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Determining the waveguide conductivity in a hyperbolic
equation from a single measurement on the lateral boundary

IMIcHEL CRISTOFOL, 2SHUMIN LI, *ERIC SOCCORSI

Abstract

We consider the multidimensional inverse problem of determining the conductivity
coefficient of a hyperbolic equation in an infinite cylindrical domain, from a single boundary
observation of the solution. We prove Holder stability with the aid of a Carleman estimate
specifically designed for hyperbolic waveguides.
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1 Statement of the problem and results

1.1 Introduction

The present paper deals with the inverse problem of determining the time-independent isotropic
conductivity coefficient ¢ : £ — R appearing in the hyperbolic partial differential equation
0? —V -¢cV = 0, where Q := w x R is an infinite cylindrical domain whose cross section w is
a bounded open subset of R"™!, n > 2. Namely, £ > 0 being arbitrarily fixed, we seek Hélder
stability in the identification of ¢ in €y := w x (—¢,¢) from the observation of u on the lateral
boundary I'y, := 0w x (=L, L) over the course of time (0,7T), for L > ¢ and T > 0 sufficiently
large.

Several stability results in the inverse problem of determining one or several unknown co-
efficients of a hyperbolic equation from a finite number of measurements of the solution are
available in the mathematics literature [1, 5, 6, 7, 17, 18, 26, 29]. Their derivation relies on
Bukhgeim-Klibanov’s method [9], which is by means of a Carleman inequality specifically de-
signed for hyperbolic systems. More precisely, [17, 29] study the determination of the zero-th
order term p : Q — R appearing in 9, — A 4+ p = 0, while [1, 7] deal with the identification of
the speed ¢ : Q — R in the hyperbolic equation 9; — cA = 0 where A = A(x, D,,) is a second
order differential operator. The case of a principal matrix term in the divergence form, arising
from anisotropic media, was treated by Bellassoued, Jellali and Yamamoto in [5], using the
full data (i.e. the measurements are performed on the whole boundary). Using the FBI trans-
form Bellassoued and Yamamoto claimed logarithmic stability in [6] from arbitrarily small
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boundary observations. Imanuvilov and Yamamoto derived stability results in [18] by means
of H=! Carleman inequality, from data observation on subdomains fulfilling specific geometric
assumptions. In [26] Klibanov and Yamamoto employed a different approach inspired by [25].

Similarly, numerous authors have used the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator to claim stability
in the determination of unknown coefficients of a hyperbolic equation. We refer to [4, 19, 28]
for a non-exhaustive list of such references.

In all the above mentioned papers, the domain was bounded. Recently, the Bukhgeim-
Klibanov method was adapted to the framework of infinite quantum cylindrical domains in
[10, 23, 24]. Inverse boundary value problems stated in unbounded waveguides were also
studied in [11, 12, 13] with the help of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator. In all the six
previous articles, the observation is taken on the infinitely extended lateral boundary of the
waveguide. The approach developed in this paper is rather different in the sense that we
aim to retrieve any arbitrary bounded subpart of the non-compactly supported conductivity ¢
from one data taken on a compact subset of the lateral boundary. This requires that suitable
smoothness properties of the solution to (1.1) be preliminarily established in the context of
the unbounded domain €.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the analysis of the direct problem
associated with the hyperbolic system under study. In Section 3 we prove a global Carleman
estimate specifically designed for hyperbolic systems in the cylindrical domain 2. Finally
Section 4 contains the analysis of the inverse problem and the proof of the main result.

1.2 Settings

1.2.1 Notations

Throughout this text we write x = (2/,z,) € Q for every 2’ :== (21,...,2,-1) € w and z,, € R.
1/2

Further, we denote by |y| := (221 y]2> the Euclidian norm of y = (y1,...,ym) € R™,

m € N*, and we put S"~! := {:p’ = (21,...,2p_1) ER" |2/| = 1}.

For the sake of shortness we write 9; for d/0x;, j € Ny | := {m € N*, m < n +1}. For
convenience the time variable ¢ is sometimes denoted by x,11 so that 9, = 9/0t = 0,,11. We
set V := (81, o ,8n)T, V= (81, R ,an_l)T and in = (81, ey Op, 8t)T.

For any open subset D of R™, m € N*, we denote by HP(D) the p-th order Sobolev space
on D for every p € N, where H°(D) stands for L?(D). We write (-,-), p (resp., || ||»,p) for the
usual scalar product (resp., norm) in H?(D) and we denote by H}(D) the closure of C§°(D)
in the topology of H'(D)

Finally, for d > 0 we put Q4 := w X (—=d,d), Qq := Q4 x (0,T), I'y := dw x (—d,d) and
Y= 0w x (—d,d) x (0,T).

1.2.2 Statement of the problem

We examine the following initial boundary value problem (IBVP in short)

#u—V-cVu=0 in Q:=Qx (0,7),
u(-,0) = g, Bu(-,0) =61 in Q, (1.1)
u=0 on ¥ :=Tx(0,7),



with initial conditions (6p,6;), where ¢ is the unknown conductivity coefficient we aim to
retrieve. This is by means of the Bukhgeim-Klibanov method imposing that the solution u to
(1.1) be sufficiently smooth and appropriately bounded.

Throughout the entire text we shall suppose that ¢ fulfills the ellipticity condition

¢ > ¢y in Q, (1.2)

for some positive constant ¢,,. Notice that we may assume, and this will be systematically the
case in the sequel, without restricting the generality of the foregoing, that ¢, € (0,1).

Let us now say a few words on the solution to (1.1). In order to exhibit sufficient conditions
on the initial conditions (6y,61) (together with the cross section w and the conductivity c)
ensuring that the solution to (1.1) is within an appropriate functional class we shall make
precise further, we need to introduce the self-adjoint operator A = A., associated with c,
generated in L?(f2) by the closed sesquilinear form

qalu] = || Pullg o = / c(@)lu(z)Pdz, u € D(ga) = Hy(%).
Q

Evidently, A acts on its domain as —V-¢V. Since A is positive in L2(Q2), by (1.2), the operator
A2 is well defined from the spectral theorem, and D(A'/?) = D(q4) = H{(Q). For the sake
of definiteness, we set A” := I and D(A") := L?(Q), where I denotes the identity operator in
L?(2), and we put

A™ 2y = AM=D2(AV20) e D(A™?) = {v e D(A™V/2) A2y e D(AMTD/2)),

for each m € N*. It turns out that the linear space D(A™/?) endowed with the scalar product

m

<U, w>D(Am/2) = Z<Aj/2’l), Aj/2w>07ﬂa
7=0

is Hilbertian, and it is established in Proposition 2.6 that
D(A™) = {v € H*™(Q); v, Av,..., AP v € H}(Q)}, m € {p—1/2,p}, p € N¥, (1.3)

provided dw is C?™ and ¢ € W?m~12°(Q)). As a matter of fact we know from Corollary 2.7 for
any natural number m, that the system (1.1) admits a unique solution

m+1
we () CH((0, 1) H™H7F (), (1.4)
k=0
provided the boundary dw is C™T!  the conductivity ¢ € W™ (Q;R) fulfills (1.2) and

(6o, 61) € D(A1/2) 5 D(A™/2). Moreover, if [cllpyrm.oo (@) < ear for some constant ey > 0,
then the solution u to (1.1) satisfies the estimate

m—+1

> ullorqorysmtr-s@y < C (1ollmsr.a + 161llma) . (1.5)
=0

where C' > 0 depends only on T', w and c)y.



1.2.3 Admissible conductivity coefficients and initial data

In order to solve the inverse problem associated with (1.1) we seek solutions belonging to
Ni_3C*([0,T); H5~*(9)). Hence we chose m = 4 in (1.4) and impose on ¢ to be in W4>(Q; R)
and satisfy (1.2). In what follows we note ¢y a positive constant fulfilling

[ellwaee @y < em- (1.6)

Since our strategy is based on a Carleman estimate for the hyperbolic system (1.1), it is also
required that the condition

a - Vge>agin Q, (1.7)

hold for some a’ = (a1,...,a,-1) € S* ! and ag > 0. Hence, given O,, a neighborhood of T
in R"~! and ¢, € W4®(0, N Q;R) satisfying

¢ > cmand a' - Ve, > agin O, NQ, (1.8)

we introduce the set Ap, = Ap, (d’, a,, ¢x, ¢, cpr) of admissible conductivity coefficients as
Ao, = {c € WH°(Q;R) obeying (1.2) and (1.6) — (1.7); ¢ = ¢, in O, NQ}. (1.9)

Notice that the above choice of m = 4 dictates that (A, ;) be taken in D(A%?) x D(A?),
which is embedded in H?(Q) x H*(Q) according to (1.3). Furthermore, it is required by the
analysis of the inverse problem carried out in this article that 6y be in W3°°(Q) and satisfy

—a' - Vb > 1o in wy, (1.10)

for some 79 > 0 and some open subset w, in R"~!, with C? boundary, satisfying

w\ Ox Cws Cw. (1.11)
Thus, for My > 0 such that
1
160 llwae () + > 10;15-5.0 < Mo, (1.12)
j=0

we define the set O, = O, (a’, My, ng) of admissible initial conditions (6y,0;) as
0., = {(90,91) c <D(A5/2) OW?”O"(Q)) x D(A?), fulfilling (1.10) and (1.12)}. (1.13)

Having introduced all these notations we may now state the main result of this paper.

1.2.4 Main result

The following result claims Holder stability in the inverse problem of determining ¢ in €,
where ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, from the knowledge of one boundary measurement of the solution to
(1.1), performed on Xy, for L > ¢ sufficiently large. The corresponding observation is viewed
as a vector of the Hilbert space

A () = HY0,T; L*(T'1)) N H*(0,T; HY(T1)),
endowed with the norm,

[l s,y = lullFo.r.c2yy + 1ulfsoram @,y » v € ().



Theorem 1.1. Assume that Ow is C° and let O, be a neighborhood of T' in R"~L.  For
a = (at,...,an_1) €S" 1 ag >0, ¢ € (0,1), car > ¢ and ¢, € WH(O, N Q;R) fulfilling
(1.8), pick ¢, j = 1,2, in Ao, (d, 6o, Cx, Cm, Crr), defined by (1.9). Further, given My > 0,
no > 0 and an open subset w, C R"™1 obeying (1.11), chose 0y € O, (a’, My, no), defined in
(1.13), and 61 = 0.

Then for any £ > 0 we may find L > £ and T > 0, such that the mi:o Ck([0,T), H>=*(Q))-
solution uj, j = 1,2, to (1.1) associated with (6y,61), where c; is substituted for c, satisfies

ller = e2llgiq,) < Cllur — w2l s,y -

Here C > 0 and k € (0,1) are two constants depending only on w, €, My, no, a’, ag, ¢, ¢m
and cpy.

We stress out that the measurement of the observation data is performed on I';, and not on
the whole boundary 0€y..

2 Analysis of the direct problem

In this section we establish existence and uniqueness results as well as regularity properties,
for the solution to hyperbolic (1.1)-like IBVP systems. The corresponding results are similar
to the ones obtained for hyperbolic equations in bounded domains (see e. g. [15, Sect. 7.2,
Theorem 6]) but since 2 is unbounded here, they cannot be derived from them.

2.1 Existence and uniqueness result

With reference to (1.1) we consider the boundary value problem

{8?1)+A1):f in Q

v(-,0) =g, Ov(-,0) =h inQ, (2.1)

where f, g and h are suitable data, and we recall from #[27, Sect. 3, Theorem 8.2] the following
existence and uniqueness result.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that f € C°([0,T); D(A°)), g € D(AY?) and h € D(A%). Then
there exists a unique solution v to (2.1) such that

fv e C°([0,T); D(AL=R/2))  k =0,1. (2.2)

Moreover we have the estimate

1

> sup [0Fo( )l pgan-srsy < O (1 lcoorypeaoy + 9l pgarsay + Il pgasy ) - (2:3)
k=0t€l0

“Upon taking H := D(A°) = L*(Q), V := D(AY?) = H}(Q) and a(t;u,v) = (AY?u, AY*v)0q =

Jo c(@)Vu(z) - Vo(x)dz for u,v € V and all t € [0, T).



2.2 Improved regularity

Proposition 2.2. Assume that f € C'([0,T); D(AY)), g € D(A) and h € D(AY?). Then the
solution v to (2.1) satisfies

ofv € CO([0,T); D(AP™M/2)) | =0,1,2, (24)

and we have the estimate

2
Zts[loll?p] 10Fv(:, )]l prac-w/2y < C (Hf”Cl([O,T};D(AO)) + [lgll pcay + Hh||D(A1/2)) : (2.5)
k=0t€lY;

Proof. By differentiating (2.1) with respect to t, we check that w := dyv obeys

{ 0?w + Aw = Of in @ (2.6)

w(-,0) = h, dw(-,0) = f(-,0) — Ag in Q.

Since f(-,0) — Ag is lying in D(A?) then we have d¥*'v = 9fw e C°([0, T]; D(A1—F)/2)) for
k = 0,1, with the estimate

1

> sup [[0FT () prac-nzy
k—o t€[0,T]

IN

C (119:f leogomspcany + Il pgarsay + 17, 0) = Agllpas))

IN

C (Ifllerqorypeaoy + gl pcay + IRl pasvay) (2.7)

by Proposition 2.1. Further, as Av = f — 9%v from the first line in (2.1), we get that v €
C°([0,T); D(A)), and that |v(-, t)|| p(ay is majorized by the right hand side of (2.7), uniformly
in ¢t € [0,7]. This and (2.7) yield the desired result. O
2.3 Higher regularity

Theorem 2.3. Let m be a nonnegative integer. We assume that g € D(A(m+1)/2), h €
D(A™/?), and
oFf e (0, T); DA™ Rk =o0,...,m.

Then there exists a unique solution v to (2.1), such that
v e C°([0,T); D(A™HI=R/2)) k= 0,1,...,m+1. (2.8)

Moreover we have the estimate

m+1
> sup [[0F0(, )| pacms—n 2y
k—o L€[0,7]
< C <Z 198 £l o (0.7 D atm—0r2y) + 19]l ppacm+1/2) + HhHD(Am/2)> ~ (2.9)
k=0



Proof. a) The proof is by an induction on m, the case m = 0 following from Proposition 2.1.
b) We assume that the theorem is valid for some m € N and suppose that

{ ge D(A(m—i-2)/2)7 he D(A(m—i-l)/2)7 (2 10)

o f € CO[0,T); D(AHI=F/2)) |k =0,...,m+ 1.

We use the same strategy as in the proof of Proposotion 2.2. That is we differentiate (2.1)
with respect to ¢t and get that w := dyv is solution to (2.6). Next, using that h € D(A™+1D/2),
f(0) — Ag € D(A™/?) and

IO f) =01 f € CO[0,T); D(A™R2)) k=0,...,m,

from (2.10), we get that oF v = dFw € CO([0, T); D(A(H1=K)/2)) for k =0,1,...,m+1, and
the estimate:

m—+1

Z sup Hafﬂv("t)HD(A(mek)n)
k=0 t€[0.7]

< C <Z 105 Fllco 0.1 pacm—wr72y) + 1hll pracmrv/2y + 11£(0) — A9||D(Am/2)> :
k=0
This entails 9fv € CO([0, T); D(A™+2=k)/2)) for k =1,...,m + 2, and

m—+2

> sup [[9Fv( )| pacmsa—r 2y
=1 te[0,7

m—+1
< C <Z 10F £l oo (jo 77 ppaem+1-w072y) + | 1ll pacmsn 2y + ||9||D(A(m+2>/2)> - (211)
k=0

Further, as Av = f — 9%v from the first line in (2.1), we find out that

IN

o€, Ollpacmsarzy < C (IA0C Dl pgamsz) + ol pan)

< C (I8 peamsay + 19200, Dllpame) + Iollpgany ) - (212)

A

Here we used the identity ||U("t)||2D(A(7”+2)/2) = ||Av(.7t)||2D(Am/2)+Z]1€:0 ||Ak/2U(-,7f)||%(A0) and

the estimate ”A1/2U(‘,t)”D(AO) < E;lg:o HAkU(',t)”D(AO). Since [[v]| p a0y and |’8t2/l)(',t)HD(Am/2)
are majorized by the right hand side of (2.11), uniformly in ¢ € [0,7], (2.11)-(2.12) yield the
assertion of the theorem for m + 1. O

Remark 2.4. The result of Theorem 2.3 is similar to the one of [15, Sect. 7.2, Theorem 6],
which holds for a bounded domain. This can be seen from the characterization of the D(A*/?)
for k =0,...,m, displayed in Subsection 2.4. Namely, it is worth noticing that the m™-order
compatibility conditions [15, Sect. 7.2, Eq. (62)] imposed on f, g and h, are actually hidden
in the operatorial formulation of Theorem 2.3.



2.4 Characterizing the domain of A™/? for m € N*
2.4.1 Elliptic boundary regularity

In this subsection we extend the classical elliptic boundary regularity result for the operator
V - ¢V , which is well known in any sufficiently smooth bounded subdomain of R™ (see e.g.
[15, Sect. 6.3, Theorem 5|), to the case of the infinite waveguide Q under study. The proof
of this result boils down to [24, Lemma 2.4] which claims elliptic boundary regularity for the
Dirichlet Laplacian in 2.

Lemma 2.5. Let r be a nonnegative integer. We assume that 0w is C™? and that ¢ €
WL (Q) obeys (1.2). Then, for any ¢ € H" (), there exists a unique solution v € H™2(Q)
to the boundary problem

—V-cVuo=¢ in
{ v=20 on OS. (213)
Moreover we have the estimate
[vllr12.0 < Crllella, (2.14)

where C,. is a positive constant depending only on r, w, the constant ¢, appearing in (1.2) and
llellwr+1.00 () -
Proof. The proof is by induction on r.

a) We first consider the case 7 = 0. Due to (1.2) there is a unique solution v € HE(Q) to (2.13)
by the Lax-Milgram theorem. Moreover v satisfies the energy estimate

o[l < Cllelloq (2.15)

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on w and ¢,,. Here we used (1.2) and the Poincaré
inequality, which holds true in 2 since w is bounded. Furthermore, v is solution to the boundary

value problem
—Av=f inQ
{ v=20 on 0f2, (2.16)

where
fi=ct(p+Ve- Vo). (2.17)

Since f € L*(Q) then v € H?(Q) by [24, Lemma 2.4], and ||v||2,o is upper bounded, up to
some multiplicative constant depending only on w, by ||f|l0,o. As a consequence we have

vl < C" (lelloe + llvlla)

from (2.17), the constant C’ > 0 depending only on w, ¢, and ||c[lyy1.00(). This and (2.15)
yield (2.14) with r = 0.

b) Suppose that the statement of the lemma is true for r € N fixed, and assume that Ow is
C™3, c e Wt22(Q) and ¢ € H™1(Q). Hence the solution v to (2.16) belongs to H"+2(£2)
and satisfies the estimate (2.14), by induction assumption, and we have f € H"T(Q) in virtue
of (2.17). Further, v being solution to (2.16) where the boundary dw is C"*3 then v € H"3(Q)



by [24, Lemma 2.4]. Moreover |[v||,+3.0 is upper bounded (up to some multiplicative constant
depending only on r and w) by || f|,+1,0. From this and (2.17) then follows that

[vllrss0 < C" (lelrr + [vllrr20)

where the constant C” > 0 depends only on 7, w, ¢, and [|c|[yyr+2.00(). Putting this together
with (2.14), we obtain (2.14) where r is replaced by r + 1, proving that the statement of the
lemma remains valid upon substituting r + 1 for r. O

2.4.2 The domain of A™2 for m € N*

In this subsection we characterize the domain of A™/2 for m € N*.

Proposition 2.6. Let m € N* and let k be either m — 1/2 or m. Assume that dw is C** and
that ¢ € W2k=120(Q) fullfills (1.2). Then we have

D(AF) = {u € H*(Q), u, Au, ..., A" tu e HY(Q)}.

Moreover, the norm associated with D(AF) is equivalent to the usual one in H?*(Q): we
may find a constant c(k) > 1, depending only on k, w, the constant c,, defined in (1.2) and
[ellwar—1,00 (s such that we have

c(k) "l peary < llullare < c(k)|ull pary, v e D(AY).
Proof. 1t suffices to show that
D(AY) ¢ {u e H*(Q), u, Au, ..., A" tu e H}(Q)}, (2.18)

and
[ullak.e < e(k)l[ull pary, we D(AF). (2.19)

The proof is by induction on m.
a) We start with m = 1 and notice from the very definition of A'/2 that D(AY?) = D(q4) =
HZ(Q). Moreover we have

1AY2ull o = galu] = en|Vul§ o, u € D(AY?),

in virtue of (1.2). Bearing in mind that ¢,, € (0,1), we obtain that ||ul[; o < 0;1/2\

for every u € D(AY/?). This establishes (2.19) for k = 1/2.

Similarly, bearing in mind that D(A) = {u € H}(Q), Au € L*(Q)}, we apply Lemma 2.5

with 7 = 0 and ¢ = Au, where u € D(A) is arbitrary. We find that u € H?(Q)) satisfies
llull2,0 < Col||Aul|o.o, which entails (2.18)-(2.19) for k = 1.
b) Let us now suppose that the statement of the lemma is true for some m € N* fixed. Pick
k€ {m —1/2,m} and assume that dw is C**+1) and that ¢ € W +12(Q) satisfies (1.2).
As D(AFYY = {u € D(A¥), Au € D(A*)}, we deduce from the induction assumption that we
have

ull par/2y

D(AFYY = {u e H*(Q), Au e H**(Q) and u,...,A™u € HY(Q)},



with [|Aullok.0 < C(k)HAjuHD(Ak) for 7 = 0,1. Thus, applying Lemma 2.5, with r» = 2k and
@ = Au, for u € D(A*1), we get that u € H2*+1(Q), proving (2.18) where (k + 1,m + 1) is
substituted for (k,m). Moreover, it holds true that

ullaks1y,0 < CollAull2r.0,

and since Au € D(AF), the induction assumption yields || Aul2x.0 < c(k)||Au|| p(ary. Therefore
[u[l2(k+1),0 is majorized, up to a multiplicative constant depending only on w, ¢ and m, by
[ull peak+1y, which is (2.19) where k + 1 is substituted for k. O

In view of Theorem 2.3 and Proposition 2.6 we obtain the following result.

Corollary 2.7. Let m be a natural number. Assume that Ow is C™ 1, that ¢ € W™ (Q)
fulfills (1.2) and that (6g,0,) € D(A™HD/2) 5 D(A™/2). Then the initial boundary value
problem (1.1) admits a unique solution

m—+1
we () CH(0,T); H™ 1 F(Q)).
k=0
Moreover, we have
m+41
> " ullorqorysmtr-k@y < C (1Bollmsr.a + 161llma) (2.20)
k=0

for some constant C'> 0 depending only on T', w and |[c|lyym.o(q)-
3 Global Carleman estimate for hyperbolic equations in cylin-
drical domains

In this section we establish a global Carleman estimate for the system (1.1). To this purpose
we start by time-symmetrizing the solution u of (1.1). Namely, we put

u(z,t) == u(z,—t), x € Q, t € (—T,0). (3.1)

Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, and since #; = 0, it is not hard to check that
4
we () CHI-T,T); HH(Q)).
k=3

With a slight abuse of notations we put Q := Q x (=7,7T), ¥ :=T x (=7,7T) and Qy, :=
QL x (=17,7), ¥ == 0wx (—L,L) x (=T, T) for any L > 0, in the remaining part of this text.

10



3.1 The case of second order hyperbolic operators
In view of establishing a Carleman estimate for the operator

A= A(z,t,0) =d? —V-cV + R, (3.2)

where R is a first-order partial differential operator with L°°(Q) coefficients, we define for
every d > 0 and v > 0 the following weight functions:

P(x,t) = Ys(x,t) == |2’ — da’|* — 22 —t? and ¢(z,t) = w5~ (x,t) == Y¥V@t) (z,t) € Q. (3.3)
Further for L > 0 and T > 0 we introduce the space
Xppo= {u € HX(Qp); & u(-£L,-) = 0inw x (—T,T), du(-,£T) =01in Q. j =0, 1} ,

(3.4)
and state the:

Proposition 3.1. Let A be defined by (3.2), where ¢ obeys (1.2)—~(1.7), and let £ be positive.
Then there exist oy > 0 and o > 0 such that for all 6 > dy and v > 7o, we may find L > £,
T >0 and so > 0 for which the estimate

s Y S0V wlg o, <C{ e¥Av]5q, +5 > P eV wlgaq, |, (35)
j=0,1 j=0,1

holds for any s > sg and v € X, p. Here C is a positive constant depending only on w, da', ag,
00, Y0, S0, Cm and cpy.

Moreover there exists a constant dy > 0, depending only on w, £, & and 7y, such that the
weight function ¢ defined by (3.3) satisfies

o', 1,0) > dy, (2/,1,) €W x [—4,4), (3.6)

and we may find € € (0,(L —£)/2) and v > 0 so small that we have:

max (2, xn,t) < dp= dee™ ", [t| € [T — 2¢,T], (3.7)
x€wx[—L,L]
max Qo(xlaxrwt) < df7 ’xn‘ € [L - 267 L] (38)

(2 t)ewx[-T,T]

Proof. The proof is divided in three parts and essentially boils down to [20, theorem 3.2.17].

First part: Definition of 6y, L and T. Bearing in mind that |z’ —da’|?>— |y —dd'|? = |2'|—|y/|* —
20a’-(2' —y') for all 2,y € w, we see that sup,c,, |7’ —6d’|*> —inf e, |2/ —6d'|* < |w|(|w|+46]a’])

for every § > 0, where |w| := sup,g |2'|. Hence the function
1/2
90(9) = <Sup |z’ — 6d/|? — inf |2' — dd'|* + €2> (3.9)
' cw z'ew
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scales at most like /2, proving that there exists dy > 0 so large that

2
dag > <<1 + . 1/2> gg(é) + \w[ + 2> ey +2, 6> 9. (3.10)

Further, since w is bounded and a’ # Ogn-1 by (1.7), we may as well assume upon possibly
enlarging &g, that we have in addition 0%2 inf ey |20 — da’| > go(0) for all § > dy. This and
(3.10) yield that there exists ¥ > 0 so small that the two following inequalities

T
5ao—<L+\wy+2<1+—1/2>>cM—2>0, (3.11)
Cm
and
cl/? inf |2’ —da'| > T, (3.12)
z'€w

hold simultaneously for every L and T in (g¢(d), ge(0) + ¢#), uniformly in § > dy.

Second part: Proof of (3.5). We first introduce the following notations, we shall use in the
remaining part of the proof. For notational simplicity we put x := (z,t) for (z,t) € Qr and
Vi = (01,...,00,0,41)T. We also write & = (&1,...,&-1)T € R*L &= (&,...,6)T € R”
and £ = (€1,..., 60, 6ny1)T € R™L We call Ay the principal part of the operator A, that is
Ay = Ay(x,0) = 87 — ¢(x)A, and denote its symbol by Ay(z,€) = c(z)|£]> — 2.1, where [¢| =

1/2 _
(Z;LZI §J2> . Since Ag(z, Vxto(x)) = 4 (c(z)(|2' — 6d/|* + 22) — z2 ;) for every x € Q, we
have

Ag(2, Vxp(x)) >0, x € Qy, (3.13)
by (1.7) and (3.12). For all x € Q; and £ € R"*!, put
- T 94,504, s DA\ DA, 9% Ay
= J= ——0;0, — — (OpA2) =—— ) 0; 3.14
x,§)=J j;l 9, O6r k) + Z << 8£j> 75, (O 2)8£j8£k> v, (3.14)

where, for the sake of shortness, we write d;, j € Ny |, instead of d/0z;, and z,41 stands for
t. Assuming that

As(w, &) = c(@)€]* =& =0, 2 €0, £ R™\{0}, (3.15)

and
ng2($a g) : wa(x) =4 [C(l‘)(f/ ’ (l‘/ - 5(1/) - gniﬂn) + £n+1$n+1] =0, x€ @Lv g S Rn+1(\{0}7
3.16)

we shall prove that J(x,&) > 0 for any (x,€) € @, x R"*!. To this end we notice that the
first sum in the rhs of (3.14) reads (Hess(¢))V Az, VzA2) = 8 (A(|€']* — &%) — &2.1), and that

s 045\ DA, 02, 045\ DA, 92 A,
— — (0rA) 0 O A 0;
> (958 5~ 0czgag ) o = 2 << G2 ) s~ Outgeat ) o

J,k=1

S ((2@@ - |5|2§—Z) akc) O =2 (Ve €)(VY -€) — (Ve Vi)IEP)
jk=1
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since <8k%—‘2;) %—‘2: - (8;@142)% = 0 if either j or k is equal to n + 1. Therefore we have
J o= 2[4(CEF = &) — &) +2e(Ve - (Ve - €) — (Ve V)lgf’]
= 4 [202(|£'|2 — 5,%) — (2 + (2’ —da’) - Ve — :Enanc) £T2L+1 —2xp11&p01Ve - {] ,

from (3.15)-(3.16). Further, in view of (3.15) we have ¢?(|¢'|? — £2) > —c?|¢|* > —c&2,, and
Ve €] < |Vellg] < (IVel/c!/?)[gn+1], whence

J24[6a/'vx/c— <x-Vc+2c+2T%+2>]§%+l. (3.17)

Here we used that fact that x,4+; =t € [0,7]. Due to (1.6)-(1.7), the rhs of (3.17) is lower
bounded, up to the multiplicative constant 4&2 41, by the lhs of (3.11). Since &, 1 is non zero
by (1.6) and (3.15), then we obtain J(x,£) > 0 for all (x,£) € @, x R™'. With reference to
(3.13), we may apply [20, Theorem 3.2.1], getting two constants sy = so(y) > 0 and C > 0
such that (3.5) holds for any s > sq and v € H?(Qr).

Third part: Proof of (3.6)~(3.8). First, (3.6) follows readily from (3.3), with d, := ¢”% and
By = infye, |2/ — 6d/|* — 2. Next, for v € (0,9) arbitrarily fixed, we put

L=T=g,0) +v. (3.18)

Notice for further reference from (3.9), (3.12) and (3.18), that we have

Be > 90 _ 2> <1 — Cm) 2 >0, (3.19)

Cm Cm

since ¢,,, € (0,1), by assumption. Similarly, as 72 > g,(6)?+v? = supye,, [7" — 5a’|2—(ﬁg—1/2),
we dedude from (3.3) that

o2y, £T) < & (5P eula’ 0/ P =27 —T?) < B g=ran (', x,) €w x [-L, L].
With reference to (3.19) we may thus chose € € (0, (L — £)/2) so small that
o2, 1, 1) < dee™ " 6710, (', x,) €W x [~L, L], |t| € [T — 2¢,T),
which entails (3.7). Finally, since ¢ and x,, play symmetric roles in (3.3), and since T' = L, we
obtain (3.8) by substituting (7', ¢) for (L,z,) in (3.7). O
3.2 A Carleman estimate for the system (1.1)

In this subsection we derive from Proposition 3.1 a global Carleman estimate for the solution
to the boundary value problem

{@zu—V-CVu:f in Q (3.20)

u =0 on X,
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where f € L?(Q). To this purpose we introduce a cut-off function y € C?(R;[0,1]), such that

1 if o] < L— 2
X(@n) = { 0 if |zp| > L—e, (3.21)

where € is the same as in Proposition 3.1, and we set
un(a,1) = x(@)ule, t) and fy(@,) == x(2)f(,0), (@,¢) € Q.

Corollary 3.2. Let f € L?(Q). Then, under the conditions of Proposition 3.1, there exist two
constants s, > 0 and C > 0, depending only on w, £, My, no, @', ag, ¢ and cpr, such that the
estimate

s 30 0DV ulo, <C (1 fIRg, + 5 ulg, +5 3 21DV i
§=0,1 §=0,1

L

holds for any solution u to (3.20), uniformly in s > s,.
Proof. Since u is solution to (3.20) we have
8?ux -V -cVu, = fy + Riu in Q,

where
Ry = Ri(z,0) :=[x,V-cV] = —(cAx+ Vec-Vx+2cVy - V), (3.22)

is a first-order differential operator. Therefore, the function v(x,t) = n(t)u,(z,t), where
n € C2(R;[0,1]) is such that

T if |t] < T — 2e,
Tl 0 i >T —e

satisfies
v —V - eV = g == nfy + nRiu +n"uy + 20y in Q.

Moreover, as v(-,+L, ) = 0y, v(-,£L,) =0 in w x (=71,T) and v(-,£7T) = Ov(-,£7) = 0 in
Qr, we may apply Proposition 3.1, getting

s 3 20DV 0l g, <O [ Ie¥0lBq, +5 3 20DV wliog, | (329)
§=0,1 j=0,1
Further, bearing in mind that 0Qr = X1 U (w x {£L} x (=T,7)) U (Qr x {£T'}), we deduce
from the vanishing of v(-, £L,-) and V, 4v(-,£L,-) in w x (=T, T'), and the one of v(-,+7") and
Vev(-, £T) in Qp, that
HeSSDV;tUH(],aQL = Hewvi,tUHO,Eu J=0,1 (3.24)
Next we know from (3.8) and (3.22) that

le**nRyullo,g, < Ce™|lull g2 m.mi(0y)) (3.25)
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and from (3.7) that

1e% (" uy + 20/ Oy )llo.@u < O™l (1 1ir2(01))- (3.26)
Hence, putting (3.23)—(3.26) together, we find out that

sy UV il g, < C | e fligg, +5 D eVl s, + e llulf o,
j=0,1 j=0,1
(3.27)
The next step of the proof involves noticing from (3.7) that Hew(l—n)vgguXHo,QL < et ”VﬁcUxHO,QL
for 7 = 0,1, hence

IN

le*?(1 = m)Viulloq. + e Vivllo.q,
|| Viuyllo., + I Vivlloqy. 7= 0,1. (3.28)

le**Vuyllo.qs

IN

Furthermore, by combining the identity dyu, = (1—0)0puy +n0kuy, = (1—n)0uy —n'Opuy, + v
with (3.7), we get that

e 0ruxllog, < 1”7 (1 —n)duuylloq, + €™ nuyllo.q. + le*devllo.qy

N

d
< % (|0guyllo,r + 17 |l Lo (=) lluxllo,gr ) + €00,y ,
which, together with (3.28), yields

> 20DV uylBg, < C 0 S0 (24 B g, + 1679V g, ) - (329)
j=0,1 j=0,1

Similarly, using (3.8), we derive from the identity 81{ u= 6{ uy + (1 — X)@g u for j = 0,1, that
le*? & ullo.q, < 1?8 uyllo.o, + ™ (10]ulloq,, j=0,1,
and from V,u = Vyu, + (1 — x)Veu —x'(0,...,0,u)T, that

d
le**Vaullo.g, < le*?Vauyllog, + €™ (IVaullogr + IX e -r,p)lulloqy) -

As a consequence we have

Z 32(1_j)“ewvi,tu”(2),QL <C Z 52(1=7) <ezsdguvi7tuanL + ”eswvgﬁ’tuXHaQL) . (3.30)
j=0,1 Jj=0,1

Finally we obtain the desired result by gathering (3.27) and (3.29)-(3.30). O

4 Inverse problem

4.1 Linearized inverse problem and preliminary estimate

In this subsection we introduce the linearized inverse problem associated with (1.1) and relate
the first Sobolev norm of the conductivity to some suitable initial condition of this boundary
problem.
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Namely, given ¢; € Arp for i = 1,2, we note u; the solution to (1.1) where ¢; is substituted
for ¢, suitably extended to (—T,0) in accordance with (3.1). Thus, putting

c:=c; —cyand f,: =V - (cVuy), (4.1)
it is clear from (1.1) that the function u := u; — ug is solution to the linearized system

O?u—V - (c1Vu) = f. inQ
u=0 on X (4.2)
u(+,0) = dpu(-,0) =0 in Q.

By differentiating k-times (4.2) with respect to t, for k € N* fixed, we see that u(®) := 9Fu is
solution to
k .
{ OFu) —V - (¢, VuF)) = *) i Q (4.3)

u®) =0 on 3,

with fc(k) =0ff.=V" (cVugk)), where ugk) stands for OFus.

We stick with the notations of Corollary 3.2. In particular, for any function v, we denote
xv by vy, where x is defined in (3.21). Upon multiplying both sides of the identity (4.3) by
X, we obtain that

at?u&’“) -V (01Vu§<k)) = fc(f) —gr InQ 44
(k) (4.4)
uy’ =0 on X,
with
fe, =V - (c,Vuz) and g}, := V - (1 (VY)u)) + ¢,V - Vulb) 4 vy - Vugk). (4.5)

Notice that g, is supported in Q, := {z = (2, 2,), 2/ € w and |2,| € (L —2¢,L —¢)}.
Having said that we may now upper bound, up to suitable additive and multiplicative
constants, the e*?("0)_weighted first Sobolev norm of the conductivity ¢y in €y, by the corre-

(2)

sponding norm of the initial condition wuy (-, 0).

Lemma 4.1. Let u be the solution to the linearized problem (4.2) and let x be defined by
(3.21). Then there exist two constants sy > 0 and C' > 0, depending only on w, € and the
constant My defined by (1.12), such that the estimate

S e OV g, < Os7 {3 [ OV 03 g, + > |
j=0,1 Jj=0,1
holds for all s > s,.
Proof. Let €, be an open subset of R” with C? boundary, such that
we X (=(L—¢€),L —€) CQu Cwy X (—L,L), (4.6)

where € is defined by Proposition 3.1. We notice from (3.21) and (1.11) that & ¢, € Hg ()
for all : € N} and j =0, 1.
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Further, with reference to (1.10) we may assume upon possibly enlarging § € [0, +00),
where dy is the same as in Proposition 3.1, that we have

Vb - (1 — daq, ..., xpn_1 — 0ap_1,—2pn)| > o >0, z € Q.
Thus applying [18, Proposition 2.2] ® with D = ., P(x,8)v = V - (Vfy)v) and v = & ¢, €
HE () since x(x,) = 0 for ¥, > L — ¢, for i € N}, and j = 0,1, we obtain that
sl ey [§ a. < Clle OV - (8 ex)V00) 5.0, i € Ny j =0, 1. (4.7)

Since ¢y (7', 2,) = 0 ae. in wi x ((=L, —(L —¢€)) U (L —¢,L)) by (3.21), we have
12200 ey lloq. = [e$00 ¢, |0, for each i € N and j = 0,1, from (4.6). We derive from
this and (4.7) that

et 00l ey 3o, < OOV - (Ble)VOn)Ba,. i €NG =01 (48)
Further, taking ¢ = 0 in the first line of (4.4) with j = 0, we get that
V- (exVbo) = ulP(-,0) + cVx - V. (4.9)

From this, (4.8) and (3.8) then follows that
S0y g, < C (I OuD(0)Bg, + OV Vo, )

C (e OuD (-, 0)|3 g, + ). (4.10)

X
Similarly, since V- ((9;cy) Vo) = iV - (¢ b)) — V - (¢, VO;6) for every i € Ny, we derive from
(4.9) that

V- ((aZCX)VHQ) = alugf)(, 0) + ai(cVHO . VX) — VCX -V0;0y — cXA&-GO.

IN

As a consequence we have,

Hesgo(wo)v . ((8ZCX)VHO)||(2),QL

< O[O0 (L 0)R e, + D 0OV, B g, + ¥ |, ie N,
7=0,1

according to (3.8). Summing up the above estimate over ¢ in N¥, it follows from (4.8) that

. d,
slle? Ve (5o, < C | I OVUD (050, + D €00V [5a, + €%
7=0,1

This and (4.10) yield the desired result. O

SLet D be a bounded open subset of R", n > 1, with C? boundary, and consider the first-order operator
P(z,0) := Y7 pi(2)9; + po(x), where po € C°(D) and p := (p1,...,pn) € C*(D)". Assume that

p(z) - (1 — da1,...,Tn—1 — dAn-1, —Tn)| > Pm, T € D,

for some pp > 0. Then for any py > max{||pollco 5, IPillcr(m), @ € N3}, there exist s. > 0 and C' > 0,
depending only on pas, such that the estimate

e P05 p < Cs™H e Pull§ b,

holds for all s > s. and v € Hj(D).
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4.2 Completion of the proof

The proof is divided into three steps.

Step 1. The first step of the proof is to upper bound ugf)(-, 0) in the e*?:0)-weighted H'(Qy,)-
(2) (3)

norm topology, by the corresponding norms of uy ” and uy’ in @, with the aid of the following
technical result, borrowed from [3][Lemma 3.2].
Lemma 4.2. There ezists a constant s, > 0 depending only on T' such that we have
12, 050, <2 (sllzl3q, + 5 10:2115,0,)
for all s > s, and z € HY (=T, T; L*(Qy)).
Namely, we apply Lemma 4.2 with z = ew@g ugf) for i € Ny and j = 0,1, getting
50)ai. (2 2 i (2))2 -1 i (3))2
e U (0l 0, <2 (sle*0 w3 g, + 57 e PR, ) s 52 5.
Summing up the above estimate over ¢ € N; and j = 0,1, we obtain for all s > s, that
> et OV (L 0)Rg, <23 (slle e u@ g, + 5 e VPR, ). (411)
i=0,1 §=0,1

Step 2. The next step involves majorizing the right hand side of (4.11) with
bie(s) ==Y sV w35, . k=23 (4.12)
j=0,1
Indeed, since u;k), for k = 2,3, is solution to (3.20) with ¢ = ¢; and f = f., — gx, according to
(4.4), then Corollary 3.2 yields

—q i (K k d, k
s 3 e v 1B g, < (101 q, + 120kl g, + PP g, + stu(s))
j=0,1

for s large enough. In light of (4.11) this entails that

D e OV 0)5 0,

§=0,1
< Y (I P g, + Ie%ail2 o, + S WP o, +sa(s)) . (4.13)
k=23

Further, recalling (4.5), we see from (1.5) and (1.12) (resp., from (1.5), (1.6), (1.12) and (3.8))
that the first (resp., second) term of the sum in the right hand side of (4.13) is upper bounded

up to some multiplicative constant, by > . le**Vie, 5., (resp., ezs‘i‘f(Hu(k)HiQL + 1)).
From this and Lemma 4.1 then follows for s sufficiently large that

s Y [e00Vie |5 q,
§=0,1

< O X Vi3 g, + e+ Y (s3e2sc%uu<k>|yiQL+shk(s)) . (4.14)
j=0,1 k=2,3
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Step 3. Finally, we notice from (3.3) that
le*icyllogy = 2 OGic gy, j=0,1, (4.15)

where pg(z) := f_TT 2Pt —e(@0) gt = ffT e 2s2(@0)(1=exp(—#)) g for all 2 € 7. Bearing in
mind that ¢(z,0) > k := eV(infore, o' =00 P=L%) 5 () for all 2 € Qp, we get that

T
”pSHL‘X’(QL) S/ e—2sr~c(1—exp(—-yt2))dt7 $> 0.
T

Therefore we have limg_, ;o ps = 0, uniformly in Q, by the dominated convergence theorem,
so we derive from (4.14)-(4.15) that

s Z Hesso(v(])VjCXHaQL <C e2scig + Z <s3e2sd~z‘|u(k)||iQL + Shk(s)) , (4.16)
j=0,1 k=2,3

upon taking s sufficiently large. With reference to (3.6)—(3.8), this entails that

> IVedla, <O D (%7 1 oy(s). (4.17)

7=0,1 k=23

Here we used (1.5)-(1.12) and the embedding €, C Q, in order to substitute €, for €, in the
left hand side of (4.16). Now, taking into account that dy < dy, we end up getting the desired
result from (4.17).
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