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PARTIAL DATA INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR THE
TIME-HARMONIC MAXWELL EQUATIONS

YERNAT M. ASSYLBEKOV

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider an inverse boundary value problem in
electromagnetism. We prove that the electromagnetic material parameters of
the medium can be uniquely recovered by measuring electric boundary data on
a certain part of the boundary and measuring magnetic boundary data roughly
on the rest of the boundary. This is an analog of the corresponding result for the
partial data Calderén’s inverse conductivity problem due to Kenig, Sjostrand
and Uhlmann.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the current paper we consider an inverse boundary value problem in electromag-
netism. The problem is to recover the electromagnetic material parameters of the
medium by making electromagnetic measurements on the boundary. We are inter-
ested in the case of the time-harmonic Maxwell equations. We are also considering
the case when the measurements are made only on certain parts of the boundary.
Let us state more precise mathematical formulation of the problem.

Let (M, g) be a compact 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with smooth bound-
ary. By d and * we denote the exterior derivative and the Hodge star operator on
1
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(M, g), respectively. Consider the time-harmonic Maxwell equations for complex
1-forms E and H
dE = iwpH
* wpit, (1.1)
xdH = —iweFE,
where w > 0 is a fixed frequency. The complex functions g and e represent the
material parameters (permettivity and permeability, respectively). We assume that
e € C3(M) and pu € C*(M) have positive real parts in M.
Let 2 : OM — M be the canonical inclusion. Then we introduce tangential trace of
m-forms by
t: OO (M) = C®Q™(OM), t(w)=1"(w), weCC*Q™(M).

We work with following Hilbert space which is the largest domain of d acting on
m-forms:
H Q™ (M) == {w € L*Q™(M) : dw € L*Q™ (M)}
endowed with the inner product
(w1|w2)Hde(M) = (w1|w2)L2Qm(M) + (dw1|dw2)L2Qm+1(M)
and the corresponding norm ”wafde(M) = (w|w) g,om - Then the tangen-
tial trace operator has its extensions to bounded operators t : HyQ"™ (M) —
H=Y2Qm(OM) and t : H'Q™(M) — H'Y/?Q™(OM). In fact, t is bounded from
H;Q™(M) into
TH Q™ (OM) := {t(w) : w € HyQ™ (M)}
with the topology defined by the norm
I fllrm.0m @00y = nf{||w]| gy0m (ar) : t(w) = f, w € HgQ™ (M)}
We refer the reader to Section 3 for more details.
For open subsets I'1, 'y of M, we define the Cauchy data set C1.'' to consist of
pairs
(t(E)|F1 ) t(H)|F2) € THdQl(aM)|F1 X THdQl(aM)|F2
where (E, H) € HyQ' (M) x HyiQ (M) solves (1.1) with supp t(E) C T'y. The partial
data inverse problem is to determine € and g from the knowledge of the Cauchy
data set Cp''p,.
In Appendix A, we show that there is a discrete set ¥ of frequencies such that for

all w ¢ X, the knowledge of C';’l” r, is equivalent to the knowledge of the partial
admittance map

A oy o fet(H)r,,  f € THaQ' (OM), supp f C Ty,
where (E, H) € HyQ' (M) x HyQ'(M) is the unique solution of the system (1.1)
with t(E) = f.
It was shown by Lassas [19] that this problem can be regarded as a generaliza-
tion of Calderén’s inverse conductivity problem [3]. More precisely, the latter can

be regarded as low-frequency limit of the time-harmonic inverse electromagnetic
problem.

Let us now describe previous results. We start with Euclidean setting.



PARTIAL DATA INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR MAXWELL EQUATIONS 3

A standard approach to solve this problem is to adopt the method of construction of
exponentially growing solution, also known as complex geometrical optics solutions,
following the celebrated paper of Sylvester and Uhlmann [29] where they solve
Calderén’s inverse conductivity problem. One of the main challenges in adopting
the method of [29] is the fact that the system of Maxwell’s equations is not elliptic.
In the full data case, Somersalo, Isaacson and Cheney [27] prove uniqueness for the
linearized problem at constant material parameters. For the nonlinearized problem,
uniqueness was given by Sun and Uhlmann [28] when the coefficients of the Maxwell
equations are close to constants. In this paper, to get ellipticity, the Maxwell’s
system was reduced to a system with principal part being the Hodge-Laplacian.
However, this reduction gives first order terms. For material parameters that are
nearly constant, they were able to deal with the first order terms and produce
complex geometrical solutions for the Maxwell’s system.

The first global uniqueness result was proven by Ola, Paivarinta and Somersalo [24].
This proof was later simplified by Ola and Somersalo [23]. The important point
in the simplified proof is the connection of the Maxwell’s system with a Hodge-
Schrédinger equation via certain Hodge Dirac operator, which allowed them to avoid
first order terms and construct complex geometrical optics solution for Maxwell’s
system. This technique became very popular in subsequent works on various aspects

of inverse electromagnetic problem. For C! coefficients, uniqueness result was given
by Caro and Zhou [6].

Much less is known when the boundary data is incomplete. In the work of Caro,
Ola and Salo [5], uniqueness result is given when M is a bounded domain in R3
and I'y = 'y = I' € OM provided that the inaccessible part of the boundary for
measurements is either part of a hyperplane or part of a sphere. The work is based
on reflection approach, following Isakov [15]. There is also a recent uniqueness result
with local data due to Brown, Marletta and Reyes [1] when the material parameters
are assumed to be known near the boundary.

Now, we describe previous results for non-Euclidean geometries. For this, let us
introduce the notion of admissible manifolds.

Definition. A compact Riemannian manifold (M,g) with smooth boundary of
dimension n > 3, is said to be admissible if (M,g) CC R x (Mo, go), g = c(e @ go)
where ¢ > 0 smooth function on M, e is the Euclidean metric and (M, go) is a
simple (n — 1)-dimensional manifold. We say that a compact manifold (M, go)
with boundary is simple, if My is strictly convex, and for any point € My the

exponential map exp,, is a diffeomorphism from its maximal domain in 7, My onto
M.

Compact submanifolds of Euclidean space, the sphere minus a point and of hyper-
bolic space are all examples of admissible manifolds.

The notion of admissible manifolds were introduced by Dos Santos Ferreira, Kenig,
Salo and Uhlmann [13] as a class of manifolds admitting the existence of limiting
Carleman weights. In fact, the construction of complex geometrical optics solutions
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are possible on such manifolds via Carleman estimates approach based on the exis-
tence of limiting Carleman weights. Such an approach was introduced by Bukhgeim
and Uhlmann [2] and Kenig, Sjostrand and Uhlmann [17] in the setting of partial
data Calderén’s inverse conductivity problem in R™.

If (M,g) is admissible, points of M can be written as © = (x1,2’), where x; is
the Euclidean coordinate. For the purpose of the paper it is enough to note that
the function ¢(x) = 427 is a natural limiting Carleman weight in (M, g); see [13]
for this fact and for the precise definition and for properties of limiting Carleman
weights on manifolds.

On admissible manifolds, the uniqueness result for the full-data inverse electromag-
netic problem was given by Kenig, Salo and Uhlmann [16].

The results of [16, 23] were extended by Chung, Ola, Salo and Tzou [10] to the case
of partial data when I'y = OM and I'y C OM is a certain open set. They generalize
Carleman estimate approach of [2, 17] to Maxwell’s system by reducing the latter
to Hodge-Schrodinger-type equation as in [23]. However, this reduction has certain
negative parts in the partial data setting. Roughly speaking, appropriate complex
geometrical optics solutions for a Hodge-Schrédinger equation were produced using
Carleman estimates with boundary terms for the Hodge-Laplacian derived in [9].
Then, in order to relate these solutions to Maxwell’s system, certain Hodge-Dirac
operators are applied. This is exactly the step in [10] which causes certain technical
difficulties. More precisely, such obtained solutions have only H ! regularity. In
order to use these solutions in a certain integral identity, relating boundary mea-
surements and solutions, one needs to integrate them against complex geometrical
optics solutions with H! regularity. The method used in [10] to get complex ge-
ometrical optics solutions with H' regularity does not allow to control boundary
behavior of these solutions on M \ T';. Therefore, the authors of [10] have to work
with the case when I'y is the whole boundary.

To state the main result of the paper, let us introduce some notations. For the
limiting Carleman weight p(z) = +21, we define

OM,y , ={x€dM:0,p(x) >0}, OM_,={xecdM:0,p(x) <0},

where v is the unit outer normal to OM. If p(x) = x1, then we simply write M
and OM_.

In the current paper we improve the result of [10] by assuming that I’y and T's are
open neighborhoods of M _ and M, respectively, in OM and the overlap I'y NT'y
can be arbitrary small. The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g) be an admissible manifold of dimension 3 and let ¢ be the
limiting Carleman weight o(z) = x1 on M. Assume (gj,p1;) € C3(M) x C*(M),
j = 1,2 are complex valued such that Re(e;),Re(p;) > 0 in M. Suppose that
C;i‘i{ = Ciii"ﬁ?ﬁ, at fized frequency w > 0, for some open neighborhoods I'+ of
OMy in OM. Then &1 = e and uy = po in M.

Throughout the paper we also use the notation I'y , to denote a neighborhood of
OMy , in OM mentioned in Theorem 1.1. In other words, we have I'y , = I'y if
p(@) =z and Ty , =T_ if p(z) = —21.
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We also state the following particular case of Theorem 1.1 in R®. By ch(Q) we
denote the convex hull of Q.

Theorem 1.2. Let Q C R? be a bounded domain with C°° boundary and let
w > 0. Assume (gj, ) € C3(Q) x C%(Q), j = 1,2 are complex valued such that
Re(ej), Re(p;) > 0 in Q. For a given x¢ ¢ ch(Q), define

B(zg) ={x € 0Q: (x —x0) -v(x) >0}, F(xg)={xecd: (x—u1x0)- v(z) <0}
Suppose that CZHEY = Cg’lgm for some open neighborhoods B and F of B(xzo) and

B,F
F(xy), respectively, in Q2. Then 1 = g9 and 1 = po in Q.

This is an analog of the corresponding result for the partial data Calderén’s inverse
conductivity problem of Kenig, Sjostrand and Uhlmann [17]. Theorem 1.2 can
be obtained from Theorem 1.1 using a logarithmic limiting Carleman weight and
appropriate change of coordinates as in [10].

In the current work, instead of reducing to a Hodge-Schrodinger equation, follow-
ing [28], we reduce the Maxwell equations to a system with principal part being
the Hodge-Laplacian. Then complex geometrical optics solutions for the reduced
system are essentially solutions for the Maxwell’s system. Moreover, using this re-
duction gives an integral identity whose relation to Maxwell’s equation as well as
to its reduced system is more transparent, in constrast to [10]. The latter relation
is important in avoiding the loss of regularity of constructed complex geometrical
optics solutions.

To construct suitable complex geometrical optics solutions, one needs to derive dif-
ferent Carleman estimate than the one used in [10]. We adopt the idea of Chung [7]
to get a Carleman estimate for the Hodge-Laplacian controlling value of 1-forms on
an appropriate subset of the boundary. This estimate is also useful in dealing with
first order terms in the above mentioned reduced system by getting solutions with
sufficient regularity as in the case of magnetic Schrodinger operators; see [7, 13].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we briefly present basic facts on
differential forms and trace operators. Then the trace operators are extended to
H ™ (M) and to the closely related space HsQ2™(M). This is discussed in Section 3
where we also study some other important properties of HyQ™ (M) and HsQ™(M).
Section 4 contains the reduction of the Maxwell equations to a system whose princi-
pal part is the Hodge-Laplacian. In Section 5, we derive a local Carleman estimate
for Laplace-Beltrami operator, acting on functions, which allows us to control the
information about the behavior of the solutions on the boundary. Then in Sec-
tion 6, we use partition of unity to glue these local Carleman estimate for functions
to get a global Carleman estimate for 1-forms. Then we give the construction of the
complex geometrical optics solutions for the system to which the Maxwell equations
were reduced in Section 4 and then relate these solutions to the Maxwell equations.
This is the context of Section 7. We use these solutions to prove Theorem 1.1 in Sec-
tion 8. Appendix A is devoted to the well-posedness of the Maxwell equations and
the corresponding admittance map. Finally, Appendix B and Appendix C contain
the proofs of some technical results used in Section 5.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we briefly present basic facts on differential forms and trace operators.
For more detailed exposition we refer the reader to the manuscript of Schwarz [26].
Let (M, g) be a compact oriented n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with smooth
boundary. The inner product of tangent vectors with respect to the metric g is
denoted by (-,-)g4, and | - |4 is the notation for the corresponding norm. By |g| we
denote the determinant of g = (g;;) and (g%) is the inverse matrix of (g;;). Finally,
there is the induced metric +*g on M which gives a rise to the inner product (-, ).+,
of vectors tangent to OM.

2.1. Basic notations for differential forms. In what follows, for F' some func-
tion space (C*, LP, H*, etc.), we denote by FQ™ (M) the corresponding space of
m-forms. In particular, the space of smooth m-forms is denoted by C>°Q"™(M).
Let % : C®°Q™(M) — C°Q"™(M) be the Hodge star operator. For real valued
n,¢ € C°Q™(M), the inner product with respect to g is defined in local coordinates
as

(0, C)g =+ A*C) = g™ - g™ 0y G
This can be extended as a bilinear form on complex valued forms. We also write
1112 = (n,7)g. The inner product on L*Q™ (M) is defined as

(77|<)LQQ7”(M) - /M<naz>g dV01g = /MT] A *Zv 777< € LQQm(M)v

where dVol, = x1 = |g|1/2 dxz' A--- A da™ is the volume form. The corresponding
norm is || - H%QQM(M) = (-|-)z20m (). Using the definition of the Hodge star operator
*, it is not difficult to check that

Q) L2am (ary = (¥1 * ¢) L2n—m (ar).- (2.1)
Let d : C°Q™(M) — C*°Q™ (M) be the external differential. Then the codiffer-
ential § : C°Q™(M) — C®Q™ (M) is defined as

(dn|<)L2£Zm(M) = (77|6C)L2Qm*1(M)

for all n € CgEO™=H(M™Y), ¢ € C>°Q™(M). The Hodge star operator * and the
codifferential § have the following properties when acting on C>°Q"™(M):

2 = (=1 g = (1)L (d ), (2.2)

For a given £ € OO (M), the interior product i¢ : C°Q™(M) — C*Q™ (M) is
the contraction of differential forms by &. In local coordinates,

1gn) = gi¢; Njin.im_1s 1€ CTQA(M).
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The interior product acts on exterior products in the following way
ie(nA Q) =ign AC+ (=)™ AigC, n € CQ™(M), ( € CFQN(M).  (2.3)

It is the formal adjoint of &, in the inner product (-,-), on real valued forms, and
has the following expression

ien = (=1)""D (€ Axn), n e CQT(M). (2.4)
Using this, one can also show that
(fw) = fow —igw, [feC®M), welCQ™(M). (2.5)

The Hodge Laplacian acting on (M) is defined by —A = dd + dd.
Finally, the inner product on L2Q™(dM) is given by

(u|v) L2am om) = / (U, T)ye g doana s u,v € L*Q™(OM),
oM

where (-, -),+4 is extended as a bilinear form on complex forms on M, and dogyr =
1*(i,d Voly) is the volume form on OM induced by d Vol,.

2.2. The normal and parallel parts of differential forms. The outward unit
normal v to M can be extended to a vector field near M by parallel transport
along normal geodesics (initiating from OM in the direction of —v), and then to a
vector field on M via a cutoff function. For w € C*Q"™ (M), we introduce

NL=v AN, n=n-—"1n5
Using (2.3), one can see that 4,7, = i,7, so 4,7 = 0. Since t(v) = 0, we also have

t(nL) =0, so t(n) = t(n)). It is clear that v Ay = 0.

2.3. Integration by parts. Let us first prove the following simple result which
will be used in formulating integration by parts formula in appropriate way.

Lemma 2.1. If n € C*®°Q™(M) and ( € C®°Q™ (M), then for an open subset
' C OM the following holds

(t([t(inC)) L2am 1) Z/t(n/\*Z).

r

Proof. First, we show that (n,4,(), doan = t(n A *(). Since (v A1, )y = (1,i,C)g,
we have

(n,ivC)g doanr = (v An, Qg doanr = (v A, Q) gb(ind Volg) = t(in (v A ) A *C)).
Using (2.3) and t(v) = 0, this gives
(n,1uC)g doonr = t(n A+C) — t(v) At(in (1 A %C)) = t( A %C).

Next, we show that (n,i,()y = (t(n),t(,())»rg on OM. Indeed, observe that
(i,¢) L = 0. Therefore, i,¢ = (4,¢)| and hence on OM we get

<77=iu<>g = <77= (iUC)II>g = <77||7 (iVC)||>g = <t(77)=t(i1/<)>g = <t(77)7t(iuo>1*g'

Collecting all these, we get (t(1),t(i,()) g doan = t(n A xC). Finally, integrating
over I' C OM we get the result. O
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For n € C°0™(M) and ¢ € C>*Q™*TL (M), using Stokes’ theorem, Lemma 2.1 (with
' = 0M) and (2.2), we have the following integration by parts formula for d and ¢

(t([t(i.C)) L2am aar) = (dN|C) L2om+1(ary — (MOC) L2am (ar) - (2.6)

2.4. Extensions of trace operators. The tangential trace operator t has an ex-
tension to a bounded operator from H'Q™(M) to HY?Q™(dM). Moreover, for
every f € HY2Q™(OM), there is u € H'Q™ (M) such that t(u) = f and

lullzrrom ary < Cllflla12am@om;

see [26, Theorem 1.3.7] and comments.

Next, the operator t(i, - ) is bounded from H'Q™(M) to HY/2Q™~1(dM). More-
over, for every h € HY/2Qm~1(OM), there is ¢ € H'Q™(M) such that t(i,¢) = h
and

<1 zrram (ary < ClAl g1/20m-1a01)-
In fact, we can take ( = v A w, where w € H*Q™ (M) such that t(w) = h and
lwll grom-1(ary < CllRl gr/2gm—1o01)-
Finally, if f € HY2Q™(0M) and h € H'/?2Q™~1(OM), there is ¢ € H*Q™ (M) such
that t(¢) = f, t(i,§) = h and
€l zrram (ary < Cllfllarr2amoary + ClIR g1720m-1001)-

This time, we can take { = uj + (1, where u € H'Q™(M) such that t(u) = f
and [|ull gromary < Cllf | mr20moar) and ¢ € H'Q™ (M) such that t(i,¢) = h and
< eram ary < ClRl g1/20m-1(a01)-

3. PROPERTIES OF H Q™ (M) AND HsQ2"™ (M) SPACES

Let (M, g) be a compact oriented n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with smooth
boundary. In this paper we work with the Hilbert spaces HgQ™ (M) and HsQ2™ (M)
which are the largest domains of d and ¢, respectively, acting on m-forms:

H Q™(M) := {w € L*Q™(M) : dw € L*Q™ (M)},
Hs;Q™(M) = {u € L*Q™(M) : du € L*Q™ (M)}
endowed with the inner products
(w1 |w2) gyam (ary = (wi|w2) p2gmary + (dwi|dws) L20m+1 (s
(u1|u2) gyom (ary = (uiluz) L2om ) + (0u1|dus) L2om-1(ar)
and the corresponding norms
||w|h2r{d9m(M) 1= (w|w) yam (). ||U||§159m(M) 1= (ulu) gzam(m)-

In the present section we prove some important properties of these spaces.
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3.1. Trace operators. In this subsection we show that there are bounded exten-
sionst : HyQ™(M) — H-Y2Q™(M) and t(i,, - ) : HsQ" (M) — H-/2Q™(OM).
Let (-]-)anr be the distributional duality on OM naturally extending (-|-) z2qm anr)
Proposition 3.1. (a) The operator t : H'Q™(M) — H'Y?Q™(OM) has its ex-
tension to a bounded operator t : HgQ™(M) — H~'/2Q™(OM) and the following
integration by parts formula holds

[t C))om = (d77|C)L2Qm+1(M) - (77|5C)L2Qm(M)
for all n € HyQY™(M) and ¢ € H*Q™HL (M)
(b) The operator t(i,-) : H'QMY (M) — H'Y2Q™(OM) has its extension to a
bounded operator t(i, -) : Hs Q" (M) — H=Y2Q™(OM) and the following inte-
gration by parts formula holds

(t(iQ)lt(n)ons = (Cldn) L2gm+1(ary — (6¢I0) L20m (ar)
for all ¢ € HsQ™ (M) and n € H'Q™(M).
Now we introduce the following space on the boundary OM

THde(aM) = {t(w) Tw € Hde(M)},
THsQ™(OM) := {t(iyu) : u € HsQ™ (M)}
endowed with the norms
I fll 7 a0m @nr) = nf{[|w]| g,om )  tw) = f, w e HaQ™ (M)},
12l s0m (oary = inf{|[u]l myam ar) : $(u) = hy u € HsQ™ (M)}

Then Proposition 3.1 implies that the operators t : HyQ™ (M) — TH Q™ (OM) and
t: HsQm (M) — THsQ™(OM) are bounded under these topologies.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let us first prove part (a). Let w € C*®Q™(M) and
f € H2Q™(OM). Then using integration parts formula (2.6), we have
(t(w)|f)rzam @ = E(w)[t(i.0))L2am o)
= (dw|¢)r2om+1(ary — (W]6C) L2am (M),
where ¢ € H'Q™ ! (M) such that t(i,,¢) = f and [[Cl|gram+r(ar) < Cllf | mrr20m oan-
Then
|(t(w)[f)z20m@1)| < Cllwllmaaman 1K mam+r ) < Cllwllaaom | f Lz 20m oar)-

Therefore, t can be extended to a bounded operator HyQ™ (M) — H~Y/2Q™(0M).
In fact, if n € HgQ™ (M), then we define t(n) as

t(mt(inQ))on = (dn|C) L2am+1(ary — (M10C) L2m (a1
where ¢ € HIQ™H1(M).
Now we prove part (b). Let w € C®Q™T1 (M) and f € H'/2Q™(9M). Then using
integration parts formula (2.6), we have
(t(Ew)[f)L2am@m) = (b(iw)|t(w)) L2om om)

= (w|dU)L2Qm+1(M) - (5w|U)L2Qm(M),
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where u € H'Q™(M) such that t(u) = f and [[ullgromary < Clfllmi/zam@an-
Therefore, we can estimate
|t (@ w)|f)L2am @aan)| < Cllwll gyam+ran IS a1 0m () < Cllwll gy0m+1(an 1 f | g1/20m @01 -
Thus, t(i, - ) can be extended to a bounded operator H;Q™+1 (M) — H~1/2Q™(0M).
In fact, if ¢ € HsQ™ (M) we define t(i,¢) as
(t(i.Q)t(n)orr = (Cldn) L2am+1(ary — (6¢IM) L2 (ar)

where n € H1Q™(M). a
3.2. Embedding property. We will also need the following embedding result.
Proposition 3.2. If u € HyQ™ (M) N H;Q™ (M) with t(u) € HY/?Q™(OM), then
ue H'Q™(M) and

lull mrom ) < C(lull gaom ) + 16wl L2gm-1 (ar) + ||t(u)||H1/2Qm(8M))
for some constant C > 0 independent of w.
In Euclidean setting, this was proven in the case m = 1 by Costabel [11]; see also

[18, 22]. Here we give a new proof, which can be carried out over manifolds and for
arbitrary m. Our proof is based on the following result from [26]. We write

HE(M) :=={uec H'Q™(M):du=0, du=0, t(u)=0}.
Lemma 3.3. Let k> 0 be an integer. Given w € HFQm (M), v € HFQ™1(M)
and h € H*LQ™ (M), there is a unique p € H*T1Q™ (M), up to a form in HE (M),
that solves
dyp =w, op=wv, t()=rt(h)
if and only if
dw =0, t(w)=t(dh), dv=0
and
(wlx)2am+1(ary = (M) [6(I X)) L2am o0r), (VI L2m-1(ar) = 0
for all x € HPTH (M), X € HY~H(M). Moreover, 1 satisfies the estimate
19w+ am ary SO ([wll ramssary + 0l amam—1(ay)
+ C(It(h) || zresrr20monry + I6CR) | gresrrzgn—m(oar)) -
Proof. Follows from [26, Theorem 3.2.5] and Lemma 2.1. O
Proof of Proposition 3.2. For a given u € H Q™ (M) N HsQ™ (M), write w = du €
L2Qm (M) and v = du € L?Q™Y(M). Since t(u) € HY2Q™(0M), by discussion
in Section 2.4 there is h € H*Q™ (M) such that t(h) = t(u), t(i,h) = 0 and
Al zramary < ClER) | g1 r20m aar) = CllE(W) | mr/20m oar)- (3.1)
We wish to use Lemma 3.3, and hence we need to show that w, v and h satisfy the

hypothesis of Lemma 3.3. Obviously, we have dw = 0 and dv = 0. Integrating by
parts and using that t(u) = t(h), we can show that for all x € H7ET (M)

(wlx) L2am+1ary = (dulx)p2om+rary = (6(R)[6(i,X)) L20m (a01) -
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Similary for all A € H3~'(M), using the integration by parts formula in part (b)
of Proposition 3.1, we can show that

(|A) L2am-1(ary = (Ou|A) L2om-1(ar) = —(t(Tuw)[E(A))onr = 0.

Next, we show that t(w) = t(dh). For arbitrary ¢ € HY/2Qm+t1(OM), as dis-
cussed in Section 2.4, there is ¢ € H'Q™*2(M) such that t(i,{) = ¢. Then, using
integration by parts formulas in Proposition 3.1, we get

(t(w)lp)onr = (t(du)|t(inC))onr = —(dul6C) r2gm+1(ary = —(E(w)[€(in6C))ons-
Since t(u) = t(h), using integration by parts formulas in Proposition 3.1, gives

(t(w)lp)onr = —(t(h)[t(i,0¢))ons = —(dh|6C) p2m+1(ary = (6(dh)[) o,
which implies t(w) = t(dh). Therefore, applying Lemma 3.3 we find ) € HQ™ (M)
such that di) = w, §¢ = v and t(¢)) = t(h) = t(u) and satisfying
[l e amary <O ([wll2am+rany + 0]l 2am—1(ary)
+ C(It(u)ll zr1/20m a0y + 1A gr1/20m-m 00r) ) -

Using boundedness of t : H'Q"~™ (M) — HY/?Q"~™(9M) and (3.1),

ItCh) || gr1/2m-monry < Cllxhllmian-man < Cllbllaiaman < Clt)| gr2gm @ -

Therefore, 1) satisfies the estimate

191l mramary < C(lwllpzamer any + [0l L2am-1an) + [16(w) | g1/20m (oar) ) -
Write p = u — 4, then dp = 0 and dp = 0. Therefore, p solves —Ap = 0 with

t(p) = 0, t(6p) = 0. By [26, Theorem 2.2.4], it follows that p = 0. This clearly
implies the result. g

3.3. Density properties. In this subsection we prove the following two results
regarding the density of C*°Q™ (M) in both HyQ™ (M) and HsQ™(M).
Proposition 3.4. The space C°Q™(M) is dense in HsQ™(M).

Proof. The statement is equivalent to showing that if u € HsQ™ (M) is orthogonal
to C°Q™(M) in HsQ™(M)-inner product, then u = 0. Suppose that

(u|®) zy0m () = (ul@) 2om(ary + (0uld@) L2om-1(ary =0, ¢ € CQ™(M). (3.2)

Let M be a compact manifold with smooth boundary such that M CC Mint and
let by g on M we denote a smooth extension of g from M to M. Let @ and du
denote the extensions of u and §u to M by zero. It is clear that @ € LQQW(M) and
Su € L2Q™=1(M). By (3.2), U and du satisfy

(Ul®) pogm(ar) + (0Ul00) pagm-137) =0, ¢ € CeeQ™ (M),
This in particular implies that v = —dou. Since T € LQQm(]T/[/), we have u €
Hy0Q™ Y(M). Therefore, du = du|p € HgQ™ Y(M) N HsQ™ Y(M). Since du =0

in M\ M, we have t(du) = t((/hj) = 0 on OM. Then by Proposition 3.2, du €
H'QBY(M). There is a sequence {¢x}2, C CeQ™ (M) such that ||du —
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Skl ram-1(ar) — 0 as k — oo. Note also that, in particular, (3.2) gives u = déu.
Using all these facts, we can show that

(ulu) L2am () + (dudu) L2gm-1(ary = (u|ddu) 2qm () + (Su|du) L2gm-1(ar)

klggo [(uldér) L20m (ary + (Ouldr) L2om-1(an) )

kli)ngo [(doulder) L2am(ary + (Sulpr) L2am-—1(an)]-
Integrating by parts and using (3.2), we get
(ulw) L2am(ary + (duldw) L2am-1(ar)
= klig)lo [(6ulddor) 2am (ary + (ulddr) L2gm-1 ()] = 0.

This implies u = 0 as desired. g
Proposition 3.5. The space C°Q™(M) is dense in HqQ™(M).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.4 using the fact that the Hodge star operator
* is an isometry between HyQ™ (M) and HsQ" ™ (M). O

4. REDUCTION TO SYSTEM WITH THE HODGE-LAPLACIAN PRINCIPAL PART

In this section we describe the reduction of the Maxwell equations to a system whose
principal part is the Hodge-Laplacian. We follow the arguments in [28], although
we use different notations. As in the papers [2, 17], we work with the following
Hilbert space

HAQ™(M) := {w e H'Q™(M) : Aw € L*Q™(M)}.
Proposition 4.1. Let w > 0 be a fized frequency and let e, u € C*(M) are complex

valued with positive real parts in M. If (E,H) € HyQ (M) x HyQ' (M) satisfies
(1.1), then E salisfies

LopwE = (—A—doigioge +idlogpod—w?ep)E=0, 6(E)=0 in M,
in the sense of distributions.
Here and in what follows, we take the principal branch of log.
Proof. The Maxwell equations (1.1) can be rewritten as
{dE =dwpx H,
d(xH) = —iweE.
Taking divergence of the both equations and using (2.4), we obtain
SdE = iwpd(xH)+iw* (durs(xH)) = w?epE—iwiguxH = w?epE—igiog ndE (4.1)
and 0(¢E) = 0. Using (2.5), the latter implies

0=d(e '0(¢E)) = dSE — d(igiog < E), (4.2)
in the sense of distributions. Combining this together with (4.1), we finish the
proof. O

In the following result, we show that converse of Proposition 4.1 is also true.
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Proposition 4.2. Let w > 0 be a fived frequency and let e, € xC?*(M) are
complex valued. If E € HA\Q'(M) satisfies

LopE=(—A—doigioge +idiogpod—w?ep)E =0, §(E)=0 in M,
then H = (iwp) =t x dE is in HyQY (M) and (E, H) satisfies (1.1).
Proof. Obviously, (E, H) satisfy the first equation in the Maxwell system (1.1). It
was shown in Proposition 4.1 that 6 (¢ E) = 0 implies (4.2). Using (4.2) in £, , E =0,
we obtain (4.1). Hence, using (2.2) and (2.4), we show

* dH = xd((iwp) " * dE) = (iwp) Viglog ndE + (iwp) " '6dE = —iweE.  (4.3)

Finally, we want to have that H € HyQ'(M). But this is clear, since H € L2Q(M)
and, according to (4.3), dH € L*Q?*(M). O

5. LocAL CARLEMAN ESTIMATES ACTING ON FUNCTIONS

Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3 with boundary
such that

(M,g) CCR x (Mo, g0), 9=e go,
where e is the Euclidean metric and (Mo, go) is a compact (n — 1)-dimensional
manifold Riemannian manifold with boundary.

The purpose of this section is to prove the local Carleman estimate for the operator
Lye= h2e“’5/h(—Ag)6_“’5/h,

where . = ¢ + hp?/2e and ¢ is the limiting Carleman weight ¢(z) = +z;.

Recall that we write 'y , =Ty if p(x) =21 and I'y , =T if p(z) = —x1. We

also use the notation I' , for OM \ T'y ,.

In what follows, for a submanifold U C M we shall use the semiclassical norms

|(v, 9)ul
@) = lullzy +11BVull 2wy, vl w) = sup

[/l g2 T
opecs i) [0l m @)

scl
Also, when dealing with estimates in semiclassical norms, the notation A < B
means A < CB where C' > 0 is a constant idependent of h and A, B. If A < B and
B < A, we write A = B.

Let us denote the projection of R x My onto My by 7w. The main result of this
section is the following Carleman estimate. We mostly follow [7, 8, 9], adopting the
approach for the setting under consideration here.

Proposition 5.1. Let (M, g) be as described above and let ¢ be the limiting Carle-
man weight o(x) = +x1. Forp € '} o, let U be a precompact neighborhood of p in
R x My such that M NU has a smooth boundary. Suppose that there is a smooth
f: My — R such that MNU lies in the set Ay, ,, which is defined as {x1 > f(z')} if
o(r) = 21 and {z1 < f(2')} if p(x) = =21, and 'S ,NU C {z1 = f(2')}. Suppose
that there is a choice of local coordinates on w(U) such that there are a constant
d > 0 and a constant vector field V on w(M NU) for which

lgo—1d] <6, [Vgf Vg <6
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on m(MNU). Then for 0 < h < e < 1 we have
h 0o in
EHUHL%MﬂU) < Hﬁw,suHH;ll(AM)v ue CE(M™NU).

We give the proof only when ¢(x) = 21. Making the change of variables (z1,2’) —
(—x1,2"), we can reduce p(x) = —x1 to the case p(x) = x1. Since we are considering
¢(x) = z1, throughout this section, we omit ¢ in the notations Ay, and 'y ..

5.1. Flattening and decomposing into small and large frequency parts.
Take Uy C Ay open and precompact such that U C Uy and I'C € 9(M NUp). We
can choose Uy so close to U so that

lgo —1d| <26, [V f = Vg <26 (5.1)
on (M NU;). For convenience, we use the notations Ups and Uy, as to denote the
intersections M NU and M N Uy, respectively.

Now, let us make the change of variables o : (z1,2") — (21 — f(2),2’). Under this
change of variables, Ay is mapped to [0, 00) X My and I'; is mapped to a subset of
{0} x Mpy. In new coordinate, we have p(x) = z1 + f(2).

Proposition 5.2. Let ¢ be the limiting Carleman weight p(x) = x1. Then for
I<hkex1 weh(we

1/2 || ”H1 o(Muy,)) 5 ||£§07€,(7u||L2(U(MU1))7

scl

Jor all w € Cg°(o(U"y))), with

Loeo= —(1+ |Vgof(33/) ﬁo)haf + 2(04 + <Vgof($/)a hV g, >go)hal —a® - h2A907
where o = 1+ (h/e)(z1 + f(2)) and (-,-)4, denotes the inner product with re-
spect to go.

Proof. Let v € C§°(UR), and let use the notation v, (x1,2') = v(z1 + f(2'),2').
Then v, € C§°(a(Un?)). Then by the change of variables, we get

H’UUHLQ(U(U}C}“)) ~ ”vHLQ(U}C}“)a HUoHHl o(Uinty) =~ ||U|\H;61(U;;t)

scl

with implicit constants depending on f.

Since Ly, v € C5°(UL"), we have (L, cv)s € C3°(o(U}")), and
[(Ly,20)0 ||L2 o(Uinty) &~ [£o,cv] L2 (Uint)-

Therefore, by the estimate (4.5) in [13],

h
m””&

HL (o)) S [(Lo,ev)oll 2o winey)-
Using the chain rule, a straightforward calculation gives
(Eap,sv)a(zla I/) = E«p,s,ova(xlv :E/) + hEl'Ucr(zla :ZT/),

where Fj is a semiclassical first-order differential operator. Hence, by the change
of variables, we have

[(£e,c0)o | L2(o( a(UiH) ) S 1Le,e.0ve 2o

M s (e (UF)
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Combining this with the previous estimate, for € > 0 sufficiently small we obtain

h
m|\vo||H;d(g(U;\;t)) S ||~Cga,s,ava|\L2(g(U;\;t))-
Now for any u € C§°(o(U}"},)) we take v(z1,2") = w(zy — f(a'), ). O

Now, we do a second change of variables, mapping (o (Uy ar)) to a subset of R" ™1,
then o(Uy,pr) is mapped to a subset of R"}, the set of points (z1,2") € RxR"™! =R"
with #1 > 0, and o(I'y) is mapped into the hyperplane {0} x R"~!  that is when
x1 = 0. We denote the images of o(Uyps), 0(Uy,a) and o(I';) under this change of

coordinates by U , (71 and I';, respectively.

The following proposition can be obtained is a similar way as in Proposition 5.2 via
change of coordinates.

Proposition 5.3. Let ¢ be the limiting Carleman weight p(x) = x1. Then for
0<h<e<1 we have

h ~
il g S 1Bt o

for all uw € C5°(U™), with
Loe == Py Ih°0F +2(a + (87, hV35," )30 )h01 — 0% = 2L,

where vy, By and go are the expressions for |V g f(2') gy, Vo f(2') and Go in new
coordinates on Uy, and L = §50,, with 1,7 =2,...,n.

Note that by (5.1), there is a constant Cs > 0 with Cs — 0 as § — 0 such that
g = Vigol < Cs, [Br = Vg <Cs, 1go—1d| <Cs5 on T, (5.2)

where V is the expression for V' in new local coordinates on (71. The constant Cjs
may depend on V', but the latter is fixed.

We also assume that ¢, 8 and gg are extended to the whole R’} by keeping the
above conditions. Note that go is very close to the Euclidean metric, so |- [z ~ | -|.

Let us denote by S(R) the set of Schwartz functions on R™ restricted to R’ .
Clearly, the functions in C§°(U™) are also in S(R"}).

In what follows, for u € S(R"}), by Usa(21,€) we mean the semiclassical Fourier
transform of u(zq,2’) in the z’-variable,

Usel(21,§) = Feau(1,§) = / e~ My (2, ') .
Rn—1
Choose constants p1, p2 > 0 such that
VP2 <<y V[
1+ (V]2 2 201+ 1|V]?)

Take also constants d1, 05 such that do > §; > 0. Then we ~consider a cutoff function
p € C°(R"1) such that p(&) = 0 if |¢|> > pg or |- V] > &, and p(§) = 1 if
|€]2 < p1 or |€- V| < 6;. The choice of the constants p1, p2, d1,d2 will depend only
on V. In particular for ds, we will need 26, < V.



16 YERNAT M. ASSYLBEKOV

Given u € 030((7 int) " we express it in terms of small frequency and large frequency
parts u = us + ug, where

— —

(ts)ger(21,8) = p()Uscr,  (ue)ger(1,€) = (1 = p(E))Uscr-

We will prove the Carleman estimate for each part separately in Section 5.3 and
Section 5.4, and then combine them in Section 5.5.

5.2. The operators. In this subsection we introduce certain operators that will
be used in proving Proposition 5.1. Such operators were considered in [7, 8, 9].

Suppose that F : R"~1 — C is smooth such that Re F(€), |F(§)| =~ 1+[¢], & € R*L.
We assume that for all multi-indices « there is C, > 0 such that

OEF(E) < Ca(l+ g7, g e R (53)
For v € S(R" ), we define the operator J by

—

(Ju)yy (21, 6) = (F(§) + hdr)Usa(w1, ).
The adjoint operator J* of J is

(']*u)scl(xlag) = (F(é) - hal)ascl(xlvg)'
The right inverses J—!, J* ™! are
1

— r1
J 1) (21,€) = — Tser (s, €)en (5= FE) gg
scl h o

1 1 OO’\ +(x1—s
(J* 1“)5(;1(5171;5) - E/ Uscl(s,g)e}t( 1 )F(‘E) dS
1

We have the following result on boundedness of these operators, which was shown
in [7, 8], although we state it in a different way.

Lemma 5.4. The operators J, J=, J*, J* 71, defined on S(R?%), can be extended to
bounded operators

J,J* HYR™) — LARY), J~L 7 LARY) — HY(RY),

and the following estimates hold:

[ TullL2ny S lullg, @y, 17 ull2@n) S lullay @),
||Jflu||H;C1 R™) S ||U||L2(JR1)7 ||J*u||Hslcl(R1) S ||u||L2(R1)-

Moreover, these extensions for J* and J*~* are isomorphisms.

By Hg(R'}) we denote the space of functions in H'(R") with zero trace on the
boundary, i.e. on the hyperplane x; = 0. The dual space to Hg (R) will be
denoted by H(R%).

Using the similar arguments as in [7], we prove the following properties of .J, which
will be used later.
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Lemma 5.5. Assume that u,v € S(R") and that Q is a second-order semiclassical
differential operator with bounded coefficients in C*(R'). Then for sufficiently
small 0 < h < 1, the following estimates hold

HJUJ_luHL?(Ri) 2 lvullL2@y) = hllullz2ey)
and
1(JQ — QJ)UHH;ll(Ri) S h”u”Hslcl(]Ri)a
with implicit constants depending on the derivatives of F.

Lemma 5.6. For a given v € S(R"}), consider g defined by

~ 2ReF < P +F @
gSCI(x17§) = T(g)/ USC](S7§)€ lh dS.
0

Then
lgllzzy) < [[vllL2sy)- (5.4)
Moreover, we have
HJU”HS*CII(RQ) ~ HU - 9||L2(R1)-

For the proofs of these results we refer the reader to Appendix C.

5.3. The case of small frequencies. In this subsection is we prove the Carleman
estimate for the small frequency part.

Proposition 5.7. There is 69 > 0 and there are pi,pa, 01,02 such that if (5.2)
holds for some § < g, then

~ 2
MHUSHLQ(R@ < ||£sa,susHH;ll(R1) + m”unp(ﬁ)
for all u € Cgo(U™).

Following [7, Section 6], we start with defining a function ® : R"~! — C by

()

= s (LT 2T €~ 7€+ L+ PP - V). €eRn,
1+|V]?

where we take the branch of the square root with non-negative imaginary part. This

function could play a role of F' in the definitions of the operators in Section 5.2.

However, ® is non-smooth and therefore our aim is to approximate it with a certain

smooth function Fy, on the support of (uy)
for F' in Section 5.2.

Observe that ® is smooth away from the set of those £ € R"~! when
(&) =2V €~ [V-&P + A+ VPP — [V

is real-valued and non-negative, that is when V - £ = 0 and |£[2 > (1+ [V[?) V]2
This is exactly when 7(§) is on the branch cut of the above mentioned branch of
the square root. Therefore, singular points of ® are those points ¢ € R"~! where

/7(€) has a discontinuity as a jump of size 2\/(1 + |V P)E)? = V|2

<1 that satisfy all the required conditions
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Since |€|? < pa on the support of p, we can choose py sufficiently close to (1 +
[V|2)~L|V|? to make the size of the jump sufficiently small.

Therefore, choosing py > 0 sufficiently close to (1+ |V|2)~1|V|2, for arbitrary small
€ > 0 we can define Fy to be a smooth function on the support of @SCI so that

(&) — Fs(§)| < e

Taking py sufficiently close to (1 +[V[2)~[V|2, in the support of p, we can show
that

L= (1+[VP)(A = [¢) < 6.
Therefore, in supp @)SCI, we have —26, < Im(7) < 28, and —02 — [V|2 < Re(r) <
8. Hence, we get [\/7(€)| < 6+/5 in the support of p.
Taking 05 and e small enough and using the well known inequality

—[z| < Re(z) < 2|, z€C, (5.5)
one can show that on supp p

L-0V/5 1—46, —e(1+|V]?) - 1

ReF,(§) >Re®(§) —e> ———— — > = Vi2)’
el 2 Re®(§) me 2 Tz — 1+ V]2 2(1+ [VP?)
and 1
F > Re Fy o1 0 1ir1oy
|Fs(€)] > Re (§)>2(1+|V|2)

We now fix all the constants pi1, p2,01,d2,6. Then we can extend Fs smoothly
outside of supp p so that Re F,(€),|Fs(€)| = 1 + |¢] and Re Fy, |Fy| > 1/2(1 + |V ]?)
on R~ 1,

Thus, we obtain smooth Fy : R*~! — C with Re Fy(€),|Fs(¢)| ~ 1+ |¢| on R* !
and satisfying (5.3). Then by Js, J*, J;1, J:_l we denote the operators defined as
in Section 5.2 with F replaced by Fj.

Next we give the proof of Proposition 5.7. For this, consider y € C*°(R") with

0 < x <1 such that y =1 on U and suppx C U,. For a given u € Cgo(ﬁi“t),
we have u, € S(R'}) and support of u is away from the hyperplane x; = 0. Then

xJus € C5°(Uy), and hence by Proposition 5.3 we have

h _ ~ _
MHXJS 1USHH5101([71) S Hﬁw,sXJs IUSHLz([}l)-

Since xJ; lus € Cgo(ﬁl), this is same as
h _ ~ _
MHXJS 1”5||H;C1(R1) S Lo ex s IUSHLz(f}l)-
Applying Lemma 5.4, we get
h -1 </ -1
m”JSXJs USHLz(Ri) ~ ||£@75XJS USHLz(f}l)-

Using the first estimate in Lemma 5.5 for the left hand-side, we obtain

h ~ _ h?
mHXUsHN(R:) < Hﬁw,sXJs 1Us|\L2(ﬁl) =+ m”usﬂw(m)a
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where the implicit constant depends on the derivatives of Fs. The latter depends
on 0, and ¢ is independent of h and ¢.

Let P be the semiclassical pseudodifferential operator of order 0 on R"~! with
symbol p(&), so us = Pu. Since suppu C U and y =1 on U™,

xus = xPu = Pxu+ hEou = Pu+ hEyu = us + hEyu
for some semiclassical pseudodifferential operator Ey of order 0 on R"~!. Therefore,
h h h?
mHXUsHL?(Rz) 2 MHUSHLQ(R@ - m”“”m(m),
and hence,
2 2
oy S 1y oy + ggluslzoces) + glluliscen
Taking h > 0 sufficiently small, the second term on the right hand-side can be

absorbed into the left hand-side
2

h ~ _ h
Sz lusllzzmyy S l1€eex s sl oy + a7z [ull ey

Since the commutator [Z%E, x| = hE; for some semiclassical first-order differential
operator E7, we obtain

h < P 4 . h?
m”usﬂm(m) S XL, USHL2([71) +hllJ; Us||H;C1(R1) + mHUHN(Ri)-

Using Lemma 5.4 and the properties of x, this implies
h < F 1 h?
Tz llusllzzmy) S 1Lpeds usllnemy) + hllusla@y) + 75 lull p2zy).

Taking ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, the second term on the right hand-side can be
absorbed into the left hand-side and give

h h?
s llusliiz@n) S Lo, ds usll 2 e + a7z [ullzzey)- (5.6)
I / / +
Our next step is to show that
lv = gll2gn) > _|\U||L2(Rn) v =Ly J; s, (5.7)

where g is defined as in Lemma 5.6. Setting w = J; 'u, and using the expression
for £, . in the statement of Proposition 5.3, we can write

N 2 ReF ~ _ Fsz1+Fys
Gsel = Fea(Lpcw)e o ds

2R6F sx1+Fss
B / Fea(L+ [y Y2 07w)e™ =5 ds

2ReF

Fsaz1+Fgs
h

/ scl a + <Bf7 tho >(30)h85w)e_ ds

2R F _ Fewy+Fss
+ 2 / Flo((=a? = h2L)w)e SR s,
0
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Using (5.2) and the fact that |1 — a| < he™!, this can be rewritten as

2 F w1+ Fgs

Gscl = — Re / (1 + [VP)R20%2w )*7F s g
2 F w1+ Fgs
Re / 21+ V - AV ) hdsw)e™ 5 ds

2R F s21+F5s
° / A 1—h2A’)w)efp s

2R F Fyzy+Fgs
; / Scl E2w B l}jF d87

where V/ and A’ are gradient and Laplacian operators in a’-variable in R”~!, and
Es is a semiclassical second-order differential operator in R’}. We apply integration
by parts twice for the first term on the right hand-side to get

2R F o 4T
: / Fla((L+ V)RR 02w)e =5 ds

2Re F, < ~ 0. _ Fex +Tss
_RGT(O/ (F5)2(1+ |V|2)wscle - l’jF ds,
0

with no boundary terms since Re Fy > 0 and u is supported away from z; = 0, and
hence so are both g and v = J; tu. Similarly, for the second term, we get

2ReF

1+Fs

2ReFy [ — =\ _Fam4T5s
== / OF, (14iV - Q)sie™ 7 ds.
0

Therefore,

_ 2Re F, ° __ R T
Jscl = _T(g) / (Fs)2(1 + |V|2)wscle R ds
0

2ReF, [ — ~ . Fse14Ts
; / OF, (1 4V - Oiare 7 ds

0
2ReFy [ . _Fea4T5e
Tt /(1+|€| YBsie” o ds

2R F Fsw1+Fss
© / el (Baw)e™ R s,

Observe that ®(€) is a solution for the equation

I+ [VHX2—2(14iV- )X +1-[¢2 =0

Since |®(&) — Fs(§)| < e, this implies that on supp (/u\s)scl (thus also on supp Usc1)
we have

1+ VP (F(6)? — 201 +iV - ) F,(€) + 1 — [€]%| S el F(€)],
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where the implicit constant depends only on V. Therefore,

N 2Re F  _ Fez4Tas 2R F _ Fsay+Fgs
Gscl = 5%@/ Rige1e s th'rF ds + © / scl Ezw = 1h+F ds
0

for some R(&) such that |R(&)| < |Fs(€)] < 14 €| Then, using the same reasonings
as in the proof of (5.4), we show

||§sc1||L2(R1) < EHR{U\b‘Cl”LZ(Ri) + CéH(E2w)SC1||L2(R1).
Using the semiclassical Plancherel’s theorem, this implies

Hg||L2(]R" (€+06)||U’HH2 (R (5.8)

Using the expression for EN%E in the statement of Proposition 5.3 together with (5.2)
and the fact that |1 — a| < he™!, we have

||Zsa,aw||2L2(Rn)
> (= (1 + [V[2)h202 + 21+ V - hV')hdy — (1+h2A’))w||2LZ(R1) (5.9)
- CéHWHHiI(Ri)'

By semiclassical Plancherel’s theorem, the first term on the right hand-side can
expressed as

(= (U T R20% 4201 407 R0y — (1~ |EP) B2 gy

By definition of w, for each z1, supp Wsc1(z1,) C {€ : R*71 1 €2 < po}, where as
before

Ly VB
TT2 o+ VP
Observe that, for each fixed £ such that @ is non-zero, the operator
P,y =—(1+|VI)h?0} +2(1+iV - Ohdy — (1 - [¢])

is an elliptic semiclassical second-order differential operator in x1-variable with semi-
classical symbol

P (s) = (L+|VP)s® + 2(1+iV - )is — (1 - [¢]%),

where s € R is a variable on a semiclassical Fourier transform side in xi-variable.
One can show that the following holds with the implicit constant depending only
onV

Pep@) 21+ + 7 seR, P <p <l [Vog<s  (510)

Observe also that, for each 2/, u(xy, 2’) is zero for all z1 outside of (¢g,t1) C (0, 00),
for some tg, t; > 0 depending on U™, In particular, u(-, ') € H}((to,t1)) and hence
we can extend u(-,2’) to the rest of (—oo,0) by zero such that u(-,2’) € H'(R)
with suppu(-,2’) C [to,t1]. This implies that, for each &, @Wsa (-, &) € HY(R) with



22 YERNAT M. ASSYLBEKOV

supp Wsel (-, &) C [to,t1]. Therefore, using the semiclassical Plancherel’s theorem in
x1-variable, the first term on the right hand-side of (5.9) is equal to

1 2 1 211 (s 2
P vl o, = 77 [ [ oo (6P @) (5, ds e
where f;cl denotes the semiclassical Fourier transform in xj-variable. Applying
(5.10), this gives
12g.c03aay) 2 l0l3z any — Cllwlld -
Taking § > 0 sufficiently small, this implies that
||U||%2(R1) = ||£so,sw||2L2(R1) Z ||w||§fgcl(m)'

Combining this with (5.8) and recalling that w = J; 'u,, we obtain

1
l9llz2®e) S (€+ Co)llvlle@ny = Ngllregn) < Sllvllegn).

taking sufficiently small € and . Then this clearly implies (5.12).

Using (5.12) and Lemma 5.6 in (5.6) gives
h ~ h?
slheallzacag) S 1B sl gt gy + g el e
Now, applying Lemma 5.5, this implies
h <IF 1 1 h?
Tz llusllzzey) S NLoedsd sl gt @y + RIS usll iz, ) + S llullza@y)-

Taking sufficiently small ¢ and using Lemma 5.4, the second term on the right
hand-side can be absorbed into the left hand side

h ~ h?
iz luslieeey) S Lot @y + Sz lull oy
The proof of Proposition 5.7 is thus complete.

5.4. The case of large frequency. In this subsection we prove the Carleman
estimate for the large frequency case.

Proposition 5.8. There is 69 > 0 and there are pi,pa, 01,02 such that if (5.2)
holds for some § < g, then
h <7 h?

a7z luellzz@y) S 1Leeuell gy gy + vl @)
for all u € Cgo(U™).
As in Section 5.3, we consider a function ® : R»~* — C defined as
- 1 ~ = = = =
@@z;mﬁOHwaﬁWf—Wﬂuﬂ+Www—m% Eer™,
but this time the branch of the square root has non-negative real part.
Observe that ® is smooth away from the set of those £ € R"~! when

T(€) =2V - £~ |V -+ 1+ V)P - [V
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is real-valued and non-positive, that is when V - &€ = 0 and |¢[2 < (1 + [V[?) " V.
Since (1 + |V[?)"HV[> < pi, the function @SCI vanishes in the set of such &’s.
Therefore, ® is smooth in supp @501-
Since Re /7(£) > 0, it is easy to see that Re ®(¢) > (1 + [V|2)~!, and hence by
(5.5), |®(&)] > (1 + |V]?)~L. Therefore, taking constants po, §y such that
2

#”‘7'2<P0<p1, 0 < do < 01,
we can take a smooth function Fy such that F;(£) = (&) for [{| > po or [V-¢| > b
and Re Fy (&), |Fe(€)] > (1 + |V[*)~! for all £ € R™1.
For large £ € R"™!, one can also see that Re ®(§) 2 1+ [¢] and [®(¢)] < 1+ [¢],
where the implicit constant depends only on V. Therefore, according to (5.5), we
have

Re Fy(€), |[Fe(€) ~ 1+ €], €eR"L

Thus, we obtain smooth F; : R"~! — C that satisfy all the required conditions for
F'in Section 5.2. Then by J;, JJ, J[l, Jli**l we denote the operators defined as in
Section 5.2 with F' replaced by Fj.

Using the similar approach as in the proof of (5.6), one can obtain

h ~ h?
7z ) S Loy uellpagen) + 7 llull L2 (5.11)
Tz ey S 1Lpedy uellizmy) + S llullcey)- :

Our next step is to show that

1 ~ _
lv = gllzeqey) + hlluelzaey) 2 5llollca@y), v =Loed, Ly, (5.12)

where g is defined as in Lemma 5.6. Unfortunately, the arguments following (5.6) in
Section 5.3 can not be carried out, since in the case of large frequency the operator
Ly is not elliptic on supp uy.

Consider a cutoff function x € C“(R":l) such that k() = 1 if |(]*> > p1 or
|V - €] > 61, and k(&) = 0if [£]2 < po or |V - €| < 6p. Then define
Gs(§) = (1 = K(&) Fe(S)

and

Foov @t iBr &g £ V1r(@1,27,§)
GL(§) = K(¢) e

where the branch of the square root has non-negative real part and
7€) = 2ia(By, &) a0 — (Br, )z, + (1 + 177 1))35'685 — sl

Observe that Gi are smooth away from the set of those £ € R"™! when 74(¢) is
real-valued and non-positive, that is when (8r,£)g, = 0 and

+ Gs(8),

[ys[2?

1y
95068 < -
O T Lt oy
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According to (5.2),
906 = (1= Co)l&P,

where C5 — 0 as § — 0. On suppk, we have [¢[2 > po > (1 + |V]?)~![V|? and

hence, taking small enough ¢, we get

VP

4
95 && > —==, & Esuppk.
R T
Since |a— 1| < he™!, using (5.2) and taking small enough & and h, this implies that
2.2
17 sl er
96 €85 > ;& €suppr.
OP T 1+

Therefore, Gi are smooth in supp . It is not difficult to check that Gi are symbols.
Now, let T}, denote the operator which corresponds to the symbol a. Then

(hO1 =T, )(1+|w| )(hor —Tgr )
= (1+ V¢ 12)R20F — 2(a + (B, AV 3o+ Vg0 VRO Ty + (0 + h2 L) T2
=201+ ) Ta, + (1 + ) Ty T, + Tr Tas + TasTas) + hEn,

where Ey(x1,-), for each 1, is a first-order semiclassical pseudodifferential operator
on R"~! with bounds being uniform in ;.

Write w = Je_luz. Then Tyw = w, T2w = w and Tg,w = 0 since kK = 1 on
supp(1 — p). Therefore,

(o1 =T )(1 + 7 ?)(hoy = Tis Jw
= (14 |y4])h%07w — 2(a + (By, hV 3, )30 )hO1w + (0* + h*L)w + hEyw.
This can be rewritten as

(hOr — )(1 + |’Yj| )(hdy — Tor Jw = E%Ew + hEjw,

where F; is modified but with the same properties as before.
Recall that v = Z%Ew. Then, writing b = (1 + |y¢[*)(hd1 — Tr Jw,

2R F . T
ool = ot / Fly(Lpew)e™ 5 ds
2R F, w1+ Fys
S [ ey~ T e ds

2 Re Fg / a hElw FzzlhfFieS ds.

Recall that v is supported away from x; = 0, and hence so are w and b. Therefore,
integrating by parts, we obtain

2Re F, w1 +Fys
G = e e/ 7 (T — TGf)b)e_Fe T

2ReF€ / SC] hElw @ dS.
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Using (5.4) for each term on the right hand side, we come to
9]l 2y < (T, = Tge ol 2y + hllEvew| 2 y).-
To find an appropriate estimate for ||(T7 — TGi)b”N(Ri)v consider the symbol of
T — TGi on supp k. Since Fy = ® on supp k,
iy - (LEIV € ati(Br.8s, VT VT© ) _
K (Fg—G_,’_)— = - 2 + ~ - ) —I+II.
1+ V]2 L+ |yl 1+ V]2 1+l
These two terms can be rewritten as

(L+iV &) (P = IV*) = (L= a) +i(V-€ = (81, €)z)) (1 + V)
(L4 s l?)

I =

and
(L4 VP2 = 1)+ (A + hy P2 = (L4 [P2))r
L+ [P (A + VT + A+ V) y77)

Each of these terms are first-order symbols multiplied by functions bounded by
< Cjs. Therefore, we obtain

I(Tg; = T )bl 2eny S Collbll e
and hence
lgllz>@ny < Csllbll ey + Allwll e, @y )-

Since (hd1 — T )b = Ly cw + hEyw and J; = —hoy + T,

f
T

6]

w1, @)~ [1900] 2
S I(Tg - Tci)b||L2(Ri) +[[(h0r = T )bl L2 (rry)

i
S Csllbll ) + 1£pcwll2@ny + hllwll a2 @),

where we have used the second part of Lemma 5.4. Taking § sufficiently small, we
ensure that Cs is small enough, and hence the first term on the last line can be
absorbed to the left side to get

6]

@) S ILeewllz@y) + hllwlaz, e

Therefore, since w = J[lug, using Lemma 5.4, we come to
l9llL2@n) S Csll Lo cwll2wy) + hllwll g e

S G5l Lo cwl poqeny + PIT el a1, o)

S Cé||Zw,aw||L2(R1) + h|uel L2 -

Then for small enough ¢, we have

1
9l z2®n) S 5 lvllpe@n) + hlluell z2s)-
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This clearly implies (5.12). Combining (5.12) with (5.11), and using Lemma 5.6,
we obtain

h h?
mHWHL?(R" ||Jz£¢ N WHH Rn)+h||ue||L2(R 81/2||U||L2 (R%)-

Using the second part of Lemma 5.5, this implies

mHWHN(Ri) < ||£¢,5JEJ[1UZ||H;}(R1) + h||J[1W||Hslcl(Rn)

h2
+ hlluel| L2y ) + WHUHLz(Rz)-

Applying Lemma 5.4 and taking sufficiently small €, the second and third terms on
the right hand-side can be absorbed to the left, finishing the proof of Proposition 5.8.

5.5. Proof of Proposition 5.1. Using Proposition 5.7 and Proposition 5.8 to-
gether with u = us + uy, we get

h ~ ~ h?
mHUHL?(Ri) S ||£sa,aus||HS;ll(R1) + ||£w,a“é||Hs;ll(R3) + mHUHLz(ﬁ)-

Taking e sufficiently small, the last term on the right hand-side can be absorbed
into the left hand-side and give

h - .
m”unm(ﬁ) S ||£sa,sus||H;ll(lRi) + ||Lga,sul||H;ll(R1)'

Observe that (14 |y¢]?) > 1+ [V|2 — Cs for small 8. This implies that

h
7zl SN+ )™ Lo cuslgr= gy + 10+ 1) ™ Lol i e -

Recall that us = Pu, where P is a zeroth-order semiclassical pseudodifferential
operator on R" ! with symbol p. Since P commutes with d; and since the coefficient
of K207 term in (1 + |y¢|?) 'Ly ¢ is 1, we obtain

I+ 1) Lot ®Y)
= 13+ 1) B ePull s g
S P+ |7f|2)_1£%5u”H;11(R1) + h||hEoOyu + Elu”H;}(Ri)v

where Ey(z1,-) and Eq (21, -), for each fixed z1 € (0, 00), are semiclassical pseudodif-
ferential operators on R” ! of order 0 and 1, respectively. Applying Proposition B.1
for each term on the right hand-side, we get

11+ |'Yf| ) 1£<p sUSHH LR) ~ ”Lso EUHH S ®Y) + h||u||L2(R")
In a similar way we can obtain the estimate

”(1 + |"Yf| ) «p suEHH S(R7) < ”Lsa EUHH SR7) + hHuHL2 (R2)>
and hence

h
m”unp(u SIIZ, el sy + Pllullz2en)-
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Taking sufficiently small € the last term can be absorbed into the left hand-side,
giving us

h -
MHUHLz([}) S ||L@,5U||H;C11(R1)'
Making the change of the variables back to the original one, we finish the proof of
Proposition 5.1.

6. CARLEMAN ESTIMATES ACTING ON 1-FORMS

In this section we prove a global Carleman estimate for 1-forms. Roughly speaking,
for the proof we use partition of unity to glue the local Carleman estimate for
functions proved in the previous section. We make the same assumptions on (M, g)
as in Section 5.

In what follows we use the semiclassical Sobolev norms of differential forms. One
can defined those norms, for example, as

amn = nllzeaman + ZZ [hVes (pan)||L20m vy, 1€ H'Q™(M),

a j=1

<<7w>M
1<l am oy = S0 { 2 —
Hoer @ (M) Hw”HlelQm(M)

70l g2

scl
cw e HIQ™(M), w # 0}, ¢ e H'Q™(M),

where (-, -)pr denotes the distributional duality on M, {U,}, is an open cover of M
and {¢q }o 1s a subordinate partition of unit, and {ef,...,e%} is a local orthonormal
frame on T'U,.

Recall that for the limiting Carleman weight () = £, we use the notation I'y
to denote a neighborhood of dM , in OM mentioned in Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 6.1. Let (M, g) be as described above and let ¢ be the limiting Carleman
weight o(x) = 1. Suppose that My is a smooth compact manifold with boundary
such that M C My and OMNOM, =T ,, where I'y o, is a neighborhood of OM .
Then there is 0 < €9 < 1 such that for 0 < h < € < g9 we have

h — 00 in
MHUHLQQWM) S Hh2etps/h(_A)(e ‘Ps/hu)HH;llﬂl(Ml), u e CO Ql(M t).

Let us first prove the following important consequence of Theorem 6.1 when the
Hodge-Laplacian is perturbed by a first-ordered linear differential operator.

Corollary 6.2. Let (M, g) be as described above and let ¢ be the limiting Carleman
weight p(x) = £x1. Suppose that My is a smooth compact manifold with boundary
such that M C My and OMNOM, =T ,, where I'y o, is a neighborhood of OM .
Assume that W : HYQY(My) — L?*QY(M,) is a first-order linear differential operator
whose purely first-order part has C' coefficients and zeroth-order linear part has
continuous coefficients. Then there is 0 < hg < 1 such that for 0 < h << hy we
have

Wlull gz oy S 112€#/ (= A+ W) e M) g1 a,ye 0 € CEQH (M),
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Proof. Note that
h2e?=/M(—A + W) (e~ %</ "u) = W2 /M (= A)(e™%/"u) + hW.u + h2Qu,

where W, : H'Q'(M;) — L?Q'(M;) is a semiclassical first-order linear differential
operator and @ : L?QY(M;) — L?Q(M;) is a zeroth-order linear differential oper-
ator whose coefficients are uniformly bounded with respect to h and €. Therefore,
by Theorem 6.1

mHUHLml(M) S |h2es/M(—A + W)(ef%/hu)HH;}(Ml) + hllull L201 (ary)

for all u € C$PQY(M™Y). Taking ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, the last term can be
absorbed into the left side, and give

h _
lull 2 (ary S 1A2€#</M (= A + W)(e ™2/ u) | =1 (a1,

cl/2
for all u € CPQ (M), Since "?*/2¢ i smooth and bounded on M, we come to
the desired estimate completing the proof. 0

To prove Theorem 6.1, we need the following two local Carleman estimates for the
Hodge-Laplacian A acting on 1-forms. These are obtained from local Carleman esti-
mates for the Laplace-Beltrami operator A, (acting on functions) in Proposition 5.1
by observing that, locally, the principal part of A is Ag.

Proposition 6.3. For p € I'S, let U be a sufficiently small neighborhood of p in
R x My such that M NU has a smooth boundary. Suppose that there is a smooth
[ My — R such that M N U lies in the set Ay := {x1 > f(a')}, and 7. NU C
{z1 = f(a')}. Suppose that there is a choice of local coordinates on w(U) such that
there are a constant 6 > 0 and a constant vector field K on 7(M NU) for which

|gO_Id|S67 |Vgof_K|90§5
on m(M NU). Then there is 0 < €9 < 1 such that for 0 < h < & < g9 we have

h — 00 in
m||u||L2QI(MﬂU) 5 ||h2e¢s/h(—A)(€ Sas/hu)”Hs—CllQl(Af), u e CO Ql (M tﬂ[])

Proof. 1If we denote by 2’ the above mentioned local coordinates in 7(U), then 2 =
(x',...,2") = (z1,2') will be local coordinates in U. Suppose that the expression
of u € CgPQY(M™ N U) in these local coordinates is u = u;(z) dz7. Then we have

(Au);(z) da? = (Aguj)(x) da? + (Eu),;(x) daz’

where E is a first-order linear differential operator with smooth coefficients; see [30,
page 183]. This allows us to write

h2€<p€/h (A(e*@s/hu))j(x) dxj = (ﬁ%auj)(x) dej + h(Eau)] (JJ) d.’L’jv

where E. is a semiclassical first-order linear differential operator with smooth coef-
ficients uniformly bounded by < (1 + h/2¢). Therefore,

2 p./h —p:/h
(RSN Ca U)HHS;IIQ*I(Af) 2 21 H£<Px5ujHH;ll(Af) - h||Eau||Hs;}Ql(Af)'
j=
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Using Proposition 5.1, this implies

_ h h
Hh%%/hA(e %/hu) 2 mHUjHLQ(MmU) —h(1+ %)HUJHLQSP(A]«)

i

Il
-

||H;115271(Af)
J

h h
2 zsllllzaraunvy = L+ ) llull e (uev)-

Taking sufficiently small € > 0, we can finish the proof as in Proposition 6.3. g

Proposition 6.4. Let U be sufficiently small open set in R x My. Then there is
0 < eg <1 such that for 0 < h < e < gy we have

h

51THUHL2QI(U) = ||h2€%/h(—A)(6_%/hU)||H;llszl(U)a S CB)OQI(U)-

Proof. The proof is the same as in the previous proposition, except instead of Propo-
sition 5.1 one needs to use the estimate (4.7) in [13, Section 4]. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 6.1 by gluing the local Carleman estimates in
Proposition 6.3 and Proposition 6.4 via partition of unity.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Let Uy, ...,Up, be finite cover of M such that each M NU;
has smooth boundary. Suppose that each I',. N Uj is either empty (in this case we
assume that such U; is sufficiently small) or represented as a graph of the form z; =
f;(z"), for some smooth f; : My — R, with MNU; C Ay, = {x1 > f;(2')} and there
is a choice of coordinates in m(U;) such that |go —Id| < d; and |V, f — Kj|g < 6
for some constant §; > 0 and for some constant vector field K; on w(M NU;).

Consider the partition of unity xi,...,xm subordinate to Ui,...,U,,. For u €
Ceo (M™) define 4; = xju € CgPQY(M™ NU;). If TS, NU; # @, by Proposi-
tion 6.3

h . - -
mHUjHLml(MmUj) S [[h%e?</M (= A)(e %/hua‘)HH;;szl(Afj)-

Otherwise, by Proposition 6.4

h . _ -
mHUjHLml(MmUj) S W%/ (= A)(e %/huﬂ')”H;}Ql(MﬂUj)'

Suppose that I'Y ,NU; # @. Since My NOM =T , and since 9, <0 onT'q .
OM; must be represented as a graph of the form z; = f;(2") near T'S , for some
smooth f; : My — R as above. Therefore, we can assume that each Ay, coincides
with M near each U;. Then there is ¢; € C5°(R x My) such that ¢; = 1 on U;
and ¢; = 0 on the complements of Ay, and M int| Multiplication by this function is
a bounded map from HjQ(Ay,) to HjQ!(My) and vice versa. This implies that
||w|‘H;11£21(M1) ~ Hw||H71§21(Afj)’ w e Ogogl(Mmt M UJ)

scl

Therefore, for the case I'C , N U; # @ we have

h . _ -
pvel Lo FACHETRIEANNS [h2e#=/ (= A) (™9 i) ;-1 ar, - (6.1)
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Now suppose that I'} , NU; = @. We can assume that U; C M;. Therefore, for
the case 'Y , NU; = & we have

h _ _
73 il oy S In2e</" (=) (e a)) | -1 (aay) - (6.2)

Gluing the estimates of the form (6.1) and (6.2) together, we finish the proof. O
We finish this section with the following solvability results.

Proposition 6.5. Let (M, g) be as described above and let ¢ be the limiting Car-
leman weight o(x) = +x1. Suppose that My is a smooth compact manifold with
boundary such that M C My and OM NOMy =T ,, where 'y , is a neighborhood
of OMy . Assume that W : H'Q'(My) — L*QY (M) is a first-order linear dif-
ferential operator whose purely first-order part has C' coefficients and zeroth-order
linear part has continuous coefficients. Then there is 0 < hg < 1 such that for
0 < h < hgy and for given v € L*QY(M) there is u € HAQ' (M) satisfying
B2/ (—A + W) (e™?/Mu) = v in M, ulps =0
and

1
(]| g2 Q1(M) S —HUHLml(M).

sel
Proof. Define a linear functional L on
(h2e™ /M (—A+ W)e?/M) Cget (M™) ¢ H'QM (M)
by
L((h2e /M= + W)e?/M w) = (vw) pranaryy - w € CEQT(M™).
Then we have

}L((h%_wh(_A + W)ewh)*w)} < vllear an llwll 201 (ar)

1 - *
S EHUHL%P(M)”(}LQS S"/h(—A + W)ewh) w||H;llszl(M1)v

where in the last step we have used the Carleman estimate in Corollary 6.2. By
the Hahn-Banach theorem, we may extend L to a linear continuous functional L
on H~1QY(M;). By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists u € H3Q (M)
such that

E(f) = (u|f)L2£21(M)a fe LQQl(M)-
In particular,

(u](h2e= /M (= A + W)e? ™) w) 201 (ar) = E((th**"/h(—A + W)e?/M)*w)
= (v|w)L2(M)a

for all w € C§°QY (M%), Therefore, we obtain h2e™%/"(—A + W)e¥/hy = v and

(6.3)

1
lull 01 (any S 5 10llz20r any-

Finally, v € H}Q'(M;) implies that u|pc+ , =0 O

The following is a consequence of [16, Proposition 4.1].
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Proposition 6.6. Let ¢ be the limiting Carleman weight ¢(x) = +x1. There is a
small 0 < hg < 1 such that for all 0 < h < hg and for every f € L*(M), there is a
unique u € HY (M) solving

ew/h(_Ag)efw/hu =f

and satisfying the estimate ||ul| g ary S bl fll L2 -

7. COMPLEX GEOMETRICAL OPTICS SOLUTIONS

In this section, combining the ideas of [7, 17] and [28], we give the construction
of the complex geometrical optics solutions for the system to which the Maxwell
equations were reduced in Section 4 and then relate these solutions to the Maxwell
equations. More precisely, we construct complex geometrical optics solutions for
the system
L., E=0, 6¢€E)=0, E|piw =0,

where ¢ is the limiting Carleman weight ¢(z) = ;. Then using Proposition 4.2,
we obtain the appropriate solutions for the Maxwell equations.

Let (M,g) be a 3-dimensional admissible manifold. Throughout the section, we
assume that M C R x M* and that the metric has the form g = e @ go, where e
is Euclidean metric on R and (Mo, go) is a simple 2-dimensional manifold.

The solutions that we want to construct are of the form

E=e @t/ AL R—e?/"B), (7.1)
where 1) is a certain real-valued phase to be chosen, A € C2Q!(M) is specific and
concentrated near geodesics on the transversal simple manifold (Mo, go), p € C*(M)

with Re p ~ dist(-,I'¢. ) in a neighborhood of 'S , B € C*Q!' (M) supported near
IS , and satisfy Blre = Alre , and R € H Q' (M) is the correction term.

Suppose that E is of the form (7.1). Writing { = ¢ + it + p we can write E as
E=e @WHO/MA L R) — e /"B,
Then the equation L. ,F = 0 is equivalent to
eletiW)/hp2p e (TR — [y 4 By,
where Fy := —eleti)/hp2p. He_(‘/’“w)/hA and F := eleti)/hp2p Me_C/hB.
To choose 1, recall that the transversal manifold (Mo, go) is assumed to be simple.

Choose another simple manifold (]T/[/O, go) such that My CC Mg and choose p € ]T/[/O\

M. Simplicity of (Mo, go) implies that there are globally defined polar coordinates
(r,0) centered at p. In these coordinates, the metric g has the form

gze@(é m(g,@), (7.2)

where m is a smooth positive function. Then following [13, Section 5.1], we take
(x) = r. In these coordinates it is not difficult to show that

(d(p + i1b), d(p + i1h))g = 0.
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Here the Riemannian inner product (-,-), was extended as a complex bilinear form
acting on complex valued 1-forms.

7.1. Transport equation. Using [16, Lemma 6.2], one can show that
Fy = —e$ti)/hp2p #e*(saJridJ)/hA
= —(d(p +iv),d(p + i) A
+ h(2V g (priv) A+ Dg(p + i) A+ (iqgrog e A)d(p + 1)) — (igrog pd( + i) A)
+h%L. A
= h(2Vy(prin)A + Dyl + i) A+ (id10gA)d( + ith) — (ig1og nd(p + 1)) A)
+h?L. A,

In order to get || F|| H-Q1 (M) < h?, we should construct A satisfying the following
transport equation

QVV(cp-Hw)A + Ag(@ =+ “/’) A+ (idIOg sA)d(Sﬁ + “/)) - (idIOg ,ud(@ + “/1))/1 =0. (7-3)

Consider the operators
1 ) = 1 .
825(61—1&), 825(814—2&).

Proposition 7.1. Let ¢ be the limiting Carleman weight ¢(x) = a1 and let ¢
be the phase function ¢ (x) = r. For any b € C*°(S') and arbitrary X\, sy € R,
transport equation (7.3) has a solution in C2Q*(M) of the following form:

(a) if p(x) = 21, then
A = eN@tinp(g) 12 |g| =125 (dy — idr) + so|g[/* dB),
where ®, ¥ € C*(M) are solutions for
200 = O, loge, 40U = —sqlg| "' /%c' /20y loge in M.
(b) if p(x) = 1, then
A = eNEFIY(0) 12 9| "4V 2 (dy + idr) + solg| '/ dB),
where ¥ € C?(M) is a solution for
400 = —sqlg| /%205 loge i M.
(c) if p(x) = —x1, then
A= ei)‘(“*")b(ﬁ)ulﬂ{|g|71/4571/2\116iq>(d:61 + idr) + solg|** o},
where ®, W € C*(M) are solutions for
200 = —,loge, 40U = —so|g| 712127 9gloge in M.
(d) if p(x) = —x1, then
A = MNE =y (0) 2 g T ATV 20 (day — ddr) + solg] M/t o},
where ¥ € C?(M) is a solution for
400 = —solg| V%1299 loge  in M.
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Here and in what follows, we take the principal branch of the square root.

Proof. We first give the proof for parts (a) and (b), i.e. for the case p(z) = ;.
Then the transport equation can be rewritten as

2Vv(zl+ir)A+ Ag (acl —i—iT) A+ (idlog EA)d(Il —l—iT‘) - (idlogud(xl —i—iT))A =0. (7.4)
Since the metric g has the form (7.2), one can show that
V(z1 +ir) =20, Ay(zy+ir) = dloglg|
and
Vo, dry = Vo, dr = Vg, dxy = Vg, dr =0, Vs, do=i(dloglg|)do.
Then looking for an ansatz of the form A = Ay dxy + A, dr + Ag df, we compute
ZVV(ml—i-ir)A = (45141) dxy + (43147«) dr + (43149 — 2(310g lg])Ag) db,
(Ay(x1 +ir))A = (Olog |g]) (A1 doy + A, dr + Ay df),
(iqgroge A)d(z1 +ir) = ((81 loge)A; + (0, 1loge) A, + |g| " (9p log E)Ag)(dil?l +idr),
(td1og pd(z1 +ir))A = (01 log p + 90, log ) (A1 dxy + A, dr + Ag db).
Substituting these expressions in (7.4), the transport equation becomes
0= {45/11 + (dlog|g|) A1 + (01 1loge — 0y log pn — 0, log 1) Ay
+ (9 loge) Ay + [g| (D log e) Ao  dar
+ {45AT + (0log |g)) A, + (i0, log e — Oy log j1 — i, log 1) A,
+ (01 loge) Ay +ilg| = (s loga)Ag} dr
+ {4949 — (@10g19]) A9 — (91 log ) A — (0, 10g 1) Ag | db.

Multiplying the above equation by |g|*/* and setting a; = |g|'/* 44, a, = |g|'/*A,
and ag = |g|~/*Ay, we obtain

0= {45(11 + (011loge — 04 log u — 90, log ) as
+ (9, loge)a, + |9 ~/*(9y log £)a § da
+ {45% + (10, loge — 01 log . — 10, log p)a, (7.5)
+i(81 loge)ay + ilg|~Y%( logs)ag} dr
+ {45@9 — (011og u + 0, log u)ag} de.
To solve this equation we take
a; = ei)\(zl+ir)b(e)ﬂl/2€71/2\116i<b, ay = _ial, ag = eiA(ml+ir)b(9)ﬂ1/2SQ,

where A € R, b € C*(S!) and ®, ¥ are solutions for 20® = 9, loge and 40V =
—s0lg| 71227 9ploge. Then ®, ¥ are in C?(M) since 0, loge € C?(M). Tt is
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easy to check directly that such chosen a; and a, satisfy the equation (7.5), proving
part (a).
To prove part (b), we make the choice

ay = eiA(ml+ir)b(9)€71/2/,61/2\11, a, = ial, ag = eiA(11+iT)b(9)Ml/2807

where A € R, b € C=(S') and ¥ € C%(M) solves 400 = —so|g|~'/?c'/?9y loge.

Part (c) can be treated in the following way. According to part (a), there is a
solution A for

2V (a1 +in A+ Ag(x1 +ir) A + (iglogz)d(z1 + ir) — (iglogpd(z1 +ir))A =0 (7.6)
of the form
A= ei(*)‘)(zlﬂr)(—m)ﬁlﬂ{|g|71/4§71/2$ei(75)(—dx1 +4dr) + so|g|1/4 d@},
where (—®), ¥ € C?(M) are solutions for
20(—®) = 9, 1logs, 40(V) = —so|g|~/?2/28y logE.

Since (7.6) is linear in A and linear in x; + ir, taking its complex conjugate, one
can show that

A= eM(mlfiT)b(H)ul/z{|g|71/4£71/2\116i<b(dx1 + idr) + solg|'/* d6}

solves (7.3) with ¢(z) = —x1 and ¢¥(x) = 7, and ®, ¥ € C?(M) are solutions for
20® = —0, loge and 40¥ = —sp|g|~1/2/20y loge.

Finally, one can prove part (d) following the similar reasonings as in the proof of
part (c). O
7.2. Approximate solutions for eikonal and transport equations. One can
also show that
Fy = e(@+i¢)/hh2ﬁs #(;C/hB
= e(so-iriw)/he—C/h<dc7 d¢),B
— hel#T)/he=C/M (2T G B + (AyC) B + (id1og = B)dC — (iq1og ndC) B)
_ h26(<p+iw)/he—C/hEE . B.

In order to get HF2||H;1191(M) < h?, we want to construct ¢ and B satisfying
ele e CIdC, dC)g| S B2 (7.7)
and
e+ /he=C/h (VG B + (AyC)B + (idroge B)dC — (idlog#dC)B)’ <h, (78)
respectively.

Proposition 7.2. There is ( € C?*(M) satisfying (7.7) such that Re( — ¢ =~
dist(-, 'S ) in a neighborhood of TS .
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Proof. Let (z,y) = (z', 2%, y) be the boundary normal coordinates near I'S , such

that {y < 0} € M™®. In these coordinates, {y = 0} corresponds to M, v = 9,
and the metric has the form

g =0apdz®® daP + dy @ dy.

Here and in what follows, we use the convention that Greek indices run from 1 to 2.
Note also that = = (2", 2%) is a local coordinate on I'§  and that [y| ~ dist(-, TS )
near ' o

To construct a desired function (, we require
Cre = (@ +iY)[re .
In order to ensure that ¢ will be different from ¢ + i), we also require
dClre | = —0u(p +iv)[re .

We will look for ¢ in the form

S

Clayy) = S Gl

j=0
Boundary conditions determine (p and (i:
G=(p+ih)lre , G =-0(p+iv)lre .

Then
4

ac = (24: 0wl ) da + (32 i)y ) dy,
j=0

=0

and hence

(d¢,dC)g = (9°79alodpCo + (F)
+(29°70aC005C1 + 4¢1G2)
+5%(29°70a005C2 + 29°° 0C105¢1 + 4C5 + 6C1(3)
+ 57 (29°7 0a005C3 + 297 0a(105C2 + 12(2(s + 81C4)
+y'r(Cy),

where r is uniformly bounded in ¢ and y, for sufficiently small |y| > 0. First, we
show that

(d¢, dC)g| < dist(-, T )" (7.9)

near I'Y . Since [y| = dist(-,T'¢ ) near I'¢ ,, this is equivalent to showing that

[(d¢, dC) gl S yl*.
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To ensure this, we would like (y, (1, (2, (3 and (4 to satisfy the following equations

9*79a600s¢0 + ¢F =0, (7.10)

29°P00C005¢1 + 4C1C = 0, (7.11)

29 0,C005Ca + 29°P00C105C1 + 4¢3 + 601G = 0, (7.12)
29°P0,C005Cs + 297 0,,C105Ca + 12623 + 8(1¢ = 0. (7.13)

Since (p and —(; are equal to zeroth and first coeflicients, respectively, of the Taylor
series expansion of ¢ + it in y (near I'Y ) and since (d(¢ + i), d(¢ + i), = 0,
the equation (7.10) is satisfied.

Since (; = —(9l,(<p+iw)|pc+,¢, there is a constant £y > 0 such that |(1| > ¢ on s
Therefore, the division by (7 is possible, and hence we can recursively solve (7.11),
(7.12) and (7.13) for (2, (3 and (4, respectively.

Thus, we have constructed ¢ € C?(M) satisfying the estimate (7.9) and such that
in a neighborhood of I'.

9y Re(lrs = —0vlre _ >e0, Re(lrs  =olre -

Therefore, in a neighborhood of I'Y ,, we have Re ¢ — ¢ ~ dist(-,I'¢ ). In order to
prove (7.7), note that

|e(so+iw)/hef</h<d<, dC>g| < e~ (Rel=p)/h dist(~,Fj#,)4.

If dist(-,T'¢ ;) < h'/2, then we get (7.7), because Re¢ — ¢ & dist(-,T'¢ ) in a
neighborhood of T . If dist(-, TS ,) > h'/2, then we also get (7.7), because for
some constant C' > 0 we have

e~ (Re¢—p)/h < e~ Cdist(-. TS )/h efc/hl/2 < B2

in a neighborhood of I'Y. . O
Next, we give the construction of B.

Proposition 7.3. There is B € C?QY (M) supported near IS , and satisfying (7.8),
for ¢ constructed in Proposition 7.2, and such that B|pc+ .= A|pi . with A being
as i Proposition 7.1.

1

Proof. We work in the same boundary normal coordinates (z,y) = («!, 22, ) near

'Y, used in Proposition 7.2. We look for B of the form
B(z,y) = a(x) +yb(x) + bc(z),

where
a(z) = aq(z) dz® + a,(z) dy,
b(x) = bo(x) dz® + by () dy,
c(z) = co(x) dz® + cy(z) dy.

Boundary condition Blre == Alrg  determine

a=aqdz® +a,dy = A|Fi’¢.
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In boundary normal coordinates (z',z2,y), the following is true for Christoffel
symbols
_ _my _pl 2 _

lejy o ng o FZy o Fyy - Fyy =0.

Using this, straightforward but tedious calculation gives
2VVCB + (AqC)B + (idlog aB)dC - (idlogudC)B
= {(Lu(a) +20,¢ b)da™ + (Ly (a) +20,C b, )dy |
+ y{(LN (b) +40yC e )dz"™ + (Ly(b) + 40,¢ Cy)dy}

+ yQ{LH(c)dx”’ + L, (c)dy}
where L, and L, are defined for f = f,dx® + f, as
Lﬁ(f) = 290‘5304C(85f,{ B FZBJC'V - FZﬂfy) o 28y<Fny'y + (AgOfm
+ 8,{C(g°‘5fa dploge + f, 0y loge) — (gaﬁaag 9 log 1+ 8,¢ Oy log 1) [,
Ly(f) = 29a58a<(86fy - Fgﬁf'v) + (Ag0) fy
+0yC (9™ fo Oploge + f, 9y loge) — (g*P0al Dplog p+ 9, 9y log ) fy.
We first want to show that
2VveB + (AgC)B + (105 B)d¢ — (iarog udC) Bl < dist(-, TG ) (7.14)
near I'Y . Since [y| = dist(-,T'¢ ) near I'¢ ,, this is equivalent to showing that
2V ¢ B + (AgQ)B + (idiog e B)dC — (id1og ndC) Bl S lyl*.
To ensure this, we would like a, b and ¢ to satisfy the following equations
(Lr(a) +20yCby)dax"™ + (Ly(a) + 20,C by)dy = 0,
(L (b) + 40yC ¢ )dx™ + (Ly(b) + 49, ¢y)dy = 0.

It was shown in the proof of Proposition 7.2 that 9, = ¢1 + yr(¢,y), for some r
uniformly bounded in ¢ and y, for sufficiently small |y| > 0. It was also shown that
the division by (; is possible. Therefore, taking |y| > 0 sufficiently small (that is
working sufficiently close to I'S. ), we can ensure that that the division by 9,( is
possible as well. Hence, we can recursively solve the above equations for b and c.
Thus, we have constructed B € C2Q!(M) satisfying (7.14) and Blre = Alre -
Recall that Re( — ¢ ~ dist(+,I'{ ) in a neighborhood of T'¢ . In order to prove
(7.8), note that

6(¢+iw)/h6_</h (QVVCB =+ (AQC)B =+ (idlogsB)dC — (idlogudC)B)‘
< e~ (ReC=¢)/h diSt(wPi)g,)Q.

If dist(-, 'S ,) < h'/2, then we get (7.8), because Re( — ¢ ~ dist(-,T'S ) in a
neighborhood of T'¢ . If dist(-,I' ) > h'/2, then we also get (7.8), because as it

was shown in Proposition 7.2, we have e~ ®e<¢=#)/h < h2 in a neighborhood of I'f .
for some constant C' > 0.
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Finally, multiplication B by a smooth cut-off function will remain these properties
and ensure that B is supported in a neighborhood of I'} . O

7.3. Construction of complex geometrical optics solutions. Now we are
ready to construct complex geometrical optics solutions for the equation £ ,F = 0
which is equivalent to

eletiW)/hp2p et/ R — [y 1+ By, (7.15)

where Fy := —eleti)/hp2p #e’(“”rw’)/hA and Fy = —eleti)/hp2p #e’g/hB.
According to the discussion of Section 7.1 and Section 7.2, we have

1F1 + F2||H;C11§21(M) S h
Then by Proposition 6.5, there is a solution R € HAQ'(M) of (7.15) such that
Rlre =0and
1Rz 01 ary S A
Since (lre = (¢ +@)[re  and Blre == Alre , setting p = ¢ — (¢ + i), we
obtain the complex geometrical optics solution E = e_(‘/’“w)/h(A + R — e_”/hB)

to L., E = 0 such that Elpe = 0. Note also that Rep ~ dist(-,I'C ) in a
neighborhood of T, .

Now we want to show that E satisfies the divergence equation §(¢E) = 0. Recall
from the proofs of Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2 that £, ,E = 0 is equivalent
to
S(ptdE) + p~td(e7t6(eE)) — w*eE = 0.
Taking the divergence, we get
S(ptd(e715(eE))) — w?§(eE) = 0.
Setting p = e 10(eE), this is equivalent to
§(p~tdp) — w?ep = 0.
Now if we set ¢ = p~/2p, then the latter equation can be rewritten as
“Ngg+Qq=0, Q=p(=Ag)p? —wiep.
Since E = e ¥/"E; with By = e="/"(A+ R — e~ ?/"B), a straightforward compu-
tation gives
g=c*"a,
where a = = /2e71§(eEy) + p~V/?(he) Vg, (eEy). Hence, a € L*(M) satisfies
e?M(=Ay)e M = Qa.
Then according to Proposition 6.6, there is 0 < hy < 1 such that a = 0 for all
0 < h < hg. Therefore, we have shown that 6(¢E) = 0 for all 0 < h < hyg.
Thus, for any b € C°°(S!) and for arbitrary A € R, we have constructed a solution
E € H\Q'(M) for the problem

£€)HE = 0, 5(8E) = 0, .E|pc+ - = 0,
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of the form

E=e (#tW/hA L R—e?/"B)
where A € C2QY(M) is a solution of (7.3) as in Proposition 7.1, R € HAQ'(M)
is such that [[R|[z o1 S b p € C?*(M) satisfies Rep ~ dist(-,T'} ) in a
neighborhood of I'Y , and B € C?QY (M) is supported near It , and satisfy
Blrs , = Alrs. -
Now, by Proposition 4.2, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 7.4. Let (M,g) be an admissible manifold of dimension n = 3 with
g = e®go. Assume (g,pn) € C3(M) x C*(M) are complex valued such that
Re(e;),Re(pj) > 0 in M. Let ¢ be the limiting Carleman weight p(x) = +x1
and (x) = r is the phase function. There is a small 0 < hg < 1 such that for all
0 < h < hg, for any b € C=(S*) and for arbitrary X\ € R, the problem

Elre =0,

xdF = 1wpH,
xdH = —iweF,

has a solution (E,H) € HAQ (M) x HyQ' (M) of the form
E=e @t/ AL R—e?/"B),

where A € C*QY(M) is a solution of (7.3) as in Proposition 7.1, p € C%*(M)
such that Rep = dist(-,T'¢ ) in a neighborhood of T ,, and B € C*Q*(M) is
supported near I'S , and satisfy Blre L= Alre ,- Finally, R € HAQY (M) is such

that ||R||HSICIQI(M) S h.

8. PROOF OF MAIN RESULT

In this section we show that the material parameters of the time-harmonic Maxwell
equations can be uniquely determined from the partial boundary measurements.

Let (M, g) be a 3-dimensional admissible manifold, that is (M, g) CC R x (Mo, go)
with g = ¢(e ® go), where ¢ > 0 is a smooth function on M and (Mg, go) is a simple
manifold of dimension two.

The first ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the reduction to the case ¢ = 1.
This was shown in [16, Lemma 7.1]; see also [10, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 8.1. Let (M,g) be a compact Riemannian 3-dimensional manifold with
boundary, and let e, € C°(M) with positive real parts in M. Let ¢ > 0 be a
smooth function on M, and let C’Ig’f’lf; represent the partial Cauchy data set for e, p
. i 1/2_ .1/2

with respect to the metric g. Then C’f{?f = C’lglc)FQ sen

Therefore, it is enough to prove Theorem 1.1 in the case ¢ = 1. Thus, in the rest of
this section we assume that (M, g) CC R x (My, go) with g = e ® go, where (Mo, go)
is a simple manifold of dimension two.

Next ingredient is the derivation of the main integral idenity under the assumption
Cil'p = Cp2'f . For the proof we follow [28, Lemma 0.6].
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Proposition 8.2. Suppose (g5, ;) € C3(M) x C*(M), j = 1,2 are complex valued
such that Re(e;), Re(p;) > 0 in M. Suppose also that Crl'y = CR2'F | at fized
frequency w > 0. Assume that (B2, Ha) € HyQY (M) x H QY (M) solve

*dE2 = iWMQHQ,
*dH2 = —iWEQEQ

with supp t(Es) C T'y. Assume further that (E, H) € HgQ (M) x HyQ' (M) solve

«dE = iwﬁlﬁ,
*dH = —iwaE’

with supp t(E) C T_. Then

(iw(sl - 52)E2|E)L291(M) + (iw(ul - ‘LLQ)H2|H)L291(M) =0.
Proof. According to the hypothesis on the Cauchy data sets, there is (Ey, Hy) €
H QN M) x HgQ(M) solving
*dEl = iw,ulHl,
*dHl = —iwlel
with supp t(E1) C I'y and such that t(E)|r, = t(E2)|r, and t(Hy)|r_ = t(Hz)|r_.
First, we prove
(+d(Hy — H1)|E) p2gr (ar) + (iwps (Hy — Hy)| H) 201 (ar) = 0. (8.1)
By direct calculations, we can show
(+d(Hy — H1)|E) 201 (ar) + (iwpn (Ha — Hy) [ H) 201 ()
= (xd(Hy — H1)|E) 1201 (ar) — (Ha — Hyliwfiy H) 200 (ar)
= (xd(Hz — H)|E) p2o1 (ary — (Ha — Hy| % dE) 21 (a1
= (d(Hy — Hy)| * E) 202 (ar) — (Ho — H1|6(+E)) p2 1 (a1).-

(8.2)

In the last step we used (2.1) and (2.2). We use Proposition 3.5 and choose a
sequence {Ey}2°, C HyQ'Y (M) such that By, — E in HyQ'(M). Then xE), — «FE
in HsQ'(M) and

(+d(Hz — H1)|E) 201 (ary + (iwpn (Ha — Hy) | H) r200 (ar)
= lim | (d(Hz — H1)| * Ex)r202(an) — (Hz = Hi|8(<Ex)) 1201 ()
= lim (6(Hz — Hy)[t(i * Ei))om

Jm (6(Hy — Hy)[t(i * Eg))re -

In the last two steps we used integration by parts formula from part (a) of Proposi-
tion 3.1 and the fact that supp t(Hs — Hy) C T'“.. We use Proposition 3.5 again and
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choose a sequence {H,;}°, C HqQ' (M) such that H, — (Hs — Hy) in HyQ'(M).
Then

(*d(H2 — H1)|E)L2Ql(M) + (iwul(Hz - Hl)lﬁ)L2Ql(M)
(6(H)[t(iv * Ek))r201 (e )

lim lim
l—o0 k—o0

= lim lim t(H; A Ey)

l—00 k—o0 re
= lim lim (t(il, * Hl)|t(Ek))L2521(Fi)7
l—o0 k—o0
where we used Lemma 2.1 in the last two lines. Therefore,
(+d(Ho — H1)|E) 201 (ary + (iwpa (Ho — H1) [ H) 201 (ar)
= ll_i)rgo(t(i,, s« H)[6(E)) 201 (re ) = 0,

since supp t(E) C I'_. Thus, we come to (8.1).

Next, we prove
(*d(Ez — El)lﬁ)L2Ql(M) — (iw&l(Eg — E1)|E‘)L291(M) =0. (8.3)

For this, observe that t(E; — ;) = 0. This is because, by hypothesis, t(£;)|r, =
t(E2)|r, and suppt(E;) C I'y, suppt(F2) C I'y. Then using similar arguments as
in (8.2),

(xd(E2 — El)|ﬁ)L291(M) — (iwe1 (Ey — E1)|E)L2521(M)
= (d(Bs — E1)| % H) p202(ar) — (B2 — E1[6(+H)) 201 (ar)-
We use Proposition 3.5 and choose a sequence {Hy}32, C Hy QY (M) such that
Hy, — H in HyQ'(M). Then +Hy, — +H in HsQ'(M) and
(+d(Ez — By)|H) p201 (ar) — (iwer (B2 — E1)|E) 2 (ar)
= lim (d(Ey — E)| * Hy) 1202 (ar) — (B2 — E1[0(+Hy)) 201 (an)
= kli}ngo(t(Hg — Hy)|t(iy % Ex))on = 0.

In the last step we used integration by parts formula from part (a) of Proposition 3.1
and the fact that t(Ey — Eq) = 0. Thus, we proved (8.3).
Finally, subtracting (8.3) from (8.1), we come to

(*d(H2 - Hl) + iw&l(Ez — El)lﬁ)Lzﬂl(M) (8 4)
— (*d(Eg — El) — iwul(Hz — H1)|ﬁ)L2521(M) =0.

Substituting
xd(Ey — F1) —iwpy (Hy — Hy) = iw(ps — p1)Ha
and
xd(Hy — Hy) +iwe(F2 — E1) = iw(e1 —e2)Fa
in (8.4), we obtain the desired identity. O
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First, let us consider the case ¢(z) = z1. Then we can take I'y , = I'y. For
sufficiently small A > 0, for any b € C*°(S!) and \ € R, by Proposition 7.4, there
is (Fy, Hy) € HAQY(M) x H QY (M) solving

dEs =i H
*a Lo M./m 2, E2|rc -0,
*dHQ = —ZCLJEQEQ, +

of the form
Ey=e @+n/hAy + Ry — BY), By=e /"By,
where A; € C?Q (M) solves (7.3), Ry € HAQ! (M) satisfy
[ R2ll 2 01 (ar) S Dy (8.5)

p2 € C*(M) is such that Repy ~ dist(-,I'¢ ) in a neighborhood of T , and
By € C*Q' (M) supported near T' .

Next, we consider ¢(z) = —x;. In this case I'; , can be taken as I'_. Applying
Proposition 7.4, we can also construct (E, H) € HA\Q'(M) x HyQ' (M) solving
dE = iwp, H ~
*dE zwgl 3 Blre =0,
*dH = —iwg F, -

of the form N _ L _ o
E=e®~M/MAL+ R-B'), B =e?"B,
where A € C2QY (M) solves (7.3), R € HLQ'(M) is such that
”EHHSllel(M) S h, (8.6)

p € C2(M) satisfies Re p & dist(-,'°) in a neighborhood of I'® , and B € C2Q! (M)
supported near I'® .

Since suppt(Ey) C I'y and suppt(E) C T'_, we substitude (Ey, Hy) and (E, H)
into the integral identity in Proposition 8.2, and get

((e1 — €2)B2|E) p2n (ary + (Q * dEa| % dE) 201 (ar) = 0.
where
Q=w (1 — pa)py g
Using (2.1), this implies that

((e1 — 82)E2|E)L2511(M) +(@ dE2|dE)L2QI(M) =0.
More precisely, if we write z = x1 + ir, we have
0= ((e1 —e2)(A2 + Ry — Bé)‘(g'f‘ R- E/))Lml(M)
+h_2(de/\ (A2 + Ry —Bé)‘ dz A (g"'é_ E/))
+h M (Qdz A (A + Ry — By)| d(A+R— E/))
+h N (Qd(As + Ry — By)|dz A (A+ R - B'))
+ (Q d(As + Ry — Bé)‘ d(g"’ R- E/))LQQZ(M)

L2Q2 (M)
L2Q2 (M) (8.7)

L2Q2 (M)
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We start with proving that p; = po. For this, we need to show that

(@ dz/\A2|dz/\Z)L2m(M) =0. (8.8)

Let us label the terms in (8.7) in the following way
0=T1+To+T3+Ty+Ts.
Since £1 — &5 is bounded, using (8.5), (8.6) and Lemma 8.3 below, it follows that
71| S (A2l 201 0y + 1R2l| 20 (ary + | Bl L2 (any)
% (1Al L2 ary + [ Rl 2 ary + 1B |26 (any) S 1
Similarly, using that @ is bounded, we can show the following estimate
|To=h"2(Qdz A As| dZ A A) oo
< b7 Aall 20 () (1R L2 (ary + 1B | 201 (ar))
+ 172 (| Rell 201 (ar) + 1B3l| £201 () | All 2201 (ar)
+ h72 (|| Rzl 201 (ary + | BS |l 2201 (ar)) (”EHLzﬂl(M) + ||§/||L291(M))
< B2 4 22 g g
Following the same approach, we estimate the T3,T, and T5 terms
Ts] S h™ ([ A2l 201 (any + [ Rall 20t any + [1Ball L2ar (an)
x (IldAl| 202 (ary + AR 202 (ar) + e/ "(dB + h™dp A B)| 22 (ar))
< B2,
IT4| S h71(||g||L2§21(M) + ||E||L291(M) + ||§/||L291(M))
< (IdAs||z202(ary + ldRal| 202 (ary + lle™*/"(dBa + b~ dpa A Ba)| 202 (ar))
< 2
and
ITs| < (IdA] L2z (ar) + |dRl|z202ary + lle™"(dB + h™'dj A B)|| 1202 ar))
x (|dAz|| L202(ar) + |dR2 L202(ar) + le=?2/"(dBy + h™dpa A Bo)|lr202(n))
<hlh

According to all these estimates, multiplying (8.7) by h? and letting h — 0, we can
establish (8.8).

Using parts (a) and (c) in Proposition 7.1, we take
Ay = e—i)\(zl-i-ir)|g|—1/4b(9)€;1/zué/2€i® iz, A= |g|—1/4§;1/2ﬁ1/26i\11 dz,

where A € R, b € C*°(M) and ®, ¥ € C?(M) are solutions solution for

- 1 1
b — 5& loges, OU = —5& logg; in M,
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respectively. Substituting these into (8.8) and using that g has the special form
(7.2), we obtain that

/ qeii)‘(zl+ir)|g|71/2b(9) dVol, =0,
M

where
—1/2 —1/2 —1/2 —1/2 (-
q= (1 — p2)e; / €9 / M / Ho [eil@=D),

Now we extend ¢ as zero to R x M. Since d Vol, = |g|'/? dxy dr df), we have

/ b(o)/ e”</ ge da:1> dr df = 0.
St 0 —oo

Varying b € C*° (M) and noting that the term in the brackets is the one-dimensional
Fourier transform (classical) of ¢ with respect to the z;-variable, which we denote
by Fi1q, we get

/ e’\T]-'lq()\,r, 0)dr =0, 6ecS
0

Recall that (r,8) are polar coordinates in M. Therefore, r — (r,0) is a geodesic in
My and the integral above is the attenuated geodesic ray transform of F1q on M)
with constant attenuation A. Then injectivity of this transform on simple manifolds
of dimension two [25, Theorem 1.1] implies that Fiq(),-) = 0 in M, for all A € R.
Now, using the uniqueness result for the Fourier transform, we show that ¢ = 0 and
hence p1 = po in M.

To show that ey = €9, use u3 = pa, and consider the integral identity (8.7) with
Q=0
0= ((51 — EQ)(AQ + R2 — Bé)‘(A + R — B/))

Letting h — 0, implies that
((81 — 62)A2’AV)L291(M) =0. (89)

Here, we have used similar estimate approach as in the proof of (8.8).

L2Q(M)"

Using parts (b) and (c) in Proposition 7.1, we take
Ay = e—ik(ml-‘rir)|g|—1/4b(9)€;1/2ué/2 dz, A= |g|—1/4§171/2ﬁ1/26i<1> dz,
where A € R, b € C*°(M) and ® € C?(M) is a solution for
1
0P = —5& logg; in M.

Substitution of these into (8.9) implies that
[ e ) avo, <o
M

where

f=(e1—ea)ey Py PPy ?ei®.
Now, we can proceed similarly as in the proof of p1 = us, and get 1 = &9, finishing
the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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Finally, let us give the proof of the following result which was used in the proof of
Theorem 1.1

Lemma 8.3. Let o(z) = &1 be the limiting Carleman weight and let p € C*(M)
satisfy Re p ~ dist(-, 'S ) in a neighborhood of 'y . Suppose that o € CQ™ (M)
is supported in a sufficiently small neighborhood of 'S . Then for sufficiently small
0<h<1,

le=?"a| pogm (ary S B2,

where the implicit constant depends on c.

Proof. Let U C M be an open set (in a subset topology of M) such that supp a CC
U. We assume that U is sufficiently close to supp a so that Re p ~ dist(-, I‘fw;) in
U. For 0 < h < 1 small, let us decompose U as U = Up,< U Uy, >, where

Un<={zeU:dist(z,T ) <h'/?}, Up>={zeU:dist(z,T ) > h'/?}.
Then

Jer/" ) = fle/"

all2om allL2omu, <) + |\e‘P/ha||L2Qm(th),

For the first term, note that He"’/hHLoo(Uhé) < 1and Vol (Uy <) < h'/2. Therefore,
using [14, Proposition 6.10], we get the estimate

le™""al| p2gmu, o) S e Mol pigm @, <) S hY2.

~

For the second term, recall that Rep > Cdist(-,l"ﬁw,) > Ch2?/3 on Up,> for some
C > 0. This implies that

1/2

—p/h —Cdist(-,0'S ) /h —Ch~
||€ p/ ||L°°(Uh’2) < ||€ ist( 7F+,q,)/ ||L°°(Uh,2) <e < O(h2).
Hence, we can obtain the estimate
—p/h
lle=?/ ol 2amw, o) S B
Combining these estimates for the two terms, we complete the proof. g

APPENDIX A. DIRECT PROBLEM AND THE ADMITTANCE MAP

This section contains well-posedness results of the boundary value problem for the
time-harmonic Maxwell equations. These results are well known in Euclidean space.
But since we could not find a proper reference, proofs are included here in the setting
of Riemannian manifolds.

Let (M, g) be a compact 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with smooth bound-
ary. For a given 1-form f on OM, we consider the time-harmonic Maxwell equations

{*dE = iwpH,

. (A.1)
xdH = —iweFE,

with the tangential boundary condition t(E) = f, where w is a complex number.
The complex functions p and &, which are assumed to be in C?(M) with positive
real parts in M, represent the material parameters (permettivity and permeability,
respectively).
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Theorem A.1. Let (M,g) be a compact 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with
smooth boundary. Let e, € C*(M) be complex functions with positive real parts.
There is a discrete subset ¥ of C such that for all w ¢ ¥ and for a given [ €
TH N (OM) the Mazwell equation (A.1) with t(E) = f has a unique solution
(E,H) € HyQ (M) x HyQY (M) satisfying
|EN za00 vy + | H [ 7,00 () < CllflITH01 000
for some constant C' > 0 independent of f.
For w > 0 with w ¢ ¥, we define the admittance map AS* as
ASH(f) =t(H), [feTHQ(OM),

where (B, H) € HyQY (M) x HyQ'(M) is the unique solution of the system (A.1)
with t(E) = f, guaranteed by Theorem A.l. Moreover, the estimate provided
in Theorem A.l implies that the admittance map is a well-defined and bounded
operator ASH : TH QY (OM) — TH QY (OM).

To prove Theorem A.1, we consider the following non-homogeneous problem. Let
Je and J,,, be 1-forms on M representing current sources. We consider the non-
homogenous time-harmonic Maxwell equations

{*dE = iwpH + Jpm,

. (A.2)
xdH = —iweE + J,

We also work with the space of differential forms in HyQ!' (M) having zero tangential
trace
HyoQN(M) = {w € HyQ"(M) : t(w) = 0}.

Theorem A.2. Let (M,g) be a compact 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with
smooth boundary. Let e, € C*(M) be complex functions with positive real parts
and let Jo, Jm € L2QY(M). There is a discrete subset S of C such that for allw ¢ %
the Mazwell’s system (A.2) has a unique solution (E,H) € HqoQ'(M) x HyQ' (M)
satisfying

1El ra0r ) + 1H | mg00 () < CUl[ellL20r ) + [[Tml L2021 (ar)
for some constant C' > 0 independent of J. and J,,.

We first prove Theorem A.2 and then show that this can be used to prove Theo-
rem A.1

A.1. Helmholtz decomposition of H,oQ'(M) and L?Q'(M). For the proof
of Theorem A.2, we will use Helmholtz type decomposition of HgoQ'(M) and
L?QY (M) suitable for Maxwell’s equations. For the proofs we closely follow [22],
see also [18].

For a given ¢ € C?(M) with positive real part, define the spaces
Hao (M) 1 = {w € HyoQ" (M) : (ew|dh) 201 (ary = 0, h € Hy(M)},
L2ON(M) : = {w € L*Q" (M) : (sw|dh) 201 (ar) = 0, h € Hy(M)}.
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Proposition A.3. For every e € HqoQ' (M) there is a unique orthogonal decom-
position

e=eo+dh, ey€ Hyo (M), he Hj(M)

satisfying the estimates
leolla,01 () < Cllellmgrary,  Ihllar () < Cllellay01 )

for some constant C > 0 independent of e.
Proof. Consider the bilinear form A on H}(M) defined as

A(h,W) = (edh|dh )20 (arys  ho B € HY(M).
It is clear that

|A(h,h")| < C|ldh]| 201 (an) | AR/ 20 (ar
and that
Re A(h, h) = (Re(e)dh|dh) 21 (ary > ¢l|dhl|7 201 (ar)-

Thus, the form A(h, ') is strictly coercive on H(M). For a given e € Hy oQ (M),
consider the bounded linear functional ¢, : H} (M) — C defined as

ge(h/) = (€6|dh/)L2Ql (M)~

Applying the Lax-Milgram’s lemma (see e.g. [22, Lemma 2.21]), we obtain a
bounded linear operator G : Hq oQ' (M) — Hg(M) such that

C(h) = A(Ge, 1)), e€ HyoQ' (M), K € Hy(M).
This implies that
(e(e — dGe)|dh') 201 (ary =0, W' € Hy(M), (A.3)
and hence e — dGe € Hg Q' (M).

Thus, we can claim that every e € HyoQ'(M) can be uniquely decomposed as
e = eg + dh where eg = (e — dGe) € Hq 00 (M) and h = Ge € H}(M). O

In fact, the linear functional ¢, defined in the proof of Proposition A.3 makes sense
even for e € L2Q(M). Therefore, the similar arguments, but Hy 0Q! (M) replaced
by L?*QY(M), imply the following result.

Proposition A.4. For every e € L?QY(M) there is a unique orthogonal decompo-
sition
e=eg+dh, eye L2Q' (M), he Hi(M)
satisfying the estimates
leollz2a(ary < Cllellzzaranys 1Ml (ary < Cllellzar

for some constant C > 0 independent of e.
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A.2. Compact embedding results. We will also need the following results on
compact embedding of HyoQ(M) N HsQY (M) and Hgo QM) into L2QY(M).
Proposition A.5. The inclusion HyoQ' (M) N HsQY(M) < L2QY (M) is compact
Proof. Follows from Proposition 3.2 and the compactness of the embedding

H'QY (M) — L*QY (M),
see e.g. [26, Theorem 1.3.6]. O

The following compact embedding result is originally due to Weber [31] in Euclidean
case.

Proposition A.6. The inclusion Hqo Q' (M) — L?*QY(M) is compact.

Proof. We prove this result following [4, Proposition 2.28]. Consider a bounded
sequence {uy}72; C HgoQ'(M). Using the Helmholtz decomposition in Propo-
sition A.3 for ¢ = 1, we can write each u; uniquely as uy = ué,k + dh,lc, where
’U,(l)’k S de()’lQl(M) and hllc S H&(M) Since (uk|dh,1€)L291(M) = (dhﬂdh}c)Lle(M),
we have ||dhy || g 01 (ar) < |lukll 00 () and hence

g sl zra0r ey < Cllukll 01 (an)-

Thus, the sequence {ug ,}7>; C Ha019Q' (M) is bounded. Since Hgo192' (M) C
HyoQ' (M) N HsQ(M), Proposition A.5 implies that there is u € L?Q'(M) and a
subsequence {ug ., }77_, such that

Hu - ué,k/”Lle(M) —0 as k' — oo (A4)

Now, using the Helmholtz decomposition in Proposition A.4, we can write v uniquely
as u = u + dh®, where u® € L2QY(M) and h® € H}(M). Then

(e(u® = we)|(u® = un)) 201 (ary = (€(u® — ww)|(u® + dh® — wp + dhye)) 200 (ar)
= (e(u® —up)[(u - U(l),kf))Lml(M).
Together with (A.4) this gives that
[u = up |20y < Cllu —ug ol 2ai(ny =0 as K — oo

Thus, the subsequence {uy }35_, converges to u® in L2Q'(M). The proof is com-
plete. 0

A.3. Proof of Theorem A.2. Now, we are ready to give the proof. For this, we
follow the standard variational-methods used in [12, 16, 18, 20, 22]. Substituting
the second equation of (A.2) into the first equation of (A.2), we obtain the following
second-order equation

S(ptdE) — w?eE = iwJ. + *d(p ). (A.5)
If we find a unique solution E € HgoQ(M) of this equation satisfying

1B a0t (an) < C[JellL2ar () + 1Im 201 (an))
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defining H = —iw tp=t(*dE — J,,) we obtain a unique (E, H) € HgoQ' (M) x
H QY (M) solving the Maxwell equations (A.2) and hence satisfying
I B[ zryer any + 1H | a0t (ar) < C(1ellzzan an) + (| Imll 2201 (ar))-
Therefore, the problem is reduced to finding a unique E € H,oQ!(M) such that
(1w~ 'dE|de") 20201y — (WeEl€!) 1201 (ar) (A6)
= (iWJe|€/)L2S21(M) + (/L71 * Jm|d6/)L292(M) -
for all ¢’ € Hy oQH(M).
Using Proposition A.3, we can decompose E uniquely as E = Ey + dh, where Ej €
Hi00M) and h € H}(M). Since iwe~1J, € L*QY(M), this can be uniquely
decomposed as iwe~'J, = J. o + dje, where J. o € L2Q'(M) and j. € HJ(M). We
note here that
ldellzr (ary < CllJell 201 (ar)- (A7)
Using these decompositions, (A.6) can be written as
(M_ldE0|d€I)L292(M) — (w25E0|e')L291(M) — (w2adh|e')L291(M)
= (eJeole’) L2ar () + (edjele’) 2ar (ary + (17" % Jmlde’) L2002
for all ¢’ € Hy oQH(M).

Our first step is to extract h from (A.8). For this, use ¢/ = dh’ for arbitrary
h' € H}(M) in (A.8). Since Eg € Hy Q' (M) and J. € L2Q (M), we obtain

—(w?edh|dh) 201 (ary = (edjeldh) 201 (ar)
for all b’ € H}(M). We rewrite this as
(ed(w?h + je)|dh") 201 (ar) = 0
and take b’ = w?h + j.. Then we obtain A’ = 0, which implies that h = —w™2j,.
Now, we use h = —w~2j. in (A.8) and get

(A.8)

(MfldE0|d€/)L292(M) — (w25E0|e’)L291(M)
= (eJeole) r2arany + (" % Jmlde’) 202 (ar)

for all ¢’ € HyoQ'(M). Thus, our next step is to find a unique Ey € Hg,0Q'(M)
satisfying

S(utdEy) —w?eEy = eJe o+ 6(u™t % ). (A.9)
To solve this equation, we need the following result on existence of a solution oper-
ator
Proposition A.7. There are a constant A > 0 and a bounded linear map T :
(Ha o (M) — HgoQY (M) such that

S(utdTyu) + XeThu = u, u € (HyoQ'(M))

and

Tr(0(ptde) + Aee) = e, e € HyoQ(M).
Moreover, if (u,dh')py =0 for all K € H (M), then Tau € Hy o (M).
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Here and in what follows, (-, -) ps is the duality between (H40Q(M))" and Hg oQ(M).
Proof. Consider the bilinear form on H, Q! (M)

Ble,e') := (n'de|de') r2q2(ar),  €,€ € HaoQ' (M).
Then

[Be, e')| < Cllell a0 €'l 00 (1) -
It is also easy to see that
Re B(e,e) > COHdeH%?Q?(M) 2 COHe”%dQl(M) - COHeH%?Ql(M)

for some constants cg, Cy > 0 independent of e. Thus, there is constant A > 0 such
that the form B(e, e’) + (Aeele’) p201ar is strictly coercive on Hg o' (M). In fact,
we can take A > 0 satisfying A > C(/miny; Re(e). Applying the Lax-Milgram’s
lemma, we obtain a bounded linear operator T : (Hg,0Q'(M)) — Hq o2 (M) such
that

(MfldT)\u|de/)L292(M) + ()\ET)\U|€/)L2Ql (M) = (u, €/>M (A.lO)
for all u € (HgoQY(M)) and e € HgoQ'(M), where (-,-)ps is the duality be-
tween (HgoQ'(M)) and HqoQ'(M). Thus, Ty is the operator which maps u €
(Ha,0Q' (M))' to the unique solution e € Hy oQ'(M) of §(p~1de) + lee = u.
In particular, if (u,dh’)p = 0 for all b’ € H} (M), setting ¢’ = dh’ in (A.10) we get
(eT\uldh') 1201 (ary = 0 and hence Thu € Hg o, Q' (M), finishing the proof. O
Then Ey € Hg0,.(M) solves (A.9) if and only if

Eo — (w? + T cEo = T (eJejo + (™" % Jm)) (A.11)

where T . = Th\om.oPF;, m. is multiplication by €, and P is the bounded orthogonal
projection of Hd7le(M) onto H,LO,Eﬂl(M) constructed in Proposition A.3. Note
that for all b’ € H} (M) we have

(edeo + 0(p™ " * J), dW ) ar = (ede0ldh ) p2an (ary + (1 % i |d(dR))) p2q2(ar) = 0,
since Je o € Hd70)8§21(M). Therefore, by the second part of Proposition A.7, this
implies that T (eJe,0 + 6(u™" * Jin)) € Ha,0, QM (M).

The linear operator Ty, : (HgoQ'(M)) — HgoQ'(M) is bounded and by the
second part of Proposition A.7,

The: HyoQ (M) 25 Hyo (M) 25 Hyo1 (M) 225 Hyo (M),

The equation (A.11) has a unique solution Ej if and only if either w? = —\ or (w?+
A)~! ¢ Spec(Th.c). By Proposition A.6, the inclusion Hg o Q'(M) — L2QY(M) is
compact. This implies that T) . is compact as an operator from L?Q!(M) to itself.
According to Fredholm’s alternative (see e.g. [14, Theorem 0.38]), this implies that
0 ¢ Spec(Ty,.) and Spec(T ) is discrete. Therefore, (A.11) has a unique solution
Ey for any w ¢ ¥, where

Y ={weC\{£iAY?}: (w? + A)7! € Spec(Th.)}

which is discrete. Since Id —(w? + AT : Hy0 QN (M) — Hao QM) for all
w ¢ Y wehave (Id —(A+w?)Ta o)™t : Hyo QY M) — Ha 0,0 (M). Since the right
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hand-side of (A.11) is in Hy Q' (M), this implies that the solution Ey belongs to
deoﬁsQl(M) and

| Eoll zry0t a1y < C|Jell 201 ary + ([ Tmll L2012 (ar))s

since [|6(u~" % Tl (a0 anyy < CllTmll L2 (any-
Finally, setting F = Ey — w~2dj., we obtain a unique Hq 0! (M) solution for (A.5)
such that

1B ga0t(an) < C[JellL2ar () + 1 Im |20t (an))

since ||jellar vy < CllJellz2aray by (A.7). The proof of Theorem A.2 is thus
complete.

A.4. Proof of Theorem A.1. For a fixed w € C, consider the following space
Me i = {(E,H) € HiQ* (M) x HyQ' (M) : (E, H) is a solution of (A.1)}.

The topology on this space is the subspace topology in HyQ' (M) x HaQ'(M). Tt
is not difficult to check that M. ,, ., is closed in HyQ' (M) x HyQ'(M).

For a given (E,H) € M., define tg(E, H) = t(E) € THN'(OM). Since
the inclusion M. , . — H QN (M) x HyQY (M) is bounded, it is clear that tg :
M. i — THQ (OM) is bounded.

We now prove the following proposition which clearly implies Theorem A.1.

Proposition A.8. There is a discrete set ¥ C C such that for all w ¢ ¥ the
operator tg : Me ;0 — THNY(OM) is a homeomorphism.

Proof. Let ¥ be as in Theorem A.2 and let us take any w ¢ 3. If we show that the
bounded operator tg : M., ., — THdﬂl(aM) is one-to-one and onto, the result
follows from Open Mapping Theorem.

First, we prove injectivity of tp. Suppose that (Ei, Hy), (E2, H2) € M. ., satisfy
tE(El,Hl) = tE(EQ,HQ). Then (E,H) € M&M and t(E) = O, where F := El —E2
and H := Hy — Hy. Uniqueness part of Theorem A.2 (with J. = J,,, = 0) gives that
E=0and H =0.

Now, we prove surjectivity of tz. For a given f € TH4 Q' (OM), by definition of
TH QY OM), there is E' € HyQ' (M) such that t(E’) = f. Applying Theorem A.2
with J, = iweE’ and J,, = *dE’, we obtain a unique (Ep, Hy) € HyoQ'(M) x
H 0 (M) solving

*dEO = iwuHo + *dE/,
xdHy = —iweEy + iweF'.

Then (E,H) € M., withtg(E, H) =t(E) = f, where E := Ey+ E’ and H := Hy.
The proof is complete. O
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APPENDIX B. TRANSVERSAL SEMICLASSICAL PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

Suppose m > 0 is an integer and a € C*°(R" x R"™!) is such that for all multi-
indices & = (a1, ') and 3

|5§‘116§‘/aga(x17x/7§)| < Capl(l+ |€|)m—\3|7

for some constant Co g > 0. Thus, for each z1 € (0,00) and a; > 0 integer,
(021a)(xy, ', €) is a symbol on R"~* of order m with bounds being uniform in ;.
Then we consider an operator A defined for u(z1,2') € S(R’}) as a semiclassical
pseudodifferential operator on R"~! acting on 2’ variable, for each fixed 21 € (0, 00),
with symbol a(x1, 2’ §) via standard quantization, i.e.

e [ e Sl e €) de

where h > 0 is a small semiclassical parameter.

Au(xy,2') =

Proposition B.1. Suppose that s € R and A is an operator on S(R'}) defined
as above. Then A has an extension to a bounded operator H®(R') — H*~™(R")
satisfying the estimate

HAUHH;m(Ri) S lullms,®y),  we H(RY),
where the implicit constant depends only on s an m.

Proof. The case when s is an integer such that s > m was established in [7,
Lemma 4.3]. We use this result to prove the proposition for the case when s is
arbitrary real number using duality and interpolation.

First we consider the case when s < 0 is an integer. We first observe that A* is an
operator defined in a similar way as A but with symbol b(z1,2’,&) = a(x1, =, 2').
Since —s+m > m, this implies that A* : H—**™(R"}) — H~*(R’) is bounded and

HA*UHH R” N HUHH—s+m(Rn) = H_S+m(R7}r)'

In particular, A* is bounded from Hy **™(R") into H, *(R"). Then by duality, A
is bounded from H*(R") into H*~™(R™) and

<AU, Q/J>]R"
weH’”m (R%) H 3 T™(R7)
{u, A*)rn
< supp

’I,ZJGH s+m R")H/IZ)”HS s+m Rn)

(u, A"Y)gn
Soosupp e S lullas me
verzm ) APl e gy s (R

Now, suppose that s is any real number in (0,m). According to what we have proven
so far, we know that A is bounded from L?*(R") into H~™ and from H™(R"}) into
L*(R"), and the following estimates hold

1Aull = gy S lullzey)s 1Avlza@y) S lollapes), v e LARY), v € H™(RY).
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By interpolation theorem, A is bounded from H*(R"}) into H*~"™(R"}) and satisfy
the following estimate

||AU||H;JM(R¢) S HUHH;‘d(m),

where the implicit constant depends only on s an m; see [21, Theorems B.2 and
B.8] or [14, Theorem 6.23].

Finally, these arguments can be used to deal with the case when s € R is non-integer
such that s < 0 or s > m. This finishes the proof. O

APPENDIX C. PROOFS OF TECHNICAL RESULTS

Proof of Lemma 5.5. We begin with the proof of the first estimate. Let T be the
first-order semiclassical pseudodifferential operator on R"~! with symbol F(£), act-
ing on functions on R’} on the z’-variable. Then we show

[ Jod "l p2geny = (T + hdy)od " ul| 2
2 (T + hdn) T ull e gny — 1hEoJ ™ ul| L2en s

where Ey(x1,-), for each fixed 27 € (0,00), is a zeroth-order semiclassical pseu-
dodifferential operator on R™~! with bounds being uniform in xj-variable. By
Proposition B.1, the operator Ey is bounded from L?(R%) to L?(R"). Hence, by
Lemma 5.4, this implies

[ Jod " )l 2@y 2 0 | g2y — hIhT " | p2en)
2 vullpz@y) — hllullL2gen).-
Now, we prove the second estimate. Since J = T + h0;, the operator ) can be
written as
Q = Agh?0? + A1hoy + As,

where Ag(x1,-), A1(x1,-) and As(xq,-), for each fixed 1 € (0, 00), are semiclassical
differential operators of orders 0, 1 and 2 on R® ! with bounds being uniform in
x1-variable. Since u € S(R"}), we have Qu € S(R’} ), and hence

1(7Q = Q)ull =1 gy y = W01 + T, Aoh?0} + A1ho + Aol -1y
Since 0, T = T'9;, we obtain
”(JQ - QJ)U||H;11 (R7) < H [hala Q]UHH;E(]R@ + ”[Ta AO]h2812u”H;11 (R%)
+ [T, Al]halu”fl;}(ﬂq) + [I[T, A2]“HH;11(R1)'
Observe that
[h’alv Q] - hD27 [Ta AO] = h’POa [T7 Al] = hPl [T7 AQ] = hP27

where D5 is a second-order semiclassical differential operator, and Py, P, and P»
are semiclassical pseudodifferential operators of orders 0, 1 and 2. Therefore, we
have

[(JQ — Q‘])UHH;;(Ri) < hHD2u”H;}(R1) + h”POhQanHH;}(Ri)
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Applying Lemma B.1 to the terms on the right-hand side of the above estimate, we
finish the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 5.6. Assuming g € L*(R’.), let us prove the lemma. Observe that

—

(V9 (1, 8) = (F(§) + hd1)gser (w1, €) = 0.

This implies that

|(Jov, w)Rn|
HJ’UHHfl(]R") = Sup Nl o coms
sel W5 0AweHE (R?) H7~U||H;C1 R )
[(J(v—g), w)rr |
= sup
orwemiey)  lwllay, @)
|(U -9 J* ’U})]R" |
= sup —_—r
orweri®r) Wl @y

Since by Lemma 5.4, the operator J* is an isomorphism from H 1(R1) with semi-
classical norm to L?(R™), we have

[(v—g, ] w)gs |

||JUHHScl ®Rr) = sup (C.1)

orweni®y) 1T wlL2@n)
and hence
HJUHH;;(R@ Slv— 9||L2(R1)-

For the opposite side estimate, write v — g = J*J*_l(v —g). By Lemma 5.4, we
have J*~ (v — g) € H'(R?). Also, by the definition of g

- 2Re I’ * _Fos1 [ _ P TE
(J* 1g)SCl(O,f)z T@/ ek E/ Vse1(t, &)e” “dtds
0 0

2Re F ®©  sRer@s 1 [
— GT(O/ o~ TR E/ Dot (t, €)e™
0 0

= (T ) (0,6).

Therefore, J* ' (v — ¢)(0,2") = 0 and hence J* (v — g) € H}(R}). If v — g = 0,
then we are done by (C.1). If not, we make the choice w = J* (v — g) in (C.1)
and get the desired estimate.

Finally, let us show that g € L? (R™). Using the definition of gy, the direct calcu-
lations give

< 2Re F < _F@. |
/ |gscl(x17§)|2 dry = T@’/ ’Uscl(sag)e nods
0 0
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Applying Hoélder’s inequality, we get

(Gt (1, )2y < 2RO (75 )2 day I
h
0 0 0
_ / B2, 6) 2 e
0

Integrating over R"~! with respect to &-variable and using the semiclassical Plancherel’s
theorem, we get

A

lgllzey) < l[vllL2s),
completing the proof. O
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