey and (p,¢) # (par,0), AL
satisfies Laplace’s equation. Adopting terms used in electromagnetic scattering, the
exterior to the cylinder A%(p, ¢) is the sum of the incident vector potential Al"(p, ¢)
due to the current source and the vector potential A3¢(p, ¢) scattered by the cylinder.
The former is given by

- pol . Rg
3.1 Aine(p ¢y = —HO7 ,
(3.1 2 (p,0) =~
where
(3.2) Rq = \/ p* + piy — 2ppr1 cos ¢

is the distance between the observation point (p, ¢) and the current source (see Fig-
ure 1), while dyef is an arbitrary reference distance (so that the ratio Rg/dyet be
dimensionless and A" = 0 whenever Rg = dyef).

Inside the infinitely permeable cylinder the magnetic field H is zero and the
magnetic flux density B is finite. This means that the tangential component of H is
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Fig. 1: Geometry of the exterior circular problem. Indicative positions of MAS cur-
rents and collocation points are depicted.

continuous across the surface of the cylinder and thus zero at p = pcy1 +0. Since H =
(1/p0)V x A, the tangential component of the magnetic field is Hy, = (—1/10)9A./0p;
therefore, the Neumann boundary condition A" /dp = 0 must hold at p = pey1 + 0.
Our problem can be reformulated in terms of A3° as follows. We require A3 — 0
as p — 0o, consistent with the fact that no current flows inside the cylinder or on its
surface (at infinity, A'°® behaves as does AP). For p > pey1, ASC satisfies Laplace’s
equation subject to the nonhomogeneous Neumann boundary condition
0A3S dAlne
op ap
in which the right-hand side is known from (3.1) and (3.2). Within the loop of
radius pcy1, the incident H-field surrounds no current. Therefore the self-consistency
condition for our Neumann problem (see Introduction or [5]) is

2 i
aAlnC
(3.4) / ( 82 ) peyrdg =0, at p = pey1 + 0.
0 P

We can independently verify (3.4) by substituting (3.1) and (3.2) into the integral of
its left-hand side: The resulting integral can be evaluated using the top integral (2.3),
and turns out to equal zero.

The boundary-value problem we formulated has a well-known solution, viz.,

(3.3) ; at p = pey1 +0,

(3.5) 45, ) = 0L 1y VP2 P = 2pperi €056
2w P
where
pg 1
(3.6) Peri = ——  (Peri < Peyt) -
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Equation (3.5) can be found using the method of images—there are two images, one
located on the z-axis, and the other at (p, ¢) = (peri, 0)—or by solving the Laplace-
Neumann problem using elementary methods such as the separation of variables.

Proceeding as if this solution were not known, the next two sections apply two dif-
ferent MF'S schemes to the above-described boundary-value problem. In both schemes,
the fundamental solutions originate from sources Iy, I1, ..., Iny_1 placed on an interior
cylindrical surface p = paux, so that

(37) Paux < Pcyl < s,

see Figure 1. The N coefficients Iy, I1, ..., Iny—1 are found by satisfying the Neumann
boundary condition (3.3) at N collocation points on p = pey1. The polar angles of
both the sources and the collocation points are ¢ = 2ap/N, where p =0,1,..., N —1.

As we will see, both our schemes arrive at the true potential (3.5) as N — oo,
but not always in a straightforward manner. In particular, our discussions will reveal
important differences between the two schemes, as well as the crucial role of the
parameter paux.

4. Exterior circular problem: MAS with bounded fundamental solu-
tions. The two MAS schemes differ in the choice of fundamental solutions. The first
version takes

o Y2 R
sc _ 0 4
(41) Az,N(p7¢) - _% Z Iéln?a
£=0
where
2m/
(42) Ry = \/p2 + pzux — 2pPaux COS (¢ - ﬂ-)

is the distance between the observation point (p, ¢) and the ¢-th auxiliary source Iy,
as shown in Figure 1. The subscript NV in (4.1) stresses the fact that the MAS vector
potential depends on the number of auxiliary sources. In (4.1), we have chosen the so-
called bounded fundamental solutions In(R,/p), which vanish at infinity. This choice,
which is based on suggestions in [17], [24], and [29], has the desirable feature that
A¥n — 0 as p — oo, for all finite N.

4.1. Exact equations for finite N. Since

N-1
Ho R,
(4.3) i’C,N(pv ¢) = Tor Z I;In Z Iyln
=0

ref ref

our scheme amounts to using the MAS currents I, with the so-called “traditional
fundamental solutions” In(Ry/dyer) (more on these below), while placing an extra
auxiliary current Iy = — Zé\:}l I, at the origin. Iy is not an independent source but
its value follows from the rest of the I,. Note that the total sum of all the auxiliary
currents (including I) is equal to zero, in compliance with the requirement that no
current flows on or in the cylinder.

We require A"y to satisfy the boundary COIldlthIl (3.3) at the N equispaced
collocation points (pcy1,27rp/N) where p = 0,. — 1. Using (3.1), (3.2), (4.2),
(4.3), and some algebra, we readily obtain the N X N system

N-—
(4.4) Bz pIZ D> p=07...,N—1,
£=0

,_.
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in which
2 2
*5) B, = Pcyl — PeylPaux COS % I
pgyl + pgux - ZPCylpaux cos %p
2 27p
Peyl — PeylPil COS =5~
(4.6) D, - 1t _

P2+ PR — 2Pcy1psit cOS T/

Note that B, and D,, are independent of dyef. The system (4.4)-(4.6) is symmetric
circulant, as defined in our Introduction, and is solved by means of the DFT in
Appendix B. Because the DFTs B("™) and D™ are uncomplicated, e.g.,

N N—m m
(paux ) (paux ) + (paux )
0 Peyl Pcyl Pcyl
BO = 22— pim = y =, m=1,...,N—1,
17 (paux> 17 (paux>
Pcyl Pcyl
Appendix B further obtains a solution that has an unusually simple form; compare,

for example, to the analogous solution in [14] (which pertains to the electrodynamics
case). The final formulas thus obtained are

(4.7)

N |

N—-1
(4.8) L= I1tme?mmiN g =0,1,...,N -1,

m=0

in which 7™ which is the DFT of the solution, is given by
N N
()" -()'
ptil Peyl
N N’
Paux ) |:1 _ (M) :l
Peyl pil
Doyt N—m Doyl m o N
(4 Feyl _ | Paux
(an) + (Pfil) :| [1 (pcy]) :|
) N—m ) m et N7?
() + (o) Hl‘ (%) }

Since 1™ = [(N=m) by (4.10), when N = odd we can write (4.8) as

(N2 2mml
(411)  L=10+42 Y 1™ cos N (=0L... . N-1 (N=odd),

m=1

in which all quantities are real. (A similar relation holds when N = even.) To
summarize, (4.8)—(4.11) give the exact MAS currents I, for any finite N. Using these
Iy and (4.1), we can find the associated MAS potential A3°y. We now discuss some
properties of Iy and A3’y for the case where NV is large.

4.2. Large-N behavior of MAS currents. This section assumes N = odd,
so that (4.11) applies. As N — oo, we can use (3.7), (4.9), and (4.10) to obtain the
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asymptotic relations

I ( peri N
4.12 7O~ = (£
( ) N paux ’
I A\ N-1
(4.13) NW~<WO, m=1,2,... ~——~
paux 2

where pei is the critical radius already defined in (3.6). We further define the impor-
tant dimensionless parameter ¢ as

(4.14) = Lot

Paux

Substitution into (4.11) and exact evaluation of the resulting sum yields

(N-1)/2

I | N . 2mml
@ﬁ)QNN;t+2;;twsN
I (—1)ZtN2+1(t—1)COS%Z—tQ—I—tCOSZTM

=N tN 42 , as N — oo.

2l
t2 — 2tcos L= + 1

Equation (4.15), which is a closed-form asymptotic expression for the MAS currents,
is better understood by simplifying its right-hand side. To do this we distinguish
three cases as follows.
e Case 1: Physical case paux > Peri
When ¢t < 1 0r peri < Paux, We neglect the term ¢V, as well as the first term
in the numerator (both these terms are exponentially small). Consequently,

2 270
2 —t +tcos%

416 I ~ 2 :
( ) ¢ Nt2—2tcos%r£+1

as N — o0 (paux > pcri)-

As N grows, the arc-length distance between the adjacent I, becomes smaller
and, when normalized to 27 p,ux /N, the discrete I converge to a continuous
z-directed surface current density K,(¢), where ¢ = 2n¢/N. This K,(¢) is
located at p = paux.

e Case 2: Unphysical/oscillating case paux < Peri
In stark contrast, when ¢ > 1 or paux < Peri, tV is the dominant term, and
we neglect the last two terms in the numerator. We thus obtain

N+1

I 21 (=1)t72 (t — 1) cos &£
4.17) I ~ =tVN4= N
( ) 1 N N t272tcos%e+1

, a8 N =00 (paux < Peri)-

In (4.17), the (—1)¢ means that the I, oscillate, very rapidly, about the mean
value (dominant term) +¢V, which is exponentially large in N. The 52
shows that the deviations from the mean are themselves exponentially large.
Such currents (however normalized) cannot converge to a continuous K,(¢).
For this reason, the case paux < peri is termed “unphysical” or “oscillating.”
e Case 3: Critical case paux = Peri
When ¢ = 1 or paux = peri, an evaluation of the right-hand side of (4.15)
(which is indeterminate when ¢ = 0 and equal to zero otherwise) yields Iy ~ I
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and, when ¢ #£ 0, I; — 0. The meaning of this large-N result is clear and was
to be expected, because the exact solution (3.5) coincides with a single term of

the sum in (4.1), namely the term with £ = 0 (this is true because paux = Peri

implies Ry = \/ P2+ P2 — 2pperi COS P ) Consequently, the aforementioned
large-N result amounts to

(4.18) Ay ~ A, as N — oo,

)

with only the ¢ = 0 term surviving in the limit.

4.3. Convergence of vector potential. Having shown (4.18) for Case 3, we
discuss the large-N behavior of A%y for Cases 1 and 2. Substitution of (4.2) into
(4.1) and use of the identity (2.7) gives

N-1 |m|
sc @ Paux im(¢p—2mwl/N)
(419) AZy(p.0 Mzn[z ()"
£=0 m=##0
" 1 p |m| N-1
_ Ho Z ( aux) pimeo ZI —i2rml/N
= e .
dm Zo M\ e =

In the last expression, the finite sum (over ¢) is N-periodic in m; since Iy = In_y,
this sum is also even in m. By the inverse-DFT relation in (2.8), the sum equals the
N-periodic and even quantity N1(™). We thus obtain the exact formula

m |m|

Ho NI( ) Paux ]
4.20 A =% s
( ) z,N(p7 gb) 47 |m| p € )

m#0

in which I®) does not appear. Note that the aforementioned periodicity (together
with the inequality paux < p) ensure rapid convergence of the series in (4.20) for
any finite N, even in Case 2: The product I(™ (pa./p)l™! is always bounded by a
constant times the exponentially decreasing function (paux/p)/™!.

As N — oo, the asymptotic formula (4.13) (for I(™)) holds for all m > 0 and,
upon replacing m by |m|, can be extended to all m # 0. Consequently, (4.20) yields

|m|
sc /”LOI 1 (pcri> imaeo
4.21 Sn(p ) ~ — — e"? as N — oo.
(4.21) N (p,9) > P

4 = |m|

The series converges because peri < pey1 < p, see (3.6), and can be evaluated (exactly)
with the aid of (2.7). The result is

! > i~ 2 cri
(4.22) < (p6) ~ —H0L VP2 P2 — 20Peri €08 ¢

as N — oo
z,N o 0 ) )

whose right-hand side coincides with the exact solution in (3.5), demonstrating that
(4.18) also holds in Cases 1 and 2. The salient point is that one obtains the true
potential A5 when paux < peri. This is peculiar, because the correct solution is
arrived at even in the unphysical case, in which the MAS currents diverge and oscillate
rapidly.

Having thus clarified the particularities of the “unphysical” case, let us stress
that some sort of anomalous behavior was to be expected, if only from the general
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considerations of our Introduction. The point (p,¢) = (peri,0) is a singularity of
the analytic continuation of the (exact) scattered potential to points interior to the
circle, i.e., to points (p,¢) with p < pcy1. The origin is another singularity. In this
simple problem, the singularity positions can be deduced a priori from (4.22), and are
consistent with the annulus of convergence of the Laurent series in (4.21).

4.4. Matrix condition number. We now briefly discuss the condition number
of the matrix in (4.4). For similar results, see [28] for the interior circular Laplace-
Neumann problem; [25, 26, 33] for the interior circular Laplace-Dirichlet problem; [27]
for a stability analysis for the circular/noncircular interior Laplace problem with a
mixed type of boundary conditions; [2] for the electrodynamic problem of scattering
from a PEC cylinder, and [1] for a similar problem with a dielectric cylinder.

The DFT B(™) of the first row of the circulant matrix in (4.4) is given in (4.7).
As N — oo, the smallest B(™ is B(O) ~ (paux/pcyl)N, while the largest is BM) ~
%paux /pey1. Since circulant matrices are normal, the B (m) coincide with the matrix
eigenvalues and singular values [9, 19], and the ratio B /B(®) is the 2-norm condition
number k:

1 N-1
(4.23) Ko~ (”yl) , as N — oo.

2 paux
In both cases, therefore (physical and unphysical), k is exponentially large in N. The
base (which, as expected, is independent of pg;) is seen to decrease with paux.

4.5. Insensitivity of vector potential. Since k is large, small errors (e.g., in
the calculation of the boundary data/incident vector potential, or in the potentials
generated by the auxiliary sources) will greatly affect the I,. Will these resulting
errors in I, affect the calculation of A3y (which we find from (4.1), and is the final
quantity of interest)? This is a separate issue (see, e.g., [8]) that seems to have been
first addressed quantitatively by Kitagawa in the 1991 paper [26] (in the context of
interior Laplace-Dirichlet problems, but much carries over to the present case). Since
errors are not our main focus—we rather focus on phenomena that would occur even
with perfect hardware and software—we limit ourselves to some qualitative remarks
for the unphysical/oscillating case (Case 2, paux < pai). We assume, of course, that
N is large.

As we already saw, the main contribution to the sum in (4.11) (for I, —I(®)) comes
from large values of m; hence the oscillations. By contrast, the main contribution to
the rapidly-converging, eract infinite series (4.20) (for A5°y) comes from small values

of |m|. This allows us to view the factor (paux/p)™! as a low-pass filter that blocks
the large-|m/| values of (™).

Let us now assume that the N x N system (4.4) is solved by a method that mostly
introduces errors in the large-|m| values of I (m) A similar hypothesis is further
discussed by Kitagawa in [26], where it is phrased in terms of the matrix singular
values B("™). In any case, the above assumption seems to be true for the standard
MATLAB solver that we used. Subject to our assumption, the aforementioned small
errors we started out with (which, due to the large x, appear as large errors in the
Iy) will be filtered out, and will not greatly affect the final result A¥n. We call
this phenomenon insensitivity. In fact, it is easily understood from (4.20) that more
insensitivity occurs for larger p, in which case the cutoff of the low-pass filter becomes
smaller.

Let us emphasize that insensitivity pertains to errors that arise from, e.g., round-
off, or transcendental-function computations, and that appear magnified in the I,



CONVERGENCE, OSCILLATIONS IN LAPLACE-NEUMANN PROBLEMS 11

because of the large . The unphysical oscillations of I, (Section 4.2) are definitely
not errors of this sort. In a sense, the two effects compete: Since large intermediate
results should in general be avoided [22], the existence of oscillations is a hindrance
to numerically obtaining the correct potential; by contrast, insensitivity helps.

5. Exterior circular problem: Traditional fundamental solutions. We
now employ MAS with the “traditional” or “logarithmic” fundamental solutions [17,
24, 29]. This means approximating the scattered vector potential by

N—-1

(5.1) N (p,6) = —52 > Ijln

£=0

Ry
dref ’

with the R, defined in (4.2). Once again, we require the I; to satisfy the boundary
condition (3.3) at (pey1, 2rp/N). It is apparent from (4.3) that I # I,. Following the
steps of Section 4.1, we obtain a new linear system of equations that reads

N-1
(5.2) > Bl I = p=0,...,N—1,
£=0
with
2 27p
Peyl — PeylPaux COS N
(5.3) B;, = a4 S = B, + 1.

ngl + paux - 2pcy1pauX COS -~

Thus the right-hand side D, remains the same, while the new circulant matrix is
obtained by adding 1 to all matrix elements. It follows from (2.8) that D'(™ = D(m)
for all m; and from (2.8), (2.9), and (4.7) that

1
)
Pcyl

These relations and (B.1) in turn imply

(5.4) BO=pBO 41— B =pm oy =12 ... N-1.

)

(5.5) rem —jgm gy =12...,N-1,
while, by (B.1), (B.3), and (5.4),
N N
Pcyl _ [ Paux
D(O) I < Ptil ) |:1 ( Peyl ) ]

NB/(0) N ) (M)N

Pil

(5.6) ' =

The MAS currents I are thus given by (4.8) or (4.11), but with I®) replaced by the
I'®) of (5.6). Accordingly, (4.15) is modified to

(5.7)

N N+1
I/ ~ i Pcyl + 2(71)et 2
N PAil

2 270
(t — 1) cos T — ¢2 4 t cos 2££
t2 — 2tcos 2 + 1

1, as N — oo,

with ¢ as in (4.14). The conclusions of Sections 4.2-4.4 are recast as follows.
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e Case 1: Physical case paux > Peri
When paux > peri, the asymptotic formula (4.16) remains the same. The
I}, when properly normalized, converge to (the same) surface current den-
sity K.(¢), which can now be regarded as a (continuous) source located at
P = paux and generating the scattered vector potential. Since the only re-
striction on paux IS Peri < Paux < Peyl, this source is certainly not unique.
We can further show that K,(¢) is the solution of an integral equation; we
do not dwell on this, because the pertinent discussions within the context of
electrodynamics [14] can easily be extended to the present case.

e Case 2: Unphysical/oscillating case paux < Peri
In the more interesting case paux < peri, we must neglect the exponentially
small term (pey1/ pe1) when simplifying (5.7). Accordingly, (4.17) is modi-
fied to

o (—1)“"3 (t — 1) cos uts

PEY)
N 12 —2tcos 5= +1

(5.8) I , a8 N =00 (paux < Peri)-

Consequently, the MAS currents I still exhibit exponentially large oscilla-
tions, but the mean is zero (previously, the mean was exponentially large).
There is no associated continuous K (¢), so these I; are unphysical in the
same sense as were the I,.

e Case 3: Critical case paux = Peri
Here, (5.7) leads to I) ~ I and, when ¢ # 0, I; ~ —I/N. This time, the
¢ =0 term in (5.1) accounts for the image at the critical point (peri, 0)—see
the exact solution (3.5)—while, for ¢ # 0, the normalized I; amount to a ¢-
independent surface-current density on the circle of radius paux = peri, Which
replaces the image at the origin.

e In all three cases, it remains true that one obtains the true potential, i.e.,

(5.9) f;'ﬁv ~ A, as N — oo.

This can be verified by going through the steps of subsection 4.3. In partic-
ular, we have found (a posteriori) that the boundary condition at infinity is
satisfied.

e As N — oo, the condition number «’ is large, but its order of magnitude
differs. This is because the smallest B(™ is B{N=1)/2) while the largest is
the B'(®) of (5.4)—this is O(1), while B(®) was exponentially small. Thus in
place of (4.23) we have

2
(5.10) K~ (”yl)
paux

While exponentially large, this " is much smaller than the x of (4.23).
As opposed to this second version of MAS, the first one had the advantage of a priori
satisfying the boundary condition at infinity, for any finite N. Despite this, it presents
the severe disadvantage of having a much larger matrix condition number. This affects
the calculation of the auxiliary currents (when one finds them by solving the N x N
system, something necessary for noncircular problems). Furthermore, the currents
of our first version oscillate about a mean value that is nonzero and large. This is
disadvantageous, because stable algorithms should normally avoid large intermediate
results [22].

=
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Fig. 2: Exterior circular problem with pey1/drer = 8, pit/drer = 10, paux/drer = 5.5,
and N = 81. (a) Divergence of MAS currents: Normalized MAS currents I;/I vs the
number £ of the auxiliary current. For symmetry reasons, the value of MAS current I
is repeated for £ = 81. Solid line: solution of the MAS system (4.4); dots: asymptotic
formula (4.17). (b) Convergence of MAS potential: Normalized total vector potential
ALY /(pol) vs normalized observation distance p/peyi, for ¢ = 45°. Solid line: MAS
solution; dots: exact solution.

6. Exterior Circular Problem: Numerical results. Apart from some im-
portant numerical issues to be discussed in subsection 7.1, all theoretical predictions
of the last two sections were verified numerically. In this section, we only illustrate
some findings pertaining to Case 2, that is, when paux < peri- Figure 2 assumes
N = 81, pey1/dres = 8, and pgi/dres = 10. The corresponding value of the critical
radius is peri/dres = 6.4 and we take paux/drer = 5.5. In the left figure, we have
obtained a continuous curve by connecting the I,-values by straight lines. The said
values were obtained by employing bounded fundamental solutions and solving the
N x N MAS system (4.4) using the standard MATLAB solver. At least for the chosen
parameters (more on this in subsection 7.1), we obtain identical results (at the scale
of the figure) using the DFT solution (4.8)—(4.11). The dots are corresponding results
obtained from the asymptotic formula (4.17). There is very good agreement between
the exact and asymptotic Iy, and we can clearly recognize the unphysical oscillations
about the large mean value predicted asymptotically in subsection 4.2. The right
figure shows the total MAS potential obtained by substituting the oscillating I, into
(4.1) (and adding the incident potential). This coincides, at the scale of the figure,
with the exact total potential (3.5). Thus MAS gives the correct potential despite the
unphysical oscillations.

For brevity, we show no results pertaining to traditional fundamental solutions.
But, as predicted theoretically, there arises only one essential difference with Figure 2,
namely the mean value of the oscillations, which is now close to zero.

7. Extensions. We have discussed several aspects of the application of MAS to
exterior circular Laplace-Neumann problems. We now extend our results in a number
of different directions.
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7.1. Purely numerical effects; the use of overdetermined systems. FEr-
rors due to roundoff can in principle be alleviated by longer computer wordlengths.
As we already discussed, the unphysical oscillations analyzed herein have nothing to
do with roundoff; the existence of an asympotic formula predicting the oscillating
values (see the left Figure 2) suffices to confirm this observation, which is also sup-
ported by the agreement—already mentioned in section 6—between the two methods
of obtaining the I; (namely, DFT and direct solution of the N x N system). For
the parameters in Figure 2, this agreement is not implausible, because the condition
number is not prohibitively large: (4.23) gives x = 5 - 1012 (the MATLAB routine
cond gives the same k).

While modern computers can deal with systems having such condition numbers, x
rapidly increases with V. For example, if we increase the N of Figure 2 to N = 101,
we have x ~ 10'%, and the two methods of obtaining I, no longer give the same
results: DFT gives Io/I = 4 - 10, while directly solving (4.4) gives Io/I = 1-10%.
Now, roundoff (which was negligible in Figure 2) becomes important (at least in the
calculation of Iy, recall the insensitivity of subsection 4.5).

The MAS-related literature (see for example [8, 11]) often uses overdetermined
systems. In our case, such schemes amount to enforcing the boundary condition (3.3)
at M collocation points (pey1,2mp/M) (p =0,...,M — 1 and M > N) and solving
the resulting overdetermined M x N system (for I;) in the least-squares sense. We
experimented with such schemes, and found no significant improvement as far as the
oscillations in the unphysical case are concerned.

Let us return to square (N x N) systems. For sufficiently large N (or sufficiently
small paux), we found that the I, obtained by solving the system no longer agree
with the asymptotic formula (4.17). This means that solution behavior is clouded by
roundoff: the true behavior (which would be obtained in a hypothetical computer with
infinite wordlength) is, somewhat paradoxically, better predicted by the asymptotic
formula. In other words, the effects caused by the large condition numbers are purely
numerical; so are the mitigating effects due to insensitivity. These two effects depend
on computer wordlength and the system solver and, more generally, on the specific
software and hardware one uses.

7.2. A noncircular problem. In practice, MAS is applied to noncircular prob-
lems [35, 10]. To demonstrate that our main findings carry over to noncircular shapes,
we consider an elliptic cylinder of infinite permeability (as in Figure 1, but with the
circular cylinder replaced by an elliptic one). This problem presents the advantage of
having a particularly simple exact solution; it is found in Appendix C using separation
of variables in conjunction with the integral J in (2.1) and (2.2).

The ellipse’s major (minor) axis lies along the a- (y-) axis and has length 2a (2b).
The current filament [ is again located at (p, ¢) = (ps1, 0) with pa > a. The Neumann
boundary condition on the surface of the ellipse is

0AF _  0AYC

(7.1) on  on

where 9/0n is the normal derivative; an expression for the latter can be readily
obtained by using the polar equation of the ellipse p = b/(1 —h?cos? ¢)'/2, -1 < ¢ <
7, where h = (1 — b?/a?)'/? is the eccentricity.

We choose the MAS currents I to lie on a confocal elliptic auxiliary surface with
major and minor axes 2a,ux and 2b,,yx, respectively (@aux < @ and baux < b). The
confocal property allows for both the physical and the auxiliary surface to be readily
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Fig. 3: Exterior elliptic problem with a/diet = 6, b/dret = 3, pa1/dret = 7.5,
Aaux/dret = 5.2222, baux/dret = 0.5205, and N = 80. (a) Divergence of MAS cur-
rents: Normalized MAS currents I;/I vs the number ¢ of the auxiliary current. For
symmetry reasons, the value of MAS current I is repeated for £ = 80. (b) Conver-
gence of MAS potential: Normalized total vector potential AQ“}\t, (01) vs normalized

observation distance p/b, for ¢ = 90°. Solid line: MAS solution; dots: exact solution.

described in the same elliptic coordinate system. In this context, the currents I, are
uniformly distributed upon the auxiliary surface with respect to the elliptic angular
coordinate 0, i.e., at ny = 207¢/N ({ = 0,...,N — 1). Then, the polar coordinates
(pe, d¢) of Iy can be straightforwardly obtained and, depending on the fundamental
solution we employ, the MAS scattered potential is given by either (4.1) or (5.1), with

(7.2) Ry = \/02 + pi — 2ppe cos(p — ¢u).

Similarly, the N collocation points are uniformly placed upon the surface of the
elliptic cylinder with respect to n, i.e., at n, = 2ap/N (p =0,...,N — 1), and their
polar coordinates (pp,#p) can be obtained. Then, (7.1) is enforced at (p,,¢,) and
we finally arrive at a N x N system of linear equations for the determination of I,.
Unlike the circular case, now the system is not circulant and cannot be solved with
DFTs.

We show numerical results in Figure 3, where the line source I is located at
psi1/dret = 7.5 and illuminates an elliptic cylinder with a/dyes = 6 and b/des = 3.
The auxiliary surface is a confocal ellipse with aaux/drer = 5.2222 and baux/dret =
0.5205. MAS is employed with the logarithmic fundamental solutions of section 5 (and
therefore the notation A, and I is used instead of A, and I;). The left figure shows
I;/I. We see that the currents diverge, exhibiting the familiar oscillation pattern
with maximum oscillations observed near ¢ = 0. The right figure shows the plot of
the total MAS potential. The values corresponding to the solid line are obtained by
means of (3.1), (5.1), and (7.2), using the oscillating I; of the left figure.

Values of the aforementioned exact solution (of Appendix C) are also shown with
dots. At the scale of the figure, there is perfect agreement despite the oscillations.
Similar observations hold if MAS is employed with the bounded fundamental solutions
In(R;/p): Again, diverging MAS currents yield the correct vector potential, although
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Fig. 4: Geometry of the interior circular problem. Indicative positions of MAS cur-
rents and collocation points are depicted.

the oscillations of Iy now exhibit more unusual patterns.

Needless to say, whenever oscillations were observed, the auxiliary surface did not
enclose the singularities of the scattered potential. These singularities can be easily
determined from the (exterior) solution found in Appendix C, which has an obvious
analytic continuation to the interior.

7.3. Interior circular problem (cavity problem). Now consider the circular
“cavity” problem of Figure 4, in which a line current I is located at (p, $) = (ps1,0)
inside a nonmagnetic (= o) cylinder of radius pey1, with the surrounding medium
having infinite permeability (1 = 00). As in section 3, no current can flow at p > pey1.
However, the properties of H and B now differ. In the surrounding medium, with
1 = oo, H must be finite and so B = pH becomes infinite. In order for the tangential
components of H and the normal components of B to be continuous across the surface
of the cylinder p = pey1 (boundary conditions), the field lines of H (and B) should be
tangential at p = pcy1 + 0, but not at p = pcy1 — 0. In the interior, where p = pg, the
direction of the field lines is not normal to the surface of the cylinder (as in the exterior
circular problem), but is such that the aforementioned boundary conditions be valid
there [21, 36]. The component Hy of H equals I/(27p) for p > pey1 [36]. Therefore
the total interior potential satisfies A" /0p = —pol /(27 pey1) at p = peyr — 0.

Once again, we formulate our problem in terms of the scattered potential A3°.
Thus A$° satisfies Laplace’s equation in the interior, together with the Neumann
boundary condition

QAT AP ol

7.3 —
(7:3) dp Op  2Tpeyl

, at p=pey1 — 0,

where A¢ is given by (3.1) and (3.2) (but now, ps < pey1). By Amperé’s circuital
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law, fﬂ:pcyho H™e - dl =TI, so that
2m i
aAlnC /,[,OI )
10 () resdo =0 s =0
4 0 Op 27 pey1 ) y

meaning that the Neumann boundary data (i.e., the right-hand side of (7.3)) satisfies
the self-consistency condition. For an independent verification of (7.4), evaluate its
left-hand-side integral using (3.1), (3.2), and the bottom integral (2.3).

The (non-unique) solution to our boundary-value problem can be found using
elementary methods to be

I 2 = 2 cri
(7.5) A (p,¢) = Ao — /;L In VPRt pc“p PP COqu)
a cri

p S prl;

where Ag is an arbitrary constant, i.e., Ay is independent of the observation coordi-
nates p and ¢. In (7.5), peri is defined as before, but note that the various distances
now satisfy

(76) pa1 < Pcyl < Paux; Pcyl < Peri = pCYI-
Pl

Our purpose is to extend our previous analysis (of the exterior problem) and,
especially, our previous investigation of the unphysical case. To this end, we apply a
MAS scheme that is a straightforward analogue of the method in section 5 (i.e., use
traditional fundamental solutions; there seems to be no analogue to the method of
section 4, because the In(R;/p) are singular at p = 0). We thus place N auxiliary
sources Iy at (p, ¢) = (paux, 27¢/N) (£ =0,1,..., N) write

N-1 \/ P? + Paux — 2pPaux COS (¢ - %’2)
sc Ho
(77) z,N(pv ¢) = _27 Z I@ In d . )

P < Peyl;

and determine the I, by enforcing (7.3) at (p,¢) = (pey1,27p/N) (p = 0,1,...,N).
The resulting circulant N x N system, in which d,ef and Ag do not appear, can be
solved just as in section 5. The final result is given by (4.8) or (4.11), where now

N N
L (=) {1 ~(e) }
Pcyl Paux

(7.8) 700 — |
") |- ()]

7.9 I { 55;11 (,ffyll)m} [1_ (m)N] B -

(7.9) N[ pcyl (/%yl)nl/:||:1_(pﬁl>]\[}7 m=1,...,N —1.

p“"‘ Paus Pey1

n (7.7), apply the identity (2.7) together with the definition (2.8) of the DFT to
obtain the exact relation

(7.10) Ay (p,d) = — LI NTO 1 Lo 4 1O K7 NI ¢ p N
. z,N P 2T dref 47 0 |m| Daux € 3 P = Pcyl,
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Fig. 5: Interior circular problem with peyi/dret = 5, prit/dret = 4, and paux/drer = 6.5.
Divergence of MAS potential: Normalized scattered vector potential A3y /(uol) (as
calculated from (7.7)) vs normalized observation distance p/pcy1, for ¢ = 60°. Blue
solid line: N = 59; red dashed line: N = 60; green dash-dotted line: N = 61.

in which the I(™) are the N-periodic and even (in m) extensions of the 1™ in (7.9)
(this renders the series in (7.10) convergent). The following large-N formulas are
simple consequences of (7.8) and (7.9),

I aux N
(7.11) I(O)~<p ) , m=0, as N — oo,
Pcri
I ( panc )™ N-1
(7.12) 1™ ~ N(pa) , om=EL 2.t as N o
Pecri

In (7.12), we used |m/| in the exponent so as to extend to negative m. We obtain a
large-N formula for the second term in (7.10) (i.e., the series) by replacing ™) with
the asymptotic expression in (7.12); the resulting series, which is independent of p,ux,
can be summed with the aid of (2.7):

m [m| |m|
po ~—~ NI [ p ime _ Mol 1/ p im
1 ~
(7.13) 47 Z | ‘ 47 Z |m| \ peri ‘

m#£0 Paux m=£0

_ _#ol | VP PR — 2ppericos §
27 Peri

, as N — oo.

By (7.11), the first term in (7.10) is exponentially small when paux < peri, but
exponentially large when p,ux > peri- We are led to the following conclusions.
e (Case 1: Physical case paux < Peri
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When paux < peri, the normalized I, converge to a surface current density
K.(¢), just as in the interior problem. Furthermore (because the first term
in (7.10) converges to zero as N — c0), A5y converges to a true solution of
the problem, specifically to the right-hand side of (7.5) with Ay = 0.
e Case 2: Unphysical/oscillating case paux > Peri

Here, the I, cannot converge to a surface current density; rather, their asymp-
totic behavior is given by (4.17), but with ¢t = paux/peri > 1. Furthermore—
with an exception to be discussed below—A%’y diverges as N — oo. The
“divergent part”—i.e., the first term in (7.10)—is exponentially large in N,
and independent of p and ¢, but is dependent on paux.

For Case 2, it is worth stressing that the mean value of the oscillating I, is
large, as in the exterior problem with the bounded fundamental solutions, even if
we used the traditional ones here. Yet what is really new is the divergence of the
potential, something not encountered in any of the two schemes we applied to the
exterior problem. We illustrate this divergence in Figure 5, where it is seen that three
successive values of N give potentials that (due to the change of the first term in
(7.10)) differ by a p-independent constant.

In Case 2, choosing paux = dyret has the desirable consequence of rendering the di-
vergent part to be zero; this is the exceptional case we previously alluded to. It seems,
however, that this case is only of theoretical interest because there is no straightfor-
ward way of extending the choice p,ux = dref to noncircular problems.

It is perhaps more interesting that the divergent part is independent of the obser-
vation point (p, ¢): If it is H that is finally desired, and if we calculate H numerically
from A$°y, then all sufficiently large values of NV will give the same H. (As large in-
termediate results should in general be avoided [22], this is true with the proviso that
A%y does not become too large.) Thus in Case 2, the first term in (7.10) somewhat
resembles a nonzero Ag in the exact solution (7.5); but (since it is exponentially large)
the said term does not converge to an Ay.

These findings render the MAS behavior of the present (interior circular Laplace-
Neumann) problem distinctly different from that of the electrodynamics problems we
have studied [14, 16, 17, 35, 18].

8. Conclusions and future work. Previous works [14, 16, 17, 35, 18] have
shown that it is possible for the final MAS solution to converge to the correct one
despite the divergence and unphysical oscillations of an intermediate result, namely
the MAS currents. Here, we extended these findings to the case of Laplace-Neumann
problems. As in the previous works, the normalized MAS currents diverge and oscil-
late whenever the analytic continuation of the scattered potential presents a singular-
ity between the auxiliary surface and the 2D boundary; in the circular problems, the
oscillations are well-predicted by asymptotic formulas ((4.17) and (5.8)) and would
therefore occur even with perfect hardware and software; these oscillations must be
distinguished from effects (subsection 7.1) that are purely numerical in nature and
depend on the hardware/software implementation.

The present analysis (for the Laplace-Neumann case) has certain particularities
that do not pertain to the corresponding time-harmonic cases: The exact and as-
ymptotic formulas are generally simpler, so that conclusions arise in a clearer way.
We treated the exterior circular problem by two different methods and found note-
worthy differences between the two arising unphysical/oscillating cases (in one of the
two, the currents oscillate about a large mean value, whereas the mean is zero in the
corresponding time-harmonic problems). The interior circular magnetostatic prob-
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lem, which is known to require a different Neumann formulation from the exterior
one (compare (3.3) to (7.3)), gave rise to a “divergent” vector potential (in the sense
explained in subsection 7.3; no such divergence seems to occur in the corresponding
time-harmonic problems). Finally, to extend our findings to noncircular problems, we
chose an elliptic boundary, for which we developed a particularly simple closed-form
solution (Appendix C), whose singularities can be deduced a priori.

The “insensitivity” of subsection 4.5 was observed numerically. In fact, the nu-
merical results suggest that the present (Laplace-Neumann) problem exhibits more
insensitivity than certain time-harmonic problems we have studied [14, 16, 17, 35, 18].
For now, we make no attempt to state this empirical observation in a more precise
manner, but we do plan to study it in the future. Such a study should consider in-
sensitivity concurrently with the often overlooked phenomenon of oscillations (which,
as we saw in subsection 4.5, can be thought of as a competing effect). We also plan
to study more carefully the manner in which the two combined phenomena affect the
MFS solutions of noncircular problems.

Appendix A. Evaluation of the integral J(m,z,y). In this appendix we
start from (2.1) and prove (2.2). It is convenient to define

(A.1) T=Va2 2 - 1.
The inequalities in (2.1) give

(A.2) 0<7 <.
The definitions (2.1) and (A.1) yield

(A.3) 7 / (1 —zcosf —irsinb) c'osz(mQ) 0.
—x (I —=xcosf)?+ 7m2sin"0

(The additional term —i7 sin 8, which is odd in 8, does not contribute to the integral.)
Therefore

(A4) J= / i cos(m6)

< l—xcosf+irsing

Set z = €% to express J as a contour integral,

. 2241
(A.5) J=i szl_l (@ 1) — 22 + (@ +7)]

dz.

Aslong as y # 1, (A.1) implies that « # 7 and that the discriminant of the quadratic
in (A.5) equals 4y%. Thus

ZQm dz
}{z—l 2M(z —z1)(2 — 22)dz i szm 2z = 21)(2 = 22)

where the two roots z; and 2z, are given by

7

(A6) J=

xr—T

¥y z+7
zr—71 1+y’

(A.7) Z1,2 =

in which the last expression followed from (A.1). By (A.2), the inequalities in (2.1),
and the assumption y # 1, the roots are positive, unequal, and lie outside the unit
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circle. Consequently the first integral in (A.6) vanishes, whereas the integrand of the
second has one singularity within the unit circle, namely a pole of order m at z = 0.
The residue there can be found by means of the series

oo

(A8) 1 — 1 Z (Zl—n—l - 22—n—1) Lmm

2z —2z1)(z—22) 23— 21

n=0

Application of the residue formula and re-introduction of 7 from (A.1) then yields
(2.2). By analytic continuation, (2.2) is also valid for the excluded case y = 1.

Appendix B. Circular problems: Solution of circulant systems. In this
appendix, we show (4.7)—(4.10). As discussed in our Introduction, we first apply the
DFT to the symmetric circulant system (4.4). We obtain

D(m)
NB(m)'

(B.1) m =

where B(™ = BWN=m) is the DFT of B, (i.e., the first row of the system-matrix
of (4.4)), D™ = DW=m) i the DFT of the right-hand side vector of (4.4), and
I(m) = [(N=m) s the DFT of the solution I, where the DFTs are defined according
to (2.8). We now substitute (4.6) into the equation defining D™ and apply the
identity (2.5) with p1 = pcy1 and pa = par1 (see (3.7)) to obtain

N—-1 2 27p
D(m) _ [ 7 pcyl — PcylPfil COS N ] efiQTFmp/N

2 2 27p
Pyt T P — 2Pey1pri COS Ty

_ _Iprl ]f o 1 Z <pcyl> |n|6i27rnp/N e—i27rmp/N
N = 2pey1 g0 N Phl

I o Pey |gN+m|
B.2 S Peyl . with g #£0if m =0,
(B.2) 5 > (%) 0+

g=—00

in which the last step followed by interchanging the order of summation and applying
the identity (2.9). With the aid of the geometric series we then obtain

(5" () )
0 Pril m Pfil Pril
DO — —= Dim) — 3 <
1— (M) 1— (u)
Pril pfil
Similarly, starting from (2.8) and (4.5), we use (2.6) (with p1 = pcy1 and p2 = paux—
see (3.7)) and (2.9) to obtain

(B.3)

, m=1,....,N—1,

(o9}

N+m
(B.4) pm =1 > poue ) " with ¢ # 0 if m =0
- 2 pcyl ) q )

q=—00

from which (4.7) follows. Equations (4.8)—(4.10) then follow from (2.8), (B.1), (B.3),
and (4.7).

Appendix C. Exact solution for elliptic cylinder. Here, we outline the
derivation of the exact solution to the 2D problem of an elliptic cylinder of infinite
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permeability, illuminated by a line-current source I. The cross section of the cylinder
is an ellipse with major and minor axes 2a and 2b, respectively. The current I is
located at (z,y) = (pa1,0). The problem is solved subject to the Neumann boundary
condition for the total vector potential at the surface of the cylinder. We employ the
separation of variables in elliptic coordinates to obtain the solution in a particularly
simple form.

The 2D elliptic coordinates (£, n) are connected to the Cartesian coordinates (z, )
by means of the transformation

(C.1) x = ccosh&cosn, vy = csinh&sinn,

where £ > 0, —m < n < 7, and c is a parameter that determines the focal points of
the elliptic coordinate system. In the latter, the surfaces of constant £ are confocal
ellipses, while the surfaces of constant 7 are branches of confocal hyperbolas; in both
cases the focal distance is 2c.

In elliptic coordinates, the surface of the elliptic cylinder is described by & = &,
where & is determined by either cosh &, = a/c or sinh & = b/c, with ¢ = (a? — b?)1/2
half the focal distance. The respective coordinates of the current filament are (§,7n) =
(&a1,0), where cosh &g = pai/c. For € > & and (£,m) # (&a1,0), ASC satisfies the 2D
Laplace equation. In accordance with (3.3), the Neumann boundary condition is

104 1 9Arc

(©2) he 06— he O€

) at §:£0+0

where he = c(cosh2 ¢ — cos?n)/? is the appropriate scale factor. Expression (3.1) for
AP is written in elliptic coordinates as

ol \/(c cosh € cos ) — pg1)? + ¢ sinh? £ sin? g
BT
2w . drcf ’

(C.3) AP n) =

and we can easily verify that the Neumann boundary data (i.e., the right-hand side of
(C.2)) satisfies the self-consistency condition: Indeed, the related integral is reduced
to (2.1) with m = 0, = pg/a, and y = b/a, and through (2.2) turns out to vanish.

Because the Laplace equation is separable in elliptic coordinates, the solution for
A3° can be written in the form of the series

o0

sc N’OI —-m :

(C.4) A¥(&,n) = o Z e ms [Cy, cos(mn) + Dy, sin(mn)],
m=1

which satisfies the condition A3° — 0 as & - co. C), and D,,, are unknown expansion

coefficients. To determine them, substitute (C.3) and (C.4) into (C.2) and make use

of the orthogonality of the trigonometric functions cos(mn) and sin(mn). We find

méo b
(C.5) Cpp = & J(m,pﬁl,), D=0, m=1,2,....

mm a a a

where J(m, z,y) is the convergent integral defined in (2.1). Using (C.5) in conjunction
with (2.2) and some algebra, we can see that

e~ M _ gm(280—&n1)

(C.6) O = -
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If we define
(C.7) wy = 6250*&;1*5’ wy = e*iﬁl*i’

then (C.4) becomes the convergent-series solution

(C.8) A€, n) = _ ol [ - Z % cos(mn) + Z u:éncos(rrm)]7 & > &,
m m=1

2w =

which somewhat resembles the series solution found in [34]. Finally, use of the follow-
ing corollary of (2.7),

(C.9) g £ cos(mn) = —In\/1 —2wcosn+w?, 0<w<1l, —-m<n<m,
m
m=1

pol . 1 —2w;cosn+ w?

Nl AS° = .
(C.10) =(&m) 4 1 — 2wy cosn + w3
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