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Abstract

We develop an inverse scattering scheme of recovering impenetrable
anomalies buried in a two-layered medium. The recovery scheme works in a
rather general setting and possesses several salient features. It makes use of a
single far-field measurement in the half-space above the anomalies, and works
independently of the physical properties of the anomalies. There might be
anomalous components of multiscale sizes presented simultaneously. More-
over, the proposed scheme is of a totally direct nature without any inversion
involved, and hence it is very fast and robust against measurement noise. Both
theoretical foundation and numerical experiments are presented. This extends
related results in the literature on recovering multiscale scatterers located in a
homogeneous space.

Keywords: inverse scattering, buried anomalies, recovery scheme, single
measurement, multiscale

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation and background

In this work, we consider the recovery of anomalies buried in a two-layered medium; see
figure 1 for a schematic illustration. Suppose the space is delimited by a flat plane I}, into two
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Figure 1. Schematic illustration of the anomalies detection in a two-layered medium.

half-spaces: the upper one and the lower one. The two half-spaces are occupied by two
different (homogeneous) mediums. It is further supposed that some inhomogeneous
anomalies are buried or immersed in the lower half-space. We are interested in recovering the
anomalies by wave detection made in the upper half-space, which is proceeded as follows.
One sends a certain wave field from the upper half-space, and then measures the perturbed
wave field caused by the anomalies together with the ambient lower-space medium. The
detecting wave field is referred to as the incident wave field and the perturbed wave field is
referred to as the scattered wave field. The inverse problem that we are concerned with is to
recover the anomalies by knowledge of the scattered wave field. Practical scenarios of our
current study include the underground mineral prospection, mines locating in the battlefield,
and anti-submarine detection.

The inverse scattering problem described above can be abstractly formulated as an
operator equation,

F(O) =M, (1.1)

where O denotes the anomalous object, and M denotes the wave measurement data. F' is an
operator which sends the anomaly to the corresponding measurement, defined by the forward
wave scattering system. As a typical feature for various inverse scattering problems, (1.1) is
nonlinear by noting that generally one has F (O; U O;) = F (0y) + F(0O,), where O; and O,
are two different anomalies. This is mainly due to the multiple wave scattering interaction
between O; and O,. Moreover, it is easily seen that the inverse problem (1.1) is ill-posed in
the sense of Hadamard.

In order to tackle the nonlinearity of various inverse problems, a salient technique that
has been widely investigated in the literature is the so-called sampling. A variety of schemes
have been developed in this category, including the linear sampling method [8-10], the
factorization method [15-17] and the MUSIC-type methods [1-3, 8, 13, 15] and a variety of
methods using multifrequency data [5-7], among others. The cores of these methods are
certain imaging functionals, which are used to indicate a space point belonging to the interior
or the exterior of the scattering anomaly. The process of calculating those imaging functionals
is linear and hence the nonlinearity of the inverse problem is reduced to the determination of
the belongingness of any given space point, that can be easily visualized. In order to tackle the
ill-posedness, various regularizations are incorporated into those schemes. Recently, a novel
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Figure 2. 2D scattering from buried anomalies in a two-layered medium.

sampling scheme was proposed for the inverse scattering problem of locating inhomogene-
ities embedded in a homogeneous space in [19-21]. The approach also relies on certain
properly designed imaging functionals, whose calculations are totally direct without any
inversion involved. More notably, the method makes use of only a single far-field mea-
surement, which is much fewer than the existing methods in the literature. Hence, the method
is very efficient and robust against measurement noise, and easy to implement as well. In this
work, we extend the method to the practical and interesting case of recovering the multiscale
anomalies buried in a two-layered medium as described earlier. The major novelty and
difficulty of the current study are the inhomogeneous two-layered background medium.

Following a similar spirit to the study in [19-21], we develop the new recovery scheme
in three steps. First, we consider the recovery of anomalies with small size compared to the
detecting wavelength. This is based on linearizing the inverse problem (1.1). To that end, we
derive the asymptotic expansion of scattered wave field in terms of the small diameter
parameter of the underlying anomalies. Second, we consider the recovery of multiple regular-
size anomalies. In this case, we require that the anomalies are from an admissible class, which
is known in advance. The recovery is based on projecting the measured far-field pattern into a
space of far-field patterns generated by the admissible scatterers. Finally, by concatenating the
above two procedures via a local tuning technique, one can recover multiple multiscale buried
anomalies. We would like to mention in passing that similar inverse problems of recovering
buried objects were also considered in [4, 12] with different methods.

1.2. Mathematical formulation
For x = (x!, x2, .-, x) € R*, (n = 2, 3), we let
R} = {x € R": x" > 0} and R”:={xec R:x" < O},
be, respectively, the upper and lower half-spaces. The interface between the two layers,
namely {x € R"; x" = 0}, is denoted by Ry. Let k; and k_ be the wavenumbers in R’} and

R", respectively. Denote by {2 an impenetrable obstacle that is completely buried in the lower
half-space (see figure 2). It is assumed that €2 is a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected
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ut

Figure 3. Incident plane wave u’, reflected wave u” and transmitted wave u".

complement. In what follows, we let v denote the unit outward normal vector to 952, as well
as the unit upward normal vector to Rf, which should be clear from the context.
Let u' be a time-harmonic incident plane wave given by

ut ) = eikg~d"

where d’ € S"~1:= {x € R"; |x| = 1} denotes the incident direction. In what follows, we set
Si‘l = §"1 N R and, let (r, §) and (r, 6, ¢) denote the standard polar coordinates in R?
and R3, respectively. Denote by 6, € (—m, 0] the critical incident angle which is defined by
cos . = k_/ky if k- < ky and 0. = 0 if k_ > k. We take the incident direction

i {(cos 0o cos @y, cos b sin @y, sinby), n=3; (12)

(cos Gy, sin bp), n=2,
where 0y € (—1 — 0., 6.) is such that d' € S"~!, and @y € (0, 2m). The interface R

generates the reflected and transmitted wave fields, which shall be denoted as u" and u’,
respectively. By the Fresnel formula, we have

u'(x) = R(6p)e™ ¥, x e Ry u'(x) =T(by)e*~, x e R", (1.3)
where d” is the reflected direction and d’ is the transmitted direction (see figure 3 for an

illustrative example), while R (6y) and T (6) are the reflection and transmission coefficients,
respectively. The corresponding reflected direction is given by

cos By cos ¢,, cos Oy sin ©,, —sinfly), n = 3;
dr— ( 0 .90() 0 ®o O) (1.4)
(cos by, —sin b)), n=2,
and the transmitted direction is given by
COS X COS ¥y, COS X, Sin @y, sinx,), n = 3;
dl — ( 0 . %o o S ©g o) (1.5)
(cos Xgs sin xg)s n=2.

In (1.5), x, € (—m, 0) stands for the transmitted angle into R”, and is implicitly given by the
Snell relation

kicos 8y = k_cos x,. (1.6)
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Set

4o (x) = {ui(x) + u"(x), x* > 0;
u' (x), x" < 0.

It is required that both uy and Oug/Ov are continuous across the interface R,. That is,
W+ u —u =0 and I + u")/0v — du')/Ov = 0 on R{. By using such continuities,
one can deduce that the coefficients R(y) and T (6,) are given according to the following
formulas:

kysin 0 — k_sin y

and T(0) = 2k, sin 6

R(0) = - : - -
kysin 6 + k_sin x kisin 0 + k_sin x

(1.7)
In particular, we note that if k; = k_, then R(#y) = 0, T (6p) = 1 and ug = u'.

With above preparations, the forward problem of the scattering due to the buried
impenetrable anomalies in a two-layered medium can be described as finding the scattered
wave field u® € H,.(R"\Q) such that

Aw + (ks)uw =0  inRL\,
8 N
[us] =0, [ ab;/]:()on Ry,

B(us) = —B(ug) on 09,

. ou’ 2

lim f ds = 0, (1.8)
r—oo J§, 4 or
where [-] denotes the jump in its argument across the interface R,
Sr+ = {x € R%; |x| = r} is the half sphere/circle of radius r centered at the origin in R’

and B denotes one of the following three boundary conditions:
_ou

ov
corresponding, respectively, to the case when the anomaly 2 is sound-soft, sound-hard, and
of impedance type. In (1.9), A € C(09), (A > 0), is the surface impedance. By a variational
approach and following essentially a similar argument as in [11] or [24 section 12.4], one can
establish the well-posedness of the scattering problem (1.2)—(1.9). For x € R", u*(x) admits
the following asymptotic expansion

- ikius

B(u') = u* on 0Q2;  B(u) = ? on 9Q;  B(u) + i\uf on 0N (1.9)
v

eik+r 1
U (x) = v, —=4 u™(%) + O(—) as r = |x| — o0 (1.10)
e r
with

W - L n = 3; _el% n=2
n 471—’ b 8k+ﬂ.’ 9

uniformly for all directions £ := x/|x/|. In (1.10), u> (£) defined on the upper half unit sphere/
circle S"~! is known as the scattering amplitude or far-field pattern with £ € S”~! denoting
the observation direction.

The inverse scattering problem that we are concerned with is to recover €2 by knowledge
of u., (X). In terms of the abstract operator equation (1.1), §2 is the unknown O, u, is the
measurement data set M, and F is defined by the direct scattering system as described in
(1.2)-(1.10). Throughout the current study, we shall take d " fixed. That is, the measurement

5
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u> (%) is obtained by sending a single incident plane wave, and we call it a single far-field
measurement.

2. Results on direct scattering problem

2.1. Green’s function and its asymptotic behavior at infinity

For the subsequent use, we briefly present the Green function G (x, y) of the two-layered
scattering problem, i.e., the fundamental solution of the unperturbed problem (1.2)—(1.8) with
Q) = @, and discuss its asymptotic behavior at infinity.

For an observation point x = (x!, x2, -+, x") € Rl and a source point y = (y!, ---, y")
€ R", define x':= (x', x2 .-, x" 1 and y = (', y%, -, y" . Let &€= (¢, -, &
€ R*~1. Define 1, := Jk2 — |62 with J(n.) > 0. By using the transmission conditions
across Ry and the Fourier transformation technique, one can derive that the Green function for
y" < 0 is given by (see e.g., [4])

G, y) = G'(x, y), x € RY; o
’ G(x,y) + G (x,y), xeER", x=y '

with
el s
i B =
G'(x, y):= - 2.2)
P (k- y) n=2.
i ei(7]+xn_nj’l) . o
G'(x,y)=— | e ag (2.3)
2 JRN o+
and
G’ (x, y) = Lf | %e—im(ﬂﬂ”)ei£~(x’—.v’)d§’ (2.4)
47 JR 17_( n, + 77_)

where H{" is the Hankel function of the first kind and order zero.

Denote by Q € [0, ) the critical observation angle which is defined by cos @C =k /k,
if k- < k, and Q. = 0 if k_ > k.. Since the observation for the inverse problem shall be
made in the upper half-space R’/, we are mainly interested in the asymptotic formula of
G'(x, y), which is given by (cf [4])

ikg{T(g)?)e,-kjf.y + 0(1)}, ¥ = rt (2.5)

r

G'(x,y) =,

1
r2

with

(2.6)

(cos f¢ cos ¢, cos by sin ¢y, sinbz), n=3;
(cos Oy, sin 0;), n=2,
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where 6; € (96, T — tz)c), ¢; € (0, 2m) and

& (cos x; co.s ¢ COS X, Sin Py, sinx;), n=3; 07
(cos x¢, sin x;), n=2,
with x; € (0, 7) uniquely determined by the relation
kicos 0; = k_cos x;. (2.8)

2.2. Translation relation

We first fix some notations that shall be used throughout the rest of the paper. Let D be a
bounded simply connected Lipschitz domain in R”. For any z € R” and p € R, we define
2+ D:={z+4 x; x € D} and pD = {px; x € D}. Moreover, for a unitary rotation matrix
U € SO (n), we define UD := {Ux; x € D}. Let§) = z + pUD. We shall write the quaternion
(D; z, p, U) to represent the scatterer €2. D is referred to as a base, and z, p and U are
respectively referred to as the location, size and orientation of the scatterer {2 with respect to
the base scatterer D. Throughout, we assume that 2 C R”. Furthermore, it is assumed that the
physical property of the scatterer €2 is inherited from the base scatterer D. That is, if D is
sound-soft (resp. sound-hard or of impedance type), then (2 is also sound-soft (resp. sound-
hard or of impedance type). We shall write D*, D" and D’ to indicate that the scatterer is
sound-soft, sound-hard and of impedance type, respectively. In the case that D is of impe-
dance type with the surface impedance parameter A (x) for x € 9D, then the surface impe-
dance parameter for Q@ = (D; z, p, U) is given by )\(lU T(x — z)). Without the superscript
indication, D could be a scatter of any of the three tylpaes.

In this section, we consider the scattering due to a translated obstacle
Q = (D; z) == (D; z, 1, I). In the sequel, we shall write the scattered wave as u*( - ; €2) in
order to indicate its dependence on the underlying scatterer 2. We need make use of the
following Green formula,

e O . 26 Y) ou’(y; )
u’ (x; Q)—f{m{u ; ) o) G(x,y) o) }ds(y),

xe R\Rp U Q, 2.9)

whose proof follows from a similar argument to that of theorem 2.5 in [10]. Applying the
asymptotic formula (2.5) of G'(x, y) to the Green formula (2.9), one can show by
straightforward calculations that the scattering amplitude of u*( - ; {2) on Sf’fl is given by

De—ik "y ~ 0wt (y; Q)

0o ( {- — . S (v- _ ik x"y o n—1
u*(%; Q) = T(@X)j;m{u o; ) o) e 0 }ds(y), eSSy

(2.10)

Next, we present a relation of the scattering amplitude due to the translation of the
underlying scatterer.

Lemma 2.1. Let Q2 = (D; z) C R". Then we have
e (2; Q) = e (¢=¥)2y (2, D), @.11)

where d', £ and x' are given by (1.5), (2.6) and (2.7), respectively, satisfying the relations
(1.6) and (2.8).
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Proof. Since ¢*-4"% is a constant, the boundary condition (1.9) implies that, for y € 0f,
Bu(y; Q) = —Bu'(y; Q) = —e*-4"2Bu’ (x; D) = e*4"*Bu’ (x; D),

where x = y — z € dD. By the uniqueness of the direct scattering problem one has
u' (y; Q) = e 4"ys(x; D),  Vy e RN\Q.

Therefore, we have for y € 92

S (v S(ye
us(y; Q) — eik,d"zus(x; D) and Ou 0’» Q) — eik,d"z Ou (:; D)

ov(y) v (x)
which implies that
u>®(%; Q)
_ (g, e o Qe A (v Q)
= T(Gx)j;m{u O; ) 7o) e —8V(y) ds(y)
_ k(=Yg o deik "y iy 0w (y; D)
¢ T(ex)fau {M 03 D) ov(y) ‘ ) v (y) )

= e"k*(deAr)'zuoo(xA; D).
The proof is complete.

2.3. Scattering from sparse scatterers

In this section, we consider the scattering from sparse scatterers. Let €); and €2, be two
scatterers contained in R” with

L = dist(Q, 25) > 1. 2.12)

In order to ease the exposition, we assume that both €2; and €2, are bounded C? domains with
connected complements. For any a € C(9€2), we introduce the single- and double-layer
operators Sg: C(02) — C(0f2) and Kq: C (092) — C(01), defined respectively by

G (x, y)

(Spa)(x) = J;)sz G(x, y)a(y) ds(y), (Koa)x) = j{;sz T(y)

a(y) ds(y), x € 0Q.

(2.13)

Moreover, by changing the integration domain in (2.13) to 0€2;, we denote the resulting
operators by S; and K, respectively; and by changing the integration domain to 0€2,, we
denote the resulting operators by S, and K>, respectively. We refer to [10] for related mapping
properties of these operators.

Lemma 2.2. Let Q) and Q, be two scatterers buried in R” as described above. Then we
have

(£ 0 U Qo) = (% Q) + w(% ) + O(L'), (2.14)

Proof. We first consider the case that both ); and (), are sound-soft. The scattered field
u’ (x; £ U €)p) can be represented in the form

8
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0G(x, y) .
{—8V o iG (x, y)}al(Y) ds(y)

I/LS(X; Ql U Qz):fdg

G (x, . o o.

+ f M —iG(x, y) par(y) ds(y), x € R"\Q; U Qy,
a0, v (y)

with the two densities a; € C(0€)) and a, € C(012,). Using the homogeneous Dirichlet

boundary condition, one has that the densities a; and a, satisfy the following system of

integral equations

%al + Kja; — iSja; + K232 - iSzaz :fl on an, (215)
%az + Kya, — iSa; + Klal - iSlal :f2 on 892, (216)
where f; := —ug on 0 and f, := —ug on 0. In (2.15), Kya, — iS;a; is the restriction on

09 of the potential

0G (x, y) .
j; . {—ay o o Y)}az(Y) ds (y),

whereas Kja; — iS;a; is the restriction on 0f2, of the potential

LQ {m — iG (x, y)}al()’) ds(y)-

ov(y)
Since the distance L > 1, by straightforward calculations, it is verified that (see, e.g., [14])
n 0G (x, y) 1o
IG(x, )| =0 L5 and |————=| =O(Lz2), for x€ 99,y € IN,.
(1) e |20 _ o)
Therefore, one has
| Ky — iS, ||£(C(8522),C(8£21)) = sup (K —iS;)a ||c(zm,)
”ch(aszz)ZI

= sup max f &y _ iG(x,y) pa(y) ds(y)| = O(L]E"). (2.17)

a —pedy | Jou, ov(y)

H HC(f)QZ)

It is noted that the operator %I + K — iS;: C(0€2;) — C(09)) is bijective and the

inverse (%I + K, — iS;)"! is bounded (see e.g., [10]). Then from (2.15), using the behavior
(2.17), one has

1 !
a, = (51 + K — iSl) [ = (Ko — iSy)ay | = & + O(L‘z ) (2.18)
with 4, = (%I + K — inS )*lﬁ. Similarly, one can show that

a,=d + O(L“T”), (2.19)
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with 8, = (%I + K — inS; )*1f2. Therefore, we have

—ik_x"- .
u“(}?; QU Qz) = T(H,e)f {6e - e—ikJ"y}al(y) ds (y)

o | Ov(y)
aefjkjf.y —ik_x"y
+ T(ex)j(;m {—8V(y) e -}az(y) ds (y)

= u (% ) + w85 0) + O(L'F),
where we have used the estimates (2.18) and (2.19) and the fact that

867”@;")’

ue(£; Q) = T(Of)fm {8u—(y) - e_”‘jr'y}ﬁj(Y) ds(y), j=1,2.

Next we consider the other cases. To ease the expressions, we introduce the normal
derivative operators K’ and H, given by
9G (x, y)

(Kha)(x) = fdQ 81/—()6)3@) ds(y), (Hoa)(x)

= 9 f 9G x, y)a(y) ds(y), x € 09Q.
ov(x)Joaa Ov(y)
Moreover, by changing the integration domain OS2 to 9¢;, we denote the resulting operators
by K]' and H;, j = 1, 2, respectively.
For simplicity, we consider only the Neumann boundary condition, and the impedance
case can be handled in a similar manner. We make use the following ansatz for the scattered
wave field,

9G (x, y)

w$(x; U Q) = ];‘)91 {G(x, aiy) +i 0

(S3 al)(y)} ds(y)

.0G(x, y) .
+ fm {G(x, Yaxy) + zT(y)(Sgaz)(y)} ds(y), x€R\Q U D,

(2.20)

where the two density functions a; € C(9€2) and a, € C(92,). In (2.20), by Sy we denote
the single-layer operator

(Soa)(x) = LQ Go(x, y)a(y) ds(), x € OQ,
where 02 could be 0€; or 9€),, and for x = y,

—%ln|x—y|, n=2
GO(X,)’): 1 1

drlx—y’

n=3.

By the mapping properties of Sy (cf [10]), we note that the density functions SQ2 a,j=1,2,of
the double-layer potentials in (2.20) belong to C'-* (0€Y), j = 1, 2. By using the homogeneous
Neumann boundary condition, one can show that the densities a; and a, satisfy the following
system of integral equations
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1
S8~ K/a, — iHS3a, — Kha, — iH,S3a, = —uy on 09, (2.21)

%32 — K2/32 — inSOZaz — K{al — i]HIlSozal = —Up On 802, (222)

where (Kba,)(x) := (K{,, a;)(x) for x € 9y, and K|, H, H, can be defined similarly. Here,
we would like to remark that the operators H; and H, are hypersingular. Nevertheless, by
using the facts that Sga; € C*(9€;) and the operators H; are bounded from C-® (9€;) into
cosa(aﬂ,-), j = 1, 2 (cf [10]), we conclude that the composite operators
I-IiS()z: C(05y) — C(0%Y), j = 1, 2, are compact. Finally, by using a completely similar
argument to the sound-soft case, one can deduce (2.14) for the Neumann boundary value
problem.
The proof is complete.

We would like to remark that by using the mapping properties of the single- and double-
layer boundary integral operators in [23], one can show that similar results to lemma 2.2 hold
when ) and €2, are Lipschitz domains.

2.4. Scattering from multiple small scatterers

Hereonin, we assume that the wave number k = O(1). Hence, the size of a scatterer ) can be
characterized by its Euclidean diameter. Let D; C R", j=1,2,...,1 be a family of base

scatterers. For technical reasons, we assume that 8Dj, j=1,2,...,1 are C? continuous in
this section. Let p € R with p < 1, and
O = (Dl p) =3+ pDfs j=1,2,..,1, (2.23)

where z; € R” and p = s, h or i, representing the type of the scatterer. It is assumed that
QF C R”. Set

l
Q= {0, (2.24)
j=1

which represents the multiple small scatterers for our inverse scattering reconstruction. For
the scatterer {27 introduced in (2.24), we further assume that

L= min dist(zg, z;) > 1. (2.25)

INNESNES Y
This means, the obstacle components of Q? in (2.24) are sparsely distributed.
Let Y(f (-)forae ¢ NU {0} and 8 = —q, ..., a be the spherical harmonics which form

a complete orthonormal system in L?(S"~1) (cf [10]). In particular, we recall the spherical
harmonics Y‘,’ (X) of order « = 0, 1, for X = ()El)f',] € S"~!. In the three-dimensional case,

YO)E , yt )2 x—lx
4’ 8w

Yl():\/%ﬁ Y (%) = \/;(xl+i)€2).
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In the two-dimensional case, Yl0 does not exist and

1 1 1
()= .]—, YUY %)=.— (& —i?), Y(&)=,—(&" + %)
08 =5 1 == ( ) 0 = )
We are in a position to present the main result of this section on the scattering from

multiple small scatterers.

Theorem 2.1. Let QP be the multiple small scatterers as described in (2.23)—(2.25). Let
u>®®; Q) € L? (Si_l) be the scattering amplitude corresponding to a single incident plane
wave u' (x) = %' Then, for sufficiently large L, as p — +0, the scattering amplitude
corresponding to the sound-soft case satisfies

I N
MOC()?; Qs) _ pn72(1n p)n73 T(gf)yé)()ét) Z Cjeik’(dtfxr)‘zj
j=1

+ (’)(pz""‘(ln P10 + L‘i”), (2.26)

where ¢ are constants depending on D;, k_ and d', but independent of p. In the case when

p =i, we have

i N
w5 Q) = 1T (0,)¥9 (1) e et ()
j=1

+ (’)(p"(ln PP + L‘E”), 2.27)
where S\j = f Nds /10| and c; are constants depending on Dj, k_ and d’, but
o

independent of p. In the case when p = h, the scattering amplitude satisfies

1 «a A
w5 Q) = p T (00) 3200 3 el gy () ()

j=la=0=—«

+ O(p" 1 pyn 4 L'7), (2.28)

where c(i',ﬂ, ; are constants depending on D;, k_ and d', but independent of p, and Y" should be
removed from the summation in (2.28) for the two-dimensional case.

Proof. By lemma 2.2, it is sufficient to prove the case with a single scatterer of the form
Q = z + pD. We shall present the proof mainly for the sound-soft case, namely (2.26), and
mention the major modifications required for the sound-hard and impedance cases, namely
(2.27) and (2.28), after the proof of lemma 2.3.

We first derive the asymptotic expansion of the Green function G (x, y) introduced in
section 2.1 as |x — y| — +0. Using the series expansions of the Hankel functions and the
exponential function we find that for |x — y| — 40,

G, y)=Golx,y) + G"(x,y)

=+ O(x — yb), n=3
Lo e . (2.29)
— IS =% 4 Ol — yPInlx - yl), n=2,

i
4
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and

vyG(-x» y) = V)’GO(-X’ y) + vyGr(x’ y)

O(Ix_ylz)’ }’l:3;
n (2.30)

@ = yIn(lx = y)) + O(lx = yl), n=2,

where Gy := lim,HOC{Eﬁ:li — lnp} ~ 0.57721566 denotes Euler’s constant and
1 1 1

=3; —1In ,n=2,
2 |x =yl

B

represents the fundamental solution of the Laplace equation. In the above derivation, we have
used the fact that G ( -, y) is an analytic function in R’}.

Next, for any a € C(9B), (B = D, ), we introduce the boundary integral operators
Sp: C(OB) — C(0B), Kz: C(OB) — C(OB) and Kp: C(OB) — C(dB) defined by

(Spa)(x) = f% a()G(x, y) ds(y),  x € OB,
G (x,
(Kpa)(x) = j;B a(y)aay(i)zy)y) ds(y), x € 9B,

(Kpa)(x) = f% a(y)aa%)(:’c)y) ds(y), x € OB, 2.31)

respectively. Similarly, we let So, Kp and Kg’/ be the corresponding operators introduced in
(2.31) when the integral kernel G (x, y) is replaced by Gy(x, y). Finally, we define
M): C(OB) — C(dB) by

(Ma)() = faB a(y) ds(y), x € 9B.

In the following, for any x € J€) we define the one-to-one corresponding point £, € 9D by
&, = (x — z)/p. Accordingly, for any ap € C(0D), we define ag € C(912) as
ag(x) =ap(¢,), x e . (2.32)

With the above preparations, we let u®(x; 2*) denote the scattered wave field
corresponding to 2, and make use of the following ansatz

oG(x,y) . —
s(x; Q) = . _ , a d , € R\ (),
w(x @) j:m{ L G0 [a00) ), € B
(2.33)
where the coupling parameter g is chosen to be
o= p~'(n p)" 3. (2.34)

By using the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition and the jumping properties of the
integral operators, we see that ag € C(0f)) satisfies

(%I + Ko — igSQ)aQ = —u’ on 09, (2.35)

where [ denotes the identity operator. It is noted that the operator
%I + Kg — idSq: C(0) — C(09) is bijective (cf [10]). Hence we have for x € R"\ﬁ

13
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w'(x; Q) = —f (M

oo\ ov(y)

and this further implies by using (2.5) that the corresponding scattering amplitude u,° (£, )

-1
— oG (x, y))[(%l + Ko — igSQ) M’](y) ds (y),

for # € ST ! is given by
u™(%; Q)

e—ikxy

. ,l'jf.v 1 ; - t i

A —1
= iT(af)faQ (kj' v (@) + g)e”u"y[(%l + Kq — szQ) u’( -, di)](y) ds (y).

(2.36)
Next, we introduce an operator Ap: C(OD) — C(9D) by
Ap = %1 + Kp —iSp, n=3; %1 + Kp + iMp, n=2. (2.37)

Then by applying lemma 2.3 in what follows and theorem 10.1 in [18] to (2.36), we have by
direct calculations that

u"c()?; Qs)
~ g . -1 .
= iT(af)faQ (mf “v(y) + ‘_a)e*’k >[(%1 + Ko — lgSQ) w( -, d’)](y) ds (y)

— iT(H,g)j(;D (k- v(g) + o) e * + 0 |
{Agl[u’(z, di) + O(p)] + O(p”*z(ln p)' 3 )}p”*1 ds(fy),

which readily implies (2.26).
The proof is complete.

The following lemma was required in the proof of theorem 2.1.

Lemma 2.3. Let Q2 = z + pD and let Ap be defined in (2.37). For ap € C(OD), we let
an € C(09) be defined as in (2.32). Let o be given in (2.34). Then there holds

1
(51 + Ko — igSQ)aQ = Apap + O(p"2(In py'—?) (2.38)
uniformly on 0S).

Proof. Using change of variables in the integrals, we have by direct computations that

(Sgag)(x) = j; 0 Go(x, y)ao(y)ds(y)
_ 1
~ar Joa x — y)

1
- gfm In(Jx — yhag(y) ds(y), n =2

ag(y) ds(y), n=3;
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[y sl ) as(e). 0 3

ap
w ople, - ¢

_ %L DIn(p€, - €] )antp ds(&,). n =2

= p(Spap)(&,), n=3; — pnp(Map)(&,) + O(p), n=2. (2.39)
and
Gy (x, 1 O - & =
(Kdao)e = [ —;ny )y)ag(y) as) = 5 [ * li _xy|n Dag) ds )
(&) (& — &
gt f, A e ae) - (ke
Pr s TSy (2.40)

Since G ( -, y) is an analytic function in R”, we see
G'(x,y) = O() and |V,G"(x,y)| = O1) as|x —y| — +0
and hence by (2.29) and (2.30) we can show that
G(x,y) — Golx, y) = O(1) and |V[G(x, y) — Go(x, )]l = O)  as|x — y| = 0.

This further implies that as p — 40
((s2 - s$)an)r= [ [Gx.y) — Gotx. »]agt)ds )
:f(w O(ap(&,)p" ' ds(&) = O(p"),  @41)

and

((KQ - Kg()))aQ)(X) - L/;)sz ( dul yl)/(;)GO(x’ )l ag(y) ds(y)

= L/(;D O(l)aD(fy)p"—l ds(fy) = (’)(pn—l). (2.42)

Finally, by combining (2.39)-(2.42), we readily have (2.38).
The proof is complete.

In the rest of this section, we give the necessary modifications required for proving
theorem 2.1 in the sound-hard and impedance cases, namely (2.27) and (2.28). In doing so,
we take the Neumann boundary condition in (1.9) a special impedance boundary condition
with A = 0 on 0. We shall make use of the following asantz for the scattered wave field

u(x; Q1) = fd G an0)dse). x € R\D, (2.43)

where ag € C(0f2) can be shown to satisfy the following integral equation

t
(—%I + K+ iASQ)aQ = —fy = —g—” — i\u'  on Of. (2.44)

v

Similar to the sound-soft case, we define f, € C(9D) by f,(£,) == f, (x) for all £, € ID.
The operator —%I + K+ iXSq: C(0)) — C(9S)) is bijective and the inverse

15
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(—%I + K, 4 iASq) ! C(992) — C(99) is bounded provided that k2 is not a Dirichlet

eigenvalue of —A in Q. Such an assumption on k % can always be fulfilled by noting that we
are only interested in the asymptotic behavior of u, as p — +0, and hence we may choose

that p < 7/(2k_) which ensures that k % is not a Dirichlet eigenvalue of —A in £ (see section
5.1 in [10]). The next lemma is an important ingredient and is a counterpart to lemma 2.3,
whose proof follows from a similar argument to that of lemma 2.3.

Lemma24. Forap € C(ID), weletag € C(0N2) be defined as in (2.32). Then there holds
1 .
(— 51 + Kg’) + l/\SQ)aQ

- ( - %1 + Kg’/)aD + O(p* ™ (In py") (2.45)

uniformly on 0S). In (2.45), 7, := 0 if A = 0, otherwise 7, = 1.

The operator —%I + KB’/: C(0D) — C(0D) is bijective and its inverse is bounded (see
theorem 6.26 in [18]). Using theorem 10.1 in [18], lemma 2.4 implies that for any
ap € C(@D),

-
(— %I + Kglz + i)\SQ) ag

—1
_ ( - 11+ Kg”) ap + O(p> (I py ). (2:46)

By (2.43)~(2.46), the scattering amplitude of the scattered field u; on S’fl is given by

A o 1 ;. -1
MOC()E; Ql) _ T(@f) j(;ﬂ e—ikx ~y|:(—51 + Kq + l)\SQ) fQ](y) ds(y)

= 1(6s) [ e—fki’--v[(—%z 4 KB”)lfD
+ O(p2n py ) |(&) ot ds(&,)- (2.47)
Using the series expansion, one has
ek = et w ) = ikt [ 1 = pik 3 g+ O(p?)])
W) = T (50 = T @)t =11 + Oy,
and
%(y) = TOik (v (&) - d')et=[ 1+ pik (g, - a') + O(p?)]

as p — +0. Inserting these asymptotic estimates into (2.47), we finally have by
straightforward calculations that

w®(£; Q) = p”*lT(Hf)eik*Z'(d'ﬂfr) et + p"T(Qf)eik*Z'(dr”gr)(cz + xt- C3)
+ @( pn-&-l—a(ln p)3—n ), (2.48)
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where \ := f A ds(¥)/|09, ¢}, ¢, are constants and Cs is a constant vector depending
o0 .
on D, k_ and d’, but independent of p. (2.48) readily implies (2.27) and (2.28).

3. Recovery scheme

The present section is devoted to our study on recovering multiple multiscale anomalies
buried in a two-layered medium. The general structure is described as follows. First, we
develop Scheme S to recover multiple small scatterers buried in a two-layered medium. Then,
we develop Scheme R to recover multiple buried anomalies of regular size. Finally, using a
local tuning technique to combine Schemes S and R, we obtain the final Scheme M to recover
multiple multiscale buried anomalies. With the preparations in the previous section, the
general strategy follows from those developed in [19-21] for recovering scatterers located in a
homogeneous space. Hence, we shall focus on the necessary modifications and be sketchy at
certain points by referring to [19-21] for more details.

Let €7 be the multiple small scatterers as described in (2.23)-(2.25). Let
u>®(®; Qr) € L2 (Sfl) be the scattering amplitude corresponding to a single incident plane
wave ' (x) = e**4' We next develop Scheme S to recover Q7 by knowledge of 1™ (£; Q7).
To that end, we introduce the following imaging functional

1 k() « 2

2 2

J§ (@) = -
|| MOC(X; Qp)”?}(gg:l) a=00=—a

<”°O(f; @), 7(05)e" (4 )<y (+) >L2(s1‘)

G.1)
where (u, v) (g1 1) = fl w-vds@),andk(p) = 0if p=s,i,and x(p) = 1if p = h.
Sy

It is emphasized that there is no harmonic function Yl0 (%) in the two-dimensional case, so
it should be removed from the summation in (3.1) in defining J{ (z). Clearly, J{ (z) is a non-
negative function for z € R”.

The next theorem about the local maximum behavior of JS” (z), p = s, i, is the core of
our Scheme S.

Theorem 3.1. Let QP and J¥ (z) be described as in (2.24) and (3.1), respectively. Set
(5 7)1

(s )
j:: (2 ONI2 N ]:1,,1
|| u (x’ Q )HLZ(S'}:I)
Then we have for p = s, i,
or =% + O(L‘%” + p"2(In py'3 ) i=1, .1 (3.2)

where G)(}”’ is a positive number independent of L and p. Moreover, there exists an open
neighborhood of zj, neigh(z;), 1 < j < [, such that

J(@) <O + O(L5 + p2(n py'=?)  for z € neigh(z)), (3.3)

where the equality holds only at z = z;. That is, z; is a local maximizer of JE(2) in neigh ().

Proof. Without loss of generality, we consider only the local maximum behavior of J§ (z) in
B, (z1), namely, a ball of radius p centered at z;. Clearly, one has

17
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lzj —zl>L>1 for z€B,(z) and j=2,3, ..., L (3.4)

Hence, by (2.14), (2.26) and (3.4), and using the Riemann—Lebesgue lemma about oscillatory
integrals, one has by direct calculations that

Ji@) =6} + O(L'") for z € B,(z). (3.5)
Next, by (2.26), we clearly have that
[| u>(%; Q)

”L’(S" ]) — p2n—4(1n p)2n—6 TO + O(Ll—n + p4n—8(1n p)4n—12 )7 (3.6)

where Y is a positive constant independent of L and p. Using (2.26) again, we see that for
7 € B)(z1)

(s 19 (05|

= p"2(n py3 <ch(9x) w(aD)ayg (@), T () (¢ erg (2 )>

(st ')‘

+ O(L‘E" + p*~4(n p)z”’6)
=2y of [ [ 7097 () et (e as(

+ O(LI%" + p?—4(In p)2n76)

p"~%(n py"—3 |cf|fS”7l [T(&;)Yg()g’)] ds(%) + O(L 2+ p2=4(In p)2n- 6)

3.7

where the asymptotic term in the last inequality is uniformly bounded with respect to
Z € B, (%)) since there holds

eik,(d'—)é’)-(z,—z) <1

uniformly for z € B,(z;). It is easily seen that the equality in the last estimate in (3.7) holds
only at z = z;. Finally, by combining (3.4)—(3.7), the proof can be completed by taking

0,s __ 1 e 2 R of ot 2 A :
o) = T lef | (‘];'il [T(HX)YO (x )] ds(%)| .
Remark 3.1. By theorem 2.1 and (3.1), we readily see that only the leading order term of the
scattered wave field u> ()?; €2%) is used for the imaging functional J{ (z). This means, we have
linearized the nonlinear inverse scattering problem (1.1) in this case with small scatterers. In
theorem 3.1, we only justified the 1ndlcat1ng behaviors of J{ (z) for p = s, i. The indicating
behavior of JS (z) for the sound-hard case is not so evident as the sound-soft and impedance
cases. Indeed, by following a completely similar argument as that f01; the proof of theorem
3.1, due to the integral terms involving the coupling of Y and Y7 with a = o and/or
B = (', one does not have the local maximum behavior in general. T(Iyns is also evidenced by
our numerical examples in what follows (see figure 6(b)), where the reconstructions of sound-
hard scatterers are in general not as good as those for the sound-soft and impedance-type
scatterers. This is mainly caused by the inhomogeneous background and in sharp contrast to
those considered in [19, 21] with a homogeneous background space. The problematic issue
can be remedied by making use of multiple far-field measurements, which shall be addressed
in a forthcoming work.
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Using theorem 3.1, we are now ready to formulate our first imaging scheme of locating
multiple small scatterer components.

Scheme S.

1) For an unknown scatterer 27 in (2.24), collect the far-field data by sending a single incident plane
wave il (x) = e with fixed k and d'.

2) Select a sampling region in R” with a mesh 7}, containing {27.

3) For each sampling point z € 7j, compute the index value Js(z).

4) Locate all the significant local maxima of Jg(z) on 7, which represent the locations of the scatterer
components.

We proceed to develop Scheme R of recovering multiple regular-size anomalies. The
multiple regular-size anomalies buried in the lower half-space are first introduced as follows.
Let Aj, j=1,2, ..., m' be bounded simply connected C? domains in R” that form the class
of base scatterers. Set

i

o = {Aj}:;l_ (3.8)

In the sequel, .7 is referred to as the admissible class, and it is noted that since we do not
specify the type of each base scatterer A; with the superscription, it could be either sound-soft,
sound-hard of impedance type. Let Ry and R; be two fixed positive constants with Ry < Rj,
andr; € [Ry, Rl j=1,2, ..., . Letlj o,y € R" andU; € SO(n), j = 1,2, ..., m and
set

Zj = (I‘J,yj, Y Uj), j=1,2,..,m. (3.9

It is assumed that >; C R”. We define
m
=%, (3.10)
Jj=1
which represents the multiple regular-size anomalies for our study. The sparsity condition is
also imposed as that

L= min dist(y.y,) > 1. @3.11)

1<)/ <mj=j'

We emphasize again that since the type of each component obstacle of X is not specified with
the superscription, it could be either sound-soft, sound-hard, of impedance type, or consisting
of mixed-type scatterers. Scheme R developed in the following shall work to recover the
scatterers in 3. In doing so, we further require that the admissible class .o/ is known in
advance. Loosely speaking, the proposed Scheme R could only be used to (approximately)
recover the location, scale and orientation of each scatterer component ;. It is pointed out
that, in the recovery process, one needs not know exactly the base scatterer I'; as long as it is
from the admissible class .27, and its exact information will also be recovered. Moreover, we
note that it is not necessary for m’ = m. This means that certain admissible base scatterers
might appear more than once or do not appear in . The scenario described above covers
some important applications from practice. For example, in anti-submarine detection, the
possible models of the hostile submarines are known in advance which provide the admissible
class o7
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We are in a position to present Scheme R. It begins with augmenting the admissible class
o as follows. Let 7 € R, and 7 < 1. Let .4 be a suitably chosen finite index set, such that
{U} }jes, is a T-net of SO(n). That is, for any rotation matrix U € SO (n), there exists j € %
such that|| U; — U || < 7. In a similar manner, let .#, be a finite index set such that {r; };c s, is
a 7-net of [Ry, R;]. We define

=0 U U (ar.0)= (4]

J=Li €A s =1

(3.12)

The following two assumptions shall be imposed on the augmented admissible class o,

(1) u™>(x; Aj) = u>(%; Aj’) for j=j and1 <j,j/ <m", % € Sf'[l;
A | u> G Mgy 2 1w @ APl for j < j and 1 < j, j/ < m”.

Assumption (ii) can be fulfilled by reordering if necessary. For assumption (i), we recall
the following conjecture in the inverse acoustic scattering theory:

u“(}?; A) = uoo()?; A) if and only if A = A, (3.13)

where A and A are two obstacles. The formula (3.13) states that a single far-field
measurement can uniquely determine an acoustic obstacle. There is a widespread belief that
(3.13) holds true, but there is no progress in the literature. We refer to [22] for a closely
related uniqueness result, and in this work we assume that (i) holds true.

For Scheme R, we introduce the following m” imaging functionals

<u°°()?; 2), eik*(dr_“gt)'zuw()?; /NXJ-)>

o< (5 Al ey
Newa,j=1,2,..,m" (3.14)

(st

The following theorem contains the indicating behaviors of the imaging functionals
introduced above.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that A, € .o/ is of the following form

Ay = (Aji rap Us,) Aj € 4, By € 51, ag € S
Suppose that in ¥, there exists Iy C {1, 2, ..., m} such that for j€l, the component
Y= V> s U)) satisfies

@O Ti=A; @) |U=Us |l <70 i) || 1= 1|l <73 (3.15)

whereas for j € {1, 2, ..., m}\Iy, at least one of the conditions in (3.15) is not fulfilled by
the scatterer component Y. Then for each y, j=1,2,...,m, there exists an open
neighborhood of y;, neigh(y;), such that

@) ifjely then
Jr@) < 1+ 0(% + 7') V z € neigh(y;). (3.16)

Moreover, the equality holds in the above relation only when z = y,. That is, y; is a local

maximum point for J}e (2).

20
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@) ifje{1,2, ..., m}\l, then there exists ¢y > 0 such that

@) <1 — e+ 0(% + T) V z € neigh(y)). (3.17)

Proof. By using the translation relation provided in lemma 2.1, the proof follows from a
similar argument to that for theorem 3.1 in [21]

Based on theorem 3.2, Scheme R for successively recovering the multiple regular-size
anomalous components in ¥ is formulated as follows.

Scheme R.

1) For the admissible scatterer class .7 in (3.8), formulate the augmented admissible class .o/ as that
given in (3.12).

2) Collect in advance the scattering amplitudes associated with the admissible scatterer class s/ cor-
responding to a single incident plane wave e**¢" with a fixed d’. Reorder ./ if necessary so that
assumption (ii) is satisfied, and verify assumption (i).

3) For an unknown scatterer ¥ in (3.10), collect the scattering amplitude corresponding to the single
incident plane wave as specified in 2).

4) Select a sampling region with a mesh 7}, in R” containing .

5) Setj =1 and u* (X) = u™(%; X)

6) If j = 1, then update u> (£; X) to be u;° (£). A

7) For each sampling point z € 7}, compute the value of the imaging functional J} (z).

8) Locate all those significant local maxima of J§(z) satisfying J4(z) & 1 for the scatterer components
of the form y + /NXJ-. ~

9) Remove all the sampling points inside those identified components y + Aj, say j=1,2, ..., N;,
found in 7) from 7},. Subtract the individual scattering amplitudes associated with those already
recovered components in 7) and their respective identified locations y; from the total scattering
amplitude according to the following formula,

N, ,
X (R) = u (%) — Zle"k»(d'—f')WC(;e; A) (3.18)
iz

10) If 7, = @ or j = m”, then stop the reconstruction; otherwise, set j := j + 1, and go to 6).

Finally, we consider the recovery of multiple multiscale anomalies of the form

M=%, (3.19)

where €27 is the scatterer in (2.24) and X is the one in (3.10). Additionally, we assume that

L = dist(Qr, $) > 1. (3.20)

The corresponding recovery scheme is based on combining Schemes S and R by using a local
tuning technique and shall be referred to as Scheme M. With Schemes S and R developed
above, the combination can be done by following a completely similar process to that in
[20, 21] and we shall skip it here.

21
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Figure 4. Plane wave scattering with no anomalies by a two-layered medium with
k. = 7 and k_ = 2m. Total wave plots in 2D (left) and in 3D (right).

4. Numerical experiments

In this section, some numerical tests are presented to demonstrate and verify the applicability
of the three schemes (S, R and M) proposed for locating anomalies in a two-layered medium
in both two and three dimensions. In all the tests, the exact far-field data are obtained by
solving the Helmholtz system within a two-layered medium (1.2)—(1.10) using the quadratic
finite elements on a truncated circular (2D) or spherical (3D) domain enclosed by a PML
layer. The forward equation is solved on a sequence of successively refined meshes till the
relative error of two successive finite element solutions between the two adjacent meshes is
below 0.1%. Then the scattered data are transformed into the far-field data on S?' by
employing the integral representation formula using (2.10) on a closed circle (2D) or surface
(3D) enclosing the scatterer. For scatterers of small and regular size, we always add to the
exact far-field data a uniform noise of 5% and 1%, respectively, and use them as the mea-
surement data in our numerical tests.

It is pointed out that the ratio between k_ and k, is implicitly fixed due to that of the
squared refractive indices in physics and has nothing to do with the inherent frequency of the
detecting wave. In the sequel, we always set k- = 2k.,.. When there exist no anomalies, our
forward solver shows the periodic structure of the transmitted wave in the lower half-space
and superimposed patterns of the incident and reflected waves in the upper half-space in two
and three dimensions in figure 4. In this case, the scattered wave is solely due to the two-
layered medium.

Example 1: Scheme S for locating multiple small anomalies

The anomalies buried underground are multiple small sound-soft obstacles lying in the lower
half-space. In the first 2D test, three little ball anomalies with radius 0.1 (in red) are laid at
(=2, =2), (0, —1) and (2, —1.5), respectively, as shown in figure 5(a).

We set the detecting wave number k. = 7 and choose the incident direction downward
with 7/4 radian below the horizon y = 0. The detecting wave length is significantly larger
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Figure 5. plane wave scattering by interface:(a) True anomalies in 2D; (b) Imaging of
anomalies with (k. = m); (c) Imaging of anomalies with k, = 57.

than the sizes of all the components. Figure 5(b) shows the indicating behavior using the
indicator function (3.1) of Scheme S. The three components of the unknown scatterer are
reasonably located using a single detecting plane wave field. Since refraction and reflection
take place at the same time on the interface, the crucial issue is that we could only collect far-
field pattern in some limited aperture, which leads to the incomplete resolution of the depth
information of the scatterer in the vertical direction, which explains the slender unfocused
images of the positions of those anomalies in figure 5(b). But this side effect could be
overcome by increasing the frequency of the detecting wave, which will yield sharper
resolution of the positions. This observation holds true for the remaining tests. By further
increasing the wave number k. = 57, we find that each component of the scatterer is now
well captured as a local maximum highlighted as red dots as shown in figure 5(c).

In the second 3D test, the underground anomalies consist of a impedance-type sphere
with impedance coefficient A = 5 with radius 0.1 located at (—2, 0, —1.5), and a sound-hard
square with sidelength 0.2 located at (2, 0, —1). The incident wave is pointing downward
with 7r/4 radian within the x — z plane below the horizontal ground z = 0.

The resulting indicator function value distribution is plotted on a pair of orthogonal slice
planes x = +2 and y = 0 in figure 6(b). Clearly, the positions of the respective detected
components match reasonably well with the ones of the exact components. As one can see,
the spherical anomaly is well located, while the position of the sound-hard square is much
dimer compared with its counterpart, though both are visualized in the highlighted part (local
maxima). This verifies our theoretical observations made in remark 3.1.

Example 2: Scheme R for locating multiple regular-size anomalies

We adopt two regular-size anomalies as shown in figure 7, one is a triangular plate and the
other is an elliptic one, both are of thickness 0.2. These two reference anomalies have six
orientations as shown in figure 8.

Now we follow Scheme R to locate all the components, one by one, by computing an
indicator function for each reference object in the augmented admissible class, which tells the
shapes and orientations of all potential components.

In the first stage, the reference triangular anomaly is first chosen to be located, based on
the reordering of the magnitudes of the far-field patterns of all the reference scatterer com-
ponents. We plot in figures 9(a)—(d) the indicator function value distribution by testing
reference data associated with four different orientations in figures 8(a)—(d). It clearly indi-
cates the right position of the triangular plate when the orientation angle is 90 degrees (see the
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Figure 6. (a) True small anomalies in 3D; (b) Imaging of anomalies by Scheme S with
k*t = 7).
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Figure 7. True regular-size anomalies: one triangular component lying at (3, 0, —2),
and an elliptic component at (—3, 0, —3).

superimposed slice plots at x = 3 and y = 0 in figure 9(b)) and there is a local maximum
point, which implicitly gives hints about the anomaly’s shape, orientation and scale by
incorporating the relevant message carried in the reference data.

Once the triangular plate anomaly is found, then we proceed by subtracting the far-field
contribution of the detected triangular plate anomaly from the total far-field pattern. We can
then find the elliptic plate position reasonably well by showing the superimposed slice plots at
x = —3 and y = 0; see figures 8(e)—(f) and figures 9(e)—(f), respectively. We see that only the
configuration with 0 degree maximizes the indicator function to achieve the maximum and
indicates the position of the detected elliptic plate anomaly very clearly.
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Figure 8. Reference set: (a)—(d) Triangular plate with rotation 0, 90, 180 and 270
degrees; (e)—(f) Elliptic screen with rotation 0 and 90 degrees.

Figure 9. Results of locating two regular-sized scatterer

Example 3: Scheme M for locating multiple multiscale anomalies

We now consider a scenario of multiple 3D multiscale buried anomalies consisting of two
components: a small spherical anomaly with radius 0.1 and a large triangular plate; see
figure 10.

In the first stage, we extract the information of the regular-size component using the
indicator function of Scheme R by computing the inner product between the collected far-
field data and a priori known far-field patterns associated with those reference scatterer
components with different orientations and sizes. We can find the approximate position of the
larger triangular component of regular size when the reference scatterer is its orientation of 0
degree as shown in figure 11(a).

In the next stage, the location of the small spherical component can be obtained by
performing a local tuning technique via searching grid points in some local cubic mesh
around covering the local maximum in figure 11(a).

In figures 11(e)—(g), as the searching grid-points approach gradually from (-3, 0, —2.95)
to (—3, 0, —3.05) (from left to right), the value distribution of the indicator function in
Scheme S displays an interesting change of the highlighted position. In the middle plot in
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Figure 10. Underground scenario of multiple multiscale anomalies: one triangular plate
anomaly lying at (—3, 0, —3), and a small spherical anomaly lying at (3, 0, —2).

Figure 11. (a)—(d): Slice plots of the indicator function value distribution of Scheme R
associated with triangular plate reference data with orientations 0, 90, 180 and 270
degrees. (e)—(g): Slice plots of the indicator function value distribution of Scheme S in
the fine tuning stage by subtracting far-field data of the reference triangular plate
component displaced at local mesh points (—3, 0, —2.95), (-3, 0, —3), and (-3, 0,
—3.05), respectively.

figure 11(f), the red dot indicates an approximate position of the small spherical anomaly,
which agrees with the exact one (3, 0,—3) very well. In such a way, the small spherical
component could be positioned, and it helps us finely tune the position of the triangular
component and update it to be around (-3, 0, —3).
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