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ON THE DETERMINATION OF NONLINEAR TERMS APPEARING IN
SEMILINEAR HYPERBOLIC EQUATIONS
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ABsTrRACT. We consider the inverse problem of determining a general nonlinear term appearing in a semilin-
ear hyperbolic equation on a Riemannian manifold with boundary (M, g) of dimension n = 2,3. We prove re-
sults of unique recovery of the nonlinear term F (¢, z, u), appearing in the equation 97u—Agu+F(t,z,u) = 0
on (0,7) x M with T" > 0, from some partial knowledge of the solutions uw on the boundary of the time-
space cylindrical manifold (0,7) x M or on the lateral boundary (0,7") x M. We determine the expression
F(t,x,u) both on the boundary € M and inside the manifold z € M.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of the problem. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact and connected Riemannian manifold
with boundary of dimension n > 2 and let 7' > 0. We introduce the Laplace and wave operators

Agu =192 3" 00 (91912 00u), Oy =07 = A, (L.1)

jk=1

where |g| and g’* denote the absolute of value of the determinant and the inverse of g in local coordinates,
and consider, for T' > 0, the semilinear wave equation

Ogu+ F(t,z,u) =0, (t,z) € (0,T) x M, (1.2)

with a nonlinear term F suitably chosen. In this paper, we consider the inverse problem of determining F'
from observations of solutions of (L2)) on the boundary of the manifold (0,7") x M.

1.2. Motivations. Let us first observe that nonlinear wave equations of the form (2] can be associated with
different models where the transmission of waves is perturbed by a semilinear expression. Such phenomenon
can occur in many mechanical and electromagnetic models. For instance, we can mention the study of
vibrating systems where the expression F(t,z,u) can be seen as a nonlinear perturbation of the system.
The semilinear term F (¢, x,u) can also be associated with other perturbations arising in electronics like in
the telegraph equation or for semi-conductors (see for instance [4]). In this context, the goal of our inverse
problem is to recover the nonlinear expression F'(¢,z, ) which describes the underlying physical law of the
perturbed system.

Beside these physical motivations, we mention that there is a natural mathematical motivation for the
study of such inverse problems which are highly nonlinear and ill-posed.

1.3. Known results. Let us first mention that, to the best of our knowledge, there is only a small number
of papers dealing with inverse problems for nonlinear partial differential equations. Among them we can
mention the work [I11 [12], [I3] of Isakov dedicated to the recovery of nonlinear terms appearing in elliptic
or parabolic equations. The method developed by Isakov is based on a linearization of the inverse problem
for nonlinear equations and results based on recovery of coefficients for linear equations. This approach has
been applied in different other context. For instance, we can mention the work of [14] 27| [32], dealing with
the unique recovery of nonlinear terms appearing in nonlinear elliptic equations and the work of [7] dealing
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with the stable recovery of a semilinear term appearing in a parabolic equation. For more specific nonlinear
terms, we can mention the work of [6] 21], who have considered similar problems with single measurements.

For hyperbolic equations we refer to the work of [28] [29] dealing with the recovery of a conductivity
and quadratic coefficients appearing in a non-linear wave equation of divergence form. We mention also
the recent works of [8, 22], 23], who have considered inverse problems for semilinear hyperbolic equations
on a general Lorentzian manifold. To the best of our knowledge, beside the present paper, the recovery of
a general nonlinear term, appearing in hyperbolic equations, from boundary measurements has not been
addressed so far.

1.4. Preliminary results. Before the statement of our main result let us first state some properties of
solutions of ([C2)), that will be required in our analysis. Let us first fix the class of nonlinear terms under
consideration. Let b > 0 be such that, for n = 2, b > 1 and, for n = 3, b € (1, 1—33} For ¢; > 0 a fixed
constant, we consider A the set of functions F' € C3(Ry x M x R) satisfying

0FOSOIF (t,z,u)| < cr(L+ [u’™7), (t,z,u) ERy x M xR, k+ o]+ < 3, (1.3)
OFF(0,2,u) =0, €M, ueR, k=0,1. (1.4)
We fix also the set A, of functions F € C3(Ry x M x R) satisfying ([3)) and
OFF(0,2,0)=0, xzecdM, k=0,1. (1.5)
For any T > 0, we fix also H(0,7T) the space of elements
G = (f,uo,u1) € H2 ((0,T) x OM) x H> (M) x H? (M)
satisfying the compatibility conditions

fli=o = wojoar,  Otfiimo = wijonr,  Of fiemo = Aguoigars O} fli—o = Aguipprs O} fli—o = AﬁuowM-
(1.6)
Then, forn =2,3, F€ A, T' >0, (f,ug,u1) € H(0,T") and T < T’ we consider the following problem
O2u— Agu+ F(t,z,u) =0, in (0,7)x M,
u=f, on (0,T) x OM, (1.7)
u(0,-) =wug, Owu(0,-)=wuy in M.
We prove in the Appendix (see Lemma [6.2)), that for

1118 0y woney + 10l 3 oy + il ) < T

and for

{ p>max(b,3(b—1)) ifn=2 (1.8)

there exists T1(L) € (0,7"] such that, for all 0 < 7' < T3(L) and all F' € A, the problem (7)) admits a
unique solution v € W1 (0,T; H2(M)) N W51 (0, T; L2(M)).
We consider also H.(0,T") the space of elements f € H= ((0,T) x OM) satisfying the compatibility
conditions
fit=0 = Ot flt=0 = O} fli=0 = O} fl1=0 = O} fl1=0 = 0. (1.9)
In the same way, we prove in the Appendix (see Lemma [63]) that for

”f”H%((O,T’)XBM) <L,

p satisfying (L8), T1(L) € (0,7] and all F' € A, the problem ([7), with uy = u; = 0, admits a unique
solution u € Wh T (0, T; H2(M)) N W51 (0, T; L2(M)).



DETERMINATION OF NONLINEAR TERM FOR HYPERBOLIC EQUATIONS 3

Then, for G € H(0,T") we denote by upg € W1 T(0,T; H2(M)) N W3 74T (0,T; L2(M)) the solution
of (7). In the same way, we denote by up; € WhHs1(0,T; H2(M)) N W51 (0, T; L2(M)) the solution of
(T1) with wp = ug = 0. Then, for some L > 0, ¢ € (0, 1), fixing 0 < T < T1(L + 3¢) and the set

Ki = {G € HOT): 1G] 13 00 wonrynt ot an < L+ 320

we define the boundary maps

Bray 1 KL 3 G v (00ur,G (g 1y, » ur,c (T, ) ) € L2((0,T) x 1) x HY (M),
NFv'Yl : {h € H*(()’ TI) ||hH 0 T’)XBM)

with 1 an open subset of OM and v the outward unit normal vector to 9M. We prove in Theorem [Z.]
that the maps Br,,, and Np,, admit a continuous Fréchet derivative denoted by B, and N . The
observation of our inverse problem will be given by some partial knowledge of the Fréchet derivative of the
map Br,y, and Np,.

L—i—cs}afn—H?uFfI(OT)Xv € L2((0,T) x m1),

1.5. Main results. In our first result we consider the recovery of the nonlinear term F'(¢,z,u) restricted
to a portion of the lateral boundary (0,7) x M. More precisely, we fix v an arbitrary open subset of OM,
>0, x €CP(0, T+ 1) x OM) satistying x = 1 on [§,T’] x v and

Hory(0,T") :={f € H.(0,T") = supp(f) C [0,T'] x ~}.
Then, we consider the recovery of F' restricted to [§,T) x v x I from the data
Np,(Ax)h,  heM.,0,T), rel,
with I an interval of R. This result can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let n = 2,3, F1,Fs € A, and fir 0 < T < Ty(L + 3¢). Consider also 6 > 0 and x €
Ce((0, T+ 1) x OM) satisfying x =1 on [6,T'] x v and Ly := ||XH+ Then the conditions

HZ ((0,T)xoM)

Fi(t,z,0) = Fy(t,z,0), (t,z) € [6,T] %, (1.10)
Nlli'l,'y(/\X)h = NFz,V()\X)h’ A€ [—Ll, Ll], h e H*_’»Y(O, T/), (111)

imply
Fl(t,l',)\) = Fg(t,l‘,)\), (t,x,)\) S [6, T] Xy X [—Ll,Ll]. (112)

This first result corresponds to the recovery of the nonlinear term F' restricted to a portion vy of the
boundary of M. In order to recover F inside M we will first need additional information about M. Let us
first recall the definition of simple manifolds.

Definition 1.1. A compact smooth Riemannian manifold with boundary (M, g) is simple if it is simply
connected, the boundary OM 1is strictly convex in the sense of the second fundamental form, and M has no
conjugate points.

With this additional assumption, we can extend Theorem [Tl in the following way.

Theorem 1.2. Let n = 2,3, M be a simple manifold, Fy,Fy € A and fit 0 <T < T1(L + 3¢),
L

LQ =

Hl”H%((O,T’)XBM) + HlHH%(M)

with 1 the constant function given by [0,T] x M > (t,x) + 1. Then the conditions
F1(t,$,0) :FQ(taIaO)v (tvx) € ({O} XM)U((OvT) ><8M), (113)
B, oM A 0)H = B, gy (AN 0)H, A€ [—Lo, Ly], HeH(0,T) (1.14)

imply
Fl(t,:v, )\) = Fz(t,l',)\), (t,x,)\) S [O,T] X OM x [—LQ,LQ] , (115)
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Fl(O,{E,)\) :FQ(O,I,A), (.I,)\) e M x [—LQ,LQ]. (116)
Here (A, X\,0) denotes the element of H(0,T") corresponding to the different traces of the constant map
(t,z) — A

In the specific case of a bounded domain of R", n = 2,3, with Euclidean metric, we can give a more
precise result with restriction of the data to some portion of the boundary and some restrictions of the
solutions at ¢ = 0. To state this result which will be our last main result, we consider first the following
tools. For any w € S* ! = {y € R": |y| = 1} we consider the w-shadowed and w-illuminated faces of 99

0Ny ={red: v(z) - w=0}, IN_,={recd: v(x) w0}
Here, for all k € N*, - denotes the scalar product in R¥ defined by
xy=x191+ ...+ Yk, == (r1,...,2%) eRF, y= Y1y Yk) e R*.
We fix wyg € S"! and we consider U = [0,7"] x U’ (vesp V = (0,T) x V') with U’ (resp V') an open
neighborhood of 904 ., (resp 90_ ) in 9. Let us also consider the following restriction of the space
H(0,T") given by
Hy(0,T") := {H = (h,ho,h1) € H(0,T") : ho =0, supp(h) C U}.
Theorem 1.3. Letn = 2,3, M = Q with  an open connected and smooth domain of R™ with the Euclidean
metric, let 1, Fy € A and fir 0 <T < T1(L + 3¢). Then the conditions (LI3) and

B;;'17v(A7 N 0)H = B}:LV(/\, MNOYH, M€ [—La, Ls], He Hy(0,T) (1.17)

imply
Fl(t,I, A) = FQ(t,.I,)\), (t,{E,)\) S [O,T] x OM x [—LQ,LQ] , (118)
Fl(O,{E,)\) :FQ(O,ZE,A), (.I,)\) e M x [—LQ,LQ]. (119)

1.6. Comments about the main results. To the best of our knowledge Theorem [I1] and are
the first results of recovery of a general semilinear term appearing in a hyperbolic nonlinear equation from
boundary measurements. Indeed, to the best of our knowledge one can only find results dealing with
recovery of coefficients, appearing in a nonlinear hyperbolic equation, in the mathematical literature (see
e.g. |28/ 29]). It seems that such results have only been considered for parabolic or elliptic equations (e.g.
[7, 1T, 12 [13], 14, 27, B2]). Note also that like [7) [T}, T2], we manage to recover the nonlinear term at the
lateral boundary (0,7") x M, with data restricted to the lateral boundary, but also inside the domain.

The proof of Theorem [I.1] and [[3] are based on a linearization procedure inspired by |7l [T}, 12} [13].
The idea consists in transforming the recovery of the nonlinear term F(¢,x,u) into the recovery of time-
dependent coefficients q(t,z) = 9, F(t,x,u(t,z)), where u solves (7)) with suitable choice of the data
(f,uo,u1), appearing in a linear hyperbolic equation. So far this approach has been considered only with
Holder continuous solutions of some nonlinear parabolic or elliptic equations. For hyperbolic equations,
the existence of such smooth solutions seems to require at least strong assumptions on the semilinear term
under consideration. For this reason, in this paper, we provide, for what seems to be the first time, the
extension of the linearization procedure considered by [II], to solutions lying in Sobolev space instead of
Holder continuous space. This extension of the analysis of [I1] allows us to consider the case of nonlinear
hyperbolic equations.

As mentioned above, our approach consists in transforming our inverse problem into the recovery of
a time-dependent potential of the form ¢(¢,z) = 0, F(t,z,u(t, x)), where u solves (7). This means that
the regularity of the coefficient ¢ will depend explicitly on the solution of the nonlinear problem (7).
For this reason, we can not apply results dealing with recovery of smooth time-dependent coefficients. In
Theorem and [[33] we use the results of [9 17, I8, [19] dealing with the global recovery of such coefficients
with low regularity assumptions. For Theorem [Tl we need to use results of recovery of time-dependent
coefficients on the portion (0,7") x v of the lateral boundary (0,7") x M from measurements restricted also
to (0,7 x . Moreover, we need to consider such results on some general Riemannian manifold. To the best
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of our knowledge [31] is the only work dealing with results close to the one needed for Theorem [[] (see also
[30] for time-independent coefficients). However, the approach of [31], based on local properties of general
geometric optics solutions, requires strong smoothness assumptions and it can not be applied in the context
of Theorem [Tl For this reason we introduce a new approach for the recovery of less-regular coefficients in
the proof of Theorem Bl (see Section 3). The result of Theorem Bl is based on a global construction of
particular solutions of the linear problem (3II), with a control on their behavior close to the boundary. In
contrast to other related results (e.g. [30, BI]) we do not restrict our analysis on some local properties of
general geometric optics solutions associated with (BI), but some global construction in boundary normal
coordinates suitably designed for any point (¢,2) € (0,7T) x ~.

In contrast to other related results for parabolic or elliptic equations (e.g. [7l [IT, 12} [13]), we make only
small restrictions on the class of nonlinear terms under consideration. Indeed, we even consider semilinear
equations with solutions that may blow-up at finite time. For this purpose, we state our result on, what can
correspond to, the infimum of the final time of existence, denoted by 77, of maximal solutions associated
with all possible semilinear terms lying in A. Here T} is a function of the size of the data (f,ug,u1). We
believe that with additional assumptions on the class of admissible nonlinear terms A (see [3| 15 [10]) our
result would be equivalent to the one stated by [, [IT], [12] [I3] for global solutions of some nonlinear parabolic
equations. However, in order to preserve the generality of our results, we prefer to keep this statement.

Let us observe, that, to the best of our knowledge, contrary to all other works dealing with recovery
of nonlinear terms (e.g. [7, 1l 12, 13, 14} 27, 32]), we do not state our results with the boundary map
Br,y, or N, associated with the nonlinear problem (7)), but with some partial knowledge of their Fréchet
derivative. By taking into account the important amount of data contained into B, or Np ., , this statement
of the main results makes an important difference in terms of restriction of the data used for solving the
inverse problem.

Our analysis is restricted to dimension of space n = 2, 3, but we believe that with suitable assumptions it
could be extended to higher dimension. This restriction is due to the application of the Sobolev embedding
theorem in the linearization procedure.

1.7. Outline. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we define the maps Bp,, and Np,, and
we prove that they admit a Fréchet derivative associated with solutions of linear wave equations with time-
dependent coefficients. In Section 3, we establish the recovery on the portion (0,7") x v of a time-dependent
potential from measurements of solutions of the linear problem restricted to (0,7") x 7. We prove this result,
which is stated in Theorem Bl for coefficients ¢ € H2((0,T) x M) NC([0,T] x M). In Section 4, we recall
some results about recovery of time-dependent coefficients appearing in hyperbolic equations borrowed from
[18, 19]. In Section 5, we combine all the arguments introduced in the preceding sections of the paper in
order to complete the proof of Theorem [LL1] and Finally, in the Appendix we show local existence
of sufficiently smooth solutions of (L.

2. LINEARIZATION OF THE INVERSE PROBLEM

In this section we will prove that the maps Bp., and Np,, are well defined and admit a continuous
Fréchet derivative. According to Lemma [6:2] and (see the Appendix), for all L > 0 there exists T1(L) €
(0,77] such that for all F € A, p > 1 satisfying (L), 7' < T1(L) and for all (f,ug,u1) € H(0,T") satisfying

171522 (0 xonny + 10ll gz oy + el oy < L

the problem (L7) admits a unique solution u € W1 (0,T; H2(M)) N W51 (0,T; H'(M)) satisfying
). In the same way, applying Lemma [6.3] we deduce that, for all L > 0, F € A, and for all f € H.(0,T")
satisfying

”f”H%((O,T’)xBM) s L
problem (7)), with 1o = u; = 0, admits a unique solution lying in W51 (0, T; H2(M))NW 51 (0, T; H'(M))
satisfying (G.7). Using these results we can define the maps Bp ., and Ng,,. We will now show that these
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maps admit a continuous Fréchet derivative that we will use for linearizing our inverse problem. For this
purpose, we consider the following linear initial boundary value problem

2w — Aygw + qu = 0, in (0,7) x M,
w = h, on (0,7) x OM, (2.1)
UJ(O, ) = hO; atw(ov ) =h; in M,

to which we associate the linear operator

Dq,’n : H(OvT/) > H= (h7h07h1) — (avw\(O,T)X'ypw(Tv )\M) € LQ((OaT) X 71) X Hl(M)a
and for w the solution of 2II), with hy = hy = 0, the linear operator
Agryy t Ho(0,T") 3 h— Oyw|(0.1)x € L*((0,T) x 7).
From now on, for any H = (h, ho, h1) € H(0,7"), we denote by || H||,, the norm defined by

1 (15, := [IAI1}, + fluoll +

((0,T7)xOM) H (M) H3 (M) "

We proceed now to the following linearization of the maps B, and N, introduced in Section 1.1.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that n =2 orn =3 and let F € A (resp. F € A,). Then, the maps B, (resp.
NF,) admits a continuous Fréchet derivative By (resp. Np_ ) on

{GeHO,T): |G| < LY,

H ((0,T")xOM)x H 2 (M) x H 2 (M)

(Tesp. {hEHO.T) 2 bl 0 3o conny < L})
Moreover, fixing

G e{K e H(0,T): ||K]|| < L},

H3 ((0,T")x0M)x H? (M)x H? (M)
(Tesp. feth €0 T Ikl 5 0 wons) < L})
qrc(t,x) == 0, F(t,z, urc(t,x)) (resp. qr f(t,z) = 0, F(t,x,up (t,x))), we find
By (G)H =Dy g H, H € H(0,T')
(resp. Npo, (f)h = Agp s nhy,  h € Ho(0,T7)).

Proof. Since the proof for Br,, and Np., are similar, we will only prove this result for Bp,,. Moreover,
without lost of generality, we assume that v1 = M. For this purpose, we fix H := (h, hg,h1) € H(0,T")
satisfying HH|| + ||H];, < € and we consider v = up g1y — ur,g — w, with w

(2.2)

OT/)><¢9M)><H2(M)><H2 (M)
solving (2.1]) Wlth q = qr.c. By Taylor expansion in u of F, we find

F(t,z,upc+u(t,z))
=F(t,x,upc(t,z)) + 0 F(t, z,upc(t,z)(urgru(t,z) —upc(t, )

+ (/ (1- s)@iF(t, vyupc(t, o) + s(upgru(t,r) —upc(t, a:)))ds) (upgrm(t,x) — qug(t,x))Q.
0

Then, v solves the linear problem

02v — Agv+qrgv=—R, in (0,T)x M,
v=0, on (0,7) x OM, (2.3)
v(0,-) =0, Ow(0,)=0 in M,

1
. (/o (1 —8)02F(t,x,ur.c(t, ) + s(upgya(t,z) — UF,G(tvx)))dS) (urGrm(t ) —ura(t,x))*.
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Since M is of dimension n < 3, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, the space W51 (0, T; H2(M)) embedded
continuously into C([0,T] x M) and we deduce that
HR||L2(0,T;L2(M <C ||R||L°°((O T)xM) X < Cllure+n — UFG”LOO (0,T)xM) *

Combining this with [I, Theorem A.2], [9] Proposition 1], (6:2) and applying the Sobolev embedding theorem,
we obtain

N

HauUHH((o,T)xaM) + HUHC([O,T];Hl(M)) c (||R||L1(0,T;L2(M)) + ”qRGvHLl(O,T;L?(M)))

<C (”R”L?(O,T;L?(M)) + ||‘JF,G||L1(0,T;L3(M)) ”UHLOO(O,T;Hl(M)))
< ORI 20,0200
<Clurc+m — UF,G|‘ioo((01T)XM) :
(2.4)
On the other hand, y := up,g+H — ur,g solves the problem
D2y — Ayy+ Vy =0, in (0,7) x M,
y=h, on (0,T) x OM, (2.5)

y(07 ) = ho, 8ty(0, ) = h’l in Ma
with .
Vit,x) = / O F(t,x,upc(t,x) + s(upc+u(t,z) — upa(t,z)))ds.
0
Using the fact that up g, urotn € Wl’bTbl(O,T;HQ(M)) C Wl’bTbl(O,T;LOO(M)), we deduce that V' €
Wl 1(0,7; L>°(M)). Thus, y1 = 0y solves

Oy — Dgyr + Vyr = 9, Vy, in (0,7) x M,
Y1 = O¢h, on (0,T) x OM,
y1(0,-) = h1, 0Owi(0,-) = Aghg — V(0,-)hg in M,

where one can check that
1
V(0,2) = / OuF (0, z,up(z) + sho(x))ds, x€ M.
0

Combining this with the fact that G, H = (h, ho, h1) € H(0,T"), we deduce from [9 Proposition 1| that this
problem admits a unique solution y; € C([0,T]; HX(M)) N C*([0, T]; L?(M)), satisfying

Il o mamcany < € (11 + 10Vl omM)))
<O (M4 Vg gy 9o 20
< Ol Hl|ly
with C' depending only on c¢1, 77, b, G, M, ¢ and T. Note that here we use the fact that for ||H|,, < e,
3 /
HVHLOQ((O)T)XM) and ||V||Wl’sz>1 (0.7 1 (1) are upper bounded by a constant depending only on 77, ¢1, b, ¢,
G, T and M. We apply also here the fact that the restriction operator f — f,1)xanr is a continuous map
from H'z ((0,T") x M) to H=z ((0,T) x &M). Thus, we have y € C2([0,T); L2(M)) and
”Agync([o,T];B(M Hat yHc ([0,T];L2(M)) + ||V||L°° ((0,T)yx M) Hy”C ([0,T];L2(M)) = <C HH”H

Combining this with the fact that for all ¢t € [0,T], y(¢,-) solves the boundary value problem

{ _Agy(tv ) = _atzy(tv ) - Vy(t7 ')7 in M,
y(t,-) = h(t,-), on OM,
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we deduce that y € C([0,T]; H*(M)) satisfies the estimate

||yHC([O,T];H2(M)) S C|[Hlly -
Then, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, we obtain

lurcsn = wrall o,y ar = ¥l Lo, xan < CI1H |y
and, from (24, we get
10vurcrao —Ovura — a’/w”L2((O,T)><6M) Fllurcn —ure - w||c([07T];H1(M>>
2
S CH]|5, -
This proves that Br,, is Fréchet differentiable at G' and
B/F,wl (G)H = (al/w\(O,T)X'ya w(Ta )IM) = DQF,G171H'

Now let us prove the continuity of the map G+ Bl (G) = Dy, 4+, - For this purpose, we fix 2 1= wx —w,
with K = (k, ko, k1) € H(0,T’) and wk solving 1)) with ¢ = qr.c+ k.

+ 1K, 5 I Hg + 1Kl <€

”HHH%((o,T)xaM)xH%(M)tz ((0,T)xOM) x H 3 (M)x H? (M)

We remark that z solves the problem
022 — Nyz+qrgz=2S5, in(0,T)x M,
z =0, on (0,7) x OM, (2.6)
z(0,-)=0, 0¢z(0,-)=0 1in M.
with
S =—(9r,G+K — qF,c)WK-
On the other hand, we can prove that ||wKHc( o752y S C with € depending on a3, b, G, &, M, T, T.
Therefore, we find

IS1 20,7y xar) < Cllare+x = arcll o o,7)xar) - (2.7)
Using the Taylor expansion of 9, F' in u, we find

gr.a+k(t,x) —qra(t, o) (/ O2F(t,x,upc + s(urgix — urc))ds ) (ur,G+K —UFRG)
and repeating the above arguments, we obtain
HqF,G+K - qF,G||L00((07T)><M) < c ||K||’H .
Combining this with [27) and the estimate

HauZHm ((0,T)xdM) + HZHC([O,T];HI(M)) <C HS||L2((O,T)><M) )

we deduce the continuity of G+ Bj (G) = Dyp. 4, - This completes the proof of the theorem. O

3. RECOVERY OF A TIME-DEPENDENT COEFFICIENT ON PARTS OF THE BOUNDARY
For T € (0,T'] and g € L*°((0,T) x M) we consider the initial boundary value problem

O2u— Agu+ qu =0, in (0,7) x M,
u=f, on (0,T) x OM, (3.1)
u(0,-) =0, Ou(0,-)=0 in M,

with non-homogeneous Dirichlet data f. According to [24], for f € H*((0,T) x OM) satisfying Jit=0 = 0 this

problem admits a unique solution u € C([0, T]; H*(M))NC ([0, T]; L?*(M)) satisfying d,u € L?((0,T) x OM).

Thus, fixing v an open portion of M, we can define the partial hyperbolic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map in

the following way
Ayt Hay (0,T') 5 f 0 L U|(0,T) x5
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with H. (0,7") := {f € H«(0,7") : supp(f) C (0,T'] x v} and with u solving problem (B]). In this section,
we consider the problem of recovering ¢ restricted to (0,T") x 7 from the knowledge of Ag 4 ..

Theorem 3.1. Let (M, g) be a smooth connected and compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2
and let q1, g2 € C([0,T) x M) N H?*((0,T) x M). Then Ag, .« = Agy .« implies that g = g2 on (0,T) x ~.

We mention that [30] established results similar to Theorem B for time-independent coefficients and
[31] treated the case of time-dependent coefficients from some measurements associated with some general
hyperbolic equation on a Lorentzian manifold. Both of these results require strong smoothness assumptions
on the coefficients under consideration. In Theorem[B.I] we extend such results to time-dependent potentials ¢
lying in C([0, T]x M)NH?2((0,T)x M). To prove this result, like in [30,[31], we consider specific solutions of the
problem (B)) also called geometric optics. However, since we restrict the regularity of the coefficients under
consideration, in contrast to [30, BI], we will use a new global construction involving some approximation
of the potential g. The properties of these solutions will be stated in Proposition 3.l We mention that the
recovery of coefficients lying in C([0, 7] x M )N H?((0,T) x M) will be a crucial point in the proof of Theorem
o

3.1. Geometric optics solutions. Let ty € (0,T), g € M and counsider § > 0 a constant that will be
fixed later. The goal of this subsection is to construct some energy class solutions u; of the equation
O2uj — Agu; +qju; =0, in (0,T) x M,
u; = f, on (0,7) x OM, (3.2)
u;j(0,-) =0, wu;(0,-)=0 in M,
with some suitable choice of f € C§°((0,T] x dM). More precisely, we prove the following.

Proposition 3.1. For j = 1,2 and for p > 1, there exists f € Co((0,T] x OM) such that the solution
u; € C([0,T); HY(M)) N CH([0,T); LA2(M)) of B2) has a restriction on [0,ty + 8] x M taking the form

, i1(t i t
'LL] (t, x) _ ezp(t—’l/}(w)) (G/O(t,fﬂ) + a]71( 7:'[:) + a]72;P§ 7:E)) + R‘)p(t, x), ) > 1 (33)
p p

Here we assume that 1 is a smooth function on the support of ag, aj1, ajz2,. Moreover, the function ag,
aji1, a2, € H*((0,t0 + 8) x M) satisfy the conditions

a11(t,x) =az21(t, ) =0, (t,x) € (0,10 + ) x OM, (3.4)
a12,(t, ) = as2,(t,x) =0, (t,x) € (0,t0+ ) x OM, (3.5)
supp (aol[o,t9+8)xonr) C [0,t0 + 8] x v, (3.6)
Haj,2,pHH2((o7t0+5)><M) < Cp#hu (3.7)

with C > 0 independent of p. In addition, we have dya;1 € C([0,t0 + 0] x OM), j = 1,2, with

B, (to, x0) = Qa2 (to, 20) = 51 (to, x0) = (o, o). (3.8)
Finally, the remainder term R, , € C([0,to + 8]; H*(M)) NC*([0,to + 6]; L*(M)) satisfies
7R, — AgR;, € L*((0,t0 + 6) x M),
Rj,=0on(0,to+9) x OM, R;,(0,-)=0:R;,(0,-)=0 on M, (3.9)
pg{foop 100 R0\l L2((0,t-+8) xonr) = O- (3.10)

Proof. In order to get the decay (3.I0), we choose ¥, ag, a;1 and a;2,, 7 = 1,2, so that they satisfy the
following eikonal and transport equations

d
Z 9”(55)3111#3%1# = |Vq¢|§ =1, (311)

4,j=1
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d
2idhag +2i Y g (2)02,00x, a0 + i(Agh)ag =0, (3.12)
i,j=1
d ..
2idhany +2i Y g7 ()00, V0, ax1 +i(Ag)ars = —(0F — Ag + qr)ao, k=12, (3.13)
ij=1
d ..
2i8tak127p + 21 Z g” (I)amﬂ/)azj ak,2,p + Z.(Agl/})akyzp e —(8152 — Ag + qk)akﬁlyp, k=1,2, (314)
i,j=1

on some neighborhood of [0,%y+ 6] x OM. Here ay,1,, is a smooth approximation of aj,; that we will precise
later. Using some suitable coordinates we will introduce solutions of the equations BI1)-B.I4) satisfying

BDH-BD.
From now on, for any y € M and 6 € S, M, we denote by 7, ¢ the maximal geodesic starting at y in the
direction 6. Then, for some £ > 0 small enough, we define the map expg,, : OM X [0,e) — M given by
expans (@, Tn) = Yor (@) (@n), (2, xn) € OM x [0,¢).
For any r > 0, we define the submanifold M, := {x € M : dist(x,0M) < r}. It is well known (e.g. [I6]
Section 2.1.16]) that, for e sufficiently small, exp,,, is a diffeomorphism from OM x [0,¢) to M. with
expyy () == (2 2,), @, = dist(z,0M), z € M..

Here dist denotes the Riemanian distance function on (M, g). Thus, we can consider the boundary normal
coordinates (2/,x,) on M. given by © = expyys (¢, x,) where z,, > 0 and 2’ € OM. It is well known (see
e.g. [16, Section 2.1.18]) that in these coordinates the metric takes the form g(2',2,) = go(z', x,) + da?
with go(2’, x,) a metric on M that depends smoothly on z,,. We choose

Y(x) = dist(z,0M), x € M. (3.15)
As 1 is given by x,, in the boundary normal coordinates, one can easily check that v solves (B11]) in M-..
Let us now turn to the transport equations (BI2)-BI4)). We fix § € (O, %(),T_to)) From now on,

we use the coordinates sy =t + z, — tg, 2 =t — x,, — to and, for s € [—tg,5d], s2 € [s1 — 8, 51], ' € IM,

we write
, S1 + S92 , 81— 82
a(sy, s2,2’) =a 5 ,exPaas | 2, 5 .

We will use this notation to indicate the representation in these coordinates also for other functions. Note
that in these coordinates the boundary M will be given by s; = s which corresponds in boundary normal
coordinates to x,, = 0. Moreover, the manifold [0,y + 0] x M will be contained into the set

{(81,82,,@/) ERXRXOIM: s9 <81, —tg <81+ 82 < 5} (316)

Fixing 8 = detgg, one can check that, in the coordinates (s1, s2,2’), (B12) becomes

0s, B — Os,
205, a0 + (%) ag = 0.

Then, we consider x € C§°((—26,20)) such that x = 1 on [—4,4], x1 € C§°((—30,38)) such that y; =1 on
[—24,20], ¢ € C5°(y) such that ¢ = 1 on a neighborhood of g and ¢1 € C5°(7) such that ¢; = 1 on a
neighborhood of supp(y¢). We choose

ao(s1, 52733/) = X(52)@($1)[3(51752,17/)_1/4- (3.17)

Using the fact that
ao(s1,82,2") =0, |s2| > 20, s1 € [s2,30], ' € OM

we can extend ag by zero to a function defined on s; € [—tg — 2, 39], s2 € [—to — 39, s1], ' € OM solving
BI2) on (0,tg + 6) x M. Then using the fact that [0,t9 + §] x M is described by ([B.I6]), we deduce that
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this extension of ag corresponds to a function defined on [0,tg + §] x M in the initial coordinates and lying
in C*°([0,t0 + 6] x M). With this choice of ag, (BI3) is transformed into

0s, B — Os, ]
285100‘71 + <%> aj1 = %[(8752 — Ag)ao + Qjao].

We choose

7 _1
aj1(s1,82,2,) i= 5)(1(82)901(&5/)5(81, s2,2") i (as(s1, 82, Tn) + aj3(s1, s2,2")), (3.18)

on (0,tp + &) x Mas, where, for s1 € [—to,50], s2 € [—30,38], 2’ € IM, we fix

1 1
asaons0.0") = xole)g ([ Barosmalin ) astorsn!) = 3 ([ Blasrsnatar )
s2

with dy = (07 — Ay)ag. It is clear that
as(s1,s1,2") = ajs(s1,s1,2") = 0.

Thus, one can check that ([3.4)) is fulfilled. Moreover, using the fact that ¢ € H*((0,7) x M)NC([0,T] x M),
we deduce that aj; € H?((0,to + §) x M) and d,a;1 € C([0,to + 8] x OM), j = 1,2. Finally, due to the
expression involving ¢ in (BIT) one can check [3.6). Finally, using the fact that

(Ovar,1 — Ovas ) (to, o)

= 00 =0) B0 et} ([ 80— ) sasmir )|

so=s51=0,
7 7
= §X(0)90($0)(Q1 —¢2)(0,0,20) = 3 (@1 = a2)(to, z0),
we obtain ([B3.8)).

For the construction of a; 2 ,, we need first to define the expression a; 1, which is an approximation of
a;,1. For this purpose, we consider an approximation of ¢; given by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. There exists q; , € C*([0,T] x M) such that

A s = 4ill 2o,y <0y = 0 (3.19)
||q]7p||H@(]R><M1) Céﬂ"“ 0>2. (3.20)

with Cy independent of p.

We postpone the proof of this result to the end of the present demonstration. Using the result of Lemma

B1 we fix
aj3,p(s1,82,2") == x(s2)p (/ Bi Q,p(T, 82,2 )dT)

for s1 € [—to,56], s2 € [—to — 56, s1], &' € OM and we define a; 1 , as follows

7 _1
@j,l,p(slvsz,f/) = §X1(52)801(17/)5(51, 52733/) 4 (03(51752,17/) + aj,s,p(sl, 52733/))-

Then, according to ([BI9)-(B20) and the expression BI8) of a; 1, we have a;1,, € C*([0,to + 0] x M) with

pETOO laja,p — aj,lHH2((o,t0+5)xM) =0, (3.21)
Iz, 10l zre (0,10 15y x ar) < < CopiFE, 032, (3.22)
Note that in the coordinates (s1, s2,z’), (B14]) becomes
as B B 65 ﬁ i
205,a,2,p + (14752) 0520 = 5[0 = Ag)ajp +jajnp] (3.23)
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Thus, for s1 € [—tg,5d], s2 € [—to — 59, s1], ' € OM, we fix

11 Y
aj2.p(s1,82,2") == x1(s2)1(2")B(s1, 82, 2") }LE (/ B}lbﬂ)p(ﬂ sz,x’)dT) , (3.24)

s2
where
bjnp = (07 — Ag +45)a;1,p-
In particular, we have a2 , € C>([0,to + 6] x M) and B.5).
Combining these properties with the fact that [0,tg + 6] X M is contained into the set (BI6), we can
extend the map
aj2,p(t; ) )

2
by zero to a function lying in H?((0,%o + ¢) x M). In addition, (B2I)-(@B22) imply that
||8t2Gj7p —AyGjp + QjGj7P‘|L2((

‘ (07 — Ag +q)(aj1 —aji,) N D72, — Dyajo,p+ 45052,
2
p p

ajyl(t, :E)

Gjp: (t,x) — ePt=v@) (ao(t,x) + +

0,t0+6)><M)

L2((0,t0+8) x M)

||aj72,p||H2((0,t0+6) x M)
p? '

<0 (Pl llaja — aj,l,p”Hz((o,toJﬂs)xM) +

On the other hand, by considering the explicit expression of a;2 , and applying (3.22)), we get
”a’ijaP”Hz((O,to-i-é)XM) < O(H%LPHH%(O,%H)xM) + quajvlvﬂ||H2((O,t0+6)><M))

< Clllag1,0ll g 0,t0+8)x a0y 195112 0,00+8) % 20y 19510200 ((0,20-48)x 1))

< Clllag1,pll g (0,t0+8)x a0y 151l 2 0,00+6) % a0y 19510l prn2 0,008y x 21))

< Cpriz,

which implies ([B7). Therefore, we find

Hatszw —A84Gjp+ inj>P|‘L2((0,t0+6)xM)

1 _n+d
< C (p ||aj,1 — a‘j>1vP||H2((O,to+5)><M) + P "+2> .

and (3ZI) implies

li 92G; , — NG G 0. 3.25
pJTOOPH t Si.p 9Gip T 4Gy, (3.25)

PHL?((o,t0+5)xM) =
We choose R;, € C([0,to + 6]; H*(M)) N C*([0,ty + 8]; L2(M)) to be the unique solution of the IBVP

atsz,p — AR, + iR = _(6t2Gj,p —AyGjp+4;Gjp), in (0,t0 +9) x M,
R; =0, on (O,to + 5) X OM, (326)
R; ,(0,-) =0, OR;,(0,-)=0 in M.

Applying [24] Theorem 2.1], we obtain

2
||‘9VR‘,p||L2((o,t0+5)xaM) <C (Hat Gip = DgGiip + inj>P"L2((0,tg+6)xM) + ||qJ’RJ’»P||L2((o,t0+5)xM))

2
<C (||3t Gip—DBgGjp + quijHL2((O,t0+6)><M) + Hijp||C([0,to+5];H1(M)))

<C Hatsz,p — AyGjp+ qJGj>P"L2((O,t0+6)XM)

and (329 implies B.I0).
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Using the above properties, we can now complete the construction of the solutions u; of (3.2]). Note first
that, according to (34) and (BH), we have

Gip(t,x) = Gop(t,z) = ao(t,z) :== f(t,x), (t,z) € [0,tg+ ] x IM.

Using the fact that f € C*°([0,to + ] x OM), satisfies fi(o,+,—25)xon = 0, we extend f by symmetry in ¢ to
an element of C3((0, +00) x OM). Then, we fix u;, j = 1,2, respectively the solution of the initial boundary
value problem (3.2)). Since the restriction of u; to (0,tg 4 ) x M solves the initial boundary value problem

8t2uj — Ang —+ qJ'Uj = 0, in (O,to + 5) X ]\47
Uj; = Gj)p, on (O,to + 5) X 8M,
u;(0,-) =0, wu;(0,-)=0 in M.

by the uniqueness of the solution of this problem we deduce that u; takes the form [B3) on (0,to + ) x M.
O

Now that we have completed Proposition [3.1] let us show Lemma [3.1]

Proof of Lemma [3.1} We consider first (M}, g), j = 1,2, two compact an smooth connected manifolds
such that M is contained into Int(M;), M is contained into Int(Mz). Then, we fix ¢;. € H*(R x M)
supported on (—1,7T 4 1) x Int(My), which coincides with ¢; on (0,7") x M such that

”qj* ||H2(RxM1) <C ||Qj||H2((07T)XM) )
with C' > 0 depending only on My, T. We fix the following local coordinates in Ms:
(9017 Ul)u ey (Spmu Um)
such that

My C | Uk € Int(My).
k=1

We fix also ¢, € C5°(Uy), k = 1,...,m, such that

Zwk(;v) =1, xz€bM

k=1

and ¢y € C°(Uk), k = 1,...,m, satisfying ;s = 1 on supp(¢)x). Then, we set ¢ € C5°(R'*™) such that
supp(¢) C {(t,z) : |(t,2)| <1}, (>0 and

/ C(t,x)dxdt = 1.
R1+n
We consider also (,(t,x) = p%C(pﬁt,pﬁﬂx) and, for j = 1,2 and kK =1,...,m, we define

Gk (1) = o x (0 ) Vs @) ()

= V/]RH Cp(t —5Y— Z)W,ﬁ(‘Pz:l(Z))(ij(Sa (Splzl(z))d‘gdzv J=12, (tvy) € RIJF"?
and we consider

Qj,p(tv'r) = Zq;’,k,p(t, @k(x))d}k(x)a (t,.I) e R x Mlv .] = 172
k=1
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Note that

m
D (Prdikp — a5rs) v

k=1

45,0 — qJHL?((OT YXM) —

L2((0,T)x M)

m
Z 105 8;.k,p qukﬁnw ((0,T)xUy)

k=1
m
Z (@0 = )*qﬂbk»ﬁHL2((0,T)XW(U,C))
o

OZqukp qJ*T/Jktin (R1+n)

with C depending only on (M, g), U and ¢, k = 1,...,m. Combining this with the fact that

limsup ||g;.,p — (80;;1)*Qj*1/1k,]j‘|L2(R1+") = liEJsrup 6o * (0, ) Vr,pasn) — (<P];1)*qj*wk,ﬁ||L2(R1+n) -0
p o

p—>—+o00
we deduce that

pklfoo lgj,0 — qa‘||L2<<0,T)XM> =0

In the same way, using the fact that g;. € H*(R x M), we deduce [B19)-(B20). O
Applying Proposition Bl we are now in position to complete the proof of Theorem B.1

3.2. Proof of Theorem[3.1l In this subsection we consider solutions u; € C([0,T]; H*(M))NC* ([0, T); L*(M))
of ([B.2)) given by Proposition Bl Note that following the proof of Proposition Bl thanks to (B:6]), we know
that supp(u;]o.r)xan) C (0,T) x 7. Therefore, the condition Ag, .« = Ag, 4.« implies
(Oyur — Gpu2)(t,2) =0, (t,x) € (0,T) x v
On the other hand, applying (34) and B.H), for all (¢,x) € (0,tp + d) x 7, we obtain
0 = p(dyur — dyus)(t, x)
lp(t w (8 aq 2,0 (9,,(1272),))(15, JJ)
p

= eip(t—w(m)) (&,al,l — 6,,(1271)(15, JJ) + (327)

+ p(OuR1,p — OuR2p)(t, x).
Applying [B.1), we find

[0va1,2,0 — 31/“2,2,;1||L2((o,t0+5)xaM) (||‘11 2 p||H2 (0,to+8)x M) T laz,2 P||H2((0 t0+6)><M))

<C
< Cpntz
Combining this with (3I0) and sending p — +oo in ([B21), we obtain

|0a1,1 — 6,,@2)1||L2((07t0+6)xw) =0.
It follows that

8ya1,1(t, ZZ?) — 8ya2,1(t, ZZ?) = O, (t,{E) S (O,to + 5) X .

Combining this with B8], we deduce that ¢ (to, zo) = g2(to, zo). Due to the arbitrary choice for ¢ty € (0,7T)
and xg € 7, this equality completes the proof of Theorem [B.1]
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4. RECOVERY OF TIME-DEPENDENT COEFFICIENTS INSIDE THE DOMAIN

In this section we will recall some results related to the recovery of time-dependent coefficients ¢, ap-
pearing in the linear problem (2J), inside the manifold M. Our first result is stated on a simple manifold
and it concerns recovery of time-dependent coefficients inside the manifold with restriction of the data on
the top ¢ = T of the time-space manifold (0,7) x M.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (M, g) is a simple manifold. Let T > 0 and let q1, g2 € L*°((0,T) x M). Then
the condition
Dql,OMH = DqQﬁMH, H e H(O, TI)
implies that 1 = qo.
This result follows from [I9] Theorem 1.2].
Now let us recall an improvement of this result in the Euclidean case. More precisely, let M = Q with

Q) an open bounded, connected and smooth open subset of R".
We introduce also the operator D, v,v : Hy(0,7") > H = (Jywyy,w(T,-)), with w solving (2.

Theorem 4.2. For q1, ¢2 € L>((0,T) x Q), the condition Dy, u,v = Dy, v,v tmplies ¢1 = go.

This result follows from [I8 Theorem 1.1] combined with the definition of the trace map given in [I8|
Proposition A.1].

Armed with these results and the one of Theorem B.I] we will complete the proof of Theorem [T}
and

5. RECOVERY OF THE NONLINEAR TERMS

The goal of this section is to combine all the tools of the preceding sections in order to complete the
proof of Theorem [T.1] and
Proof of Theorem [I.1] In view of Theorem BT for any \ € [—Lq, L1] we have

M0 o eonr < X2 omvyonny < 2 X3 o2y = E-

}]77()\)()h = quj,xxy'yhv h € H. (0,7,
where we recall that qp; x\ (¢, ) := 0, F;(t,, up, zy(t,2)). Thus, condition (LTI implies that
qul,qu%* = A
Moreover, by the Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma [6.2] we find
up; ay € (C([0,T); H?(M)) NC?([0,T]; L*(M))) € H?((0,T) x M)NC([0,T] x M).

Combining this with the fact that F; € C*(R4 x M xR), we deduce that g, x, € H*((0,T)x M)NC([0,T]x M)
and applying Theorem B.I we obtain

ar (@) = gran(tz), (6,2, \) € (0,T) x v x [=Lq, L1].
Therefore, using the fact that x = 1 on [d,T] X -y, we obtain
OuF1(t, 2, N) = qr 2 (8, @) = gy (t, ) = 0uFo(t,z, N),  (t,2,A) € [6,T] x v x [=L1, L4].
Finally, applying (LI0), we obtain (ILI2]). This completes the proof of Theorem [T O

AFy Ax s %"

Proof of Theorem [1.2] and Note first that, for A € [~Lo, Lo] and K : (t,z) — A, we find
1K1 5 I 5 0 = AL 3 + 1,5
< Lo(lIl 5 + 11

((0,T7)x M) ((0,T7)xOM) H3 (M) )

= L.

((0,T")xOM) "3 (M) )

Therefore, for any A € [—Lo, Lo] we can fix
(JF]-,A(t, :E) = 6uF] (tu x, qu,()\,)\,O) (t7 JI))
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By the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have up, (x x,0) € C([0,T] x M) and we deduce that gr, x € C([0,T] x
M). Thus, according to Theorem 211 condition (L.I4) implies that
Dyp, noM = Dy, yom, A€ [—La, Lo].
Therefore, applying Theorem [4.I], we obtain
am At ) = qra(t,z), (t,x,\) € (0,T) x M x [—La, Lo] .
It follows that

OuF1(0,2, ) = gy, 2(0,2) = gy A(0,2) = 0y F2 (0,2, \), (2,\) € M X [—La, Lo] , (5.1)

OuF1(t, 2, ) = gy A(t, ) = qry 2 (t, ) = Oy Fa(t,z, \),  (t,x,A) € [0,T] x OM x [—Lg, Lo]. (5.2)
Combining this with ([I3) we deduce (LIH)-(CI6). This proves Theorem In a similar way, Theorem
can be deduced by combining Theorem 2] with Theorem O

6. APPENDIX

This Appendix is devoted to the proof of existence of sufficiently smooth solutions of (L), with F' € A
(resp. F € A, when ug = uy = 0).

Let us observe that we have not find any references in the mathematical literature showing existence and
uniqueness of smooth solutions of (7). We have not even find local well-posedness results for general class
of seminilinear hyperbolic equations on manifolds with non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions (we
have only find results like [3, [I0] treating such problems with homogeneous boundary conditions). For this
reason, and even though some of these results follow from well known arguments, we have decided to provide
the full proof of these results in this Appendix.

We start with a result of local well-posedness for the problem (7)) that can be proved by mean of
Strichartz estimates stated in this context and several classical arguments.

Lemma 6.1. Assume thatn =2 orn =3. Let F € AUA,, fir T' € (0,400) and let f € H3((0,T") x OM),
ug € H%(M) and uy € H%(M) satisfy fli=o = wojans, Otfli=0 = urjonr- Let L >0 be such that

We consider the estimate
||uHc([o,T];H1(M)) + HU||LP(0,T;L2P(M)) <Gl (6.2)
with C1 depending only on T', b, M, c¢1, and we define the sets
Ter :={T € (0,7"] : for all data (f,uo,u1) satisfying @), (LT) admits a unique solution
ue CH[0,T]; L*(M))NC([0,T]); H'(M)) N LP(0,T; L**(M)) satisfying 62)},

TL = ﬂ Tr,L,
FeA
with p > lsatisfying (LR)). Then the set Ty, is not empty and sup T, = T1(L) € (0,T'] depends on L, b,
M and ci. In addition, (L), with T = Ti(L), admits a unique solution lying in C*([0,T1(L)); L*(M)) N
C([0, 71 (L)); HY(M)) N LP(0, Ta(L); L (M).

Proof. We prove this result by applying some arguments of [15, [I7] that we adapt to problems stated with
non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. According to |26, Theorem 2.3, Chapter 4], there exists
G € H3((0,T") x M) satisfying

Go1myxom =, Gli=o = w0, OGli=0 = ua,

16 soczrynny < CUL N3 o mmwony + 1003 gy + 1l 3 4) < CL (6.3)
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where C' depends only on M and 7’. From now on and in all the remaining part of this proof, we denote by
C' a constant depending on M, e1, T', ¢; and b. We fix T, € (0,7’] to be determined and note that, by the
Sobolev embedding theorem, we have G € C([0, T3] x M) and for

Gy == —(02G — A,G),

one can check that G € H(0,Ty; L?(M)). Then, we can split the solutions of (7)) into two terms u = G +v
with v solving
02v— Ay + F(t,z,v+ G) = G1(t,z), in (0,T2) x M,
v=0, on (0,T3) x OM, (6.4)
v(0,-) =0, 9w(0,:) =0 in M.
We will prove existence of a solution of (6.4]) by mean of a fixed point argument. We denote by A the operator
—A, in M with Dirichlet boundary condition. Now consider the map G defined on C([0, T»]; HE(M)) N
LP(0,Ty; L?P(M)) by

Gv](t) :__/O sm((t—s)A%)A%F(s,-,v(s,-)+G(s,-))ds+/0 sin((t — s)A%)A" 3Gy (s, )ds

Combining the Christ-Kieslev lemma (see for instance [I7, Lemma 1] and also [7] for the original result) with
the Strichartz estimates on manifolds stated in |2 Theorem 1] and following [I7, Lemma 2|, we deduce that

”g(v)”C([O,Tg];Hl(M)) + ||g(”)||Lp(0,T2;L2P(M))

b b 2
O (Hv”Lb(O,Tg;L%(M)) + ||G||Lb(O,T2;LQb(M)) —+ T22 L + TQ)

with C' > 0 depending on ¢, and b. On the other hand, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have
2+b

Gl oo, o520 00y) < C NG Logo,masn00 (ary) < C NG Loco,mysmrzary) < CTz Gl oo 0,712 (00)) < CTR™ L
and the Hoélder inequality implies

||U||Lb(0,T2;L2b(M CTz ||v||Lp(0 Ty L2P (M) *
Thus, we have
1G()leo Tg] many) 190 e Tz,L2P(M))
(6.5)
CClT2 ||U||LP(O Ty L2P(M)) +CClT2 L +4T2 L+CClT2
In the same way, fixing v1,v2 € C([0,To]; Hi(M)) N LP(0,Tz; L??(M)) and applying the Hélder inequality,
we get

[1G(v1) — (1’2)||c ([0,7e);H (M) T [1G(v1) = G(v2)ll s (0,T;L2p (M)

b—1

CT2 ||U1 - U2||Lp(o Ty;L2P (M) (”Ulnm(o To;L2p(M)) T ||U2||Lp (0,T5;L2r(M)) T ||G||Lp (0,T5; 20 (M)) T T27
(6.6)
Combining ([6.0)-([66) with the Poincaré fixed point theorem, we deduce that there exists § > 0 such that
for
T := min (C min (Lﬁ, 1),T'),
with C' some suitable constant depending only on 7”7, b, M, &1 and c¢1, the map G admits a unique fixed
point v in the set

{w € C([0, To]; Hy (M)) N LP(0, To; L* (M) = [wllepo 2.1 (vry) + 10l 1o 0, 72120 (aryy) < C1L}

where C is also a constant depending only on b, M and c¢;. One can easily deduce that this fixed point
v is also lying in C([0,T3]; L?(M)), it satisfies (6.2]) and it solves (64). This proves the existence of local
solutions for (7)) on [0, T5] for any F' € AU A,. The uniqueness can be deduced from arguments similar to
[I5) Theorem 2.1] (see also |20, page 134| for same ideas). This completes the proof of the lemma. O
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This result gives us the existence and uniqueness of variational solutions of (7)) on (0,7), provided
that the conditions (61 and 0 < T < Ty (L) are fulfilled. We believe that, with some suitable restrictions
imposed to the set A (see for instance 3] [4], 10, [I5]), this result can be extended to a global existence result
corresponding to the condition T = T7(L) = T, for all L > 0 or for some values of L > 0. However, in
the general setting, there is counterexamples to the global existence of solutions due to the blow up at finite
time of some of them (e.g. [4, Proposition 6.4.1]). In order to preserve the generality of our results, we do
not consider possible restriction of the class A of nonlinear terms which would allow the extension of our
local well-posedness result to existence of global solutions by proving that Ty (L) = T”, for all L > 0 or for
some values of L > 0.

By mean of suitable conditions, we can increase the regularity of the solution u of (L7)) in the following
way.

Lemma 6.2. Assume that n = 2 orn = 3 and, for L > 0, fit 0 < T < T1(L), F € A. Then, for all
(a0, ur) € H(0,T") satisfying

1715 o meonsy + 1005 3y + 1115 gy <
problem () admits a unique solution lying in WY1 (0,T; H2(M)) N W2551(0,T; H(M)) satisfying
HUHWI’FE_I(O,T;H%M + ”un BT (0,73 H (M)
(6.7)
<C (I3 oy wonsy + 003 gy + Nty 1))

with C depending on L, T', T, M, b, n and c;.

Proof. According to [26, Theorem 2.3, Chapter 4], in view of the compatibility condition (L6]), there exists
G € H5((0,T") x M) satisfying

Goyxom = [+ Gpeo =uo, 0iGjmg = u1, 0;Gp—o = Aguo,

6.8

aIf)GHf:O = Ag’dl, 64G\t:0 = A2u0, ( )
HG||H3((O T')XM) Ol

1G s o.rryany < C (171122 omme%MaM+M%MM) 69)

where O, Cy depend only on 7', M. Then, following Lemma B.1l the solution u € C*([0,T]; L>(M)) N
C([0,T); HY(M)) n LP(0,T; L?*(M)) of ([ takes the form u = v + G with v € C([0,T]; L*(M)) N
C([0,T); HY(M)) N LP(0,T; L*(M)) solving (6.4). Thus, the proof will be completed if we prove that
v e WhET (0, T; H2(M)) N W51 (0,T; L2(M)) satisfies

HUH 1 ﬁ(O)T;Hz(M)) + HU||W2 ﬁ(O,T;Hl(M)) < ¢ ||G||HG((O,T’)><M) ' (610)

For this purpose, we remark first that since v € C*([0, T]; L*(M)) N LP(0,T; L*(M)), for
q(t,x) := 0, F(t,x,u(t,x)), (t,x) € [0,T]x M,
we have
||QHLb T (0.7:L3(M)) < ||1 + |ul’” 1HLb T (0,713 (M) < (||u||LP(OTL3(b vy t 1)
and using the fact that, for n = 3, 2p = 10 > 3(4 — 1) > 3(b — 1) and the fact that p > 3(b — 1),
for n = 2, we have ¢ € L%(O,T;Lg’(M)). Thus, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, we deduce that
qov € L%(O, T; H=1(M)). Moreover, using the fact that by density, for a.e (t,z) € (0,T) x M, we have
O[F(t,x,u(t,x))] = O F(t,x,u(t, x)) + O F(t, z,u(t,x))0rv(t, ) + O F(t, z, u(t,x))0:G(t, x)

and the fact that for

Go(t,x) i= =0, F(t,x,u(t,z))0,G(t,x) — O F(t,x,u(t,x)) — BG(t,2) + A0 G(t,x), (t,x) € [0,T]x M,
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we have
HG2HL%(O,T;L2(M)) g C(||u||LP(O,T;L2P(M)) =+ 1)7

we deduce that E : (t,z) — F(t,z,u(t,z)) € W55(0,T; H-Y(M)) c C([0,T); H~Y(M)) and v, := dv €
C([0,T); LA(M)) N C ([0, T); H=(M)). Moreover, in view of (6.8), we have

G1(0,7) = —07G(0,2) + A,G(0,2) =0, x€ M.

Therefore, combining [25, Theorem 9.1, Chapter 3| with [3, Proposition 1[I, we deduce that vy is the
unique element of C1([0,T]; L2(M)) N C([0, T]; H}(M)) solving the linear problem

02v1 — Aguy +q(t, z)v; = Go(t, ), in (0,T) x M,
vy =0, on (0,T) x 9M, (6.11)
Ul(o, ) =0, aiE'Ul(Ov ) - _F(Oa €L, UO(I)) in M.

In the same way, we can prove that vy = dyv1 = d?v is lying in C1([0,T]; L*(M)) N C([0, T]; H(M)) and it
solves the linear problem
D2vg — Ayva + q(t, z)ve = G3(t, o), in (0,7) x M,
v =0, on (0,7) x OM,
v2(0,-) = =F(0,z,up(x)), 0Orv2(0,-) = =0, F (0,2, ug(x))us(z) — 0 F(0,x,up(x)) in M,
(6.12)
with
G3(t,z) = — O, F(t,,u(t,x))0}G(t,x) — 20,0:F (t, 2, u(t, z))[0:G(t, x) + vi(t,x)] — OFF(t,x, u(t,x))
— 0}G(t, ) + AyO2G(t,x) — O2F(t, x,u(t,x))[vi(t, 2) + G (L, 2)]?,  (t,z) € [0,T] x M.

Here we use the fact that, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, G' € C3([0,T); H*(M)
and G3 € Wh%(0,T; L?(M)). We use also the fact that, thanks to ([4), z — F( (M).
Finally, using similar arguments, we can prove that v3 = dyvy = 07vy € C([0,T]; L*(M))NC([0,T); HL(M))
solves the linear problem

D2vs — Agus + q(t, z)vs = Gy(t, o), in (0,7) x M,
vz =0, on (0,T) x OM,
Ug(O,-TE) = 8tv2(07$)7 8tv3(0,a:) = —AQ[F(O,.I,Uo(I)] + q(OaI)F(Ov'rvuO(I) + G3(07$)7 S Mv
(6.13)
with

Gu(t,x) := 0:G3(t,x) — O*F(t, z,u(t,x)) (v (t, x) + 0:G(t, x))va(t, x).
Again, we use here the fact that condition (4] implies
auF(Oa €T, ’U,()(.I)) = atF(vavuo(I)) - Oa r €M
and by the same way that d,v5(0,-) € Hi(M). This proves that, for a.e. t € (0,7, v1(t,-) solves the
boundary value problem
_Agvl (tv ) = —Ug(t, ) - Q(ta ')vl (ta ) + G (tv ')7 in M,
v1 =0, on (0,7) x OM

and using the fact that —vs + qu; + Gy € L#-1(0,T; L2(M)), we deduce that vy € Lv-1(0,T; H2(M)). It
follows that v € WY1 (0, T; H2(M)) N W51 (0,T; H(M)) and we obtain the required regularity result
as well as (6.10]). O

Using similar arguments, we can prove the following.

IThe result [9) Proposition 1] is stated for a bounded subdomain of R™ but it can be extended without any difficulty to a
compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n.



20 YAVAR KIAN

Lemma 6.3. Assume that n = 2 or n = 3 and, for L > 0, fit 0 < T < Th(L), F € A.. Then, for all
f € H.(0,T) satisfying

”f”H%((O,T’)xBM) s L

problem (D), with ug = uy = 0, admits a unique solution lying in WY1 (0, T; H2(M))NW 2521 (0, T; HY(M))
satisfying ([G.1).
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