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ABSTRACT. We introduce the fractional magnetic operator involving a magnetic potential and
an electric potential. We formulate an inverse problem for the fractional magnetic operator. We
determine the electric potential from the exterior partial measurements of the associated Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map by using Runge approximation property.

1 Introduction

The study of the Calderén problem for local operators dates back to 1980s. We refer readers to [20]
for a report on the progress made in this area. As a variation of the classical Calderén problem,
the Calderén problem for the magnetic Schrodinger operator

(=iV + A(2))* + q(x)

where A(z) is a vector-valued magnetic potential and ¢(z) is an electric potential has been exten-
sively studied in the past decades. See for instance, [7) 13 [T6l 19]. In those articles, the authors
considered the Dirichlet problem

(—iV 4+ A)*u+qu=0 in Q, ulog = f

where Q) is a bounded domain with smooth boundary. They determined both A (up to a gauge
equivalence) and ¢ from the knowledge of the associated Dirichlet-to-Neumann map (DN map)

AA)q f— (81, +3A- I/)Uf|aQ

where uy is the unique solution of the Dirichlet problem and v is the unit outer normal on 9.

In recent years, the study of the Calderén problem for fractional operators has also been an
active research field in mathematics. This study is motivated by problems involving anomalous
diffusion and random processes with jumps in probability theory. The fractional Calderén problem
was first introduced in [I0] where the inverse problem for the fractional operator

(—A)° +q (0<s<1)
was studied. In [I0], the authors considered the exterior Dirichlet problem

((—A)S + q)u =0 in Q, ’U,|QC = f
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where Q. := R" \ Q. By using the strong uniqueness property of (—A)*, the authors proved the
Runge approximation property of (—A)® + ¢ and the fundamental uniqueness result: The potential
q in 2 can be determined from the exterior partial measurements of the DN map

Aq : f — (—A)Suﬂge.
This result has been generalized. In [8], the authors considered the fractional elliptic operator
L= (=V-(M(z)V))*

where M is a smooth, real symmetric matrix-valued function satisfying the uniformly elliptic con-
dition. They formulated the Calderén problem for £° + ¢ and proved the corresponding uniqueness
theorem. Also see [I1 2, 4] 9] [I7] for more results related with the fractional Calderén problem.

In this paper, we study the Calderén problem for the fractional magnetic operator £% +¢. Our
operator L% is formally defined by

ju(r) =2 lim (u(w) = A u(y) K (2, y) dy (1)
0% JRr\B. ()
where K (z,y) is a function associated with the heat kernel p;(x,y) defined in Subsection 2.2. We
will see £ + q actually generalizes £° + ¢ later. Besides, £ generalizes of the fractional magnetic
Laplacian
u(x) = VAT u(y)
o=

(=A)5u(z) :=¢ps lim

dy
e—=0T Jrn \Be(z)

introduced in [5]. It was proved in [I8] that (—A)% converges to the magnetic Laplacian (V—iA(z))?
as s — 17 in an appropriate sense. Hence our problem can be viewed as a generalization of the
Calderén problem studied in [8] as well as a nonlocal analogue of the Calderén problem for the
magnetic Schrodinger operator.

Remark. (—A)% has the form of a Weyl pseudo-differential operator. In fact, we consider
Ug 1Y — ei(mfy)'A(%)u(y).

for each fized x. Since we have the equivalent singular integral and Fourier transform definition of

(—=A)® (see for instance, [T3))

(—A)u(z) = e lim ) ZuY) g o (ePoFu(©)) (a)

e—0t R\ B, (z) |ZZ? - y|n+25

then by considering the value of (—A)%u, at x, we can formally do the computation

(~A)jule) = (~8)°us(a) = (2" [ =Sl Funle) de

= 2m) " [[ e AT gy dyd = 2 [ [l - AT Pouty) dyde,

In particular, when s = %, the symbol |€ — A(x)| corresponds to the classical relativistic Hamiltonian
1/2
A

for a spinless particle of zero mass under the influence of the magnetic potential A(x) and (—A)
is one of the quantized kinetic energy operators. See for instance, [12, [15].



To formulate the Calderén problem for £% + ¢, we assume A € L*°(R™) and q is regular for £,
i.e. the associated sesqulinear form By , is coercive on H*(€2) x H*(2) where H*() is the closure
of C2°(€2) in the Sobolev space H*(R™) to ensure that the exterior Dirichlet problem

(L% +q@u=0 in Q, o, =g

has a unique solution u, € H*(R") for each g € H*(R™) and the solution operator P4 4 : g — ug
is bounded on H*(R™). Then we can introduce the DN map A 4 : H*(Q) — H*(Qe)*, which is
formally defined by

AA,qg = Ezuqh’)e .

The following theorem is the main result in this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose A € L>(R") and g; € L>(Q) are regular for L%, QUsupp A C B,(0) for
some r > 0, W; are open sets s.t. W; C Qe and W; \ B3, (0) # 0 (5 =1,2). If

AA#hg'Wz = AA,Q29|W2 (2)
for any g € CZ°(Wh), then q1 = ga.

Remark. Here we determine the electric potential q from the knowledge of DN map for a fixed
magnetic potential A. The question whether we can determine A,q simultaneously from A4 4 is
still open. The assumption W; \ Bs,(0) # 0 looks unnatural but it is essential when we show the
Runge approxzimation property of L% + q based on the strong uniqueness property of L® proved in
[8] (see Section & for more details).

A closely related but different work on the fractional Calderdn problem can be found in [3] where
the fractional gradient V* : H*(R™) — L?(R™ x R™) defined by

s ,, _ y—
\ u(x,y) = Cn,s(u(x) U(y)) |y — .’II|"/2+S+1

was considered. Based on the identity
((=A)°u,v) = (Vu, V),
the author defined the operator (—A)% by
(=A)%u, v) = ((V* + Az, y))u, (V° + A(z,y))v)

for a bivariate vector-valued function A(x,y) and then defined the DN map A, associated with
the fractional operator (—A)% + q. It was proved in [3] that (A, q) (up to a gauge equivalence) can
be determined from the exterior partial measurements of A 4,4 under some appropriate assumptions
on A and q.

We remark that both the operator L +q here and the operator (—A)% +q in [3] have their own
advantages. L3 + q generalizes a broader class of fractional operators while the uniqueness theorem
for (=A)% + q is stronger (see Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 3.8 in [3]).

The rest of this paper is organized in the following way. In Section 2, we summarize the back-
ground knowledge. In Section 3, we give the rigorous definition of £ in bilinear form. We rigorously
define the exterior Dirichlet problem and the DN map associated with L% + ¢ in Section 4, prove



the Runge approximation property of £ + ¢ and the main theorem in Section 5.
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2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper
e 1 > 2 denotes the space dimension and 0 < s < 1 denotes the fractional power
e () denotes a bounded Lipschitz domain and €. := R™ \ Q

B,.(0) denotes the open ball centered at the origin with radius r > 0 and B,.(0) denotes the
closure of B,.(0)

e A:R"™ — R" denotes a real vector-valued magnetic potential

q defined on €2 denotes an electric potential

¢,C,C",Cq, - -+ denote positive constants (which may depend on some parameters)

[l = fone fon

X* denotes the continuous dual space of X and write (f,u) = f(u) for u € X, f € X*

S’'(R™) denotes the space of temperate distributions.

2.1 Fourier transform and Sobolev spaces

Our notations for the Fourier transform and Sobolev spaces are
Fule) = ile) = [ Cule)dn,  HRY) = fue SE): [(1+ 6P )P < oo)

where ¢t € R. For 0 < s < 1, one of the equivalent forms of the norm || - || g is

2
u(z) —u(y
lull = (il + [ S0 daayy

We will use the natural identification H ~*(R™) = H*(R™)*.
Given an open set U and a closed set F' in R",

H'(U) == {u|y : w € H'(R™)}, HL(R™) := {u € H(R™) : suppu C F},
HY(U) := the closure of C°(U) in H'(R™).
Since Q is Lipschitz bounded, then H*(Q) = HE(R™) and we have the natural identification

H*(R™)/H*(Q) = H*(Q).



2.2 Spectral theory and heat kernels

We will not use any spectral theory in later sections. Our goal here is to provide some background
knowledge of K (x,y), which appears in ().

For a fixed smooth real symmetric matrix-valued function M (z) = (a; ;(x)) satisfying the uni-
formly elliptic condition, i.e.

Cifle? < D0 aij(@)&g <Culél?,  z.6eR”

1<i,j<n

L:=—-V-(M(x)V) is well-defined and symmetric on C2°(R"™). It is known (see for instance, [6, [I1])
that £ extends to be a non-negative, self-adjoint operator in L?(R™) with the domain

Dom(L) = {u € H*(R") : Lu € L*(R™)}

and spec £ C [0,00). For ¢t > 0, we define
et = / e E,
0

where E) is the spectral resolution of £. This is a family of bounded self-adjoint operators on
L?(R™). Tt is known (see Theorem 7.13 and Theorem 7.20 in [II]) that, there exists a unique
symmetric heat kernel p;(-,-) s.t. pi(x,y) is C*°-smooth jointly in ¢ > 0,z,y € R™ and

(f“ﬁ@%:/m@wﬁwﬂy rER" £ >0, f € [*(R").

Moreover, we have the following Gaussian bounds on p;(x,y) (see Chapter 3 in [0])

_py Le—ul®

n le—yl®> _n
c1€ A Spt(xvy) §0267b2 ‘ tiia IayeRn7t>O

Now we define - i
K(z,y) == C/o pt(x,y)m-

| 2

|m;y , we can easily get the estimate

By using the substitution o =

Cl C'2

WSK(IJJ):K(ZJJ)SW’ r#y, w,ycR™

Remark. Note that if M is the identity matriz, then we have

1 le—y|? c
- n 7T) K Y - °
pt(x5y) (47Tt)§e (I y) |$_y|n+2s
It has been shown in [8] that
Lu(z) =2 lim (u(z) — u(y)) K (z,y) dy, u € H*(R")

e—0t R7\ B, ()

so it is clear from () that £5 = £° when A = 0.



3 Fractional Operator L

Recall that in Section 1 we gave the formal pointwise definition of £5 in (). Now we do a formal
computation to motivate the bilinear form definition of £%. For convenience we will write

Ea(z,y) = /04 (3)
when necessary. Note that
EA(%?J) :EA(yux)a |EA(x7y)| =1, K(Ji,y) :K(y,fb) (4)

so formally we have

/ / — Bz, y)u(y) K (2, y) dy)o(@) da
"\ B. (r)

=2 u(z) — Ba(e, y)u(y)) K (« dyda
//{z y‘>€}( () = Baa,y)u(y) K (z,y)v(z) dy
:// (u(z)—Ea(z,y)u(y)) K (z, dydx—i-// V—Ea(z, y)u(x) K (y, z)v(y) dedy
{lz—y|>€} (o U‘>€}
://{I - }(“(w) — Ea(z,y)u(y) K (z,y)v(x) dydz

_ / /{ | (0) = Bal ) ul) K o) B0 o) dody

= //{I N }(u(x) — Ea(z,y)u(y))(v(z) — Ea(z,y)v(y))K(x,y) dedy.

Let € — 07, then formally we have

(Lau, v) = / / (u(@) — @Ay () (uo(x) — i@ ACT) () K (2, y) dedy.  (5)

Definition 3.1. We define L by the bilinear form

{Lau, v) = / / (u(x) — @A () (u(a) — e EDACTIY () K (2, y) dedy.  (6)

It is clear from (@) that
(Lhu,v) = (LE 40, u). (7)

Remark. Note that by (3), {l) and (@), we have

(L5 0) — (L0, u) / / ~ Ba(e, y)u))(v(2) — Balm o)) K (z, ) dedy

- / / (v(z) — Balz, y)o(y)) (u(z) — Balm, p)u(v))K (z,y) dedy



=L/'<EACay>—-EA@xy»ucwvuokxxﬂndxdy—1//XEACay>—-EAzazﬁﬁmyﬁmw>K<x4»dxdy
~ [[(Bate.) - BxG o ute)ot)K (o) dady — [ [ (Baty,2) - Ealyaule)o(w)K (v, ) dyds
::2/]kﬂz¢ny>—-EAmay»u@»v@>K<ay>¢uw

so in general
(Liu,v) # (L0, u).

We claim that (@) is a bounded bilinear form on H*(R™) x H*(R") for A € L*°(R™). To show
this, we need to consider the norm || - |[zr5 introduced in [5, [I§].

Definition 3.2. The magnetic Sobolev norm || - ||ms is defined by

llullg, = (ulZ2 + [ulfs)"?
where N
. lu(z _ew Al y)u(y)|2 1/2
= / P dady)*/”. (8)
Clearly, || - [|zs = || - ||z when A = 0. In fact, we can show the equivalence between || - ||z

and the classical H® norm for A € L>(R"™). The key estimate we will use is that
|et@=y): Al “) 1] < Cmax{1, |z — y|}

where C' depends on ||Al|L.
Lemma 3.3. Suppose 0 < s <1 and A € L>*(R"), then || - |[ms ~ || ||lu

Proof. We only need to show that
< C'[Jul|Le. (9)

[[u] s — [u]ms

In fact, by using the identity
la]* = [b]* = (a = b)a+ (@ —b)b

and (@), we have

[u(@) = u(y)l? = Ju(z) — DA
e = (i) =1 ff I drdy| = |1 + Iy

where

b | mxy—1<w> W g

|n+25

e | maw—M@W@—mwmme@

o =y

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

L] < ( / [(Ea(z,y) = Du(y)[? da:dy)l/Q(/ lu(z) — u(y)|? dxdy)1/2

|£C _ |n+2s |.’II _ y|n+25




= (Ba(z,y) = Du(y)? edi) 2Tl e
- ((//{Iw_ﬂgl} - //{Im—y|21}) |$ — y|”+25 d dy) [ ]H

Cla — yPlufy) Clu)
< (// dzdy + // — I d$dy)1/2[u]Hs
{le—y|<1} |z — y|rt2e fo—y|>1} |z — y|nt2s

Cc? o2
= ———dx)|u(y 2dy+// 7dxuy2dy1/2u .
(/(w/{|;v—y|§1} |I_y|’n,+2572 )l ( )| ( {|m—y|21} |I_y|n+25 )| ( )l ) [ ]H

< C'|Jull[ul -

Similarly we can show
|1Io| < C'[[ullp2[u] b, -

Hence, we have
|[wlfre — [y | < C'Mlull e ([l e + [u]mrs),

which implies (). O
The boundness of £ is now an immediate consequence of the lemma above.
Proposition 3.4. Suppose 0 < s <1 and A € L>*(R"), then
L5 : H*(R") - H*(R")
is linear and bounded.

Proof. Since K (z,y) ~ 1/|z — y|"*2*, then by () and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

(Lo, 0)| < Clulag [vlag < Cllullas|lvllas = C[ullms|[v]]m--
O
4 Exterior Dirichlet Problem and DN Map
From now on we always assume A € L>(R") and ¢ € L>°(f).
Definition 4.1. The sesquilinear form associated with L% + q is defined by
Ba,g(u,v) :== (L5u,v) —i—/ quo, u,v € H*(R"). (10)
Q

The boundness of By 4 follows from the the boundness of £ .
Definition 4.2. We say q is reqular for L if Ba 4 is coercive on EIS(Q) X fls(Q)

(@ implies ¢ is regular for £% if and only if ¢ is regular for £% ,. Now we give a sufficient
condition for ¢ being regular.

Proposition 4.3. Suppose ¢ < q € L=(Q) for some ¢ > 0, then Ba , is coercive on H®(2) x H*(Q).
Proof. Since K (z,y) ~ 1/|z — y|" "2, then by (), @) and Lemma 3.3 we have
Bag(u,u) 2 Clultys, +cllullz: = C'lJull3

for u € H*(Q), so the coercivity holds. O



4.1 Exterior Dirichlet problem
Definition 4.4. We say u € H*(R™) is a weak solution of the exterior Dirichlet problem

{<f4+q>u=f in 9 1)
u=g n e
where f € (H*(Q))* and g € H*(R") if u satisfies u — g € H*(Q) and
Bag(u,¢) = f(0), ¢ €H Q)
Proposition 4.5. Suppose q is regular for L, then for each g € H*(R™), the problem
{ (L% +qu=0 m Q 12)
u=g n e

has a unique solution uy € H*(R™) and the solution operator Pa 4 : g — ug is bounded on H*(R™).

Proof. By Lax-Milgram Theorem, there exists an invertible bounded linear map f — wy from
(H?(Q))* to H*(Q) s.t. wy satisfies

Baglw,) = f(9), ¢ € H Q).

For any fixed g € H*(R"), let f = —(L% + ¢)g, then u, := wy + ¢ is the unique weak solution of
(I2) and the boundness of P4, on H*(R") is clear. O

4.2 DN map

From now on we always assume q is regular for £5,.
Let X := H5(R™)/H*(Q?) = H*(2,) and g := the natural image of g € H*(R") in X.

Definition 4.6. We define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A 4 by
(Aaqd.h) = Bag(ug,h),  g,he H (R") (13)
where ug = Pa qg.
Note that if g, — g1 € H*(Q) and hy — hy € H*(Q), then u,, = ug,, and
Ba,g(ugy, ha) — Bag(ug,, hi) = Bag(ug, — g, ha) + Bag(ug,, ha —hi) =0
s0 A a4 is well-defined. If g, h belong to the orthogonal complement of H*(2) in H*(R™), then
[(Maqd: B)| < Cllug e |hl[ s < C'llgllms [Pl = C'l[g]]x||Rlx

s0 Ag,q: X = X is bounded.
For convenience, we just write Ag 49 and (A 49, h) instead of Ay g and (A4 4G, h).



Remark. Roughly speaking, Aa g9 = L5ug|a. since we can formally do the computation

(A4 qg,h) z/(ﬁjug)h—i—/ﬂqugh

~(/ + e+ [ augh= [ (.

The following integral identity will be used in Section 5 to prove the main theorem.

Proposition 4.7. Suppose q; are reqular for £ (j = 1,2). For gi,g2 € H*R"), let uf =

Pa g (g1) and uy = P_4 4,(g2), i.e. uj is the unique weak solution of

5+ =0 inQ
{ (Ca+au=0 in »
u=g; Qe
and us s the unique weak solution of
L% 4+ =0 inQ
{ (L24 +q2)u ”'l (15)
u=gy in Qe
then we have
(s = Ar)ons) = [ (1 = )t (16)

Proof. By [@), (I0) and (3], we have
(Aa,q9,h) = Baq(Pa,q9, P-a,qh) = B-a,q(P-a,qh, Pa,qg) = (A-a,q4h. 9).

Thus we have

<(AA7¢Z1 - AA,Q2)91792> = <AA,Q191792> - <A—A7ng2agl> = BA,lh (U’Irv u;) - B—A,qz (u57 uir)

= (L5u7 ,uy) — (L% quy uf) + /Q(QI — q)uiuy = /Q(‘h — q2)ui uy .

5 Proof of the Main Theorem

The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on the Runge approximation property of L% + ¢, which is based
on the following strong uniqueness property.

Proposition 5.1. (Theorem 1.2 in [§]) Suppose 0 < s < 1 and v € H*(R™). If both u and Lu
vanish in a nonempty open set W, then u = 0 in R™.

The next lemma is the bridge from the strong uniqueness property of £° to the Runge approx-
imation property of £% + ¢.

10



Lemma 5.2. Suppose QUsupp A C B,.(0) for some r > 0, W is a nonempty open set s.t. W N
Bs,.(0) = (0, then we have .
Liu|lw = Lyulw, u € H(Q).

Proof. Let v € C°(Q) and v € C°(W). By @), @) and (@), we have
((£° = Liy)u,v)

— [[16@) ~ w0 - o) - (@) = Eaep)u@)(v(2) ~ Bale plo(w))K (e,y) dady
~ [[(Ea.) - V)o@ @ v) dody + [ [ Exle9) - Vuta)o) K () dady
- / / (Eae,y) — Duly)o(@)K (z,y) drdy + / / Ea(.7) — Duly)o(@)K (y,z) dyde

=2 [ [ (Bate,) = Dulv()K o) dody ()
Note that if z ¢ W, then v(z) = 0; if y ¢ €, then u(y) = 0; if z € W and y € 2, then
|x+y| > lz| — |y > 3r—r -
2 2 2
which implies F4(z,y) = 1 in this case. Hence the integrand in (I is always zero. O

Corollary 5.3. Suppose QUsupp A C B,.(0) for some r > 0, W is an open set s.t. W\ Bs,.(0) # (.
If
u e H*(Q), L5ulw =0

then u =0 in R™.
Proof. By Lemma 5.2, u = £5u = 0 in W \ Bs,.(0) so u = 0 in R" by Proposition 5.1. O
Now we can prove the Runge approximation property of £ + q.

Proposition 5.4. Suppose QU supp A C B,.(0) for some r > 0, W is an open set s.t. W C Q.
and W\ Bs,.(0) # 0, then

S:={Payfla: f€CZ(W)}
is dense in L?(Q2) where Py 4 is the solution operator defined in Subsection 4.1.

Proof. By the Hahn-Banach Theorem, it suffices to show that:
If v e L*(Q) and [, vw = 0 for all w € S, then v = 0 in €.
In fact, for any given v € L?(Q2), let ¢ be the unique weak solution of

{(ﬁs_A+q)¢—v in Q

¢=0 in Q,, (18)

then for any f € C2°(W), we have

/S;UPA,qf = (v, Pagf— ) ={£LZs+ )9, Pagf— =L+ Q)(PA,qf =)o)

11



since Pa o f — f € H*(Q). Also note that

(LA + ) Paqf,¢) =0

since Pa , is the solution operator and ¢ € H*(RQ), so we have

[ oPat = =5+ 01.0) = ~(E51,0) = (L2 16, 1)
Hence, if v € L*(Q) and [, vw = 0 for all w € S, then the corresponding ¢ satisfies

¢ € H*(Q), L2 4¢lw = 0.
This implies ¢ = 0 in R™ by Corollary 5.3 and thus v = 0 in 2. |
Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof. For any fixed ¢ > 0 and f € L%(2), by Proposition 5.4 we can choose uf = Py 4, (g1) for
some g1 € C2° (W) s.t.
luf = fllr20) <€

and for this chosen u], we can choose u; = P_4 4,(g2) for some go € C°(Ws) s.t.

i L2 llug = 1L20) < e
Now by @) and (I0]), we have
[ @~ @ty =0

SO

Q
|/Q<q1 — )il = |/Q<q1 —q2><f—u1+>+/<q1 — @i (1 - u3)| < Ce.

Q
Let € — 07, then we have

@ -ar=o

Since f € L?(Q) is arbitrary, then we can conclude that ¢; = go. O
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