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AN INVERSE PROBLEM FOR MOORE-GIBSON-THOMPSON EQUATION
ARISING IN HIGH INTENSITY ULTRASOUND

R. ARANCIBIA, R. LECAROS, A. MERCADO, AND S. ZAMORANO

ABSTRACT. In this article we study the inverse problem of recovering a space-dependent coefficient of
the Moore-Gibson-Thompson (MGT) equation, from knowledge of the trace of the solution on some
open subset of the boundary. We obtain the Lipschitz stability for this inverse problem, and we design a
convergent algorithm for the reconstruction of the unknown coefficient. The techniques used are based
on Carleman inequalities for wave equations and properties of the MGT equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q C RY be a nonempty bounded open set (for N = 2 or N = 3), with a smooth boundary I', and
let T'> 0. We consider the MGT equation

TUggy + gy — 2 Au — bAuy = f, Qx (0,7)
w=0, T x (0,7) (1.1)
’U,(,O) = Uo, Ut(',o) = U1, Utt(',o) = U2, Qa

where oo € L*(Q2), c € R and 7,b > 0.

This equation arises as a linearization of a model for wave propagation in viscous thermally relaxing
fluids. In that cases, the space-dependent coefficient « depends on a viscosity of the fluid [16]. This
third order in time equation has been studied by several authors from various points of view. We can
mentioned, among others, the works [15] 17, [18| 211, 23, 24] 22] for a variety of problems related to this
equation.

In particular, one interesting characteristic of this equation is that the structural damping b plays a
crucial role for the well-posedness, contrary of second order equations with damping (7 = 0 and « > 0
in ([IT))). For instance, in [I7] it is proved that, if b = 0 and « a positive constant, there does not exist
an infinitesimal generator of a semigroup, in contrast with second order equations, where the structural
damping does not affect the well-posedness of the equation. The parameter v := o — T—gz gives relevant
information regarding the stability of the system. If v > 0, the group associated to the equation is
exponentially stable, and for v = 0, the group is conservative, see for instance [23]. On the other hand,
Conejero, Lizama and Rodenas [T1] proved that the one-dimensional equation exhibits a chaotic behavior
if v < 0. Also, for the case in which « is given by a function depending on space and time, the well
posedness and the exponential decay was proved by Kaltenbacher and Lasiecka in [16].
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Thompson equation.
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Concerning the well posedness of the system (L)), it is known (see [16, Theorem 2.2]) that, given a
coefficient @ € L () and data satisfying

(uo,u1,u2) € H*(Q) N Hy(Q) x Hy(Q) x L*(Q), f € L*(0,T; L*(2)), (1.2)
the system (LI admits a unique weak solution (u,u¢, uy) satisfying
(u, ug, uge) € C([0,T); H*(Q2) N Hy () x H () x L*(2)).

In this article, we study the inverse problem of recovering the unknown space-dependent coefficient
a = a(x), the frictional damping term, from partial knowledge of some trace of the solution u at the
boundary, namely,

ou
o, °0 Ty x (0,T),

where I'g C T is a relatively open subset of the boundary, called the observation region, and n is the
outward unit normal vector on I'. We will often write u(«) to denote the dependence of u on the coefficient
Q.

More precisely, in this paper we study the following properties of the stated inverse problem:

e Uniqueness:

Ou(aq) _ Ju(az) on I'y x (0,7) implies a; = az in Q.
on on

e Stability:

a1 — a2l x@) < C

)

H du(ar)  du(az)
on Y(To)

on

for some appropriate spaces X (Q2) and Y (T'y).
ou(a)
on

e Reconstruction: Design an algorithm to recover the coefficient « from the knowledge of

on I'g.

The first part of this work is concerned with the uniqueness and stability issues of the inverse problem.
We obtain a stability result, which directly implies a uniqueness one, under certain conditions for «,
Ty and the time T. We use the Bukheim—Klibanov method, which is based on the so-called Carleman
estimates. We prove a Carleman estimate for MGT equation, which will be based on the Carleman
inequality for wave operator given in [4].

The second part of this work is focused on giving a constructive and iterative algorithm which allows
us to find the coefficient a from the knowledge of the additional data g—z on the observation domain I'y.
For that, we study an appropriate functional, and we show that this functional admits a unique minimizer
on a suitable domain. Using this results, we will prove the convergence of an iterative algorithm. We
refer to Section [l for details. This algorithm is adapted from [4], where it was introduced an algorithm
for recovering zero-order terms in the wave equation. We can also mention the works of Beilina and
Klibanov [6] [7], where the authors studied the reconstruction of a coefficient in a hyperbolic equation
using the Carleman weight.

The remaining of this paper is organized as follows. In Section Blwe present our main results: Theorem
211 which establishes the stabilization property of our inverse problem and a Carleman type estimate
which is contained in Theorem In section [3] we present some auxiliary results of the MGT equation
which are needed for the inverse problem. Besides, we prove the hidden regularity for the MGT equation.
In section @ we prove the main results of our work, namely Theorems 2.I] and Finally, in section
we focus on the algorithm for the reconstruction of coefficient o and we prove the convergence of this
Algorithm.
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2. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

In this section we state our main results concerning the inverse problem proposed in the Introduction.
In order to state the precise result that we obtain, we consider the following set of admissible coefficients:
2

c

b
and the geometrical assumptions, sometimes referred to as the Gamma—condition of Lions or the multiplier
condition:

Am = {aEL"o(Q), <a(z) <M V:Eeﬁ}, (2.1)

Jzo ¢ Q such that To D {zx €T : (z — ) -n >0}, (2.2)
and
T > sup |z — zo. (2.3)
€N

Henceforth we will set 7 = 1 for simplicity. Our main result concerns the stability of the inverse
problem:

Theorem 2.1. ForTg CT, M >0 and T > 0 satisfying 22)-23)), suppose there exists n > 0 such that

lug) >n >0 a.e.inQ, (2.4)
and ag € Ay is such that the unique solution u(ag) of (LI satisfies
u(ag) € H3(0,T; L*°()). (2.5)

Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
du(ar)  Ou(az) 2
on on

CHar — ag|[F2q) < < Cllen — a7 (2.6)

H2(0,T;L2(T))
for all aq € Ayy.

Let us mention some comments about Theorem [2.1]

Remark 2.2. The hypothesis u(az) € H3(0,T; L>(Q)) in Theorem 21 is satisfied if more reqularity is
imposed on the data. For instance, taking m > 5 + 1, it is enough to take (uo,uy,uz) € (H™+2(Q) x
H™THQ) x H™(Q)), ag € H™ (), f =0 and appropriate boundary compatibility conditions. Indeed,
by Theorem 2.2 in [16], we obtain

u = u(az) € C([0,T]; H™2(Q)) N C* ([0, T); H™T1(Q)) N C*([0, T]; H™(Q)).
Then, from equation (L)) and taking into account that, for s > %, the Sobolev space H*(S)) is an algebra,
we have that (u(+,0), ue(+,0), ugee(+,0)) € (H™(Q) x H™Y(Q) x H™=2(2)). Therefore, using again
Theorem 2.2 in [16], we deduce that uy € C([0,T]; H™(2))NCL([0,T]; H™1(Q))NC2([0,T); H™2()).
Hence

e € C(0, T H™ 1) N (0, T]; H™ (),

and using Sobolev’s embedding theorem, we get that us: € L*(0,T; L>°(Q)).

Remark 2.3. The inverse problem studied in this paper was previously considered by Liu and Triggiani
[21, Theorem 15.5]. They considered o € H™ () and initial data (uo,u1,uz) € (H™2(Q) x H™T1(Q) x
H™(Q)) with m > % + 2. By using Carleman estimates for a general hyperbolic equation, the authors
proved global uniqueness of any damping coefficient o with boundary measurement given by

A ou  Ouy
?%—F%, OTLFOX[O,T],
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and the initial data is supposed to satisfy (24) and

2

%UO(I) +ui(z) =0, €. (2.7)

In this paper, using an appropriate Carleman inequality and the method of Bukhgeim—Klibanov, we obtain
stability around any regular state, under hypothesis m > % + 1 and without the additional assumption

@).

Remark 2.4. The hypotheses (Z2) and (23) on Ty and T typically arises in the study of stability or
observability inequalities for the wave equation, see [13] where the multiplier method is used, or [12] 30]
where some observability inequalities are obtained from Carleman estimates. These hypotheses provide a
particular case of the geometric control condition stated in [2].

Remark 2.5. The assumption of the positiwity for |uz| appearing in Theorem [21] is classical when
applying the Bukhgeim-Klibanov method and Carleman estimates for inverse problems with only one
boundary measurement, see [3, 20, 26].

As we mentioned before, in order to study the stated inverse problem, we use global Carleman estimates
and the method of Bukhgeim—Klibanov, introduced in [I0]. To state our Carleman estimates precisely,
we shall need the following notations.

Assume that 'y satisfies [Z.2)) for some 2o € RV \ Q. For A > 0, we define the weight function

oA, t) = M@0 (21) € Qx (=T, T), (2.8)
where
oz, t) = | — a:0|2 — Bt? + My (2.9)

for some B8 € (0,1) to be chosen later, and for some Mj such that ¢ > 1, for example any constant
satisfying My > BT? + 1. To prove Theorem [ZI], we shall use the following Carleman estimate.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that T'g and T satisfies (Z2), @3). Let M > 0 and o € Ap. Let 8 € (0,1)
such that

BT > sup |z — zo]. (2.10)
€N

Then, there exists so > 0, A > 0 and a positive constant C' such that

T
Vs 625%("0)|ytt('70)|2d$+8)\04/ /625%%(|yt|2+|Vy|2)d$df
Q 0o Jo
T T
+53)\3c4/ /625¢*¢§|y|2dxdt+s)\/ /ezsw*sﬁA(|ytt|2+IVyt|2)dxdt
0o Ja o Ja
T T
+53)\3/ /ezsmcpi|yt|2dxdt§ C/ /625“’*|Ly|2dxdt
0o Jo 0o Jo

T
+ C’s/\/ / e (|Vyy - n|? + | Vy - n|?) dodt, (2.11)
o Jro

for all s > sg and for all y € L*(0,T; HE(Q)) satisfying Ly := yut + oy — > Ay —bAy, € L2(Q x (0,T)),
y(-,0) = 4:(-,0) = 0 in Q, and yu(-,0) € L2(Q).
Let us mention that, in order to obtain estimate ([2.I1]), we do not follow the classical procedure of

decomposing the differential operator Ly of the MGT system. Instead of that, we use in an appropriate
way the well-known Carleman estimate for the wave operator, from which we are able to obtain (ZIT)
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thanks to the fact that we are asking that the initial conditions y(-,0) and y.(-,0) are null. For instance,
this result is not enough to obtain controllability, but this is coherent with the fact the MGT equation
has poor control properties: in [22] is proved that the interior null controllability of this system is not
true, and then, the boundary null controllability is also false. A similar idea was considered in [28], where
a Carleman estimate for the Laplace operator was used to prove the unique continuation property for a
linearized Benjamin—-Bona—Mahony equation.

The Bukhgeim—Klibanov method and Carleman estimates have been widely used for obtaining stability
of coeflicients with one-measurement observations. Concerning inverse problems for wave equations with
boundary observations, in [25] is studied the problem of recovering a source term of the equation, [27]
deals with the problem of recovering a coefficient of the zero-order term, and [§] concerns the recovering of
the main coefficient. In addition, we can mention the works [14], 29] related to coefficient inverse problems
for hyperbolic equations. We refer to [9] for an account of classic and recent results concerning the use
of Carleman estimates on the study of inverse problems for hyperbolic equations.

3. AUXILIARY RESULTS

In this section, we state and prove some auxiliary results concerning estimates for the Laplacian of a
solution of (II]) and a hidden regularity estimate for the solution of the MGT equation.

3.1. Bound of Laplacian of the solutions. From now, throughout the article, we define

y(z) = o) — % (3.1)

Let us note that a € Ay, if and only if 0 < v < M in Q. We also define the energy

b 1
Ee(y) ::§HV?J”%2(Q) + 5”%“?}(9)- (3:2)
In order to prove our main results, some technical estimations are necessary. One of them is the following:

Lemma 3.1. Let b > 0 and M > 0 such that o € Ap;. Then there exists C > 0 such that the total
enerqy

B(t) = Eo(w(t) + Bo(u(t)), (3.3)
satisfies

E(®) < C (BO) + 1f320r209) - t€10.T)

<

for every (ug,u1,uz) € (H*(Q)NHL(Q)) x HY(Q) x L*(Q) and f € L?(0,T; L?(2)), where u be the unique
solution of (LIJ).
Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that b = 1. Then, the equation

gt + (@) ug — AAu — bAu; = f
can be write as follows (recall the definition of v in (B1))

Lu := Lous + ¢ Lou + y(x)uy = f, (3.4)
where Lg is the wave operator given by

Lo:=0? — A. (3.5)

Let us multiply the equation (B4) by us(t) + c?us(t) € L*(Q) and after integrating on €2, we deduce
that
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d
EEe(ut + C2U) + / Y (Ut + Czut) = / Jlug + Czut),
Q Q

thus, we have

d c2d 1
g Pelw+ Ew) 5l P ul By < Gl Ia) + Belun + ).
And using Gronwall’s inequality, there exists a constant C' > 0, such that
Be(ug + ¢ )+£II Y2720y < CUIIF +E(0)), vt € [0,T] (3.6)
el Ut cu 2 Yy (7 L2(Q) = L2(0,T;L2()) 5 ) . .
On other side, a direct computation give us
d
Ee(us + *u) = Eo(uy) 4+ ¢* B (u) + C2EE€(U), (3.7)

and replacing .1) in (B6), we have

d _
CQaEe(U) < CUI 2 0,75020)) + E(0)).

Hence, integrating we obtain that, there exists a constant C' > 0, such that

Ee(u) < C(If 220,720y + E(0), ¥t €[0,T]. (3-8)
Finally, if we take € < 1, we observe that
CQ%Ee(U) =c? /Q(uttut + Vu - Vug) > —e*Ee(uy) — z—;lEe(u), (3.9)
replacing B.9) in (3.0) and using (B:8), we obtain that, there exists a constant C' > 0, such that,
Ee(ue) < C(If 120022y + E(0)), Yt € [0,T], (3.10)

which together with (8.8]), we can conclude the proof.

Lemma 3.2. Let b =1 and M > 0 such that « € Apn. Let (u, ug, uy) be the unique solution of (L))
with data (ug,u1,uz) € (H2(Q) N H(Q)) x HF(Q) x L*(Q) and f € L*(0,T;L*(Q)). Then, the term
Au(t) can be bounded as follows

[Au(t)|[F20) < C (||f||%2(O,T;L2(Q)) +E(0) + ||Au0||2L2(Q)) , VE€10,T].

Proof. Since the term u(t), Au(t) € L?(£2), let us multiply the equation 4] by Lou and after integrat-
ing on {2, we deduce that

d
aHLOU(t)H%%Q) +2¢%|| Lou(t)[|7 20y = 2(f (1) = yue(t), Lou(t)) 2(q)- (3.11)

By standard argument, from ([B.I1) we immediately obtain

d 1
T Lou®lliz i) < Z1FE) = vuu®)7zq)- (3.12)

Integrating (312) from 0 to ¢ > 0, we obtain that

t 1 [t
ILou®l ], < % [ 170 = (e s oy
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Then, we have
9 [t
I Zou(®) @) = IEou e, < 5 [ IO Eeyirs

2 t
= | e

and then using Theorem B] we obtain the desired estimate.
O

3.2. Hidden regularity. We can observe that the inverse problem considered in this paper needs that
the normal derivative of the solution can be defined on the boundary. It is well known that the wave
equation satisfies certain extra regularity called hidden regularity [19]. it is natural to expect an analogous
result for the Moore-Gibson-Thompson equation, due its hyperbolic nature [I7]. In the following result,
using the multiplier method, we obtain a hidden regularity for the solutions of this equation.

Proposition 3.3. The unique solution (u,u;,uy) € C([0,T]; (H*(Q)NHG () x Hy(Q) x L*(Q)) of @TI)
satisfies
du
on

Moreover, the normal derivative satisfies

Consequently, the mapping

€ HY(0,T; L*(I)). (3.13)

ou ||

2 2 2
o < C(||U0||H2(Q)mH5(Q) +lluallary o) + lluzllze

H!(0,T;L2(T))
+ 1130z ) (3:14)
ou
(f, w0, ur, u2) = n
is linear continuous from L2(0,T; L?()) x (H%(Q) N H(2)) x HF () x L?(Q)) into H*(0,T; L*(T)).

Proof. We use the multiplier method for the proof. Let m € W1°°(€;RY) and let us multiply Lou by
mVu and Lo(ut) by mVu,. Using the summation convention for repeated index, we obtain, respectively

T T
1 T
/ /Lo(ut)mVutdxdtz —/ /div(m)|utt|2d:vdt+/utthut’ dx
0o Ja 2Jo Ja Q 0

T T .
Oouy 8mj Ouy 1 / / . 9 1 / / )
+ —dzdt — = div(m)|Vu|*dzdr — = Vu; -nl“(m-n)dodt. (3.15
A /Qafvi Ox; Ox; 2 Jo Ja (m)|Vue| 2 Jo 6(2| ¢+ nf7( ) ( )
and

T 1 /7T T
/ /LoumVudxdt: —/ /div(m)|ut|2dxdt+/ uthu‘ dx
0o Ja 2Jo Ja Q 0

T
—dzdt — = div(m)|Vu|*dzdt — = Vu-n|“(m-n)dodt. 3.16

Now, taking the multiplier m as a lifting of the outward unit normal n, so that m -n =1, on I" and
using that (u,us,ur) € C([0,T); (H?(2) N HE(Q)) x H () x L3(Q)) we obtain
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I I
—/ / |Vu~n|2dadt+—/ / |Vuy - n|?dodt
2Jo Joo 2Jo Joa
T 1 /7T
—/ /(f—c2L0u—7utt)mVutdxdt+—/ /div(m)|utt|2d:vdt
0o Ja 2Jo Jo

T T r ou, 0m; 0 T
+ / utthut‘ dz + / Ut C O Gt — / / div(m)| Vg |2dzdr
Q o Ja O0x; Ox; Ox; Q

T T
_/ mLouVudxdt + = / /le )|l dwdt—i—/uthu‘Od:v
Q Q

Ou Om; Ou . 9
—d dt— — d dxdt
< C (I 200,22 + BO) + [ Auo|Fagey ) - (3:17)

From (BI7), using the continuous dependence of the solution with respect to the data, we obtain the
desired estimate ([B.I4]) and the proof is finished.

O

4. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section we prove our main results, that is, Theorem 2.1 and Theorem [Z.6] First, we obtain the
Carleman estimate given in Theorem [2.6] and then we apply this inequality to solve our inverse problem.
We use the following notation for the weighted energy of the wave operator Lg

= s)\/ /Q e** x|y + |Vy[*)dedt + 53)\3/ / 203 O3 [y [2dwdt, (41

with @) is given by ([2.8). Also, we recall the operator L defined in Section [3
Ly := Loy + c2L0y + VY.

Proof of Theorem Let y € L?(0,T; H}(Q)) satisfying Ly = f € L*(Qx (0,7)), y(-,0) = y:(-,0) =
0 in Q, and yu(+,0) = yo € L*(Q). Then, by [16, Theorem 2.10] then (y,y:,yw) € C([0,T7; (H?(2) N
HY(Q)) x HH(Q) x L*(Q)) and satisfies the boundary value problem

Loy + Loy + vyu = f, 2 (0,T)
y =0, T x (0,7). (4.2)
y(,O)ZO, yt(',O):O, ytt(',O):yQ, Q

For a given function F defined in [0,7T], we will denote by F its even extension, and by F its odd

extension to [T, T].
Then w = y satisfies

Lo’wt + CELQ’UJ —l—ﬁwtt = ]/C\, Q) x (
w =0, I x (~T.,7). (4.3)
w(,O) :07 U}t(',O) :07 U}tt(',O) = Y2, .

We denote by P the operator
P :=0,Lo + Lo + 702,
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T
||w||§;:/ /e2m|w|2dxdt,
-T JQ

T
1Pl = |owil + Lol + [ [ 2eo0|Lowfdodt. )
-TJQ

and by || - ||s the weighted norm
where @) is given by (Z8]). Then,

and, subsequently

T T 0
/ /c2esw*8t|L0w|2dxdt=/ /0265“’*8,5|L0w|2d:1cdt—/ /c2esw*8t|Low|2dxdt
-TJQ 0o Ja -rJQ

T
> —202/ |L0w(-,0)|2es“’*("0)dw—/ /502|L0w|2(8t<p>\)655"*dxdt
Q 0o Ja

0
+/ / sc2|Low|?(8ypx)e*#* dxdt.
-rJa

Also, from the definition of the weight function, we have

8t</7)\ < 07 te (OvT)v
Oypx > 0, t e (-T,0),

and then
T o~
/ / c2e*P 0| Low|*dxdt > —202/ |Low(-,0)|2e3°2 -0 dy, (4.5)
-TJQ Q
From (44) and (£3), using that w(-,0) = 0, we deduce that
[ Lowe 2 + el Lowl|? — 262/ [y2(2)?e*> O dz < |[Pwl? + [Fuwee3- (4.6)
Q

Hence, taking into account that ¢(z,t) < ¢(z,0) for all z € Q, and Lemma B.I]), we get

T T
/ /6259"*|Pw|2dxdt < O/ /ezs“‘”|f|2dxdt + O/ezs*"*“o’lyzlzdxdt, (4.7)
_rJa o Ja Q

which together with (L6 gives
T
| Lows||2 + c*|| Low]||2 < C/ / 2P| fI2dadt + C/ 25020 |y 2da + ||Fwee 2. (4.8)
o Jo Q

Since ¥ € L>®(Q x (=T,T)), from ([@F) we obtain that Low and Low; belongs to L*(Q x (=T, T)).
Therefore, using the hidden regularity for the wave equation, we have that g—z € HY(-T,T; L*(Ty)).
Then, we can apply the Carleman estimates given by Theorem 2.10 in [4] for the wave equation to each
term Low and Low;. Namely, we have

T T
s)\/ / 2?2y (Jwe)? + |[Vw|?)dzdt + s 23 / / e2P2 o3 || dadt
-1 Jo -rJa

T T
SC/ /6289"*|L0w|2d;vdt+08)\/ / e25ex
-TJQ —7JTy

a—w2d dt, (4.9)
an oat, .
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where we use the fact that w(-,0) = 0, and

\/E/ 252 G0 o 12y + s/\/ / 22 o5 (Jwye|? + |V |*)dxdt
Q

T JQ

T T
+ 53/\3/ / e2P2 3 lwy |2 dadt < C/ / e | Lowy|* dzdt
—_TJQ -TJQ

T
—i—Cs)\/ / 25
—7.Jr,

T
NE / 290300 o 2z + AW (y) + W () < C / / 29020 2y
Q 0 Q

T
0
+||'/7\wtt||§+c/ |y2|265“’*('70)d;g+3)\c/ / 259 ’ Yt
2 -7 J1r,o on

Then, there exists sp > 0 and A such that for every s > sg we absorb the second and third term in the
right hand side of (@I1]) which implies

T

Ow
0

n

2
dodt. (4.10)

Thus, from (8], [@I) and [@I0) we obtain

2

+ct @

on

2) dodt. (4.11)

T
Vs [ 000 yo2de 4 AW (y) + W) < C / / 29030 2y
Q 0 Q

T 2
4 sAC / / 250> (’% )dadt.
0 JIo n

Finally, without loss of generality, we can take My > 0 and C' > 1 in definition (29) such that
¢(z,0) < Co(x,t) for all z € Q and ¢ € [0,T]. Then we have @y (x,0) < Crpr(z,t) for some C; = C1(A)
independent of (z,t) € Q x [0,T1], from where we conclude the desired estimate (ZIT]).

2
Jy

4 —_—

te on

O
With the previous Carleman inequality, we can prove the main result of this article.

Proof of Theorem 2.9 Using the notation settled in the previous section (see (B1) and (B.4])), we
write the MGT equation in the following way.

Lout + 2 Lou + yuy = f, Q% (0,7)
w=h, T x (0,7) (4.12)
u(-,0) = ug, ue(+,0) = ur, up(-,0) = uz, Q.

Hence, we will prove a stability estimate for coefficient v = v(x) in equation (£12).
Let us denote by u* the solution of equation ([@I2)) with coefficient ~, for k = 1,2, which existence is
guaranteed by Theorem 2.10 in [16]. Hence z := u! — u? solves the following system.

Lozt + Loz +71(2) 2z = (v2 — 1) R(z,t), Qx (0,T)
2=0, T % (0,T) (4.13)
2(+,0) = 2(+,0) = 24(-,0) = 0, Q

where R = 0?u?. Then y := 0,2 satisfies

Loyt + CzLoy +m (‘T)ytt = (72 - 71)815R(Ia t)v Q2 x (Oa T)
y =0, T x (0,T) (4.14)
y(ao) :yt('uo):Ov ytt('uo): (’72—’71)R(£L',0), Q
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Since 2 — 71 belongs, in particular, to L?(Q2) and R € H'(0,T; L>(2)), by Theorem 2.10 in [16], we
obtain that the Cauchy problem (£1I4]) is well-posed and admits a unique solution

(Y. ye,yee) € C([0,T); (H*(Q) N Hy () x Hy (2) x L*(€)).

Moreover, from Theorem [33] the normal derivative g—z belongs to H(0,T; L3(T")) and satisfy

< C”Wz - 71”%2(9)(”1%('7 O)H%oo(sz) + ||6tR||L2(O,T;L°°(Q)))-
H(0,T;L2(T))

Al

This last estimate gives that 92 € H?(0,T; L*(T)) and proves the second inequality of (ZB).
Next, we apply Theorem to y. From system ([@I4]) we have

T
/ /Q 0 Ly2dadt < C(|n |l =, 18R 2012~ (c) /Q 290200 3y — o, .
0

Thus, from (ZI1])

\/5/ 22200y — 41| R(z, 0)*da < C/ 2000y, — vy 2 dy
Q Q

+C$>\/ / 2spx <‘8yt —|—C ay >d dt
To 6n
which implies, using that |R(z,0)| = |uz| > 17 > 0 a.e in Q,
772\/5/ 6254;:)\(~,0)|,Y2 _'Yl|2d$ < O/ 625%7)‘("0”’}/2 —'Yl|2d$
Q Q
T 2
—I—Cs)\/ / 25 % +ct 8y dodt.
o Jro on on

Therefore, taking s large enough we absorb the first term in the right hand side and we have

Ay |? ay |?
N / 259 (+,0) |")/2 | dx<C\/—/\/ / e25ex ‘a—yt +ct a—y dodt,
Q To n n
which is the first inequality of (2:6]) and the proof is finished. O

5. RECONSTRUCTION OF THE COEFFICIENT

In this section we shall propose an reconstruction algorithm for the unknown parameter -, from
measurements of the normal derivative of the solution u(y) of the MGT equation (£IZ). This algorithm
is an extension of the work of Baudouin, Buhan and Ervedoza [4], in which they propose a reconstruction
algorithm for the potential of the wave equation.

By Theorem 211 we known that the knowledge of g—z on 'y x (0,T) is enough to identify the parameter
v. Then o € Ay is equivalent to ask that v belongs to

Bui={y€L>®(Q), 0<y(x)<M, VreQl. (5.1)
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Let v € By Let g € L2(Q x (0,7)) and p € HY(0,T; L*(Ty)). Given ), defined in ([2.8) with A > 0
given by Theorem 2.0 we define the functional

1 T
Tidlw) = 5 [ [ 1Ly - s
2s 0 Q
1 (T , y 2 Oy
- sox [ |2 ZIt
+2/0 /Foe <'8n ,u‘ + oan M
defined in the space

V = {y € L*(0,T; Hy(Q)) with Ly € L*(Q x (0,T)),y(-,0) = y:(-,0) = 0
and ytt('; 0) S LZ(Q)}, (53)

2) dodt, (5.2)

with the family of semi—norms

1 T T ay
lyll3 . := —/ /6259"*|Ly|2dxdt+/ / €25 ‘—
v sJo Ja 0o Jro on

A few remarks about this semi-norms (for more details see [4] Section 4]):

0

2

Yt

- dodt. 4
o ) o (54)

"

Remark 5.1. (a) Since the weighted functions e’?* are bounded from below and from above by a
positive constants depending on s, the semi—norms ([B.4l) are equivalent to

0
Iyl = / | Ly Pdadt + / / (\ — )d dt,
Q o

in the sense that there exists a constant C = C(s), such that for ally € V

2

1
SlIlly < vl < Cllylly-

(b) By Theorem [2.8, there exists so > 0 such that for every s > so the semi-norm (&4) is actually a
norm. Hence, from 1. we have that || - ||v,s is @ norm for all s > 0. In the rest of the paper, we
will omit the subscript s in the notation.

The first result concerning the reconstruction of v, is to guarantee that the functional J[u, g] reaches
the minimum. Moreover, we have the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 5.2. Assume the same hypotheses of Theorem and assume that g € L*(Q2 x (0,T)) and
u € HY0,T;L*(T0)). Then, for all s > 0 and v € By, the functional J(u,g] defined by B2 is
continuous, strictly convex and coercive on V. Besides, the minimizer y* satisfies

I3 < / / 2507 |gl2duds + 4 / / 255 (|2 + |jue?)dodr.

Proof. The continuity and convexity is immediately. Let us see the coercivity.

I I I
I, 9](y) = %/ /625¢X|Ly|2dzdt+—/ /ezsw|g|2dazdt——/ /eQSv*gLydazdt
. zmﬂay o >ddt [ zsw( )
on
F[) FO
L 2s 2 2
+3 e= P (|ul” + || )dodt.
o Jro
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Using the fact that 2ab < 2a% + %, we deduce

1 T 2s 2 1 r 2s 2
I, gl(y) > il A ? | Lyl dzdt — o L © X gl dxdt
/ / 250 (‘ Y 8% >d dt — _/ / 280 |/L|2+ |Mt| Ydodt
F() I_‘0

on

1 1
T ey A e s
§Jo Ja 0 JTg

Therefore, the functional J[u, g] admits a unique minimizer y* in V.
Now, let us prove the estimates on the minimizer. First, we develop the functional J{u, g](y*):

oy I* oy I?
Il / / 250N | Ly* [2dadt + = / / e ‘ LA ’ﬂ dodt
25 o 8”
1 1
L / [ @ laludt + 5 / [ o ul? + luf)dods
25 Jo Ja 2 Jo T
1 T T * *
— —/ / e?%Px g Ly* dadt —/ / e25ex <,uai + 1 dy; > dodt.
S 0 Q 0 To (9’rL an

Next, since y* is the minimizer, we have that J[u, g](y*) < J[u, g](0), which implies in particular

6y* 2 ay* 2
/ / e | Ly* | dadt + = / / Zsox + | =L | doat
Q Ty on
1 2s * T 2s 8y* 8y:
- e“*P gLy dxdt + e | u—— + g dodt
S 0 Q 0 To an (9’rL

Therefore, using that 2ab < 2a% + % and the definition of the norm || - ||v, we deduce

1 * |12 1 ’ 2s5px 2 g 250 2 2
vy << e gl dwdt + e (|l + [pel ") dodt.
sJo Ja 0 JTy

O

Secondly, the following Theorem gives a relationship between the unique minimizer of J[u, ¢] and g.
This is, together with the Theorem 2.6] an essential result for the proof of convergence of our algorithm
of reconstruction.

Theorem 5.3. Assume the same hypotheses of Theorem [Z.8 and assume that p € H'(0,T; L*(Ty)) and

gt,9% € L*(Q x (0,T)). Let y** be the unique minimizer of the functional J{u,g'], for i = 1,2. Then,
there exists so > 0 and a constant C' > 0 such that for all s > sg

T
Vi [ 0O 0 -t o <0 [ [ gt g?Pdaat (5.5)
0
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Proof. Since y** is the unique minimizer of J[u, ¢°], for i = 1,2, we have that for all y € V

1 T
—/ /(3255"*(Ly*’1 — g") Lydaxdt
sJo Ja

r oy B oyt B
+/O /Fezs“*l(g—n‘ﬂ)a—i+ %—ut ayt dodt =0, (5.6)
and

1 T
—/ / e (Ly*? — ¢%)Lydxdt
$Jo Ja

dy*? dy ay*72 Oy
QSQ(J)\ t 7
/ /FU l( ,u) " + ( " 1t dodt =0. (5.7)

Subtracting (5.8) and (5.71), for y = y*! — y*2, we deduce that

/ / 2S¢A|Ly|2d$dt +/ / 254/;/\ ’ + 6yt dodt
To 871 8”
1 T
== / / e**? (g1 — g%) Lydzdt,
sJo Ja
Then, applying again 2ab < 2a? + % we obtain
1 /7T T w2 w2
—/ / e | Ly|*dadt + s/ / 2o [ | ZL) 12 ) goat
2 0 Q 0 To 8” 8”

T
< 2/ /625“"*|g1 — ¢*Pdxdt, (5.8)
0 Jo

Finally, by the estimate ([2I1]) of Theorem [2.6] we obtain the desired result.

Finally, we present our algorithm and the convergence result of this.

Algorithm:

(a) Initialization: ~°
(b) Iteration: From k to k +1

Step 1 - Given 7* we consider p* = 9, (%Zk) — 875_(17)) and
uk = o (aug—(rjk) - 6”5—7(:)) on Iy x (0,T), where u(y*) and u(y) are the solution of the
problems
Lous + 2 Lou + 7" (x)uy = f, 2x(0,7)

u=yg, I'x (0,7) (5.9)
U(,O) = Uo, Ut(',o) = Uz, utt('ao) = U2, Q



INVERSE PROBLEM MGT 15

and
Lout + 2 Lou + y(2)uy = f, Q% (0,7)
u=g, I'x (0,7) (5.10)
u(+,0) = wuo, we(-,0) = ug, uy(-,0) =u2, Q,

respectively.

Step 2 - Minimize the functional J[u*, 0] on the admissible trajectories y € V:

1 T
Tt 00 =55 [ [ 9\t + Loy +* @ P

h sen (|24 9he dodt
+ 2‘/0 /Foe ( an /J‘ + 871 Mt ag
Step 3 - Let y** the minimizer of J[u*, 0] and
*,k .
;7k+1 — ,Yk + Yt ( 50) (511)
U
Step 4 - Finally, consider v*+! = T'(3%+1), where
M ifry(z) > M
TH) =< ~v if0<~y(x)<M (5.12)

0 if v(z) < 0.

Therefore, under the previous Theorem [5.3] we can prove the convergence of this algorithm:

Theorem 5.4. Assume the same hypotheses of Theorem [Z.8, and the following assumption of u(7y) :

u(y) € H*(0,T; L>=(Q)) and |ug| > n > 0. (5.13)
Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 and sg > 0 such that for all s > sy and k € N
/ 2O (YL )2z < Q/ 20O Wk — 42y, (5.14)
Q Vs Ja
Proof. We consider y* = 9;(u(y*) — u(7)), which is the solution of
Loyt + c*Loy" +7(2)"yf, = (v = 7*)0R(x, 1), Q% (0,T)
y* =0, I x (0,7) (5.15)

yk(.,o) =0, yf(ao) =0, yft(v()) = (FY - Fyk>R(‘T70)a Q
where R(z,t) = 0?u(7y). Thus,
P,
on’ LT oon
We observe that y* belongs to V. Therefore, by (5.16)), the solution y* of (5.15) satisfy the Euler—
Lagrange equations associated to the functional J[u*, g*], where g* = (v — v¥*)0; R(z,t). Since J[u*, g*]

admits a unique minimizer, y* corresponds to minimum of J[u*, g*].
Let y** be the minimizer of J[u*,0]. From Theorem [5.3] we obtain that

T
NE / 2Ok (. 0) = yh(,0)2de < C / / 20 |(y = )0 R(w, 1) 2dadt.  (5.17)
Q 0 Q

(5.16)
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From (B.I11)) and (G.15)
*,k ~
i (,0) = G =Mz, g (10) = (v — yM)ue.
This implies that, using that |uz| > n >0

T
772\/5/ eZsn GO (FRHL _ )2 < C/ / e2Ox|(y — v*) Oy R(x, t)|*daxdt. (5.18)
Q 0o Ja
Since the function T' defined in (5I2) is Lipschitz continuous and satisfy T'(7) =+, we obtain
FH = 2 TG = T() = W =, (5.19)

On the other hand, since ¢(-, t) is decreasing in t € (0,T) and 9;R(x,t) € L*(0,T; L>(£2)), we conclude

/ 62890/\(-,0)(,}//@-‘1-1 _ ,Y)de < Q ||atR(I’t)”I;(OvT;LOO(Q) / 6254/7,\(-,0)(7 —’}/k)2d$dt
Q Vs n Q

Let us finish this section with the following observation.

Remark 5.5. We can observe that this algorithm, from a theoretical point of view, is based on the
minimization of a convex and coercive functional. Therefore, we can expect that numerical simulations
can be done using, for instance, CasADi open-source tool for nonlinear optimization and algorithmic
differentiation [1]. However, some drawbacks appears in its numerical simulations. This can be seen in
the definition of the functional J[u,g], which involves two exponentials
6254/),\ _ 6256A¢.

Both parameters A and s are chosen large enough, in order to use the Carleman estimate given in Theorem
[Z.8. This implies a immediately problem from a numerical point of view. For example, if we consider
s=2=3,0=(0,1), 20 =0, T =1 and B = 1, the following ratio

2s
maxqx (o,7) €

ming, (o,) €259

is of order of 10340 (see for instance [5]).

It seems reasonable modify the algorithm presented here in order to obtain a numerical implementation,
to validate at least with an example, the coefficient inverse problem studied in this article. In this direction,
the modified algorithm is part of our forthcoming work.
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