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A HOLDER-LOGARITHMIC STABILITY ESTIMATE FOR
AN INVERSE PROBLEM IN TWO DIMENSIONS

MATTEO SANTACESARIA

ABSTRACT. The problem of the recovery of a real-valued potential in
the two-dimensional Schrédinger equation at positive energy from the
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map is considered. It is know that this problem is
severely ill-posed and the reconstruction of the potential is only logarith-
mic stable in general. In this paper a new stability estimate is proved,
which is explicitly dependent on the regularity of the potentials and on
the energy. Its main feature is an efficient increasing stability phenom-
enon at sufficiently high energies: in some sense, the stability rapidly
changes from logarithmic type to Holder type. The paper develops also
several estimates for a non-local Riemann-Hilbert problem which could

be of independent interest.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is the last of a series of four papers focusing on stability esti-
mates for the Gel’fand-Calderén problem on the plane. In the first paper,
[27], a first global stability estimate is proved. The second and the third
paper, [29, 30], deal with stability estimates in the zero-energy and negative-
energy case, respectively, which explicitly depend on the energy and on the
regularity of potentials. The present work covers the last and maybe more
interesting case when the energy is supposed to be positive.

The Gel’fand-Calder6n problem concerns the Schrodinger equation at

fixed energy E,
(1.1) (—A4+v)Yp=Ey onD, EEeR,

where D is a open bounded domain in R? and v € L*(D) (we will refer to

v as a potential). Under the assumption that

(1.2) 0 is not a Dirichlet eigenvalue for the operator — A+ v — E in D,
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we can define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator ®(E) : H/2(0D) — H~Y/2(dD),

corresponing to the potential v, as follows:

_ Ou

(13) vE) =5l

where f € HY?(OD), v is the outer normal of dD, and u is the H'(D)-
solution of the Dirichlet problem

(1.4) (A +4+v)u=Fuon D, ulgp=f.

This construction gives rise to the so-called Gel’fand-Calderén problem.

Problem 1. Given ®(FE) for a fixed E € R, find v on D.

This problem can be considered as the Gel’fand inverse boundary value
problem for the two-dimensional Schrodinger equation at fixed energy (see
[11], [20]). At zero energy this problem can also be seen as a generalization
of the Calderén problem of the electrical impedance tomography (see [§],
[20]).

Note that this problem is not overdetermined, in the sense that we consider
the reconstruction of a function v of two variables from inverse problem data

dependent on two variables.

In this paper we study interior stability estimates, i.e. we want to prove
that given two Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators ®1(E) and ®5(F), corre-

sponding to potentials v; and vy on D, we have that

[o1 = wval[Le(p) < w ([|P1(E) — P2(E)|+),

where the function w(t) — 0 as fast as possible as t — 0 at any fixed F and
|| - |« is some operator norm. The explicit dependence of w on E is analysed
as well.

There is a wide literature on the Gel’fand-Calder6n inverse problem. In the
case of complex-valued potentials the global injectivity of the map v — &
was firstly proved in [20] for D C R? with d > 3 and in [7] for d = 2
with v € LP: in particular, these results were obtained by the use of global
reconstructions developed in the same papers. A global logarithmic stability
estimate for Problem 1 for d > 3 was first found by Alessandrini in [I]. In the
two-dimensional case the first global stability estimate was given in [27]. In
[16] logarithmic stability was proved in dimension d > 2 without condition
([L2), using more general boundary data (impedance boundary map). For
Lipschitz stability estimates concerning this and similar inverse problems

with finite dimensional restrictions see [2], [3], [5] and [6].
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In [29] and in [30] we considered Problem 1 at zero and negative energy,
respectively, and answered the following question: how the stability estimates
vary with respect to the smoothness of the potentials and the energy.

This paper completes the preceding works by considering the positive
energy case.

We will assume for simplicity that
D is an open bounded domain in R?, oD € C?,
(15) v E Wm’l(Rz) for some m >2, v =wv, suppv C D,
where

(1.6)  W™Y(R?) ={v : d've LYR?), |[J|<m}, meNuU{0},

oM ly(z)
J e (NU{0})?, J| = Ji + Jo, () = ——.
MU V=it 9 = oty
Let
[ollms = max 107012 e2)
We will need the following regularity condition:

where Ey = E1(]|v||m,1, D) or, roughly speaking, E is sufficiently great with
respect to some appropriate norm of the potential. This condition implies,
in particular, that the Faddeev eigenfunctions are well-defined on the entire

fixed-energy surface in the spectral parameter (see Section [2] and Remark
Z1).

Theorem 1.1. Let the conditions (L2)), (L), (LX) hold for the potentials
v1,ve, where D is fized, and let ®1(E) , Po(E) be the corresponding Dirichlet-
to-Neumann operators at fived positive energy E > 0. Let ||vj|lm1 < N,
j=1,2, for some N > 0. Then there exists a constant C1 = C1(D, N, m)
such that for any 0 < 7 <1, we have

—(m—2)
(1.8) |lv2 = v1|ee(py < C1 <E5T + <\/E + (1 —7)log(3 + 5_1)) > ,

for every 6 < 0(1), where § = ||®y(E) — ®1(E)| Lo (9D)— L (9D) -
This results yields the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2. Under the same assumptions, there exists a constant Cy =
Cy(E,D,N,m) such that

(19 llos—villie(p) < Collog(3+571)7%,  a=m—2,

for 6 <34.
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The novelty of estimate (LL9), with respect to [27], is that, as m — +o0,
we have o« — +00. Moreover, under the assumption of Theorem [L1] ac-
cording to instability estimates of Mandache [19] and Isaev [13], our result
is almost sharp. To be more precise, it was proved that stability estimate
(C9) cannot hold for o > 2m for C™ real-valued potentials and o > m for
C™ complex-valued potentials. Note that stability estimates and instabil-
ity counterexamples are proved in different function spaces. In particular,
by Sobolev embedding, we have only that W™1+¢(D) ¢ C™~2(D) for any
€ > 0. From this and the fact that the same stability holds in the linearized
case (Born approximation, see [26]), we believe that our result is in fact
sharp. Unfortunately we could not find yet an explicit counterexample in
the W™! class. Our estimates are still valid for complex-valued potentials,
if I is sufficiently large with respect to ||v|lo(py: in this case we can’t use
the formulas at the beginning of Section [ for the solution of the Riemann-
Hilbert problem and thus it is necessary to follow a more general approach,
like in [211 §6].

Estimate (I.9)) also extends the result obtained in [29] for the same problem
at zero energy and in [30] at negative energy. In dimension d > 3 a global

stability estimate similar to (L) was proved in [25], at zero energy.

As regards (L), its main feature is the explicit dependence on the energy
E. This estimate consist of two parts, the first logarithmic and the second
Holder; when FE increases, the logarithmic part decreases and the Holder
part becomes dominant. This estimate is sharp not only with respect to the
dependence on the smoothness of the potentials, but also with respect to the
energy, as shown in [14]. It extends the result of [30], where a similar energy-
dependent stability estimate was obtained at negative energy. Yet in that
case the Holder part grows exponentially with the energy, while in the present
work it grows linearly. For this reason estimate (L.§]), namely when 7 =
1, is totally coherent with the Lipschitz stable approximate reconstruction
algorithms developed in [22] and [28].

Estimate (L8] is the first stability result in two dimensions for the Gel’fand-
Calderon problem at positive energy with an explicit dependence on the
smoothness of potential and on the energy. In dimension d > 3, global
energy-dependent stability estimates changing from logarithmic type to Lip-
schitz type at high energies were given in [I8] and greatly improved in [I7]. In
turn, the paper [18] was preceeded by [24]. See also [15] for similar estimates

for another inverse boundary value problem.

The proof of Theorem [[] follows the scheme of [30] and it is based on
0 techniques. The map ®(F) — v(z) is considered as the composition of
O(E) = (r(N), p(A\, X)) and (r(X), p(A, X)) — v(x), where r(A) and p(\, X)
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are complex valued functions, closely related to the so-called generalised
scattering amplitude (see Section [2] for details).

The stability of ®(E) — (r(X), p(A, X)) — previously known only for £ < 0
—relies on some identities of [23] (based in particular on [I]), and estimates on
r(A) for A near 0 and co. The reconstrution of 7(\) from ®(FE) is logarithmic
stable with respect to ® (at fixed F), while the reconstruction of p(A, \') is
Lipschitz stable. These results are proved in section [Bl

The stability of (r(A), p(A, ) — v(z) is of Holder type and it is proved in
section @ This is the most challenging part of the paper because we need to
establish several new estimates for the non-local Riemann-Hilbert problem
solved by r(A\) and p(\, \') (see Section 2 for details). We make great use of
the theory of generalised analytic functions of Ahlfors-Vekua and the main
reference is [3I]. In particular, we establish pointwise and LP estimates for
solutions of non-homogeneous O-equations with pole singularities.

In Section [l we show how the composition of the two above-mentioned
maps gives the result of Theorem [Tl

2. PRELIMINARIES

We recall the definition of the Faddeev eigenfunctions ¢ (x, k) of equation
(), for z = (z1,72) € R%, k = (k1,k2) € Xp CC?, X ={k e C?: k* =
k3 + k3 = E} for E # 0 (see [9], [21]). We first extend v =0 on R?\ D and

define 9 (z, k) as the solution of the following integral equation:

(2.1) P(x, k) =™ + i Gz — y, k)v(y)v(y, k)dy,
y€ER?
(2.2) G(z, k) = g(z, k:)e“m,
1\?2 it
e oen=-(5) [ et

where z € R% k € X \ R%. It is convenient to write (ZI]) in the following

form

(2.4) plx, k) =1+ /6R2 g(x —y, k)v(y)u(y, k)dy,

where p(z, k)e*® = ap(x, k).
For Imk = 0 formulas (2I))-(24) make no sense; however, the following

limits make sense

(2.5) Yy (2, k) = Y(x, k +i0v), Gy (z, k) = G(z, k +1i0v),
(2.6) py (2, k) = p(z, k +1i0v),
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We define &g C ¥ \ R? the set of exceptional points of integral equation
@24): k € g\ (g UR?) if and only if equation ([2.4)) is uniquely solvable
in L>(R?).

Remark 2.1. From [22] Proposition 1.1] we have that there exists Ey =
Eo(||v]|m,1, D) such that for |E| > Eo(||v|m,1,D) there are no exceptional
points for equation (Z4), i.e. Eg = 0: thus the Faddeev eigenfunctions exist
(unique) for all k € X \ R2.

Following [12], [21], we make the change of variables

z =11 + ix9, A= kl\—/‘_EZkQa
1\ VE 1 ivVE
’ﬁ—<“x>7’ k2_<X_A> 3

and write 1, u as functions of these new variables. For |A] =1 and E > 0
formulas (23]) and (2.4) make no sense but the following limits do:

(2'7) 1/&(27 )‘) - 1/}(27 )‘(1 + O))a ,U':I:(Z7 )‘) - 1/}(27 )‘(1 + O))7
(2.8) 9+(2,A) = g(z, A(1 7 0)).

For k € Y5\ (££UR?) we can define, for the corresponding ), the following

generalised scattering amplitude,

(271)2/(@ exp [%\/E <1 + (sgn E))\—E)

x ((sgn E)zA + Az) } v(2)p(z, \)dRez dlmz,

(2.9) b\, E) =

and the functions h,

(2.10) he(\ N E) = (%)2/Cexp [—%\/E(Xz—i-z/)\')]
x v(2)Y1 (2, \)dRez dImz,

for |A| = |N| = 1. It is useful to introduce the following auxiliary functions
hi, ho,
(2.11) hi(MN) =0 [—% (AX, - %)} hy(\ )
R CE et
(2.12) ha(M\,N) =0 [—% <)\X/ - %)} h_(\\)
R
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and p, solution of the following integral equations,

[1/xN N
2.1 ! ‘ ne |- (= - =
(2.13) PN 4 i /u 8|5 (5~ %))
X hl ()\”, )\,)|d)\”| = —Wihl()\, )\/),
r 1 )\I )\/I
2.13b ! ' N0 |—= = — =
( 3 ) p(A’A)_F?TZ/I)\Hlp()\’)\ ) i 2 <)\// )\/>:|

X hg()\”, )\/)|d)\”| = —Wihg()\, )\I),

for [A\| = |\'| = 1. Here and in the following we drop the dependence of some
functions on F for simplicity’s sake.

The functions just defined play an important role in the following Riemann-
Hilbert problem solved by p. When v is real-valued and E > 0 we have (see
[21] for more details):

(2.14) () = 1z NG N,

for A not an exceptional point (i.e. k(\) € g\ (g UR?)) and |\ # 1,

where
(2.15) r(z,\) = r(\) exp [ - %\/E (1 + (sgn E)A_15\> (zA + A2) ] ,
(2.16) r(\) = %sgn()\j\ —1)b(\, E),

where b is defined in (2.9);

217)  pe(eN) = pe (2 N) + /Wp“’ X, 2 (NN

for |A| = 1, where

(2.18) p(M N 2) = p(A, ) exp

Z\éﬁ ((A’ - Nz + <% — %) z)] :

where p(\, \) is defined in (ZI3). In addition we have

(2.19) lim p(z,\) =1,
[A| =00
(2.20) w(z, ) =1+ p_1 (A +o(N),  for |A| = oo,

(2.21) v(z) = 21@%M_1(Z).
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We recall that if v € W™1(R?) with suppv C D, then ||9]|qm < +oc for
some 0 < a < 1, where

(2.22) 0(p) = (271)2/ Py (x)d, peC?
R2
(2.23) ullam = 1L+ )™ ?u(p) o,
(2.24) lwlla = sup  (Jw(p)| + ] hw(p + &) —w(p)]),
pEER?,|E|<1

for test functions u, w.

We restate in an adapted form a lemma from |22 Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.1. Let the conditions (LBl), (LX) hold for a potentials v. Let
w(z, k) be the associated Faddeev functions. Then, for any 0 < o < 1, we

have

21 ey )t

‘ < |Re k| 7c(m, o) |9l am;

for k € C?\ R?,

(2.26)  |py(a, k) — 1] + ‘twv(x,k:)‘ N ‘auv(m,k)

ol e < el clm. o) o

for k € R?, v € S*. In both cases we suppose also that k*> > R, where R is

defined in Lemma[22

The following lemma is a variation of a result in [22] and it is proved in
[30].

Lemma 2.2. Let the conditions (LH), (I7) hold for a potentials v and let
E € R\ {0}. Then there exists an R = R(m, ||0||a,m) > 1, such that

N —m/2
@21) BB < 2ol (14 1B (A +sen(E)/Ap?)
1/2
for |A| > ‘5—?/2 and || < |EQ|R

Let us mention that Lemma 2.2 of [29] and Lemma 2.1 of [30] should be
corrected using the norm || - ||o,m instead of || - ||;,.
We also restate [4, Lemma 2.6.

Lemma 2.3 ([]). Let ¢ € L' (C)NL%2(C), 1< s1 <2< sy <00 and ¢ €

L*(C), 1 < s < 2. Assume u is a function in L°(C), with 1/5 =1/s —1/2,

which satisfies

ou(N)
O

Then there exists ¢ = c(s, s1,82) > 0 such that

(2.28)

=@ (Na(N) + g2(N), \ e C.

(2.29) [ulls < cllgallrs exple(llgillze + llgrllze2))-
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We will make also use of the well-known Holder’s inequality, which we
recall in a special case: for f € LP(C), g € L%(C) such that 1 < p,q < oo,
1<r<oo,1/p+1/q=1/r, we have

(2.30) I f9llzrc)y < N fllzr)llgllLaco)-

Throughout all the paper ¢(«, 3,...) is a positive constant depending on
parameters a, 3, . ..

3. FrROM ®(E) TO r(A) AND p(A\,\)

We begin recalling a lemma from [30], which we restate in the case E > 0.

2R
> for E > 0 and R as defined in Lemmal2Z2. Then for

Lemma 3.1. Let the conditions (LB), (I7) hold and take 0 < a; < min (1 |E|1/2),

as > max <1
p > 1 we have

|E|1/2

‘ 3 -m/2 m—1+j+2
(3.1) W)"jr()\)HLp(W@l) < c(p, m)||0||a,m | E] ] +i+ /p’

(3.2) [IAr(N) < e(p,m)|[8]|am | E| " 2ay ™I

HLP(|>\\>a2) =

where j =1,0,—1 and r was defined in (216]).

Note that, in contrast to the case E < 0, this Lemma holds even when
a1 = as = 1, thanks to the sign in Lemma

The following Lemma extends [30), Lemma 3.2| to the positive energy case.

Lemma 3.2. Let D C {x € R? : |z| <1}, E > 0, v1,v2 be two potentials

satisfying (L2), (LH), (1), 1(F), Po(E) the corresponding Dirichlet-to-
Neumann operator and by, ba the corresponding generalised scattering ampli-
tude. Let ||[vj||m1 < N, j =1,2. Then we have

(3.3)
123) = ] < D, ) exp [13/TET AT = 5[] 108~ an (B

for X0, where || - |« = || - | L= (9p)~ L (0D)-
Proof. We have the following identity:

(3.4)
1

2
() =010 = (52 ) [ 1 TN @alE) = 81 (B)alo k)

where v;(z, k) are the Faddeev functions associated to the potential v;, i =
1,2. This identity is a particular case of the one in |23 Theorem 1|: we refer
to that paper for a proof.
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From this identity we obtain:
(3.5)
[b2(A) = b1 (A)] < ﬁ”qﬁl("k)||L°°(8D)||(I)2(E) — ©1(E)[|«[[¥2 (s F)ll oo (o) -

Now using Lemma 2] and the change of variables in Section 2l we get

ivVE ZA+z
15 C kO Loy < lle™2 N 5 k()| < o)
VEir_1/3
7 PV 5 k()| e o)

U=/l (

IN

IN

125 (-, K(A)) = Ul e o) + 111l o= (00))

e(D, N, m)e T UN=11/AIL

IN

for j = 1,2. This, combined with ([3.3]), gives ([B.3)). O

The following proposition shows that the map ®(E) — p(\, \') is Lipschitz
stable.

Proposition 3.3. Let D C {x € R? : |z| <}, E > 0, v1,v2 be two poten-
tials satisfying (L2), (L3), (L), 1(E), Po(E) the corresponding Dirichlet-

to-Neumann operator and p1,p2 the corresponding functions as defined in
@I3). Let ||vjllma < N, j=1,2. Then we have

(3.6) Ip2 — prll2(rxry < e(D, N,m)|[®@2(E) — ©1(E)|+,

for E > Ey = E3(N,m), where T = {\ € C : |\ =1} and || - ||« =

I [lze (9p) L (@D) -
Proof. We begin proving
(3.7) I f2 = fillL2(rsr) < (D, N,m)||®2(E) — @1(E)]+,

where f; is the scattering amplitude related to potential v;, j = 1,2, defined

as

)= (&) Lo

Here we used the change of variables in Section 2, and cp;r(x, k)= Vi k| (x, k),
where 1 (z, k) was defined in (2Z3]). The following identity holds:

_iVE (/\’2 + i,)

5 3 vj(z)cp;r(z, A)dRez dlmz.

fQ()‘7 )‘/) - fl()‘v )‘,)

1

2
_ <%> /aD o1 (@, —k(\))(D2(E) — @1(E))p; (2, k(N))dz,
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for |A| = |N| = 1. This is proved in [23] Theorem 1]. We then obtain

(38) |f2()" >‘I) _f1(>‘a)‘/)|

1

= 2 o1 (5 k)l @0y [ @2(E) — @1(E) |4 ]l03 (- )l Los (o)

where |\| = || =1 and so k € R?, k2 = E. From Lemma 2] we get
17 (s F)llzoe o0y = ltksin (-5 B) | Lo opy < (D, N,m),

for j = 1,2, since k € R%, k? = E. This, combined with ([3.8)), gives (3.7).

It is now useful to recall the following integral equations which relate f;
with A7 (see [10] 21]):

J / : J " ey A
39 X —wi [ oo+ (-
IV|=1 i
X f;(N, N0)dN| = f;(AN) j=1,2.
Subtracting this equation for j = 2 and j = 1 we obtain

(3.10) (I+P%)(h2—nL)=(T+QL) (fo— f1),

where

(3.11) (PLlu)(\XN) = —m’/u()\,)\”)é? [i% (%ﬂ -~ %)} Fi X[\,

N'eT
; ; L/ A
(3.12) (QLu)(\ ) = mi / B (A, \")0 [i—, (7 _ T)] w(h, N[N,
N'ET 2
for u € LP(T?), p > 1. In [22] §2] it is proved that
(3.13) O] < 20195 llam (L + EIX = XP) 7772,
(3.14) [P (A X)] < 2[[8[lam (1 + EJX = X[2)7m72,

for A\ N € T and F > Ey = E1(N, D, m). From these inequalities (and also
inequalities (2.45) of [22]) we find that

; c1(N,m

(3.15) 1Pl < S0l
; co(N,m

(3.16) Qulzarry < 20 o

Choose Ej] > E; such that max <615V717/T), 625\1[’/7;)> <1 Then P{ is invert-
1 1

ible on L?(T x T) and from (B.I0) we obtain

(3.17) 1% — hillr2rxry < es(N, D,ym)| fa = fill 2 erxr)s
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for E > Ej. It is straightforward to see that

(3.18) g —hsll2@xr) < 105 =il @wry + 12 ALl 2rwry, B=1,2,

where hé are the auxiliary functions defined in ([2ZI1]) and (ZI2]) related to
the potential v;, j = 1,2.

In order to finish the proof, it is sufficient to remark that the functions hJB
satisfy inequality (BI4), as well as p;. For this, we will need the following

lemma, which will be proved later.

Lemma 3.4. The function p, defined in [2I3) for a potential v such that
|V|lm,1 < N, satisfies the inequality

(3.19) (AN < e(N)(1+ BN = N[P)~™72,
for \N €T and E > Ey = E{(N,D,m).

Now we see that thanks to Lemma [B.4] equations (2.I3) have the same
structure of equations (3:9]), and the kernels satisfy the same inequalities for
E > Ey(Ey, E}). Thus we obtain directly

(3.20) Ip2 = prllr2ersr) < ea(N, D,m)|[hG — hjllr2rxry, B = 1,2,
for £ > E5.

Now inequalities (3:20)), (318]), (317) together with ([3.7)) give (3.6]), which
finishes the proof. (|

Proof of Lemma[34 We write the integral equation defining p, (2.13a), as

follows:

(3.21) (I + Hy)p(\, ) = —mihi(\, ),
where
] 1 )\I )\/I
(3:22)  Hip(\N) = mi /»m P\, N0 [; <r - r)] BN N .

We want to prove that this equation has a unique solution in the space of
complex-valued functions g(\, \') defined on T2, such that

(3.23) lgO X)| < e(1 + E|X = N|)?)~™/2,

for some constant ¢. Let us call this function space S and define ||g||s = inf ¢
such that ([3.23]) is verified.

We have that |H1g|ls < cE~'/2||g||s. Indeed, since h; satisfies inequality
(B14), the following estimate holds

|d\"|
3.24)  |Hyg(\, N gcgs/ '
( ) | 1 ( )| H || T ((1 —|—E‘)\ _ )\,,‘2)(1 +E‘)\” _ )\/‘2))1%/2
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We split the circle T, at fixed A, M in two sets: the first contains the points
A\’ that are closer to A than to X, i.e. |\ — A < |\ — XN| and the second
is the complement. For \” in the first set we have that [\ — X'| > 1|\ — )|
while for A” in the second [X” — A| > |\ — A|. Thus we obtain

d)\l/’
3.25 Hig(\ )| < e lgls / "] ,
( ) [H1g( )| < 2+ B\ — )\/|2)m/2 T (1+EN — A,Q)m/Q
where ) is some point in 7. Using inequality (X28) we obtain the estimate
for Hy. Then for sufficiently large E, equation (3.2]) has a unique solution
in S by iteration. This finishes the proof of Lemma [3.41 O

In the following proposition we prove that the map ®(E) — r(\) is loga-
rithmic stable.

Proposition 3.5. Let E be such that E > E3 = max((2R)?, Ey), where R
is defined in Lemma and Eqy in Remark[2.1, let v1,vy be two potentials
satisfying (L2), (LR), (LT), ®1(E), Po(E) the corresponding Dirichlet-to-
Neumann operator and 1,72 as defined in [210). Let ||vg|m1 < N, k=1,2.
Then for every p > 1 there exists a constant § = 0(D, N, m,p) such that for

any 0 < Kk < m, where | = diam(D), and for E > E3 we have

(3.26) H(w + W) s — 71

—(m=2)

<6 [E—l (EW + rlog(3 + 5—1))
Lr(C)

5(3 + 571)4n(l+1)
E1/2p ] ’

where § = ||P2(E) — @1(E)|| 0Dy L (0D)-

Proof. We choose 0 < a1 <1 < as to be determined and split down the left
hand side of ([3:20) as follows:

[(+ 7)o

< I+ 1o+ I3,
L?(C)

|A] + >|7“2—7“1| ;
Al (A <ar)

I, = <|)\|+ )\>|T2 1| )
’ ’ LP(a1<|>\\<a2)

I =

I3 = |)\|+ )\>|T‘2 1| .
Al Lo (A>a2)
From (B.J]) and (3:2) we have
(3.27) I < c(N,p,m)E_m/za;nf2+2/p

(3.28) I3 < o(N,p,m)E~"™2a, "7
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Lemma yields that I can be estimated from above by

(3.29) (D, N, p)Ef/Qp <e4(z+1)\/E(%—1) N 64(l+1)x/§(a21)) .

Here we used the fact that
(3.30)
IWVE|IN=1/|A
(i + |)\|) VIR < 2VEIN=1/IN|
Al RY

< CAVE(1/A-1) ) +e4l\/§(|>\\—1)

X[A|< X[A>1

where x 4 is the characteristic function of a set A C C.
Now we define, in (8.27)-(3.29]),

1 14 klog(3 + 5‘1)’

ai VE
for 0 <k < 4(111). Note that as > 1 and a; < 1. Then we obtain, for every
p=>1,

(331) a9 =

(332) I <c(N,p,m)EN(VE +klog(3+067") ", j=1.3,
To estimate Iy we remark that

262(1—}—1)/@ log(3+6~1)

(3.33) ACOVE(L 1) L a0t VE( 1)
_ 2(3 +5—1)4(l+1)/@.

Putting (3.32)-(B.33) together we find

(o4

—(m—2
< 69 [El <E1/2 + rlog(3 + 5*1)) 2
Lr(C)

5(3 + 5—1)4(l+1)n
E1/2p ] ’

which is estimate (3.20). O

Remark 3.1. In the following sections we will often implicitly use the basic
fact that

1
Ira = rillioe) < H <|A| ; —) ra—ml]
|)‘| LP((C)

4. ESTIMATES FOR THE NON-LOCAL RIEMANN-HILBERT PROBLEM

We begin with an explicit formula relating a potential v, satisfying the
assumption of Theorem [Tl with its associated functions r(\) and p(A, \).
This procedure allows us to explicitly solve the non-local Riemann-Hilbert
problem presented in Section 2 (see (2.14)-(2I8)).
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The starting point is formula (2.27]):

(4.1) o(z) = 2V i (2),

(42) poa(2) = Jim Az, 0) — 1),

We follow the scheme of |21, Theorem 6.1] in order to make p explicit. In
the following equations we omit the variable z in the functions u, e, K,Q, X

for simplicity’s sake. We have

(43 H0) =)+ 5 [ O OKOU - 00, 0RO,
1 [ 1626 g atin
(4.4) e(\) = 1_77/«: T dReC dim,
(45) Ql(AaC) = Xl()" C) —|-’LX2()\,C),
(46) Q?()‘a C) =X1 ()" C) - Z'X2()‘a C)a
L [ r(n,2)X1(n,6) _ 1
(4.7) Xl()\,C)—F;/Cn_—)\dRendImn— 2T’
L [ r(n,2)X2(n,¢) 1
(4.8) Xo(N, Q) + — /C n_—)\dRendImn BETES))
(4.9) K(A) = )

o " Q (N (140),0)K(¢)d¢

+ QN QK (C)dC] x|

Let, for p > 1,v > 0, LY(C) be the function space

(110)  {f:CClf(z) € IP(2] < 1), ]2 ”f( )eLp<|z|s1>},

with the corresponding norm || f{| .z ¢y = I flzezj<ty 1217 F (/12D Lp 21<1)-
From Lemma we have that r; € L)(C) for all v < m. Then, from re-
sults of [31], equations (€4)), @T) and (£3) are uniquely solved in L{(C),
p/(p—1) < qg<2, and e()) is continuous on C.

Then we can write

(@1) jieas) = - / (. 2eC)dReq dlmg

o = K [ r(A, 2)Q2(X, () dReA dIm)\} d¢

[ (A, z Ql()\ ¢)dReA dIm)\] dc,
 2mi Ic|= 1
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where 1 was defined in (£2]). Indeed, by Lebesgue’s dominated conver-
gence (using Lemma [2.2)), we can calculate the following limits:

lim A(e(A\) —1) = 1 /(C (¢, 2)e(¢)dReC dIm(,

A—00 ™

11 S
lim AX1(A, () =—5 + = / r(n, 2)X1(n, ¢)dRen dlmn,
A—00 2 T JC

1 1
)\lim AXo(M\ () =—=+— / r(n, z) X2(n, ¢)dRen dlmn.
—00 C

2t 0w

Then, in connection with (4.1]), we need to take the derivative of (AII]) with
respect to 9/0z = 0,. We find:

azlu’*le_{_B_FCa

where

(412) A= % /Cr(g, 2) [—%@ (% + c) e(¢) + aze(c)} dRe( dIm,
(413) B= QLM,/Cl {azK(g) [—1 +%/{Cr()\, z)dee)\dIm)\]
+%C)/C [T()\,Z)<— %@(%H)W

+ 0050\, g))} dRe\ dIm)\}dC,

414) C= —zim, . {azK(g) H /C r(\, 2)01 O, C)dRe) dIm)\]
+ 5O [ (- 4vE (5 +3) om0

+0:01 (N, g)ﬂ dRe\ dImA}dg‘.

Now let v1,v2 be two potential satisfying the assumptions of Theorem [l
Let p 1,7, pj, €5, K;, ], Q. X{, X, A;, B;, C; the above-defined functions
corresponding to v;, for j = 1,2. Then

(4.15) v9(2) — v1(2) = 2iVE(Ay — Ay + By — By + Cy — C).

In order to estimate Ay — Ay, By — By and Cy — C7 we will need the following

two propositions.

Proposition 4.1. Let v;, j = 1,2, be two potential satisfying the assump-
tions of Theorem [L1. Then we have, for every a > 1, E > E3(N,m) and
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1<s<2<s <+oo,

lr2 — TIHLS’S'(C)

(116) Ky — Kl z2ry < e, m) [sz =l +

VE
1 5 a
+ I5 Ta + m”m - TlHLs,s’(C\Da) ’
where || - || oo = || - los + || - |, T is the unit circle and
(4.17) D,={)AeC|1l/a < |A <a},
(4.18) 0re = sup |ra(A, 2) —r1(A, 2)|.
AED,

Proposition 4.2. Let v;, j = 1,2, be two potential satisfying the assump-
tions of Theorem [I1l. Then we have, for every a > 1, E > E4(N,m) and
for some 1 < s <2< s < +o0,

(4.19) ”VKQ — VKl”LQ(T) < C(N, m)

+ ‘)\‘) T9 — 7’1)
H (W Lss' (C)

+E—1<5 +— H(M\er)( —r)

E1/2”P2 - P1”L2(T2)

LSvS'((C\Da)) ]

where V is taken with respect to z, || - || oo = || - |lLs + || - | s, Da is defined
in [AI7) and
(4.20) ol = sup <|>\| + |)\|> |(r2 — 1) (AN)].

Proof of Proposition [{.1 We rewrite integral equation (£9) for K; as fol-

lows:

(421) (T-0)K0) = [ pi N 2)es (W)
IN|=1
where
1 / Jry/
42 o =g [ x| [ el 0,00

+ QBN Q) f()d ] CllaxT], 5 =1,2,
for f € L?(T). Subtracting equation (@21]) for j = 2 and j = 1 gives
(4.23) (I —O2)(K2 — K1)(A) = (02 — ©1)K1(A)

[ (o O 2)eaX) + AN (e — ) (X)X,
IN|=1
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We will now use some results of [2I] and [31, Ch. III|. Let LY(C) the set
defined in (ZI0). From Lemma 22 we have that r; € L}(C) for all v < m.
In particular [|7;|zzc) < ¢(N, p)E~™/2 form > 2, p > 1. Then we following

estimates holds

. _ 1 —m/ 1

(4.24) (N Q) = < ¢(N,m,p)E 24|C N
. —m/ 1

(4.25) 0,0 < e(N,m, p) B e

since |7z (c) < ¢(N,m,p)E~™/2, j = 1,2. These estimates are proved in
[31, Ch. III, §8]. We also recall the following classical inequality:

(4.26) |Cxull oy < e@)ulloiry, 1< p<+os,
! u(¢)
4.2 L S VR e
(1.27) ) = 5 | =Sk
Then we have, for p > 4,
105 Iz2ry < ero,p)sup llo; s+, llzacry (14 11/1- =N 2y ) 1 L2y
AeT

c(ro, )
< -7
e

where we used the fact that p; satisfies inequality (3.14) and
(4.28) /(1 + EA=N[2)"™2|dN| < cE7V2,
T

Then for E > E,(rg,m) we can solve equation ([£23) by iteration in L*(T)
and find

(429) K — Kullpany < e(N,m) (u<@z 0Kl

ez — e1llpoo(r
+1lp2 = p1llL2(r2) + T()>a

where we used the L (T')-boundedness of ez (which follows from considera-
tions at the beginning of this section). We have that
(430) ez = erlloeqry < e(N,m) (lra = r1llpoey + lIrs = 11l oy ) -

for 1 < s <2 < s < +o0. Indeed, this follows from the integral equation
1 _ _

62()\) _ 61()\) _ __/ (TQ Tl)(C,Z)GQ(C) + r2(<7 Z)(ez el)(C) dRe( dImc,
T Je ¢—A ¢—A

which is a consequence of (44), from Holder’s inequality, Lemma 22 es-
timate (5.5) and the L°°-boundedness of ej(A) (see the beginning of this

section and Section [ for more details).
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The first term of the right hand side of (£29]), (©2—01) K1, can be written

as
1 o
(Oy — 0K, = 5 (p2 - pl)/ Q2K d¢ + Q3K dC|dN |

+ 5= ,01 / (Q2 — QY Kd¢ + (9% — QYKL dC|dN|,

where we dropped the dependence on every variable for simplicity’s sake.
We obtain

(431) (©2 — 00Kl za(ry < elNom) B~ (|lpa — i 2o

+E? Sup (12} = QDA )z ery + 1923 = 25) (A )l z2 () )
where we used the fact that
(4.32) 1 K] oo () < (N, m)E~/?2,

which follows from the first equality in (£9]), equation (2ZI7), inequality

(BI4) for p;, Lemma 2.1l and estimate (E.28]).
We now need to estimate the difference of Qi The X,i satisfy

(4.33) A5 (X2 — X1) (N Q) =rm\ ) (X7 — XN Q)
+ (re — 1) (N 2) X2(A, €),

for K = 1,2. Note that the last equation holds over all the complex plane,
since X7 — X} has no singularity. Moreover (X? — X})(-,¢) € LP(C), for
every p > 2, thanks to properties of the integral operator in (£.7]), (48], sum-
marized in Section [Hl (see (B.2]) for instance). Then we may define, following
5]

3 X2 1 "C
@3 =g (( s <§) o).
(4.35) o (N = - /«: 77f_—77))\dRendImn.

We have that ||wl| e c) < c (||r1||Ls + H’I“lule(C)), for any fixed 1 < s <

2 < s’ < 4o00. Thus we have the follovvlng representation formula

(4.36) X2 -Xxl= ew’fail <e_w’C (ro — rl)X_l%) ,
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which yields
(4.37)

_ X2
(X7 = XN < e(N /'T2 el - l" O R ey i

|(re —r1)(n, 2)] !(7“2—7“1)(?7,2)!>
N dRen dI
<d m)/c< = NIC—al T ln—N[C - nrr ) PR

for A\, ¢ € T, where we used estimates ([£.24)) and ([£25). Now take a > 1 and
define

(4.38) D,={)eC|1l/a < |A <a},
(4.39) Orq = sup |ra(A, z) —ri(A, 2)|.
AED,

We then estimate the last integral in (£37) on D, and on C\ D,, like in [21],
Theorem 6.1], and we obtain, using Holder’s inequality,

(4.40)

(X2 = XD < e(Nym) (muogu (il + -

s - nan,S/(C\DaQ ,

for \,( €T, 1<s<2<s <4oo,since 47 = max(ﬁ, 1_11/a). We then
get
(4.41)

sup 920, ) — 2O gz ry < e(V.m) (m T
c

plir2 = rl”LS’S'(C\Da)> '

First this yields

(4.42) 1(©2 — OV K| 2(7) < e(N,m)E~? [sz = pillrzcre)
+ B2 (57« + HrQ TlHLS’S'(C\Da)> ],
and finally
HTQ - Tl” s,s! C
152~ Kl < et¥om) 2 =z + = O
1 a
g (ot m”” ~ 71l @pay ) |
which ends the proof of Proposition 411 O

Proof of Proposition [{.2 We derive integral equation (£9) for K; with re-
spect to 0, and J; and we obtain two coupled integral equations for 0.K;
and 0;K;. Thus we define

(4.43) Kr =0.K;+0:K;, j=1,2,
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which satisfy

(144) (T —0%)KE() = / pEOX.2) e (V)

V=1
2mi i1
i ! +y/ L +,9/\/ .
/INl PN D)) + /4191 TN (1+0),OK;(¢)d¢

+ QN QRO lax], j=1,2,

where
1 .
w15 R = om [ p0nna] [ el 0.0
2mi Jixi=1 ¢l=1
£ QY. |aX |
(4.46) p;t = 0.p; £ O0zpj, e;t = 0.e; + Oze;
(4.47) 057 = 0,0] + 0.1,

for j = 1,2, k = 1,2. Integral equations (£44]) are obtained by adding and
subtracting the two above-mentioned coupled integral equations for 9,K;
and 0z K (which are obtained from (£9)).

We then subtract (d44]) for j = 1 from j = 2 and we get

(I - 03)(Ky — Ki) = (03 — O7)K}

1 -
- / (p5 — pY) [eQ + o Q2 Kod( + Q%szg] |dN|
V=1 T Ji¢l=1

1
+/ pilea—et o [ (@D + Ql(K - K1) dC
V=1 211 ¢|=1

+ (93 — Q)R + QY(Ks - K1) dC[dN|

1 L
+/ (p2 — p1) {eét +o O Kyd¢ + Qgi’szdC} [dX'|
i 70 =
[N]|=1 I¢|=1
1
+ / p1 [ef —ef +:— <(Q?’2 — QPN K + QF (E - K1)> d¢
V=1 2mi Ji¢l=1

+ (5% - 05 Ke + 95 (K — ) ) dC [N,

where we dropped the dependence on every variable for simplicity’s sake.
The operator @f satisfies the same estimates of operator ©;. Then, for
E > E4(N,m) the last equation is solvable by iteration in L?(7) and we
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have

| K5 = Kifllpary < (V) (|r<@§ — O KT | 12r)
+ 10§ = pE 2 + sup IoE O iy [lez = exlliery
AeT
1

+ | Ky — K + —= QF — Q) (A, -

K2 — K1l 27 \/E(ilelg 1027 = Q1) (N )l 2 ()
+sup (25 — Q5 A, lzry)]

AET

+ o2 = pallzacre) | ez Iz +

/| OF2Kod¢ + 052 KadC
C —

L*(T)

+sup [[p1 (A, )l 21 (1) [Heét - 6:1tHL°°(T)
AeT

1

2mi

[, (0 - aihi o - k) dc

o)

where we used the L*-boundedness of e; (see the beginning of this section)
and estimates (£24)), (£25) as in the proof of Proposition E1l
Since the kernels of ©; and @;t differ only by a sign, estimate (£42) yields

+ (057 - PN Ky + 057 (Ke - K1) dC

(4.48) 105 — O1) K | p2ry < e(N,m)E~'/? [Hm = plle2(r2)

a

where we used the fact that

(4.49) 1K | ooy < e(N,m)E~2.

Indeed this follows from the first equality in (£9]), equation (2I7)) (derived
with respect to 0, and 05), inequality ([B.14) for p;, Lemma 2] and estimate

(4.50) / VEIN = N|(1+ EA = N]2)™2[dN| < B2,
T
This inequality, as well as ([3.14)), also implies
(451) sup 1o (0 iy < (N, m) B2,
AET
We also have

(4.52) oz — o3 lr2r2) < eVElp2 = pillr2(re),
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which follows from the definition of p(A, X', z) in ([218), and

(4.53) sup [lp1 (A )1y < e(N,m)E~Y/2,
AeT

In order to estimate the difference of e;.t we proceed as follows. From (4.4)

we have that ejE satisfies the following integral equation

+ — ~+
+ . _l 5 (C’Z)e](C) Tj(C’Z)ej (C) o m
(454)  ef()) = ﬂ/@( o >dR<dI c

which gives

(4.55) (e —eb)(N) = _% ((7“3[ - )¢, Z)GQ(CC) +;(C, 2)(E2 — €1)(C)
4 (ro —7r1)(¢, 2)&35 (<2+7;\1( )(é2i— (¢ )dReCdIm(

Using several times Holder’s inequality as well as estimates (B.3]), (5.6]) (see
Section [l), Lemma 3.1, definition (ZI5) and the L boundedness of e;, e;t,

we obtain
450l = ety < Vo) (2 = il

VB (5 ) el

Ls,s’ ((C) > ’

for1<s<2<s <oo.
We now pass to the estimates of the Qf’] . Define

(4.57) X5 =0.X] +0:X],  j=1,2, k=12

From definitions (47), (A8) we have that X ,;t 7 satisfy the following non-

homogeneous 0 equations
(4.58) X! = £ X0 +rEX],

where X J has no singularities while X; J has a pole at A = (. More

precisely
459)  lmA =X\ =1,  lim\A-QXS7(\ )=~
A—=C A—(C

We will now estimate the X,::’j using an argument of Vekua [31, Ch. III,
§7-8]. Consider the following inverse of dy:

—1 _ _C —A f(n) m
(4.60) 05 f(N Q) = /C(U—)\ G dRen dImn,

™
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defined for f € LL(C). It satisfies the following inequalities

(4.61) 105 FOS O < e fllzz o)
(4.62) 071 FOL O < e fllgey A — ¢,
which are proved in |31, Ch. III, §4]. Let
Y EI
£, =971 (. M
(463) WEI ) = (im( Shas <)> (0,0,

We first consider X, 7. Since it has no singularity, we can argue as in the

proof of Proposition 1.1l and find the representation formula

4.64) X I\ Q) = ew,:vJ(A,C)ail <e—w;ﬂ(.,c) <r;(-,z)Xg(-,§))> (A, 0),
which yields
(4.65) X, 7 (A Q)| < e(N,m)E~(m=1/2,
for A\ € C, ¢ € T. Indeed this follows from (A6]]), the boundedness of
751l L2 (c) and the fact that
@66 Il < BN+ NP2y

< (N m)E- /2

)

for p > 1. We also used Holder inequality and the estimates

) 1 1
(4.67) ‘Xf()\,C)—m‘ SC(N,P)W,
) 1 1
(4.68) ‘Xg(%()—m' SC(N,P)W,
which follow from ([4.24)) and (£25]).
For X lj 7 the two representation formulas hold:
(4.69)
WA H1 (e=wi (O (1 2) (¢ — )X (-
i - 0% (O (5 A 0)) O
C—A
(4.70)
wi? NG (e=wd O (1 (o 2)i(¢ — ) XI(-
e = 00p (00 (1 (- 2)ilC ~ X3, 0) ) (A 3

i(C=A)
These formulas (non-linear integral equations) are some sort of generalisa-
tions of the non-linear integral equation (7.3) in [31, Ch. III] and may be
generalised to solutions of non-homogeneous 0 equations with arbitrary pre-

scribed (analytic) singularities.
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To prove ([E69) we proceed as follows. We define X’(X, ¢) = (C=A\)X; (A, ¢),

which is continuous and satisfies

¢ —

= e SR Q)+ 17 2~ NXTO Q)

(4.71) KhX'(\ Q)

Then we have
@72)  B5(e T OOXI (N, Q) = e T OO\, 2) (¢~ NXT (N Q).

It is then possible to apply 05 since we have estimates (4.66)-(Z.68]), which
guarantees that the right hand side is in L5(C), for ¢ € T. The proof of
(£70) is completely analogous.

From (£69), ([E70), as well as (£.66])-(£68) and (£62) we find
(4.73) XA Q)] < eV m) B0 DR2IC - A1,
forxeC,CeT,j=1,2, k=1,2, p> 2. To summarize, we have obtained:

(4.74) 1957 (X Q)] < e(N,m) B~ D2,
(4.75) Q57 (X Q)] < e(N,m) B~ D¢ — |72,

forAeC,(eT,j=1,2k=1,2,p>2.
We can now estimate the difference Q:’Q - Qf’l using similar arguments.

: 2 1 . .
The functions X ,jc “—X ,jc " are continuous and satisfy

(4.76) (X - XN = 2 (X7 - X0
F(rF —rEXE 4+ rE(XE - XD £ (2 — ) X2,

for A\, € C, j =1,2, k=1,2. Using the 8;1 defined in (£35) and arguing
as above we find

477 (X7 = XD O] < e ) (1A Q) + T (A, €) + J3(A,Q)),

where

(4.78) Ji(N Q) = /' - ;','XQ(”’ N R dim,
am  ano- [0 >||ﬁck X0 iy,
(4.80)  J5(\C) = / [(r2 = 11) 737 )Qfﬂ(”’deendImn.



26 MATTEO SANTACESARIA

For J; and J3 we argue as in the proof of Proposition Il We find, for a > 1,
p>2,

(4.81) J1(A, Q) < (N )(57“ [log [¢ — All

T |A|) (rs = 1) |
< RY L% (C\Da)

for X\,¢ € T, where ér), = supp, <ﬁ + \)\\) |(re —r)(N)], 1 <s<2< s <
+oo. Using (L73) for p > 4 and (4.63]), we obtain for both "+" cases

(4.82)  J3(\,¢) < ¢(N,m)E~(m=1/2 <5r +—lra - ﬁHLs,s/(C\Da)>,

for \,( eT.
In order to estimate Jy we start with Holder’s inequality for ¢ > 2, 1/p +

1/g=1:

i) It =Xl
| )\| k k/\" La(C)

< C(N,TmQ)E =D2)(XE = X0 Ollzaoys

(4.83) Ja(A, Q) <

since we can find 7,7’ with 1 <’ <2 <r < +oo such that 1/r+1/r" =1/p
(note that p < 2) and thus

ri(, z)

|- =Al

< Il =Nl

17 G2 o o>y 1171 = Al 2 > )
< ¢(N,m)E~(m=1/2,

for A € T and some fixed R > 1. Now, since (X? — X})(+,¢) is a continuous
L4 solution, ¢ > 2, of the non-homogeneous J-equation ([£33]) we have, from

Lemma 23]
16 = XD, Ollzncey < e — 1) X2 Oll

where 1/¢' = 1/q + 1/2. From the fact that ¢’ < 2 and X} satisfies (Z67),
(£58), using Holder’s inequality as above we obtain

(4.84) 1(XE = X0 Ollzaey < ez = rill e s
for some 1 < s < 2 < 8’ < 400, therefore

(4.85) To(A, Q) < e(N;m) B~ D2 lry — | o
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for \,¢ € T. Putting together (£81]), (485) and (£82)) we find

(4.86) (@ =Y )z

< ¢(N,m) (M + H (% + w) (ry — 1)

LS’S,(C\Da)

+ E_(m—l)/2||r2 — TlHLS’S/(C)) ,

for A € T, since ry — 1 < <|—§\‘ + \)\\) (rg —71).

We can finally put everything together and find

IK5 — Ki|l 2y < ¢(N,m)

E"2)p2 = p1llp2(r2)
1
+ H (7 + ’)\’) (7“2 — 7“1)
A Lo (©)

1
—i—E‘l<5r&+ailu<m+|)\|)(r2—r1) )]
Lss"(C\Dyg)

which finishes the proof of Proposition O

5. PrRooF oF THEOREM [I.1]

We start from formula (ZI5) and estimate the differences Ay — Ay, Bo— B;
and Cy — C] separately. We have

to= =t [ [ (140) (- rm e -70)

+ (1o — 1r1)0ze2 + 11(0z€2 — 8Z61):| dRe( dIm(.

Using several times Holder’s inequality (2.30), we find

(1) |- A < %[@(H (3+¢) e —r)

|G+

+ lIr2 = mill e (o) l10z€2(2, )|l 1 (C)

lea(z, Lo ()
LH(C)

|mu»—@wwm@>

L7 (C)

HWMWM@Q%Q—@M%WM©}

for 1 <p<2 psuchthat 1/p=1/p—1/2and 1/p+1/p'=1/p+1/p' = 1.
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In order to estimate ||ea(z,-) — ea(z,-)||r5 and [|0zea(z, ) — Oze1(z, )| s
we just remark that from the definition ([4) e;(z, \) satisfies

0 _ .
ﬁej(z,)\) =7i(z,Nej(z,A), j=1,2,

for all A € C, with limy_,o €j(z,A) = 1. The operator 8§1 defined in (4.35),
which intervene in the integral equation defining e;(\), satisfies the estimate

(5.2) 05 O < c@)If g NP7 for A >1, p>2,

which is proved in [31, Ch. III, (4.16)] (see (£I0) for the definition of L5(C)).
As already stated at the beginning of SectionM] since rj(A\) € L5(C), equation
(@4)) is uniquely solved in LI(C) (p/(p — 1) < ¢ < 2) and in addition e(\)
is continuous (see [31]). Then e(\) is L>(C) and since r;j(\) is bounded in
LE(C) for every p > 1, we obtain

(5.3) le(A\) = 1] < e(N,p) AP A > 1

for every p > 2, which yields |le(-) — 1|[za(c) < ¢(IV, q), for every ¢ > 2 (since

e is continuous on C). The same kind of argument yields
(5-4)  0ze(-)llLaicy < ¢(N,q),  [10z€()|[Lacy < (N, q), for any ¢ > 2.

Thus it is possible to use the same ideas as in [30, Lemma 4.1] to estimate

e; as follows:

(5.5) sup lea(z,-) —e1(z, ML) < (D, N,p,m)|lr2 — il Le (o)
zE

(5.6)  sup|[Vea(z,-) — Veu(z, ")l 1s(c) < (D, N,p,m) [H?”2 — 11l e (c)

zeC
1
VE H(w+—) ro—nl| el | |
Al L7(C)

with p and p defined above and V is taken with respect to z. The proof
of (B.5)) is exactly the same as that of the first estimate of [30, Lemma 4.1]
while for (B.0) the only differences are in some signs, due to ([Z.13]), and do
not affect the result.

From Lemma we find

(5.7 H (3+¢)n
¢ 17 (©)
65:9) Ir2ll ey < eV, m, ) B2




HOLDER-LOGARITHMIC STABILITY ESTIMATE IN 2D AT POSITIVE ENERGY 29

Combining estimates (0.0)-(5.8) with (5.1]) we find, for a fixed p €]1, 2,

s — Ay] < (D, N,m) (ﬁH (z+¢) =m0

+ [lr2 — TlHLP(C)) :
1)

Then, using Proposition we obtain

—~(m—2)
(5.9)  |As — Ay| < ¢(D, N,m) [E—W <E1/2 + wlog(3 + 5—1)>

+ 5(3 +61)2I€(l+1):|’

for k and ¢ as in the statement. We now pass to Bo — By, which is given by

1

By By = { (0-5(C) — 0K, (C))
2 Jigl=1

X [—1—{—1/7“2()\, z)Q%()\,C)dRe)\dIm)\}
T Jc

+0,K1() [l / (ra — 1) (A, 2) 020N, C)dReA dim
T Jc

+ % /«: ri(%2) (B0 — 230, Q) ) dRe dIm)\}
| U= Q) /«;”“’z)[_ wE G +)\> 200

+ 0:Q3(), C)} dReA dImA\ + K;—ff) / (ro —r1)(\, 2)
C

« _NQE (A + %) Q2N + 0020, g)]
+nova -2 (34 1) (9300 - I 0)

+ 0:02(\, ¢) — 3:Q%(\, C)] dReA dIm)\}dC.
This yields

1
|Ba — By| < o 10:K2 — 0: K[ 12y

X

1
-1+ —/TQ()\,Z)Q%()\,')dRe)\dIm)\
T Jc

L2(T)

1 -
+ 10 K1 | 227y ;/(C(rg —711)(A, 2)Q3 (X, ¢)dRe) dImA

™

1
+= /Cm()\, 2) (Qg(A, ) —Ql(A, g)) dRe dIm\

L2(T)

/Crg()\, 2) [ - “QE G + A) a0

| K2 — Kil[2(1)

s

N
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9:02(X, ) K
+0:03(\, -)] dRe dIm\ g LSTIA)

/C(m — ) 2)

L%(T) 2

Z\éE (5\ n %) Q3(\,-) +0:03(), )

rrova)[-2E (3+3) (@00 - @0)

+ 0:Q3 (N, ) — 9:Q%(N, )] dRe) dImA

X

L2(T)

Using Holder’s inequality, Lemma [3.1] estimates (£.25)), (4.49), (484), (£74),
@13, @32) we find

1By — Bi| < e(N,m) [nazK? - 0Kl + | (57 + W) (2= )

L' (C)
N K2 — Killp2(r) | SWPcer 10:93(:,¢) = 0z2% (-, Ol a(c)
\/Em—l \/Em—l ’

for some 1 < s < 2 < s < 400, ¢ > 2. We estimate the last term using
Lemma Since (X,;'E’2 - X,;t’l)(-, (), defined in (@5T), is a continuous L7

solution, ¢ > 2, of the non-homogeneous J-equation (#76) we have, from

Lemma 23]

1552 = X Ol < e (105 = 1) X Ol
+HIrE G2 (X = X0 GO e e
(e — 1) (-, 2) X ('7C)HL‘Z'((C))
(8] oo
+VE " TRE = XD Ol
+VE " =) (- Z)HL&S/(‘C))

Ls'(C)

where 1/¢' = 1/¢ 4 1/2 and r > 2. Here we used several times Holder’s
inequality, the fact that ¢’ < 2 and that X7, in’] satisfy (L.67), (468 and
#13), (E6D). From (AR4) and the fact that ro —r; < (\_}\I + W) (ro — )

we obtain

)

L' (C)

16672 = XE L Ollacey < ¥om)VE | (1 + A1) (2 = )
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which yields
(5.10)

1992 = 99 Ollne < e¥mVE | (57 + W) 2= )

)

Ls,s/ ((c)

for some 1 < s <2< s < +o0, g > 2.
Now, Propositions [£.1] and as well as estimate (B.10]) gives

|By — Bi| < ¢(N,m) | E'?|p2 — p1ll 272

y H (g +) =m0 1)

+E! (57“ +— H(W +|)\|> o —T1)

From Lemma [3.2] and (3:30]) we find

Ls,s’((C\Da)> ] .

(5.11) ot < e(D, N,m)e4(l+1)\/ﬁ(“_1)5_

Like in the proof of Proposition we define

rklog(3 4+ 671)

5.12 a=1+ :

12 VE
for k < 1/4(1 +1). Note that

a VE
5.13 — =14 —————<1 E
(5.13) a—1 +/£10g(3+5_1) S1+VE,
for § < 1/,i 5- Repeating the proof of Proposition we obtain
(5.14)
1
orl + H (— + W) (ro —r1)
IR RNIRY L5/ (C\Da)

—(m=2)
< ¢(D,N,m) (5(3 + oLyl E3 (E% + klog(3 + 5_1)) ) ,

for § < k < 1/4(1 + 1). Then, using Propositions B3] and B3] we get

1/;»@ 37

(5.15) |By — Bi| < ¢(D,N,m) (@5(3 + o 1)delD)
—(m—2)

+ E71 <E% +mlog(3+6*1)> >,

for § < 1/H 5, £ <1/4(l+1), E> Ey.
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We need now to estimate Cy — C'1, which can be written as follows:

1 B —
— = —— > — ~
Cy—C 2 s {(BZKQ 0:K1)(Q)

X [E/TQ(A,Z)Q%()\, C)dRe)\dIm)\]
C

™

OO 2 [ (2= )0 TR e o

+ % [c ri(%2) (00 — 210, Q) ) dRe dIm)\}
+ B R)©) /Cm()\, z>[ WE (A +A> 200

+ 0:Q2 (), C)} dRe dlm\ + K;(C) /(C(TQ —11)(\ 2)

2\/_

= (34 5) P0G + 0 c)]

ZW( A) (B0 -2f )

+ 0:02(\, ¢) — 9:Q1 (N, g)] dRe\ dIm)\}dC.

W,Z){

We proceed exactly as for Bo — By and we find

|Cy — C1| < ¢(N,m) H( +|)\|> (ro — 1)
Al L5 (C)

||K2 — K121 N 10:K2 — 0: K[ 12y
VE"! VE" ’

for some 1 < s < 2 < s’ < +00. Here we used again Holder’s inequality as
well as Lemma B.1] estimates (£.24)), (£.49), ({.84), (4.74), (475) and (E.I0).
Using Propositions 1] and with a defined in (512 and arguing as for
By — By we obtain, with Propositions B.3] and B.5]

(5.16) G — Ci1| < ¢(D, N, m) <5(3 4 5t

—(m—2)
+E7! (E% +nlog(3+5*1)> ( )

for § < 47—, k < 1/4(l+1), E > Ey.
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We can now put estimates (5.9)), (5.13) and (EI6) together and from (E.I3)
find

(5.17) lv2 = vill Lo (py < (D, N,m) <E5(3 + o~ 1)del+D)
—(m—2)
+ (B + rlog(3+571)) ( )

for 6 < —A—, k < 1/4(l + 1), E > E1 = max(Ey, By, B3, E4). Now, for

every 0 < 7 < 1 thereis a 0 < kK < 1/4(l + 1) such that 7 =1 — 4x(l + 1).
Then we have

(5.18)
T 1 —1 —(m-2)
”UZ—UluLOO(D) Sc(D,N,m) Eo" + (E2 +(1_T)10g(3+5 )) ’

for 6 < 0; and E > FE7. This finishes the proof of Theorem 11 O

REFERENCES

[1] Alessandrini, G., Stable determination of conductivity by boundary measurements,
Appl. Anal. 27, 1988, no. 1, 153-172.

[2] Alessandrini, G., Vessella, S., Lipschitz stability for the inverse conductivity problem,
Adv. in Appl. Math. 35, 2005, no. 2, 207-241.

[3] Bacchelli, V., Vessella, S., Lipschitz stability for a stationary 2D inverse problem with
unknown polygonal boundary, Inverse Problems 22, no. 5, 1627.

[4] Barcelo, J. A., Barcelo, T., Ruiz, A., Stability of the inverse conductivity problem in
the plane for less regular conductivities, J. Diff. Equations 173, 2001, 231-270.

[6] Beretta, E., de Hoop, M. V., Qiu, L., Lipschitz Stability of an Inverse Boundary
Value Problem for a Schrodinger-Type Equation, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 45, 2013, no.
2, 679-699.

[6] Bourgeois, L., A remark on Lipschitz stability for inverse problems, C. R. Acad. Sci.
Paris, Ser. I, to appear.

[7] Bukhgeim, A. L., Recovering a potential from Cauchy data in the two-dimensional
case, J. Inverse Ill-Posed Probl. 16, 2008, no. 1, 19-33.

[8] Calderén, A. P., On an inverse boundary problem, Seminar on Numerical Analysis
and its Applications to Continuum Physics, Soc. Brasiliera de Matematica, Rio de
Janeiro, 1980, 61-73.

[9] Faddeev, L. D., Growing solutions of the Schrodinger equation, Dokl. Akad. Nauk
SSSR 165, 1965, no. 3, 514-517.

[10] Faddeev, L. D., The inverse problem in the quantum theory of scattering. II, Current
Problems in Mathematics [in Russian|, Vol. 3, Akad. Nauk SSSR, Vsesoyuznyi Inst.
Nauchnoi i Tekhnicheskoi Informatsii, Moscow, 1974, 93-180.

[11] Gel’fand, I. M., Some aspects of functional analysis and algebra, Proceedings of the
International Congress of Mathematicians, Amsterdam, 1954, 1, 253-276. Erven P.
Noordhoff N.V., Groningen; North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam.

[12] Grinevich, P. G., Manakov, S. V., Inverse problem of scattering theory for the two-
dimensional Schrédinger operator, the d-method and nonlinear equations, (Russian)
Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen. 20, 1986, no. 2, 14-24, 96.



34
[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]
[19]

[20]

21]

22]

(23]

[24]
[25]
[26]

27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

MATTEO SANTACESARIA

Isaev, M. 1., Ezponential instability in the Gel’fand inverse problem on the energy
intervals, J. Inverse I1l-Posed Probl. 19, 2011, no. 3, 453-472.

Isaev, M. 1., Instability in the Gel’fand inverse problem at high energies, Applicable
Analysis, 2012, doi:10.1080,/00036811.2012.731501.

Isaev, M. 1., Energy and regularity dependent stability estimates for near-field inverse
scattering in multidimensions, Journal of Mathematics 2013, 2013, Article ID 318154,
10 pages.

Isaev, M. 1., Novikov, R. G., Stability estimates for determination of potential from
the impedance boundary map, Algebra and Analysis 25, 2013, no. 1, 37-63.

Isaev, M. I., Novikov, R. G., Energy and regularity dependent stability estimates for
the Gel’fand inverse problem in multidimensions, J. of Inverse and Ill-posed Probl.
20, 2012, no. 3, 313-325.

Isakov, V., Increasing stability for the Schrodinger potential from the Dirichlet-to-
Neumann map, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. S 4, 2011, no. 3, 631-640.
Mandache, N., Ezponential instability in an inverse problem of the Schrédinger equa-
tion, Inverse Problems 17, 2001, no. 5, 1435-1444.

Novikov, R. G., Multidimensional inverse spectral problem for the equation —Avy +
(v(z) — Eu(z)) = 0, Funkt. Anal. i Pril. 22, 1988, no. 4, 11-22 (in Russian); English
Transl.: Funct. Anal. and Appl. 22, 1988, no. 4, 263-272.

Novikov, R. G., The inverse scattering problem on a fixred energy level for the two-
dimensional Schrodinger operator, J. Funct. Anal. 103, 1992, no. 2, 409—463.
Novikov, R. G., Approzimate solution of the inverse problem of quantum scattering
theory with fized energy in dimension 2, (Russian) Tr. Mat. Inst. Steklova 225, 1999,
Solitony Geom. Topol. na Perekrest., 301-318; translation in Proc. Steklov Inst. Math.
225, 1999, no. 2, 285-302.

Novikov, R. G., Formulae and equations for finding scattering data from the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map with nonzero background potential, Inv. Problems 21, 2005, no. 1,
257-270.

Novikov, R. G., The 0-approach to monochromatic inverse scattering in three dimen-
stons, J. Geom. Anal. 18, 2008, no. 2, 612-631.

Novikov, R. G., New global stability estimates for the Gel’fand-Calderon inverse prob-
lem, Inv. Problems 27, 2011, no. 1, 015001.

Novikov, R. G., Novikova, N. N.; On stable determination of potential by boundary
measurements, ESAIM: Proc. 26, 2009, 94-99.

Novikov, R. G., Santacesaria, M., A global stability estimate for the Gel’fand-Calderén
inverse problem in two dimensions, J. Inverse I1l-Posed Probl. 18, 2010, no. 7, 765—
785.

Novikov, R. G., Santacesaria, M., Monochromatic reconstruction algorithms for two-
dimensional multi-channel inverse problems, Int. Math. Res. Notices 2013, 2013, no.
6, 1205-1229.

Santacesaria, M., New global stability estimates for the Calderén problem in two di-
mensions, J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 12, 2013, no. 03, 553-569.

Santacesaria, M., Stability estimates for an inverse problem for the Schridinger
equation at negative energy in two dimensions, Applicable Analysis, 2012,
doi:10.1080/00036811.2012.698006.

Vekua, 1. N., Generalized Analytic Functions, Pergamon Press Ltd. 1962.



HOLDER-LOGARITHMIC STABILITY ESTIMATE IN 2D AT POSITIVE ENERGY 35

(M. Santacesaria) CENTRE DE MATHEMATIQUES APPLIQUEES — UMR 7641, EcoLE
POLYTECHNIQUE, 91128, PALAISEAU, FRANCE

E-mail address: santacesaria@cmap.polytechnique.fr



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. From (E) to r() and (,')
	4. Estimates for the non-local Riemann-Hilbert problem
	5. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	References

