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STABILITY FOR INVERSE SOURCE PROBLEMS BY CARLEMAN
ESTIMATES

1 X. HUANG, 2 O. YU. IMANUVILOV AND 345 M. YAMAMOTO

ABSTRACT. In this article, we provide a modified argument for proving conditional stability
for inverse problems of determining spatially varying functions in evolution equations by
Carleman estimates. Our method needs not any cut-off procedures and can simplify the
existing proofs. We establish the conditional stability for inverse source problems for a
hyperbolic equation and a parabolic equation, and our method is widely applicable to various
evolution equations.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

For evolution equations, we consider inverse source problems of determining spatially
varying functions in non-homogeneous terms of the equations.

More precisely, let 2 C R™ be a bounded open domain with smooth boundary 02, and
let © = (21, ...,x,) € R™ and ¢ denote the spatial and the time variables respectively. We set
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By v = v(x) we denote the unit outward normal vector to 02 at z, and set d,u = Vu - v.
Let £ be a suitable partial differential operator in (z,¢) and I be an open time interval.

We consider
Lu= R(x,t)f(x), ze€Q,tel. (1.1)

Our inverse problem is formulated as follows:
For given ty € I, function R(x,t) and subboundary I' C OS2, determine f(x) in (1.1) by

Ulrxr, Vulrxr and uli—y,.

The choices of the operator £ in (1.1) are quite general, and typical cases are

Eu:8fu—Au—ij(x)8xju—c(x)u, k=1lork=2 (1.2)
j=1
with b;,c € L>*(Q), j = 1,...,n. We can similarly consider more general elliptic operators
but here we omit.

Our formulation for the inverse problem requires only a single measurement of data of
solution to an initial boundary value problem for (1.1). For our inverse problem, Bukhgeim
and Klibanov [6] created a fundamental methodology which is based on Carleman estimates,
and established the uniqueness for inverse problems. See also Klibanov [17], [I§].

A Carleman estimate is an L?-weighted estimate for solutions to system (1.1), and is stated
as follows: by choosing a weight function ¢ = ¢(x,t), there exist constants C' > 0 and sy > 0
such that

/ s3|ul?e**Pdadt < C’/ |Lu|*e*¢dxdt + C’/ |V, cul?e?¢dY (1.3)
QxI QxI A(QxI)

for all s > sg. We note that the constant C' > 0 should be independent of s > sy. The
choices of the weight function ¢(z,t) are essential for the applications, and in this paper we

use two types of weight functions:
p(x,t) = Md@=A=t0)) (1.4)

and

Ad(z) _ 2)\||d||c(ﬁ)
S ) (1.5)

o(x,t) = exp ( R

where A > 0 is a large constant, and d is a suitable function. Carleman esimates with
the weight function (1.5) hold for parabolic and Schrédinger equations (Imanuvilov [12],
Imanuvilov and Yamamoto [I3], Baudouin and Puel [2]), but not for hyperbolic types of

equations, while the ones with (1.4) more comprehensively hold.
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Since [6], we have had many works on inverse problems on the basis of Carleman estimates.
Among them, Imanuvilov and Yamamoto [13], [I4], [15] are early works establishing the best
possible Lipschitz stability over the whole domain €.

As monographs, we can refer to Beilina and Klibanov [4], Bellassoued and Yamamoto [5],
Fu, Lii and Zhang [10], Klibanov and Timonov [19]. Moreover we list some of related articles
on inverse problems by Carleman estimates. Since the researches have been developing
widely, it is not easy to compose any comprehensive lists, and one can also consult the
references therein.

Hyperbolic equations.

Beilina, Cristofol, Li and Yamamoto [3], Imanuvilov and Yamamoto [16].

Parabolic equations.

Imanuvilov and Yamamoto [13], Yamamoto and Zou [24] by Carleman estimates of type
(1.5), and Yamamoto [23] as survey.

Schrodinger equations.

Baudouin and Mercado [I], Baudouin and Puel [2], Mercado, Osses and Rosier [22] by
Carleman estimates of type (1.5), and Yuan and Yamamoto [26] by Carleman estimates of
type (1.4).

First-order equations (transport equations).

Cannarsa, Floridia and Yamamoto [7], Cannarsa, Floridia, Gélgeleyen and Yamamoto [§],
Golgeleyen and Yamamoto [11].
For plate equations and integro-differential equations related to the viscoelasticity, see for

example, Yuan and Yamamoto [25], Cavaterra, Lorenzi and Yamamoto [9].

In the existing works, whenever one applied Carleman estimates of type (1.4), one needed
to introduce cut-off functions x(¢) or x(z,t) in order that yu vanishes on the boundary of
the domains in x and ¢ where we do not know data of u. On the other hand, in applying
Carleman estimates of type (1.5), we need not any cut-off.

The cut-off procedure makes the arguments for the inverse problems more complicated,
because we have to apply Carleman estimates not directly to solution to (1.1), but to the
functions multiplied by y, and the structure of the original equations may be changed in-
conveniently.

In this article, we propose an argument without the cut-off procedure for proving the
stability for the inverse problems on the basis of Carleman estimates of type (1.4). The key
is that the weight function already takes smaller values on the boundary of a domain in (x, t)
where data are not given, so that the weight function can well control such unknown data

for proving the stability in the inverse problems, and so the cut-off is not necessary.
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Here we investigate an inverse source problem only for second order differential operators
L of hyperbolic or parabolic types but our argument can work similarly to other evolution

equation which admit suitable apriori estimates of Carleman type.

First we consider an inverse source problem for a hyperbolic equation.
Fu—Au—37"  bj(x)0pu — c(v)u = R(x,t) f(x), €Q,0<t<T,
u(+,0) = du(-,0) =0 in €, (1.6)
ulaaxo,r) = 0.

Here we assume b;,c € L*(Q), j =1,...,n.

For arbitrarily fixed zo & €, we set
Ii={2 €0 (xr —x0) v(r) > 0}. (1.7)

We can prove the following.
Theorem 1 (global Lipschitz stability for an inverse source problem for a hyper-
bolic equation).

We assume that there exists a constant ro > 0 such that

Re HY(0,T;L>(), |R(x,0)>r, z€Q (1.8)
and )
T > (max|x—x0\2 —min\x—x0\2) . (1.9)
€0 e

Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
[ fllz2@) < CllO:d,ul|L2rx(0,1)
for each u satisfying (1.6) and the regularity condition

O € C([0,T]; H*(2) N Hy () N C2([0, T); L*(Q2)). (1.10)

We can relax the regularity assumption (1.10) on function w, but we omit details for
simplicity. This type of stability over {2 was proved by e.g., Imanuvilov and Yamamoto [14]

with a cut-off argument in ¢. The reverse inequality

10:0, 1] L200x 0,1)) < Cl fll 20

can be proved for any 7" > 0 by the multiplier method (e.g., [5] (Chapter 3), Komornik [20]).



Second we consider an inverse source problem for a parabolic equation:
8tu—Au—Zb )0, u — c(w)u = R(z,t)f(r), 2€Q0<t<T. (1.11)

Let I' C 09 be an arbitrarily fixed non-empty relatively open subset. We arbitrarily choose

a subdomain Qy C Q such that Qy C QUT, 9, NN is a non-empty relatively open subset

of 90 and 9Qy NIN CT. Let 0 <ty < T and let I = (ty — d,ty + &) such that I C (0,7T).
Then we have

Theorem 2 (local Holder stability for an inverse source problem for a parabolic

equation).

We assume that the function R satisfies

Re HY0,T;L=(), |R(x,t))|>re, €0 (1.12)

for some constant o > 0. Moreover a pair (u, f) € (H*(0,T; H'(Q)) N H'(0,T; H*(Q))) x

L2(2) solve equation (1.11) and the function u satisfies an a priori bound:
[ll 20,7210 <)) + lull 0.2 ) < M (1.13)

with some constant M > 0. Then there exist constants C' > 0 and 0 € (0,1) depending on
M, T', ty such that

£l z2(00) < CUIVaiOillr2x oy + 00| 2wx o) + lul to)la2)’-

We note that we have no boundary data on whole 02 x (0,7"), but only I' x (0,7"). With
the whole boundary condition on 92 x (0,7T’), we can prove the Lipschitz stability over Q by
Carleman estimate with type (1.5) (Imanuvilov and Yamamoto [13]). Moreover unlike (1.9)
in Theorem 1, we need not any conditions on the observation time 7.

The article is composed of five sections. In Sections 2, we show the key Carleman estimates
for (1.6) and (1.11). Sections 3 and 4 are devoted to the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2

respectively. Section 5 gives concluding remarks.

2. Two KEY CARLEMAN ESTIMATES

We set
Q(—T,T) = x (_T7 T)v Q = x (07 T)
We first consider the following hyperbolic equation:

Ofv(w,t) — Av(w,t) =377 bj(2)0p,v — c(x)v = F(a,t), (2,1) € Q1)

(2.1)
v(w,t) =0, (z,t)€0Qx (=T,T).
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For arbitrarily fixed 7o € Q, A > 0,0 <ty <7, and 0 < 3 < 1, we set

ol t) = D, Yo t) = o —ao — Bt — o) (2.8 € QL. (22)
Henceforth C' > 0 denotes generic constants which are independent of parameter s > 0.
Lemma 1 (Carleman estimate for hyperbolic equation).
Let A > 0 be sufficiently large. Then there exist constants s > 0 and C > 0 such that

/ (5| Vo gof? + $*Jo]2) @dudt < C FI2e2dadt + C s|oyuPeeds
Q(-1,1) Q-1,1) I'x(=1,17)

+C / (s|Vauv(a, T)* + *lu(z, T) P)e*? = da
Q

*C / (sIV,0(a, =T) 2 + 8*[o(a, —T)[2)e2 =0z
Q

for all s > sg and v € H*(=T,T; L*()) N L*(=T,T; H*(2) N HY () satisfying (2.1).

Lemma 1 is a classical Carleman estimate and we can prove similarly for example to The-

orem 4.2 in [5] by keeping the values of u at t = =T, T.

Second we show a Carleman estimate for a parabolic equation. We introduce the weight
function. First we construct some domain €2;. For I' C 02, we choose a bounded domain

Q1 with smooth boundary such that
QC O, I'=00nQ;, 0\T Coy. (2.3)

In particular, €; \ € contains some non-empty open subset. We note that ; can be con-
structed as the interior of a union of £ and the closure of a non-empty domain Q satisfying
QC R\ Qand 90NIQ =T.
We choose a domain w such that @ C € \ Q. Then, by [12], we can find d € C?(€2;) such
that
d>0 in€y, |Vd >0 onQ\w, d=0 on 0. (2.4)
In particular,
d>0 ony, d=0 ondQ\T. (2.5)
We recall that we choose a domain Qo C Q satisfying 9Q, N9Q C I and Qg C QUT.
Then for arbitrarily fixed to € (0,7") and § > 0 such that 0 <ty — 6 <ty+d < T, we set
]:(to—é,to—i—é), Q[:QXI.

We define

U(x,t) = d(x) — Bt —to)?, Pz, t) = @D (zt) e Qx1.



Let v € HY(0,T; H'(Q)) N L*(0,T; H*(Q)) satisfy
8tU—AU—Zb 1)0y,v —c(x)v = F(x,t), 2€Q,0<t<T. (2.6)

Then
Lemma 2 (Carleman estimate for parabolic equation).

Let A > 0 be chosen sufficiently large and let B > 0 be arbitrarily fized. Then there exist
constants sqg > 0 and C' > 0 such that

/ { <|8tv|2+ Z| iU ) +3\Vv\2+33\v|2}e25“5d:cdt

i,7=1

|F|2e*?dadt + 083/ (|Veiv|? + |v]?)e*?dx

Qr oOx1I

+Cs3 / (|Vu(z,to + 6)|? + [v(z, to + )|* + [Vu(z, tg — §)|* + |v(z, to — 5)|2)6235(””’t0+5)dx
Q

for all s > sg.

This is a classical Carleman estimate and we can prove similarly for example to Lemma
7.1 in [5] or Theorem 3.2 in [23] by keeping all the boundary integrals of v(-,ty £ 0) and v
on ) x I which are produced in the proof.

The Carleman estimate Lemma 1 needs extra data u(-, —7") and u(-,T") of the solution,
while Lemma 2 requires such data not only at the end points of the time interval but also
on JN) x I. In applying them to inverse problems, we can control these terms by the weight
e?*% or e*% because the functions ¢ and ¢ take smaller values on such subboundaries. This

is the essence of our argument without the cut-off.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.

First Step.
By (1.6) and (1.10) and R € H'(0,T; L>=(Q2)) € C([0,T]; L>=(£2)) by (1.8), setting y = dyu,

we have

Oy — Ay — 37 bj(2)dy — c(x)y = O;R(x,t) f(x) € LX(Q), 2€Q,0<t<T,
y(,0) =0, 9y(-0)=R(-,0)f inQ,
Yloaxo,r) = 0.
(3.1)
For the application of the Carleman estimate, we extend y to t € (=7,7T) by the odd
extension: y(-, —t) = —y(-,t) for 0 < ¢ < T, and we make the odd extension of (O,R)(-,t)f
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to (=T,0). Then, by y(-,0) = 0 in €, we can directly verify that y € H*(=T,T; L*(Q)) N
L*(=T,T; H*(2) N HL(Q)) and

Oly — Ay — Z bj(2)0p;y — c(x)y = Oy R(x,t) f(x) in Q1)
j=1
We set

dO = mi£1|[['—1’0|’ dl = ma_X|l’—ZL'0|. (32)
€N z€Q

We define ¢ in Q(—r,r) by (2.2) with o = 0. Since (1.9) means T > /d} — d3, we can choose
B € (0,1) sufficiently close to 1, such that

Vi —dj
T > NG (3.3)

Therefore we can apply Lemma 1 to y in Q77
[ G+ sz
Q(-1,1)

<C 10, R 2| f |2e2*¢ dardt + CeC* / 10,y [2dS

Q-1,1) I'x(=1,7)

+C's® /Q(\Vm,ty(x, D)+ ly(a, T)* + [Vauy(e, =T + |y(z, =T)[*)e*Dda

for all s > sq.
We recall that @ = Q x (0,7). Noting that y(-, —t) = —y(+,t) for =T < t < T, we obtain

/Q(S|Vx,ty|2 + s%|y|*)e**?dxdt (3.4)

< CJ—I—C’eCS/

10,0, u|?d% + C’S?’/(|Vx,ty(x,T)|2 ¥ ly(z, T)[2)e? @D gy
FX(O,T) (¢}

for all s > sy. Henceforth we set

J::/ |0, R|?| f|*e***dxdt.
Q

Second Step.
We prove that there exist so > 0 and C' > 0 such that

/Q |0,y (, 0)[2e?9@0) g (3.5)

<CT+C [ (T + o) odoit + [ Voo DD
Q Q



for all s > 0.
Proof of (3.5).

By direct calculations we can prove as follows.

/|0ty(:)3,0)|262w(x’0)d1’: —/0t(|ew8ty|2)dzdt+/ |0ty(:1:,T)|262W(x’T)dx (3.6)
Q Q Q

- / (25(8,0) 0y |? + 2(0}y) Ory) €2 ddt + / Oy (x, T)|2e®?@ D dy
Q Q

=— 2/ {s(@tap)|8ty|2 + Oy (Ay + Z bj0,;y + cy + (@R)f) } e*Pdxdt
Q

j=1
+/ |0,y (z, T) 2@ dg:.
0

By y =0o0n 92 x (0,7) and y(-,0) = 0 in , integrating by parts, we estimate the following
integral on the right-hand side in terms of (3.6):

— 2/ Oy Aye** P dxdt = 2/ (V(0w) - Vy +25(0,y) Ve - Vy) e*?dxdt
Q Q

= / \Vy(z, T) P2 @D dy — 25 / Ovp|Vy|*e**Pdxdt + 4 / s(0yy)V - Vye*?dadt.
Q Q Q

Since
[(0) Ve - Vy| < C(10w + |Vyl*) inQ
and

Z bjOn,y + cy+ (OR) f| < C(|Vauyl? + [yl> + [0.RP|f]?) inQ,

J=1

\8ty|

with (3.6) we can complete the proof of (3.5).
Third Step.
We will complete the proof of Theorem 1 by (3.4) and (3.5). The second equation in (3.1)
implies
Ow(-,0) = R(-,0)f in Q.
Therefore, by noting the assumption |R(z,0)| # 0 for z € Q by (1.8), estimate (3.5) yields

[ l@peteos
Q

§CJ+C/

(9t + L)oot + [ V(e TP
Q Q

Applying (3.4) to the second term on the right-hand side to obtain

/Q F@)PE 0z < CT + Ce®|00,uarriom (3.7)
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+C's* /Q (IVeuy(x, T + |y(z, T)[*)e =D dy

for sufficiently large s > 0.
On the other hand, we have

J = 0(1)/ |f(2)]?e2¢@ 0z as s — co. (3.8)
0

Indeed

e—2s(gp(z,0)—gp(z,t)) _ 6—286M1710‘2(1—67)‘*Bt2) < e—2s(l—e’A5t2)

— Y

by eMr==ol* > 1 for z € O, and so

T
r<c [ irwpese (| ||@R<-,t)||%wm>e‘28“”“’°>‘w’”’dt) d
Q 0

T
<¢ [1@Pee0 ([ 1aRe 01 e =0 o
Q 0

Since e250-¢) 0 as s — oo for fixed 0 < ¢t < T and 10:R(- )| 7oy € L0, T), w
apply the Lebesgue convergence theorem, so that we can verify (3.8).
Therefore we absorb the first term on the right-hand side of (3.7) into the left-hand side:

/Q (@) POy (3.9)

<Cs’ /Q(\Vm,ty(x, TP + ly(e, T))e# @D dx + Ce®(|0,0,ul T2 w01y

for sufficiently large s. Here we apply the classical a priori estimate (e.g., Lions and Magenes

[21]) to (3.1), and we see
[ 19t D < U

Moreover the Poincaré inequality yields
[ . Pz < € [ [Vyte )P
Q Q
Hence

[ (0¥aas. P + 1y TPy D
Q

A(d?—pT?)

951 —8T?) 2 2 2se 2
<Ce Q(IVgc,ty(a:,T)l + y(z, T)|")dx < Ce £l 720)-

On the other hand, we have

so(x seMz—w ‘2 se)‘d
/ (@) P20 g = / e ) P > e £
Q Q
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Consequently (3.9) yields
Hf||2L2(Q) < CS3€_COSHf||2LQ(Q) + C€CS||at8Vu||2L2(F><(O,T))'

We set ¢y = 2 (e’\dg — e’\d%_wﬁ). The inequality (3.3) yields ¢y > 0. Finally, by noting

3

lim,_, o 7% = 0, we can absorb the first term on the right-hand side by taking sufficiently

large s. This proves Theorem 1. l

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

First Step.
We recall that u € H*(0,T; H(Q)) N H'(0,T; H*(Q)) satisfies (1.11). Setting z = dyu , we

have

Oz — Az — i bj(2)0y,2 — c(w)z = O R(x, 1) f(v), (v,t) € Qs (4.1)
and
2(x,tg) = Au(x, to) + Zn: bjOy,u(x, to) + cu(w,to) + R(x, o) f(z), = €K (4.2)
j=1

We apply Lemma 2 to z, and we obtain

1 _
/ <g|8tz|2 + 53\z|2) e**Pdxdt (4.3)
I

<CJ+ 053/ (|Varz]? + |23 e*®ds
o0xI

+C's* / (IVz(z,to + 8)|? + |2(z, to + 8)|? + |Vz(z, tg — §)|* + |2(z, tg — 5)|2)628¢(I’t°+6)d1’
Q

=N +T+Ts

Here we set

J = / |0, R|?| f (z)|Pe**? .

By (1.13) and the trace theorem, dividing the integral in (4.3) over 02 x I into I' x I and
(OQ\T) x I, we can estimate

| Ta| + | T3] (4.4)

SC’@CS/ (|V2.:0mu|? + |0ul?)dX + Cs* M? exp (23 max _@(x,t))
D1 2D\ teT

+C's* M? exp (25 max @(z, ty — 5)) :

z€Q
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Since min, g d(x) > 0 by (2.5), for 6 > 0, we can choose sufficiently large # > 0 such that

max, g d(z) — 6% < 0, and

o1 :=max{ max @(x,t), maxp(z,tg — )} < oo := min p(z, ty).
x€IO\T,tel PISY) z€Qo

Indeed (4.5) is equivalent to

max{ max d(z), maxd(z) — 46} < min d(z).
z€IQ\I' €S RSN

Since d(x) = 0 for z € 9Q \ T" by (2.5), we can verify (4.5).

Hence (4.4) yields
|\ Ta| + | T5| < Ce“*D* + Cs® M?e*1

where we set
D = ||V 00l r2oxry + [0l 2oy
Consequently (4.3) implies

1 - ~
/ <—|0tz|2 + 83|Z|2) e*Pdxdt < CJ 4 Cs>M?e* 4 Ce®*D?
Qr \S

for all s > sg.
Second Step.
We have

s 0 é-b' ’
/ |2(z, tg)|2e®P@t0) dy
Q

to ~ _
:/ (8t/ |z(x,t)\262w(w’t)d:c) dt—i—/ |z(z, tg — 0)|?e2P@t0=9) qy;
to—0 Q Q

to B B
:/ /(22’@2’ + 25(0,2)|2|*)e*P @ dzdt + / |2(x, tg — 0)|2e2P@t0=0) gy
to—0 JQ Q

Therefore, applying (4.5) to the second term on the right-hand side, we obtain
/ |2(, to)|2e®?@ ) dr < O [ (|2||0s2] + 8]2]?)e*P =D dxdt + C M2
Q Qr
For the final term, we used (1.13). Since

1 1 1
210] = sl 510 < 5 (16 + 108
applying (4.6) and (4.7), we reach

_ O~
/ |2(z, to)|2e®P@h) gy < = J 4 Cs* M?e*7 + Ce“* D?
Q S

(4.5)

(4.6)
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for all s > s9. By (4.2) and the second condition in (1.12), we estimate
/ |2(z, to) |2e25P@t0) dy
Q

n 2
Au(,to) + Z bjamj“(?fa to) + cu(w, to) e25P(@:10)
j=1

2/ \R(m,to)f(x)ﬁe%“z(w’m)dx — C'/
Q Q

218 [ 1f@)Pe e ds — CeluC to) i
Q
Hence (4.8) yields

/Lﬂ@ﬁéﬁmmdxgci+cx%ﬁ&ww+cé¥5% (4.9)
Q

where we set D = D + (-, to) || m2()-
Since
T< [1s@pesen ([ jan e =505 0a) ar
to—

similarly to (3.8), we can verify
jedmémwwﬁwmm 85 5 — 0o,
Therefore (4.9) implies
(1—o0(1)) /Q |f(2)[2e2P@10) 4 < C2 M2t + Ce*D? Vs > 5.
Shrinking the integral domain € to € and using o¢ = min,q; P(z, %), We see
| (2)Pdwe?™ < Cs2 M2 4 CeCsD?,
Qo
that is,

||f||2L2(QO) < Cs?M2e™2" 4 Ce“*D? Vs > s,

where we have
pwi=09—o3 >0

2

by (4.5). Since sup,., s?e~** < oo, replacing C' > 0 by Ce®* and changing s into s + g

with s > 0, we obtain
f 2oy < CM?e™5H 4 CeC*D? Vs> 0. 4.10
L2()

We minimize the right-hand side by choosing an appropriate value of parameter s > 0.
Case 1: M2 > D2 Then we can solve

2
C+p

- M
M?e " = ¢*D?  thatis, s= log 5 > 0,
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so that

Hf||2L2(QO) < M= D2
where ¢ = &/ GN(O, 1). -
Case 2: M? < D Then |[f|[72,, < C(1+€“*)D? By the trace theorem and the Sobolev
embedding, we readily see that D < CM, and D = DD < (CM)'~D?.

Therefore, in both Cases 1 and 2, we can obtain
1£11Z2(0) < C(M)D*.
Thus the proof of Theorem 2 is completed. l

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

5-1. The method by Carleman estimates is widely applicable to other problems, and as
such a problem, we establish
Proposition 1 (observability inequality):

For arbitrarily fixed zo ¢ 2, we assume (1.7) and

T>2\/max|x—ato|2—min|x—ato 2. (5.1)

€ e

Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
(s Ol @) + 10l 0)llz2@) < Cllovullrzwxo.r) (5.2)
for each u satisfying

Ofu = Au+ 370 bj(2)0pu+c(x)u in Q,
u(-0) € HY(Q),  Bu(-0) € L(9). (53)
uloax 1) =0,

where b;,c € L>*(Q), j =1,...,n.

Inequality (5.2) is called an observability inequality, and there are many related works in
the control theory (e.g., [20]). The proof by Carleman estimates is found for example, in
Chapter 4 in [5], [10], pp.58-65 in [19]. Our proposed argument in this article can simplify
the existing proofs, as one sees below.

By the finiteness of the propagation speed for the hyperbolic equation, the observation
time 7" cannot be arbitrary for estimate (5.2). The right-hand side of (5.1) gives a critical
value of T', which can be described only by a choice of xg and €. Other papers give different
critical values and we can compare for example, formula (4.28) (p.96) in [10] and formula
(14) (p.36) in [20], which are worse than ours (5.1) for the case of 92 — A as the principal
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term of the hyperbolic equation. In (5.1), we do not consider the case 2y € Q, but we can
similarly discuss also for the case of 2y € Q. Here we omit the discussions for showing the
essence of our method.

Proof.
We recall Q = x (0,T) and (3.2): dyp = min,q |z — 29| and d; = max,q |z — 20/, and we

set
, T° 2
Ky =exp | A|d] — Zﬁ , ko = exp(Adp).

We replace the time interval (—=7,7) by (0,7") and we apply Lemma 1 in @ := Q x (0,7).
We choose ty = L, and (5.1) allows us to take 0 < 3 < 1 in (2.2) such that

T > 27”\%‘%. (5.4)

Then d} — £5% < dZ, that is, kg > k1.

Now we employ Lemma 1 to (5.3):

/ S\Vmu\ze%@dxdt < C608||81,UH%2(FX(07T))

Q

+C’/(S\Vm7tu(x, O)|2 + s3|u(x, O)|2 + 5|V u(x, T)|2 + s3|u(x, T)|2)e2550(m’0)dx
Q

for all large positive s. We set E(t) = [, |V u(z,t)|?dz for 0 <t < T. Then the classical
energy estimate (e.g., [21]) and the Poincaré inequality yield

/(8|Vx7tu(x, 0)> + s3|u(z, 0)|* + |V u(z, T)|* + s*u(z, T)|?)e2?@0de < Cs*E(0)e?".
0

Hence

/ 8|V, pul?e*?dadt < C’ecs||8,,u]|%z(rx(0;p)) + Cs*e* F(0). (5.5)
Q

By (5.4) we further find small § > 0 such that 7" > 27W. Then we can directly verify

2 52
Ky i M355)

> K. (56)

Hence, since ¢ > k5 on §) X [% — 0, % + 5}, we obtain

46 T+6
/ 8|V, ul?e**?dadt > / / 8|V, u?e®Pdadt > se?"> / E(t)dt.
Q L5 Ja T

5

Again with the classical energy estimate, this yields

/ S|V 22 dudt > 20525 E(0).
Q
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Therefore (5.5) yields
205”26 B(0) < Ce“||0,u|72(r 0.1y + O™ E(0),

that is,
C
2052512 § (1 _ 71826—23(/@2—/41)) E(O) < CecsH&/UH%z(FX(QT))'

By (5.6), choosing s > 0 large, we complete the proof of the observability inequality.

5.2. Our method is applicable to a Cauchy problem for a parabolic equation.
Proposition 2.
Let I' C 9Q and Qy C € be given as in Theorem 2. We assume that u € H'(0,T; L*(Q)) N
L*(0,T; H*(Q)) satisfy

Ou = Au + Z bj(2)0p;u + c(x)u  in Q, (5.7)

j=1
with b;,c € L>*(2), j =1,...,n, and

[ull 0,702 (0)) + llull 20, m2(0)) < M (5.8)
with some constant M > 0. Let € € (0,7) be arbitrarily given. Then there exist constants

C >0 and 6 € (0,1) such that

Nl 1 e, r—es2200)) + Ul 22 7—sm2(00)) < CUIVaite]| L20x0,m)) + ||u||L2(I‘><(O,T)))6-

This is a conditional stability estimate for the Cauchy problem for a parabolic equation
(5.7) and see e.g., Theorem 5.1 in [23]. Our proof is much simpler.

Proof.
For given tq > 0 and 5>0 satisfying 0 < tg — § < to + 5 < T. We apply the Carleman
= X (tg — 0, to + 0) to obtain

estimate Lemma 2 in Q(to_gto +3)

1 - .
/ {g <\8tu\2 + ) \agixjuﬁ) + 5| Vul? + sg\u\2} P dxdt (5.9)
Q(tofg,toJrE)

i,j=1

<o [ (Ve + fuf?)e®Pds
00 x (t()—g,to +g)

+Cs? / (IVulz, to — )2 + [ulz, to — )2 + [Vu(x, to + )| + |u(z, to + 8)[2)e2P@to+d) gy
Q
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for all s > sy. Here we note that the constants C' > 0 and sq > 0 are independent of t,
because the Carleman estimate is invariant by the translation in time provided that the
translated time interval is in (0, 7).

We set

z€Qo z€Q

and choose £ > 0 such that 0 < £ < 6. Then we have

~ ~ —~2 ~
_max  _Jlat) <1, maxP(a,ty —0) = max Pz, o + 9) = N~
€I\ to—6<t<to+0 e e
and
—~2
min Pz, t) > Mo =),

2€Qq,tg—E<t<to+&
Therefore, shrinking the integral domain Q(to_& 10+3) 1O Qg X (tg — &,tg + €) in the left-hand
side of (5.9), by (5.8) we obtain

1 T2
S eXp(2S€A(d° & ))(||u||%11(t0—5,t0+5;L2(Qo)) + ||u||2L2(tO—E,tO+E;H2(QO))) (5.10)
<Cs? (/ (| Vaul? + |ul?)e*?dy + / (| Vg ul* + |u|2)e2s?0'd2)
I'x (to—0,t0+0) (OQ\T) x (to —0,t0+0)

+Cs / (IVu(,to — 0)[ + ulz, tg — 8)[* + | Vu(w, to + 8)[2 + |u(z, , to + 8)|?)e> P+ dg
Q
—~2 ~,
<Cs%e® D? + s M? 4+ Cs> M? exp (25N —59))

for all s > sy Here we set D = ||V ul| 20x0,m)) + ¢l L2(0x0,1))-
Now for given € > 0, we choose f > 0 and 6 > 0. For ¢y € (6,7 —0), we note (to—9,to+0) C
(0,T). First choose large N > 1 such that
~2 ~2
dy —dy
— =5

do

N—-1>

and set 6 = NE. Then, noting that N2 —1 > N — 1, we can prove

' —dy  d
e i
2-g2 &
Therefore we can choose 8 > 0 such that
C'iVZ C’ZV2 C'iVZ
1 —dp 0
e TE
With these chosen § > 0 and 5> 0, we can directly verify

—~9 —~9 ~
fig = M ) Sy = max{1, eM® _552)}.
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Hence (5.10) yields
[l 10—z tor2:22(00)) + [l 202012012 (00)) < Os'MPe™>#0 4 Cs'e®* D?
for all s > sy. Here we note
po i= pi1 — pig > 0.
Hence, arguing similarly to after (4.10), we obtain
]| 202045220000 + MUl 20— 004 5:12(00)) < C(M)D,
where the constants C'(M) and 6 € (0,1) are dependent on M, £, 5 > 0, but independent of
to. Varying to over (6,7 — 4), we have
0
Hu”Hl(g—E,T—g-i-E;L?(QO)) + ||u||L2(§_aT_5~+g;H2(QO)) < C(M)D .

~ 7 S0 that 6 —¢& =

(N—1)eg=cand T — S+e=T- g, we can complete the proof of Proposition 2.

For given ¢ > 0 in the statement of the proposition, we choose € =

5-3. Our argument proposed in this article works for similar inverse problems for various
types of partial differential equations such as plate equations, Schrodinger equation, integro-

differential equations, Lamé equations, equations for fluid dynamics.
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