arXiv:1708.00673v1 [math.NA] 2 Aug 2017

Solving the multi-frequency electromagnetic inverse source problem by the Fourier method

Guan Wang^∗ Fuming Ma^† Yukun Guo^‡ Jingzhi Li^§

Abstract

This work is concerned with an inverse problem of identifying the current source distribution of the time-harmonic Maxwell’s equations from multi-frequency measurements. Motivated by the Fourier method for the scalar Helmholtz equation and the polarization vector decomposition, we propose a novel method for determining the source function in the full vector Maxwell’s system. Rigorous mathematical justifications of the method are given and numerical examples are provided to demonstrate the feasibility and effectiveness of the method.

Keywords: inverse source problem, Fourier method, time-harmonic, Maxwell’s equations, multi-frequency

1 Introduction

Inverse source problems arise naturally in various application areas such as biomedical tomography, non-invasive detection, target tracking and antenna synthesis. In recent years there have been tremendous advances in the theoretical understanding and numerical treatment of inverse source problems, see, e.g., [2,5–7,13–15,19,22,23] and the references therein for relevant studies.

∗School of Mathematics, Jilin University, Changchun, P. R. China. Email: wangguan@neepu.edu.cn

†School of Mathematics, Jilin University, Changchun, P. R. China. Email: mfm@jlu.edu.cn

‡Corresponding author. Department of Mathematics, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin, P. R. China. Email: ykguo@hit.edu.cn §Department of Mathematics, Southern University of Science and Technology, Shenzhen, P. R. China. Email: li.jz@sustc.edu.cn

The inverse source problems could be posed in the frequency or time domain. The inverse source problem of determining a source in the Helmholtz equation has been studied in [3–5,7–9,11,20]. For inverse source problems for time-harmonic Maxwell’s system, we refer to He and Romanov [23], Ammari et al. [13] and Albanese and Monk [22] for the investigation of the localization of brain activities. Rodríguez et al. [1] studied the inverse source problem for the eddy current of Maxwell’s equations. For recent works on dynamic inverse source problem of imaging the trajectory of a moving point source, we refer to [25, 26].

This work is concerned with the inverse source problem of determining the electric current in the time-harmonic Maxwell’s system from the multifrequency near-field measurements. For increasing stability analysis concerning the inverse source problem with multi-frequencies, we refer to [10, 17, 18].

A numerical method based on the Fourier expansion of the source has been proposed to solve the multi-frequency inverse source problem for the Helmholtz equation in [8]. This Fourier method has been extended to the far-field cases of acoustic inverse source problem [24]. The Fourier method is easy to implement with computational efficiency. Our goal in this paper is to extend the Fourier method from the scalar Helmholtz equation to full vector Maxwell’s equations. Due to the complexity of the profound structure of Maxwell’s equations, both the theoretical analysis and numerical implementation in the current study are radically much more challenging than the scalar counterpart presented in [8, 24]. In particular, one would encounter much more complicated technical difficulties in establishing the stability estimates.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we introduce the model problem and recall some suitable Sobolev spaces. Section 3 is devoted to approximating the source function by the Fourier expansion, a uniqueness result on the approximate source, and then a numerical method for solving the inverse source problem are presented. The result of error estimate of measurements with noise is derived in Section 4. Finally, several numerical examples are provided to show the effectiveness of our method in Section 5.

2 Problem setting

In this section, we shall first give a description of the multifrequency inverse source problem under consideration. Then, some notation of relevant Sobolev spaces will be reviewed as the prerequisites for the theoretical analysis in the subsequent sections. Throughout this paper, we adopt the convention of using bold and non-bold fonts for vector and scalar values, respectively.

2.1 Model problem

In this paper, we consider the inverse source problem of determining a radiating current density excitation J in the time-harmonic Maxwell’s equations in R^3

∇ × E − ikH = 0, (2.1) ∇ × H + ikE = J, (2.2)

with the Silver-Müller radiation condition lim |x|→∞ (∇ × E × x̂ − ikE) = 0, (2.3)

which holds uniformly for all directions x̂ = x/|x|, with x = (x_1, x_2, x_3) ∈ R^3 . Here E, H and J denote, respectively, the electric field, the magnetic field and the current density vector. The wavenumber/frequency of the problem is defined by the positive constant k = ω √ ϵ_0μ_0, with ω denoting the angular frequency and ϵ_0 and μ_0 the electric permittivity and the magnetic permeability in vacuum. Eliminating H in (2.1)-(2.2) then the time-harmonic Maxwell’s equations can be written as ∇ × ∇ × E − k^2E = ikJ. (2.4) We consider the multi-frequency inverse source problem with the following assumptions:

(i) The current density vector J is independent of k and

J ∈ (L^2(R^3 ))^3, suppJ ⊂ V_0, (2.5)

where V_0 ia a cube and V_0 ⊂ B_R := {x ∈ R^3 | |x| < R}. (ii) The current source J is expressed in the following form J = pf + p × ∇g, (2.6) where f ∈ L^2(V_0) and g ∈ H^1(V_0). Here, the polarization vector p is assumed to be known and belongs to the following admissible set P := {q ∈ R^3 | q × l ≠ 0, ∀l ∈ Z^3\{0}}. In what follows, let Γ_R := {x ∈ R^3 | |x| = R} be the measurement surface. Then the multi-frequency inverse source problem can be stated as follows:

Problem 2.1 (Multi-frequency Inverse Source Problem). Given a fixed polarization vector p ∈ P and a finite set K of admissible wavenumbers, reconstruct the source function J in the form (2.6) from the measured data {E(x; k, p) | ∀x ∈ Γ_R, ∀k ∈ K }. where E(x; k, p) indicates the dependence of the radiated field E(x) on the wavenumber k and the polarization vector p.

In this paper, we derive a novel and effective numerical method for solving the multi-frequency inverse source problem. Our method is based on the Fourier expansion of the source function J. We prove that a finite number of Fourier coefficients can be uniquely determined from the measured fields corresponding to a set of wavenumbers which are properly chosen. Meanwhile, we establish the explicit formula for each coefficient.

2.2 Tangential vector spaces

In this subsection, we recall some essential ingredients for tangential vector Sobolev spaces and we refer to [21] for more relevant details.

Let Γ ⊂ R^3 be a generic smooth and closed surface. Then the space of tangential vector fields is defined by

L^2_t (Γ) := {u ∈ (L^2(Γ))^3 | u · ν = 0 on Γ},

where ν denotes the unit outward normal of Γ.

Let S^2 := {x ∈ R^3 | |x| = 1} be the unit sphere and {e_r, e_θ, e_φ} be the unit vectors of the spherical coordinates, where e_r = x̂, and {Y^m_n (x̂) : m = −n, · · · , n, n = 0, 1, 2, · · · } are the spherical harmonics.

Denote the vector spherical harmonics

U^m_n (x̂) = 1 √ n(n + 1)

∇_S2Y^m_n (x̂), V^m_n (x̂) = x̂ × U^m_n (x̂), x̂ ∈ S^2,

where the surface gradient ∇_S2 is defined by

∇_S2 := ∂ ∂θ e_θ + 1 sin θ ∂ ∂φ e_φ. Then the set of all vector spherical harmonics {U^m_n , V^m_n : m = −n, · · · , n, n = 1, 2, · · · } form a complete orthonormal basis of L^2_t (S^2).

Now we introduce the space of three-dimensional vector functions by

H(curl; B_R) := {u ∈ (L^2(B_R))^3 | ∇ × u ∈ (L^2(B_R))^3}, and its trace space H^{−1/2}(Div; Γ_R). We suppose ζ ∈ L^2_t (Γ_R)∩H^{−1/2}(Div; Γ_R) has representation ζ(x) = ∞∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( α_{n,m}U^m_n (x̂) + β_{n,m}V^m_n (x̂) ) , then its norms in L^2_t (Γ_R) and H^{−1/2}(Div; Γ_R) are defined by

‖ζ‖_L2_{t (ΓR)} := (_∞ ∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( |α_{n,m}|^2 + |β_{n,m}|^2 ) )_{1/2} ,

‖ζ‖_H−1/2_{(Div,ΓR)} := (_∞ ∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( √ n(n + 1)|α_{n,m}|^2 + |β_{n,m}|^2 √ n(n + 1) ))_{1/2} . In order to compute the data x̂×∇×E from x̂×E, we need the electricto-magnetic Calderón operator G : H^{−1/2}(Div; Γ_R) → H^{−1/2}(Div; Γ_R) which is defined by Gζ := ∞∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( k^2R h^{(1)}n (kR) z^{(1)}n (kR) β_{n,m}U^m_n + 1 R z^{(1)}n (kR) h^{(1)}n (kR) α_{n,m}V^m_n ) , (2.7)

where h^{(1)}n is the spherical Hankel function of the first kind of order n, and z^{(1)}n (t) = h^{(1)}n (t) + th^{(1)′}n (t).

3 Fourier approximation and uniqueness

In this section, we will approximate the functions J by Fourier expansions and establish explicit formulas for the Fourier coefficients.

We begin this section with some notation and definitions that are used in the paper. Without loss of generality, let

V_0 := ( − L 2 , L 2 )_3 , and introduce the following Fourier basis functions

ϕ_l(x) := exp ( i 2π L l · x ) , l ∈ Z^3, then the functions f ∈ L^2(V_0) and g ∈ H^1(V_0) can be written as Fourier expansions of the forms f = ∑ |l|≥0 a_lϕ_l, g = ∑ |l|≥1 b_lϕ_l, with the Fourier coefficients

a_l = 1 L^3 ∫ V_0 f(x)ϕ_l(x) dx, |l| ≥ 0, (3.1) b_l = 1 L^3 ∫ V_0 g(x)ϕ_l(x) dx, |l| ≥ 1, (3.2) where the overbar denotes the complex conjugate. Thus the source J has the following form J = pf + p × ∇g = a_0p + ∑ |l|≥1 ( a_lp + 2πi L b_l(p × l) ) ϕ_l. (3.3)

We introduce the Sobolev space of order σ > 0

(H^σ_p (V_0))^3 := {Φ ∈ (H^σ(V_0))^3 | Φ = pf + p × ∇g, f ∈ H^σ(V_0), g ∈ H^{σ+1}(V_0), p ∈ S^2},

with the norm

‖Φ‖_{p,σ} = L^3 ∑ |l|≥0 (1 + |l|^2)^σ|a_l|^2 + 4π^2L ∑ |l|≥1 (1 + |l|^2)^σ|p × l|^2|b_l|^2 1/2 , (3.4) where Φ ∈ (H^σ_p (V_0))^3 has the Fourier expansion of the form

Φ = a_0p + ∑ |l|≥1 ( a_lp + 2πi L b_l(p × l) ) ϕ_l. Now we introduce the definition of admissible polarization vectors in the source function (2.6).

For an admissible polarization vector p ∈ P, the decomposition p = p · l |l|^2 l + p · l × (p × l) |l × (p × l)|^2 l × (p × l) = p · l |l|^2 l + 1 |l|^2 l × (p × l) (3.5)

is crucial for computing the Fourier coefficients. For simplicity, we denote v_l = p×l, w_l = l×(p×l), and it is clear that {l, v_l, w_l} form an orthogonal basis of R^3 . A direct computation shows that

∇ × ∇ × (u_lϕ_l) = −Δ(u_lϕ_l) + ∇∇ · (u_lϕ_l) =

4π^2 L^2

|l|^2u_lϕ_l, (3.6) where u_l = v_l or w_l.

Combining (3.3) and (3.5), we obtain J =pf + p × ∇g =a_0p + ∑ |l|≥1 ( a_l |l|^2 ((p · l)l + w_l) + 2πi L b_lv_l ) ϕ_l. (3.7)

We can approximate J by the truncated Fourier expansion

J_N = a_0p + ∑ 1≤|l|≤N ( a_l |l|^2 ((p · l)l + w_l) + 2πi L b_lv_l ) ϕ_l. (3.8)

Then we have the following approximation result.

Theorem 3.1. Let J be a function in (H^σ_p (V_0))^3, σ > 0, then the following estimate holds ‖J − J_N ‖_{p,μ} ≤ N^{μ−σ}‖J‖_{p,σ}, 0 ≤ μ ≤ σ. (3.9) Proof. From (3.4), (3.7) and (3.8), we obtain ‖J − J_N ‖^2_{p,μ} = ∑ |l|>N ( 1 + |l|^2 )_μ ( L^3|a_l|^2 + 4π^2L|p × l|^2|b_l|^2 )

≤ 1 (1 + N^2)^{σ−μ} ∑ |l|>N ( 1 + |l|^2 )_σ ( L^3|a_l|^2 + 4π^2L|p × l|^2|b_l|^2 )

≤ 1 (1 + N^2)^{σ−μ} ‖J‖^2_{p,σ}, which leads to the estimate (3.9).

Motivated by Theorem 3.1, the inverse source problem under concern is to determine an approximate source J_N in the form (3.8) with a fixed admissible polarization vector p ∈ P from the measurements {x̂ × E(·; k_j, p)} on Γ_R at a finite set of wavenumbers {k_j}. To this end, we will establish explicit formulas for the Fourier coefficients a_l and b_l. Before we show that, we first state a uniqueness result.

Theorem 3.2. Let p ∈ P and K_N := {2π|l|/L | l ∈ Z^3, 1 ≤ |l| ≤ N}, then the Fourier coefficients {a_l}_{1≤|l|≤N} and {b_l}_{1≤|l|≤N} of J in (3.1) and (3.2) can be uniquely determined by the measurements {E(x; k, p) | x ∈ Γ_R, k ∈ K_N }.

Proof. Let J be a source that produces the data {x̂×E(x; k, p) | x ∈ Γ_R, k ∈ K_N , p ∈ P}. Using the electric-to-magnetic Calderón operator [21, p.249], we know that the source also produces the data {x̂ × ∇ × E(x; k, p) | x ∈ Γ_R, k ∈ K_N } .

For every l(1 ≤ |l| ≤ N) and k = 2π|l|/L, multiplying equation (2.4) by v_lϕ_l(x) and w_lϕ_l(x) and integrating over V_0, then using (3.6), we obtain ik ∫ V_0 J(x) · v_lϕ_l(x) dx = ∫ B_R (∇ × ∇ × E(x) − k^2E(x)) · v_lϕ_l(x) dx = ∫ B_R E(x) · ( ∇ × ∇ × (v_lϕ_l(x)) − k^2v_lϕ_l(x) ) dx + ∫ Γ_R ( x̂ × ∇ × E(x) · (v_lϕ_l(x)) + x̂ × E(x) · ∇ × (v_lϕ_l(x)) ) ds(x) = ∫ Γ_R ( x̂ × ∇ × E(x) · (v_lϕ_l(x)) + x̂ × E(x) · ∇ × (v_lϕ_l(x)) ) ds(x), and ik ∫ V_0 J(x) · w_lϕ_l(x) dx = ∫ Γ_R ( x̂ × ∇ × E(x) · (w_lϕ_l(x)) + x̂ × E(x) · ∇ × (w_lϕ_l(x)) ) ds(x). On the other hand, using (3.3), we have ∫ V_0

J(x) · (w_lϕ_l(x)) dx = L^3|w_l|^2a_l, ∫ V_0

J(x) · (v_lϕ_l(x)) dx = 2πiL^2|v_l|^2b_l.

Then, we obtain

a_l = 1 ik|v_l|^2L^3 ∫ Γ_R ( x̂ × ∇ × E(x) · (w_lϕ_l(x)) + x̂ × E(x) · ∇ × (w_lϕ_l(x)) ) ds(x), (3.10)

b_l = − 1 2πkL^2|v_l|^2 ∫ Γ_R ( x̂ × ∇ × E(x) · (v_lϕ_l(x)) + x̂ × E(x) · ∇ × (v_lϕ_l(x)) ) ds(x), (3.11) then the Fourier coefficients {a_l}_{1≤|l|≤N} and {b_l}_{1≤|l|≤N} of J are uniquely determined. This completes the proof.

It is clear that we can reconstruct all Fourier coefficients satisfying 1 ≤ |l| ≤ N from the measurements on the wavenumbers in K_N by (3.10) and (3.11). Now we are in a position to introduce the numerical algorithm to reconstruct a_0.

Theorem 3.3. Let λ < 1/2 be a small positive constant. Take l^∗ = (λ, 0, 0)^⊤, w^∗ = l^∗ × (p × l^∗), k^∗ = 2πλ/L and

ϕ_l∗ (x) := exp ( i 2π L l^∗ · x ) . Let a^N_0 be defined as

a^N_0 := λπ sin λπ ( 1 ik^∗L^3|p × l^∗|^2 ∫ Γ_R ( x̂ × ∇ × E · (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) + x̂ × E · ∇ × (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) ) ds(x) − N∑ |j|=1 sin (j − λ)π (j − λ)π a_j ) , (3.12)

where a^δ_j = a^δ_l for l = (j, 0, 0)^⊤. Then the following estimate holds

|a_0 − a^N_0 | ≤ 2λ √ NL^{3/2} ‖J‖_{p,0}. (3.13) Proof. It is easy to check that for l ∈ Z^3\{0}, we have ∫ V_0

ϕ_l(x)ϕ_l∗ (x) dx =

L^3 sin(j − λ)π (j − λ)π , l = (j, 0, 0)^⊤, 0, otherwise,

(3.14)

and ∇ × ∇ × (w^∗ϕ_l∗ ) = 4π^2 L^2

|l^∗|^2w^∗ϕ_l∗ . (3.15)

Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.2, multiplying equation (2.4) by w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x) and integrating over B_R, then using (3.15), we obtain ∫ V_0 J(x) · w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x) dx = 1 ik^∗ ∫ Γ_R ( x̂ × ∇ × E(x) · (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) + x̂ × E(x) · ∇ × (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) ) ds(x).

On the other hand, using (3.7) and (3.14), we have ∫ V_0 J(x) · w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)dx =L^3|p × l^∗|^2 sin λπ λπ a_0 + ∞∑ |j|=1 L^3|p × l^∗|^2 sin(j − λ)π (j − λ)π a_j , Hence we have the following formula for a_0

a_0 = λπ sin λπ ( 1 ik^∗L^3|p × l^∗|^2 ∫ Γ_R ( x̂ × ∇ × E(x) · (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) + x̂ × E(x) · ∇ × (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) ) ds(x) − ∞∑ |j|=1 sin (j − λ)π (j − λ)π a_j ) , (3.16)

and the approximate formula for a_0

a^N_0 = λπ sin λπ ( 1 ik^∗L^3|p × l^∗|^2 ∫ Γ_R ( x̂ × ∇ × E(x) · (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) + x̂ × E(x) · ∇ × (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) ) ds(x) − N∑ |j|=1 sin (j − λ)π (j − λ)π a_j ) . Furthermore,

|a_0 − a^N_0 | = λπ sin λπ ∞∑ |j|=N+1 | | | sin (j − λ)π (j − λ)π a_j | | | = ∞∑ |j|=N+1 | | | λ j − λ a_j | | |

≤ ∞∑ |j|=N+1 | | | λ j − λ | | | 2 1/2 ∞∑ |j|=N+1 |a_j|^2 1/2

≤ 2λ √ NL^{3/2} ‖J‖_{p,0}. The proof is completed.

4 Stability analysis

Let J^δ_N be the Fourier approximation in case that the measured data is perturbed with the noise level δ. In this section, we will establish the calculation formula J^δ_N and give an estimate of the error between J and J^δ_N .

In general, only data with noise x̂×E^δ | |_{ΓR} ∈ L2_t (Γ_R) can be measured, and the data x̂ × ∇ × E^δ | |_{ΓR} ∈ L^2_t (Γ_R) cannot be computed from x̂ × E^δ | |_{ΓR} ∈ L^2_t (Γ_R) by using the electric-to-magnetic Calderón operator (2.7). In this paper, we follow [8] to overcome this difficulty. For simplicity, we write E(x; k) for E(x; k, p) with a fixed polarization p ∈ P.

Using spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ), we can write the measured noisy data on Γ_R as x̂ × E^δ(x; k) | |_{ΓR} = ∞∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( α^δ_{k,n,m}U^m_n + β^δ_{k,n,m}V^m_n ) , where α^δ_{k,n,m} = ∫ S^2

x̂ × E^δ(x; k) · U^m_n ds(x), (4.1) β^δ_{k,n,m} = ∫ S^2

x̂ × E^δ(x; k) · V^m_n ds(x). (4.2)

Then, for r > R, we define x̂ × E(x; k) = ∞∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( h^{(1)}n (kr) h^{(1)}n (kR) α^δ_{k,n,m}U^m_n + R r z^{(1)}n (kr) z^{(1)}n (kR) β^δ_{k,n,m}V^m_n ) . Take r = ρ > R, and let Γ_ρ := {x ∈ R^3 | |x| = ρ}, we have x̂ × E^δ | |_{Γρ} = ∞∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( h^{(1)}n (kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) α^δ_{k,n,m}U^m_n + R ρ z^{(1)}n (kρ) z^{(1)}n (kR) β^δ_{k,n,m}V^m_n ) , (4.3)

x̂ × ∇ × E^δ | |_{Γρ} = ∞∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( k^2R h^{(1)}n (kρ) z^{(1)}n (kR) β^δ_{k,n,m}U^m_n + 1 ρ z^{(1)}n (kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) α^δ_{k,n,m}V^m_n ) . (4.4)

Now, we propose modified formulas for the approximate Fourier coefficients

a^δ_l = 1 ik|v|^2L^3 ∫ Γ_ρ ( x̂ × ∇ × E^δ · (wϕ_l(x)) + x̂ × E^δ · ∇ × (wϕ_l(x)) ) ds(x), (4.5)

b^δ_l = − 1 2πkL^2|v|^2 ∫ Γ_ρ ( x̂ × ∇ × E^δ · (vϕ_l(x)) + x̂ × E^δ · ∇ × (vϕ_l(x)) ) ds(x), (4.6) for l ∈ Z^3, 1 ≤ |l| ≤ N, where k = 2π|l|/L, and a^{N,δ}_0 = λπ sin λπ ( 1 ik^∗L^3|p × l^∗|^2 ∫ Γ_ρ ( x̂ × ∇ × E^δ · (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x))

+ x̂ × E^δ · ∇ × (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) ) ds(x) − N∑ j=1 sin(j − λ)π (j − λ)π a^δ_j ) , (4.7)

where a^δ_j = a^δ_l for l = (j, 0, 0)^⊤.

By using (4.5), (4.6) and (4.7), we define the function J^δ_N by

J^δ_N (x) := a^{N,δ}_0 p + ∑ 1≤|l|≤N ( a^δ_l p + 2πi L b^δ_l (p × l) ) ϕ_l(x), (4.8)

which will be an approximation of the source J.

Let the measured noisy data x̂ × E^δ(·; k) | |_{ΓR} ∈ L^2_t (Γ_R) satisfy ‖x̂ × E(x; k) − x̂ × E^δ(x; k)‖_L2_{t (ΓR)} ≤ δ‖x̂ × E(x; k)‖_L2_{t (ΓR)}, (4.9) where 0 < δ < 1. First we give an estimate on ‖x̂ × E(x; k)‖_L2_{t (ΓR)}.

Lemma 4.1. Let k ≥ k^∗, then there exists a positive constant M such that ‖x̂ × E(x; k)‖_L2_{t (ΓR)} ≤ kM‖J‖_{p,0}, (4.10) where M depends only on λ, L and R.

Proof. Introduce the fundamental solution of the Helmholtz equation

Φ_k(x, y) = exp(ik|x − y|) 4π|x − y| , x ≠ y, x, y ∈ R^3 . Then the unique solution to equation (2.4) with the radiation condition (2.3) can be written as (see, e.g., [12]) E(x; k) =ik ∫ V_0 ( I + ∇∇^⊤ k^2 ) Φ_k(x, y)J(y) dy =ik ∫ V_0 Φ_k(x, y) ( ( 1 + i k − 1 k^2|x − y|^2 ) I + ( 3 k^2|x − y|^2 − 3i k|x − y| − 1 ) (x − y)(x − y)^⊤ |x − y|^2 ) J(y) dy, (4.11) where x ∈ R^3 \V_0 and I denotes the 3 × 3 identity matrix. Let τ_0 := min{|x − y| | x ∈ Γ_R, y ∈ V_0} = R − √ 3 2 L, then for all x ∈ Γ_R and y ∈ V_0, we obtain | | | |1 + i k − 1 k^2|x − y|^2 | | | | ≤ 1 + 1 k + 1 k^2τ^2_0 , | | | 3 k^2|x − y|^2 − 3i k|x − y| − 1 | | | ≤ 1 + 3 k^2τ^2_0 , and |Φ_k(x, y)| ≤ 1 4πτ_0 . Then, we see |x̂ × E(x; k)| ≤ k 4πτ_0 ( 2 + 1 k + 4 k^2τ^2_0 ) L^{3/2}‖J‖_{p,0}, x ∈ Γ_R. Furthermore, we obtain ‖x̂ × E(x; k)‖_L2_{t (ΓR)} ≤ kR 2 √ πτ_0 ( 2 + 1 k + 4 k^2τ^2_0 ) L^{3/2}‖J‖_{p,0}. Hence the estimate (4.10) follows by noticing k ≥ k^∗ and taking

M := R 2 √ πτ_0 ( 2 + 1 k^∗ + 4 k^{∗2}τ^2_0 ) L^{3/2}. (4.12)

Now we recall and establish some estimates of the spherical Hankel functions h^{(1)}n (t) and z^{(1)}n (t) = h^{(1)}n (t) + th^{(1)′}n (t), which will play an important role in the stability analysis. To this end, we need the following estimates which can be found in [8, 16].

Lemma 4.2. Let n ∈ N and t > 0. Then it holds that | | | | z^{(1)}n (t) h^{(1)}n (t) | | | | ≥ n(n + 1) 2t^2 + n + 1 .

Lemma 4.3. Let n ∈ N and 0 < R < ρ. Then the following estimates hold | | | | h^{(1)′}n (kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | ≤ c_1, k ≥ 2π L , c_2 k , 0 < k ≤ 1 2 , (4.13)

where

c_1 = max { 9, 1 + c_4Le^{−1+c3(1−R/ρ)} 2πc_3(ρ − R) } , c_2 = max { 9 2 , 1 2 + c_4 c_3(ρ − R) √ 2c_3e } , c_3 = √ 15 4 , c_4 =

25 + 11e^{11/25} 25 − 11e^{11/25} ( 16 15 )_{1/4} . From Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3, we can derive the following result.

Lemma 4.4. Let n ∈ N and 0 < R < ρ. Then the following estimates hold for k > 0 | | | | h^{(1)}n (kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | ≤ 1, (4.14) | | | | z^{(1)}n (kρ) z^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | ≤ (4 + 10kR)ρ R , (4.15) | | | | h^{(1)}n (kρ) z^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | ≤ 7, (4.16) | | | | z^{(1)}n (kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | ≤ C_1kρ, k ≥ 2π L , C_2ρ, 0 < k ≤ 1 2 , (4.17)

where constants C_1 and C_2 depend only on L, R and ρ.

Proof. We get (4.14) from Lemma 3.3 in [8], and it still holds for n = 0.

We now turn to prove (4.15). Since h^{(1)′}n (t) = −(n + 1)h^{(1)}n (t)/t + h^{(1)}_{n−1}(t), we have | | | | R ρ z^{(1)}n (kρ)

z^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | = | | | | R ρ h^{(1)}n (kρ) + kρh^{(1)′}n (kρ)

h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | | | | | h^{(1)}n (kR)

z^{(1)}n (kR) | | | |

= | | | | R ρ −nh^{(1)}n (kρ) + kρh^{(1)}_{n−1}(kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | | | | | h^{(1)}n (kR)

z^{(1)}n (kR) | | | |

≤ ( n | | | | h^{(1)}n (kρ)

h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | + kR | | | | h^{(1)}_{n−1}(kρ)

h^{(1)}_{n−1}(kR) h^{(1)}_{n−1}(kR)

h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | ) | | | h^{(1)}n (kR)

z^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | ≤ n + kR |γ_n(kR)| , where we use the inequality that |h^{(1)}_{n−1}(t)| ≤ |h^{(1)}n (t)| for n ≥ 1, t > 0 [8, p.8]

and γ_n := z^{(1)}n /h^{(1)}n .

We now estimate |γ_n(t)| for t > 0. Since h^{(1)}n^′(t) = nh^{(1)}n (t)/t − h^{(1)}_{n+1}(t),

we have

γ_n(t) = z^{(1)}n (t)

h^{(1)}n (t)

= n + 1 − t h^{(1)}_{n+1}(t)

h^{(1)}n (t)

, (4.18)

which implies, for kR ≥ 5n/4 + 1, |γ_n(kR)| ≥ kR − (n + 1) ≥ n/4 and thus n + kR |γ_n(kR)| ≤ 4 ( 1 + 1 n kR ) . For kR ≤ 5n/4 + 1, we resort to the estimate in Lemma 4.2 to get 1 |γ_n(kR)| ≤ 2kR(^5_4 n + 1) + n + 1

n(n + 1) ≤ 1 n ( 1 + 5 2 kR ) , hence n + kR |γ_n(kR)| ≤ n + (^5_4 n + 1) n ( 1 + 5 2 kR ) ≤ 4 ( 1 + 5 2 kR ) , and (4.15) follows.

To show (4.16), we have | | | | | h^{(1)}n (kρ)

z^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | | = | | | | | h^{(1)}n (kρ)

h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | | | | | | | h^{(1)}n (kR)

z^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | | ≤ 1 |γ_n(kR)| , then for kR ≥ n+5/4, in light of (4.18) we get |γ_n(kR)| ≥ kR−(n+1) ≥ 1/4

and thus |γ_n(kR)|^{−1} ≤ 4, for kR ≤ n + 5/4, using the estimate in Lemma

4.2, we get |γ_n(kR)|^{−1} ≤ 7, and we have thus proved (4.16) .

To prove (4.17), we have | | | | z^{(1)}n (kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | ≤ | | | | h^{(1)}n (kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | + kρ | | | | h^{(1)′}n (kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | , then, using (4.13), we obtain | | | | z^{(1)}n (kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | ≤ 1 + c_1kρ ≤ ( L 2πρ + c_1 ) kρ = C_1kρ, k ≥ 2π L , | | | | z^{(1)}n (kρ) h^{(1)}n (kR) | | | | ≤ 1 + c_2ρ = ( 1 ρ + c_2 ) ρ = C_2ρ, 0 < k ≤ 1 2 , where constants C_1 and C_2 depend only on L, R and ρ.

From Lemma 4.1 and 4.4, we derive the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let 0 < R < ρ and λ < L/(4π). Then there exist constants C_1 and C_2 depending only on L, R, λ and ρ such that ‖x̂ × E(x; k) − x̂ × E^δ(x; k)‖_L2_{t (Γρ)} ≤ (4 + 10kR)kM‖J‖_{p,0}δ, (4.19) ‖x̂ × ∇ × E(x; k) − x̂ × ∇ × E^δ(x; k)‖_L2_{t (Γρ)} ≤ (C_1 + 7Rk)k^2M‖J‖_{p,0}δ, (4.20) ‖x̂ × ∇ × E(x; k^∗) − x̂ × ∇ × E^δ(x; k^∗)‖_L2_{t (Γρ)} ≤ (C_2 + 7Rk^{∗2})k^∗M‖J‖_{p,0}δ, (4.21)

where the constant M is defined by (4.12).

Proof. From (4.9), (4.10), (4.14) and (4.15), we have ‖x̂ × E(x; k) − x̂ × E^δ(x; k)‖_L2_{t (Γρ)} ≤ (_∞ ∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( |α_{k,n,m} − α^δ_{k,n,m}|^2 + (4 + 10kR)^2|β_{k,n,m} − β^δ_{k,n,m}|^2 ) )_{1/2}

≤(4 + 10kR)‖x̂ × E(x; k) − x̂ × E^δ(x; k)‖_L2_{t (ΓR)} ≤(4 + 10kR)kM‖J‖_{p,0}δ, which gives (4.19).

Using (4.9), (4.10), (4.16) and (4.17), we have ‖x̂ × ∇ × E(x; k) − x̂ × ∇ × E^δ(x; k)‖_L2_{t (Γρ)} ≤ (_∞ ∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( C^2_1 k^2|α_{k,n,m} − α^δ_{k,n,m}|^2 + 49k^4R^2|β_{k,n,m} − β^δ_{k,n,m}|^2 ) )_{1/2}

≤(C_1 + 7Rk)k‖x̂ × E(k, x) − x̂ × E^δ(k, x)‖_L2_{t (ΓR)} ≤(C_1 + 7Rk)k^2M‖J‖_{p,0}δ, which yields the desired estimate (4.20).

Similar to (4.20), using (4.9), (4.10), (4.16) and (4.17), and noticing k^∗ = 2πλ/L < 1/2, we have ‖x̂ × ∇ × E(k^∗, x) − x̂ × ∇ × E^δ(k^∗, x)‖_L2_{t (Γρ)} ≤ (_∞ ∑ n=1 n∑ m=−n ( C^2_2 |α_k∗_{,n,m} − α^δ_k∗_{,n,m}|^2 + 49k^4R^2|β_k∗_{,n,m} − β^δ_k∗_{,n,m}|^2 ) )_{1/2}

≤(C_2 + 7Rk^{∗2})‖x̂ × E(k^∗, x) − x̂ × E^δ(k^∗, x)‖_L2_{t (ΓR)} ≤(C_2 + 7Rk^{∗2})k^∗M‖J‖_{p,0}δ, then we obtain (4.21), and the proof is completed.

Thanks to Theorem 4.1, we can show the error estimates of |a_l − a^δ_l | and |b_l − b^δ_l |. Theorem 4.2. For l ∈ Z^3, |l| ≤ N, k = 2π|l|/L and λ < 1/2, we have |a_l − a^δ_l | ≤ C_3 C_N k^2‖J‖_{p,0}δ, 1 ≤ |l| ≤ N, (4.22) |b_l − b^δ_l | ≤ C_3 C_N k‖J‖_{p,0}δ, 1 ≤ |l| ≤ N, (4.23) |a_0 − a^δ_0| ≤ ( C_4δ +

4π^2C_3λδ C_N L^2

(N^2 + 3N) + 2λ √ NL^{3/2} ) ‖J‖_{p,0}, (4.24) where the constant C_N depends only on N, and C_3 and C_4 depend only on L, R, ρ, λ and J.

Proof. For 1 ≤ |l| ≤ N, by using (4.19), (4.20), we have |a_l − a^δ_l | ≤ 1 k|v_l|^2L^3 ∫ Γ_ρ ( |(x̂ × ∇ × E(x; k) − x̂ × ∇ × E^δ(x; k)) · (w_lϕ_l(x))| + |(x̂ × E(x; k) − x̂ × E^δ(x; k)) · ∇ × (w_lϕ_l(x))| ) ds(x) ≤ 2 √ πρ k|v_l|^2L^3 ( ‖x̂ × ∇ × E(x; k) − x̂ × ∇ × E^δ(x; k)‖_L2_{t (Γρ)}|l||v_l| + ‖x̂ × E(x; k) − x̂ × E^δ(x; k)‖_L2_{t (Γρ)}|l|^2|v_l| 2π L )

≤ 2 √ πρ k|v_l|L^3 ( (C_1 + 7Rk)M‖J‖_{p,0}k^2|l|δ + (4 + 10kR)M‖J‖_{p,0}k 2π L |l|^2δ )

≤ 2 √ πρ |p × l̂|L^3 (C_1 + 4 + 17kR)M‖J‖_{p,0}kδ, and |b_l − b^δ_l | ≤ 1 2πk|v_l|^2L^2 ∫ Γ_ρ ( |(x̂ × ∇ × E(x; k) − x̂ × ∇ × E^δ(x; k)) · (v_lϕ_l(x))| + |(x̂ × E(x; k) − x̂ × E^δ(x; k)) · ∇ × (v_lϕ_l(x))| ) ds(x) ≤ 2 √ πρ 2πk|v_l|^2L^2 ( ‖x̂ × ∇ × E(x; k) − x̂ × ∇ × E^δ(x; k)‖_L2_{t (Γρ)}|v_l| + ‖x̂ × E(x; k) − x̂ × E^δ(x; k)‖_L2_{t (Γρ)}|l||v_l| 2π L )

≤ 2 √ πρ 2πk|v_l|L^2 ( (C_1 + 7Rk)M‖J‖_{p,0}k^2δ + (4 + 10kR)M‖J‖_{p,0}k 2π L |l|δ )

≤ 2 √ πρ |p × l̂|L^3 (C_1 + 4 + 17kR)M‖J‖_{p,0}δ, where l̂ denotes the unit vector l/|l|.

Since 2π ≤ kL, we get C_1 + 4 + 17kR ≤ ((C_1 + 4)L/2π + 17R)k. Let

C_3 := 2 √ πρ L^3 ( (C_1 + 4) L 2π + 17R ) M, C_N := min_{1≤|l|≤N} |p × l̂|, then we obtain |a_l − a^δ_l | ≤ C_3 C_N k^2‖J‖_{p,0}δ, |b_l − b^δ_l | ≤ C_3 C_N k‖J‖_{p,0}δ, thus we obtain (4.22) and (4.23).

To prove (4.24), from (3.16) and (4.7), we obtain

|a_0 − a^δ_0| ≤ λπ sin λπ (| | | 1 ik^∗L^3|p × l^∗|^2 ∫ Γ_ρ ( x̂ × ∇ × (E(x; k) − E^δ(x; k)) · (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) + x̂ × (E(x; k) − E^δ(x; k)) · ∇ × (w^∗ϕ_l∗ (x)) ) ds(x) | | | | + N∑ |j|=1 | | | | sin (j − λ)π (j − λ)π (a_l − a^δ_l ) | | | | + ∞∑ |j|=N+1 | | | | sin (j − λ)π (j − λ)π a_l | | | | )

=I_1 + I_2 + I_3.

From (4.19) and (4.21), we obtain

I_1 ≤ λπ k^∗L^3|p × l^∗|^2 sin λπ ( 2 √ πρ(C_2 + 7k^{∗2}R)k^∗M‖J‖_{p,0}δ|l^∗||p × l^∗| + 2 √ πρ(4 + 10k^∗R)k^∗M‖J‖_{p,0}δ 2π L |l^∗|^2|p × l^∗| )

≤ 2λπ^{3/2}ρM L^3|p × l̂^∗| sin λπ ((C_2 + 7k^{∗2}R) + (4 + 10k^∗R)k^∗)‖J‖_{p,0}δ ≤C_4‖J‖_{p,0}δ, where l̂^∗ = (1, 0, 0)^⊤ and

C_4 := 2λπ^{3/2}ρM L^3|p × l̂^∗| sin λπ (C_2 + 4k^∗ + 17k^{∗2}R).

Using (4.22), and noticing λ < 1/2, we have

I_2 = λπ sin λπ N∑ |j|=1 | | |sin(j − λ)π (j − λ)π (a_l − a^δ_l ) | | |

≤ 4π^2C_3‖J‖_{p,0}λδ C_N L^2 N∑ |j|=1 | | | j^2 j − λ | | | = 4π^2C^3‖J‖^{p,0}λδ C_N L^2 N∑ j=1 2j^3 j^2 − λ^2 ≤ 4π^2C_3‖J‖_{p,0}λδ C_N L^2 N∑ j=1 ∫_{j+1} j 2t^3 t^2 − λ^2 dt = 4π^2C_3‖J‖_{p,0}λδ C_N L^2

∫_{N+1} 1 2t^3 t^2 − λ^2 dt = 4π^2C_3‖J‖_{p,0}λδ C_N L^2

(N^2 + 2N + λ^2 ln ((N + 1)^2 − λ^2) − λ^2 ln (1 − λ^2)) ≤ 4π^2C_3‖J‖_{p,0}λδ C_N L^2 ( N^2 + 2N + 2λ^2N + 1 2 )

≤ 4π^2C_3‖J‖_{p,0}λδ C_N L^2

(N^2 + 3N).

Combining with (3.13)

I_3 = |a_0 − a^N_0 | ≤ 2λ √ NL^{3/2} ‖J‖_{p,0}, In summary, we obtain

|a_0 − a^δ_0| ≤ ( C_4δ +

4π^2C_3λδ C_N L^2

(N^2 + 3N) + 2λ √ NL^{3/2} ) ‖J‖_{p,0}. This completes the proof.

Now we are in a position to present the main result.

Theorem 4.3. Let J be a function in (H^σ_p (V_0))^3 and 0 ≤ μ < σ, then the following estimate holds ‖J − J^δ_N ‖_{p,μ} ≤ ( C_5δ + 2λ √ N + C_6N^{μ+7/2}δ ) ‖J‖_{p,0} + N^{μ−σ} ‖J‖_{p,σ}. (4.25) If, in addition, we take τ ≥ 1 and N = [τδ^{−1μ+4} ] + 1, then ‖J − J^δ_N ‖_{p,μ} ≤C_5‖J‖_{p,0}δ + 1 τ^{σ−μ} ‖J‖_{p,σ}δ^{σ−μμ+4} + ( 2λ √ τ + (2τ)^{μ+7/2}C_6 ) ‖J‖_{p,0}δ^{12(μ+4)} ,

where [X] denotes the largest integer that is smaller than X + 1.

Proof. From (3.4) and Theorem 4.2, it is readily seen that ‖J_N − J^δ_N ‖_{p,μ} ≤ ( L^3 N∑ |l|=0 ( 1 + |l|^2 )_μ |a_l − a^δ_l |^2 + 4π^2L N∑ |l|=1 ( 1 + |l|^2 )_μ |p × l|^2|b_l − b^δ_l |^2 )_{1/2}

≤ ( C_4L^{3/2}δ +

4π^2C_3λδ C_N √ L (N^2 + 3N) + 2λ √ N ) ‖J‖_{p,0}

+ 4 √ 2π^2C_3‖J‖_{p,0}δ C_N √ L N∑ |l|=1 (1 + |l|^2)^μ|l|^4 1/2

≤ ( C_4L^{3/2}δ +

4π^2C_3λδ C_N √ L (N^2 + 3N) + 2λ √ N ) ‖J‖_{p,0} + 4 √ 2π^2C_3δ C_N √ L (1 + N^2)^{μ/2}N^2(2N + 1)^{3/2}‖J‖_{p,0} ≤ ( C_5δ + 2λ √ N + C_6N^{μ+7/2}δ ) ‖J‖_{p,0} where C_5 := C_4L^{3/2}, C_6 :=

4π^2C_3(4λ + 3 √ 62^{μ/2}) C_N √ L . Hence, from Theorem 3.1, we know ‖J − J^δ_N ‖_{p,μ} ≤‖J_N − J^δ_N ‖_{p,μ} + ‖J − J_N ‖_{p,μ} ≤ ( C_5δ + 2λ √ N + C_6N^{μ+7/2}δ ) ‖J‖_{p,0} + N^{μ−σ} ‖J‖_{p,σ}, which leads to (4.25). Further, let τ ≥ 1 and N = [τδ^{−1μ+4} ] + 1 and we have ‖J − J^δ_N ‖_{p,μ} ≤C_5‖J‖_{p,0}δ + 1 τ^{σ−μ} ‖J‖_{p,σ}δ^{σ−μμ+4} + ( 2λ √ τ + (2τ)^{μ+7/2}C_6 ) ‖J‖_{p,0}δ^{12(μ+4)} ,

which completes the proof of the theorem.

5 Numerical simulations and discussions

In this section, we present several numerical examples to demonstrate the feasibility and effectiveness of the proposed method.

In order to generate data sets, we solve the forward problem via the direct integration. For suppJ ⊂ V_0, the unique solution to equation (2.4) with the radiation condition (2.3) is given by (4.11). We use the Gauss quadrature to calculate these volume integrals over the 48^3 Gauss-Legendre points.

Now we specify details of the numerical implementation of the Fourier method. Let V_0 = [−0.5, 0.5]^3 and the radiated fields be measured on the unit sphere S^2, i.e., R = 1. In order to test the stability of the method, we add random noise to the data set. Since x̂ × E = (x̂ × E · e_θ)e_θ + (x̂ × E · e_φ)e_φ, then the noisy data was given by the following formula:

x̂ × E^δ = (x̂ × E^δ · e_θ)e_θ + (x̂ × E^δ · e_φ)e_φ,

where x̂ × E^δ · e_θ = x̂ × E · e_θ + δr_1|x̂ × E · e_θ|e^{iπr2} , x̂ × E^δ · e_φ = x̂ × E · e_φ + δr_3|x̂ × E · e_φ|e^{iπr4} , r_1, r_2, r_3 and r_4 are uniformly distributed random numbers, which range from −1 to 1, and δ > 0 is the noise level. In terms of Theorem 4.3, if not otherwise specified, we choose the truncation order N by the following rule

N := [3δ^{−1/4}] + 1, (5.1)

and let K_N = {2π|l| | l ∈ Z^3, 1 ≤ |l| ≤ N}, k^∗ = 2πλ, λ = 10^{−2} be the set of admissible wavenumbers. The radiated data are measured on 8 × 10^4 uniformly distributed observation points located on the unit sphere S^2. Using these radiated data and the formulae (4.1)–(4.4), we compute the artificial data x̂ × E^δ and x̂ × ∇ × E^δ on the sphere centered at the origin with radius of ρ = 1.2 for the admissible wavenumbers K_N ∪ {k^∗}. The surface integrals in (4.1) and (4.2) were evaluated using the trapezoidal rule. The series (4.3) and (4.4) were numerically truncated by |n| ≤ 20. Finally, the Fourier coefficients a^δ_l , b^δ_l , 1 ≤ |l| ≤ N and a^{N,δ}_0 were computed by (4.5), (4.6) and (4.7), respectively, and the surface integrals here were also calculated using the trapezoidal rule over a 200 × 400 grid uniformly points on Γ_ρ.

Numerically, the relative L^2 error ‖J − J^δ_N ‖_{(L}2_{(V0))}3 /‖J‖_{(L}2_{(V0))}3 has the following discrete form (∑_{1013} m=1 |J(x_m) − J^δ_N (x_m)|^2 )_{1/2} (∑_{1013} m=1 |J(x_m)|^2 )_{1/2} . (5.2)

Here, x_m ∈ V_0, m = 1, 2, · · · , 101^3 are uniformly spaced points and the pointwise values J^δ_N (x_m), m = 1, 2, · · · , 101^3 were computed by (4.8).

Remark 5.1. We would like to point out that the discrete relative L^2 error is insensitive to moderate choices of parameters λ and ρ. In our experience, our experiments show that λ = 10^{−2}, 10^{−3}, 10^{−4} and ρ = 1.2, 1.5, 2 would produce qualitatively the similar reconstructions.

Example 1. Reconstruction of a smooth source function. In this example, we aim to reconstruct a smooth source function

J_1 = p_1f_1 + p_1 × ∇g_1

with p_1 = (1, √ 2, √ 3)/ √ 6 and

f_1(x_1, x_2, x_3) = √ 6 exp ( −80 ( (x_1 − 0.15)^2 + (x_2 − 0.15)^2 + x^2_3 )) , g_1(x_1, x_2, x_3) = √ 6 10 exp ( −40(x^2_1 + x^2 + x^2_3) ) . Figure 1 gives the second component of the reconstruction J^δ_{1,N} for the source J_1 with N = 6 and δ = 10%. For comparison, we give some quantitative results in Table 1 and Table 2. In Table 1, we list the truncation orders N(δ) and relative L^2 errors of the reconstructions of J_1 for different noise levels δ. Table 1 shows that as the noise level δ decreases, the corresponding truncation order N(δ) chosen by (5.1) increases, meanwhile the relative L^2 error decreases. Table 1 also illustrates that our method is insensitive to pollutions of the measured data.

To test the influences of different choices of N and δ other than (5.1), we list the relative L^2 errors of the reconstructions of J_1 for different noise levels δ and truncation orders N in Table 2. As is shown in Table 2, for some fixed noise level δ, the error decreases as the truncation order N increases, and for some fixed truncation order N, the error decreases as the noise level δ decreases.

Example 2. Reconstruction of a discontinuous source function. In this example, we reconstruct a discontinuous source function defined in the cubic domain V_0 by J_2 = p_2f_2

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 1: The second component of the reconstruction of J_1 with N = 6 and δ = 10%. (a) exact, surface plot (b) exact, contour plot (c) reconstructed, surface plot (d) reconstructed, contour plot.

Table 1: The truncation orders N(δ) and relative L^2 errors of the reconstructions of J_1 for different noise levels δ.

δ 1% 2% 5% 10%

N(δ) 10 8 7 6 error 1.141% 1.146% 1.198% 1.692%

Table 2: The relative L^2 errors of the reconstructions of J_1 for different noise levels δ and truncation orders N. N 5 6 7 8 9 10

δ = 1% 4.842% 1.624% 1.174% 1.142% 1.141% 1.141% δ = 2% 4.843% 1.628% 1.179% 1.146% 1.145% 1.145% δ = 5% 4.848% 1.642% 1.198% 1.166% 1.165% 1.165% δ = 10% 4.865% 1.692% 1.265% 1.235% 1.234% 1.234%

where p_2 = (1, √ 2, √ 3)^⊤/ √ 6 and

f_2(x_1, x_2, x_3) = √ 6, if 0 ≤ x_1, x_2 ≤ 0.4, −0.2 ≤ x_3 ≤ 0.2, √ 6/2, if (x_1 + 0.25)^2 + (x_2 + 0.25)^2 + x^2_3 ≤ 0.15^2, 0, elsewhere.

The support of J_2 consists of a cubic and a sphere. Figure 3 gives the second component of the reconstruction J^δ_{2,N} for the source J_2 with different noise levels δ.

Figure 2 shows that as the noise level δ decreases (the number of Fourier terms N(δ) increases correspondingly), the error of the reconstruction is reduced. In addition, Gibbs phenomenon in the theory of Fourier series can be observed at the discontinuous points of the source function. Example 3. Finally, we aim to test the method for a different polarization direction. In this example, we are going to reconstruct the source function of the form J_3 = p_3f_3 + p_3 × ∇g_3

where p_3 = ( √ 5, −1, √ 3)^⊤/3, and

f_3(x_1, x_2, x_3) = 3 exp(−80((x_1 − 0.15)^2 + (x_2 − 0.15)^2 + x^2_3)), g_3(x_1, x_2, x_3) = 0.3 exp(−40(x^2_1 + x^2 + x^2_3)).

Figure 3 shows the second component of the reconstruction J^δ_{3,N} for the source J_3 with N = 6 and δ = 0.1.

Acknowledgements

The work of G. Wang and F. Ma were supported by the NSF grant of China under 11371172. The work of Y. Guo was supported by the NSF grants

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 2: The reconstruction of the source J_2 with different noise levels δ. The cross section plots are depicted at x_3 = 0 and x_1 = x_2. (a) δ = 0.1, contour plot; (b) δ = 0.1, cross section plot; (c) δ = 0.05, contour plot; (d) δ = 0.05, cross section plot; (e) δ = 0.01, contour plot; (f) δ = 0.01, cross section plot.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 3: The second component of the reconstruction of J_3 with N = 6 and δ = 0.1. (a) exact, surface plot; (b) exact, contour plot; (c) reconstructed, surface plot; (d) reconstructed, contour plot.

of China under 11601107, 11671111 and 41474102. The work of J. Li was supported by the NSF grant of China under 11571161, the Shenzhen Sci-Tech Fund under JCYJ20160530184212170 and the SUSTech Startup fund. The authors would also wish to thank Prof. Deyue Zhang for his suggestions that improved the quality of this paper.

References

[1] A. A. Rodríguez, J. Camano and A. Valli. Inverse source problems for eddy current equations. Inverse Problems, 28(1):015006, 2012.

[2] A. El Badia and T. Ha-Duong. On an inverse source problem for the heat equation. Journal of Inverse and Ill-posed problems, 10(6):585–599, 2002.

[3] A. El Badia and T. Ha-Duong. An inverse source problem in potential analysis. Inverse Problems, 16(3):651–663, 2007.

[4] A. El Badia and T. Nara. An inverse source problem for Helmholtz’s equation from the Cauchy data with a single wave number. Inverse Problems, 27(10):105001, 2011.

[5] A. J. Devaney, E. A. Marengo and M. Li. Inverse source problem in nonhomogeneous background media. SIAM Journal on Applied Mathematics, 67(5):1353–1378, 2007.

[6] A. S. Fokas, Y. Kurylev and V. Marinakis. The unique determination of neuronal currents in the brain via magnetoencephalography. Inverse Problems, 20(4):1067–1082, 2004.

[7] S. R. Arridge. Optical tomography in medical imaging. Inverse Problems, 15(2):41–93, 1999.

[8] D. Zhang and Y. Guo. Fourier method for solving the multi-frequency inverse source problem for the Helmholtz equation. Inverse Problems, 31(3):035007, 2015.

[9] G. Bao, J. Lin and F. Triki. A multi-frequency inverse source problem.

Journal of Differential Equations, 249(12):3443–3465, 2010.

[10] G. Bao, P. Li and Y. Zhao. Stability in the inverse source problem for elastic and electromagnetic waves with multi-frequencies. arXiv:1703.03890v1, 2017.

[11] G. Bao, P. Li, J. Lin and F. Triki. Inverse scattering problems with multi-frequencies. Inverse Problems, 31(9):093001, 2015.

[12] H. Ammari and J. C. Nédélec. Time-harmonic electromagnetic fields in chiral media. Modern Mathematical Methods in Diffraction Theory and its Applications in Engineering, 42:174–202, 1997.

[13] H. Ammari, G. Bao and J. L. Fleming. An inverse source problem for Maxwell’s equations in magnetoencephalography. SIAM Journal on Applied Mathematics, 62(4):1369–1382, 2002.

[14] H. Liu and G. Uhlmann. Determining both sound speed and internal source in thermo- and photo-acoustic tomography. Inverse Problems, 31(10):105005, 2015.

[15] V. Isakov. Inverse Problems for Partial Differential Equations. Springer, New York, 3rd edition, 2017.

[16] J. Chen and Z. Chen. An adaptive perfectly matched layer technique for 3-D time-harmonic electromagnetic scattering problems. Mathematics of Computation, 77(262):673–698, 2008.

[17] J. Cheng, V. Isakov and S. Lu. Increasing stability in the inverse source problem with many frequencies. Journal of Differential Equations, 260(5):4786–4804, 2016.

[18] P. Li and G. Yuan. Increasing stability for the inverse soure scattering problem with multi-frequencies. Inverse Problems and Imaging, 11(4), 2016.

[19] M. A. Anastasio, J. Zhang, D. Modgil and P. J. La Riviére. Application of inverse source concepts to photoacoustic tomography. Inverse Problems, 23(6):21–35, 2007.

[20] M. Eller and N. P. Valdivia. Acoustic source identification using multiple frequency information. Inverse Problems, 25(11):115005, 2009.

[21] P. Monk. Finite Element Methods for Maxwell’s Equations. Oxford University Press, New York, 2003.

[22] R. Albanese and P. Monk. The inverse source problem for Maxwell’s equations. Inverse Problems, 22(3):1023–1035, 2006.

[23] S. He and V. G. Romanov. Identification of dipole sources in a bounded domain for Maxwell’s equations. Wave Motion, 28(1):25–40, 1998.

[24] X. Wang, Y. Guo, D. Zhang and H. Liu. Fourier method for recovering acoustic sources from multi-frequency far-field data. Inverse Problems, 33(3):035001, 2017.

[25] Y. Guo, J. Li, H. Liu and X. Wang. Mathematical design of a novel input/instruction device using a moving emitter. arXiv:1609.05205, 2016.

[26] Y. Guo, J. Li, H. Liu and X. Wang. Two gesture-computing approaches by using electromagnetic waves. arXiv:1705.07713, 2017.