arXiv:1702.00154v3 [math.AP] 24 Oct 2017

ON AN INVERSE BOUNDARY PROBLEM ARISING IN BRAIN IMAGING

YOUJUN DENG, HONGYU LIU, AND GUNTHER UHLMANN

Abstract. We consider the inverse problem of recovering both an unknown electric current and the surrounding electromagnetic parameters of a medium from boundary measurements. This inverse problem arises in brain imaging. We show that under generic conditions one can recover both the source and the electromagnetic parameters if these are piecewise constant and the current source is invariant in a fixed direction or a harmonic function.

Keywords: Maxwell system, inverse boundary problem, identifiability and uniqueness, electroencephalography and magnetoencephalography 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35Q60, 31B10, 35R30, 78A40

1. Introduction

1.1. Mathematical setup. We consider the electromagnetic (EM) phenomenon due to an electric source located inside an inhomogeneous medium. Let B be a bounded simply connected open set in R^3 with a C^{1,1}-smooth boundary ∂B. Throughout we let x = (x_j )^3_{j=1} ∈ R^3 denote the space variable and t denote the time variable. Let J (x, t) : R^3 ×R_+ → R^3 be a causal function such that J (x, t) = 0 for (x, t) ∈ R^3 \B × R_+ . It models an electric current source supported inside B. We characterize the EM medium by the electric permittivity ϵ(x), magnetic permeability μ(x) and electric conductivity σ(x). ϵ(x) and μ(x) are positive scalar functions that are bounded below and above, and σ(x) is a nonnegative scalar function that is bounded above, such that ϵ(x) = ϵ_0, μ(x) = μ_0 and σ(x) = 0 for x ∈ R^3 \B, where ϵ_0 and μ_0 are positive constants. ϵ_0 and μ_0 signify the EM parameters of the homogeneous background space R^3 \B. Let E and H be both R^3 -valued functions, which respectively model the electric and magnetic fields generated by the source current J . We have the following Maxwell system, −ϵ(x)∂_tE(x, t) + ∇ × H(x, t) = J (x, t) + σ(x)E(x, t), μ(x)∂_tH(x, t) + ∇ × H(x, t) = 0 (x, t) ∈ R^3 × R_+ ,

E(x, 0) = H(x, 0) = 0, x ∈ R^3 ,.

(1.1)

Associated with (1.1), we define a boundary measurement operator Π_{J ,ϵ,μ,σ}(x, t) = (E, H)(x, t)|_{(x,t)∈∂B×R+} , (1.2) where (E, H) is the pair of solutions to (1.1). In this article, we are concerned with an inverse problem of simultaneously recovering J , ϵ, μ and σ by knowledge of Π_{J ,ϵ,μ,σ}, namely Π_{J ,ϵ,μ,σ}(x, t) → (B; J , ϵ, μ, σ). (1.3) 1

For the aforementioned inverse boundary problem, we aim to establish sufficient conditions for the following unique recovery result holding true

Π_{J1,ϵ1,μ1,σ1} = Π_{J2,ϵ2,μ2,σ2} ⇔ (J_1, ϵ_1, μ_1, σ_1) = (J_2, ϵ_2, μ_2, σ_2), (1.4)

where (J_1, ϵ_1, μ_1, σ_1) and (J_2, ϵ_2, μ_2, σ_2) are two sets of admissible EM configurations.

1.2. Background and motivation. In the physical setting, (B; ϵ, μ, σ) denotes an inhomogeneous EM medium that is embedded in a homogeneous background space (R^3 \B; ϵ_0, μ_0). J signifies an electric current density that is located inside the body (B; ϵ, μ, σ). The presence of the source J generates the EM fields E and H that propagate (nondestructively) outside the body B. The inverse problem (1.3) is concerned with the inference of the knowledge of the interior of the body B, which is a natural wave probing approach that has been widely adopted in many applications.

For the inverse problem (1.3) described above, if one assumes that the medium (B; ϵ, μ, σ) is known, but J is unknown, then the problem is usually referred to as an inverse source problem; see [5, 12] and the references therein for relevant discussions. This inverse source problem is of particular significance to electroencephalography (EEG) and magnetoencephalography (MEG) (cf. [7, 8]), which are two important brain imaging methods. It is known that brain activity induces EM fields and the measurement of the induced EM fields can be used to understand the brain processes, which is actually modelled as the inverse source problem associated with (1.3). We are aware of some recovery results in the literature associated with EEG and MEG [1, 10, 11]. However, these articles deal with the recovery of the source term, corresponding to the neuronal current inside the brain, without considering the simultaneous recovery of the source and the surrounding medium. The inverse source problem is linear. If one assumes that J is known, but the medium (B; ϵ, μ, σ) is unknown, then the corresponding inverse problem (1.3) is usually referred to as an inverse medium problem (cf. [9, 12, 18, 19, 23–25]). We would like to remark that the inverse medium problems considered in the literature are usually active in the sense that the measurement data are generated by sending EM fields from outside of the body and then by measuring the EM responses from outside of the body as well. In this paper, we consider the inverse problem (1.3) by assuming that both the source J and the surrounding medium (B; ϵ, μ, σ) are unknown. It is easily verified that the proposed inverse problem is nonlinear. To our best knowledge, the inverse problem is new to the literature and the corresponding study becomes radically more challenging. According to our earlier discussion, it would be of practical interest in EEG and MEG if one intends to infer knowledge on both the brain activity and the brain tissue and then study their correlations by exterior EM measurements. In the current article, we shall be mainly concerned with the theoretical identifiability results, namely (1.4). That is, given the measurement data set Π_{J ,ϵ,μ,σ}, we aim to establish sufficient conditions for J and (B; ϵ, μ, σ) such that both of them can be identified. Generically speaking, if the medium parameters are piecewise constants and the source current is invariant along any given fixed direction, then under generic conditions all of them can be recovered. To our best knowledge these identifiability results are new to the literature.

Another practical scenario that is related to our proposed study is the thermoacoustic and photoacoustic tomography [16, 20–22], where one intends to infer knowledge of an inside body by exterior acoustic wave measurement that is generated by an internal source. In particular, in a recent article [16], the simultaneous recovery of an internal source and the sound speed of the surrounding medium in thermoacoustic and photoacoustic tomography was considered, where the governing PDE is the scalar wave equation. For the proposed inverse problem (1.3) associated with the Maxwell system (1.1), one would encounter more complicated analysis and technical difficulties in establishing the corresponding identifiability results than those in [16].

1.3. Some remarks. Before beginning with the mathematical study, several general remarks are in order. The major findings in this paper are contained in Theorems 3.1 and 3.2. Generically speaking, if the source term J (x, t) = J(x)δ(t) with J invariant along any given direction or a harmonic function, and the medium (B; ϵ, μ, σ) possesses material parameters being piecewise-constant, then one can recover both the source and the medium. It is remarked that our simultaneous recovery results may not be exclusive, and the unique recovery might hold for other scenarios. The main mathematical arguments to establish the recovery result are first to reduce the Maxwell system (1.1) from the time regime to the frequency regime by Fourier transform and then to derive integral representations of the electric and magnetic fields, respectively. Next by performing asymptotic analysis in the low frequency regime, we can derive certain integral identities involving the source function and the material parameters, which are coupled together. By inverting those integral identities using harmonic analysis techniques, we obtain the desired unique recovery results.

In Section 2, we present some results concerning the forward Maxwell system (1.1), especially the integral representations and the asymptotic expansions of the solutions with respect to the frequency ω. Section 3 is devoted to the unique recovery results.

2. Auxiliary results on the forward Maxwell system

In order to provide a functional analysis framework for the investigation of (1.3) associated with (1.1), we first introduce some Sobolev spaces (cf. [15, 17]). We often use the spaces

H_{loc}(curl; X) = {U|_D ∈ H(curl; D); D is any bounded subdomain of X} and H(curl; D) = {U ∈ (L^2(D))^3; ∇ × U ∈ (L^2(D))^3}.

We also define the following spaces

H_{loc}(div; X) = {U|_D ∈ H(div; D); D is any bounded subdomain of X} and H(div; D) = {U ∈ (L^2(D))^3; ∇ · U ∈ (L^2(D))^3}.

Furthermore, for β ∈ L^∞(D), we denote by H(div(β·); D) the function space

H(div(β·); D) = {U|_D ∈ (L^2(D))^3; ∇ · (βU) ∈ (L^2(D))^3}

In the sequel, we assume that

J (x, t) = J(x)δ(t), (2.1)

with J ∈ H_0(div; B), where H_0(div; B) stands for the set of all functions that are in H(div; B) and compactly supported in B. We define similarly for space H_0(curl; B).

In (2.1), δ signifies the delta distribution. It is also assumed that ϵ, μ and σ belong to L^∞(R^3 ). It is recalled that

ϵ = ϵ_0, μ = μ_0, J = 0 and σ = 0 in R^3 \ B. (2.2)

We refer to [13,14] for the well-posedness of the forward Maxwell system (2.4), and in particular the unique existence of a pair of solutions (E, H) ∈ C(R^0_+ , H_{loc}(curl, R^3 ))^2.

2.1. The reduced Maxwell system. We shall make use of the method of Fourier transform to reduce the Maxwell system (1.1) from the time-domain to the frequencydomain. To that end, we introduce the following temporal Fourier transform F_t : L^2(R_+ )^3 → L^2(R_+ )^3,

J(ω) = F_t(J ) := 1 2π ∫_∞ 0 J (t)e^{iωt} dt, J , ω ∈ R_+ . (2.3) Throughout, for the Maxwell system (1.1), we assume that the temporal Fourier transforms exist of E, ∂_tE, H and ∂_tH. Indeed, we note that in (1.1), if σ is not identically vanishing, the Maxwell system retains a damping term, and hence the corresponding EM fields decays exponentially as time t goes to infinity; see [14] for the relevant study. However, all of our subsequent results hold as long as the aforementioned Fourier transforms exist. Hence, in order to appeal for a more general study, we only require the existence of the corresponding Fourier transforms. Moreover, we always assume that the EM fields to (1.1) are outward radiating, and this can be fulfilled by requiring a certain causality condition on the EM configuration (B; J , ϵ, μ, σ) (cf. [14]). However, we shall not explore this point in the current article, and from a physical point of view, this is generically reasonable.

Next, by applying the temporal Fourier transform to (1.1) and setting

E(x; ω) = F_t(E(x, t)), H(x; ω) = F_t(H(x, t)),

we have the following reduced time-harmonic Maxwell system { ∇ × E − iωμH = 0 in R^3 , ∇ × H + iω(ϵ + i^σ_ω )E = J in R^3 , (2.4)

subject to the Silver-Müller radiation condition: lim ‖x‖→∞ ‖x‖ ( H × x̂ − E ) = 0, (2.5)

where x̂ = x/‖x‖ for x ∈ R^3 \{0}. The Silver-Müller radiation condition characterizes the outgoing nature of the EM waves (cf. [9, 14, 17]). In what follows, if E and H satisfy (2.5), they are referred to as radiating fields.

We refer to [15] for the unique existence of solutions E, H ∈ H_{loc}(curl; R^3 ) to the Maxwell system (2.4). It is readily seen that E ∈ H_{loc}(curl; R^3 ) ∩ H(div(ϵ·); R^3 ) and H ∈ H_{loc}(curl; R^3 ) ∩ H(div(μ·); R^3 ).

With the above preparations, the inverse problem (1.3) can be reformulated in the frequency-domain associated with the reduced Maxwell system (2.4) as Π_{J,ϵ,μ,σ}(x, ω) → (B; J, ϵ, μ, σ). (2.6) where Π_{J,ϵ,μ,σ}(x, ω) = (E, H)(x; ω)|_{(x,ω)∈∂B×R+} . (2.7)

We would like to point out that as part of our results on the inverse problem (2.6), if μ is known, then it is sufficient to make use of the measurements of the electric field E. Similarly, if ϵ is known, then it is enough to make use of the measurements of the magnetic field H; see our main recovery results in Theorem 3.1. Furthermore, in all cases, we shall actually only make use of the frequency ω in a neighborhood of the zero frequency.

2.2. Integral representations. In this subsection, for the subsequent use, we present the integral representations of the electric field E and magnetic field H to the Maxwell system (2.4). Our discussion follows the general treatment in [17].

Define k_0 := ω √ ϵ_0μ_0 to be the wave number. Let Γ_{k0} be the outgoing fundamental solution to the PDO −(Δ + k^2_0), that is given by

Γ_{k0} (x) = e^{ik0‖x‖} 4π‖x‖ . (2.8)

For any bounded domain B ⊂ R^3 , we denote by V^{k0}_B : L^2_{loc}(B)^3 → L^2_{loc}(B)^3 the volume potential operator defined by

V^{k0}_B [Φ](x) := ∫ B Γ_{k0} (x − y)Φ(y)dy. (2.9)

We also denote by S^{k0}_B : H^{−1/2}(∂B) → H^1(R^3 \∂B) the single layer potential operator given by

S^{k0}_B [ϕ](x) := ∫ ∂B Γ_{k0} (x − y)ϕ(y)ds_y, x ∈ R^3 \ ∂B, (2.10)

and the double layer potential D^{k0}_B : H^{1/2}(∂B) → H^1(R^3 \ ∂B) given by

D^0_B[φ](x) := ∫ ∂B ∂ ∂ν_y Γ_0(x − y)φ(y)ds_y, x ∈ R^3 \ ∂B,

and K^{k0}_B : H^{1/2}(∂B) → H^{1/2}(∂B) the Neumann-Poincaré operator

K^{k0}_B [ϕ](x) := p.v. ∫ ∂B ∂Γ_{k0} (x − y) ∂ν_y ϕ(y)ds_y, (2.11)

where p.v. stands for the Cauchy principle value. In (2.11) and also in what follows, ν signifies the exterior unit normal vector to the boundary of the domain concerned. It is known that the single layer potential operator S^{k0}_B and the double layer potential operator D^{k0}_B satisfy the trace formulae ∂ ∂ν S^{k0}_B [ϕ] | | |_± = (∓ 1 2 I + (K^{k0}_B )^∗)[ϕ] on ∂B,

D^0_B[φ](x) | | |_± = (± 1 2 I + K^{k0}_B )[φ] on ∂B,

(2.12)

where (K^{k0}_B )^∗ is the adjoint operator of K^{k0}_B with respect to the L^2 inner product.

Define a 6 × 6 matrix operator G as follows,

G(x) = ( (k^2_0I_3 + ∇^2)Γ_{k0} (x) iωμ_0∇ × (Γ_{k0} (x)I_3) −iωϵ_0∇ × (Γ_{k0} (x)I_3) (k^2_0 I_3 + ∇^2)Γ_{k0} (x) ) , (2.13) where I_n is the n × n identity matrix. Then the solution to (2.4) and (2.5) can be represented by ( E H ) = ∫ R^3

G(· − y) ( γ̃(y)E(y) + i/(ωϵ_0)J(y) μ̃(y)H(y) ) dy, (2.14)

where and also in what follows, γ̃ := (ϵ + iσ/ω − ϵ_0)/ϵ_0 and μ̃ := (μ − μ_0)/μ_0. (2.15) It can be readily seen from (2.14) that E(x) = O(‖x‖^{−1}), H(x) = O(‖x‖^{−1}) as ‖x‖ → +∞. One can rewrite (2.14) as

E =(k^2_0 I_3 + D^2) ∫ R^3

Γ_{k0} (x − y)(γ̃E + i/(ωϵ_0)J)(y)dy + iωμ_0∇ × ∫ R^3

Γ_{k0} (x − y)μ̃(y)H(y)dy, H = − iωϵ_0∇ × ∫ R^3

Γ_{k0} (x − y)(γ̃E + i/(ωϵ_0)J)(y)dy

+ (k^2_0I_3 + D^2) ∫ R^3

Γ_{k0} (x − y)μ̃(y)H(y)dy.

(2.16)

By virtue of (2.16), along with straightforward calculations, one can further show that ( ωE H ) = M^{k0}_B ( γ̃ωE μ̃H ) + ( i/ϵ_0(k^2_0I_3 + D^2)V^{k0}_B [J] ∇ × V^{k0}_B [J] ) in R^3 , (2.17)

where the operator M^{k0}_B is defined by

M^{k0}_B := ( (k^2_0I_3 + D^2)V^{k0}_B iω^2μ_0∇ × V^{k0}_B −iϵ_0∇ × V^{k0}_B (k^2_0I_3 + D^2)V^{k0}_B ) . (2.18)

We mention that the notation D^2V^{k0}_B appearing in (2.16), (2.17) and (2.18) stands for ∇(∇ · V^{k0}_B ), and we shall also make use of such a notation in the subsequent analysis.

2.3. Asymptotic expansions. By using the integral representation (2.17), we next derive the asymptotic expansions of E and H as ω → +0. To that end, we first derive an important lemma. In the following, if k_0 = 0, we formally set Γ_{k0} introduced in (2.8) to be Γ_0 = 1/(4π‖x‖), and the other integral operators introduced in the previous subsection can also be formally defined when k_0 = 0.

Lemma 2.1. The operator D^2V^0_B is semi-negative definite which maps GH_0(div; B) to H^1(B)^3, where GH_0(div; B) is defined by GH_0(div; B) := {Φ ∈ H_0(div; B); ∇ × Φ = 0} . (2.19) Furthermore, the only possible eigenvalue of D^2V^0_B in H_0(div; B) is −1 and the corresponding eigenfunction Φ is in H^1(B)^3 verifying D^2V^0_B[Φ] = −Φ, ∇ · Φ ≠ 0 and ∇ × Φ = 0. (2.20) If Φ ∈ H_0(div; B) and ∇ · Φ = 0 then D^2V^0_B [Φ] = 0. (2.21)

Proof. Let Φ ∈ H_0(div; B). Using the identity ∂Γ_{k0} (x − y)/∂x_i = −∂Γ_{k0} (x − y)/∂y_i and integration by parts, one has

D^2V^0_B [Φ](x) = ∇∇ · ∫ B Γ_0(x − y)Φ(y)dy =∇ ∫ B Γ_0(x − y)(∇ · Φ)(y)dy = ∇V^0_B [∇ · Φ].

(2.22)

By the fact that V^0_B maps L^2(B) to H^2(B) (cf. [9]), one easily sees that D^2V^0_B [Φ] ∈ H^1(B)^3. If Φ ∈ H_0(div; B) and ∇ · Φ = 0 then by using (2.22), one can prove (2.21).

Next for Φ ∈ GH_0(div; B) and ∇ · Φ ≠ 0, by integration by parts, one can show

⟨D^2V^0_B [Φ], Φ⟩ = ∫ B D^2V^0_B [Φ] · Φ = ∫ B (∇ × ∇ × V^0_B[Φ] − Φ) · Φ = ∫ B (∇ × V^0_B [Φ]) · (∇ × Φ) − ∫ B Φ · Φ = − ∫ B ‖Φ‖^2 ≤ 0,

which shows that D^2V^0_B is semi-negative definite on GH_0(div; B).

Finally, suppose that λ ≠ 0 is a possible eigenvalue of D^2V^0_B in H_0(div; B). We have D^2V^0_B [Φ] = λΦ, Φ ∈ H_0(div; B), which implies that Φ is also in H_0(curl; B). By taking respectively curl and divergence of both sides of the above equation, one obtains 0 = λ∇ × Φ, −∇ · Φ = λ∇ · Φ, which proves (2.20).

The proof is complete. □ We proceed with the asymptotic analysis as ω → +0.

Proposition 2.1. From (2.17), one can show that A^{k0}_B ( ωE H ) = ( i/ϵ_0(k^2_0 I_3 + D^2)V^{k0}_B [J] ∇ × V^{k0}_B [J] ) in R^3 , (2.23)

where A^{k0}_B is defined by A^{k0}_B := I_6 − M^{k0}_B ( γ̃ 0 0 μ̃ ) . (2.24)

For ω ∈ R_+ sufficiently small, we have the following asymptotic expansions of A^{k0}_B with respect to ω, A^{k0}_B = I_6 − M^0_B ( γ̃ 0 0 μ̃ ) + ω^2R^{k0}_B , (2.25)

where M^0_B is defined by

M^0_B := ( D^2V^0_B 0 −iϵ_0∇ × V^0_B D^2V^0_B ) , (2.26)

and R^{k0}_B is a remainder term which is a bounded operator on H^2_{loc}(R^3 )^3 × H^2_{loc}(R^3 )^3.

Proof. The proposition can be proved by straightforward calculations using (2.17) and (2.18). □

In what follows, we introduce the following Sobolev space for s ∈ R and |s| ≤ 1/2,

H^s_0 (∂B) = {u ∈ H^s(∂B); ∫ ∂B u ds = 0}. (2.27)

Similarly we define L^2_0(∂B) to be the space of functions in L^2 and has zero average on the boundary. For ε ∈ L^∞(B) and ε > α_0 ∈ R_+ , we define

Λ_ε : H^{−1/2}_0 (∂B) → H^{1/2}_0 (∂B) to be the Neumann-to-Dirichlet map such that Λ_ε[ε∂u/∂ν|_{∂B} ] = u|_{∂B}, where u ∈ H^1(B) is the solution to

∇ · ε∇u = 0 in B and ∫ ∂B u ds = 0. It is remarked that Λ_ε is invertible. Define N_ε(x, y) to be the Neumann function that satisfies ∇ · ε∇N_ε(·, y) = −δ_y(·) in B, ν · ε∇N_ε(·, y) | |_{∂B} = − 1 |∂B| , ∫ ∂B N_ε(x, y) ds_x = 0 for y ∈ B.

(2.28)

We shall also need the following assumption on the permittivity ϵ and conductivity σ. Assumption 1. Assume that (ϵ, σ) satisfies one of the following two conditions:

(i) σ = cϵ in B, where c ≥ 0 is a constant;

(ii) ϵ and σ are piecewise constants in R^3 in the following sense. Set Σ_0 := B and assume that Σ_j , j = 1, 2, . . . , N, are Lipschitz subdomains of Σ_0 such that Σ_j ⋐ Σ_{j−1} and Σ_{j−1}\Σ_j is connected for 1 ≤ j ≤ N. Set ϵ^{(0)} = ϵ_0, σ^{(0)} = 0 and let ϵ^{(j)} and σ^{(j)} be constants for j = 1, 2, . . . , N + 1. The medium parameters are given as follows,

ϵ = ϵ^{(0)}χ(R^3 \Σ_0) + N∑ j=1 ϵ^{(j)}χ(Σ_{j−1}\Σ_j ) + ϵ^{(N+1)}χ(Σ_N ),

σ = σ^{(0)}χ(R^3 \Σ_0) + N∑ j=1 σ^{(j)}χ(Σ_{j−1}\Σ_j ) + σ^{(N+1)}χ(Σ_N ).

(2.29)

In (2.29) and also in what follows, χ denotes the characteristic function.

With the above preparations, we next show the following important lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let ϵ, μ and σ be those described in Section 1.1. Suppose further that σ and ϵ satisfy Assumption 1. Then there exists ω_0 ∈ R_+ such that for any ω ≤ ω_0, (2.17) is uniquely solvable for (E, H) ∈ H_{loc}(curl; R^3 ) × H_{loc}(curl; R^3 ) and radiating at infinity. More specifically, ( ωE H ) = (A^0_B)^{−1} ( i/ϵ_0D^2V^0_B[J] ∇ × V^0_B [J] ) + O(ω^2) in B, (2.30) where (A^0_B)^{−1} is given by

(A^0_B)^{−1} = ( (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)^{−1} 0 −iϵ_0(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_Bγ̃(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)^{−1} (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1} ) . (2.31)

Proof. By direct computations, we first have the following asymptotic expansion for (2.23) (see (2.47) in what follows for the higher order expansion), A^{k0}_B = A^0_B + O(ω^2), (2.32) where A^0_B stands for A^{k0}_B with k_0 formally replaced by 0. In view of (2.23) and (2.32), it suffices to show that A^0_B is invertible and its inverse is given by (2.31). By (2.25), A^0_B can be represented by

A^0_B = I_6 − M^0_B ( γ̃ 0 0 μ̃ ) . First, we consider the following equation (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)[ωE] = i/ϵ_0D^2V^0_B [J] in R^3 (2.33) with E radiating at infinity. One has E ∈ H_{loc}(curl; R^3 ) and satisfies ∇ × E = 0, ∇ · ((1 + γ̃)ωE) = i/ϵ_0χ(B)∇ · J in R^3 .

Hence, there exists u ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^3 ) such that E = ∇u and ∇ · ((1 + γ̃)∇u) = iω^{−1}ϵ^{−1}_0 χ(B)∇ · J in R^3 , (2.34) where u is radiating at infinity.

By the condition (i) in Assumption 1 that σ = cϵ, one has 1 + γ̃ = (1 + ci/ω)ϵϵ^{−1}_0 or equivalently, ∇ · (ϵ∇u) = c_1(ω)χ(B)∇ · J in R^3 , (2.35) where c_1(ω) := i(ω + ci)^{−1} and u is radiating at infinity. It is readily seen that the existence and uniqueness of a solution to (2.33) in H_{loc}(curl; R^3 ) is equivalent to the existence and uniqueness of a solution to (2.35) in H^1_{loc}(R^3 ). The uniqueness of the solution to (2.35) is known. In fact, it is equivalent to showing the unique trivial solution of the following equation ∇ · ϵ∇u = 0 in B, Δu = 0 in R^3 \ B, ∂u ∂ν | |_+ = ϵ ∂u ∂ν | |_− on ∂B, u|_+ = u|_− on ∂B, u(x) = O(‖x‖^{−1}) as ‖x‖ → ∞, which can be found in, e.g., [4]. For the existence of a solution to (2.35), we seek the solution in the following form

u(x) =

∫ ∂B N_ϵ(x, y)ψ(y)ds_y

−c_1(ω) ∫ B N_ϵ(x, y)(∇ · J)(y)dy + C, x ∈ B,

S^0_B [ϕ](x), x ∈ R^3 \ B,

(2.36) where (ϕ, ψ) ∈ H^{−1/2}(∂B) × H^{−1/2}_0 (∂B) and C is a constant that satisfies C = 1 |∂B| ∫ ∂B S^0_B [ϕ](x)ds_x.

By using the transmission conditions, which are implied in (2.35) and (2.36), ϕ and ψ satisfy the following system of integral equations on ∂B,

−S^0_B [ϕ] + 1 |∂B| ∫ ∂B S^0_B [ϕ] + Λ_ϵ[ψ] = c_1(ω) ∫ B N_ϵ(·, y)(∇ · J)(y)dy, −( 1 2 I + (K^0_B)^∗)[ϕ] + ψ = 0.

(2.37)

The unique solvability of (2.37) in H^{−1/2}(∂B)×H^{−1/2}_0 (∂B) can be found in [3], noting that ∫ B N_ϵ(·, y)(∇ · J)(y)dy is in H^{1/2}_0 (∂B). We have proved the unique solvability of (2.35), which in turn implies the unique solvability of (2.33).

We proceed to consider the other case that (ϵ, σ) fulfils (ii) in Assumption 1, namely, ϵ and σ are of the form specified in (2.29). Let u = u^R + iu^I , where u^R and u^I represent the real and imaginary parts of u, respectively. Then (2.34) can be expanded to the following equations ϵ^{(j)}Δu^R − σ^{(j)}ω^{−1}Δu^I = 0, in Σ_{j−1} \ Σ_j , ϵ^{(j)}Δu^I + σ^{(j)}ω^{−1}Δu^R = ω^{−1}∇ · J, in Σ_{j−1} \ Σ_j , ϵ^{(N+1)}Δu^R − σ^{(N+1)}ω^{−1}Δu^I = 0, in Σ_N , ϵ^{(N+1)}Δu^I + σ^{(N+1)}ω^{−1}Δu^R = ω^{−1}∇ · J. in Σ_N ,

(2.38)

where j = 1, 2, . . . , N. By (2.38), one can then obtain that

Δu = (_N ∑ j=1 c_j χ(Σ_{j−1}\Σ_j ) + c_{N+1}χ(Σ_N ) ) ∇ · J (2.39)

holds in R^3 , where

c_j (ω) = σ^{(j)} + iϵ^{(j)}ω (ϵ^{(j)})^2ω^2 + (σ^{(j)})^2 , j = 1, 2, . . . , N + 1. Therefore, by (2.39) and the fact that u is radiating at infinity, it is straightforward to show that (2.39) has a unique solution.

Next, we consider the following equation (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)[H] = ∇ × V^0_B[J] in R^3 (2.40) where H is radiating at infinity, then one has H ∈ H_{loc}(curl; R^3 ) and ∇ × (H − ∇ × V^0_B [J]) = 0, ∇ · ((1 + μ̃)H) = 0, in R^3 .

Noting that 1 + μ̃ = μ, there exists u ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^3 ) such that H = ∇u + ∇ × V^0_B[J] and ∇ · μ∇u = −∇ · (μ∇ × V^0_B [J]) in R^3 . (2.41) Since ∇ · (μ∇ × V^0_B [J]) = 0 in R^3 \ B, one can prove similarly that (2.41) has a unique solution, and thus (2.40) has a unique solution.

Now we consider the following more general case. Suppose M ∈ H_{loc}(curl; R^3 ) ∩ H_{loc}(div; R^3 ) and ε ∈ L^∞(R^3 ) and ε = 0 in R^3 \ B. Let F be in H_{loc}(curl; R^3 ) ∩ H(div((1 + ε)·); R^3 ) and radiating at ininity. We prove that the following equation is uniquely solvable (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bε)[F] = M. (2.42) In fact, by taking curl and divergence of both sides of (2.42), respectively, one has ∇ × (F − M) = 0, ∇ · (1 + ε)F = ∇ · M. (2.43) Then by (2.43) there exists u ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^3 ) such that F − M = ∇u and ∇ · (1 + ε)∇u = −∇ · (εM), (2.44) and u radiating at infinity. Noting that ∇ · (εM) = 0 in R^3 \ B, one can prove the unique solvability of (2.44) by using exactly the same method as that for (2.35) and (2.41).

To sum up, we can solve (2.23) as follows. From the first equation in (2.23) one can uniquely obtain ωE = i/ϵ_0(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)^{−1}D^2V^0_B [J] + O(ω^2), then by using the second equation, that is, (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)[H] = −iϵ_0∇ × V^0_B [γ̃ωE] + ∇ × V^0_B [J] + O(ω^2), one can uniquely obtain that

H = −iϵ_0(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [γ̃ωE] + (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [J] + O(ω^2). Using the above facts, one can directly verify that (A^0_B)^{−1} is given in (2.31). Finally, (2.30) can be shown by straightforward asymptotic expansion with respect to ω.

The proof is complete. □ In (2.30), we only derived the leading-order expansion of [ωE, H]. In some cases in what follows, we shall also need the higher-order expansion of [ωE, H]. Next, we present the corresponding high-order expansions. Since the proof is completely similar to that of Lemma 2.2, we only sketch it. Suppose that ω is sufficiently small and x ∈ B, then there holds the following expansion for M^{k0}_B in (2.18), M^{k0}_B = M^0_B + k^2_0M_{B,1} + O(ω^3), (2.45) where M^0_B is defined in (2.26) and M_{B,1} is defined by

M_{B,1} := ( V^0_B + D^2L_B i/ϵ_0∇ × V^0_B −iϵ_0∇ × L_B V^0_B + D^2L_B ) , with L_B given by L_B[Φ] := − 1 4π ∫ B ‖x − y‖Φ(y)dy. (2.46)

Then by definition (2.24) we have the following expansion for A^{k0}_B , A^{k0}_B = A^0_B − k^2_0M_{B,1}Υ + O(ω^3), (2.47) where Υ is defined by Υ := ( γ̃ 0 0 μ̃ ) , (2.48) and A^0_B := I_6 − M^0_BΥ.

With the above computations, we obtain

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that ϵ, μ and σ are as in Lemma 2.2, and in particular note that ϵ and σ satisfy Assumption 1. Then there exists ω_0 ∈ R_+ such that for ω ≤ ω_0, the solution to (2.4) and (2.5) admits the following asymptotic expansion in B, ( ωE H ) =(A^0_B)^{−1} ( i/ϵ_0D^2V^0_B[J] ∇ × V^0_B [J] ) + k^2_0(A^0_B)^{−1} ( i/ϵ_0(V^0_B + D^2L_B)[J] ∇ × L_B[J] )

+ k^2_0 (A^0_B)^{−1}M_{B,1}Υ(A^0_B)^{−1} ( i/ϵ_0D^2V^0_B [J] ∇ × V^0_B [J] ) + O(ω^3). (2.49)

Corollary 2.2. Suppose that ϵ, μ and σ are those in Theorem 2.1, and particularly ϵ and σ satisfy Assumption 1. Then there exists ω_0 ∈ R_+ such that for ω ≤ ω_0, the solution to (2.4) and (2.5) admits the following asymptotic expansions in B

ωE = i/ϵ_0(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)^{−1}D^2V^0_B [J] + O(ω^2), (2.50) and H = −iωϵ_0(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [E] + (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [J] + O(ω^2). (2.51)

Furthermore, if ∇ · J = 0, then we have the following asymptotic expansions in B,

E =iωμ_0(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_Bμ̃(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [J]

+ iωμ_0(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)^{−1}V^0_B[J] + O(ω^2), (2.52) and H =(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [J] + ω(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [γ̃E]

+ k^2_0 (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1} ( ∇ × L^0_B + V^0_Bμ̃(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B ) [J] + O(ω^3).

(2.53)

Proof. By using (2.15), (2.31) and (2.49) one can readily show that (2.50) and (2.51) hold in B. If ∇ · J = 0, then J ∈ H_0(div; B) and by (2.21), one obtains D^2V^0_B[J] = 0 and D^2L_B[J] = 0. By using the higher order expansion in (2.49), one can show that (2.52) and (2.53) hold in B.

The proof is complete. □

Remark 2.1. We shall make use of the four asymptotic expansions contained in Corollary 2.2 to recover the source J and the material parameters ϵ and μ as they are contained in the coefficients of the expansions. It is noted that those coefficients satisfy certain integral identities, and the unknowns are coupled together in those identities. We would also like to point out that one cannot have ∇ · J = 0 and ∇ × J = 0 hold simultaneously. Indeed, noting that J is compactly supported in B, and if both ∇ · J = 0 and ∇ × J = 0, then one must have that J ≡ 0 by integrating by parts. Using this observation, together with the fact that ∇ × V^0_B[J] = V^0_B[∇ × J], we can then assume that the leading-order term in (2.53) is not vanishing.

3. Unique recovery results for the inverse problem In this section, we present the main unique recovery results for the inverse problem (2.6), which are contained in Theorems 3.1 and 3.2. To that end, we first derive three critical auxiliary lemmas.

Henceforth, for a bounded domain Ω and a distribution ψ, we use ψ|^+_{∂Ω} and ψ|^−_{∂Ω}, respectively, to signify the traces of ψ on ∂Ω when one approaches ∂Ω from outside and inside of Ω. The first auxiliary result is given as follows.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that ϵ, μ and σ are similar to those described in Theorem 2.1, and particularly σ = cϵ in B with c ≥ 0 a constant. Also, suppose that J ∈ H_0(div; B), which satisfies (2.2). If ∇ · J ≠ 0, then for ω ∈ R_+ sufficiently small, E can be represented by E = ∇(u_1 + u_2) + O(ω) in B, where u_1 and u_2 satisfy

u_1 = ∫ ∂B N_ϵ(·, y)(ν · ϵE | |^−_{∂B})(y)ds_y in B

−S^0_B Λ^{−1}_1 (Λ_1 − Λ_ϵ)[ν · ϵE |_− ∂B ] + C_1 in R^3 \ B,

u_2 = c_1(ω) ∫ B N_ϵ(·, y)(∇ · J)(y)dy in B

c_1(ω)S^0_BΛ^{−1}_1 [ ∫ B N_ϵ(·, y)(∇ · J)(y)dy ] + C_2 in R^3 \ B,

(3.1)

with C_1 and C_2 two constants, respectively, given by

C_1 = 1 |∂B| ∫ ∂B S^0_B Λ^{−1}_1 (Λ_1 − Λ_ϵ)[ν · ϵE |_− ∂B](y)ds_y, and C_2 = − c_1(ω) |∂B| ∫ ∂B S^0_B Λ^{−1}_1 [ ∫ B N_ϵ(·, y)(∇ · J)(y)dy ] (x)ds_x,

and c_1(ω) = iϵ^{−1}_0 (ω + ci)^{−1}. If ∇ · J = 0 then H can be represented as (I_3 + D^2V^0_B )[H] = −μ^{−1}_0 ∇S^0_B [(ν · μH)|^−_{∂B}] + V^0_B [∇ × J] + O(ω^2) in B. (3.2) Proof. Recall from (2.50) that E ∈ H(curl; B) and satisfies (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)[ωE] = iϵ^{−1}_0 D^2V^0_B [J] + O(ω^2) in B. (3.3) By taking curl of both sides of (3.3), one readily has that ∇ × E = O(ω). (3.4) Noting J ∈ H_0(div; B), one also has from taking div of both sides of (3.3) that ∇ · (1 + γ̃)E = −iω^{−1}ϵ^{−1}_0 ∇ · J + O(ω). (3.5) Let u be the solution to ∇ · (ϵ∇u) = −c_1(ω)∇ · J in B Δu = 0 in R^3 \ B ∂u ∂ν | |_+ = ϵ ∂u ∂ν | |_− on ∂B u|_+ = u|_− on ∂B u(x) = O(‖x‖^{−1}) as ‖x‖ → ∞ , (3.6) where c_1(ω) = iϵ^{−1}_0 (ω + ci)^{−1}. Noting that σ = cϵ in B, and by combining (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6), we thus have E = ∇u + O(ω). The solution u to (3.6) can be written as u = u_1 + u_2 (see, e.g. [3]), where

u_1(x) = ∫ ∂B N_ϵ(x, y)(ν · ϵE|^−_{∂B} )(y)ds_y, x ∈ B −S^0_B Λ^{−1}_1 (Λ_1 − Λ_ϵ)[ν · ϵE|^−_{∂B} ](x) + C_1, x ∈ R^3 \ B

, (3.7) and u_2 = c_1(ω) ∫ B N_ϵ(x, y)(∇ · J)(y)dy, x ∈ B

c_1(ω)S^0_BΛ^{−1}_1 [ ∫ B N_ϵ(·, y)(∇ · J)(y)dy ] (x) + C_2, x ∈ R^3 \ B

, (3.8)

with C_1 and C_2 two constants, respectively, given by C_1 = 1 |∂B| ∫ ∂B S^0_B Λ^{−1}_{ϵ0} (Λ_{ϵ0} − Λ_ϵ)[ν · ϵE | |^{−1}_{∂B}](y)ds_y, and C_2 = − c_1(ω) |∂B| ∫ ∂B S^0_B Λ^{−1}_{ϵ0} [ ∫ B N_ϵ(·, y)(∇ · J)(y)dy ] (x)ds_x.

Therefore, (3.1) is proved.

Next, if ∇ · J = 0, then by (2.53) and noting that ∇ × V^0_B [γ̃E] = V^0_B [γ̃∇ × E] = O(ω^2), we have (I_3 + D^2V^0_B )[H] = D^2V^0_B[(1 + μ̃)H] + ∇ × V^0_B[J] + O(ω^2). (3.9) It can be readily verified that ∇ · (1 + μ̃)H = O(ω^2). (3.10) Noting that 1 + μ̃ = μ/μ_0, by (3.9), (3.10) and integration by parts, we obtain (I_3 + D^2V^0_B )[H] = − μ^{−1}_0 ∇ ∫ B ∇_yΓ_0(· − y) · (μH)(y)ds_y + V^0_B [∇ × J] + O(ω^2)

= − μ^{−1}_0 ∇ ∫ B ∇_y · (Γ_0(· − y)(μH)(y))ds_y + V^0_B[∇ × J] + O(ω^2) = − μ^{−1}_0 ∇S^0_B [(ν · μH)|^−_{∂B}] + V^0_B [∇ × J] + O(ω^2).

The proof is complete. □ Next we present the second auxiliary result.

Lemma 3.2. Let N_ε(x, y) be defined in (2.28), and suppose that ε is a given positive constant in B. Then there holds the following identity, ( − I 2 + K^0_B )[ ∫ B N_ε(· − y)(∇ · J)(y)dy ] (x) =ε^{−1} ∫ B Γ_0(x − y)(∇ · J)(y)dy, x ∈ ∂B.

(3.11)

Proof. For any g ∈ L^2(∂B), we let u be defined by

u(y) := ∫ ∂B ( − I 2 + K^0_B ) [N_ε(·, y)](x)g(x)ds_x, y ∈ B.

Then we conclude

u(y) := ∫ ∂B N_ε(x, y) ( − I 2 + (K^0_B )^∗ ) [g](x)ds_x, y ∈ B. Noticing that ε is a constant, we have Δu = 0 and ν · ∇u = ε^{−1} ( − I 2 + (K^0_B)^∗ ) [g], ∫ ∂B u = 0, on ∂B. It is easily seen that u can also be represented by the formula

u = ε^{−1}S^0_B [g] − ε^{−1} ∫ ∂B S^0_B [g](x)ds_x.

By using that ∫ B ∇ · J = 0 we thus have ∫ B ∫ ∂B ( − I 2 + K^0_B ) [N_ε(·, y)](x)g(x)ds_x(∇ · J)(y)dy =ε^{−1} ∫ B S^0_B [g](y)(∇ · J)(y)dy.

Finally, by interchanging the order of integrations and using the fact that g ∈ L^2(∂B) is arbitrary, we readily have (3.11).

The proof is complete. □ Remark 3.1. It is remarked that Lemma 3.2 is adapted and modified from Lemma 2.28 in [4]. Here for the sake of convenience to the readers and self-containedness of the paper, we present its proof.

Next we introduce two definitions.

Definition 3.1. We call a harmonic function u in B a Herglotz harmonic function with ξ ∈ C^3 if u(x) = αe^{ix·ξ} + β, x ∈ B, (3.12) where ξ ≠ 0, ξ · ξ = 0 and α, β ∈ C are two constants.

Definition 3.2. We call a function Φ ∈ H^1(B) admissible, if one of the following two conditions is fulfilled:

(i) Φ(x) = h(x) for x ∈ B, and h is a harmonic function in R^3 ; (ii) There exists a unit vector d ∈ S^2 such that d · ∇Φ = 0. The following lemma shall also be needed.

Lemma 3.3. Let (E, H) be the solution to (2.4) and (2.5). Suppose that (ϵ, μ, σ) and J ∈ H_0(div; B) satisfy (2.2) and ∇ · J = 0. Suppose further that ϵ and σ are piecewise constants in B which satisfy (2.29) in Assumption 1. Then there holds the following transmission condition,

ν · (ϵ^{(j)} + iσ^{(j)}/ω)E|_+ = ν · (ϵ^{(j+1)} + iσ^{(j+1)}/ω)E|_− on ∂Σ_j , (3.13) for j = 0, 1, . . . , N. Moreover, there also holds ν · μ_0H|_+ = ν · μH|_− on ∂B. (3.14)

Proof. We only prove (3.13), and (3.14) can be proved by using similar arguments. By taking the divergence of both sides of the second equation in (2.4) and noting that ∇ · J = 0 by the assumption, we have

∇ · (ϵ + iσ/ω)E = ∇ · J = 0 in R^3 . (3.15)

By taking the inner product of both sides of the second equation in (2.4) with the gradient of a test function ψ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^3 ), and integrating both sides over R^3 , there holds ∫

R^3 (∇ × H) · ∇ψ = −iω ∫ R^3 (ϵ + iσ/ω)E · ∇ψ + ∫ R^3

J · ∇ψ. (3.16)

By using the vector calculus identity and Green’s formula, the LHS of (3.16) can be rewritten ∫

R^3 (∇ × H) · ∇ψ = ∫ R^3

∇ · (H × ∇ψ) = 0. (3.17)

Using (3.15) and Green’s formula, the RHS of (3.16) implies − iω ∫ R^3 (ϵ + iσ/ω)E · ∇ψ + ∫ R^3 J · ∇ψ = − iω ∫ R^3 \Σ_j (ϵ + iσ/ω)E · ∇ψ − iω ∫ Σ_j (ϵ + iσ/ω)E · ∇ψ =iω ∫ ∂Σ_j ν · (ϵ + iσ/ω)E | | |_+ψ − iω ∫ ∂Σ_j ν · (ϵ + iσ/ω)E | | |_−ψ. (3.18)

Substituting (3.17) and (3.18) into (3.16), we have ∫ ∂Σ_j ν · (ϵ + iσ/ω)E | | + ψ = ∫ ∂Σ_j ν · (ϵ + iσ/ω)E | | − ψ. (3.19)

Finally, since ψ is arbitrary, we thus have (3.13), which completes the proof. □

We are ready to present the first main theorem that contains the results on the simultaneous recovery of ϵ, μ, σ and J from the knowledge of Π_{ϵ,μ,σ,J}.

Theorem 3.1. Let (ϵ_1, μ_1, σ_1, J_1) and (ϵ_2, μ_2, σ_2, J_2) be two sets of EM configurations. Suppose ϵ_j > 0, μ_j > 0, J_j ∈ H_0(div; B) which verify (2.2). Suppose further that ϵ_j , μ_j and σ_j are constants in B. Let (E_1, H_1) and (E_2, H_2) be the corresponding solutions to (2.4) and (2.5), associated with (ϵ_1, μ_1, σ_1, J_1) and (ϵ_2, μ_2, σ_2, J_2), respectively. If

Π_{ϵ1,μ1,σ1,J1} (x, ω) = Π_{ϵ2,μ2,σ2,J2} (x, ω), (x, ω) ∈ ∂B × (0, ω_0), (3.20)

where ω_0 is any given positive constant, then we have the following results:

(i) Set Φ := ∇ · (J_1 − J_2). If ∇ · J_j ≠ 0 and

ν · E_j|_{∂B} ≠ 0, ν · H_j|^+_{∂B} + ν · H_j|^+_{∂B} ω^{−1} ≠ 0 as ω → +0, (3.21)

j = 1, 2, and γ_1 = γ_2, then Φ = 0 if Φ satisfies the admissibility condition in Definition 3.2. Furthermore, if ∇ × J_1 = ∇ × J_2 = 0, then J_1 = J_2 and μ_1 = μ_2.

(ii) If ∇ · J_j = 0, and S^0_B [ν · H_j|^−_{∂B}] are Herglotz harmonic functions with ξ_j, j = 1, 2 and ν · E_j |^+_{∂B}ω^{−1} ≠ 0 as ω → +0, (3.22) j = 1, 2, then we have that J_1 = J_2, μ_1 = μ_2, σ_1 = σ_2 and ϵ_1 = ϵ_2 provided Φ := ξ · (∇ × (J_1 − J_2)), where ξ · ξ_1 = ξ · ξ_2 = 0, satisfies the admissibility condition in Definition 3.2.

Proof. We first prove case (i). Since ϵ_j , j = 1, 2 are constants in B, and ∇ · J_j ≠ 0, j = 1, 2, by using (3.20), or ν · ϵ_1E_1 = ν · ϵ_2E_2 (see (3.13) and note that γ_1 = γ_2) on ∂B, the first line in (3.7), (3.8), (2.28) and ϵ_1 = ϵ_2, we have ∫ B N_{ϵ1} (x, y)(∇ · (J_1 − J_2))(y)dy = 0, x ∈ ∂B.

Using (3.11) we obtain ∫ B Γ_0(x, y)(∇ · (J_1 − J_2))(y)dy = 0, x ∈ ∂B. (3.23)

Note that Γ_0(x, y) is a harmonic function which decays at infinity (with order ‖x‖^{−1}) for y ∈ B and x ∈ R^3 \ B. We easily see ∫ B Γ_0(x, y)(∇ · (J_1 − J_2))(y)dy = 0, x ∈ R^3 \ B. (3.24)

Recall the following addition formula for ‖x‖ > ‖y‖ (see [9, 17]) 1 4π‖x − y‖ = ∞∑ n=0 n∑ m=−n 1 2n + 1 Y^m_n (x/‖x‖)Y^m_n (y/‖y‖) ‖y‖^n ‖x‖^{n+1} , (3.25)

where Y^m_n denotes the spherical harmonic function of degree n and order m. By choosing x ∈ ∂B_R, where B_R is a sufficiently large ball such that B ⋐ B_R, and inserting (3.25) into (3.24) and using the orthogonality of Y^m_n , we immediately conclude that ∫ B ‖y‖^nY^m_n (y/‖y‖)(∇ · (J_1 − J_2))(y)dy = 0, x ∈ ∂B_R. (3.26)

Note that ‖y‖^nY^m_n (y/‖y‖), m = −n, · · · , n, n = 0, 1, 2, · · · , yield all the homogeneous harmonic polynomials. Hence (3.26) and the first case (i) in Definition 3.2 imply ∇ · (J_1 − J_2) = 0; see also [16] for the relevant argument for a similar case in thermoand photo-acoustic tomography. For the second case (ii) in Definition 3.2, since ϵ, μ and σ are constants in B, due to the rotational invariance of the Maxwell system (see [6]), without loss of generality, we can assume that d = (0, 0, 1) in the case (ii), which gives ∂_{x3} Φ(x) = 0 where x = (x_j)^3_{j=1} ∈ R^3 .

That is, Φ is independent of x_3. Following a similar argument to the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [16] by using Fourier analysis techniques, we can show that (3.26) and the second case (ii) in Definition 3.2 also imply that ∇ · (J_1 − J_2) = 0. By using (3.1) one can easily see that E_1 − E_2 = O(ω) in B.

If J_j ∈ H(div; B), j = 1, 2, are curl-free functions, then by using the Helmholtz decomposition we have J_j = ∇u_j, j = 1, 2, which together with ∇ · (J_1 − J_2) = 0 and J_1 = J_2 = 0 on ∂B, readily implies that J_1 = J_2 in B. Next, by using integration by parts, we can obtain ∇ × V^0_B [J_j] = V^0_B[∇ × J_j ] = 0, j = 1, 2, which shows that the second term in (2.51) vanishes. By (2.51) we thus have H_j = (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃_j)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [−i(ϵ_j − ϵ_0)ωE_j + σ_j E_j + J_j] + O(ω^2), j = 1, 2, and hence (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃_j)[H_j] = ∇ × V^0_B[−i(ϵ_j − ϵ_0)ωE_j + σ_j E_j + J_j] + O(ω^2), j = 1, 2. (3.27) Noting that μ_j, j = 1, 2, are constants in B, and by taking divergence of both sides of (3.27), one can show that there holds ∇ · H_j = O(ω^2), j = 1, 2.

By (3.20), or ν · (μ_1H_1 − μ_2H_2) = 0 on ∂B (cf. (3.14)) and (3.27), we have from integration by parts that (H_1 − H_2)|^−_{∂B} − ∇S^0_B [ν · (H_1 − H_2)|^−_{∂B} ] = O(ω^2). (3.28) Using the trace formula (2.12) one thus has

(μ^{−1}_1 − μ^{−1}_2 ) ( 1 2 I − (K^0_B )^∗ ) [ν · H_1|^+_{∂B}] = O(ω^2).

Since 1/2I − (K^0_B)^∗ is invertible on L^2(∂B) we finally obtain μ_1 = μ_2.

For case (ii), if ∇·J_j = 0, j = 1, 2, then by using (3.10) and noting that μ_j, j = 1, 2, are constants one has ∇ · H_j = O(ω^2), and then by using (3.2) and integration by parts one further obtains

H_j = −μ̃_j ∇S^0_B [(ν · H_j )|^−_{∂B}] + V^0_B [∇ × J_j] + ∇ × V^0_B [σ_j E_j] + O(ω^2) in B, (3.29) where j = 1, 2. Hence by using (3.20) and (3.12) one obtains −i(μ̃_1ξ_1e^{ix·ξ1} − μ̃_2ξ_2e^{ix·ξ2} ) + V^0_B[∇ × (J_1 − J_2)] = 0 on ∂B.

Taking the inner product with ξ on both sides of the above equation (noting that ξ · ξ_j = 0, j = 1, 2), one then has V^0_B [ξ · (∇ × (J_1 − J_2))] = 0 on ∂B.

Thus by using the fact that ξ · (∇ × (J_1 − J_2)) satisfies the admissibility condition in Definition 3.2 and similar analysis as that for (3.23), one can show that ξ · (∇ × (J_1 − J_2)) = 0 in B.

Therefore ∇×(J_1 −J_2) can be denoted by ξ^′g, where g ∈ L^2(B)^3 and ξ^′ ∈ C^3 satisfies ( ℜξ^′ ℑξ^′ ) ∈ M (ξ), with M (ξ) ⊂ R^6 given by

M (ξ) := span {( ℜξ ℑξ ) , ( ℑξ −ℜξ ) , ( ℜξ × ℑξ 0 ) , ( 0 ℜξ × ℑξ )} .

Moreover, ξ^′g satisfies ∇g · ξ^′ = 0 and thus g(x) = ξ^{′′} · x, ξ^{′′} ∈ M (ξ^′ ). To sum up, we have ∇ × (J_1 − J_2) = ξ^′(ξ^{′′} · x), ξ^′ ∈ M (ξ), ξ^{′′} ∈ M (ξ^′ ).

Noting the fact that J_j = 0 on ∂B, j = 1, 2, one immediately has ξ^′(ξ^{′′} · x) = 0 and hence ∇×(J_1 −J_2) = 0, which together with the assumption that ∇·J_j = 0, j = 1, 2, readily implies J_1 = J_2. By using (3.29) again, one can readily have that μ_1 = μ_2 and thus H_1 − H_2 = O(ω) in B. Define F_j in B by

F_j := ∇ × V^0_B [μ̃_jH_j] + V^0_B[J_j ], j = 1, 2, (3.30) then (2.52) can be reformulated as (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃_j)[E_j] = iωμ_0F_j + O(ω^2), j = 1, 2. (3.31)

By integration by parts we then have that (noting that γ̃_j, j = 1, 2 are constants in B) E_j + ∇S^0_B [ν · γ̃_jE_j|^−_{∂B}] = iωμ_0F_j + O(ω^2), j = 1, 2 holds in B. Since we have already proved F_1 − F_2 = O(ω), by taking the trace of the above equation and using (3.20), or ν · (1 + γ̃_1)E_1 = ν · (1 + γ̃_2)E_2 on ∂B (cf. (3.13)), we have ( I 2 − (K^0_B)^∗ ) [ν · E_1|^−_{∂B} − ν · E_2|^−_{∂B}] = O(ω^2), (3.32)

By virtue of the invertibility of I/2 − (K^0_B)^∗ on L^2(∂B) we immediately have from (3.32) that ν · E_1|^−_{∂B} − ν · E_2|^−_{∂B} = O(ω^2).

Then using (3.13) on ∂B and the assumption that ν · E_j/ω ≠ 0 as ω → +0, we have σ_1 = σ_2. By using (3.29) again, one further has

H_1 − H_2 = O(ω^2), (3.33) and thus there holds ∇ × (E_1 − E_2) = O(ω^3). (3.34) Since ∇ · J = 0, we have ∇ · (1 + γ̃_j)E_j = 0 (note that 1 + γ̃_j is constant in B) and hence ∇ · (E_1 − E_2) = 0. Then using the transmission condition ν × E_j |_+ = ν × E_j |_−, j = 1, 2, which actually implies ν × (E_1 − E_2)|_− = 0 on ∂B, there exists u ∈ H^1(B) such that E_1 − E_2 = ∇u + O(ω^3) and Δu = 0, ν × ∇u = 0 on ∂B. Hence there holds u = C(ω) and thus E_1 −E_2 = O(ω^3). Finally by using (3.13) again one has ϵ_1 = ϵ_2.

The proof is complete. □

Next we present the second main theorem on the simultaneous recovery when the medium parameters are piecewise constants (cf. Assumption 1). We first derive the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose μ ≠ μ_0 is a constant in B and σ, ϵ are piecewise constants in B which satisfy (2.29) in Assumption 1 with σ ≠ 0. Suppose further that ∇ · J = 0. Let E be defined in (2.52), and

H^{(0)} := (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [J]. (3.35)

Then E = (∇u + ∇ × Ψ)ω + O(ω^2) in B, (3.36) where Ψ satisfies ∇ × ∇ × Ψ = iμH^{(0)} and u is the solution to { ∇ · σu = 0 in B, ν · σ∇u = −iϵ_0ν · E|_+ − ν · (σ∇ × Ψ) on ∂B. (3.37) Proof. Define Φ := ∇ × V^0_Bμ̃(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [J] in B, then one has ∇ × Φ = − ΔV^0_Bμ̃(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [J]

+ D^2V^0_Bμ̃(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [J] =μμ^{−1}_0 (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [J] − ∇ × V^0_B[J].

(3.38)

On the other hand, one has from (2.52) that (I_3 − D^2V^0_Bγ̃)[E] = iωμ_0(Φ + V^0_B [J]) + O(ω^2) in B. (3.39) (3.38) and (3.39) readily imply that ∇ × E = iωμ(I_3 − D^2V^0_Bμ̃)^{−1}∇ × V^0_B [J] + O(ω^2) in B, (3.40) which in combination with the fact ∇ · J = 0 further implies that ∇ · γE = O(ω^2). (3.41) By (3.40) and (3.41), one has ∇ × E = O(ω), ∇ · σE = O(ω) in R^3 . (3.42) Then using (3.42) and the transmission condition (3.13) on ∂B, namely iν · σE|_− = ων · E|_+ − ων · E|_− = O(ω) on ∂B, one can easily show that E = O(ω) in B. Define E = ωE^{(1)} + O(ω^2). (3.43) By using (3.40), (3.41) and the transmission condition (3.13) again, it is readily seen that E^{(1)} satisfies ∇ × E^{(1)} = iμH^{(0)} in B, ∇ · σE^{(1)} = 0 in B ν · σE^{(1)} = −iϵ_0ν · E|_+ on ∂B.

(3.44)

From the proof of Lemma 2.2 one can see that (3.44) has a unique solution, and straightforward verifications show that E^{(1)} = ∇u + ∇ × Ψ is exactly the solution to (3.44).

The proof is complete. □ Definition 3.3. Suppose μ ≠ μ_0 is a constant in B and σ, ϵ are piecewise constants in B which satisfy (2.29) in Assumption 1 with N = 2 and σ ≠ 0. Let (E, H) be the corresponding solutions to (2.4) and (2.5), associated with (ϵ, μ, σ, J). Let E^{(1)} be defined in (3.44) associated with (ϵ, μ, σ, J). We call (J, μ, σ) an admissible two-layer structure, if there exists l_1, l_2 ∈ L^2_0(∂Σ_1), such that ∫ ∂Σ_1

l_1ν · E^{(1)}|_+ = C_1 ∫ ∂B g_{l1} ν · E^{(1)}|_−, ∫ ∂Σ_1

l_2ν · E^{(1)}|_+ = C_2 ∫ ∂B g_{l2} ν · E^{(1)}|_−,

(3.45)

where C_1 ≠ C_2 are two constants and g_{lj} = u_j|_{∂B} , with u_j, j = 1, 2 solutions to Δu_j = 0 in B,

u_j = −S^0_B (S^0_B )^{−1} [ S^0_{Σ1} (S^0_{Σ1} )^{−1}(σ^{(1)}_1 )^{−1}σ^{(2)}_1 (I 2 + K^0_{Σ1} ) [l_j] − D^0_{Σ1} [l_j ] ]

+ (σ^{(1)}_1 )^{−1}σ^{(2)}_1 (I 2 + K^0_{Σ1} ) [l_j] + (I 2 − K^0_B ) [l_j] on ∂Σ_1.

(3.46)

Theorem 3.2. Let (ϵ_1, μ_1, σ_1, J_1) and (ϵ_2, μ_2, σ_2, J_2) be two sets of EM configurations. Suppose that (ϵ_j , μ_j , σ_j ) and J_j ∈ H_0(div; B) verify (2.2), j = 1, 2. Suppose further that μ_1 = μ_2 = μ^′ and ∇ · J_1 = ∇ · J_2 = 0 in B, where μ^′ is a positive constant, and σ_j , ϵ_j are piecewise constants in B which satisfy (2.29) in Assumption 1 with σ_1 = σ_2 ≠ 0. Let (E_1, H_1) and (E_2, H_2) be the corresponding solutions to (2.4) and (2.5), associated with (ϵ_1, μ_1, σ_1, J_1) and (ϵ_2, μ_2, σ_2, J_2), respectively. Suppose that Π_{ϵ1,μ1,σ1,J1} (x, ω) = Π_{ϵ2,μ2,σ2,J2} (x, ω), (x, ω) ∈ ∂B × (0, ω_0), (3.47) where ω_0 is any given positive constant. Then we have J_1 = J_2, provided there exists ξ ∈ S^2 such that Φ := ξ · (∇ × (J_1 − J_2)) satisfies the admissibility condition in Definition 3.2. Furthermore, suppose N = 2 in (2.29), let E^{(1)} be the solution to (3.44). If ν · E|_+ ≠ 0 as ω → 0 on ∂B and (J_1, μ^′, σ_1) is an admissible two-layer structure, then ϵ_1 = ϵ_2.

Proof. By following a similar proof in the second case of Theorem 3.1, one can show J_1 = J_2 and H_1 − H_2 = O(ω) in B. By Lemma 3.4 one can expand E_j and H_j in B, j = 1, 2, by E_j = E^{(1)}ω + E^{(2)}_j ω^2 + O(ω^3), H_j = H^{(0)} + H^{(1)}_1 ω + O(ω^2), (3.48) where H^{(0)} is defined in (3.35) and E^{(1)} = ∇u + ∇ × Ψ, (3.49) where u and Ψ are defined in (3.36) and (3.37). Then one has ∇ × (E_1 − E_2) = iωμ^′(H_1 − H_2) = O(ω^2), in B, (3.50) and thus

∇ × ∇ × (H_1 − H_2) = −iω∇ × (ϵ_1E_1 − ϵ_2E_2) + σ∇ × (E_1 − E_2) = O(ω^2). (3.51) Note that ∇ × ∇ = −Δ + ∇∇· and ∇ · (H_1 − H_2) = 0 in B, (3.51) implies Δ(H_1 − H_2) = O(ω^2). (3.52) Combining (3.52) and the facts ν×(H_1 −H_2) = 0 and ν·(H_1 −H_2) = 0 on ∂B, one can easily obtain that H_1 −H_2 = O(ω^2). From (3.50) one thus has ∇×(E_1 −E_2) = O(ω^3), that is, ∇ × (E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 ) = 0 in B. Since ∇ · J = 0, there hold ∇ · E_j = 0 in B \ Σ_1 and Σ_1, j = 1, 2. Next, by using the transmission condition (3.13) one has ν · (ϵ^{(1)}_j + iσ^{(1)}_j ω^{−1})E_j|_− = ν · ϵ_0E_j|_+ on ∂B, ν · (ϵ^{(2)}_j + iσ^{(2)}_j ω^{−1})E_j|_− = ν · (ϵ^{(1)}_j + iσ^{(1)}_j ω^{−1})E_j|_+ on ∂Σ_1,

(3.53)

Noting that σ_1 = σ_2, one thus has iσ^{(1)}_1 ν · (E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 )|_− = −(ϵ^{(1)}_1 − ϵ^{(1)}_2 )ν · E^{(1)}|_− on ∂B, iσ^{(1)}_1 ν · (E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 )|_+ + (ϵ^{(1)}_1 − ϵ^{(1)}_2 )ν · E^{(1)}|_+ =iσ^{(2)}_1 ν · (E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 )|_− + (ϵ^{(2)}_1 − ϵ^{(2)}_2 )ν · E^{(1)}|_− on ∂Σ_1.

(3.54)

Define E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 := ∇ũ, then ũ has the following form

ũ = { S^0_B [ϕ_1] + S^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_2] in B \ Σ_1, S^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_3] in Σ_1,

(3.55)

where ϕ_1, ϕ_2 and ϕ_3 satisfy (I 2 + (K^0_B)^∗ ) [ϕ_1] + ∂ ∂ν S^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_2] = ν · (E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 )|_− on ∂B, ∂ ∂ν S^0_B [ϕ_1] + ( − I 2 + (K^0_{Σ1} )^∗ ) [ϕ_2] = ν · (E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 )|_+ on ∂Σ_1, (I 2 + (K^0_{Σ1} )^∗ ) [ϕ_3] = ν · (E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 )|_− on ∂Σ_1,

(3.56)

and { S^0_B [ϕ_1] + S^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_2] = 0 on ∂B, S^0_B [ϕ_1] + S^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_2] = S^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_3] on ∂Σ_1.

(3.57)

For notational convenience, we define

f_1 := ν · (E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 ), e_1 := (ϵ^{(1)}_1 − ϵ^{(1)}_2 )ν · E^{(1)}|_−, on ∂B, f_2 := ν · (E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 )|_+, e_2 := (ϵ^{(1)}_1 − ϵ^{(1)}_2 )ν · E^{(1)}|_+, on ∂Σ_1, f_3 := ν · (E^{(2)}_1 − E^{(2)}_2 )|_−, e_3 := (ϵ^{(2)}_1 − ϵ^{(2)}_2 )ν · E^{(1)}|_−, on ∂Σ_1.

(3.58)

Let H = L^2(∂B) × L^2(∂Σ_1) and the Neumann-Poincaré-type operator K^∗ : H → H be K^∗ := [ −(K^0_B )^∗ −^∂_{∂ν} S^0_{Σ1} ∂ ∂ν S^0_B (K^0_{Σ1} )^∗ ] (3.59)

It is shown in [2] that the L^2-adjoint of K^∗ , namely K , is given by

K := [ −K^0_B D^0_{Σ1} −D^0_B K^0_{Σ1} ] , (3.60)

where D^0_{Σ1} and D^0_B are the double layer potential operators defined on ∂Σ_1 and ∂B, respectively. Then the first two equations in (3.56) can be rewritten in the form ( − 1 2 I+ K^∗ ) [p] = f, (3.61) where p := (ϕ_1, ϕ_2)^T , f := (−f_1, f_2)^T , and I is the identity operator on H. Define

S := [ S^0_B S^0_{Σ1} S^0_B S^0_{Σ1} ] , (3.62)

then there holds the Calderón’s identity SK^∗ = K S (see [2]). By applying S on both sides of (3.61) and using the Calderón’s identity, one thus has ( − 1 2 I+ K ) S[p] = S[f]. (3.63)

Similarly, by applying S^0_{Σ1} on both sides of the third equation in (3.56) one has (I 2 + K^0_{Σ1} ) S^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_3] = S^0_{Σ1} [f_3]. (3.64)

By (3.57), one additionally has S[p] = (0, S^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_3])^T . (3.65) Combing (3.63)-(3.65) and (3.54), one can derive that S^{−1} ( − 1 2 I+ K ) S[p] = (σ^{(1)}_1 )^{−1}σ^{(2)}_1 q + (iσ^{(1)}_1 )^{−1}e, (3.66)

where q = (0, (S^0_{Σ1} )^{−1} (_I 2 + K^0_{Σ1} ) S^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_3])^T , and e = (e_1, e_3 − e_2)^T .

Suppose l ∈ L^2_0(∂Σ_1), and define m := (σ^{(1)}_1 )^{−1}σ^{(2)}_1 (S^0_{Σ1} )^{−1} (_I 2 + K^0_{Σ1} ) [l]. Let g, h ∈ L^2(∂B) be the solution to − (I 2 + K^0_B ) [g] − S^0_B [h] = S^0_{Σ1} [m] − D^0_{Σ1} [l] on ∂B,

−D^0_B [g] − S^0_B [h] = S^0_{Σ1} [m] + (I 2 − K^0_{Σ1} ) [l] on ∂Σ_1.

(3.67)

We remark that g and h are uniquely solvable. In fact, from the first equation in (3.67), we have h = −(S^0_B )^{−1}[h_1] − (S^0_B )^{−1} (I 2 + K^0_B ) [g]. (3.68) where h_1 := S^0_{Σ1} [m] − D^0_{Σ1} [l] on ∂B. By substituting (3.68) into the second equation in (3.67), one has ( −D^0_B + S^0_B (S^0_B )^{−1} (I 2 + K^0_B )) [g] = h_2 on ∂Σ_1, (3.69)

where h_2 := S^0_{Σ1} [m] + (I 2 − K^0_{Σ1} ) [l] − S^0_B (S^0_B )^{−1}[h_1] on ∂Σ_1.

Note that the left side of (3.69) can be extended uniquely to a harmonic function in B. By taking the trace on ∂B and using the jump formula one thus has g = u_c|_{∂B} on ∂B, (3.70) where u_c is a harmonic function in B and u_c = h_2 on ∂Σ_1. From (3.67), one can derive that S^{−1} ( − 1 2 I+ K ) [ g l ] = [ h m ] . (3.71)

Hence by taking the inner product in H on both sides of (3.66) with (g, l)^T , one finally obtains ∫ ∂Σ_1

mS^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_3] =(σ^{(1)}_1 )^{−1}σ^{(2)}_1 ∫ ∂Σ_1

(S^0_{Σ1} )^{−1} (I 2 + K^0_{Σ1} ) S^0_{Σ1} [ϕ_3]l

+ (iσ^{(1)}_1 )^{−1} ( ∫ ∂B ge_1 + ∫ ∂Σ_1

l(e_3 − e_2) ) . (3.72)

By the definition of m, we thus have ∫ ∂B ge_1 + ∫ ∂Σ_1

l(e_3 − e_2) = 0, (3.73)

or equivalently

(ϵ^{(1)}_1 − ϵ^{(1)}_2 ) ( ∫ ∂B gν · E^{(1)}|_− − ∫ ∂Σ_1

lν · E^{(1)}|_+ )

+ (ϵ^{(2)}_1 − ϵ^{(2)}_2 ) ∫ ∂Σ_1

lν · E^{(1)}|_− = 0.

(3.74)

Define t_1 := (ϵ^{(1)}_1 − ϵ^{(1)}_2 ) and t_2 := (ϵ^{(2)}_1 − ϵ^{(2)}_2 ). Since (J_1, μ^′, σ_1) is an admissible two layer structure, by (3.45) in Definition 3.3, one immediately has

t_1(C_1 − 1) ∫ ∂Σ_1

l_1ν · E^{(1)}|_+ + t_2 ∫ ∂Σ_1

l_1ν · E^{(1)}|_− = 0,

t_1(C_2 − 1) ∫ ∂Σ_1

l_2ν · E^{(1)}|_+ + t_2 ∫ ∂Σ_1

l_2ν · E^{(1)}|_− = 0.

(3.75)

Finally, by using the relation σ^{(1)}_1 ν · E^{(1)}|_+ = σ^{(2)}_1 ν · E^{(1)}|_− on ∂Σ_1, one can easily find that the equations (3.75) with respect to t_1 and t_2 have unique solutions t_1 = 0 and t_2 = 0.

The proof is complete. □

Remark 3.2. In Theorem 3.2, we show that if the source satisfies the admissibility condition and the EM medium parameters are piecewise constants, then the source term can be uniquely recovered by the boundary EM measurement. In the case that the EM inhomogeneity is of a two-layer structure and satisfies the admissibility condition (3.45), then the EM medium parameters can also be recovered. We would like to remark the argument in the proof of Theorem 3.2 can be extended to deriving a similar unique recovery result for a general N-layer piecewise constant medium. In fact, by constructing N − 1 equations similar to (3.61) and then by some tedious computations, one should be able to derive a similar equation to (3.74). In such a case, one shall need to impose some similar assumptions to Definition 3.3 on the EM configuration. The expression of those assumptions are too lengthy and hence we only present the result for the two-layer case. On the other hand, it is emphasized that we believe that the condition (3.45) is a generic one and this can be verified in a particular case within the spherical geometry.

Acknowledgment

The work of Y. Deng was supported by NSF grant of China, No. 11601528, NSF grant of Hunan No. 2017JJ3432, Mathematics and Interdisciplinary Sciences Project, Central South University. The work of H. Liu was supported by the FRG and startup grants from Hong Kong Baptist University, Hong Kong RGC General Research Funds, 12302415 and 12302017. G. Uhlmann was partly supported by NSF.

References

[1] H. Ammari, G. Bao and J. Fleming, An inverse source problem for Maxwell’s equations in magnetoencephalography, SIAM J. Appl. Math., 62 (2002), 1369–1382.

[2] H. Ammari, G. Ciraolo, H. Kang, H. Lee, and G. Milton, Spectral analysis of a Neumann- Poincar-type operator and analysis of cloaking due to anomalous localized resonance, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 208 (2013), 667-692.

[3] H. Ammari, Y. Deng, H. Kang and H. Lee, Reconstruction of Inhomogeneous conductivities via the concept of generalized polarization tensors, Ann. I. H. Poincaré-AN, 31 (2014), 877–897.

[4] H. Ammari, H. Kang, Polarization and Moment Tensors With Applications to Inverse Problems and Effective Medium Theory, Applied Mathematical Sciences, Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 2007.

[5] G. Bao, J. Lin and F. Triki, A multi-frequency inverse source problem, J. Differential Equations, 249 (2010), 3443–3465.

[6] G. Bao, H. Liu and J. Zou, Nearly cloaking the full Maxwell equations: cloaking active contents with general conducting layers, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9), 101 (2014), no. 5, 716–733.

[7] D. Cohen, Magnetoencephalography: evidence of magnetic fields produced by alpha rhythm currents, Science, 161 (1968), 784–786.

[8] D. Cohen, Magnetoencephalography: detection of the brain’s electrical activity with a superconducting magnetometer, Science, 175 (1972), 664-666.

[9] D. Colton and R. Kress, Inverse Acoustic and Electromagnetic Scattering Theory, 2nd Edition, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998.

[10] A. S. Fokas, I. M. Gel-fand and Y. Kurylev, Inversion method for magnetoencephalography, Inverse Problems, 12 (1996), no. 3, L9–L11.

[11] A. S. Fokas A, Y. Kurylev and V. Marinakis, The unique determination of neuronal currents in the brain via magnetoencephalography, Inverse Problems, 20 (2004), 1067–1082.

[12] V. Isakov, Inverse Problems for Partial Differential Equations, Springer, New York, 1998. [13] R. Leis, Zur Theorie elektromagnetischer Schwingungen in anisotropen inhomogenene Medien, Math. Z., 106 (1968), 213–224.

[14] R. Leis, Initial Boundary Value Problems in Mathematical Physics, Teubner, Stuttgart; Wiley, Chichester, 1986.

[15] H. Liu, L. Rondi and J. Xiao, Mosco convergence for H(curl) spaces, higher integrability for Maxwell’s equations, and stability in direct and inverse EM scattering problems, J. Eur. Math. Soc., to appear.

[16] H. Liu and G. Uhmann, Determing both sound speed and internal source in thermo- and photoacoutic tomography, Inverse Problems, 31 2015, 105005.

[17] J. C. Nédélec, Acoustic and Electromagnetic Equations: Integral Representations for Harmonic Problems, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2001.

[18] P. Ola, L. Päivärinta and E. Somersalo, An inverse boundary value problem in electrodynamics, Duke Math. J., 70 (1993), 617–653.

[19] P. Ola and E. Somersalo, Electromagnetic inverse problems and generalized Sommerfeld potentials, SIAM J. Appl. Math., 56 (1996), 1129–1145.

[20] P. Stefanov and G. Uhlmann, Thermoacoustic tomography with variable sound speed, Inverse Problems, 25 (2009), 075011.

[21] P. Stefanov and G. Uhlmann, Thermoacoustic tomography arising in brain imaging, Inverse Problems, 27 (2011), 045004.

[22] P. Stefanov and G. Uhlmann, Instability of the linearized problem in multiwave tomography of recovery both the source and the speed, Inverse Problems and Imaging, 7 (2013), 1367-1377.

[23] J. Sylvester and G. Uhlmann, A global uniqueness theorem for an inverse boundary value problem, Ann. of Math. (2), 125 (1987), 153–169.

[24] G. Uhlmann, Developments in inverse problems since Calderón’s foundational paper, Ch. 19 in Harmonic Analysis and Partial Differential Equations, M. Christ, C. Kenig and C. Sadosky, eds., University of Chicago Press (1999), 295-345.

[25] G. Uhlmann, edt., Inside Out: Inverse Problems and Applications, MSRI Publications, Vol. 47, Cambridge University Press, 2003.

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Central South University, Changsha, Hunan, P. R. China.

E-mail address: youjundeng@csu.edu.cn, dengyijun 001@163.com

Department of Mathematics, Hong Kong Baptist University, Kowloon, Hong Kong SAR E-mail address: hongyu.liuip@gmail.com

Department of Mathematics, University of Washington, Seattle, WA 98195, USA/ Jockey Club Institute for Advanced Study, HKUST, Hong Kong SAR / Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Helsinki, Finland

E-mail address: gunther@math.washington.edu