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Time-dependent scattering of generalized
plane waves by a wedge

A.l. Komech®®, A.E. Merzon<" and J.E. De la Paz Méndez*

Communicated by V. V. Kravchenko

We obtain explicit formulas for the scattering of plane waves with arbitrary profile by a wedge under Dirichlet, Neumann
and Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conditions. The diffracted wave is given by a convolution of the profile function with
a suitable kernel corresponding to the boundary conditions. We prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions in
appropriate classes of distributions and establish the Sommerfeld type representation for the diffracted wave.
As an application, we establish (i) stability of long-time asymptotic local perturbations of the profile functions and (ii) the
limiting amplitude principle in the case of a harmonic incident wave. Copyright © 2015 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we extend our results [1-6] on scattering of harmonic plane waves by the two-dimensional wedge
W:={y=(y1,y2) €R’:y; = pcost, y, = psinh, p>0,0=<6 < ¢},
with angle ¢ € (0, ). In those papers, scattering was studied for harmonic incident waves
Un(y, t) = e @D f(t _po.y)yforte Rand y € Q, (1.1)

where ny = (cosa, sina) and Q := R? \ W is the angle of magnitude ® := 27 — ¢, @ € (r,27). The boundaryis Q = I'; U T, U 0,
where T’y := {(7,0) : y; > 0} and T, := {(pcos ¢, psin ) : p > 0}. Further, the profile function f is a Heaviside-type smooth function:

feC®(R), suppf C[0,00), and f(s) =1for s> sg (1.2)
where so > 0. The diffraction is described by the mixed problem

DU(y,t)=01y€Q; Bu(yrt)|F1UF2=O't€R (1 3)

u(y,t) =uin(y,t), yeQ, t<0. ’
Here O = 8? — A, B = (By,B;) and Bu|r,ur, = (Byu|r,, Bau|T,), where By ; are equal to either the identity operator / or to d/dn, where
n is the outward normal to Q. The DD problem corresponds to By = B, = I, the NN problem corresponds to By = B, = d/dn, and
the DN problem corresponds to B, = I,B; = d/dn. We gave an explicit formula for the solution to (1.3) and proved the uniqueness,
existence and the limiting amplitude principle in [1-6]. Now we generalize those results to the case of nonsmooth and nonperiodic
incident wave
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uin(y,t) =F(t—no-y), y€R? teR, (1.4)

where F is a tempered distribution with supportin RT. Our main results are formulas for the solutions to nonstationary problems (1.3)
U=upn+u; u=FgxJs (y;t) e QxR, (1.5)

where Js is a suitable distribution corresponding to the type of boundary conditions either Dirichlet (DD) or Neumann (NN) or Dirichlet
in a side of the angle and Neumann on the other side of the angle (DN). Here Fs(y, t) := F(t)§(y), and the convolution is well defined
in the sense of distributions (see Theorem 3.4 for the DD case).

Moreover, we give an explicit formula for the solution when F(s) = §(s). We study also the case when F is a locally summable function
such that

F(s) =0, s <0, sup(1+|s])?|F(s)| < o0, s€R (1.6)

for some p € R. We analyze the stabilization of solutions as t — co. Namely, we prove that the solution locally tends to a limitas t — oo,
if and only if F(s) — Cass — oo.

We also generalize the limiting amplitude principle that was proved for smooth Heaviside-type incident waves: in [2, 3] for the DD
case, in [4, 5] for the DN case, and in [6] for the NN case. Namely, we consider the incident waves with F(s) — a®e™®** — 0,as s — oo,
and write the corresponding nonstationary solution in the form

u(y,t) = A(y, t)e o,

We prove that A(y, t) — Aso(y) ast — 0o, where Aso (y) is a solution to the corresponding stationary Helmholtz equation.
The key role in this asymptotic analysis plays the Sommerfeld-Maluzhinetz type representation for the diffracted wave

ug(p,6,t) = ﬁ | 25+ )Rt~ pcosh p)dp, 6 € ©:= [p. 271\ (61,62} (1.7)
in the case of a locally summable incident wave. We will use it for analysis of long-time asymptotic behavior of the diffracted wave.

The representation was justified first in [2-6] for the Heaviside-type smooth incident wave (1.1) using the method of complex char-
acteristics [7-9]. Here we extend this representation to locally summable incident waves. The representation was used in [6] and [10]
to find convergence rate to the limiting amplitude.

Let us comment on previous works. Nonstationary scattering of the incident wave (1.4) by wedge was considered for the first time in
the case F(s) = h(s) by Sobolev [11-13] in 1934, by Keller and Blank [14] in 1951, by Kay [15] in 1953, by Oberhettinger [16] in 1958, by
Borovikov [17] in 1966, by Bernard [18-20] in 1991-1993, and by Rottbrand [21,22] in 1998. For the step function, Sobolev constructed
in [11] a particular solution in the form

u(y,t) = g(€(y,v)). (1.8)

Here {(y, t) is an ‘algebraic’ function defined by the equation

bt —m(Q)yr —n(Q)y2 — x(§) =0,

where m(¢),n(¢) and x(¢) are suitable complex analytic functions related by m?(¢) + n?(¢) = 1. Sobolev refers to formula (1.8) as the
Sobolev-Smirnov representation [23] and relates it to dilation invariance of the problem. The problem is solved explicitly using confor-
mal mappings onto unit circle and Schwarz’s reflection principle: antisymmetric reflections in the DD case and symmetric reflections in
the NN case. The resulting formulas read as (1.5), and we will show it in a subsequent paper.

In the next paper [12] (mainly included in [13]), Sobolev relates this process of reflections with the wave propagation on logarithmic
Riemann surface served as in a spirit of Sommerfeld’s ideas cited in [13]. In these papers, Sobolev introduced his famous discontinuous
‘weak solutions’ to the wave equations served as the cornerstone for the Theory of Distributions developed later by L. Schwartz.

Keller and Blank [14] also considered the diffraction of Heaviside incident wave by a wedge developing Busemann’s ‘conical flow
method; which is similar to Sobolev’s approach: the dilation invariance of the wave equation allows to reduce the problem to Laplace
equation on a circle with piecewise constant boundary values. The obtained solution [14] coincides with the Sobolev formula (and with
our solution) as we have shown in [24].

Kay's approach [15] relies on a separation of variables. Any solution of the wave equation is represented in a form of Whittaker
functions series [25, p. 279]. The author proves that the series coincide with Keller-Blank solution in the case of Heaviside incident wave
(see p. 434 of [15]).

In [16], Oberhettinger has considered time-dependent problems in wedges with the DD and NN boundary conditions and a general
profile function F. The problem is reduced to F(t) = h(t)e’! by the Laplace transform. The particular solution to the corresponding sta-
tionary problem is constructed in an integral form using modified Hankel function [16, (11)]. The final formula for the time-dependent
problem is a convolution with the corresponding kenel (formula (108) of [16])

In [18-20], Bernard developed Oberhettiger’s results in the Sommerfeld type representation for impedance wedges using the
Malyuzhinetz method.
|
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A solution for incident wave with F(s) = 511/2 has been constructed by Borovikov [17], who used the obtained formula to reproduce

Sobolev’s solution. s
Rottbrand [21, 22] considered the diffraction of the plane wave (1.4) with F(s) = / g(t)dt where g € L'(R), suppg C (0,00). The

problem is reduced by a conformal map to the Rawlins’s mixed problem, and the soluotion is represented by an infinite series of Bessel
functions [21, Section 3].

The formulas obtained in [11-21] appear quite different. All these works concern a solution of some particular form: Sommerfeld
type representation in [17-20] or some algebraic form in [11-15]. The uniqueness of the time-dependent solution in an appropriate
functional class was not established up to now. Moreover, it is well known that the solution is not unique if its singularity is not spec-
ified. A systematic mathematical analysis of the nonstationary scattering of plane harmonic waves in the cases of the DD, DN, and NN
problems was developed in [1-6, 24]. The case of general nonperiodic profile function is analyzed in the present paper.

In our paper, we construct the solution in a suitable space of distributions for general incident wave (1.4) with any tempered distri-
bution F with the support in RT. Moreover, we prove that the solution is unique in this class and is given by the convolution (1.5). Let
us stress that we deduce the existence and uniqueness of solutions from our previous results [2, 3].

We plan to obtain in the future the Sobolev formula for theta-function incident wave under the DD and NN boundary conditions
[12]. This justification of the Sobolev diffraction formula was one of our main motivations in writing this paper.

Let us outline the plan of our paper. In Section 2, we reduce the problem (1.3) using the Fourier-Laplace transform. In Section 3,
we prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions in suitable classes of distributions and establish the convolution formula and
the Sommerfeld type representation for the diffracted wave. In Sections 4 and 5, we apply our results to establish (i) the stability of
solution long-time asymptotics under local perturbations of the profile functions and (i) the limiting amplitude principle in the case of
a harmonic incident wave. In Appendix A, we give some facts from the Paley—Wiener theory and calculate some Fourier transforms.

2. Formulation of the scattering problem

The front of incident wave ui,(y, t) at any moment of time t < 0 is a straight line {y : t —ng -y = 0}in R%. Forng - y > t, we have
uin(y,t) = 0 by (1.6). We impose the following conditions on vector ny. First, we suppose that ¢ — 7/2 < o < /2. Then the front of
Uin(y, t) liesin Qfort < 0.

Second, we suppose that the incident wave is reflected by both sides of the wedge. This is equivalent to the condition 0 < a < ¢.
These two conditions on vector ng are expressed by the following inequalities:

max(0,¢ — 7/2) < o < min(x/2,¢) (2.1)

(see Figure 1). The extension of our results to other angles ¢ and @ does not pose any new conceptual difficulties. In particular, formulas
(1.7)-(A4) remain valid for all angles ® and «.

Let us denote by u(y, t) a solution of problem (1.3) and by us(y, t) := u(y,t) — uin(y, t) the scattered wave. Then u; is a solution to
the following mixed problem:

Ous(y,t) =0, y € Q, Bus(y,t)|ryur, = —Buin(y,t)|ryur,, t €R, 22)

us(y,t) =0,yeQ, t<O. ’
Let us define the meaning of this mixed problem. First, let us introduce the space of solutions to (2.2). By $'(Q x RT), we denote the
space of tempered distributions in R® with supports in Q x RT.
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Figure 1. Anincident plane wave.
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Definition 2.1 (see Def 2.1 [2]) .

(i) E¢ is the Banach space of functions u(y) € C(Q) N C'(Q) with finite norm |julle = sup|u(y)| + sup{y}¢|Vu(y)| < oo, where
yeQ yed

{y}:= 1 andQ:=Q\0. B
(i) M is the space of tempered distributions u(y,t) € §'(Q x R+) such that its Fourier-Laplace transform G(y, ) is a holomorphic
function of w € € with the values in E..

Roughly speaking, M is the space of functions with the asymptotics |[Vu(y, t)| ~ |y| ¢ at the vertex, that s, as |y| — 0.
For u € Mg, the Fourier transform of the system (2.2) is

(A + o) ls(y, @) =0yeQ
Us(y, 0) = —F(0)e® <%, y e T, wech (2.3)
as(y,w) — _'E(w)e—iwyz[cos(oz—l—cb)/ sin <I>], ye 1—~2

in the case of the DD problem, and similar equations hold for the NN and DN problems (see Appendix A1).
Let us note that the boundary conditions in (2.3) are well defined for Us(y, w) € E. in contrast to the boundary conditions in (2.2),
which are not well defined for tempered distributions us(y, t). This suggests the following definition.

Definition 2.2
We call us(y, t) € Mg asolution to (2.2) if Us(y, ) is a solution to (2.3).

3. Existence and uniqueness
In this section, we prove the uniqueness and existence of solution to the scattering problem (1.3) in the class M, using methods and
results of [2-6]. We will assume that

FeS(R), suppF C RT. 3.1)

We will prove the existence and uniqueness of a solution to problem (2.2) with any fixed boundary operators B; and B,.

3.1.  Uniqueness

Theorem 3.1
A solution to problem (2.2) is unique in the class M, forany ¢ € (0, 1).

Proof

Let us(y,t) € My, satisfy (2.2). By Definition 2.2, it suffices to prove the uniqueness of the solution i(y, w) to problems (2.3) for any
w € €t inthe space E.. This uniqueness is proved in Sections 7 and 8 of [2] for the DD problem, in [4, 5] for the DN problem, and [6] for
the NN problem. (]

3.2. Existence

Let us recall the functions S;(y, w), Sa(y, w), S;(y, w) introduced in [3,4] and in [6] for the DD, DN, and NN problems, respectively, which
are the densities of the scattered, diffracted, and reflected waves, respectively, and

_eiwpcos(9—91)’ ¢ <0 < 91
Si(p,0,w):= 140, 6 <0 <6,
—el®wpcos(0—02) g, 9 <27
; ‘ p>0, weC. (3.2)
S4(p, 0, w) := — / e""”‘“hﬁz(ﬁ +i0)dB, 0 # 61,
40 [, :
Ss(p,6,0) == 8/(p,0,0) + Sa(p,0,0), 0 # 617
Here
0:=2¢0—a, 0:=2mr—«a (3.3)
are the ‘critical’ directions (see [3, Def. 7.1]), and
. 5i
Z(ﬂ>=—H(—’§ +ﬁ)+H(—§ +ﬁ), Bec G4

. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________|
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where H is the Malyuzhinetz type kernel for the DD, NN, and DN problems (see Appendix A2). The formulas for S, for the DN and NN
problems are given in Appendix A3.
By [3, Thm 8.1], the function S;(y, ) € Cy(Q x (II+), and itis analyticinw € ct. This implies that

S, € HP(CT,S'(Q)) (3.5)

by Definition A.2 from Appendix AO.
Let us define

INA ++v22=1), A>1
Z(B):=2(B) +Z2(=p), I(A) = (3.6)
0 , Ae(o).

In Appendix A4, we calculate the inverse Fourier transforms F,_,: of S, and Sy that we denote by 7.(p,0,t) and J4(p,6,t),
respectively,

S(t—pcos(d —6r)), ¢ <0 <6,
T (p,0,t) =130, 6, <0 <6,
8(t—pcos(f —6)), 6, <0 <27
i Z((t/p) +i6 p>0, teR, (3.7)
Tup.6,ty = ZWDEO )
40 /t2 — p?
;75()0, 9! t) = L7r()0: 9,1’) + jd(Prelt): 0 7é 91,2

where h(-) denotes the Heaviside function. Let us note that J,(p, 0,t) = J4(p,0,t) = 0fort < 0. For the NN and DN problems, the
functions 7, and 7, are calculated in Appendix A5. L

For our application, it is crucially important that 7y, J; J; € §'(Q x R™). This follows immediately from Lemma A.1, (3.5) and the fact
that J; is the inverse Fourier transform of S;.

To prove the main theorem, we need the following Lemma collecting the basic results of [2-6].

Lemma 3.2
Let F be a smooth profile function (1.2). Then the unique solution Us(y, ) € E¢ to (2.3) is given by

Us(p, 0, 0) = F(0)Ss(p, 0, 0), e, (3.8)

where ﬁ(a)) = f(w — wyp), and the parameter ¢ is given by

1— % for the DD and NN cases

1— l for the DN case.
2®

Formula (3.8) is proved in [3, (3.15)], while (3.9) was given in Section 10 of [3] for the DD problem, in Section 6 of [6] for the NN
problem, and in Section 16 of [4] for the DN problem.
This lemma implies, in particular, that

S(,w) € Es, w € CH, (3.10)

asforanyw € €t we can choose a smooth profile function (1.2) such that ?(a) —wg) #£ 0.

Corollary 3.3 A
The function S;(y, w) is a solution to problem (2.3) with F = 1.

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4

Let F satisfy (3.1). Then

(i) There exists a generalized solution us(y, t) € M, to problem (2.2) with ¢ given by (3.9).
(ii) The solution is given by the convolution

us =Fs* T, (y,t) €QxR, 3.11)
where Fg(y, t) := F(t)é(y), and the convolution is well defined in the sense of distributions.

. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________|
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Proof

(i) By Definition 2.2, the problem (2.2) is equivalent to (2.3). For any distribution (3.1), it is natural to define the solution to (2.3) again
by (3.8). Indeed, i;(-, w) € Ec forw € ct as Ss(+, w) € E¢ by (3.10). Moreover, U; is a solution to (2.3) by Corollary 3.3. It remains to
prove that

us(y,t) == Fw—>tuS(YIw) € M.

It suffices to check that u; € §'(Q x R+), or equivalently, i; € HP(C+, §’(Q)) by Lemma A.1 of Appendix AQ. First, F satisfies (A1) by

(1.6). Second, S; € HP(C+,S’(5)) by (3.5). Hence, the product (3.8) also belongs to HP(C“",S’(@)) by Lemma A.1 and bound (A2).
(ii) The convolution representation (3.11) follows from (3.8). The convolution is well defined as the intersection of the supports of

Fs(y',t')and J;(y —y’,t — ') is abounded set for any fixedy € Qand t € R. O

3.3. Sommerfeld type representation of the diffracted wave

Let us substitute the splitting from the last line of (3.7) into (3.11). Then we obtain the corresponding splitting us = u, + ug4. By (3.8), we
obtain for the DD case

U= Fp B = Fs % T ua = Fp L [FSal = Fs * Ja.
Similar formulas hold for the NN and DN cases. The explicit expressions of u, for all types of boundary conditions are given in
Appendix A6.

Lemma 3.5
Suppose that

Fel, (R (3.12)
and (1.6) holds. Then the diffracted wave uy admits the representation (1.7) with a suitable kernel Z for any boundary conditions of the
DD, NN, or DN types.

Proof
It suffices to prove that

Ug(p, 0, w)
i . . n (3.13)
= F(0)Sq(p, 0, w) = vy / i /Z(,B ~+ i0)F(t — p cosh /S)dﬂ) dt, w e C".
R
Let us denote
-
9= 20
From (3.4), (A3), and (A4), we obtain the decay
1Z(B + i0)] < C(B)e 2Bl | 9ecO (3.14)
for the DD and NN problems, and
Z(B+i0)| < C(O)e TP, feo (3.15)
for the DN problem. Hence, (1.6) and the Fubini Theorem imply that
ﬁ et ([ Z(B + i0)F(t — pcosh ﬂ)dﬂ)
= Z(ﬂ + i) ( / eF(t — pcosh ,B)dt) dB = F(@)Sa(p,0,0), w e C
by formula (3.2) for S. O

. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________|
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4. Stabilization of the diffracted wave

Let /x be the critical rays Iy := {(p, 6k) : p > 0}, where 6y are given by (3.3), k = 1, 2.

Lemma 4.1
Let (2.1), (3.12), and (1.6) hold. Then for any type of the boundary conditions (DD, NN, and DN) and t € R, there exist the limits

ug(p, 6k £0,t) ;= lim ug(p, 6k £et), p>0 k=1,2
e—>0+
in the sense of distribution of p > 0, and the jumps of uy on the critical rays are given by
[ugle(p, t) == ug(p, Ok + 0,8) — ug(p, 6 — 0,8) = (=1*T'F(t—=p), p>0, k=1,2. (4.1)
Proof
We will use representation (1.7) and consider the DD case for concreteness. The cases of the NN and DN problems are analyzed similarly

(see Appendix A6). Formulas (3.4) and (A3) imply the following representation:

Z(B +i9)
= —coth (gB + ico) F coth (gB + icy) & coth (gB + icy) + coth (gB + ic3)

for the DD and NN cases, respectively, where
:=q(0 —px); po=ca, p1 =0, p="0; p3s=2m+a.

First, let us consider the case when F(s) is a Holder function of s > 0 satisfying (1.6). Then the Sokhotski-Plemelj formulas imply
[udlk(p, 1)
1
= / F(t — p cosh B) [coth(gpB + i0) — coth(gB —i0)] df = (=DK@t — P, p<t,
—1

because coth(gB + ick) with k = 0 and k = 3 are continuous on the critical rays for « satisfying (2.1). For F satisfying (1.6), (4.1) holds in

the sense of distributions. O
Theorem 4.2
Let the incident wave profile F satisfy (1.6), and
F(s) > C, s— oo. (4.3)
Then
(i) The diffracted wave converges in the long-time limit:
0,t) — ug(0 = K i0)d, 0e®
ud(p, 0,1) == ua(8,00) =10 RZ(ﬂ+l )dp, p>0, 6 €0, (4.4)
and in particular,
[udlk(p, t) == G for p>0, k=1,2. (4.5)
(ii) Conversely, (4.5) implies (4.3).
Proof
We can use (1.7) by Lemma 3.5.
(i) Conditions (1.6) and (1.7) imply that
i It/ o)
uq(p,0,t) = —/ Z(B +i0)F(t— pcosh B)dB, 6 € B,
42 Jit/p)

where [(-) is defined by (3.6). Then (4.4) follows from (3.14) by the Lebesgue Dominate Convergence Theorem. Convergence (4.5)
follows from (4.1) and (4.3).
(ii) Equation (4.3) follows from (4.1) and (4.5).
O

Corollary 4.3

For any type of boundary conditions (DD, NN, or DN), the function u4(6, 0o) is a piecewise constant function of 8 € ® with the jumps
atd = 6, and 6 = 0,.

. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________|
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Proof
For the DD and NN cases, formula (4.2) implies that Z(8) is a holomorphic function on C\ P, where P = U;—q123{ip; + 2ik® : k € Z}.
Moreover, po, p3 & © by (2.1). Hence, Z(B8 + i) may have a pole § € Ronly at 8 = 0, and it holds only for & = 6, or 6 = 6,. Therefore,
the corollary follows from decay (3.14) and the Cauchy Theorem.

For the DN case, the proof is similar, relying on decay (3.15). O

5. Limiting amplitude principle
Consider the incident wave
FO(t) := a®e ™ h(t), t € R,

where wy # 0 (the case of wy = 0 is covered by Theorem (4.2)). By (1.7), the corresponding diffracted wave is given by

e—iwot  plt/0)
US(P, 0,t)=i e / e'w'oCOShBZ(ﬂ +i0)dp,
—I(t/p)

where Z is given by (4.2) for the DD and NN problems (and by (A4) for the DN problem) and /(-) is defined by (3.6). The limiting amplitude
of this wave is

A%p, ) = ﬁ /R ale@orohBz(g 1 i9)dB. VO € © (5.1)

because I(t/p) — oo, ast — oo, while Z satisfies (3.14) for the DD and NN problems and (3.15) for the DN problem.
For general incident wave (1.4), the diffracted wave (1.7) can be written as uq(p, 8, t) = e ~®°'A%(p, @) with amplitude

) i It/ 0)
Ad(p, 0,t) == e""O‘L/ Z(B +i0)F(t—pcoshB)dB, p>0, 8 €06, t>0. (5.2)
42 J it/

In the following theorem, we prove that the amplitude is asymptotically close to the amplitude (5.1) if F is asymptotically close to F°.

Theorem 5.1 (Limiting amplitude principle)
Suppose that

R(t) := F(t) — F°(t) - 0, t — oo. (5.3)
Then forany § > 0,
ug(p, 0,t) — e @A (p,0) — 0, t — o0,

uniformly in bounded p > 0and 6 — 6 > 6.

Proof
By definitions (5.1) and (5.2),

Ad(p,0,t) —A%(p, 0)

. )
= _ﬁ / FO(—pcosh B)Z(B + i0)dp + ﬁ / et 7(B + if)R(t — p cosh B)dp.
|1BI1=I(t/ ) —I(t/p)
Estimates (3.14) and (3.15) imply that
v [ Fepcoshpzp i = o [ et izpringg ot o
|1B1=I(t/p) |1B1=I(t/p)
uniformly in p > 0and 6 € ©. It remains to prove that
It/ p)
Ri(p,0,t) := / @t 7(B + if)R(t — pcosh B)dB — 0, t — oo
—I(t/p)
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uniformly in bounded p > 0and 6 — 6 > § > 0. First, (3.14), (3.15), and (5.3) imply that for any ¢ > 0 there exists (¢) s.t.
/ |Z(B + i0)R(t — pcosh B)|dB < ¢/2 (5.4)
|1BI=B(e)
uniformly in p > 0 and 6 € ©. Second, (5.3) implies thatfor0 < p < b < coand 6 — 6k > § > 0 there exists t(e, §, b) such that

28(e)|1Z(B + i0)R(t — pcosh B)| < &/2, |B] < B(e), 6 € ©, t> t(e,8,b). (5.5)

Thenfor0 < p < b < ocandt > t(g, 4, b), we have

mmamff

|Z(B + i0)R(t — pcosh B)|dB + /
I1BI=<B(&)

|Z(B + i0)R(t — pcosh B)|dB < ¢
1B1=B(e)

by (5.5) and (5.4). O

Appendix

A.1. The Paley—Wiener theory

For a function u(t) € S(R), we denote its Fourier transform as

U(w) = Fispu(w) = / e®ty(t)dt, w € R.
R

This transform is extended by continuity to tempered distributions u € S’(R). When suppu C RT, the distribution (w) admits an
analytic extension to the upper half plane € := {z € C: Imz > 0} and

If)| < C(1 + |o)"Imo|™, o et (A1)

for some m, N € N by the Paley-Wiener theorem. We will call this analytic continuation the Fourier-Laplace transform of f. Conversely,
if an analytic function G(w) in €T satisfies (A1), then there exists its boundary value as Imw — 0+ in the sense of §(R); see [26, Thm
1.5.2].

Let us introduce functional space of distributions and its Fourier-Laplace ‘transform: First we define the seminorms

lollmy == sup (14 xD[3Fp(0)| < 00

x€R",|a|<m

for functions from the Schwartz space S(R"). Let us recall that §'(Q x RT) denotes the space of tempered distributionsiLR3 with
supports in Q x RT. This space is a subspace of the dual space to a countable-normed space S(R"), so for each u € §'(Q x R+), there
exist m, N € N such that

{u(y, ), (¥, O) < Cllgllmn, ¢ € S(R®).

In fact, this follows from the definition of topology on countable-normed spaces [27, Ch. |, §4, p.34].
From this estimate, we obtain Paley-Wiener type theorem for distributions, which is a straightforward generalization of [26, Thm 5.2,
Ch.111.

LemmaA.1 o
(i) Letu € $(Q x RT). Then its partial Fourier transform {( y, w) extends to an analytic function on € with values in §'(Q), and (cf.
(A1)) there exist m,N € N s.t.

@y, @), o] = Cligllmn(1 + o)™ Imw| ™, ¢ € SQ). (A2)

(i) Conversely, let G(y, w) be an analytic function of w € Ct with valuesiis’(a), and the bound (A2) holds for some m,N € N. Then
ii(y, ) is the Fourier-Laplace transform of a distribution u € §'(Q x R+).
Definition A.2
We denote by HP(¢+,S’(6)) the space of holomorphic functions in Ct with values in §’(Q) satisfying bound (A2) for some m, N € N.
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A1. The ‘stationary’ scattering problem takes the forms

(A + 0?) Us(y, ) =0, yeQ

aiyzﬁs(y,w) = —iwF(w) sina e®Y1 s, yeT,
L 0(y,0) = i0F(©)sin(@ + @)e @0, y e T,

for the NN problem and

(A + @?)is(y,w) =0, yeQ
By, 05(y, 0) = —iwg(w) sin qe®y1 s, yel wecth.
sy, ) = —F(w)e™ @ s, yel,

for the DN problem.
A2. The Malyuzhinetz integral kernels are given by

H(B) = coth (q (ﬂ + %t — ia)) F coth (q (ﬂ - 3177r + ia)) (A3)

for the DD and NN problems, respectively, and by

1 1

AP = e+ = —ia)] | sinh[q(F— 2= + ia)]

for the DN problem (see also [5,6] where the DN and NN problems were considered in details). Here g = 7.
A3. The densities of ‘stationary’ reflected waves S, are given by

_eiwpcos(6—91) ¢ < 6 < 6 o
S/(p,0,w) =13 0 <0<, weCh
eiw,ocos(@—@;)l 6 <0 <27

for the DN problem and by
eiwp cos(6—061) ¢ < 0 < 6 L
S(p,0,0) =10 6 <0 <6, lweC"
eiw,ocos(@—ez)’ 6, <6 <2rm

for the NN problem.
A4. The inverse Fourier transform.

LemmaA.3
(i) The inverse Fourier transforms of the functions Sy and S, given by (3.2) are the functions J4(y, w) and J,(y, w), given by (3.7).

Proof

(i) We need to prove thatfor 6 € ®

Jd(pl 91 t) = F;Ltsd(pr 91 Cl)) = F;Ln [ﬁ /eiwDCOShBZ(ﬁ + Ie)dﬂ:| . (A5)
R

First, we note that

o o0
L / eiwpcoshﬁz(ﬂ + l@)dﬂ — / eiwpcoshﬁz(ﬂ + I@)dﬂ,
4 R 0

where Z is defined by (3.6). The integrals converge by (3.14).

dt

m,we obtain

Changing the variables t := pcosh 8, df =

ﬁ / PN BZ(B 4 i0)dB = Fiser [Tu(p, 0, 1)],
R
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where 7, is given by (3.7). Hence, (A5) follows.
Representation (3.7) for .7, follows from (3.2) directly. O

For the DN problem, 7, is

S(t—pcos(f —6q), ¢ <6 <06
J(p,0,t):= {0, 6 <6 <6, [t=0, T(p,0,t)=0,t<0.
—8(t—pcos(6 —6,)), 6, <0 <2m

For the NN problem,

—8(t—pcos(6 —6y)), ¢ <0 < 6
0 b <0 <6, |[t=0, J(p0,t)=0,t<D0.

Tr(p.0,1): }
—8(t—pcos(8 —6,)), 6, <0 <2m

A5. Expressions for the reflected waves are

FRE—n-y), ¢ <6 <6
0 91<9<92
:FF(t—nz-y), 6, <0 <2m

ur(y.t):

for the DD and NN problems, respectively, and

Fit—n1-y), ¢ <6<6,
0 0 <0 <6,
—F(t—ny-y), 6, <0 <2m

ur(y.t):

for the DN problem.
A6. Jumps of the diffracted wave in the cases of the NN and DN problems.
For the DN problem, the function Z from (4.2) takes the form

1 1 1 1
" sinh (gB + ico) ~ sinh (gB +icy) ~ sinh (qB +icz) + sinh (gB + ic3)

Z(B+i6) =
The jumps of the diffracted wave uy on the critical rays for the NN and DN problems are given by

[udk(p,t) = F(t—p), p>0,k=1,2

(cf. with (4.1)).
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