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Abstract

We derive four variational principles for the electric and magnetic polarizabil-
ities for a structure consisting of anisotropic media with perfect electric con-
ductor inclusions. From these principles we derive monotonicity results and
upper and lower bounds on the electric and magnetic polarizabilities. When
computing the polarizabilities numerically, the bounds can be used as error
bounds. The variational principles demonstrate important differences between
electrostatics and magnetostatics when PEC bodies are present.

1 Introduction

Variational principles can be viewed as a physical way of interpreting mathematical
equations. Instead of giving the relevant physical law as, for instance, a partial
differential equation, a variational principle typically defines an energy functional,
where the correct physical behavior is obtained for the trial function giving the
minimum value of the functional. Typically, the functional can be interpreted as
the energy of the system.

In our case, we are interested in calculating the electric and magnetic polariz-
ability of a system consisting of anisotropic permittivity and permeability, possibly
containing inclusions of metal modelled as a perfect electric conductor (PEC). This
can be used in various applications, for instance Rayleigh scattering |10, 11,13, 14|
and homogenization theory |7,9, 16]. Recently, a series of papers have proposed the
use of electric and magnetic polarizability to give physical bounds on electromagnetic
interaction over all frequencies for antennas, materials and general scatterers [6, 19—
22|.

Electrostatics is one of the prime examples of the Laplace equation, and has thus
been studied thoroughly. Magnetostatics is somewhat younger, but due to its large
financial impact on for instance power transformers and hard disk drives, it has also
received significant attention [1-3]. A classical problem linking directly to ours is to
compute low frequency circuit parameters such as capacitance and inductance [12,
24,26, 27|. Tt is interesting to note that the problem of magnetic polarizability of
a PEC body, is mathematically equivalent to the problem of computing the virtual
mass [15, p. 31] of a body in a uniformly flowing fluid 17,18, 23].

Even though variational principles are typically associated with a self-adjoint
operator, we note that in some cases there exist techniques for reformulating the
problem so that variational principles can be found for, for instance, complex valued
non-hermitian matrices describing material properties |[4]. However, in this paper
we assume all material properties can be modelled using symmetric, real-valued
matrices.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state the geometry of our
problem. In Section 3 we summarize the variational principles, which are given a full
derivation from Maxwell’s equations in Appendix A. In Section 4, it is shown that
these principles imply monotonicity results for the polarizabilities. The variational
principles are interpreted as giving upper and lower bounds for the polarizabilities in
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Figure 1: Typical geometry of the considered structure.

Section 5, and a numerical illustration is given in Section 6. Finally, some conclusions
are given in Section 7.

2 Geometry and statement of the problem

We consider the situation of a structure as in Figure 1 with anisotropic permittivity
and permeability matrices €(x) and p(x) and possibly PEC inclusions in a region €2
with volume Vg, such that R3\ Q is simply connected. The structure is surrounded
by a vacuous medium with permittivity €y = €ol and permeability p, = pol. The
structure is subjected to a homogeneous electric field and a homogeneous magnetic
field. The induced redistribution of charges and currents in the structure gives rise
to an electric and magnetic dipole moment according to

p:/(e—eo)EdV—i-f xn - DdS (2.1)
o0

1

m:/(ual—u_l)BdeLEf x x (nx H)dS (2.2)
o0

where E, D, B, and H are the full electric field strength, electric flux density,

magnetic flux density, and magnetic field strength, respectively. Even though we do

not write it out explicitly, the volume integrals do not encompass the PEC region (2,

since both the electric and magnetic fields are zero inside, with boundary conditions
nxE=0and n-B = 0|8 p. 204]. Thus, the integral [(e — €)E dV should



be interpreted as fR3\Q(e — €9)E dV. This helps us considering structures with and
without PEC bodies without complicating the notation.
The electric and magnetic polarizabilities are defined by

b= 6076E0 = 7eD0 (23)
m = M617m30 = ’YmHO (24)

where we used that in the surrounding medium, we cannot distinguish between the
applied electric field strength E( or the flux density Dy, since these are related by
D, = e¢gEy. The same reasoning applies for the magnetic fields.

Even though the problem is primarily stated for finite structures in three-dimen-
sional space, the final formulation of the variational principles admits also periodic
solutions, where for instance the finite structure in Figure 1 is repeated periodically
without the PEC portion of the copies touching each other.

3 Summary of variational principles

In this section, we summarize the variational formulations derived in Appendix A.
The derivation is based on starting from the static Maxwell’s equations, representing
the fields using either scalar or vector potentials, and constructing natural quadratic
forms. The variational principles along with the associated classes of admissible
potentials are as follows. Using scalar potential for the electric field:

Jo(, Eg) = /Vgo -eVpdV — Z/Vgp (e —€)EydV
+Eg- {/(e —€p)dV + Vgeol - Ey (3.1)
A, ={p e Hi(R*\Q); nx (E;—Vy¢)=0 on 00} (3.2)
Using vector potential for the electric field:
K.(F,D,) = /(V x F) €'V x FdV — 2/(v x F)-(e" —€)DydV
—2D0-6511€Qwﬁ-(D0+V x F)dS

+ Dy - {— /(egl —eHdV + Vgeal} D, (3.3)

Ap={F cH (cut,R*\ Q); . x e {(Dy+V x F) =0 on 0Q} (3.4)



Using scalar potential for the magnetic field:

Inl. Ho) = [ Vo p00aV =2 [ Vo (- ) Hodv

+2H0-@]§ z % (R x (Ho — V) dS
2 Jaq

Ay ={v € HHR*\Q); n-u(Hy—VyY) =0 on 00} (3.6)

Using vector potential for the magnetic field:
Kn(A, By) = /(V xA)-p 'V x AdV — 2/(V x A) - (ug' — p H)BodV

+ B() . |:— /([J,al — p,_l)dV + VQ[J:SI:| Bo (37)
Aa={Ac H(cwrLR*\ Q); n- (Bo+V xA)=0 on 09Q} (3.8)

The minimum values of these functionals are given by

;Iel,izlrfp Jo(@, Eo) = Je(po, Eo) = Eo - p = e0Ey - v, Ey (3.9)
Jnin K.(F,Dy) = K.(F¢,Dy) = —Dy - €;'p = —¢; "Dy - v.Dy (3.10)
52}41}/) Ju(, Ho) = Jin(tpo, Ho) = Ho - pom = poHy - v, Hg (3.11)

féi& Kun(A, By) = Kin(Ag, By) = =By -m = —puy ' By - v,,Bo (3.12)

where the minimizing potentials (g, Fo, 1o, Ag) satisfy the electrostatic and mag-
netostatic equations

VD =V-[e(Ey— V) =0 (3.13)
VXE=Vx[e!(Dy+VxFy=0 (3.14)
V-B=V-[u(Hy— Vi) =0 (3.15)
VxH=Vx[u'(By+VxA)]=0 (3.16)

We call J, and K, the direct functionals, since they are associated with the “natural”
potentials for electric and magnetic fields, whereas K, and J, are called the dual
functionals. An interesting difference between the direct functionals and the dual
functionals, is that the dual functionals include a term which is the scalar product
of the applied field and (twice) the induced dipole moment in the PEC body. In
the electric case this term is minimized when the dipole moment is parallel with the
applied field, whereas in the magnetic case the term is minimized when the dipole
moment is antiparallel to the applied field. This expresses a fundamental difference
in sign for the PEC polarizability for electric and magnetic fields. This is further
explored in the following section.



4 Monotonicity of the polarizabilities

Consider a situation with two different PEC bodies, Q2 and €', where ' C Q and
00 = Q\ . Associated with 2 and € are also the permittivity functions €(x)
and €'(x) and permeability functions p(x) and p/(x), respectively. The spaces of
admissible test functions are slightly different, since the boundary conditions are not
the same. However, for each ¢ € A, we can choose a ¢’ € A/, such that ¢’ = ¢
in the exterior of 2 and ¢’ = x - Ej in 612, i.e., Eqg — V - ¢’ = 0 in 2. Also, for
each A € Ay, we can choose a A" € A, such that A" = A in the exterior of
and A" = jx x By in 69, i.e., B+ V x A" = 0 in 6Q. This construction can
only be applied to the test functions for the direct functionals J, and K, and not
the dual functionals K, and J,,. This is because the boundary conditions for the
dual functionals are expressed in spatial derivatives of the potentials, and making
the corresponding construction for the duals functionals would lead to discontinuous
potentials. Using the results from (A.22) and (A.37) we then have (for arbitrary
pe A, and A € Ay)

J(p. B) — JU(¢ By) = / (Bo— V) - (€ — €)(Ey — Vi) dV (4.1)

R3\Q

Kn(A, By) — K. (A", By) = / (Bo+VxA)(p" — (1) ) (Bo+V x A)dV
R3\Q
(4.2)

Using the minimizing potentials ¢ and Ag for the unprimed functionals, we obtain
the inequalities, valid for any ' C Q,

0Eo - (v, — 7\ Eo > / (B — Vo) - (€ — €)(Eo — Vigo) AV (4.3)

R3\Q

15" By - (—ym + ) Bo > / (Bo+V x Ag) (i — (1)) (Boy + ¥ x Ag)dV
R3\Q

(4.4)

It is seen that these inequalities imply v, > . if € > €, and v, > ~v,, if ¢/ > p.
This proves that both the electric and the magnetic polarizability are nondecreasing
when the material parameters increase in the region exterior to 2. If the material
parameters are equal in the region exterior to €, i.e., € = € and p = g/, it is seen
that v, > v, and ~,, < ., for arbitrary {2’ C 2. Thus, when the volume of PEC
increases, the electric polarizability is nondecreasing, but the magnetic polarizability
is nonincreasing. A corresponding result is shown for isotropic dielectric bodies
in [11].

When the structure consists of only PEC in vacuum, i.e., € = €y and p = p,
everywhere, the minimum properties (3.9) and (3.12) imply

EOEO . ’YEEO = 60/ |V(,00|2 dV + €0VQ|E0|2 (45)

45" Bo -y, Bo = 1y / 1V % Ao AV + 13" V| Bo (4.6)



Since the right hand sides of these equations are positive, it is readily seen that the
electric polarizability for PEC bodies in vacuum is positive, whereas the magnetic
polarizability is negative. It is also seen that the amplitude of the polarizability
in each case is always larger than the volume of the PEC body. When embedding
PEC bodies in a magnetic material, there is an interplay where the PEC properties
promote negative polarizability, whereas the material properties promote positive
polarizability if g > p,. A precise example is given by a PEC sphere of radius a,
surrounded by a spherical layer with isotropic permeability x and outer radius b. It
can be shown that the total magnetic polarizability of this structure is zero if

(a)?’_ 2p/p0 —1) _ 3

- —1-— 4.7
21/ 1o + 1 2p/ o + 1 (4.7

b

If (a/b)? is larger than this value, the polarizability is negative, and if it is smaller,
the polarizability is positive. In homogenization theory, inclusions with zero polar-
izability are called neutral [16, pp. 134-139], and are typically constructed from
layered spheres as this one.

5 Upper and lower bounds on the polarizabilities

Using the variational formulations, we can find upper and lower bounds for the
polarizabilities by inserting any set of admissible trial potentials (¢, F',1, A) in the
inequalities

—K.(F,Dy) < eEy-v.Ey < Jo(p, Ey) (5.1)
—Kun(A, By) < poHo - v, Ho < Ju(¥, Hy)

where the applied fields are related by Dy = ¢gEy and By = ugH,. Using for
instance the finite element method (FEM) for solving the field equations, we can
compute each functional and consider the numerical potentials as trial fields. Each
set of numerical potentials (¢num, Fnum, Ynum, Anum) can then be inserted in the
inequalities (5.1) and (5.2), which provides a strict error bound for the numerical
computation of the polarizabilities. A corresponding interpretation of variational
bounds in homogenization theory can be found in [5].

When there are no PEC bodies, the zero potentials are admissible in the inequal-
ities (5.1) and (5.2), implying

DO . /(651 - 6_1) dVD() S €0E0 : ")/eEQ S E[) . /(6 - 60) dVEO (53)
By - /(Mal —p ") dVBy < poHo -y, Ho < Hy - /(M — o) dVH,  (5.4)

This states that the polarizabilities are bounded by the harmonic and arithmetic

mean of the material parameters. In homogenization theory, this is known as the
Wiener bounds [25].



From the monotonicity results in the previous section, it can be concluded that
if we have a set of PEC regions included in each other, ' C  C Q"  then we have

Yo < e <o (5.5)
Y < =Y < —Vm (5.6)

if the material parameters €(x) and p(x) are identical in each case. If the polar-
izability can be computed for the regions 2’ and 2", this leads to bounds for the
unprimed polarizability. For instance, for PEC spheres in vacuum, it is easy to show
that 3

v = 4na’T = 3VI, v, = —2ma’l = —5VI (5.7)
where V' is the volume of the sphere. For an arbitrary PEC region () in vacuum, we
can then formulate the bounds [18]

V<A, <3V'1 (5.8)
3V//21 < —~, < 3V"/21 (5.9)

where V' is the volume of the largest sphere contained in the body, and V" is the
volume of the smallest sphere containing the body. This result can be generalized
to shapes like ellipsoids.

6 Numerical example

To demonstrate the upper and lower bounds provided by the variational principles,
we consider the case of a PEC sphere in vacuum. For an axially symmetric structure,
we can reduce the problem to two dimensions using cylindrical coordinates. In
this case, the vector potentials are reduced to a single ¢-component. The scalar
and vector potentials satisfy the ¢-independent Laplace equation with associated
boundary conditions (assuming all exciting fields are directed along the z-direction)

L afc (rc g“” ) ey o = By (6.1)
S 225 s
L o

These equations are easily solved using software like Comsol Multiphysics, and we
can compute the functionals J., K., Ji,, and K, using different discretizations. Each
of these computations provides a new bound for the polarizabilities, and in Figure 2
we show how the bounds become progressively narrower as the discretization is made
finer. The bounds are leveling out after just a few refinements of the grid. With
the simple procedure of only refining the discretization, we conclude that we cannot
expect more than about three digits accuracy using this program.
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Figure 2: Demonstration of how numerical computations of the functionals pro-
vide bounds for 7, and ~,,. Solid lines are for the electric case (normalized to =,),
and dashed lines are for the magnetic case (normalized to -,,). The z scale corre-
sponds to the discretization used. The data points are for a PEC sphere descretized
with 294, 665, 2660, 10640, and 42560 elements in a 2D axial symmetric geometry.
The calculations are made with the commercial software Comsol Multiphysics 3.4
(http://www.comsol.com).

7 Conclusions

We have derived four variational principles from which the electric and magnetic
polarizabilities can be computed or estimated. The polarizabilities are characterized
as minimas and maximas of these functionals, providing strict error bounds when
applying numerical methods to compute the polarizabilities. Similar functionals
have been presented before, but this paper seems to be the first to give a unified
presentation of anisotropic permittivity and permeability in combination with PEC
inclusions.

The variational principles display important similarities and differences between
electric and magnetic fields. If there are no PEC bodies present, there is a direct
analogy between the functionals for the electric and magnetic case, making them
formally identical to each other. However, when a PEC body is introduced, the fields
satisfy different boundary conditions on the PEC surface, which leads to different
variational principles for the electric and magnetic case, respectively. Specifically,
the magnetic polarizability of a PEC body is negative, whereas the electric polariz-
ability is positive. It is observed that in the electric case the boundary conditions
are most easily expressed using a scalar potential, whereas the vector potential is
most convenient in the magnetic case.



Appendix A Derivation of variational formulations
for the polarizabilities

In this Appendix we derive the variational formulations for the polarizabilities. The
electric and magnetic dipole moments are defined as

p= /(e—eo)EdV+j{ xn - DdS = pyy + Ppec (A.1)
a0
1
m = /(uol —pu HBdAV + 574 x X (N x H)dS = Myt + Mpec (A.2)
80

where E, D, B, and H are the solutions to Maxwell’s equations. We make use
of the following integral identities, where () is a simply connected volume, 7 is the
normal vector pointing out of €2, and v and F' are arbitrary functions.

74 iz dS = Vol (A.3)
o0
?{ - zdS = 3V (A4)
o0
1
]{ ﬁ@de:——jz{ 2 x (7 x Vi) dS (A5)
09 2 Joq
j’{ AxFdS— ¢ an-(VxF)dS (A.6)
o o0

The two first are easily proven.

}’{ ﬁwdS:/deV:/IdV:VQI (A.7)
o0 Q Q

j{'fz'azdS:/V~de:/3dV:3V9 (A.8)
o0N Q Q

The third is proven in [14], and using a similar trick to that paper we show the
identity

(xn- (VX F));=zm - (VxF)=n-(t;VxF)=n-(Vx(x;F)—Vz; x F)
Since §,,1 - (V x (,F))dS = — [V - (V x (2;F))dV = 0, the fourth integral
identity follows.

A.1 Electric case, scalar potential

We start by looking at the field equations for the electric polarizability. The field
equation V x E = 0 implies E = Ey — V¢, and the equation V - D = 0 is then

V- [e(Ey— V) =0 (A.10)
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Assume there is one metallic inclusion with domain 2. The potential then satisfies
po=EFEy-x+a on 0N (A.11)

where the constant a is such that the potential ¢ is continuous and the total charge
on the inclusion is zero, i.e.,

7{ A - e(Eo — Vi) dS = 0 (A.12)
o0N

This can easily be generalized to several inclusions. Multiply the field equation by
¢ and integrate to find

0— /g0V~[e(E0—Vgo)] v — /v¢.6<—Eo+w> dv+7§ f1- pe(—Eo+ Vi) dS

o9
(A.13)
The last integral can be rewritten using the boundary condition

f n-pe(—Ey+ Vy)dS = 7{ (Eo-x+a)n-e(—Ey+ Vy)dS
20 20
=E, - 7{ xn - e(—E)+Vp)dS (A.14)
B

To include the effect of the polarization from the material, we rewrite the first
integral in A.13 as

/V(pf(—Eo—l—Vgo) dV = /V<p~eVg0dV—/V<p~(e—eo)Eo dV—/thfoEodV
= /Vgo-eVgodV— Q/Vgo- (e — eo)EodV—l—/(—Eo—i—Vgo) (e —€)EgdV

+ /EQ . (6 — Eo)EO dVv — /VQO : EoEO dv (A15)

The last integral can be written

—/wdv :jf frp dS :]{ nzdS - Ey = VoE, (A.16)
o0 o0
where we used (A.3). Collecting our results, we can write (A.13) as

OZ/VQOGVQOdV—Q/VgO(E—Go)EodV+ED {/(e—eo)dV%—eng} 'EO

_E,. U(e—eo)(Eo—w)dv+72

The expression in the last row in square brackets is identified as the total dipole
moment p. Define the following functional

xn - €(Ey— V) dS} (A.17)

Jo(p, Eg) = /V(p -eVedV — Q/Vap (€ — €)EgdV

+E- [/(e —€p)dV + VQEO:| -Ey (A.18)
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Note that the expression in square brackets does not depend on ¢. For a fixed E|
this functional is minimized by a function ¢y (in the space of potentials satisfying
the proper boundary conditions), such that its minimal value is

mgn JE(QO, Eo) . Je(QO(), E()) = E[) -p (Alg)

Consider now the variation of the functional at the minimum ¢:

%(Ue,s - JQ’S(%M%E;) — Jes(0, Bo) _ / Vop-eVipy dV — / Vo (e—eo) By dV
= /(XDV - [e(Ey — Vo) dV + 7{ n-0pe(Ey— Vo) dS — % don - (€9 Ey) dS
oN 0N

(A.20)

The last two integrals are identically zero since the variation dp must be zero on
the PEC surface in order to comply with the boundary condition. Since the first
variation of the functional should vanish at the extremum for all )y, the minimizing
potential must satisfy V - [e(Eq — Vg)] = 0, i.e., the electrostatic equation.

We finally consider the difference between two functionals for different geome-
tries, primed and unprimed. We start by rewriting the functional as

Jo(p, Eo) = V- -eVepdV —2 V- (e—e€)EydV
R3\Q R3\Q

+ Ej - [/ (€ —€)dV + Vgﬁo] E, = / (Eo— Vo) - €(Ey— Vp)dV
R3\Q R3\Q

+ 2 V(p-eoEodV+€0|E0’2 |:—/
R

R3\Q

dV + Vg}
3\Q

— 43\Q(E0 — V) e€(Ey—V)dV + €| Eo? {—/R dv — VQ] (A.21)

3\Q

where we used that fR3\Q VpdV = —VoE,, as shown previously. Even though
this expression involves infinite integrals, they are cancelled when looking at the

difference between two functionals. Assume the PEC bodies are in regions €2 and
2. We then have

J(, Eo) — (¢!, Bo) = / (Bo— V) - e(Ey — Vi) dV
R3\)

R3\Q

A.2 Magnetic case, vector potential

The magnetic case is dual to the electric case. On the PEC boundary the condition
n - B = 0 applies, and the field equation V - B = 0 implies B = By + V x A. The
field equation V x H = 0 then becomes

Vxp ' (By+VxA)]=0 (A.23)
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The boundary condition n - B =n - (By+ V x A) = 0 implies that the tangential
part of the vector potential satisfies

1
ﬁxA:ﬁx(§az><Bo+a> on 0 (A.24)

where a is a constant vector. It is readily verified that V x (%w x By) = —Bj. Note
that only the tangential part of A is specified, making only the normal component of
V x A being prescribed. The tangential part of V x A corresponds to the tangential
magnetic field, which is proportional to the resulting surface current.

The condition corresponding to zero total charge in the electric case, is that the
total surface current on the PEC surface must be zero, i.e.,

7§ A x [ (Bo + V x A)]dS = 0 (A.25)

Following the recipe from the electric case, we multiply the field equation with A
and integrate to find

o:/A.vX[,,,—1(30+vxA)]dvz/(vxA)-N—l(BO+vXA)dV
+]§ n-[Axp ' (By+V x A)]dS (A.26)
o0

where we used the identity (here, n is the outward unit normal for the volume V/,
whereas the unit normal above is pointing into the domain of integration)

% ﬁ,-(AxB)dS:/V-(AxB)dV:/[B-(VXA)—A-(VXB)]dV (A.27)
av v v

for arbitrary vector fields A and B. The surface integral in (A.26) can be written
(due to the occurrence of the unit normal n only the tangential components of A are
needed in the evaluation of the integral, in compliance with the boundary condition)

1
]{ ﬁ-[Axu_l(Bo—l—VxA)]dS:jI{ n-[(zzx By+a)xpu (By+V x A)]dS
oQ

o0 2
1
:—574 (@ x Bo) - [ x =" (By + V x A)]dS
o0
1
:Bo.éj{ zx [fx p (By+V x A)]dS (A.28)
o0

The integral containing the constant a is zero due to the zero total current require-
ment. The first integral in (A.26) is

0:/(V><A)-u‘l(Bo+VxA)dV:/(VxA)-y,_leAdV

+ /(v x A) - (pt — Y BodV + /(v x A) - ps'BodV  (A.29)
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By adding and subtracting the second integral can be written

/(V x A) - (ph = pg)BodV = 2/(V x A)- (p " = pg")BydV
- /(BO +VxA)-(p = pg)BodV + /Bo (u™ = pg)BodV (A.30)

whereas the last integral can be written

/(VxA)-/,l,OlBOdV:/VxAdV~u01B0:—j<1{ A x AdS - pg' By
0N

1 1
= —% T X (—a?XB0+a)dS'M61B0 = ——% [x(ﬁBo)—Bo(’fLa}')] dSﬂ,alBo
o0N 2 2 o0N
1 . . _ 1 _
= BO : 5% [(TL . w)I — TL$] ds - Ko 1BO = Bo : 5(3‘/{2 — VQ)[,LO 1BO
o

=VoBo -y By (A.31)

where we used (A.3) and (A.4) in the last but one line. The integral containing
the constant vector a is zero since it is proportional to the integral fa@ ndS = 0.
Collecting the results for the terms in (A.26) we have

0:/(V><A)-p,—leAdV+2/(V><A)-(p,—l—ugl)Bodv
+/BO'(U’1_N01)BOdV+BO'VQNolBo

1
+By: {— /(u‘l — 15" )(Bo+ V x A)dV + 5]{ T x [ x p ' (Bo+V x A)]dS
o
(A.32)

The expression in square brackets is the total magnetic dipole moment for the struc-
ture, m. Define the following functional

Kun(A, By) = /(v xA)-p 'V x AdV — 2/(v x A) - (' —p HBedV

By - [—/(Mal —p ) dV + Vopg'| By (A.33)

Note that the expression in square brackets does not depend on A. For a fixed
By this functional is minimized by a vector potential A, (in the space of vector
potentials satisfying the proper boundary conditions), such that its minimal value
is

mfiln Km<A, Bo) = Km<A07 Bo) = _B[) -m (A34)

The symmetry with the electric case is interesting, but also the difference: in the
electric case the minimum was attained as E - p, whereas in the magnetic case it
is the negative, — B - m.
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Consider now the variation of the functional at the minimum:

%5Km _ Km(AO + 5A7B§) - Km(A(],BD) _ /(v « (5A) . IJ’_IV % AO dv

—/(V X (5A)-(p,al—u1)B0dV:/5A-(V x [ (By+V x Ag)|dV

—j{ n-(0A X p ' (By+V x Ap) dS—l—jg n-(0A X uy'By)dS (A.35)
o0 o9
The last two integrals are identically zero since the variation of the tangential part
of A must be zero on the PEC surface in order to comply with the boundary
condition. Since the first variation of the functional should vanish at the extremum
for all § A, the minimizing potential must satisfy V x [u™!(Bo+ V x Ag)] = 0, i.e.,
the magnetostatic equation.

We finally consider the difference between two functionals. Rewriting the func-
tional as

Kn(A, By) = /

(VxA)-u‘1V><AdV—2/ (VxA) (gt —p HBydV
R3\Q

R3\Q

By - [—/ (o' —p 1) dvV + Vaual} By
R3\Q

:/ (Bo+V xA)-u(By+V x A)dV—2/ V x AdV ;' By
R3\Q R3\Q

+M(;1|BO|2 |:_/ dV+VQ:| :/ (Bo+VXA)[J,_1(B0+VXA)dV
R3\Q R3\Q
+ pg | Bo? {—/ dv — Vg} (A.36)
R3\Q

where we used that fR3\Q V x AdV = VB, as shown previously. The difference
between two functionals can now be written

Km(A,B()) — K:H(AI,B()) = / (B[) +V x A) . [J,_l(B() +V X A) dVv
R3\Q

—/ (Bo+V x A)- (1) (Bo+V x A)dV (A.37)
R\ Q!

A.3 Electric case, vector potential

In the electric case, the scalar potential fits nicely with the boundary condition on
PEC surfaces. We now investigate what can be learned from treating the electric
case with a vector potential. The equation V- D = 0 implies that D = Dy+V x F,
and we have the field equation

Vx[eH(Dy+V xF)]=0 (A.38)



with boundary condition
nxe  (Dy+VxF)=0 (A.39)

The zero total charge condition is
j{ n-(Dy+V xF)dS =0 (A.40)
Gle!
Multiplying the field equation with F' and integrating implies
0:/F~V>< [el(DOJerF)]dV:/(V X F)- e (Dy+V x F)dV
+ jggn Fx e (Do +V x F)]dS (A1)
The last integral is zero due to the boundary conditions. We then have
0= /(VXF)-61V><F) dV+/(VxF)-61DO v = /(VXF)~61V><F) av
+ /(v x F)- (e —¢€')DodV + /(v x F)-e;'DodV  (A.42)
The last but one integral can be written
/(v X F)- (e — &) DydV = 2/(v < F)- (e — &) DydV
- /(Dg +VxF) (e —¢€")DodV + Dy - /(.s—1 — €, )DodV  (A.43)
whereas the last integral is
/(v x F)-e,'DydV = — j{)gn x FdS-e,' Dy (A.44)
Using (A.6), this integral is transformed to

_7{ ﬁdesz—}[ zh-(Vx F)dS= ¢ @h-(Dy— Dy —V x F)dS
o0 i) o0
:% w'deSDo—f xn - (DO—I—V X F)dS:VQDO_ppec (A45)
19) o0
Collecting the results, we have
0—/(V x F)-€ 'V x F)dV+2/(V x F)- (e —¢€")DodV
-+ -DO : /(6_1 — GEI)DO dV + VQD() : GEIDO

- /(DO +VXF) (e€'—€")DydV —Dq- € 'ppe. (A.46)
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By adding and subtracting 2p,,.., we can identify the total electric dipole moment
Pt + Ppec- The functional

K.(F,Dy) = /(v xF) €'V xF)dV — 2/(V x F)- (' — € )DydV
— 2Dy €' Ppec + Do - {— /(eg1 —e hHdV + VQ€51:| Dy (A.A47)

then has minimum

Hl;Il KQ(F7 Do) = Ke(F(), Do)

:—Do' [/(661—6_1)(D0+VXF0)(1V+% l"fb(Do"—VXFo)dS
N

=-Dy-¢'p (A.48)

The necessity of adding and subtracting the term D - €, 1ppeC appears when con-
sidering the variation of the functional at the minimum:

%5](6 _ Ke(FO+(5F7D20) —Ke(F07D0) _ /(v % 6F) 'E_lv « Fodv

—/(VXéF)-(Gol—G1)D0dV—D0-€01]{ xzn - (V x6F)dS
o9

= /5F (Vx (e 1(Dy+V x FO)))dVJrf f- (0F x € '(Do+V x Fy))dS
o0

—/5F-(V><engo)dV+]{

n - (0F x €' Dy) dS —}[ n x 6FdS - €' Dy
o

o0
(A.49)

The second integral is identically zero since i X € (Do + V x F) = 0 on the PEC
boundary. The third is zero since €, 'Dy is constant, and the last two integrals cancel
each other. The only integral remaining is the first one, and since we should have
0K, = 0 for any 0F at the extremum, we see that the minimizing potential must
satisfy the equation V x (e71(Dg + V x Fy)) = 0, i.e., the electrostatic equation.
We finally consider the difference between two functionals. We first rewrite the
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functional as

(VX F)- eV x F)dV — 2/ (V x F)- (e5) — ) DydV
R3\Q)

(et — e H)dV + Vgeal} - Dy

K.(F, Dy) = /

R3\Q

— 2Dy - €, 'Ppec + Do - {— /3
R3\Q

= / (Dy+V x F)-€ (Dy+V x F)dV —2 VxFdVe; Dy—2Dg-€; ' Dyec
R3\Q

R3\Q

+ ¢ [Dol? [—/ dV+V91 :/, (Dy+V x F)-€Y(Dy+V x F)dV
R3\Q R3\Q
+ €5t | Dol? {—/ dV—vQ} (A.50)
R3\Q

where we used that ng\Q V x FdV = VqoDy — P, which was shown previously.
The difference between two functionals can then be written

K.(F,D,) — K!(F', D) = / (Dy+V x F)- € (Dy+V x F)dV
R3\Q

_ / (Do+V x F')- () (Do +V x F')dV (A51)
R3\

A.4 Magnetic case, scalar potential

We now use the scalar potential for the magnetic case. To start with, V x H =0
implies H = Hy — V. The remaining field equation V - B = 0 is then

V- [u(Hy — V)] = 0 (A.52)
with the boundary condition n - B = 0 on the PEC boundary being
i [W(Ho — V)] = 0 (A.53)

Multiplying the field equation with ¢ and integrating implies

0= [0V lu(Ho-V0) = [ Von(-HoAVOIV+§ vu(-Hyr V) dS
9]
— [ Vo uveav - [ Vo u-p)HadV = [ Vo pHav (a5

Proceeding along now familiar lines, we write

~ [ Vo n - ) HoaV = <2 [ Vo (u = ) Hodv

n / (—Ho+ Vo) - (1 — po) HodV + H,y - / (1 — o)AV - Hy (A .55)
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and

—/w-uoﬂodv—% A dS - poH, (A.56)
o0

Using (A.5), we can write

ffupdS: A — Hy -z + Hy - x)dS
[2)9] [2)9]

1
:—% mX(’ﬁX(HO—V@Z) dS‘F% dS'HOZmpeC+VQH0 (A57)
2 Jon o0

so that we have
0= [ Vo nvedV =2 [ Vo (u- ) HodV + Ho- [ (0 o) aV - Hy
—HO-/(u—uo)(Ho—V¢)dV+mpec-p,OHo—l—VQHO-uOHO (A.58)

As with the vector potential in the electric case, we add and subtract 2H - p1ympec.
This suggests that the minimum of the functional

In. o) = [V w96V =2 [ Vo (- g HodV + 2Hy - g
+H,- [/(M — ) dV + vguo} H,y (A39)
is given by
Hgn Ju(, Ho) = Jin(t0, Ho)

_H,. /m — ) (Ho — Vi) dV + uéf 2 x (A x (Ho — Vo)) dS

o0

=H, - pym (A.60)

The necessity of adding and subtracting 2H g - ptgMpec is shown by considering the
variation of the functional at the minimum:

Im (Yo + 0¢, Hy) — Jm (0o, Hy)
2

~ [0 = ) HodV + Ho i f (i x (<950 ds

1
50m = - / Vo - pVipo dV

- /(wv ((Ho — V) dV — jggn - (Yu(Ho = Vi) dS

oy - pwoH, dS—i—% noYdS - poH, (A.61)

/ SYV - (uoH o) dV —
[2)9]

o0

The second integral is zero since 1 - u(Hy — Vi)y) = 0 on the PEC boundary. The
third integral is zero since poH is constant, and the two last integrals cancel each
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other. This leaves onle the first integral, and since the first variation of the functional
should be zero at the extremum, the potential must satisfy V- (u(Ho— Vb)) = 0,
i.e., the magnetostatic equation.

Finally, we study the difference between two functionals. We start by rewriting
the functional as

Jm (¢, Hy) = V- uVydV —2 V- (1 — po)HodV + 2Hg - pgMmpe
R3\Q R3\Q

+H,- [/ (u—uo)dV—l—Vgug} H,= / (Ho— V) - p(Ho — Vip) dV
R3\Q RAQ

+2 Vo dV pgHo + 2H o - My + pio| Hol? {—/
R

dV + VQ]
R3\Q

S\Q

= [ (o= V) Wl =~ V0 4 ol - aveta| e

3\Q

where we used that fR3 o VU dV = —myp.. — VoH,, as was shown previously. The
difference between two functionals can then be written

T, Ho) — J (1!, Hy) = / (Hoy — Vi) - p(H,y — V) dV

R3\Q

- / (Hy— V') - p/(Hy — V') dV  (A.63)
R3\Q/
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