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1 Summary

The inverse scattering solution of shape and/or material parameter reconstruction is of-
ten posed as a problem in nonlinear minimization of an objective function with respect
to N (usually large) number of unknown model parameters characterizing the scatterer.
The minimization procedures are usually iterative, and require the gradient of the ob-
jective function in the unknown model parameter vector in each stage of iteration. For
large N, finite-differencing becomes numerically intensive, and an efficient alternative is
domain differentiation in which the full gradient is obtained by solving a single scattering
problem of an auxiliary field using the same scattering operator as that of the forward
solution. A well-known technique in this direction is the so-called adjoint field method
which obtains the gradient by variationally minimizing an augmented objective function
that includes the reduced wave equation via a Lagrange multiplier. Results are reported
mostly for compact objects. This report presents the domain derivative calculation of the
gradient for a one-dimensional, locally perturbed, infinitely long dielectric interface. The
method is non-variational, and algebraic in nature in that it evaluates the gradient by
directly domain differentiating the scattering equations. The computations are straight-
forward, and easy to follow. The mathematical transformation of the scattering problem
into the corresponding problem for the differentiated fields can be visualized explicitly.
The formulation of and the motivation behind introducing the auxiliary field are explic-
itly demonstrated. Closed-form analytic expressions are obtained for the gradients for
electromagnetic transverse electric / transverse magnetic (TE/TM) scattering from di-
electric rough surfaces, and for scalar wave scattering from Neumann and Dirichlet rough
surfaces. Results compared with those for compact scatterers. Finally, the relationship
between our results and Lorentz reciprocity is pointed out and clarified.
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2 Introduction

Consider the scattering of an electromagnetic field from a one-dimensional, infinitely
long, locally perturbed, flat interface, I', shown in Figure 1. It is assumed that the
interface is located at x5 = 0, and is invariant along x3. The graph of the perturbation,
v =A{z1,29 = f(x1)}, —a < x; < a, is assumed to be smooth. Moreover, the profile, f(x;)
is a single-valued function of z;. The surface is thus not re-entrant. I" separates R? into an
upper half-plane, Q% = {x1, 22 > f(x1)}, and a lower half-plane, Q= = {x1, 22 < f(x1)},
with wavenumbers, k™, k~, and dielectric constants, et and €™, respectively. It is further
assumed that the perturbed surface is illuminated at a non-grazing angle (|0¢| < 7/2)
by a beam (1)"¢) of finite width, e.g., a beam with a Gaussian angular spectrum [40] or a
tapered Thorsos beam [44] having negligible energy beyond |z;| > A, with A > a. Finite
width beams and their properties are discussed in [23, 45, 24].

source

illumination

XA

Qr, kt

Figure 1: A Schematic Illustration of the Scattering Geometry

The following equations [45, 37, 34, 32, 8, 38, 41, 28| describe the scattering problem.

(LTYT) (@) = 0, TeQT, (1)
(L797)(&) = 0, T, (2)
Yt o= Y7, Tel, (3)

oyl = o™y, Tel. (4)

In Egs. (1)-(4), £* = A+ (k*)?, A being the Laplacian, and a time harmonicity of e~**
is assumed. 9T are the total fields, and 1/1?,5 their normal derivatives on the boundary.

The unit normal, n, is given by

n= [f (1), 17,
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and points into QF. f’ is the derivative of f in x;, and the superscript T denotes trans-
pose. Moreover, 1 = 1)"¢ + 1% is the sum of the incident ()"*¢) and scattered (%)
field. For the scattering geometry in Figure 1, 1°¢ satisfies [34, 10, 9, 2| the radiation
condition at infinity [7]. The parameters, a®, depend on the material constants in QF,
and the scattering process. Applications to electromagnetic TE and TM scattering from
a dielectric surface, and for scalar wave scattering from Neumann and Dirichlet surfaces,
are considered later.

For an arbitrary surface, a closed form solution of (1)-(4) is not expected. Several
approximate asymptotic techniques have been developed during the past few decades for
this kind of problems. Two classical approaches are the small perturbation method (SPM)
(39, 3, 46], and the Kirchhoff approximation (KA) [4, 3, 46]. SPM may be used when
the surface fluctuations are small and smooth. KA is applicable for problems where the
radii of fluctuations are large compared to the signal wavelength. One observes that SPM
leads to a linear relationship between the scattered field and the function describing the
surface fluctuation. Hence one can readily employ the Fourier transform technique to
invert the scattered field to reconstruct the rough interface [48], [1]. It turns out that
even when using KA, the scattered fields may be manipulated such that the the rough
interface can be reconstructed using the Fourier transform technique [47], [42], [30]. These
classical approaches to rough surface scattering, viz., SPM and KA, are single scattering
approximations and hence a linear relationship between the scattered field and the under-
lying rough surface is possible. However if the surface roughness is not small and smooth,
multiple scattering becomes important. Such processes are nonlinear in character and
hence the solution to (1)-(4) is formally expressed as: 1*¢ = F(f), where F is a nonlinear
operator that transforms the boundary, I', into scattered fields. The determination of
¥*¢, given F and f, constitutes the direct or forward problem. The inverse problem is
to reconstruct the surface profile, f, where F and °¢ are known. Formally, the inverse
solution is: f = F~1{1*}, the result of applying the inverse scattering operator, F1, to
the data, {¢*“}. However, because of the nonlinear nature of F, the inverse problem is
frequently solved [7, 15, 16] by transforming it into a problem in nonlinear optimization.
The solution is obtained as the minimizer of an objective function, J(f), defined as:

T() = 5 3 1N

M

N | —

(A%)* (Fn) (A%) (Tn). (5)
m=1
In (5), A%(Z,) = YP"(Z,,) — Y% (Z,,) is the data misfit function, i.e., the difference
between the measured (1)) and a theoretically predicted scattered field (¢*"), both at
a detector location, #,,. The complex conjugation is denoted by =, and M is the total
number of the detectors. The superscript, J, on A? indicates that ¢™¢* is noisy, § being

3
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the level of the measurement noise. Furthermore, 1% — 1°® as § — 0 [13, 27], where
Y? is a regularized solution.

Let p = {pl}iV be the parametrization of «. The inverse solution is then given by:
= argminy J (p), X, being the space of admissible parameters. The inverse problem
being ill-posed, regularization [13] is necessary in order to obtain a meaningful solution.
The standard procedures for the minimization of (5) are iterative in nature, and require
that the gradient of the objective function (or the scattered fields) in the unknown model
parameter vector be obtained in each stage of iteration. Let this derivative of J(f) be
denoted by dJ(f).Then:

dJ(f) = —Re > (A") (Fn)0)" (Fm). (6)

¥* in (6) is the domain derivative [26, 18, 19], of 1*¢, that is, the derivative of the scattered
field with respect to the variation in f. Equation (6) can also be written as:

dJ(f) = —Re{J"(A%)}, (7)

where J7 is the transpose of the Jacobian, J.

The procedure most often employed in inverse problems for the computation of deriva-
tives of the cost function w.r.t. parameters of the problem is numerical [17]. For instance,
in our problem, one can use a N parameter model to represent the rough interface ~
and employ finite difference method to compute the domain derivative. This is a very
general method applicable any complex problem. However, differentiating ¢*¢ with re-
spect to a parameter vector of length N involves solving N distinct scattering prob-
lems for N distinct scatterers. If NV is large (which is often the case in practice), then
clearly, the finite-difference method becomes numerically intensive, besides accumulating
large round-off errors. It essentially involves the calculation of the large Jacobian ma-
trix, J. However, (7) shows that the evaluation of the derivative involves evaluating the
product term, JT(A%))", and not the Jacobian explicitly. In the adjoint field method
[31, 12, 11, 35, 36, 43, 22, 14], this product is obtained as the solution of the forward
problem in Egs. (1)-(4), but with a source term as in the R. H. S. of (6). The source
is obtained by backpropagating the data misfit functions to the scatterer space. The
boundary value problem for the adjoint field is derived by applying variational techniques
to minimize an augmented objective function, namely, 7 in (5) plus a constraint term in-
volving the reduced wave equation via Lagrange multiplier. The upshot of all this is that
the entire gradient is evaluated by solving only one single scattering problem in which the
same operator as that of the forward scattering problem is used. An important feature of
this method is that it is essentially independent of N. There are two different ways one
can carry out the domain derivative calculation using the adjoint method. Depending on
the numerical procedure used for solving the forward problem one can use appropriate

4
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discretization and carry out the numerical calculation of the derivatives. This is a rela-
tively more general procedure. In some problems it may be possible to obtain analytical
closed-form expression for the domain derivative. This not only offers valuable physical
insight into the problem but also gives the flexibility in the choice of algorithm used for
shape reconstruction.

In this report, we focus attention on obtaining closed-form expression for the domain
derivatives. There are several distinguishing features in the calculations of this report. In
the literature we notice that domain derivatives of the scattered fields have been calcu-
lated mostly for compact scatterers, i.e., scatterers occupying a finite volume of space. In
this report, on the other hand, an infinitely long, locally perturbed, dielectric interface is
considered. The boundary variation in this case is relatively more subtle than that for a
compact, volumetric object. Notice that we use neither variational procedures nor an aug-
mented objective function in this report. The calculations are purely algebraic in nature
in that the scattering equations are directly domain-differentiated without any interven-
ing mathematical formalism. In this manner of presentation, the calculational procedures
are found to be straightforward, physically transparent, and easy to follow. Moreover, the
details of the mathematical transformation of the scattering problem into the correspond-
ing problem for the differentiated fields can be traced explicitly. The present calculations
also invoke an auxiliary scattering problem, as in the adjoint field case. However, the
mathematical formulation of and the motivation behind the auxiliary problem are more
transparent here than in the adjoint field calculations where the problem is a result of the
mathematical manipulations. Also, the gradients are calculated for the electromagnetic
TE and TM scattering from a dielectric rough surface as also for scalar wave scattering
from a Neumann and a Dirichlet surface. Finally, the relation of the results thus obtained
with the Lorentz reciprocity is discussed and clarified.

The report is organized as follows. Some important relations from domain differential
calculus, relevant to the present calculations, are summarized in Section 3. These are then
used in Section 4 to derive the boundary value problem for the derivative fields, ¥+, of
¢*. The differential, d7(f), and the gradient, VJ(f), of J(f), are evaluated in Section
5. The method is next applied to electromagnetic TE and TM scattering, and Neumann
and Dirichlet boundary conditions in Section 6. Discussions are presented in Section 7,
followed by a summary in Section 8.

5
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3 Some Relevant Identities From Domain Differentiation

Let U be a piecewise smooth bounded open region in R? with boundary . A continuously
differentiable vector field, 17, is defined in U. It is assumed that V or its normal derivative
vanishes on ¥. Consider the mapping, T, (V (%)) = I+7V (Z)+0(72), & € U, continuously
mapping U onto itself. I is the identity operator, and the parameter, T € [0,¢], t € R'. T,
introduces a change of variable from Z — Z, = Z + 7V (&) + O(72). Let Q C U be a
domain in Y. Then T.(Q) = Q,, where Q, = {Z,|Z, = Z+ 7V (%), VZ € Q}. Moreover,
Q, C U, V7 € [0,t]. 7 defines the magnitude of the deformation. In fluid dynamical
problems, 7 plays the role of the time variable. These are illustrated in Figure 2. It can
be shown [49] that for small 7, T is a diffeomorphism in U, that is, a bijection with a
continuous inverse, with same degree of smoothness as the vector field. This inverse is
given by: T-Y(V) =1 — 7V + O(7?).

2

Figure 2: Domain Variation for a Compactly Supported Scatterer

Let ¢(Z) be the solution of a boundary value problem defined on €2, which is considered
to be the unperturbed domain, i.e., Q = Q._y. Let T, transform 2 to the perturbed
domain, T,(Q2) = Q., and let ¢, (Z;), Z. € €., be the corresponding solution, now defined
on §2,. Note that 7 appears twice in ¢, (Z,), once as a subscript in ¢,, and second time in

6

Approved for public release; distribution unlimited



Zr, which is a running variable. It is the dependence of ¢ on 7 that gives rise to domain
differentiation in place of the regular, partial derivatives. The Fulerian (also called total
or material) derivative of ¢ at &, denoted by ¢(Z), is defined as:

N .
O(7) = lim —[¢-(7) — H(7)]. (8)
The derivative in (8) can also be written as the directional derivative:

d

37 = (0 Tl

d

= %ng(T, fT)|T=0' (9)

¢, as defined in (8) (or (9)), is a Gateauz differential [29], which is defined in a pointwise
sense at & € (). Equation (9) can be further expressed as:

o(7) = lim— [ch( rr) — (D)),

T—0 ’7‘

= lim - [ng(f) o(7))] (10)

T—0 T

+ hm [¢T( T) - ¢T(f)]

The solution is assumed to be defined in U x I C R*™™ I = [0,{] C R'. ¢, is then
considered to be the restriction of the solution defined on €2.. Provided that the limit on
the first term in the R. H. S. in (10) exists, the equation can be recast as:

3(Z) = ¢'(Z) + V(7) - Vo(), (11)
where 1
¢'(#) = lim ~[6+(7) — 9(7)] (12)

is the partial derivative of ¢ at Z, i.e., the derivative when & is held fixed. The term,
V -V, is the convective part. Furthermore, since 7 and & are independent variables, O,
and 0, commute, yielding the following important relation:

(Vo) =Vd, (13)

The Eulerian derivative of a domain functional can be obtained from (12). Let

Flo) = | 6.(&) di,

Q,

be a domain functional of ¢, over the perturbed domain, €2,. It can be written as:
F(o:;9Q / o-(Z + 7V (3)) |Jr| d7. (14)

7
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|Jr| is the Jacobian matrix of T, and (Jr);; = 0;;+ Vi ;, Vi; = 0V;/0z;. Direct calculation
yields: |J7| = V - V. Moreover, Jr|.—o = I. Then differentiating Eq. (14) in 7 yields the
Eulerian derivative, dF, namely

dF($:) = / §(7) di + / (D)) ds. (15)

v =V -# is the normal component of V on T'. It is demonstrated (Section 5) that dF(¢; Q)
is linear in the perturbation. The Gateaux derivative [29], therefore, exists, and F(¢; ()
has a gradient.

Let us further introduce the following identities.

Vo =Vrop+n(n-Vo)=Vro+neo,, (16a)

Vr¢ -Vru=V¢ -Vu—¢,u,, (16b)

/ Vr - (2Vré)w ds = —/ z2(Vr¢ - Vrw) ds. (17)

Vr = V —nd, is thFe surface gradient, and Ehe functions w and z are defined in a

neighborhood of I'. Eq. (17) is sometime referred to as Stokes'identity which can be
established using differential geometry [33]. Suffice it to say that the surface gradient of
a function u defined on the boundary is the restriction to the boundary of the lifting of
u defined in the tubular covering of the boundary. Finally, we introduce Green’s second
theorem [25, 7], which is:

/ [pAY + V¢ - V] did = / oY, ds. (18)
Q r

The unit normal, 7, is directed in the exterior of the domain Q. ¢.(Z,) is a domain
functional.

The above discussions were for a closed, bounded domain (Figure 2). In the case of
the locally perturbed interface in Figure 1, the deformation is modified to that shown in
Figure 3. As earlier, the velocity field is assumed to vanish on . The surface profile,
f(z1), separates U into U and U~. Thus U =UT +U~. As the curve f(x;) is deformed
into f(x1), U* are deformed to UF, but the overall domain, I, remains unchanged. The
relations which were derived above, must now be applied to the regions, U and U . All
derivations assume C2-smoothness of the boundary function. Thus ¢* € 02(§i), and
the deformation operator, T, is C?-diffeomorphic. Furthermore, it is known that for the
smoothness condition assumed here, the solutions can be extended to the neighborhood of
the boundaries of €2, and €2... For details, we refer to [20]. We also note that the application
of Green’s theorem to U in Figure 3 may be problematic. However, the volume integrals
involving Avy*, the Laplacian appears as being multiplied by functions that are smooth
in the domain, and vanishes on the boundary. The application of Green’s theorem then
does not cause problems. Next we derive the BVP for the domain derivatives of 1% in
Egs. (1)-(4) using the relations that were presented in this section.

8
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4 The scattering problem for the field derivatives

In this Section, we determine how the scattering equations (1)-(4) for the unperturbed
surface are transformed as the surface is deformed by 7. Scattering in the transformed
domains, U*, is described by:

(LX) = 0, & elU], (19)
(L7 )(Zr) = 0, T el (20)

wi = ¢T_7 T, € Vrs (21)
af, = oa™Yo,, T €y (22)

The Helmholtz equations (19) and (20) are transformed first. The transformation of the
boundary conditions in Eqs. (21) and (22) follows next. From the discussion at the end
of the previous Section, I', = ., and all differentiations are, therefore, with respect to ~.
Taking the derivatives of Egs. (19) and (20), and using (11) yields:
(A*) + V- V(AF) + (R () +V - V() = 0.
Now, (AY*) = A(¢*) by Eq. (13), and L5¢* = 0 in U+ by virtue of Eqgs. (1) and (2).
, (A ¥=)" by Eq , 0 y q

It then follows that:

(L) (@) = 0, el (23)

(LTp™Y)Z) = 0, TelU. (24)
Now, in the exterior of U, ¥+ = ¢)*, since the observation point is held fixed. The
convective term then vanishes, and £*¢* vanishes outside ¢. Therefore,

Lt (7)) = 0, 7€ QF, (25)

L7Yp(F) = 0, TeQ. (26)
Exactly similar considerations are applied to the transformation of the first boundary
condition in Eq. (21). The result is:

Wt —p™ = =V V@t —y)
= -V -V, =) —o@h — ),
= (a— 1)yt (27)

In Eq. (27), V, is the tangential derivative on 7. Furthermore, &« = a~/a*, and the
boundary conditions in Eqs. (3) and (4) were used in arriving at the result.

The Eulerian derivative of the second boundary condition in Eq. (4) is calculated as
follows. First we introduce the following notations.

+
/ ot df:/ ot df:l:/ o~ dr
v+ V+ -

9
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X1

Figure 3: Domain Variation for the Locally Perturbed Surface of Figure 1

+
/ o+ ds=/(<1>+i—(l>_) ds
T r

for the surface integral. Also, define a regular function, v € U, which vanishes on X, and

for the volume, and

consider the domain functional:

+
FUNU) = / X (aFLEYF)u di,. (28)
Z/{‘r

Apply Green’s theorem (Eq. (18)) to Eq. (28), and obtain:

FU U ) = —/_ {aTyr, b uds.—

Yr

+ +
_ Foht) . = F.E\2 + -
/MTi V, (aTy)) - V,u dejL/ujt {a¥(k)*} fu dE,. (29)

V., is the gradient with respect to Z., and the negative sign on the ~, integral is due to
the opposing signs of the n on the surface. The L.H.S. in Eq. (29) vanishes because of
Egs. (19) and (20). Moreover, since a~1;,, = a4, from the boundary condition in Eq.
(22), the surface integral in Eq. (29) vanishes yielding:

+ +
_ Tt - FLE\2Y gk, T
/uf V. (aFy)) VTud:)sTjL/ZE {a® ()} fu dE, = 0. (30)

We now take the Eulerian derivative in Eq. (30), use Eq. (11), and simplify. The result
is:

/+ [V(aTyp™) - Vu — oF (k%)) u] d =
ux

10
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_ /_ [V(oﬁwi) Vu — oﬁ(]gi)%u} v ds. (31)

We used the fact that v© =+~ = ~, and ¢t = ¢~ = 4 on ~ by the boundary condition
in Eq. (3). We now replace (k*)*)* by —A¢®’ (cf. Egs. (23) and (24)) in Eq. (31) to
obtain: N

[A(TY™)u+ V(aFy™) - Vu] dz =

e
— /_ [V(aTy*) - Vu— {aT(k*)*} u] v ds. (32)
Applying Green’s theore:n to the L.H.S. in Eq. (32) yields:
/u: [A(aTyY ) u+ V(aTy™) - Vu] dz = /_ (a¥y3)) u ds. (33)
v
The first surface integral in the R.H.S. in Eq. (32) can be evaluated as follows.
/_ [V(aTy™) - Vu]vds = /_ [V, (@T®) - Vou+ (aTy7) uy) v ds. (34)
y v

As before, a™}, = a™y7, from the boundary condition in Eq. (4). The second integral
in the R.H.S. in Eq. (34), therefore, vanishes, yielding:

/_ [V(aTy™) - Vu]v ds =

= /_ [V, (aTyF) - V,ulvds
— (@ =a®) [ {(T) - (Voo ds

= (at - of)/ {Vﬁ, . (vV,YW)} u ds, (35)

in which the identity in Eq. (17) was used. Moreover, V. 1)~ = V. 4". Replace Egs. (33)
and (35) in Eq. (32). This results in:

/_ {aT uds = (a” — a+)/ vV, - (oV ¥ )u ds + /_ [aT (F)*yv] u ds,
v v Y
from which it follows that:
a_w;' — aﬂb;{ =(a” —at) {Vy . (UVV@DJF)} + (k™ — atk . (36)

Equation (36) establishes the boundary conditions on v for the normal derivatives, i’ ,
of the derivative fields, 1™’
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Collecting the results in Eqgs. (25), (26), (27) and (36) together yields:

Lryt(Z) = 0, TeQF, (37)

LY7(F) = 0, TeQ, (38)

P =T = (a=1)yYlu, Ty, (39)
O‘_qb;rz/ - O‘er;zl = (o~ - 0‘+)V“/ ) (Uv'ylw)

Ha kT — otk Hyte, T €, (40)

Y7 = Y7, Zel\ny, (41)

a Yl = at), TeTl\ny. (42)

The last two boundary conditions in Eqs. (41) and (42) follow simply from the fact that on
the flat part of I', the observation points are held constant. Equations (37) through (42)
constitute the scattering problem for the Eulerian derivatives of the Helmholtz problem
in Egs. (1)-(4). As can be seen from the above equations, the scattering problem for the
derivative fields is essentially the same as that for the unperturbed surface except that
the boundary conditions on ~ for ¢)*' now depend upon the deformation field through the
parameter, v. The deformation, therefore, leaves it’s imprint via the boundary conditions.
The boundary value problem for the derivative fields having been obtained, the Eulerian
derivative, d 7, of the objective function is calculated next.
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5 The Gradient

Let F(€2) be a real functional of the domain, €. Then from Eq. (8), its domain differential,
dF(Q), is

dF(Q) = lim L[F,(9,) — F(9). (43)

T—0 T
If the mapping: V — dF () is linear and continuous (in V), then dF () has a gradient,
Gr(Q, V). In this case, dF(Q) can be written as:

dF(Q) =< Gp,V >y, (44)

where the duality relation < - > is over Y, the product space of Gr and V. Gris a
distribution which is defined on the boundary, and can be considered to be the gradient
of F(2). The objective function was defined in Eq. (5) and its Eulerian derivative in Egs.
(6) and (7). Equation (6) can be written as:

4700) = —Re [ 0 SO 3T - ) (15)

m=1
We need to eliminate the derivative field in (45). Towards that let us define an auxiliary
field, p*, that satisfies the Helmholtz equation below.

M
Lrpt == (A1) (T — ) e QT (46)

m=1
In terms of the field, p™, (45) for d7 () becomes:
dJ(y)=Re [ ¢™7(LTp") di. (47)
O+

Note that £T = A + k%2, and apply Green’s theorem to (47). After a straightforward
algebra, and upon simplification, we obtain:

wH(et) di = [ el - o] dy (48)
o+ v
L% = 0 was used in the above derivation. Substituting for «»™ and 7 from the

boundary conditions in Egs. (39) and (40), respectively, we obtain:

1
/+ P (LrpT) df:/ (;P’np"' — Pp;) dy+
Q ol

1 — —1
+/ {—@%f—%ﬂ pfn] d, (49)
,\/ (8}
with
P=(a—1)ytv

7n )
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and
P,=(a" —a"V, - (vV ") + (a k™ —atk 2)yto.

In order to further eliminate the derivative terms in Eq. (49), we define an auxiliary
field, p~, in Q7 satisfying the Helmholtz equation:

LTp =0, 7€, (50)
and impose the conditions

p- = p" onv, (51)

p, = ap; on7. (52)

Thus, the auxiliary problem is given by:

M
Lrpt = =) (AWT)S(F - 7,), FeQ, (53)
m=1
Lp = 0, 7eq, (54)
p- = p ony, (55)
p, = apl, on7. (56)

In view of the above, we finally arrive at the following expression for d7(7y), namely

a7t =—re [ (Poi—pat) o 57)

v

Reducing the surface gradient terms by the Stokes’ identity in Eq. (17) then yields:

47() = —Re [ dy [<a Ity

2!
1 + I =23, )t
+ 1—5 V.p" -V —a—_(oz E™ —a k™) p | v, (58)
Rewriting Eq. (58) in the form:
dJ :/ G7vds,
”
the gradient, G, is obtained as:

Gj = —Re

(v — 1)p;¢; + (1 — é) Vp~ -Vt — (k+2 _ %]{;—2) w+p+} (59)

14
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6 Applications

6.1 EM Scattering

Thus far, the derivations were carried out in terms of ¢* and a®, without specifically
referring to electromagnetic (EM) scattering. The EM-scattering is considered now. In
this case, 1 is the electric (E) or magnetic (ﬁ ) field, and a* is to be replaced by € or y, the
dielectric and the permeability constant, respectively, depending upon the polarization
of the incident field. It is well-known [5, 34, 38| that an EM-wave propagation can be
described in terms of a TE (transverse electric) and a TM (transverse magnetic) mode
(also called perpendicular (s) and parallel (p) polarization in spectroscopy, and VV or
HH in radar work, see, e.g., Cloude [6]). Transverse implies transverse to the plane of
the incidence, that is, the plane containing the direction of the wave propagation and the
normal to the surface. The two polarizations are schematically illustrated in Figure 4. In
the TE mode, E is transverse, and in the TM mode, it is H that is transverse. Referring
to Figure 4, E = —23F3 in TE, and H = —23H3 in TM. The tangential components of

X,
H N\ E
E Qr, kt

Figure 4: Our Convention of Vector Orientations for TE and TM Polarizations

both E and H are continuous across the surface. From this and Maxwell’s equations, the
boundary conditions for the TE mode are:

Ef = Ej,

El = E,.
Similar conditions for the TM mode are:

Hf = Hj,

€ Hy, = € Hs,.
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In TE, a® = 1, whereas in TM, a® = ¢*. The parameter, o = ¢~ /e™ = ¢,, is the relative
dielectric constant. With these identifications, Eq. (58) for d7 and (59) for G; can be
written down for the two polarizations. For the TE mode:

AFre = K% - DRe [ oyt ds (60)
gl
C‘r\y,TE = k’+2(€r - 1)Re (w+p+) . (61)
The corresponding expressions for the TM mode are:
1
wn =t [ s |- vpzor - (1-2) @ Twn]e @
¥ T
1
G = (e = D+ (1= 1) (W 90 (63)

We will next look at the limiting cases of the gradient results for Neumann and Dirichlet
problems.

6.2 Neumann Surface

Equation (59) can be used to obtain the gradient for both the Dirichlet and Neumann
surface. For the Neumann condition, the first term in the R. H. S. in Eq. (59), i.e.,
(a—1)ph 7, can be set to zero because of the Neumann boundary condition itself. Next,
letting the parameter, & — oo in the R. H. S. in Eq. (59) yields:

Gy =—Re(V,p" - Vuf — k2yTp™).

The subscript NV in GG ;7 implies Neumann. This result can be verified by direct calculation
as follows.

For the Neumann boundary condition, the unperturbed scattering problems is given
by:

(LrypT) (@) = 0, ¥€Q, (64)
() = 0, 7€Q, (65)
Y5, = 0 onT. (66)

The perturbed problem, i.e., ¥, is also given by the above equations. Following the
procedures in the preceeding section, the boundary condition for the derivative field is
obtained as:

v =kt +V, - (vV0) onT, (67)
and the auxiliary problem for p* takes the form:
(L% = =S Fear
p; = 0 n(;ll“.
16

Approved for public release; distribution unlimited



By the same reasonings as above, dJ and G for the Neumann surface are found to be:

dJIn = —Re/ (VA,pJr . V,ﬂﬁ* — k+2w+p+)v ds, (68)
Y
GJ,N = —Re(va—l_ . Vﬁ/w—l— — ]{Z+21D+p+). (69)

Equations (68) and (69) are similar to those of Norton [36] for a compactly supported
sound-hard obstacle by variational formulation and an augmented objective function.
However, there is a sign change in our results from Norton’s. It is because the source
term in our auxiliary problems for p* is opposite to Norton’s.

6.3 Dirichlet Surface

The same reasonings can be applied to the Dirichlet surface also. In the Dirichlet case,
we neglect the terms containing V¢~ and ¢ in Eq. (58) since by the Dirichlet condition,
" is identically zero on the surface, Then letting @ — 0 in the remaining term yields
the gradient for the Dirichlet surface, namely, G7p = —Re( J;Lptl) . Again, this result
is also verified by direct calculation, as was done for the Neumann problem, but with
YT =0,9% = —vy7} in the direct problem, and p™ = 0 in the auxiliary problem.
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7 Discussion

Our results for a locally perturbed, infinite surface are found to be similar to the results
reported in the literature for compactly supported objects. This is not surprising since the
same basic equations apply to either case. The auxiliary field is a purely mathematical
construction, and may not have a direct physical meaning. As was pointed out in the
text, the source term for the auxiliary field, p*, consists of the data misfit functions
backpropagated to the scatterer. The auxiliary fields are then the fields generated by
this source for the boundary conditions of the problem. A relation between the gradient
calculations and reciprocity of the derivative and auxiliary fields can thus be expected.
To illustrate that, let us rearrange the equations in a slightly different form.

Let L be a 2 x 2 diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are L™ and L™, and let
U = [t 7|7, O = [ 7|7, and let P = [pT, p~]T. Moreover, let [¢]r denote the
jump of the quantity, g, across the interface. In these notations, Eqs. (1)-(4) become:

LY =0, #cR*\T,

[t ] = 0.
Similarly, Eqgs. (37)-(42) take the form:

LY =0, 7€ R*\T,

[¢,]F = P7
[a,l?b,/n]p = Pm?

and the adjoint field Egs. (53) through (56) are similarly recast as:

M
LP = —Re Y A™(z,)6(7" - &,) #€R*\T,

m=1
[pr =0,
[apn]p = 0.
In these notations, Eq. (58) for dJ takes the form:

c_ljzRe/lndF, (70)
I

where ]
J = —=p"[aVy] = [W]Vp".

Equation (70) is the Lorentz reciprocity relation between p*, and ¢’ [34].
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Note that J does not vanish indicating that the fields are not truly adjoint to each
other. The non-vanishing of J is due to the fact that the forward and reciprocal incident
fields do not act on the same scatterer, but the former on the unperturbed and the other
on the perturbed scatterer. In other words, J # 0 indicates the variation of the reciprocal
fields. We have, therefore, used the word auxiliary instead of adjoint. It may be interest-
ing to point out that the usual picture of reciprocity is Helmholtz’s reciprocity in which
the reciprocity is between a point source and a point observer. However, Helmholtz’s
reciprocity does not always hold for sources and observers of finite extent [21]. Lorentz’s
reciprocity, on the other hand, is an integral relation over the sources.
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8 Conclusion

The inverse scattering solution for the shape and/or material parameters of a scattering
object is often posed as a problem in nonlinear optimization in which an objective function
is minimized with respect to N (usually large) number of unknown parameters character-
izing the scatterer. The minimization is often performed iteratively where the gradient of
the objective function in the parameter vector is required in every stage of iteration. The
application of the domain differentiation technique provides a highly efficient solution to
the problem. This report gives a detailed account of the domain derivative calculation of
the gradient for a one-dimensional, locally perturbed infinitely long dielectric surface. Un-
like the so-called adjoint field method which applies variational procedures to an objective
function augmented by the reduced wave equation via a Lagrange multiplier, the method
in this report is purely algebraic in nature in that it evaluates the derivative by applying
domain differentiaion directly to the scattering equations without any other intervening
mathematical formalism. The calculations presented here are straightforward and easy
to follow. Moreover, the mathematical transformation of the scattering problem into the
corresponding problem for the differentiated fields can be visualized explicitly. The so-
lution requires an auxiliary scattering problem. The formulation of and the motivation
behind the auxiliary problem are explicitly demonstrated. The gradients are calculated
for the electromagnetic TE and TM scattering from a dielectric surface as also for scale
wave scattering from a Neumann and a Dirichlet surface. Finally, the relationship of the
results thus obtained with the Lorentz reciprocity is discussed.
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List of Acronyms, Abbreviations, and Symbols

Acronym Description

f rough interface

k* Wave number of upper half space
k™ Wave number of lower half space
dF Domain differential of F

TE Tranverse Electric

™ Transverse Magnetic
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