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Chapter 1

Introduction

What we are generally concerned with is the scattering of an incoming wave at an
inhomogeneous medium. Interior transmission eigenvalues appear in that context
and the question whether they exist is of importance to determine whether certain
methods of reconstructing the scattering object are guaranteed to succeed [4]. As
mentioned in [3] there are also concepts that use knowledge about the distribution of
interior transmission eigenvalues to directly gather information about the scattering
object.

Our goal is to prove that under certain conditions interior transmission eigen-
values exist, but only as isolated points. Points of reference that are of utmost
importance to this end are the research papers [3] and [9]. We will either mimic
their proofs or work them out in greater detail in the central chapters 3 and 4
where we tackle the necessary details for achieving our aforementioned goal. Be-
fore that we will be discussing the basics needed for this in chapter 2. Chapter
5 will then cover some loose ends and provide some exemplary analysis in a more
specific environment.

Definitions 1.1 and 1.2 set the stage and the quantities defined in them will have
the properties attributed to them there throughout the entire thesis unless stated
otherwise.

Definition 1.1. Let D C R? be a bounded domain (i.e. connected and open) of
class C? with connected complement. Furthermore let p,q € L>(D) such that there
exists a constant qo > 0 with q(x) > p(x) + qo > qo for almost all x € D.

Keeping in mind the affinity to the scattering problem it makes sense to visualize
the variables in this definition as physical parameters.

p describes the index of refraction for some kind of background medium and ¢
the index of refraction for the actual scattering object. ¢o can be imagined as a
minimum requirement for contrast as ¢ — p is bounded away from zero by it.

D contains the scatterer. It is defined to be a subset of R? which means we
are restricting ourselves to the two-dimensional problem. I am not aware that
examining the three-dimensional problem would pose serious additional difficulties,
however.



Chapter 1 Introduction

The smoothness condition ‘class C?’ means that the boundary can locally be
written as a twice continuously differentiable function after an adequate transfor-
mation of the coordinate system. This is needed to use some embedding theorems
concerning Sobolev spaces that will prove to be very helpful, but could most likely
be slightly weakened without destroying the validity of the theorems. While the
boundedness of D seems like a strong restriction from a theoretical point of view,
one has to keep in mind that boundedness of the scatterer is not much of a re-
striction when the scatterer is an actual physical object, like a patient in a medical
imaging device or a test specimen subjected to non-destructive testing techniques.

Definition 1.2. A > 0 is called interior transmission eigenvalue if there exist
nontrivial u,w € L*(D) such that

1. u—w e HiD)

2. Au+X1+4+qu=0inD

3. Aw+AN1+pw=01in D

4. u=w and % = g—ql‘j on the boundary 0D of D

whereas 2. and 3. have to be understood in the weak sense, which means that

O—// (A+XNX1+¢)Vdr YV V€ HD) and
O—// (A+X14+p)¥ dr VU € HF (D) respectively.

All of the aforementioned functions and function spaces are required to be real
and will be properly defined in due time.



Chapter 2

Preliminaries

This chapter is devoted to the foundation for our proofs and calculations and in-
cludes some general definitions and theorems, mostly from functional analysis. The
intention here is not to construct a complete analytical framework from scratch,
but to recall some definitions and well-known facts so we have them readily avail-
able later with suitable notation and level of detail for our purposes. Furthermore
stating theorems in their most general form is not the goal either. In favor of added
consistency we will for example state most theorems for Banach- and Hilbert spaces,
even if the theorems were also true in less demanding spaces.

For the proofs of the essential theorems the reader will mostly be referred to one
of the textbooks I used while writing. Whenever we prove something by ourselves
in this chapter, it is likely not to stress the importance of that particular statement,
but rather because the statement is uncommon in that exact formulation. There
are some exceptions to this rule, though.

As far as our definitions are concerned, these are intended to be as complete as
possible without taking up too much space. I tried to avoid situations where the
reader might be unsure what a given object is, but defining everything, no matter
how basic, was obviously not the way to go either. Hopefully a satisfactory balance
between completeness and clarity has been found.

2.1 From norms to Hilbert spaces

The source for all of the definitions in this section is [12], they are however not
taken word for word. We take the knowledge what a vector space, eigenvalues and
eigenvectors are for granted and proceed to recall the definition of norms and inner
products.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a vector space over F € {R,C}.
A mapping ||.||: X — R is called a norm if it satisfies
[zl =0, [lz] =0 <= 2 =0
|laz|| = |af||z|| Positive homogeneity

|z +yll < Iz + [y Triangle inequality
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foralla e F and all x,y € X.
A wvector space with a norm is called a normed vector space.

Definition 2.2. Let X be a vector space over F € {R,C}.
A mapping (.,.): X x X — F is called an inner product if it satisfies

(114 awa,y) = (21, y) + alzz, y) Linearity
(x,y) = (y,x) (Congugate) Symmetry
(x,z) >0, (x,2) =0 <= =0 Positive definiteness

forall a € F and all x,y, 21,25 € X.
A wector space with an inner product is called an inner product space.

Remark 2.3. In Definition 2.2 the use of the relation * > implicitly defines that the
numbers on both sides of the relation must be on the real axis if they are otherwise
possible to be anywhere in C. This procedure applies with ¢ >’ as well as with * >,
‘<7 and * <’ everywhere in this thesis, in particular also in Definition 1.2. The
complex conjugate of a real number is defined to be the number itself. This holds still
true, if the field that we are currently working in is not even C to begin with, which
allows us to simultaneously treat the real and the complex case for some problems.

Recall that if we have an inner product we can define a norm through
]l = v/, x)

(see [12, Lemma 6.20] for a short proof). If not specifically stated otherwise we
always think of this norm when talking about the norm of a vector in an inner
product space.

A very well-known device that is essential to the proof that \/(x,z) is a norm,
but also is interesting on it’s own is the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We cite it from
[12, Lemma 6.20].

Lemma 2.4. Let X be an inner product space.
Then the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

[z 9)* < (@, 2)(y,9) = [« ly])?
1s valid for all x and y in X.
Proof. Let x,y € X. Then

R 2% AR 2t ) (&, y) (2, y)
_< ) > <y7y> <y7 > <y,y>< >y>+ <y7y>2 <y>y>
= (z,7) — [z )

’ (v, y)

10
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from where the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality follows by adding % on both sides

and then multiplying with (y, y). O

Definition 2.5. Let X be a normed vector space.
When we say a sequence (T,)neny C X converges to x € X, we mean norm conver-
gence, 1.e.

|xn —z|| = 0

and write x,, — x. When we say (T, )nen s bounded, then we mean that (||z,|)nen
is bounded as a sequence in R. We call (z,)neny a Cauchy sequence, if it has the

property
Ve>03INeN: |z, —anll<e VYn,m>N

Last but not least we define the two types of vector spaces that are most impor-
tant for our proofs and calculations.

Definition 2.6. A normed vector space X is called complete, if every Cauchy
sequence (Ty)neny C X converges to some x € X.
A complete normed vector space is called a Banach space.

Definition 2.7. A complete inner product space is called a Hilbert space.

2.2 On operators

We will begin this section by giving some definitions of properties of operators using
the same notation as [11], which is also the source of the definitions, albeit again
with slightly different formulations. After that we will recall convenient equivalent
conditions for some of the defined properties and a theorem that guarantees the
existence of a square root of an operator under certain circumstances. The results
are well-known and thus heavily rely on citations for their proofs, leaving only
minor details left to prove ourselves. Since in our case the domain will always be
the whole vector space on which the operator is defined, we do not need to develop
a general approach on that aspect.

Definition 2.8. A mapping Q: X — Y between two vector spaces X and Y over
the same field F € {R,C} is called a linear operator if it satisfies

Q(ary + x9) = aQ(z1) + Q(x2)

for all « € F and all x1,29 € X. Note that the addition and scalar multiplication
on the left hand side and the right hand side of the equation are not necessarily the
same.

11
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Following convention we will from now on we drop the brackets and write
Qx instead of Q(z). Furthermore Definition 2.8 implicitly states that throughout
the section any two vector spaces that are connected through a linear operator are
over the same field F € {R,C}. If we have only one vector space, then we also
denote it’s field by F.

Definition 2.9. A linear operator (Q: X — Y between two normed vector spaces
X andY s called bounded if there exists C' > 0 such that

1Qzlly < Cllzflx VzeX (2.1)
In this case
|Q|| :==inf{C > 0| (2.1) holds true}

is called the operator norm of Q.

Lemma 2.10. Let Q1: X = Y and Q2: X — Y be bounded linear operators and
a € F. Then ||.| as defined in Definition 2.9 satisfies

1Q1 + Qa2 < (@] + Q2] la@u ]l = lafl|@]

This lemma is proven in e.g. [11, Section 4.4] and also should give a good idea
why we call the operator norm ‘norm’. Imagining operators as elements of normed
vector spaces is however not necessary in our context.

[11, Section 5.13] motivates the following definition of self-adjointness, which is
sufficient for our purposes.

Definition 2.11. A linear operator Q: H — H from a Hilbert space H onto itself
1s called self-adjoint if it satisfies

(thhz) - <h1; Qh2>
for all hy,hy € H.

What we will need at one point is to take a square root of a self-adjoint bounded
linear operator (@, i.e. we need to find an operator Q% such that Q%Q% = (. How-
ever self-adjointness is not enough to ensure the existence of such an operator as one
can visualize for example by taking R as a vector space over itself with the multi-
plication as inner product. Linear operators are in this case simply multiplications
with a given real number and are automatically bounded and self-adjoint. If we
choose () to be multiplication by a negative number, we can not find a square root
of () in the set of linear operators. Hence we need to assume one more property,
namely nonnegativeness.

12
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Definition 2.12. A self-adjoint bounded linear operator QQ: H — H from a Hilbert
space H onto itself is called nonnegative if it satisfies

(Qh,h) >0
forallh € H.

Definition 2.13. We denote the set of all nonnegative self-adjoint bounded linear
operators from a Hilbert space H onto itself by B* [H|.

Now we are able to cite the following lemma from [11, Theorem 5.85], where one
can also find a very detailed and nice proof.

Lemma 2.14. For every operator Q € B [H] there exists a unique Q2 € B [H]
. 1 1
with the property that Q2 Q2 = Q.

We call this Q% the square root of (). For our application of this lemma we also
need to ensure that the square root is compact if the original operator is compact.
Our definition of compactness is based on [11, Theorem 4.52], where it is shown
that this definition is equivalent to a definition with sets instead of sequences.

Definition 2.15. A linear operator QQ: X — Y between two Banach spaces X
and Y is called compact if for every bounded sequence (Tn,), .y C X there exists a
convergent subsequence in (Qx,), .y C Y.

Definition 2.16. Let X be a normed vector space. The set of all bounded linear
operators from X to F is called the dual space of X and is denoted by X*. Here we
identify the field F with the vector space F*.

Definition 2.17. We say a sequence (x,,)nen C X converges weakly to x € X
if f(zn) — f(z) in T for all f € X*. In this case we write x,, — .

Three well-known facts (see e.g. [11, Problem 4.67]) are that weak convergence
implies boundedness, that norm convergence implies weak convergence and that
weak limits are unique.

Lemma 2.18. Let X be a Banach space and x,x°, 25° € X.

If (n)neny C X is such that x, — x, then (Tp)nen 5 bounded. If (zp)nen C X
is such that x, — x, then x, — . If (xp)neny C X is such that x, = 25° and
T, = 25°, then ° = x3°.

An equivalent condition for compactness on Hilbert spaces can be found in [11,
Problem 5.41] where it is an exercise with hints. For better readability we will
transform the hints into a rigorous proof without deviating from the idea of [11].

13
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Lemma 2.19. A linear operator QQ: X — Y between two Hilbert spaces X andY
is compact if and only if Qx, — 0 in'Y for all (x,)neny C X that converge weakly
to zero in X.

Proof. First let @ be compact and choose (x,)neny € X such that x, 5 0in X.
Observe that (x,,)nen is bounded by Lemma 2.18.

We show that Qx,, — 01is true in Y. To that end let f € Y*. Due to the linearity
of both @ and f, f@Q: X — T is also linear:

fQ(axy + x9) = f(Q(azy + 22)) = f(aQ(z1) + Q(72))
= af(Q(r1)) + f(Q(22)) = afQ(x1) + fQ(x2)

for all « € F and all 1,25 € X. Hence fQ) € X*. Because x, 5 0 in X we see that
for any f € Y* we have f(Qx,) = fQ(z,) — 0 in F which proves that Qz,, — 0 in
Y.

Assume that (Qz,)neny does not converge to zero. Then there must exist a
subsequence (Qx,, )ken that is bounded away from zero in norm, i.e. there exists
€ > (0 such that

|Qn, [y > € (2.2)

for all £ € N.

Due to the boundedness of (z,)neny and the compactness of @, (Qx,, ey must
have a convergent subsequence (ankj)jeN C Y. Let y € Y denote the limit of
this subsequence. By (2.2) we see ||y|ly > € and thus y # 0. As norm convergence
implies weak convergence (Lemma 2.18) we have ankj 2 yin Y. This is a

contradiction to the fact that we have already Qz,, — 0 and thus also ankj 20

in Y because weak limits are unique (Lemma 2.18 again). Hence our assumption
is wrong and Qx, — 0 in Y.

Now let () have the property that Qx,, — 0 for any (x,),eny C X such that z,, — 0
in X.

Let (z,,)nen € X be a bounded sequence. We know that every bounded sequence
in a Hilbert space has a weakly convergent subsequence (see e.g. [11, Lemma 5.69]
for a proof). Hence there exists + € X and a subsequence (x,, )ken such that
T, 2z in X.

Tn, — T — 0 in X can easily be seen from the definition of weak convergence.
Let f € X*, then f(z,, —x) = f(z,,) — f(z) = 0 in F if we already know that

Applying the special property of @) onto the sequence (z,, — )ren We get that
Qz,, — Qv = Q(z,, — ) — 0 and thus Qz,, — Qz. Or in other words we have
found a convergent subsequence of (Qz,)nen. According to Definition 2.15 this
means that () is compact. ]

14



2.2 On operators

With Lemma 2.19 proven, we can now prove the lemma that guarantees the
compactness of our square root of a compact operator. It can be found in [11,
Problem 5.62], from where we will transform the hints into a rigorous proof once
more.

Lemma 2.20. Let Q € B+ [H]. If Q is compact, then it’s square root Qz € B* [H]
from Lemma 2.14 is also compact.

Proof. Due to Lemma 2.19 it is sufficient to show that Q%xn — 0 for all
(Tn)nen C H that converge weakly to zero. On that account let (z,),en C H be
such that x, — 0.

1Q2wa” = (@20, Q70) = (Qn, wa) < || Q|| (2.3)

is true due to the self-adjointness of Q% and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (Lemma
2.4). [|Qz,]| — 0 due to Lemma 2.19 because @ is compact. (||z||)nen is bounded
due to Lemma 2.18 because (x,),en is a weakly convergent sequence.

Hence the right hand side of (2.3) converges to zero and thus Qzx, — 0.

Now Q% is compact by Lemma 2.19. m

Lemma 2.21. Let Q1: X — Y and Q2: X — Y be compact linear operators
between two Banach spaces X and Y. Then a1 + Q2 is also a compact linear
operator for all a € F.

We refer to [11, Theorem 4.53] but note that the proof could also be done quickly
as an exercise.

2.2.1 Spectral theory

Of utmost importance for chapter 3 is a spectral theorem for compact operators.
Let us cite it from [14, Theorem VI1.2.5] first and then discuss what the new notation
means and how it fits into our setting afterwards. Note that original version of this
theorem encompasses more than we need and we do not cite it wholesale, and that
we refer to [14] for the proof.

Theorem 2.22. Let X be a Banach space over F € {R,C} and Q: X — X be a
compact linear operator.

a) If X is of infinite dimension, then 0 € o(Q).
b) The (possibly empty) set o(Q)\{0} is countable.
c) Every A € o(Q)\{0} is an eigenvalue of Q.

)

d) o(Q) does not possess an accumulation point other than 0.

15
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Definition 2.23. The resolvent set p(Q) of Q is the set of all X € F such that
A — Q) has a bounded inverse. Here I denotes the identity on X.
o(Q) :=F\p(Q) is called the spectrum of Q.

In general the spectrum of a linear operator between two Banach spaces consists
of three disjoint sets called the point spectrum, the continuous spectrum and the
residual spectrum whereas the set of eigenvalues is the point spectrum [12, Defini-
tion 8.39]. However we do not need to delve deeply into that because the theorem
states that except possibly 0, any A in the spectrum is an eigenvalue, i.e. there
exists z € X, x # 0, such that Qz = \x.

Furthermore there can not be eigenvalues of @ in p(Q) as we see from the def-
inition of p(Q) that A\ — @ must be injective for any A € p(Q). And because
x = 0 already solves the equation Az — Qz = 0, this means there can be no other
solution.

If additionally to compactness we have self-adjointness, we can conclude even
more. We cite a slimmed down (dropping the case F = C and a decomposition
of H) version of the spectral theorem for compact self-adjoint operators from [14,
Theorem VI.3.2], where a proof can also be found.

Theorem 2.24. Let ): H — H be a compact self-adjoint linear operator from a
real Hilbert space H onto itself. Then there exists an (possibly finite) orthonormal
system {e1,eq,- -+ } and a zero sequence (A, Ag,--+) C R\{0} such that

Qr = Z A, ex)ex (2.4)

The A\ are the nonzero eigenvalues and ey is an eigenvector to \,. Furthermore
we have ||Q]| = sup| x|
k

‘Orthonormal system’ means that each e; has norm one and the vectors are
pairwise orthogonal, i.e. (eg,e;) = 0 for j # k. This theorem is a massively
useful tool to handle compact self-adjoint operators, the only downside is that the
requirements are rather strict. Observe furthermore that {e, es, - -} is not empty
for @ # 0 due to (2.4).

The decomposition of the space H within the original theorem that we did not
cite above will be used by us in the form of the following lemma which can be seen
from the proof of [14, Theorem VI.3.2] as well.

Lemma 2.25. In the setting of Theorem 2.24 any x € H can be written as
r=1y+ Z(x, ex) ek
k

for some y in the kernel of Q. Furthermore y is in the orthogonal complement of
the closure of span{ey,eq, - }.

16



2.2 On operators

Remark 2.26. Theorem 2.2/ offers us a way to directly see the validity of Lemma
2.14 with compactness added to the requirements. If all X are nonnegative in (2.4),
then we can construct a square root of Q by replacing all X with v/ in the equation.

Two more useful facts about spectral theory for which the proofs can be found
in [12, Theorem 8.71] and [12, Theorem 8.52] respectively are the following.

Lemma 2.27. Let X be a Banach space and (Q: X — X a bounded linear operator.
Then a(Qx) # 0

Lemma 2.28. Let X be a complex Hilbert space and (Q: X — X a self-adjoint
linear operator. Then o(Qy) C R.

Another important result for us is the following slightly weakened version of
[8, V. Theorem 4.10], which states that a bounded and self-adjoint operator is
stable in the sense that a small (with respect to the operator norm) self-adjoint
perturbation has only little effect on the spectrum. We will use this theorem to
prove a continuity property between the spectra of a whole family of operators,
though.

Theorem 2.29. Let H be a complex Hilbert space and T, A be bounded self-adjoint
linear operators from H onto itself.

Then S =T + A is self-adjoint and dist(o(S),o(T)) < ||A], that is,

sup dist(\,o(T)) < ||A]], sup dist(), 0(S)) < || 4]
Ao (S) Aea(T)

A proof can be found in [8].

2.2.2 Complexification

Imagine the situation in linear algebra, where we have the real matrix

=13

It’s characteristical polynomial is A2 + 1 which has no real root. One might say, A

has 7 and —i as eigenvalues because
i -1 1
1) =) =0)

1(4)=0) =)

However if we regard A as an endomorphism on R?, then i and —i are clearly no
eigenvalues of A because not only are they not in R, but the eigenvectors corre-
sponding to them are not even in R2. By saying ¢ and —i are eigenvalues of A, we

17
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implicitly expand the space from R? to C? and a similar procedure can be done in
a setting with vector spaces of infinite dimension.

I wrote this section based on [1, Section 9.14] for two reasons. Firstly we need
Theorem 2.29 in a real setting but [8] only develops the complex case. Secondly this
topic was indeed a hurdle for me when reading the research papers that this thesis
is based on. The authors often take for example real Banach spaces, but then
regard the spectrum of operators between these spaces as being in the complex
plane. Hopefully the following pages will clear up how we can apply aspects of
spectral theory developed for complex function spaces to real function spaces even
if the proofs are mostly skipped. We limit ourselves to the case of Hilbert spaces
because that is what we will work in later.

Definition 2.30. Let H be a real Hilbert space, we define it’s complexification
H := H x H with the usual componentwise addition on H x H.

Remark 2.31. Always keep in mind that elements (hy, ho) € H could be denoted by
h1 +ihs if we would strive for less formal correctness. By visualizing them like that
one can easily see how the definitions of this section are motivated. After defining
scalar multiplication we will see that this unformal notation would be not so bad

after all due to (hy, he) = (h1,0) + (0, he).

Definition 2.32. Let (hy, hy), (hs, hs) € H. We equip H with the following scalar
multiplication and complex conjugate map. For o € C we can uniquely write
o = a+ ib with a,b € R.

Oé(hl, hg) = (ah1 — bhg, ahg + bhl)

(hh hQ) = (hh —h2)
Furthermore we define an inner product on H through

((h1,h2), (hs, ha)) g = (1, h) g + (ho, ha) g + i(ho, hs)m — i(h1, ha) i

We skip the easy calculations that what we defined is indeed a scalar multiplica-
tion and an inner product respectively and observe

I|(ha, hz)HfH = ((h1,h2), (h1,h2))
= (h1,h1) g + (ho, ho) g + i(he, h1) g — i(h1, ha)m
1Rl + [1hal (2.5)

by using the symmetry of the inner product in H. If we have a Cauchy sequence
in H we see by (2.5) that both the first and the second component define Cauchy
sequences in H and as such converge. Arranging their two limits as an element
of H, one sees by (2.5) that the Cauchy sequence in H converges. Hence H is
complete and in fact a proper complex Hilbert space.

18



2.2 On operators

Definition 2.33. Let Q: H — H be a linear operator. We define Q:H— H
through

Q(h1, ho) = (Qha, Qho)

for (hy,he) € H.

Lemma 2.34. Q: H — H is a linear operator.
We have the following implications:

o If Q is bounded, then Q is bounded and ||Q| = ||Q||.
e If Q is compact, then Q is compact.
o If Q is self-adjoint, then Q is self-adjoint.

Proof. The linearity and the part about self-adjointness are left to the reader as an
exercise.

If Q is bounded, then by (2.5) we have for any (hy, hy) € H

”Q(M;%)H% = ”(thQhﬁH?} = ||Qh1||%1 + HQh2”%I
< Q[I[1A: 117 + QAN = QN (R, ha) [l
which means that Q is bounded and [|Q| < ||Q]|-
Now [|Q|| > ||@Q]| is because for all € H we have
V2/|Qzl|a = [(Qx, Qx)| 7 = 1Q(z, )| 5
<@z, )z = IRIV2]ln

Let @ be compact and ((z,,, Yn))nen C H be a bounded sequence. (Tn)nen and

(Yn)nen are bounded sequences in H through (2.5). Due to the compactness of

Q, (Qn)nen has a convergent subsequence (Qz,, )keny and (Qun, )ken also has a
convergent subsequence. If we denote their respective limits by x, and y.,, then

by (2.5) we see that there exists a subsequence of (Q(Zn, Yn))nen = ((QTn; QYn))nen
that converges to (Zoo, Yoo) With respect to ||.|| 7 and hence @ is compact. O

Lemma 2.35. The real eigenvalues of Q and the eigenvalues of Q are the same.

Proof. Let A € R be an eigenvalue of (). Then there exists a h € H, h # 0 that is
an eigenvector of ) to A\. Through

Q(h,0) = (Qh,Q0) = (\h,0) = A(h,0)

and (h,0) # 0, X is an eigenvalue of Q.

19
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Conversely let 7 € R be a real eigenvalue of Q. There is an eigenvector (hy,hs) €

H, (hi,hs) # 0 to 7. Because 7 is real we have

(thQhQ) = Q(hh hz) = 7'<h17h2) = (Thl,Thz)
— th :Thl, QhQZThQ

and due to (hy, hy) # 0 either hy # 0 or hy # 0. Hence 7 is an eigenvalue of ). [

This means that if we can gain information on the real eigenvalues of Q) through
any means, then we also have the same information for the eigenvalues of ().

2.3 Riesz’ representation theorem

In this section we will prove a modification of Riesz’ representation theorem for
bilinear forms that we will later in this thesis need. We start with Riesz’ well-
known representation theorem in it’s usual form, which is in this case taken from
[15, Section III.6] where one can also find it’s proof. Note that unlike [15] we write
(.,.) for inner products.

Lemma 2.36. Let H be a Hilbert space and b a bounded linear functional on H.
Then there exists a uniquely determined vector vy, of H such that

b(v) = (v, yp) for all v € H, and ||b]| = ||yl
Conversely, any vector ¥ € H defines a bounded linear functional ay on H by
ay(v) = (v, V) for all v e H, and ||ay]|| = ||¥||

What [15] calls a ‘bounded linear functional” is simply an element of H*, the
dual space of H. Note that Lemma 2.36 is valid for both real and complex Hilbert
spaces, hence our now following modified version for bilinear forms is also valid for
sesquilinear forms in complex Hilbert spaces. But because later we will only need
it for real Hilbert spaces, we drop the complex case to slightly ease up notation.

Theorem 2.37. Let H be a real Hilbert space andb: Hx H — R a bounded bilinear
functional, i.e. b needs to satisfy the following conditions:

b(avy + vy, U) = ab(vy, ¥) + b(ve, V)
b(v,a¥y + Vy) = ab(v, ¥y) + b(v, ¥s) Bilinearity
|b(v, V)| < v/ W] Boundedness

for all v,vy,v9, ¥, Wy, Wy € H, all @ € R and some v > 0.
Then there exists a bounded linear operator B: H — H such that:

b(v,V) = (Bv,¥) Vo, ¥eX
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Proof. If we look at the situation for a fixed v € H, we observe that b, := b(v,.)
satisfies the conditions of Lemma 2.36. Consequentially for every v € H we get a
Yy, € H such that

b(v, T) = b (T) = (y,,, V) VU e H

Now we define B: H — H to map v onto y,, and easily see from the above equation
that

b(v,¥)=(Bv,¥) Vo, ¥eH (2.6)

All we have to do now is to verify that B is linear and bounded. Let v, v9, ¥ € H
and observe that due to the bilinearity of b and (2.6) we can calculate

(Buy + Bug, W) = (Buy, U) 4+ (Bua, U) = by, (V) + by, (V)
= b(v1, V) + b(ve, V) = b(v1 + v, ¥) = by, 10, (P)
= <B(U1 + UQ), ‘1/> (27)

Since (2.7) is valid for all ¥ € H, we can conclude Bv; + Bvy = B(v; + vg) by
shifting everything to the left hand side of the equation and then setting ¥ :=
Buvy + Bvy — B(v; + v3). Adding to that the similarly calculated multiplicativity

VU eH: (Blav),¥)=bu(V)=>blav,¥)
= ab(v,¥) = ab, (V) = a(Bv, ¥)
= (aBv, V)
— B(aw) = aBv

we see that B is indeed linear. For the remaining boundedness of B we observe
that for allv € H

| Boll? = (Bv, Bu) = by(Bv) = b(v, Bv)
< ylloll| Bl
— [|Bol < o]

due to the boundedness of b, which concludes the proof. O]

2.4 On function spaces

Having these tools established it is now time to take a closer look at the most
important function space for this thesis, the Sobolev space HZ(D). We already
mentioned it in Definition 1.2 without further explaining, what kind of functions
it encompasses. In order to do so we need a little bit of background which will
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be given in this section. The general approach to Sobolev spaces presented here is
a very direct one adopted from [2], netting us the advantage to be easily able to
imagine what a function in the occurring Sobolev spaces looks like. A downside to
this approach is that within our context we are not able to treat distributions which
are not ‘nice’ in the sense that they can be identified with a L? function. However
we are not interested in any of these so this will not pose a problem. Should the
reader be interested in a more general approach on distributions and Sobolev spaces
I recommend [12]. As mentioned before, we only cover real valued function spaces.

2.4.1 [*(D) and C5°(D)

First we want to set the starting point on our quest to understand what the HZ(D)
looks like.

Definition 2.38. L*(D) is a set of equivalency classes of functions. Given a func-
tion f: D — R satisfying

1Lz = / / (@) de < oo (2.8)

we define it’s equivalency class to be

[f1:={9: D=>RI[|f =gl =0}

L3(D) 1s the set of all equivalency classes of functions satisfying (2.8).

LX(D):={[f]| f: D =R, || fll2p) < o0}
1/ z2y = Nl fll2(p)
L1+ lg] == [f + 9]

a-[f]:=la-f]

This is standard analysis. The reason why we have to take equivalency classes is
that the norm as defined above would not be positive definite otherwise. Following
convention we will drop the distinction between functions and equivalency classes
and restrict ourselves to equalities ‘almost everywhere’ (in D) or equivalently ‘for
almost all x € D’ as we have already done in Definition 1.1 for example. This
means that the equalities are allowed to be untrue on any set of Lebesgue measure
zero for fixed representative functions of the equivalency classes. Such statements
make sense because for f = g almost everywhere we have ||f — g||z2(py = 0 and
hence f = g in the L?-sense.

We recall the following fact from [12, Example 6.23].
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2.4 On function spaces

Lemma 2.39. L2(D) equipped with

@)y = [ 2(t)- (o) de

is a Hilbert space, in particular (., .)2(py is an inner product.

Another important function space besides L*(D) is C$°(D). We assume that
the concepts of continuity and (classical) differentiation are known and the corre-
sponding notation becomes clear from the context. The overline in the following
definition denotes the closure with respect to the usual metric on R? and for our
purposes the 0 is always included in N.

Definition 2.40. {z € D | f(z) # 0} N D is called the support of f or supp(f).

C(D):={f: D— R | f is continuous}
C*(D) = {f e C(D) | (%r;r—an;gn exists for all n,m € N and is continuous}
Definition 2.41. Functions in the following set are called test functions.
Ceo(D) == {f € C=(D) | supp(f) is compact}

Since D is bounded, the condition that f has compact support is equivalent to
{x € D| f(z) # 0} C D. Furthermore any f € C5°(D) is clearly in L?*(D) because
as a continuous function f is bounded on the compact set supp(f) and

10 = [[ 1@ do < [ 1 do
D

D

where the right hand side is less or equal than || f H%w( p) times the finite Lebesgue
measure of D. And as we just implicitly used it yet again, here is the formally
correct definition for another function space from the introduction.

Definition 2.42.
| fllee(py :==1inf{C > 0| f < C almost everywhere in D}
L(D) = {f € L(D) | |f 1oy is fimite)
2.4.2 H(D) and H*(D)

Usually the desire to differentiate functions that are not differentiable in the classic
sense leads to the notion of distributions, elements of the dual space of the space
of test functions. This rather abstract concept can then be extended to a theory
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where one can differentiate without restrictions and identify the distributions with
classical functions in some sense. The idea behind this revolves to a huge deal
around the integration by parts. Our approach to ‘weak’ derivatives also uses
integration by parts, but is less ambitious in the sense that we will not be able to
differentiate any L? function at the end. This section is based on [2].

Definition 2.43. Let u,v € L*(D) and i,j € N. If

az‘+j o
// u——— do = (—1)"" // vV dz (2.9)
/s Oz 0, /s

is true for all U € C§°(D), then we call v the (i, 7)™ weak derivative of u and write

7 1
0x}0x) 0x'0x)

One observes that we used the same notation for weak derivatives as we did for
classical derivatives. To understand why this makes sense we need to know two
things.

Lemma 2.44. Weak derivatives in the sense of Definition 2.43 are unique in L*(D)
if they exist.

For a proof of this see [2, Lemma 6.1.4]. The second thing we need to know is
[2, Lemma 6.1.5].

Lemma 2.45. If v € L*(D) is the (i,7)" derivative of uw € L?(D) in the classical
sense, then (2.9) holds true for all U € C5°(D) and hence v is also the (i, 7)™ weak
deriwative of u.

This can be seen from integration by parts because every boundary term involving
a test function vanishes due to the compact support of the test functions. Due to
the two previous lemmata we will not make a distinction between classical and
weak derivatives anymore in the future. Also we are in a position where we can
define our first Sobolev spaces.

Definition 2.46. H?(D) is the set of all functions u € L*(D) such that

ou ou *u  O%*u p 0%
Ory’  Oxy’  0r¥ Ol M 10w,
all exist in L?(D).
ou ou 0%u 0%u 0%u
.: 2 9 2 9 9 9
lull = | [ 02+ G G+ (G (G + (o) o

D
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2.4 On function spaces

Definition 2.47. HY(D) is the set of all functions u € L*(D) such that

4 and g

—Uu —U
c%l 8x2

both exist in L*(D).

8u ou
2
Hqu ) // 0m1 <8x2)

Observe that H'(D) and H?(D) are vector spaces and that ||.|; and ||.||2 indeed
describe a norm on ‘their’ space. Everything except the triangle inequality can be
seen without much hassle, and the triangle inequality itself follows from the triangle
inequality in L?(D) with an easy calculation. We do not prove these things here in
detail, but instead cite the following lemma.

Lemma 2.48. H%(D) equipped with the norm ||.||2 is a Banach space. The same
holds true for H*(D) equipped with ||.|;.

This is well-known, for a proof see e.g. [2, Theorem 6.2.3]. Continuing from the
definitions one can already suspect that we could also denote L?(D) by H°(D). We
will not do this, but it will be of some importance for an imbedding theorem that
we will cite later. Another thing one can easily see from the definitions is that any
function in H?(D) is also in H'(D). With this in mind we cite a special case of
[12, Theorem 7.32] and refer the reader to [12] for a proof.

Lemma 2.49. There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all u € H' (D) we have

]qugc// 8:62) d:c—c/ Vu-Vu dx

Definition 2.50. Let u € H*(D). Then

0’u  0%u Ou
Au = 027 + 923 and  Vu:= (%“)

Oxo

2.4.3 H2(D)

Because we can easily see that any test function is in H2(D) from the definitions,
the following makes sense.

Definition 2.51. HZ(D) is the closure of C§°(D) in H?(D) with respect to ||.||a.

25



Chapter 2 Preliminaries

So we have to imagine HZ(D) as those functions in L*(D) whose weak derivatives
up to order two exist in L?*(D) and who are the H?*(D)-limit of a sequence of test
functions.

Remark 2.52. HZ(D) equipped with ||.||2 is a Banach space [2, Definition 6.2.11].

Lemma 2.53. HZ(D) is dense in L*(D). Hence if v € L*(D) and
O:// v dr VU € HF(D)
D

then v = 0.

Proof. By construction we have C°(D) C HZ(D). Furthermore C§°(D) is dense in
L*(D), see e.g. [14, Lemma VI1.1.10] for a proof of this. For the second part observe
that for any ¥ € H2(D) with the help of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (Lemma
2.4) for L*(D)

O—//vllfda:—// U — vt 0) a:—HvHLzD)—i-//

> ||UHL2(D) - ||U||L2(D)||‘1’ — |22 ()

If ||v||2(py Were not equal to zero, then above calculation would be a contradiction
because we can make ||¥ — v||12(p) arbitrarily small by virtue of the density part
of the lemma. O

A question that remains open is how the boundary conditions

ou Ow ov
= —_— = oD =0, =0 oD 2.10
U=wW, oo = on = v=0, o on (2.10)
for v := uw — w in Definition 1.2 have to be understood. While we know that

v € HZ(D) is indeed continuous (see e.g. [12, Theorem 7.27]) and thus could be
evaluated on the boundary by evaluating it’s continuous extension to it, the case
is not as easy for it’s normal derivative.

In general the approach to this issue to find a continuous trace operator from a
‘non-smooth’ function space to a suitable space of functions on the boundary that
behaves just like restriction to the boundary for any functions where that makes
sense. Similarly we can search for a continuous operator that gives a ‘non-smooth’
function a generalized normal derivative on the boundary that is the same as the
usual normal derivative whenever the latter exists. [2, Theorem 6.3.11] states that
such an operator exists for the space H3 (D).

However we do not need to go into details because of [12, Theorem 7.41] which
we slim down and cite in the form of the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.54. HZ(D) is the set of all functions v € H*(D) such that
v =0, 8_2 =0on dD

in the sense of trace.

Or in other words for any v € HZ(D) both v and 2% are zero on the boundary 9D
in the sense of trace under our smoothness assumptions for 9D. Hence the demand
for (2.10) in Definition 1.2 is in fact redundant if we already demand u—w € HZ(D).
In the central chapters 3 and 4 we will always work with the latter condition and
Definition 2.51 while keeping (2.10) only around as a visual aid to imagine how the
elements of HZ(D) look like.

Green’s second formula is not only valid in HZ(D), but takes an especially man-

ageable form due to the boundary conditions from Lemma 2.54 which are included
in H2(D).

Theorem 2.55. Let v, ¥ € HZ(D). Then

// Umczx_//mvdx

As one can easily see, the theorem above is a corollary of the following lemma.

Lemma 2.56. Let v, ¥ € HZ(D). Then

// vA\I/dx—//Vv VV dx

This is [2, equation 6.6.4] where we plugged in our HZ(D) functions and kept in
mind Lemma 2.54. For a proof of this equation the reader is referred to [2].

Now we equip the HZ(D) with a custom inner product suited for our calculations,
this will then be the function space that we will mostly work with. The following
theorem is strongly inspired by [10, Section 4.5] where something similar is proven
in a slightly different setting.

Theorem 2.57. H3(D) equipped with the inner product
dx
@i i= [ Aasy 2 (2.11)
D

with p,q as in Definition 1.1 is a Hilbert space. The norm

||U||H3(D) = <U>U>H§(D)
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is equivalent to the usual norm on HZ(D) from Definition 2.46, ||.||2.
i.e. there exist constants ¢ > 0 and C' > 0 such that

cllullz < llullgzpy < Cllull2 ¥ u € Hy(D) (2.12)

Proof. Recall Definition 2.2 and observe that linearity, symmetry and positive semi-
definiteness of (.,.)y2(py can easily be seen. Assume for the moment that (2.12) is
valid. Since HZ(D) equipped with ||.||2 is a Banach space (Remark 2.52), the rest
of the theorem is an easy corollary of (2.12) as follows:

Because ||.[|2 is positive definite, so is (.,.) y2(p) and hence the latter is indeed an
inner product. Furthermore a Cauchy sequence (recall Definition 2.6) with respect
to ||/ zz(py is also a Cauchy sequence with respect to ||.|ls by (2.12). But then a
limit exists in H3(D) with respect to the norm ||.||; and, again applying (2.12), we
see that the sequence also converges to that limit with respect to [|.||zz(p)

So all we have to do is to check norm equivalency (2.12). Let uw € HZ(D). One
direction can be seen from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (Lemma 2.4) for L*(D)
in which derivatives of u up to second order are by Definition 2.46. We recall
q — p > qo from Definition 1.1 and calculate

dx
a0 = // (@Bup 2 < / (Auy? &
u
__// 8x1 axQ S
- // ] G e
B axl 8x2 8m1 8x2

% // 927 // o) // axQQd‘”

< —llu —ull2l|ulls = —||u
q|| I3+ qH 2] ull q|| [

Taking the square root on both sides of the equation gives us one half of (2.12).

For the other half we have to dig a little deeper and cite a regularity result for
elliptic partial differential equations. In particular we can use [12, Theorem 9.53]
to get

lullz < er(llull 2y + | Aull z2(p)) (2.13)

for all w € H2(D) and some c¢; > 0.
Although it is a bit awkward here because we lack context, let’s quickly go over
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the details on how we arrive at (2.13). Note that u € HZ(D) is a solution @ to the
Dirichlet problem

—At=—-Au inD u=0 on 0D

The boundary condition is fulfilled due to Lemma 2.54 and the interior condition
is obvious. Furthermore —A is uniformly elliptic [12, Example 9.3]. Now [12,
Theorem 9.53] is a general result for solutions to this kind of problems and gives
us (2.13).

From Lemma 2.49 we have

ul|? < e // Vu - Vu dz (2.14)
D

for all w € H2(D) and some ¢y > 0.
Now we can conclude the following from the definition of ||.||;, (2.14), Lemma
2.56 and yet again the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for L*(D).

||u||%2(D) < ul? < e // Vu-Vudr = —cy // ulu dr < col|ul| 20y || Aul| L2(py
D D

Dividing this by |Ju||z2(py and plugging it into (2.13) we get
[ullz < creal|Aullrepy + || Aullp2py = er(1 + c2)[|ull a2(p)
which concludes the proof. O
A corollary of Theorem 2.57 is the following lemma.

Lemma 2.58. There exists some ¢ > 0 with

d d
[ o e
q—p q—7p
i D
Proof. Let x € HZ(D). Then
// R // v — = —lzllaw) < —llzll < —Cllzlmz )
q—p G o o o
D D
1 d
— _C// (Axz)? =
) s 9—p

where C' > 0 is the constant from Theorem 2.57. ]

for all x € HF(D)
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2.5 Compact imbeddings

The first step in this section is to give a definition of what a compact imbedding is
and the second is to cite a couple of particular compact imbedding properties for
the Sobolev spaces we defined earlier. Because we defined these spaces to be real,
we restrict ourselves to the real case. In a third step we will then discuss how these
compact imbeddings will help us later.

We start by giving two basic definitions which are slightly modified versions of
their counterparts [12, Definition 7.15] and [12, Definition 7.25] respectively.

Definition 2.59. Let X andY be real Banach spaces. X is said to be continuously
imbedded in'Y, if X CY and there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

lully < eljullx

for allu € X. In this case we write X — Y.

Definition 2.60. Let X and Y be Banach spaces such that X — Y. X 1s said
to be compactly imbedded in Y, if every bounded sequence in X has a convergent

subsequence in Y . In this case we write X SY.

Equivalently we could say that the naturally defined identity /: X — Y mapping
every x € X onto itself is a compact operator in the sense of Definition 2.15.

Lemma 2.61. Let X,Y, Z be Banach spaces such that X — Y — Z.
Then X — Z. If additionally X —'Y & Z, then X < Z.

Proof. X CY C Z implies X C Z. The continuity of the imbedding of X into Z is
proven quickly as well. Due to X < Y there exists ¢; > 0 such that ||u|ly < ¢p|ul|x
for allu € X, and because Y — Z, there also exists co > 0 such that |Jul|z < cof|ully
for all w € Y. Then

lullz < callully < caenlullx

is true for all v € X, or in other words X — Z.

Now let ¥ <% Z. Observe that any sequence that is bounded in X is also
bounded in Y because of X < Y. Hence it has a convergent subsequence in Z due

to Y <> Z. This means X < Z and concludes the proof. O

Since Theorem 2.57 states that ||.||gz(py and ||. |2 are equivalent norms on Hg (D),
we have

(H3 (D), Il-l2(0y) = (HG (D), [|-]|2)
(Hg (D), [I2) = (HG(D), Iz ()
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Hence through Lemma 2.61
(Hy(D), | lmgpy) = X <= (H(D),|l.l2) = X
(H3 (D), |l lmzoy) = X = (H3(D), |ll|2) = X

where X is any Banach space. Because of that we can drop the cumbersome nota-
tion including the norm and write simply HZ(D) within our imbedding properties.

Lemma 2.62. HZ(D) — H*(D)

Proof. HZ(D) is a subset of H? and both use the same norm ||.||2. Hence the lemma
is clear from Definition 2.59. [l

The following lemma is also known as the Rellich imbedding theorem. We cite
it from [12, Theorem 7.29], where one can also find it’s proof.

Lemma 2.63. Let kK € N. Then
H*Y(D) < H*(D)

And with that we can give the following lemma which is the reason why we
introduced compact imbeddings.

Lemma 2.64. H2(D) <> L*(D)

Proof. Because HY(D) is the same as L?*(D), we have from our lemmata 2.62 and
2.63

HX(D) — H*D) < HY(D) < L*(D)
Applying Lemma 2.61 twice concludes the proof. n

Note that the assumptions on D given in Definition 1.1 are valid throughout
this entire thesis and that in a more general setting not all of the aforementioned
lemmata hold true.

There is still one question open for this section, namely how Lemma 2.64 will be
of use later. The answer comes in the form of yet another lemma.

Lemma 2.65. Let X and Y be Hilbert spaces such that X Sy
Then ||z,|ly — 0 for any (zn),en € X that converges weakly to zero in X.

Proof. This is a direct corollary of Lemma 2.19. X <% Y implies that the identity
operator I: X — Y,z — z is compact (Compare Definition 2.60 and Definition
2.15). Applying Lemma 2.19 to I: X — Y concludes the proof. ]
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Chapter 3
Countability

In the following chapter we want to show that the real positive interior transmission
eigenvalues in the sense of Definition 1.2 are countable and have no accumulation
point other than possibly infinity. This means that they are isolated points and
there can not be for example a whole interval of them. A first section will be
devoted to the construction of a linear operator between Hilbert spaces such that
any interior transmission eigenvalues are also eigenvalues of this operator. After
that is accomplished, we will in a second section narrow down the set of possible
eigenvalues for that operator with the tools established earlier. Throughout this
chapter we closely orientate ourselves along [9], where the case p = 0 is covered and
mimic most of the proofs from there while adding detail.

3.1 Characterisation

We need the following characterisation of interior transmission eigenvalues which
is an extended version of a result in [9].

Theorem 3.1. A\ > 0 is an interior transmission eigenvalue in the sense of Defi-
nition 1.2 if and only if the following statement is true:

Jv£0€ HYD): ax(v,¥)=0 V¥ e H(D)

where

dx
q—p

ax(v, T) = // (A+ AL+ q)o(A +A(L+p)¥ (3.1)

Proof. First let A > 0 be an interior transmission eigenvalue.

In this case we define v := w — u with w and w as in Definition 1.2.

We observe that v € HZ(D) and v # 0. To see this assume v = 0. Then v = w
in D and thus Aqu = Apu in the weak sense (Compare to 2. and 3. of Definition
1.2). But then A\(¢ —p)u = 0 is also valid in the weak sense, which means that fully
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written we have

O://u%@—mwm:VWEHﬁm

From Lemma 2.53, A > 0 and ¢ —p > ¢qo > 0 we can conclude v = 0. Then
w = v + u = 0 which is a contradiction to u,w being nontrivial.
Now we can compute that

(A+A1+g))v=(A+ A1+ q))(w )
= (A + X1+ ¢q))w
= (A+A(1 +p))w + A(q pw
=0+ g —pw
=g —p)w

is valid in the weak sense.
This means that fully written we have for all ¥ € HZ(D) with the help of Green’s

second formula (Theorem 2.55)

//w-A(q—p)\I/d:z:://v-(A+)\(1—|—Q>>‘I’dx
//v A\I’dx—l—// A1+ q)V dx
:// Av-\lldx—l—// VA1 +q) - ¥ dx

:/ (A+AN1+4+¢)v-V de

= 0:// (wA(g—p) — (A+ A1+ q)v)¥ dz

Using Lemma 2.53 again we can conclude
0=wA(g—p) = (A+ A1 +q)v

in L*(D). And from here we directly see that

// wA(q — p) (A+)\(1+p))‘11dx

// (A+X1+q))v-

p(A + A1+ p)V dz
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is valid for all ¥ in HZ(D). The left hand side of this equation is zero by choice of w
and the right hand side is equal to ay(v, V) by definition of ay. Thus the condition

ax(v, V) =0 YU e H(D)

of the theorem is fulfilled.

Now let A > 0 and let there be a v # 0 € HZ(D) such that ay(v,¥) = 0 for
all U € H3(D). In this case we have to show that A is an interior transmission
eigenvalue. We set

1
w = 77 (A+ X1+ q))v (3.2)

and observe w € L*(D) as well as

0=ax(v,¥) V¥ e HD)

= 0= %a,\(v, V) = // w(A+\N1+p)¥ dx YV V€ HD) (3.3)

or (A + A1+ p))w =0 in the weak sense.
Defining u := w —v € L*(D) we see u —w = —v € HZ(D) and utilizing (3.3), (3.2)
as well as Theorem 2.55 we can calculate

// WA+ A1+ )V dz
— [ w-v@ o
— 7/ wA(q = p)V +w(A+ A1 +p)¥ —v(A+ X1+ )P dx
_ // WAG — )V — o(A+ A1+ @)V dz

_// (A+A1+q)v- ¥ — (A + A1+ q)¥ da

D
:// Av - U — oAV dx
D

=0
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for all ¥ € HZ(D). In other words now we also have (A + A(1 + ¢))u = 0 in the
weak sense.

u—w = —v € HZ(D) includes the boundary conditions of Definition 1.2 as discussed
in the paragraph after Lemma 2.54.

Furthermore u, w are nontrivial because otherwise we would have v = w —u = 0 in
contradiction to v # 0.

Hence A satisfies all of the conditions of Definition 1.2 and thereby is an interior
transmission eigenvalue. ]

With Theorem 3.1 established we now continue our analysis along the lines of
[9] to achieve the desired result of countability of the interior transmission eigen-
values. Our goal is to show that the interior transmission eigenvalues are also the
eigenvalues of a compact operator and then use Theorem 2.22.

First we split up the bilinear form ay of Theorem 3.1

dx
q—0p

ax(v, ) = // (A4 A1+ g)o(A + (1 + p))T

D
:// Avay
q—Dp
D
+)\// (1+ q)oAT + (1 + p)TA
D

[

dx
q—Dp

=:b1 (v, V)

+ AQ// (1+¢)(1+poo¥

-~

=:b2(v,¥)

= ag(v, ¥) + Aby (v, ¥) + A\2by(v, U) (3.4)

dz
q—p

We now want to apply our version of Riesz’ representation theorem (Theorem 2.37)
to by and bse. In order to do so we need to ensure that both b; and b, are linear and
bounded in both variables.

Recall that in Theorem 2.57 we confirmed Hg(D) with the norm (., .) y2(p) to be a
Hilbert space, this is the space that we use Theorem 2.37 on.

Tackling the boundedness we observe with the help of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
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ity (Lemma 2.4) for L*(D) and Lemma 2.58 as an additional tool

by (0, )| :|// (14 gwAT + (1 + p)TA qd_xp|

d
g/ 11+ g|[vAY| + |1 + p|[TAv| q_x

< I+ all=eo // AU] L+ o / wad -

— D
AT
—|u+qum>//| I
(¢g—p)z (¢—p)°
v
+||1+P||L°°(D)//| . g
(g—p)z  (¢—p)2
1 1
< 11+ gll oo //| ol //| ol )
q p
I+ pllieoy //\ P ant //r Pt 39)
q p2 q p2

\[ 1T+ gl o) 10| 222 [V || 13 (D)

\/— 11+ pllzeeyllvl| 20y 1Y | 22
< e o)l a2z 1Y | 20y

where c is the constant from Lemma 2.58 and ¢; := \/ia(Hl—i-qHLoo(D)—i— |1 1+p|| Lo (ny)-
Similarly

dx
|bgv\IJ|—|// (1+q) 1+p)v\lf—|

v
<1000 o [ ot o=l o
_pg
e

< e // |_q mE dx)é-(é/ |m|2dx)% (3.6)

=

< - & lollz o) ¥l )

= C2 HU”Hg(D)H‘I’HHg(D)

where ¢3 == 1 - ¢3.

Linearity of the functionals passes on directly from the linearity of the Lebesgue
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Chapter 3 Countability

integral and the linearity of the Laplace operator and can be easily seen without
detailed calculation.

Hence Theorem 2.37 ensures that there exist bounded linear operators
By, By: H3(D) — HZ(D) such that

bl(U, ‘I/) = <Blv, \IJ>H3(D) Y v, S Hg(D)
by (v, W) = (Bov, V) g2y V0, ¥ € HF(D)

—~
oo
~—

Utilizing this we are able to calculate an equivalent condition for that in Theorem
3.1.

0 = ay(v, ¥) VY W e H(D)
<= 0=ag(v, V) + by (v, ¥) + \2by(v, U) VU e Hi(D)
= 0= (0,9)(py + MB10, ¥) g2 (py + A*(Bav, ¥) g2 ) VY W HY(D)
& 0= (v+AB1v + XBy, ) g2 VY U e H(D)

< 0=v+ ABw+ \2Byw

Where in the last step < is clear and for = we can put ¥ := v + AByv + A2 Byv.
In order not to get confused later, we summarize our progress so far.

Theorem 3.2. A\ > 0 is an interior transmission eigenvalue in the sense of Defi-
nition 1.2 if and only if there exists v € HZ(D), v # 0 such that

0=v+ABw+ \B, (3.9)
where By and By are the operators with 3.7 and 3.8 as defined above.
Lemma 3.3. Both By and By are self-adjoint.

Proof. We calculate that b; is symmetric.

dx

bi(v,¥) — bi(P, v) =// (14 qvA¥ + (1 +p)PAv ——

dx
_é/ (1+q)\1/Av+(1+p)vA‘1’H
dx

q—p

_// (14+q—(14p)vAV + (1+p—(1+¢)TAv

D
:// UA\I/dx—//\I/Avdx
D D

=0
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3.1 Characterisation

is true for any v, ¥ € HZ(D) by Theorem 2.55. As by is obviously symmetric, we
see from 3.7 and 3.8

(Biv, W) y2(py = bi(v, V) = b(¥, v) = (B;¥,v) y2(p) = (v, Bi¥) 2 (p)
for allv, U € H3(D) and i € {1,2}. This means that B; and By are self-adjoint. []

Furthermore B is nonnegative due to ¢,p,q — p > 0.

(Bav, U>H2 = by(v,v) = // 1+q) 1+p)

o(D)

1
Now Lemma 2.14 ensures that there exists an Operator By € B [H] such that
11 1
B3 BS = B,. We define z := AB5v and observe

(3.9) <= 0= 2 — \B}v,
1
O=v+ABiv+ B3z

~0-00(y MO

N—————

n()- ()

Hence for every interior transmission eigenvalue A > 0 via Theorem 3.2 and the
above calculations —% is an eigenvalue of the matrix operator B.

Looking at it from the other direction this means that the only candidates for
interior transmission eigenvalues are of the form —% where 7 < 0 has to be an
eigenvalue of B.

Let conversely 7 < 0 be an eigenvalue of B with eigenvector (z,y)? # 0. Then
we see from the definition of B

1
—Biz =71y

and hence x # 0. Were z = 0 then y = 0 in contradiction to (z,y)? # 0. Further-
more

Bz + By =rTx
1 1 1 1
— 0=12— —Bijx— —BJ y—x——le+(——) Byx
T T

By Theorem 3.2 we see that —% is an interior transmission eigenvalue because T is
negative.
Putting all this together we get the following theorem.
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Chapter 3 Countability

Theorem 3.4. The set of interior transmission eigenvalues in the sense of Defi-
nition 1.2 is equal to the set {—1 | 7 <0 is an eigenvalue of B} with the matriz
operator

B: HX(D) x HX(D) — H2(D) x HX(D)

as defined in (3.10).

3.2 Deduction

Since we now have Theorem 3.4, we want to learn a little bit more about the
spectrum of B. As mentioned before, the way we intend to do that is to show that
B is a compact operator and then apply Theorem 2.22. First we show that the
matrix entries of B are compact.

Lemma 3.5. Both By and By are compact with respect to ||| gz(p

Proof. Similarly to [10, Section 4.5] we use the characterisation of compactness
given in Lemma 2.19.

Let (2,)neny C HZ(D) be a sequence that converges weakly to zero.

Utilizing (3.7), our earlier calculation (3.5) and ¢ — p > ¢o we can conclude

||B1xn||H2 (D) — <lem len>H2 - bl(xm len

1 ABl’n 1
< |1+ all~o //| 1|2dx2-//| K )
q p2
Bix,, ; 1
I+ pllomo //| el //l ol an!
q p2

< |11+ qllz=(p) \/—q—Hf’UnHL2 D)l B1Zal 520y
1
+ 11 +pHLoo(D)ﬁ||Bl%HL2(D)||$nHH§<D> (3.11)

(lzn |l 2Dy )new is bounded by Lemma 2.18 because (z,,)nen is a weakly convergent
series in Hg(D) and that means (|| Biy| g2(p))nen is bounded as well since B; is a
bounded operator on HZ(D).

Besides z,, — 0 in HZ(D) we also have Byx, — 0 in H2(D). To see this let
f e H:D).

fBi(az +y) = f(Bi(ax +y)) = flaBix + Biy)
= af(Bix) + f(Buy) = af Bi(z) + fBi(y)
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3.2 Deduction

is true for all & € R and for all x,y € HZ(D). Hence fB; € HZ(D)* and thus
f(Biz,) = fBi(x,) — 0 because z,, — 0 in H3(D). As f € HZ(D)* was chosen
arbitrarily we have Bz, — 0 in HZ2(D).

With both z, = 0 and Biz, — 0 in HZ(D) we can finally conclude that
|Znllz2py — O and ||Byzy||r2py — 0 by HZ(D) <% L*(D) (Lemma 2.64) and
Lemma 2.65.

Hence (3.11) implies || Byz,|? w2y — 0 from where we can conclude that Bj is

(D)
compact by Lemma 2.19.

For the compactness of By let (2,)nen € HZ(D) such that z, — 0 yet again.
Apply the same argument as above to see that Byx,, — 0 in HZ(D). Recalling our

earlier calculation (3.6) as well as (3.8) we have similar to (3.11)
HB29€nH§{§(D) = <B235n732$n>1{g([)) = by(zn, Baxy)

c
< q—3||$n||L2(D)HB2$n||L2(D)
0

Once more utilizing H2(D) <> L2(D) and Lemma 2.65 we see | Ban || 22(py — 0 as
well as ||z || L2(py — 0 and thus || Baay||g2(py — 0. As above Lemma 2. 19 gives us
the compactness of By from here. n

1 1
Lemma 3.6. B and thus also —B3 are compact.

Proof. As we have already proven all the prerequisites, this is a simple application
of Lemma 2.20. H

Because 0 is obviously compact with respect to any norm as it maps every se-
quence onto the constant sequence (0),¢n, all the matrix entries of B are compact
with respect to ||.|| zz(p)

Since B is an operator from HZ(D) x HZ(D) onto itself we need to equip that
space with an inner product. Similar to the situation in Euclidean geometry we
can define an inner product on H(D) x HZ(D) through

((a,0), (¢, d)) nz(pyxm2(D) = (@ Y uzpy + (b, d) 52 (D)

for all (a,b), (c,d) € H§(D) x HF(D). That (.,.)y2(p)xuz(p) actually satisfies the
conditions to be an inner product (see Definition 2.2) can be seen by some some

very straightforward calculations or, as we will do it, by looking at it very sharply.
HZ(D) x HZ(D) is a Hilbert space, since if ((an,bn))neny € HZ(D) x H2(D) is a
Cauchy sequence with respect to the norm

(e, )l 20y < 3oy = 1/ allzgz py + 118152y
(

this implies that (a,)nen and (b, )nen are Cauchy sequences in HZ(D) respectively.
Then [|a, — acoll gz(py — 0 and [|b, — beo|| gz(p) — 0 for some ano, boe € Hi(D) due
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Chapter 3 Countability

to the completeness of Hg(D) and from that [|(an, bn) = (Goos boo) || 12 (D)< 2 (D) — O
is obvious. Hence every Cauchy sequence converges in Hg(D) x HZ(D).

Lemma 3.7. B as defined in (3.10) is a compact linear operator from HZ(D) x
HZ(D) onto itself.

Proof. The linearity of B comes from the linearity of all of it’s entries and can be
seen, again, by looking sharply.

1 1
2 3 0 0
—BZ 0 0 0 0 0 —-B3 0
w—/ N J N J

=:M; . .
=:M2 =:Ms3

We have already shown that B; as well as BQ% and —BQ% are compact (Lemma 3.5
and Lemma 3.6). Using this we can prove that all summands on the right hand
side of (3.12) are compact.

Let ((an,bn))nen C HE(D) x HZ(D) be a bounded sequence. Then both (ay,)nen
and (b, )nen are bounded sequences in HZ(D).

Because By is compact there exists a subsequence (Bjay, )ken Of (Biay,)nen and
an ao, € HZ(D) such that Bja,, — a. as k goes to infinity.

By 0) (an oo
| ( 0 0) (bni) - ( 0 )H%&D)xfféw) = 1B1tn, = ool 2 )

The right hand side goes to zero as k goes to infinity, so we have found a convergent
subsequence of Mj(ay,b,) and hence M is compact. Compactness of M, and M3
follows by the exact same argument and from here the compactness of B follows
by Lemma 2.21. O

Since we have now shown that B is a compact operator on a Hilbert space, the
conclusions of Theorem 2.22 about it’s spectrum hold true. In particular the set
of eigenvalues of B is countable and has zero as only possible accumulation point.
Combine this with Theorem 3.4 and we can summarize all of our work in this
chapter.

Theorem 3.8. Under the restrictions of Definition 1.1 the interior transmission
eigenvalues in the sense of Definition 1.2 are countable. Their only possible accu-
mulation point is infinity.
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Existence

Having one of the two main goals of this thesis achieved with Theorem 3.8, we now
want to show the existence of a real positive interior transmission eigenvalue in the
sense of Definition 1.2 under certain conditions. Similarly to chapter 3 we base
our analysis on literature covering the case p = 0, namely [3]. We will do things
slightly different this time though, because we are not going to modify the analysis
of [3]. Instead we will apply the result from there in a weakened form to a suitable
setting, repeat the idea of [3] in that setting and then carry on along the lines of
[9].

Theorem 4.1. Let F C R? be an open disc and let ¢ € L*°(F) satisfy one of the
following two conditions:

a) q > qo for some qy > 0 almost everywhere in F
b) =1+ ¢ < q < —qq for some q1,q2 > 0 almost everywhere in F
Then there exist A > 0 and nontrivial u,w € L*(F) such that

1. u—we HF)

2. Au+A1+q@u=0 inF

3. Aw+ =0 inF

4. u=w and g—”; = g—f on the boundary OF of F

where 2. and 3. have to be understood in the weak sense, i.e.

O://u-(A+>\(1+q))\I’dx VU e H(F)
027/U)-(A+)\)\I/dx VW e H}(F)
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Chapter 4 Existence

Theorem 4.1 is the aforementioned weakened version of [3, Theorem 3.1]. Weak-
ened because [3] assumes a more general domain than we do and [3] also allows for
¢1 = 0 in condition b). By demanding ¢; > 0 we accept a slight loss of generality
compared to [3], but gain a huge advantage that will become apparent in section
4.3. Also, since in our setting Theorem 4.1 is mostly a tool to prove the main
theorem of this chapter, Theorem 4.7, the loss of generality does not concern us
much.

We postpone proving Theorem 4.1 until the end of this chapter and immediately
start the discussion how it can be translated into our setting.

Following [9] we define Ay: HZ(D) — Hi(D) for arbitrary A > 0 through
Ay =1+ \B, + \°B, (4.1)

where I: H2(D) — HZ(D) is the identity mapping and B; and B, are the same
as in chapter 3, recall (3.7) and (3.8). Furthermore a, is again the form defined
through (3.1). Recalling the calculations that lead to Theorem 3.2 we see

(Av, W) gz (py = (I + AB1 + A B2)v, W) 2 )
= (Iv, \I/>H3(D) + (AByv, \I/)Hg(D) + (A By, \I[>H§(D)
= ag(v, ) + \by (v, ) + A2y (v, ¥)
= ay(v, V) (4.2)

for all v, ¥ in HZ(D). Similarly to [9] we intend to find a 7 > 0 and a v € HZ(D)
such that a,(v,v) < 0. This would imply (A;v,v)puzp) < 0 and going from there
will be able to conclude that there exists a 0 < A < 7 such that A, has zero as an
eigenvalue. Via theorem 3.2 such a A is then an interior transmission eigenvalue.

4.1 Construction

Let us search for said 7 and v first. Recall from Definition 1.1 that we have
q=p+qo=qo>0

almost everywhere in D. Choose an open disc F' C D, ¢, > 0 and define
po = [[Pllo=(ry + €

where p denotes the restriction of p on F.
What we also need is the following § € L*°(F') for which we immediately calculate
an inequality.

1+p 1 —
] P 1< Ll 1=—_ <0 almost everywhere in F
L+ po L+ po 1+ po
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Furthermore

1 1+
—1+ < 1y TP
1+ po 1+ po

We observe that ¢ satisfies condition b) of Theorem 4.1 applied to F'. Theorem 4.1
gives us a A > 0 and nontrivial @, w € L*(F) such that

(i) @ — o € H2(F)

=g almost everywhere in F

(i) Ai+AN1+@ia=0 inF
(i) A+ M =0 in F
with (ii) and (iii) in the weak sense. Plugging in the definition of § we have

I+p. .

ii) <= Au+ A =0 inF
(i) (o)
We set v := @ — w, extend v and w to all of D by zero
u in F w in F
U= w =
0 inD\F 0 inD\F

and realize that u, w € L?(D) because of

//]u|2d:c—//|u]2da:+//]u\2dx—/ lu|? dx

D\F
and the same calculation for w.
Lemma 4.2. v:=u—w € HZ(D)

Proof. (i) says that © := @ —w € HZ(F). Hence by Definition 2.51 there must exist
a sequence (¢,) C C°(F) that converges to ¢ in the ||.|] norm on F. Extending

the ¢, to all of D by zero
On n F
Pn = .

0 inD\F

for all n € N we have (¢,,) C C5°(D). This is because outside of F ¢, = 0 is clearly
C*, inside of F' ¢, = ¢, is C* by choice of ¢, and for x on the boundary 9F
of our open disc F' we can find some € > 0 such that the disc K(z,¢€) of radius €
centered around z is disjoint to the compact support of &,,. Then ¢,, = 0 in K(z,¢€)
and hence ¢,, is C* in x.

Because both v and ¢,, are equal to zero in D\F, we see from Definition 2.46
that the norm ||v — ¢, ||z in D is equal to the norm || — @, || in F.

But as ¢, — © with respect to ||.||2 in F' that means ¢,, — v with respect to ||.|2
in D. Hence v € H3(D). O
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Setting 7 := % we have A = 7(1 + po) and see (ii) <= (v), (iii) <= (vi) with

v) Ai+r(l+p)ia=0 inF
(vi) A+ 7(1+po)w =0 in F

Now almost everything is in place for our calculation to show that a,(v,v) < 0, the
only thing missing is the restriction ¢ > py in F. We assume that is valid for the
moment and observe

dx
q—p

dx
q—p

ar(v,v) = // (A+7(1+q)v(A+7(1+p))v

_ // (A+7(1+@)o(A + (1 +p))

:// A+7(1+p+(¢—p)v(A+7(1+p))v

:/ (A +7(1+p)v)* +7(g = p)v(A+7(1 +p))v d_x

// (A+7(1+p)w //TUA+Tl+p))Ud$
// (A+7(1+p) o //mA+ (14 p))v dz

:// (A+7(1+po))v(A+71(1+p)v du

Po—D

// 7(p — po)v(A + 7(1 + p)) p // To(A+7(14p))v dx
0—

// (A (1 4+ p))o(A + (1 + p))o —2

bPo—Pp
dx
Po— P

// (A +7(1+ po))o(A + 7(1 +p))d

= af(0,0) (4.3)

where a!” is the bilinear form corresponding to Theorem 3.1 applied to the problem
in F with scattering object ¢f = py and background medium p* = p.

Note that py > p(z) + €, > €, > 0 for almost all x € F' and recall that we have
7> 0 and @,w € L*(F) with the properties (i), (vi) and (v). Compare this to our
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definitions 1.1 and 1.2 and observe that 7 is indeed an interior transmission eigen-
value for this new problem with pg, p, €,, F, 7,4, W corresponding to the variables
q, D, qo, D, A\, u, w of our definitions 1.1 and 1.2 in that order.

In the proof of Theorem 3.1 we showed that by defining v := w — u we get
ax(v,¥) = 0 for all ¥ € HZ(D) for our usual notation provided ) is an interior
transmission eigenvalue. Through mere renaming we can thus conclude that for
? =1 —w we have af (5, ¥) = 0 for all ¥ € HZ(F) and in particular ' (¢,9) = 0
because v € HZ(F). With this knowledge (4.3) becomes

a-(v,v) <0 (4.4)

As said before the calculation for (4.3) we needed ¢ > po in F here. Now we profit
from our indecisive choice of F' and ¢,. Recall that py = ||p||z~r) + €, for a freely
chosen €, > 0. Since in Definition 1.1 we already assumed p,q € L>(D) as well as
q(z) > p(x) + qo for almost all z € D and a gy > 0, fulfilling the restriction ¢ > py
for some disc /' C D and some ¢, > 0 is basically always possible.

But as at this point we do not want to start an expedition into the land of
measure theory, we simply demand piecewise continuity for ¢ and p. The following
lemma summarizes our progress thus far.

Lemma 4.3. Assume additionally to the setting in Definition 1.1 that p and q are
piecewise continuous, i.e. continuous everywhere in D except in a finite number of
points. Then there exist an open disc ' C D and an €, > 0 such that ¢ > py in F
where py = ||p||L(r) + €, and p denotes the restriction of p onto F.
In this case there exist v € HX(D) and 7 > 0 such that a.(v,v) < 0.

Proof. Because ¢ is piecewise continuous we find an open disc K; C D such that
q is continuous in K;. Due to p being piecewise continuous in D and thus also in
K4, we find an open disc Ky C K; such that p is continuous in K,. Choose any
x € K5. Because ¢ and p are continuous in Ky we can find r > 0 such that both

la(y) — a(@)| < % Vy € Ky such that [z —y| <

ply) —p(a)| < ¥y € Ky such that o —y| < v
where ||.|| denotes the Euclidean norm in R?. Finally we choose an open disc

F C K, centered around x with a radius not larger than 7 and €, := %©. Observe
that for all y,z € F

q q
a(y) zq(x)—z‘] > p(a) +qo— - > p(z) — = +qo— = =p(2) + &
and hence

q 2 1Pl + €

The second part of the lemma is then merely a summary what we have already
proven in this section and can be seen from (4.4). O
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4.2 Deduction

Now we need to conclude how a,(v,v) < 0 leads to the existence of an interior
transmission eigenvalue for our original problem. We will be following [9] closely.
Throughout the section 7 > 0 will be the one from Lemma 4.3 while A > 0 is
variable. From (4.2) we have

(Arv, V) p2(py = a-(v,v) <0 (4.5)

where Ay = I + AB; + A?By as defined in (4.1). In Lemma 3.5 we have shown that
both By and Bs are compact operators with respect to ||.|| Hz(p) Which leads us to
the conclusion that

Cy := A\B; + \’B,

also is a compact operator for any A € R by Lemma 2.21.
Lemma 3.3 ensures that both Ay and C'y are self-adjoint as one can easily see from
Definition 2.11 that any linear combination of self-adjoint operators is self-adjoint.
We use Lemma 2.34 to transport everything in the complex Hilbert space ﬁg(D)
and observe for any A € R that because A, and C are self-adjoint, AA and C~',\ are
as well and that because C'\ is compact, so is C~',\.

Lemma 4.4. For any \ € R the spectrum of Ay consists of eigenvalues of Ay and
possibly the 1 which is it’s only possible accumulation point.
In particular o(Ap) = {1}

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.22 on C\ and see that O'(C’)\) consists of eigenvalues of
C\ and possibly the zero which is also it’s only possible accumulation point.

By Definition 2.23, o € C is in the resolvent set p(A,) if and only if of — A, has a
bounded inverse. However

ol —Ay=al —(I+Cy) = (a—1)I-C,
implies that this the case if and only if & — 1 € p(Cy). Hence

o(A)) = C\p(Ay) = C\{a €T a—1 € p(Ch)}
={aeCla-1¢pC)}={acC|a-1€a(C))}

which proves that 1 is the only possible accumulation point of U(A,\)
Let o € o(Ay)\{1}. Then o — 1 # 0 is an eigenvalue of Cy. Choose a corre-
sponding eigenvector x and observe

Ar=I+Cr=Iz+Cxr =2+ (a— 1)z =ax

or in other words « is an eigenvalue of A,. Seeing that 1 is the only eigenvalue of
Ao = I concludes the proof. n
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Lemma 4.5. A, and /L have a nonpositive real eigenvalue.

Proof. We profit from A, = I + C, where C'. is compact and self-adjoint. Theorem
2.24 ensures that we can write

C; = Z )\k<-, €k>Hg(D)€k
k

where the A\, # 0 are eigenvalues of C' and the corresponding eigenvectors ¢; form
an orthonormal system. This sum is not void because if . were zero then from
(4.5) (v,v)g2(py < 0 in contradiction to v # 0. Applying that characterization of
C; to (4.5) we can calculate

02> <ATU7’U>H3(D) = ((I + CT)U7U>HS(D) = <U>U>H3(D) + <CTU7/U>H§(D)
= (v, V) 2D Z)\k U, €k) H2(D)Ck» V) H2(D)

= (v, V) 2D —I—Z/\k v, €x) 12(p){€k, V) 52(D) (4.6)
Assume )\, > —1 for all k. In this case (4.6) becomes
0> (v,v)pz(py + Z)\k v, €x) u2(D){€rs V) H2(D)

(v, ) g2(D +Z v, k) g2(D) €k V) 12(D) (4.7)

because (v, k)72 p)
0
all zero, then C'v = 0 and hence 0 > (A;v,v) y2(py = (v, v) y2(p) in contradiction to

v # 0. According to Lemma 2.25 we can write

> 0 and at least one of the (v, ex)y2(p) is not zero. Were they

v=Yy + Z<U, ek’>H§(D)6k
k

for some y in the kernel of C,. Keep in mind that according to Lemma 2.25 y is
orthogonal to 3 (v, ex) yz(pyex and that the e; form an orthonormal system.
k

(v, U)Hg(p) = (y+ Z(U, €k>Hg(D)€k> Y+ Z@% ei>H§(D)ei>H§(D)
k i
= (Y, Y)uzp) + (Z@% €x) 52 (D) €k Z<U7 €i) H2(D)€i) H2 (D)
k i

> ZZ v, €;) H2(D (v, €k>H2(D)<€k,€Z>H2(D)

= Z v, €x) 13(p) (Vs €k) 13 (D) (4.8)
k
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Chapter 4 Existence

Plugging (4.8) into (4.7) we get 0 > 0 which is a contradiction. )
Hence our assumption was wrong and there must be at least one k such that
A < —1. Let « € HZ(D), x # 0 be an eigenvector of C, to the eigenvalue A;.

Aix=I+Crz=ao+ Xz =1+ )z

shows us that z is an eigenvector of A, to the eigenvalue 1+ A; < 0.
Lemma 2.35 gives the assertion for A,. m

Lemma 4.6. There exists A € R, 0 < X\ < 7 such that fl,\ has zero as an eigenvalue.

Proof. Let A € R be arbitrary.

0 # a(fb\) C R due to Lemma 2.28 and Lemma 2.27 because fb\ is bounded and
self-adjoint. This combined with the knowledge that minus infinity is not a possible
accumulation point of o(A,) (Lemma 4.4) ensures that the definition

t:0,7] = R, t(\) =inf{a|aco(A))} (4.9)
makes sense. Let ,v € [0,7]. If ¢(6) < t(7) then by (4.9) we see
[t(8) — ()] = dist(t(5), 0 (A,)) (4.10)
If t() < t(9) then analogously by (4.9)
[t(v) = £(8)| = dist(t(v), o(As)) (4.11)
Combining (4.10) and (4.11) we have for any §,v € [0, 7]

[t(v) = t(0)] < dist(t(9), 0(A,)) + dist(t(7), 0(As)) (4.12)

Looking at (4.9) again we see that either () € o(Aj) or there exists a sequence in
o(As) that converges to ¢(d). In either case we have

dist(t(0),0(A,)) < sup dist(a,o(A,)) (4.13)

0460'([15)
Applying the same argument for ¢(y) we get

dist(t(v),0(As)) < sup dist(a,o(Ay)) (4.14)

aco(Ay)
Plugging (4.13) and (4.14) into (4.12) we have for any 4,7 € [0, 7]

t(y) —t(0)| < sup dist(o,0(A,)) + sup dist(a,o(As)) (4.15)

aco(As) aco(A,)
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4.3 Supplement

Now observe

C’M is self-adjoint as a sum of self-adjoint operators. Apply Theorem 2.29 on (4.16)
to see that for any 4, € [0, 7]

sup dist(o, 0(A,)) + sup dist(a, 0(As)) < 2||Cs4 || (4.17)

aco(As) aco(Ay)

We plug (4.17) into (4.15) and calculate with the triangle inequality and multi-
plicativity for operator norms (Lemma 2.10)

[t(7) = ()] < 2/ Cs [l = 16 = 7) B1 + (8% =) B
<16 =Bl +10% = [ e (4.18)

The right hand side of (4.18) clearly converges to zero as v — ¢ which implies that
the left hand side does the same. In other words ¢ is continuous as a function from
[0, 7] to R.

From Lemma 4.4 we see t(0) = 1 while Lemma 4.5 ensures ¢(7) < 0.

The classical intermediate value theorem of analysis in R! [6, §11] then ensures that
there exists A € (0, 7] such that ¢(A\) = 0. From (4.9) and Lemma 4.4 we see that
0is in o(Ay) and is indeed an eigenvalue of Ay. O

By Lemma 2.35 we can convert the result of Lemma 4.6 back in the real case and
now know that there exists A > 0 such that A, has zero as an eigenvalue. After
recalling the Ay = I + AB; + A\2B,, Theorem 3.2 ensures that this A is indeed an
interior transmission eigenvalue.

Again we summarize our progress in this chapter so far.

Theorem 4.7. Under the restrictions of Definition 1.1 and the assumptions of
Lemma 4.3 there exists at least one interior transmission eigenvalues in the sense
of Definition 1.2.

What we are still missing for this to be completely proven however is the proof
of Theorem 4.1 which we will do in our next section.

4.3 Supplement

Although Theorem 4.1 is already proven in [3], we want to give a proof of it here,
because we are now in the comfortable position where we can recycle a lot of what
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Chapter 4 Existence

we have done earlier. What we still have to do is basically simply to juggle some
numbers.

Setting certain p and ¢ in Definition 1.1 is effortlessly possible and hence we can
use everything said in this thesis so far except section 4.1 (where we have used
Theorem 4.1) for the case where those p and ¢ fulfill the restrictions of Definition
1.1.

Recall that in section 4.2 we used the v € H2(D) and 7 > 0 such that a,(v,v) <0
constructed in section 4.1 to prove the existence of an interior transmission eigen-
value.

Assume condition a) of Theorem 4.1 holds true for ¢ € L*(F). In this case
we set p = 0 and ¢ = ¢ as well as D = F' in Definition 1.1 and observe that the
conditions are fulfilled. Thus if we are able to construct v € HZ(F) and 7 > 0 such
that the corresponding a,(v,v) < 0, then this completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.
These will be constructed in Lemma 4.10.

Now assume condition b) of Theorem 4.1 holds true for ¢ € L>(F'). We quickly
recall it for convenience.

-1+ ¢ < q < —q9 almost everywhere in F for some q1,q > 0

Sadly we realize that simply setting p = 0 in Definition 1.1 is not enough, because
g does not satisfy the restriction of Definition 1.1. However we can help us with a
trick. Because ¢; > 0 there exist k& € N such that kg; > 1. For any such & define

p:=k—1+4kq g =kKk—1
and observe

p=k—1+kq¢>k—1+k(-1+q)=—-1+kq >0
G=k—1>k—-1+k(qg+q)=0+ke

Going back to Definition 1.1 we observe that ¢ and p satisfy the restrictions with
qo := kg > 0.
Items 1. and 2. of Definition 1.2 become

Au+ A1+ (k—1)u=0 < Au+ I ku=0
Aw+ A1+ (k—14kq))w=0 <= Aw+ k(1 +qw=0

But if there exists A > 0 such that this is fulfilled, then % > 0 fulfills everything
Theorem 4.1 asks for. Hence analogously to the case of condition a) all we need to
do is to construct v € HZ(F) and 7 > 0 such that the corresponding a,(v,v) < 0
to conclude the proof. That will be done in Lemma 4.11.

Similar to [3] we will take the existence of an interior transmission eigenvalue for
constant index of refraction ¢ > 0 and a disc for granted, i.e.
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4.3 Supplement

Lemma 4.8. Let F' C R? be an open disc and let ¢ > 0 be a constant. Then there
exist A > 0 and nontrivial u,w € L*(F) such that

1. u—we HF)

2. Au+A14+qu=0 inF

3. Aw+ w=0 inF

4. u=w and % = g—llf on the boundary OF of F
where 2. and 3. are in the weak sense.

For more information on this see chapter 5.

Lemma 4.9. Let F C R? be an open disc and let ¢ > 0 be a constant. Then there
exist A\ > 0 and v € HZ(F), v # 0 such that

/ A+ X1+9)v(A+Nvde=0

Proof. There exists an interior transmission eigenvalue A > 0 because of Lemma
4.8. Since ¢ > 0, p = 0 and F satisfy the conditions of Definition 1.1, Theorem 3.1
is valid. Applying that theorem concludes the proof. O

Lemma 4.10. Let F C R? be an open disc and ¢ € L°°(F) such that q(z) > qo for
some qo > 0 and almost all x in F. Then there exist v € HE(F) and A > 0 such
that

J[ @srarap@ e Z <o
Proof.

// (A+A(1+ ) (A+A)vd—$

// (A4 Nv A+/\U—+//>\QUA+)\UCZ—$
q
dx

// (A+ v A—I—)\U——i-//)\qOUA—i-)\

" / / (A+A(L+q0)o(A + N da (4.19)

By applying Lemma 4.9 we see that there exist v € HZ(F) and A > 0 such that the
right hand side of (4.19) is zero. O
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Chapter 4 Existence

Lemma 4.11. Let F C R? be an open disc. Let furthermore ¢ € L*(F) such that
—1+q <q< —qin F forqi,qs > 0 almost everywhere in F. Choose k € N such
that kqy > 1,kqy > 1 and k > 2. Then there exist v € HZ(F) and A > 0 such that

// (A+ A1+ k= 1)o(A+ A1 +k— 1+ kg))v k_l_(ix_Hkq) =

Proof.

// (A+AX1+Ek—1))o(A+AX1+k—1+kg))v dx

k—1— (k—1+ kq)

/ (A + ME)v(A + Xk(1 + ¢))v d—Z

:// (A + Mk A+)\kv—+// A+>\kv)\kqu—k$q
// (A4 Xk)v // (A + Ak)vv dz (4.20)

and due to

1
(< o, kg2 >1 = kq< -k < -1 = —kq¢>1 = : <1
—Rq

we have, continuing our calculation (4.20),
// (A + Ak)v da:—// (A + Ak)vdv dx
= / (A+ AR u(A+ Ak —1))v dz (4.21)

Applying Lemma 4.9 to the constant ; k —1>0wegetve HZ(F) and 7 > 0 such
that

k
O:l/ (A‘l‘T(l‘i‘m—l))U(A—FT)U dx

:// (A+T(kﬁl))v(A+7’)v do

By setting A := 75 > 0 we see that the right hand side of (4.21) is zero for this v
and . O

With these lemmata proven, the proof of Theorem 4.1 is complete and conse-
quently also the proof of the main theorem of this chapter, Theorem 4.7.
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Chapter 5

Open questions

This final chapter will cover some loose ends and provide an outlook on what further
studies would be interesting. When it comes to the latter I will also include studies
that would be interesting for me personally after writing this thesis, even if these
subjects are well covered by literature already and thus might not be interesting
from a researcher’s point of view. As the name of the chapter might already suggest,
we will slightly tone down on the formal aspects and use previously unintroduced
notations and outside knowledge a little bit more liberally than before.

5.1 Constant index of refraction in a disc

The biggest question mark is clearly Lemma 4.8. When it first came up in chapter 4
we were following [3] which states that the lemma is valid. However the proof we are
referred to [5, Theorem 2] is executed in R* which warrants a closer examination.
[5] restricts the search to spherically symmetric eigenfunctions and likewise we
can restrict the search to radially symmetric eigenfunctions. We can not use the
‘same’ functions though, because the Laplacian in polar coordinates behaves slightly
different than the Laplacian in spherical coordinates.

Unlike [5, Theorem 2| which covers any spherically stratified ¢, our Lemma 4.8
only is concerned with constant ¢ > 0 which makes things easier. The idea behind
our approach is still taken from [5] though.

Let FF C R? be an open disc of radius a > 0 and let ¢ > 0 be a constant.
The first thing we want to do is obviously to shift our coordinate system so that
the origin is at the center of F'. Having done that we search for strong solutions
u,w € C*(F) of the interior transmission problem that are radially symmetric, i.e.
for all (x1,25) € F' we demand

u((z1,72)) = u(||(21, z2)]|) w((21,22)) = w(||(21, z2)]|) (5.1)

where ||.|| denotes the Euclidean norm in R?. With solutions like this it makes a
lot of sense to switch to polar coordinates, for details see [7, Section 206]. In short
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Chapter 5 Open questions

we have
, ”# 190 1 0?
X1 =1Ccosp ZTo =rsing A:ﬁJFFEjLﬁa_@? (5.2)
and hence |[(z1,22)|] = r. From the fact that F' is a disc centered at the origin

of our coordinate sytem we see that if we move along any vector orthogonal to
it’s boundary, we move only with respect to r in polar coordinates while ¢ remains
fixed. This is important for the normal derivative in the boundary conditions. From
the above, (5.1) and (5.2) we can conclude that the conditions of Lemma 4.8 are
for any wu, w fulfilling our demands equivalent to

0? 10 .
2
%w + %%w +Aw =0 in (0,a) (5.4)
0 0
u<a> - w(a) Eu“:a = Ew‘r:a (55)

Now we assume that u, w satisfy (5.3) - (5.5) and set
c=VAl+q) flr)=ulz) g0r)=wl")

whereas f and g are defined only on R!. To avoid confusion we use the notation

2 | . /( ) i
o r=y T Y dr

for both u,w: F' — R as well as for f,g: R — R. f satisfies

f|r:y = f,(y)

P +ur )+ 1270 = G () + L) + Leul)
L+ g rargu) =0 (50

whenever £ € (0,a) as one can see from (5.3).
Analogously ¢ satisfies

v () +ug'(y) +vPg(y) = %W"(%) + %U'(%) + %M(%)

whenever 7= € (0, a).
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5.1 Constant index of refraction in a disc

(5.6) and (5.7) are a special case of what we call Bessel’s differential equation.
From [13, §25] we can conclude that their solutions must be a linear combination
of the Bessel function of the first kind and order zero Jy and the Bessel function
of the second kind and order zero Y. However Y, has a singularity at zero and
thus while it might solve (5.6) and (5.7), it can not lead us to a function in C?(F).
Hence every solution of (5.6) or (5.7) that can possibly lead to a solution of (5.3)
or (5.4) in C*(F) must be of the form

fy) = c1do(y) 9(y) = c2Jo(y) (5.8)

where ¢; and ¢y are constants and Jy is the Bessel function of the first kind and
order zero defined through

hin) = Y S (5.9

Because functions of the kind (5.8) solve (5.6) and (5.7) on all of R, they lead to
solutions of (5.3) and (5.4) by

u((z1,72)) = crdolell(z, 22)l])  w((z1,72)) = caJo(VA||(z1,22)]))  (5.10)

as quickly thinking through our chain of thought in reverse reveals. We observe
that by above arguments (5.3) and (5.4) are fulfilled. Without going into details u
and w are also in C*(F) because the power series in (5.9) converges for all y € R
[4, section 3.4]. Hence the system (5.3) - (5.5) has a solution with functions defined
through (5.10) if and only if we can fulfill the boundary condition (5.5). That is
the case if and only if

a1 dolca) = cado(vVAa) Jo(ca)  —Jo(v/Aa) 1)
aedi(ca) = eV AV a) = (cJé(ca) —\/XJ(S(\/XCL)) (02) =0

=M

J/

is fulfilled. An equivalent conditions for the existence of nontrivial ¢q, ¢co such that
the above is true is that the matrix M does have determinant zero.

det M = —Jo(ca)VII)(VAa) + eJ}(ca) Jo(V ha) (5.11)
Putting our progress in the form of a Lemma we get the following one.
Lemma 5.1. Let F C R? be an open disc of radius a > 0 and let ¢ > 0 be a

constant. Then the interior transmission eigenvalues X > 0 with eigenfunctions of
the form (5.10) are the zeros of det M as in (5.11).
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0.8
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0.4

-0.6 | | | | | |

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Figure 5.1: Jy and it’s derivative Jj = —.J;
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5.1 Constant index of refraction in a disc

We can get a first idea why det M must have zeros from the behaviour of Jy and
J{, as shown in Figure 5.1.

For a more profound analysis we need the following information on the asymp-
totical behaviour of these functions that can be deduced from [4, equation 3.59]
and Euler’s formula [6, §14].

2 T 1
Jo(y) = w/ﬂ—ycos(y — Z) + O(y_%) as 1y — 00
Toy) = 1| = cosly + 1) + O(—) -
Oy = ﬂycosy 4 y% as y xO

Here O denotes the Landau symbol and means that the residual term is bounded
by a constant times what’s inside the ‘O’. Recalling ¢ = \/A(1 + ¢) and plugging
the asymptotics above into (5.11) we get

2 1 s 7r
M=—-— - — -
det — 41_i_qcos(ca 4)008(\/Xa+ 4)
2 7r T 1
Z N il T — 12
+ =/ +qcos(ca+4)cos(\/Xa 4)+O(\/X) (5.12)

as A — oo. From [6, §14] we can deduce the following equalities for all x,y € R.

cos(z) cos(y) = %(COS(Q? + 1) + cos(x — y))
cos(z — g) = — cos(x + g)

Using these on (5.12), for A — oo we can calculate the asymptotics

1
radet M = — ————(cos(ca 4+ VAa) + cos(ca — vV ia — E))

Vv a 2

+ /1 + g(cos(ca + \/Xa) + cos(ca — Va + g)) + O(%)

_Vitg-l cos(ca + Va) + yitat] cos(ca —Va+ 2) + O ; )

vV1+q NAE 2 Ny
=:A =:A>
=A; cos(VAa(y/1+q+1)) + Aycos(VAa(y/1+q—1) + i) + O(L)
\—:?—/ \—:?_/ 2 \/X
7r 1
= Ay cos(VAf1) + Ay cos(VAfo + 5) + 0<ﬁ) (5.13)
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Chapter 5 Open questions

We see A; < Ay and f; > fo. As such we can interpret the asyptotics to be an
overlay of a slowly oscillating part with big amplitude and a quickly oscillating part
with low amplitude. Because A; < Ay we see from (5.13) that det M takes both
negative and positive values and hence it must have zeros by the intermediate value
theorem for continuous functions. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.8 because
now we know that for any ¢ > 0 there exists some A > 0 such that (5.3) - (5.5) has
a solution of the form (5.10).

5.2 An example

For the case where D is the unit disc and we have constant p = 0 and ¢ = 0.5 we
examine the plot of det M from the previous section. Equation (5.13) motivates us
to regard det M not as a function of ), but instead as a function of v/\.

0.8

AR
W VY

!
20 40 60 80 100 120
VA

Figure 5.2: det M as a function of v/A while a = 1 and ¢ = 0.5

Our earlier deduction about how it looks like is confirmed. In fact we observe
that the asymptotics are already clearly visible for ‘small’ \.
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5.3 The complex case

Still being in the case where D is the unit circle and p = 0, the following table
presents the first 6 positive zeros of det M for three different values of q. These are
the first 6 interior transmission eigenvalues with eigenfunctions of the form (5.10).

qg=20.2 qg=20.5 g=1

VAL A TN X [ VA

ry | 32.59 | 1062 | 13.71 | 187.9 | 7.375 | 54.39
To | 66.23 | 4387 | 28.38 | 805.6 | 15.58 | 242.6
r3 | 98.48 | 9698 | 41.80 | 1747 | 22.76 | 518.2
xy | 132.1 | 17450 | 56.34 | 3174 | 29.92 | 895.1
s | 164.4 | 27020 | 69.90 | 4886 | 38.15 | 1455
rg | 198.0 | 39190 | 83.44 | 6961 | 45.22 | 2044

Table 5.1: Zeros of det M, p=0and a =1

5.3 The complex case

So far we have only considered the case where all variables defined in the introduc-
tion are real. What if we allow complex valued eigenfunctions v and w ? Then
our existence result Theorem 4.7 clearly stays valid as we can just regard our real
eigenfuctions as complex ones with zero imaginary part. Similarly we can see that
our countability result Theorem 3.8 is still valid. If we have complex v and w in
Definition 1.2, then both their real and imaginary parts also fulfill every demand
except possibly the non-triviality. However they can not both be trivial because
then u,w would also be trivial. So there can not be an interior transmission eigen-
value with complex eigenfunctions u, w that does not also have real eigenfunctions
and Theorem 3.8 stays valid.

We could also allow for a complex index of refraction. In this case our analysis
does not help us, but [4, Theorem 8.12] does state that there exist no interior
transmission eigenvalues if the index of refraction has imaginary part unequal to
zero. Note that [4] only accepts strong solutions and p = 0 though. For a definite
answer to the question whether the theorem still holds true in our setting the reader
has to be referred to the name of the chapter.

Finally demanding simply A € C instead of A > 0 is also an option. We will
examine this in the case of the example from the previous section, i.e. p =0, g = %,
D is the unit circle and we only search for eigenfunctions of the form (5.10). First
of all Jy is an even function as one can see from (5.9). Hence equation (5.13) is also
valid for A — —oo and we expect a similar behaviour of it’s zeros on the negative
real axis as on the positive real axis. A = 0 is clearly a zero of det M, but is an
uninteresting case anyway. So what of A € C\R ? If we find a nonreal zero of
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Chapter 5 Open questions

Figure 5.3: |det M| as a function of k£ while ¢ =1 and ¢ = 0.5

det M, we can proceed as we did in the real case. Without going into the details
how (5.10) defines complex solutions, at this point we simply examine det M. We
look at (5.10) as well as (5.11) and see that we can formally regard det M as a
function of k := V. If k is not real, then neither is k2 and the functions defined
through (5.11) solve (5.3),(5.4) with k? instead of .

Figure 5.3 shows conspicuous behavior of |det M| in the area where the imaginary
part of k is between —1 and —1.5. Because det M is a smooth function, the dents
in |det M| near zero suggest that det M might indeed have a zero at those points.
In Figure 5.4 we can see one of the critical areas magnified and in Figure 5.5 the
same area with contour lines for Im(det M) = 0 and Re(det M) = 0 as data.

We can clearly see three intersections of the contour lines of Figure 5.5. At
these points we have I'm(det M) = Re(det M) = 0 and hence det M = 0. So our
suspicion that for these values of k£ we can define nontrivial functions satisfying our
boundary conditions through (5.11) remains. An analytical proof will however not
be given here.
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17 18 19 20

21 22 23 24 25
Rek

Figure 5.4: |det M| as a function of k£ while =1 and ¢ = 0.5

63



Chapter 5 Open questions

real part of det M equals zero
imaginary part of det M equals zero

-1.1H

-1.2

Im k

-1.3

-1.4

-1.5

17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
Re k

Figure 5.5: Contour lines Re(det M (k)) = 0 and Im(det M (k)) =0
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5.4 Opportunities for further studies

5.4 Opportunities for further studies

Regarding the distribution of interior transmission eigenvalues we have shown that
at least one exists and the only possible accumulation point is infinity. Equation
(5.13) does however suggest that for constant ¢ and p = 0 there are in fact infinitely
many of them. [5, Theorem 2] furthermore states that in R?® this is also true for
spherically stratified q. A natural question in this context is whether this holds true
for other sorts of refraction indices, too. Another interesting aspect to study would
be how they are precisely distributed. [3] gives a result regarding upper and lower
bounds for the smallest eigenvalue. Additionally one could strive to extend that
to the kth eigenvalue or search for asymptotic behaviour of the distance between
eigenvalues if there exist infinitely many.

On a more personal level the logical next step in my studies would be to better
understand the relevance of interior transmission eigenvalues in applications. [4]
states that their existence poses problems for the numerical implementation of
reconstruction methods for unknown index of refraction. Studying further in this
direction would then lead to the question how we can use our hard-earned results
Theorem 3.8 and Theorem 4.7 to overcome these difficulties.
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