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CARLEMAN ESTIMATE FOR ULTRAHYPERBOLIC OPERATORS
AND IMPROVED INTERIOR CONTROL FOR WAVE EQUATIONS

VAIBHAV KUMAR JENA

ABSTRACT. In this article, we present a novel Carleman estimate for ultrahyperbolic operators,
in R x RY. Then, we use a special case of this estimate to obtain improved observability results
for wave equations with time-dependent lower order terms. The key improvements are: (1) we
obtain smaller observation regions when compared with standard Carleman estimate results, and
(2) we also address the case when observability is centered around a point inside the domain.
Finally, as a corollary of the observability result, we obtain improved interior controllability for
wave equations with same features.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Controllability. The controllability problem for a general PDE is the following: Is it possible
to drive the solution of the system from a given initial state to a final state, using a suitable control?

There can be different choices of control, each of which gives to a rise a different type of control-
lability problem. For example

e Boundary controllability: The control acts on the boundary of the domain. These are
further divided into different cases, depending on the type of the prescribed boundary data.
e Interior controllability: The control acts on a subset of the domain.

In this article, we will address the interior controllability problem for wave equations.

1.1.1. Wave equation. Let T' > 0 and n € N. Also, let 2 be a bounded and open subset of R™. On
the domain (=7,T) x £ we will consider a wave equation of the following type

—2y+ Dy —Vay+qy=Fly  in(=T,T) xQ,
(1.1) y-T) =y, Oy(-T)=y,, in Q,

y =0, on (=T,T) x 99,
where X := X (t,z) is a vector field, ¢ := ¢(¢, ) is the potential, and W is a non-empty subset of
(=T, T) x Q. In the above equation, Vyy = X9,y + X* - V,y, where X!, X% are the Cartesian

components of X'. The function F' is known as the control function and it only acts on the subset
W. Then, the (exact) controllability problem for the above system can be stated as follows:

Given any initial and final data (yg , vy ), (ya,y7) € HE(Q) x L*(Q) find a control F € L*(W)
such that the (weak) solution of (ILI) satisfies

(1.2) y(T) = vy, Ow(T) =yl

We point out a couple more facts about the controllability problem for wave equations.
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(a) If (yd,y) = (0,0), then this becomes the null controllability problem. Due to time re-
versibility of wave equations, we see that null and exact controllability are equivalent.

(b) The finite speed of propagation of wave equation implies that the time of control T' should
be large enough, so that the effects of the control can reach all points in the domain.

Remark 1.1. For the above two facts, contrast this with the heat equation, which is not time
reversible. Thus, null and exact controllability are not equivalent. Also, since heal equation has
infinite speed of propagation, there is no such requirement for the time of control. In general, if the
heat equation is null controllable for some time T, then it is null controllable for all positive time.

To solve the described control problem, we will use a technique described by the work of Dolecki-
Russell [9]. This result shows that using a duality argument, controllability is equivalent to obtaining
unique continuation properties for the adjoint system of (II)). Also, Lions [19] describes the process
to obtain such a control using the Hilbert Uniqueness Method (HUM). By HUM, to solve the
controllability problem one needs to prove an observability inequality of the typ

(1.3) [(¢0, d1)l|L2)xm-1(02) S 1Dl 2 (W),

where ¢ is the solution of the adjoint system
020+ N+ Vrd+Ve=0, in(-T,T)xQ,

(14) (¢7 at¢)|t:—T = (¢07 ¢1)7 in Qa
¢=0 on (=T,T) x 09,

for some potential V. If the observability inequality holds, then we say that the adjoint system is
observable. Henceforth, our goal will be to obtain this observability inequality.

1.1.2. General techniques. There are different methods to show that the adjoint system is observ-
able. We discuss some of them briefly here:

e Multiplier estimates: These are integral estimates obtained by multiplying a suitably chosen
multiplier with the adjoint equation and then using integration by parts. See the articles
by Ho [I4] and Lions [20] for some of the initial results using multiplier methods.

e Carleman estimates: These are weighted estimates which can be used for showing unique
continuation properties for PDEs. This has been extensively used for solving observabil-
ity /controllability problem for various PDEs. Some related results for wave equations (or
hyperbolic equations, in general) can be found in [4], [12], [13], [26], [I7], [29], and [3T]. In
particular, we will adapt some techniques from the works of Fu-Yong-Zhang [12], Shao [26],
and Zhang [31].

e Microlocal analysis: These are used for obtaining unique continuation results. A major
work in this direction is the article by Bardos, Lebeau, and Rauch [3], that describes a
certain optimal property known as Geometric Control Condition (GCC). For w C Q, we
say that (w,T) satisfies GCC if every ray of geometric optics enters w in time less than T.
Other related works are [5], [I8]. These results assume that the coefficients in the PDE are
time analytic.

Out of the above methods, Carleman estimates are suitable for solving the observability problem
for more general type of PDEs. They can be applied to systems which have lower order terms that
are time dependent. Moreover, we do not need to assume any time analyticity for these terms. In
contrast, although microlocal methods obtain optimal results in terms of the control/observation

1The notation a < b means that there is some constant C' > 0 such that a < Cb.
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region, the coeflicients can at best be assumed to be time analytic. As our goal is to obtain
controllability for a wider class of PDEs, namely with X', V' varying in both time and space, we will
use Carleman estimates.

1.2. Main Results. In this section we present our main result and also explain some of the major
ideas used in the proofs. Let o € R™, and v be the outward unit normal of 2. Define I'y C 02 as
Iy :={ze€d|v(x—mz) >0}

Let 0 > 0 and define w as
w:=0,T4)NQ, O0,T1)={yeR":|y—=x| <o, for some z € I'}}.
The usual observation region for existing Carleman estimate results (and hence control region as

well) is given by (—=7,T) X w. However, our result improves this particular feature by restricting
the observation region to a smaller set. To elaborate on this discussion, let us define the following

R :=sup |z — xo], D :={|z — xo|* > t*} C R}
€N

The region D is the exterior of the null cone centered at the point (0,x¢). Then, we have the
following observability result:

Theorem 1.2. LetT > R, andxg € R". Fiz X € C* ([-T,T] x G;R™") and V € C*> ([-T,T] x Q).
Let ¢ be solution of the adjoint system (LA). Then, we have the following:
o Ifxzo ¢ Q, then there exists a constant C := C(Q,T,V,X) such that the following holds

(1.5) lgolZ2(0) + l01]1F-1 () < C |6(t, )2,
(=T, T)xw)"D

for all (¢o, ¢1) € L*(2) x H1(Q).
o Ifxy €, then for any open set W in (=T, T) x Q satisfying

(-T.T)xw)yND CW C (-T,T) x Q,
there is a constant C := C(Q,T,V, X, W), such that the following holds
(16) vl ey + lonlBrsey < € | l6t.a)l

for all (¢o, 1) € L*(Q) x H~1(Q).

Remark 1.3. Note that, we also consider the case when the observation point xq lies inside the
domain 2. This interior observability case has not been addressed by Carleman estimate methods
before, the only exception being the work in [26].

Remark 1.4. From the statement of the above theorem, we can see that in both the cases the
observation region is better than those obtained by earlier Carleman based results. When xo ¢ Q,
our observation region is restricted to the exterior of the null cone. When zo € €, we get a
neighbourhood W, but the difference between ((=T,T) x w) N D and W can be made arbitrarily

small.

From our earlier discussion about the equivalence of observability and controllability, a corollary
to the above theorem is the following controllability result.

Corollary 1.5. Let T > R, andxg € R". Fiz X € C* ([-T,T] x ;R'™") and g € C= ([-T,T] x Q).
Let y be the solution of system (LI). Then, we have the following:
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o Ifzg & Q, then there exists a function F € L*((=T,T) x w), such that the control goal (L2)
is satisfied with the control I acting on the region ((=T,T) x w) N D.
o Ifxg €, then for any open set W in (=T, T) x Q satisfying
(-T.T)xw)yND CW C (-T,T) x Q,
there exists a function F € L*(W), such that the control goal ([[L2) is satisfied with the
control F' acting on the region W.

1.2.1. Improvements to established results. The key features of this article are the following:

(1) We present a novel Carleman estimate for ultrahyperbolic operators in R}" x RZ.

(2) For the wave equation observability, the observation regions we obtain are smaller than the
observation regions obtained from standard Carleman methods.

(3) We also prove observability when the observation point is in the interior of the domain.
Classical Carleman estimate results do not handle this particular case.

Finally, we point out that, we consider the wave equation with general lower order terms that
are time-dependent.

1.2.2. Proof ideas. As mentioned earlier we will use Carleman estimates to obtain the above ob-
servability result. A Carleman estimate result that is related to our problem is the article by Shao
[26], where the author proved a boundary estimate for (R} x R”) wave operators on a domain
with moving boundary. We need to generalise this particular result to ultrahyperbolic operators in
R x R%, for proving Theorem [[2l Since we will adapt the corresponding Carleman weight to our
setting, we point out two of its notable features:

e The weight function vanishes near the boundary of the null cone.
e This helps us to localise the observation region to the exterior of the null cone.

Now let us see the motivation behind obtaining an estimate for ultrahyperbolic operators. For
convenience, we will use (m,n) to denote the R}* x R? case. From Theorem [[L2] we can see that
we want the L2 x H~! energy on the LHS, which can be obtained from a L? Carleman estimate.
The usual application of Carleman estimates for proving such an observability estimate involves
the following steps:

(a) Find a H} Carleman estimate for a more regular quantity, say z.
(b) Use the H} estimate to obtain a L? estimate for ¢.
(¢) Absorb the non-essential terms and use energy estimates for ¢.

The standard process for obtaining step (b) above involves dealing with the reciprocal of the Car-
leman weight (see, for example, [12] Section 7]). As we mentioned, the weight we use vanishes near
the null cone boundary. Thus, when we take the reciprocal it will blow up at these points which
creates an issue. Hence, we take a different approach to overcome this problem. We use a method
described by Zhang [31], where a new function z is defined as
to
(1.7) z(t1, ta, x) := o(s,x)ds.
ty

Now, z is dependent on two time variables, and satisfies an ultrahyperbolic equation (obtained from
the wave equation of ¢). Also note that, z has better regularity than ¢. Then, we can apply a
suitable H} Carleman estimate for z, in (2, n) setting. Finally, to get back to ¢ we have to integrate
out the extra time integral. Thus, it is clear that we must obtain a (2,n) estimate, that is, a two
time variable Carleman estimate. The proof of this estimate is geometric, and can be generalised
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to m-time dimensions through a clever choice of coordinate system. This is the key motivation for
the main (m,n) estimate in this article. Once the (m,n) estimate is proved, we just use the special
case of m = 2 for the above z to solve our observability problem.

Now, let us see the idea for the choice of the coordinate system that allows us to prove such
a result. The proof of the (1,n) Carleman estimate in [26] uses null coordinates in the standard
setting of R!*+™:

1 1
w=s(t—lal), v=3(t+).

To generalise this result to (m,n) setting we need to be able to construct null coordinates in R™*".
Hence, we base our proof on the idea of using polar coordinate representation for the m-time
components which allows us to define null coordinates in R™"". This way we can generalise the
required wave equation features to ultrahyperbolic equations.

Another point to mention is that we first obtain a boundary Carleman estimate in (m,n) setting.
Then, for deriving the interior Carleman estimate we use the hidden regularity argument adapted
to our setting. In this method, the boundary term present in the boundary estimate is estimated
by data on an interior subset of the domain.

To go from the Carleman estimate to the observability inequality, we will use energy estimate
results. While doing this, we have to switch back from z to the original function ¢, and one has to
be particularly careful with the order of operations. This is because we have a Carleman estimate
for z but the energy estimate is only applicable for ¢. Thus, we have to be very precise while dealing
with the extra time integral introduced in (7)) and doing the usual absorption of terms.

1.3. Future work and comments. We discuss some future problems and directions in this sec-
tion.

(1) This article only deals with static domains, that is time independent domains. We did not
make any mention of time dependent domains (also called as domains with moving boundary).
However, the Carleman estimate presented in [26] is actually a result for time dependent domains.
Analogously, the (m,n) Carleman estimate of this article also works for time dependent domainsf
However, solving the observability problem in this case is still open. This is mainly because for
time dependent domains the definition of z in (7)) turns out to be

ta
z(ty, ta, x) := (s, x(s))ds,
ty
the z(s) inside the integral represents the fact that the domain is now time dependent. For this
case, we get second spatial derivatives of ¢ which causes serious issues. This seems to suggest that
this might not be the optimal method for solving the interior controllability in the time dependent
case. To obtain controllability for this problem, we need more knowledge of wave equations in
general geometries. We leave this problem to a future work.

(2) On time dependent domains, interior control for wave equations with initial data in the weaker
space L?(2) x H~1(Q) can be solved by directly using the Hi Carleman estimate for the corre-
sponding adjoint system. For this problem, using HUM shows that the control is a distribution and
lies in the space (H'(—T,T; L?*(w)))’, where ’ denotes the dual space. This is an upcoming result.

2Presenting the moving boundary case involves defining some more technical ideas. We do not present that here, as
our goal is to obtain controllability on static domains.
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1.4. Outline. The rest of the paper is divided as follows:

e Section [2] describes the setting of the adjoint system and associated observability problem.
We also present the geometric setting for the Carleman estimate here.

e Section [ contains the statement and proof of the (m,n) interior Carleman estimate. We
first state a boundary Carleman estimate in the (m,n) case which is a precursor to the
interior estimate; the proof of the boundary estimate is provided in Section ] as well.

e Section (] describes the process of using the Carleman estimate to prove the observability
result Theorem For this purpose, we will use a special case of the interior Carleman
estimate, and take m = 2.

1.5. Acknowledgements. The author is grateful to his supervisor, Arick Shao, for his guidance
and the many helpful discussions on this research work.

2. SETTING

2.1. Controllability and Observability problem. Fix n € N, and let 2 C R™ be an open and
bounded subset, with a smooth boundary. The space-time domain we consider is given by:

(2.1) U:=RxQ,

where the domain for the time component is R. Let X' € C°f(b7;R1+") be a vector field and
V e C>(U). We consider X and V to be time dependent. On U, we consider the following wave
equation with initial and boundary condition

—02¢0+ ANpd+Vap+ Ve =0, in (-T,T) x Q,
(22) ((bv 8t¢)|t:7T - (¢07 ¢1)7 in Qa
$p=0 on (=T,T) x 09.

It can be shown by using usual functional analytic methods that the above system is well posed in
L2(Q) x H71(Q) (see [21]). The solution ¢ is known as the transposition (or ultra-weak) solution.
The observability problem in this context is the following:

Problem 2.1. Let T > 0 be large enough. Let ¢ be the solution of (Z2) obtained by the trans-
position method. Does there exist a subdomain W C (=T,T) x §Q, such that for some constant
C:=C(X,V) >0 we have

@3)  loollEa + nllioy <C | [oPdadt, ¥ (0.01) € ) x ()7

As already discussed in the introduction, the above observability problem is equivalent to solving
the controllability problem for the following system:

—02y + Ay — Vay + (V= Vo Xy = Fly, in (-T,T) x Q,

(24) (yu aty)lt:—T = (yf)u y1)7 in Qu
y=0, on (=T,T) x 09,

with initial data (yo,y1) € HE(Q) x L?(Q) and the control function F' € L2(W).
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2.2. Geometry for the Carleman estimate. As we briefly mentioned in the discussion centred
around equation (7)), to solve the observability problem one needs to obtain a two time variable
Carleman estimate. This idea can be generalised to the concept of a m-time variable Carleman
estimate. That is, we can derive a Carleman estimate for operators acting on a space-time domain
with (¢,2) € R™ x R™. In this section, we will present the geometric setting in which our main
R™ x R™ Carleman estimate works.

Definition 2.2. Fiz m,n € N. On R™" we define the following:

o Lett:=(t1,...,tm) and x = (x1,...,x,) denote the Cartesian coordinates on R™t™.
e Let g denote the flat pseudo-Riemannian metric on (R™T" g):
(2.5) g=—dt} — - —dt?, +da? + -+ da.
e Letr:=|z| and T := |t| denote the spatial and temporal radial functions, respectively.
e The null coordinates u and v are given by:
1 1
(2.6) u:zE(T—T), V= 5(74—7‘).

e Define the function f as:
1 1
(2.7) f=—uw= Z(r2 —7%) = 1 (J=* = [¢?) -

Remark 2.3. A key idea of the work presented here is the following: to deal with the m-time
coordinates, we represent the time components in polar coordinates as well. This allows us to define
the notion of null coordinates (u,v) in our settingE This also helps us to analogously define the
function f to be used later in the Carleman weight.

Moreover, using polar coordinate representation for t allows us to treat the spatial and temporal
components at the same level, in some sense.

On {7 # 0,7 # 0}, standard polar coordinates are (7, r, w,,w;) and null coordinates are (u, v, w,,, wy),
where w, is the spatial angular coordinate with values in S*~! and w; is the temporal angular co-
ordinate with values in S~ !. Moreover, let 9-,,, 0y, 0, denote the coordinate vector fields with
respect to these coordinate systems. We can write the metric g in terms of polar and null coordinates
as

(2.8) g=—dr?* +dr* + r*Ygn-1 — T?¥gm -1 = —4dudv + 1?5501 — T gm-1,
where §gn—1 (and 4gm-1 ) denotes the unit round metric on S*~* (and S™~1).
Now we provide some definitions that are crucial for presenting the Carleman estimate.

Definition 2.4. We use the following conventions-

e (a,,...): Lower case Greek letters (ranging from 1 to m-+n) denote spacetime components
in R™T™,

e (a,b,...): Lower case Latin letters (ranging from 1 to n — 1) denote spatial angular com-
ponents corresponding to w, € S"! in any of the above mentioned coordinate systems.

e (A, B,...): Upper case Latin letters (ranging from 1 to m — 1) denote temporal angular
components corresponding to w; € S™~1 in any of the above mentioned coordinate systems.

Definition 2.5. We use the following notations for denoting objects corresponding to g:

3Compare this with the case of Lorentzian geometry, where the usual null coordinates are better suited for some
calculations.



8 VAIBHAV KUMAR JENA

V denotes the Levi-Civita connection with respect to g.

0:= gaﬁvaﬂ denotes the wave operator with respect to g.

Y denotes the derivatives in the spatial angular components with respect to g.
V denotes the derwatives in the temporal angular components with respect to g.

Remark 2.6. We will use the Einstein summation notation here. That is, repeated indices in
the subscript and superscript indicate summation over all possible indices. For instance, for the O
operator, we have

gaﬁvaﬁ _ Z guAvu)\

wAE{L,2,...,m+n}

gtltl vtltl +..+ gtmtmvtmtm + gmlmlvﬂﬂlil +.oF gmnmn v%ﬂﬂn
—Viyt, —-— Ve, ¥ Vao +.0 .+ Ve o,

where the other terms vanish from the summation because
g =0, fori#j,
g =0, fork#1,
g™t =0, for anyp,q.

From (7)), we can see that the region {f = 0} is the null cone centred at the origin. With this
idea, we make the following definition.

Definition 2.7. Define the region ® C R™T" as
(2.9) D:={f>0}

Remark 2.8. Note that, ® is the region exterior to the null cone centred at (0,0) € R™*". That
is, it denotes the region

D= {(t,x) e R™" : |z|* > |t|*}.
The improved observability inequality that we will derive later, is obtained by working with this .
Remark 2.9. On the region ® := {f > 0}, the following are satisfied:
(2.10) 0<—u<r, O<wv<r, 0<f<r’
This is clear from the definitions of the corresponding functions, see (26) and (27).
We also recall the following definition from geometry.

Definition 2.10. A vector X is said to be
(1) spacelike, if (X, X) > 0;
(2) null, if g(X, X) = 0;
(3) timelike, if (X, X) < 0.
Further, a hypersurface H is said to be
(1) spacelike, if the normal at each point p € H is timelike;

(2) null, if the normal at each point p € H is null;
(3) timelike, if the normal at each point p € H is spacelike.
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3. CARLEMAN ESTIMATE
We have the following estimate for ultrahyperbolic operators in R+,
Theorem 3.1 (Boundary Carleman Estimate). Let 8 C R™*™ be such that for some R > 0
(3.1) UND C {r < R}.

Also, assume that the boundary of U, denoted by OU, is smooth and timelike. Let €,a,b > 0 be
constants such that:

(3.2) a> (m+n)?, £ <Lmn b R7L.
Then, there exists C > 0 such that for any z € C?(sk) N CH() with
(3.3) Z|aum© = 0,
we have
Ce [ Gaer M (uduaf? + 00,2 + 9791292 ~ 197PF0T02) 4 Cha® [ Gt HS
UND UND
1
(34) < - / Ca,b;€f|D2|2 + C// Ca,b;a[(l - ET)Nf + EfNTHNZPu
@ Jun® 24UND

where Cq ;e is the Carleman weight defined as

(3.5) Cabie i= { f - exp l 2lif§

(14 cu)(1 —ev) (1—cu)z(l+ev)?
and N is the outer-pointing unit normal of $ (with respect to g).
Remark 3.2. The action of N on f is as follows
Nf=Vnf=NV.f.

Remark 3.3. Due to Z8), g°PVczVpz < 0. Hence, the corresponding term on the LHS of (&4)
has a good sign.

}211
)

The proof of the above theorem is analogous to the one presented in [20], the main difference
is that now we have m time variables here. The key idea that we use, as mentioned in Remark
23] is to use polar coordinates for the t-components as well. In section 3.1l we present the notion
of a warped geometry, which is the main idea behind proving the boundary Carleman estimate in
Theorem Bl In section B.2] we present a warped Carleman estimate result, which is then used to
prove Theorem [B.1]

3.1. Warped Carleman Estimate. First, we define a warped geometry, and present some prop-
erties and calculations related to it. Then, we will prove that the quantities in the warped geometry
are conformally related to the corresponding quantities in the original geometry.

Definition 3.4. Fiz a constant € € R. This constant will be called the warping factor.
Definition 3.5. Define the e-warped metric on R™T™\ {r = 0} as follows

(3.6) G := —4dudv + p*Ysn-1 — T*Agm-1,

where p is the warped radius given by

(3.7) pi=r+2f,

where f is defined by (2.1).
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In the original geometry, the level sets of f barely fail to be pseudoconvex. Hence, to derive the
Carleman estimate in the original geometry we have to work with a different function, say f.. Using
the standard technique to define such a f, forces the f. to be not well suited for the geometry,
and this makes the computations significantly difficult. To solve this issue we define the warped
geometry given by (B.6)-([B.7), which allows us to achieve the pseudoconvexity condition. In the
warped geometry, the positive level sets of f are pseudoconvex (with respect to g) in the sense of
Hormander. Finally, note that pseudoconvexity is a conformally invariant property. Hence, we can
go back to the original geometry using a suitable map and obtain pseudoconvexity in the original
geometry, albeit with a modification of f (see (Z3])).

Remark 3.6. The polar coordinates are well defined only when T # 0. But, the metric g can be
extended smoothly to include the {T = 0} region as well.

Remark 3.7. The corresponding result presented in [26], for the RY*™ case, defines the warped
metric as § := —4dudv + p*Ysn—1. In our case, to deal with the extra time dimensions, we will
use polar coordinates for the time components as well. This allows to define null coordinates on
R™ x R™.

Remark 3.8. When ¢ =0, we get the original flat metric g as given by (2.5]).

We use the following notations for denoting objects corresponding to g.

° ? denotes the Levi-Civita connection with respect to g.
o []:= gaﬁvaﬂ denotes the wave operator with respect to g.

° Y_7 denotes the derivatives in the spatial angular components with respect to g.
e V denotes the derivatives in the temporal angular components with respect to g.

We will use the notations mentioned earlier in Definition [2.4]

Lemma 3.9. Fore € R and g as defined above, we have

e Non zero components of g in the coordinates (u,v,w,,w;) are

(3.8) Guv = —2, Gab = P*Yab, gep = T4cp,
—uw 1 _q _92°ca _ —2,
=-3 gb:p 27 b, gCD:T 2,_YCD'
e The non-zero Christoffel symbols are
— 1 _ —v 1 _
(3.9) ab = 2—5(1 — 2eu)Jab, ab = —2—[)(1 + 22v)Gab,
na 1 a Ta 1 a
ub — —j(l =+ 2€U)6b, b — j(l — 28’&)5{77
P P
U _ — v _ 1 —
cD = 27_90D7 cD = 27_90D7
_ 1 _ 1
r¢, = -o8 ¥, = =6&.
uD = (OR] vD T C

The proof of the above lemma involves elementary computations, hence we do not present the proof
here. Now, we will present some propositions that will be used for deriving a Carleman estimate in
this warped geometry. First, we will look at some properties of the function f.

Proposition 3.10. The function f satisfies the following:
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e The g gradient of f satisfies

_ 1 o
(3.10) Vif = 5 (Wdu+vdv), VfVaf=f.
e The nonzero components of V2f are
_ — 1 ¢ - 1
(3.11) Vuwf=-1, Vaf= (5 + ?f) Jabs, Vepf = 39cD-

e Moreover, we also have

n—;m . (n —_1)5f

Proof. For proving (BI0), we have

(3.12) af =

VY fVasf = 5

Vif = 5§00 f05 = "0y fOu + §" 0 fO, = %(u@u +v0y).
and
VfVsf =30 f0sf = —(—v)(~u) = f.
The first equation in ([BI1) holds because I'?, = 0. For the second equation, by Lemma 3.9, we get

_ — _ 1 €
vabf - _FZbauf - FZbavf = (5 + 7f> Jab-
For the third equation,

_ _ _ v u 1
T 0uf — Tl f = —Gop + —Gop = ~gob.
Venf CpOuf —Teponf 5, 9CD + 5 9cD = 59D

To prove (312]), we calculate

Of = 20"Vauf +3"Varf + 3P Venf
1 ef 1
=1+(n—-1) <§+7> +§(m—1)
n+m n (n—_l)(sf7
2 p

and for the last equation, we see that
o ] 1o, .= 1
VOIVP Vs f = §V°‘fVa(VﬁfV3f) =SV Vaf=5F. O

1

Now we present some properties of the function fp~", which will be used later for obtaining the

pseudoconvexity condition for level sets of f.

Proposition 3.11. We have the following wave equation:

(319 o(2)--=8,  em oo

P 7 277

Proof. The (null coordinate) derivatives are as follows:

’U2 U2
(3.14) D (%) =5 8, <£> ==
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The second derivative is
0.0, (i) _ 2u(v—z¢—|—25f) n 2u2(17—|— 2ev)  2uw _%_f'

P P PP
For the angular components, we have

s (2) = e (8 50 (] 5o

0 (£) =2 (£) 0 (2

b (o a
- 21 /32 /32

(m—=1)(v+u)(v—u)
27 p?
(m—1)r
2p2

and that

Now we can calculate
- _ _ -3 -2
D(i> — _auav (i) +§abvab (i> +§CDVCD (i) = _(n —3 )f + (n+’n’f2 )T' O
p p p p p 2p

The next proposition gives us bounds for the coordinate functions u,v and the function f.

Proposition 3.12. On the region © := {f > 0}, the following are satisfied:

(3.15) 0<—u<r, O<v<r, 0<f<r

If £ > 0, then we also have the following inequality on ®:

(3.16) f2<p

Proof. Using (2.6]), 1), and 29) shows that (315 is true. Next, due to (31
f<r®=(p—2ef)

Since € > 0, and f > 0 on D, this proves (Z10). U

Definition 3.13. On ®, define vector fields as follows

(3.17) T := %f—%(—uau +vd,), N:= %f—%(uau +v0,).

Proposition 3.14. N is everywhere normal to the level sets of f, and T is everywhere tangent to
the level sets of f. We also have

_ _ _ _ 1 _ 1
(3.18) Vrof =Vnof =Vrnf=0, Vrrf = —5 VNS = 3
Proof. We see that N is normal to the level sets of f because
N = f2Viy,

Also, T is tangent to the level sets of f because

Tf = 27 H(=u)(~0) + o(~w)] = 0.
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Now, since Vyof = Voo f =0 by (BI110), then Vrof = Vnaf = 0. We also have
Venf = 17wV f +ur¥uf] = 0.
To check the other terms of V2 £, we apply (BI1) and [BI7), to get

Vrrf = 11 RweVu] = —5, Vanf =1 f RurVi ] = 5,

which proves (BI8]). O
Definition 3.15. Define the modified deformation tensor as follows
_ - - 1 ef
3.19 r=V’f—h-g h:==+ -
(3.19) T:=Vf-h-g, 2t 2,
Also, define the function w as follows:
I - (n+m-=2) (n—2)ef
3.20 ==-0f—-h= .
(3.20) wi= 307 4 Tt
Proposition 3.16. The non-zero components of T are
_ ef ef _ ef _ ef
3.21 = ab = == - Gab, =1, ) ——
(3.21) FIT =55 Mab =55 Gabs TOD 5p Jopr NN 27

We also have the following wave equation for the quantity w

_(n—2)e {(n—?))f B (n+m—2)r}
2p p? 2p .

(3.22) O =

Proof. We compute the following:

_ - _— 1 1 ef\_ ef _
= v — h . = _— = = — = —— .
Tep cepf gco <2 5 2p> gco 5p e
Similarly, the rest of the equations in (B2I) can be checked
i - - 1 1 ef «ef
TrT rrf + 5+5+ 2 = 25"
1 1 e  «ef

T :v —B:———— =
TNN NN f 372 3, %

_ . 1 € 1 = €
Wab:vabf_h'gab:(_"'ff____]i) :2_{'.(711177
p
The other components are zero because of [BI8]) and the fact that (7', a) = g(N,a) = g(T, N) = 0.
Moreover, for w
O %(i),

2 p
then using ([BI3]) completes the proof. O

Note that for € > 0, we have Tpp, Tap > 0. This property of the tensor 7 gives us the pseudocon-
vexity condition for the function f.

Now we show that the warped geometry is conformally isometric to the (original) pseudo-
Riemannian geometry. This is helpful because it allows us to switch between the two geometries
using the defined isometry.
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Definition 3.17. Let R > 0 and choose ¢ € R such that |g| < R™'. Let & be the function
defined as

(3.23) &:=(1+ceu)(l—cv).
Also, define the map

o:DN{r<R} =9,
in terms of null coordinates as follows:
(324) (i)(’ll,, U, Wy, wt) = (’l_l,(’ll,, U, Wy, wt)? 6(’11,, U, Wy, wt)a wi(ua U, W, wt)a wt(ua U, W, wt))

= (u(l +eu) ol —ev) ™ we, wi).

Remark 3.18. Note that, the map ® only affects the null coordinates. It leaves the (spatial and
temporal) angular coordinates unchanged.

Remark 3.19. We can express & in terms of v, [ as follows:
E=14eu)(l—ecv)=1—cv+eu—c’uv=1—cer+ef.

Proposition 3.20. In the setting of Definition[3.17, we have:

e The functions 7, f, p satisfy
(3.25) Tod =¢1r, fod=¢1f,  pod=¢1tr

e O is a conformal isometry between ® N {r < R} and an open subset of ®. Specifically,
(3.26) 0.5 =& *glon{r<ny

where ®.g denotes the pull-back of g through ®.

Proof. For 7o ®, we have

- U v u—+v
d=uod d = = =¢
Tob=uodtued = o Y i) T (v =) "

Similarly, we get
—uw
(I14+eu)(1—-ev)
We calculate the pull-back of the one forms du, dv, and check that they satisfy
. (du) = (1 + eu) *du, P, (dv) = (1 — ev)?dv.
The proof is completed after using ([B:25) and Remark BI8 to get
0,5 = O, (—4dudv + p*§gn-—1 — T*Hgm-1)

fod=(~uv)od= =&, pod=(rt+2ef)od=¢""n

4dudv . .
T (1 +eu)?(1—ev)? +(p o ®)*ign-1 — (10 ®)*fgm—
= £ 2(—4dudv + r*gn-1 + T gm-1). O

The map ® does not alter the geometric quantities by a lot, as can be seen from the next two
Propositions.

Proposition 3.21. Assume the setting of Definition[3.17 Then:
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e On®N{r < R}, we have the following:

(3.27) (14+ew)™™~1, (1—ev)™™~1, " al;
(3.28) —(uo®) ~ —u, vod ~u, fod~f;
(3.29) |0u€| > €, [0p€] ~ €.

o Let W CDN{r< R} be open and z € CY(W). If we let z = z o ®, then we have
(3.30) -
|0uZ] =~ |0uz|, [0uZ] ~|0vz], §°V.2YpZ2 ~ g%V .2Vz, G PVeiVpz ~ ¢“PV2Vpe.

Proof. The first two estimates in (327 hold because ¢ < R™! and 0 < —u,v < R. The last one is
true because of ([23)).

Using [B24)) and (3:28) proves [328). For [3.29), we calculate the corresponding derivatives and
then use (B21). Finally, we use (8:224) and (8:27) to obtain the comparisons in ([B.30). O

Proposition 3.22. Assume the setting of Definition [3.17, and suppose & C R™T™ is open and
satisfies

UND C {r <R}.
Also assume that the boundary of U, denoted by OU, is a hypersurface. Then, Q(UND) is an open
subset of ©, and its boundary in © is the hypersurface ®(OUND).

Proof. Since ® is a conformal isometry and conformal isometries preserve the causal geometry, we
conclude that the proposition holds. g

Now that we have proved that ® is indeed a conformal isometry, our next goal is to look at how
the wave operator transforms under ®.

Proposition 3.23. Assume the setting of Definition [3.17 Let W be an open subset of D, let

z€ C*(W), and let z = z o ®. Then, the following equation is satisfied:

(n—=1)(m+n—2)e
2(po @)

m

(3.31) O+ (€% 1z) = ¢™ 0,

Proof. The expression for how the scalar curvature changes under a conformal transformation can
be found in [30, Appendix D, p.446], and it is given by
Ro® =¢2{—2(m+n—1)g*V,Vslog(6™) — (m+n—1)(m +n —2)g*?V,log(¢ 1) Vslog(¢ 1)}
=2(m+n—1)E0€¢ — (m+n)(m+n —1)g*PVaEV4E,
where all the derivatives are in the original (pseudo-Riemannian) metric, namely the case when
€ = 0. Then, we compute the following
(m+n) o (n—1)e

08 = 9°70ap€ = 9T 5006 = —5—¢" = ~—

Also,
9PV 0V 5E = —0,0,€ = €2(1 — ev)(1 + cu) = £%¢.
Using these in the expression for R,

Ro®—2(m+n—1)§<(m;n)52— (n;l)s) —(m+n)(m+n—1)%
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—2(n—1)(m+n—1)e
pod

where we also used (B:25) in last step. The formula for the change of wave operator under conformal
transformation (from [30, Appendix D]) is

- (m+n-—2)
{5_4(m+n—1)

(m+mn) (m+mn)
mzn_1:§7n2n +1D'

(Ro®)] &

Using the expression for R o @ in the LHS of the above equation, shows that

o (m+mn-—2) (Ro®) g(m;nLl: o (m+mn—2) .(—2)(n—1_)(nz+n—1)g €<m2+n)71,
4m+n—1) 4m+n—1) pod®
which concludes the proof. O

3.2. Boundary Carleman estimate. Now we will present a Carleman estimate in the warped
geometry. This warped estimate will then be used to prove the main boundary Carleman estimate
B) provided in Theorem Bl by using the map ®.

Definition 3.24. For given constants a,b > 0 define (., the warped Carleman weight, as
(3.32) Cap = fRolav®,

We have the following result in the warped geometry.

Theorem 3.25. Let $f C R™T™ be open, such that for some R > 0

(3.33) UND C {r < R},

and assume that O, the boundary of 4, is smooth and timelike. Let constants e,a,b > 0 be chosen
such that

(3.34) a>(m+n)?,  e<unb< RN
Then, for any uniformly C-bounded funtion z € C*(®(UND)) N CHP(UND)) with
(3.35) z|g(ouno) = 0,

the following Carleman estimate is satisfied

€ _ —abS o _ope - ba? 1
5 [ Ca,bp 1(|u : 3uz|2+|v : 8vz|2 +fg bWaszz - fQCDVCZVDZ)) + — /: Ca-,bf §Z2
8 Jauno) 4 J3wno)

1 _ _
(3.36) Son o GaflBaP [ GuRNP,

2a J3sno) 3(0UND)

where the integrals are with respect to volume forms induced by g, and N denotes the outer-pointing
unit normal of ®(UND), in the warped geometry.

The proof of Theorem B.29] is analogous to the corresponding proof presented in [26], Theorem
3.22], for the R case. Although the proof that we present here is self contained, we have omitted
some details.

Proof. Let us assume that the hypothesis of Theorem is true and let z € C?(@(UN D)) N
CH@(UND)). We define F, a transformation of f, as

(3.37) F:=F(f) = —a(log f + 2bf?),
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and also define
S =V, Sy =8 + .

We define the following conjugated function

(3.38) pi=etz,
and the conjugated wave operator L, as
(3.39) Ly :=e FO(F ) = e FDe2.

The symbol / denotes derivatives with respect to f (in this section). Note that, 1 € C?(®(UND)).
Using (332) and calculating the derivatives of F' (with respect to f), shows that

(3.40) e =(p  F=—a(f Tl bfR).

Note that the above equation also shows that —F’ > 0.
As per the standard derivation of Carleman estimates, we will now work with ¢ and later go
back to z. For the reader’s convenience, we present a layout of the proof:

e Step I: We find a wave type equation for the pair (£,%). Due to (340), it means that
we look at the usual wave operator conjugated with the Carleman weight. Then, we find
estimates for the non-dominating terms to obtain a point-wise inequality which only con-
tains the dominating terms. The resulting inequality will be, roughly speaking, a Carleman
inequality for the conjugated pair.

e Step II: We reverse the conjugation done earlier, to go from (£, 1) to the pair (CJ, z). This
will give us a point-wise Carleman estimate for z.

e Step III: Finally, we integrate the resulting estimate from Step II above to conclude the
proof of the Theorem.

Remark 3.26. In comparison with [26], here the new information arising from the temporal angular
components is included in the tensor @ (see Definition [Z13 and Proposition [310 above). A major
change is in the final step when we integrate the point-wise Carleman estimate for z.

Step I. We begin by defining the function A and the 1-form P := P[¢] as follows:
(3.41) A(f) == f(F")? + (fF) =a*f ' +ba (2(1 - %) 77 4 ba?,
(3.42) Py = SV — V] - VT, + 0 40 + 5 (AVsf — V) -2
First, we calculate

VAP =V’ (SZWW - %vﬁf VRPNV + @ - YV gt + %(Avﬁf —Vpw) - 1/12)

= O8Y + Vs - V99 — SOF - V49,00 + 04O + - VY00 — 200 -7
q 1 / 2 Ef 2
A DS+ S (FA) 0T+ A
where we used the fact that
3V AT 02) = A 6+ (FAY 0+ oA 02
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An application of BI9) and 320) shows that

(3.43)  VPPs = O¢Suth + TapVYPViy — %iw 2+ A S, + %(fA)’ 4 ;—J;A -2
Using Proposition BI0l Definition BI85 and 331), we get
(3.41) CuSuw = OvSut + 27 18,0 + (A+ L) - wsiw,

Then, using ([343) and 3.44) along with ([32I)), shows that (L, 1) satisfies the following equation:
(3:45) —L:Sutp+ V7 Py = —2F' - |Su|* + ;—];(ITW + 3Vt Vit = 57PNV vV pd — [Ny[?)

€ - 1 € -
- TfF’ S+ = [(fA)’ + ffA— Dw] 2.

p 2 p
Note that the above is an equation for the conjugated wave operator multiplied with the chosen
multiplier function.

Now, we will find estimates for some of the terms in (348 to obtain a point-wise estimate. As
a first step in this direction, let us define the operator
(3.46) N= N
This will help us to replace the —|N1|? term on the RHS of ([3.43]), which has a bad sign, with the
term | N2

Claim 1. The following is satisfied
(3.47)

L IEP+ 9Py 2 ;—;(ITW gV~ GOV U DY) + Jal Nl + phafE

Proof of claim: Using the definition of e, N, N, along with equation &I0), we get the following
estimate for the multiplier term

_ . _9 .

Suv =18+ B2y iRy - encyt ol
for some constant C' > 0. Now we find lower bounds for some of the terms in the RHS of (3.43).
We use equations (315), (I0), (22), B34), B40), and the above estimate for Sy, to show
that

_ _ 1-
PSP~ LNy~ L 8, - SO0 -2
2p p 2
1 - .
> a(l+bf?) (§|N¢|2 —e2n?C- w?) —eCf?2 - [NY[? —eC(m+n)2f72 - ¢
Due to (3IH), (B33), and the choice of constants b, R from (334]), we have
b< R '=bf? < f*R'<rR "< 1.

Hence, we conclude that 1+ bf2 ~ 1. Moreover, using this along with (@34 again, reduces the
estimate to

(3:48)  —F'-[Suy]* — ;—‘;IN#JIQ - %F’ Syt — %iw %> - NP —a2eC - fEy2,

RN
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For the remaining terms in ([3.43]), using the definition of A and equation ([B.34]), we get
€ 1
(3.49) (fA) + TfA > (§b - aC) a2fz.
p

Since —F" > 0, we use the estimate
1
4F"

(LY = F'|Swy? > |L9]Sul,
and equation ([345), to get

1 3 =3 = € - o - - 1 -
_4F’ |‘C¢|2 + VBPB > %(|T¢|2 + Q“bva%bvbw - gCDvavD'@[J) + Za|N¢|2

(3.50)

1
+ <§b - 50> a?f77 2

Finally, we use (3.40) to obtain the coefficient of the |£1|? term, and use the fact that ¢ < b, to
conclude that the claim is true.
Step II. In this step we will go back from the (conjugated) function ¢ to the (original) function z.
Define the 1-form P* = P*[z] on ®(UND) as

_ _ 1 _ _
(3.51) 5= S(e F2)Va(e F2) — §V/3f Ve Ve F2) +w- e FaVg(e F2)

1 _
+ §(Avlgf — Vpw) - e 2F 22,

Due to ([342), we can see that ]55 is related to P by the conjugation ([38). That is,
Pg(z) = Pg(e~F2). The next claim gives us the resulting point-wise Carleman estimate for z. The

idea is to substitute back the conjugation expression ([Z38) in terms of z, and carefully estimate
some terms that arise.

Claim 2. On ®(UND), we have
(3.52)

ﬁfca,bmzl? +ViP; > %ﬁca,b(m OuzP 4 - 0z + f - gV a2 Voz — - §SPVezVp2)
+ ébaz‘f*%ga,b 22,
Proof of claim: We start by putting back 1 = e~ 2. Writing (3.47) in terms of z, shows
(3.53) $f€72F|EZ|2 + @ﬁpg > ;—;esz(|Tz|2 + 3V, 2¥z — §EPVe2Vp2) + ia|N(esz)|2

+ iba{f*%e*”ﬂ - 22,

As we can see from ([B3.30), the first order terms contain only the null coordinates and the angular
coordinate derivatives. We already have the angular components in the above equation. Hence, we
just have to express the remaining derivative terms in [3.53), in (9, 0,). First, we want to replace

the N on the RHS by N. For this purpose, we use (310), 17), B334), 340), and @Z0), to find

that
ef

alN(e F2)? Fba2e2Ffr %> Ef%6_2F|NZ|2 > 5
p

6_2F|NZ|2,



20 VAIBHAV KUMAR JENA

where we used ([B.I6) to get the last inequality. Then (53] reduces to
1 _ o - - .
(3.54) E]‘¢272F|Dz|2 + VﬁPg > ;—;672F(|TZ|2 + N2> + g%V ,2V,2 — 9PVe2Vpz)

+ %basz%efﬂr - 22,

Now, we will estimate the T, N terms by the (null coordinate) vector fields 9, 9,. From (2.7)) and
BI10), we get
[udyz|? + |vdy2z|? < 8F(|T2* + |Nz|?).
Using ([B.54)), along with the above estimate, and (340) (to get the Carleman weight) completes
the proof of the claim.
We now present some properties of P* that will be used later when we integrate the point-wise
estimate ([B.52); in particular, it comes up when dealing with the boundary integral terms.

Claim 3. If z satisfies (B3H), then

- 1 o
(3.55) P*(N)|g0uno) = 5Ga.b - NFINZP |3 0un0)-

Also, on ®(UND)

(3.56) |P*(8)| < R%e f2(|0u2]* + |00z)? + Y 02V 2 — gCPVeaVpz + a®f122).

Proof of claim: Since z|g(9ynn) = 0, We get for P* that

P*(W)lagounm) = € *F (SzNz B2 wz|2)

$(04ND)
To check ([5E), we note that Sz|gauno) = Nf - Nz|g@uno)- To prove [B5E), we have to consider

P*(S) = S’(e_Fz)g(e_Fz)—%S’f-?“(e_Fz)?#(e_Fz)—l—ﬂ)e_FzS’(e_Fz)—l—% (ASf — Sw) e ?F22,

For the last term in the above identity, using Proposition B.IT], the definition of w from (B.20), and
(3:34), shows that
|(ASf — Sw) - e 2F 22| < R?e2F a2 f 7152

For the remaining three terms of P*(S), we use equations (3.10), 3.15), and [3.33)), to conclude
that all three of them are bounded from above by

R%2e (10,22 + |0p2]* + GV 2Yz — gCPV Ve + a?f12%).
Using B34) and the fact that F = —a(log f + 2bf2), shows that the claim is true.
Step IIL As mentioned earlier, we will integrate [B52) over the region ®(4ND). Technically, we
will integrate the pointwise Carleman estimate on domains that approximate the region ®(L N D)
in the limit.
For this purpose, let § > 0 be sufficiently small, and define the sets

Gs =UND)N{f>6}, Hs:=dUND)N{f =5}

On Gs, Hs, due to BI5), BI6), and ([B33]), we have that r, p, f are bounded from both above and
below. Next, we integrate [B.52]) over Gs, take the limit as § N\, 0, and use the monotone convergence
theorem to get

1 _ o
(3.57) —/ §a7bf|Dz|2+lim/ vVePr
da J3wno) INO J g,
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£ L _ — — _ A ~
>— [ Capp H([uduz|? + 00y 2|? + F5°Y 02 V2 — f§PV2Vp2)

16 Jssno)

ba?
8 Jauno)

if the limit term on the LHS exists.

Next, we will look at the limit term in the above equation. For this, note that the space-time
boundary of G5 consists of

_1
Ca,bf 2Z27

0Gs = (2UND)N{f>6}) |J Ho.

For the first part, the outward unit normal is N'. For Hs, we see that the region {f = d} is a
time-like hypersurface of (D, g). The outward unit normal of this hypersurface, towards {f > ¢},
is given by —f —35. Hence, using the divergence theorem shows that

/vap;:/ Py - [ 3PS).
Gs (OUND)N{f>5} Hs

Taking limit for the first term on the RHS of the above equation, and using ([B.53]) along with the
fact that z is uniformly C'-bounded, shows

o 1 _ _

lim P = 1 / sl f - N2,
INO JF(aunD)n{f>6} 2 Ja(osno)

which gives us the boundary term present in (3.36), with a factor of half. Then, the limit term in

BET) reduces to

- 1
(3.58) lim [ vopr— 1 /
N0 Jg, 2 J3(osn0)

where we used the fact that f = & on H;, for the final term. The integral term with P*(S) is
estimated using (B354, to get

_ el o
CapN f - |IN2] —}1{‘%5 / P*(9),

Hs

50

lim 6~ 3 / P*(S)‘ < R% Jim 5203 / (10uz]? + 10u2]? + 7V 02 V2 — PV 2V p2)
’H(s H&

+ R2%e% lim 622 / a?f1z?
0 Hs

1

)

(3.59) < Ce%a® lim 6242 /
N0 Hs
where C':= C(z, R) > 0 is a constant.
Now, if we can show that the RHS of (859 is zero, then the proof will be complete. To show
the limit is zero, first let gy denote the metric induced by g on Hs. Let 9, denote the coordinate
vector field along 7 on Hs. The vector fields 9, and T point in the same direction, hence on H;s

0y = kT,
for some scalar k. Since T' = f~2 (—ud, + vd,) and 7 = u 4 v, we have
1=, 7 =kTT=kf ?(—u+v)=krf 2.
Thus, 9, = r~'(—ud, + v9,). Then

g?—[(&ra 57') = _47ﬁ72f¢
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and the angular components remain unchanged. Hence, we have the following
Gn = —4r 2 fdr? — T Ygm-1 + p*Ygn-1.

Now we calculate the integral over Hs as follows

2R
lim §2¢~3 / 1 < lim §2% 2 / dr / Yo, / V0gul dye,
H& 0 §m—1 n—1

SN0 SN0
2a—32 2 1 -1 1 1
. a—3 - 1 m—1-n— .
5 %1\(1%5 i /0 ar /Smfl d’YWt /Snfl 2f2T T P |(Tv7':\/7'2—'m7wmth)d’yw’”

2R
m+n—2 71: 2a—1 —1
5 R (%1{‘%6 /0 r |(T,T:\/72+46,w2,wt)d7_

2R .
< B2 i 620! / 0~ tdr
0

5N\0

< Rl iy §20 3
~ 5N\0

=0.

Using this along with (3.517)-(359) shows that (B3] is true and this completes the proof of Theorem
5. 201 ]

3.3. Proof of Theorem B.Il Now we will see how the warped Carleman estimate (336) can be
used to obtain the Carleman estimate ([3.4) (in the original geometry). Mainly, we will be pulling
back terms in ([B.36]) using the diffeomorphism ®.

Proof. Let us assume that the hypotheses of the Theorem holds. Let Z be the uniformly C'-bounded
function defined as

(3.60) Z:=200"' € C?(OMUND))NCHO(EUND)).

Then, Zz satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition (35]). Applying Theorem B25 with 2 in (B30
replaced by ™3z, we obtain

o

Capf 267252 g
4 J3 o)

m-4 +n—2

b2 G T P - 2, )P
d(UND)
4 fgabé-eranWazvbg _ fgCDé-eran@czﬁDz] dg

(3.61) = G DE D) g+ /

< —
2a B(UND B(0UND

m+n—2

)ca,beW(é > z)? - dg

RHS Terms: The first step is to estimate each term in the RHS of the above equation by terms
with integral over the region Y N®. For this purpose, note that adding and subtracting the same
term, we get

(n—1)(m+n—2)e

: )
e 2550)

msgms [D L (o= 1;((1;1027)1 . 2)5} €5
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Then, using the change of wave operator formula from ([B31)) gives the following inequality for the
wave operator term in (61

(3.62)
[ GfIOE™ DR g S [ Gunele gD € g
P(LUND) UND
+ (m 4 TL)4€2/ Ca,b;a (f‘lf)fzr_2§m+"_2z2 .g—m—ndg
UND

5 / Ca,b;gf||:|z|2 -dg + (m + n)4€2/ Ca,b;ar_2f22 -dg,
UND SND

where we used ([3.25) to make the following substitutions p — &=, f 5 71 f, Cap > Cape- The
factor €™~ " arises due to the change of volume forms; any power of ¢ that survives is taken care

by using B327).

Now we will deal with the boundary integral term in ([B:61]). Using Proposition B.22] we get

BN D) 25 95N D,
N2 6N,

where N is the outer pointing unit normal of 4 (with respect to g). Hence, the boundary term
satisfies the following equality

(3.63)
[ GNIWE DR g = [ €€ DN € g
@(BHQ’D) aUND

_ / CaneEN(E )N =[2 - d,
oUND

where we used the assumption z|ggnp = 0 for the final equality (hence, the only term that survives
from N (€= 2) is when A hits z). Also, the factor £~™~"+! comes in because the region 94ND
has dimension m + n — 1, one less than the dimension of {{ND.

LHS Terms: Now we will show that the terms in the LHS of ([B.61]) are bounded from below by
terms with integral over N ®. First, for the zeroth-order term and the angular derivative terms,
we use the same argument as we did for showing ([3.62)), to obtain

S(UND)

oy [ cartenm g [ G gt Y, dg
(UND)
- / Capp M fFPEMT TV 2V D2 - dg
O(UND)
2 / Cayb;sfiéz2 ~dg + / Ca,b;srilfgabvazvbz -dg
UND UND

- / Ca,b;srilfgCDﬁcZ@DZ . dg
UND
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Next, we consider the integral term with the null coordinate derivatives. Using (3:24)), (3:217), (3:29),
and (Z30) shows that for the u-derivative term we get the estimate

m+4n—2

(3.65) / Ca,bp_1|u “O0u(§ 2 2)|2 ~dg > C1 / Ca,b;sT_1|u : 8uz|2 -dg
D (UND) UND

— 0252(m + n)2 / Ca,b;sriluQZQ ' dgv
Un®D

for some universal constants C,Cy > 0. Similarly, for the v-derivative, we have

(3.66) / Cap o= 0u(€7F T 2)2 - dg > € / Carer ™0+ Dz - dg
B(UND) UND

— Cye?(m +n)? / Ca7b;€7“_lv2zz - dg.
UND

Using ([B.62)—(3.60) shows that 361 reduces to

(3.67) Ca/ Ca,b;ar_lﬁu SOuzP v 0uz? + f9°V . 2Y 2 — fgCD@cz@Dz] - dg
UMD

C// + 4_2
+ Cba? / Come f 422 dg = L nE / Coer 2127 - dg
UND a UND

— "3 (m +n)? / Caper M (u? +0?%)2% - dg
UND
1
<1 / Come fID2P - dg + C' / CoreEN(E NP - dg,
UND oUND

a

for some positive constants C,C’, C". Next, we will absorb some terms in the LHS of the above

equation. By 1)), B2)), and BIH), we get

Emtn)! [ et Sman)e +o?)

. < ba’f 2.
a T T

Thus, both the negative terms in the LHS of (B.G7) can be absorbed into the second term, which
is positive. We also calculate that

EN(E ) =ENF = fNE= (1 —er)Nf +efNr,

where we used € =1 — er + €2 f from Remark B.19. Finally, putting together the above expression
and ([B.67), and also accounting for the absorption of the negative terms, we get

CE/ Case T Hw- 0wz + v+ 0pz* + f9™'V 12YVy2 — 9PV 2V 2] - dg
UND
+ Cba2/ Ca,b;s . f_%zz . dg
UMD
1
< —/ Cave - flOz* - dg + C'/ Capel(1 —er)Nf +efNT]|Nz|? - dg,
a Juno AUND

for some constants C,C’ > 0. This completes the proof of Theorem [3.1] O
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3.4. Interior Carleman Estimate. From now on, we assume that our domain is static in time.
We use a type of hidden regularity argument adapted to our setting, to derive an interior Carleman
estimate from Theorem 311

First, let 2 C R™ be an open and bounded subset, with smooth boundary 0). Define I'y C 0f2
as follows

(3.68) Iy :={vr>0}={xe€dux-v>0}
where v denotes the outward pointing unit normal of 2.

Theorem 3.27 (Interior Carleman Estimate). Let 4l be defined as follows

:=R™ x Q,
and fix R > 0 such that
(3.69) Q C{r < R}
Let €,a,b > 0 be constants such that:
(3.70) a> (m+n)? a> R, £ <Lmn b R

Fixz 0 > 0 and define w, a subset of 2, as
(371) W = OU(FJ,_) N Q,
where
O,T4):={yeR": |ly—2x| <o, for some x € T }.

Then, there exists C > 0 such that for any z € C?(4) N CH(U) satisfying z|suno = 0, we have the
following estimate

Ce Caper ([udu2? + [00uz|? + f9™V 02z — fg PV 2V p2) + Cha? / Capef 222
UND UND

1 _
(372) < - / Ca,b;af|D2|2 + a2R3/ Ca,b;af 2|th|2
a Juno (R™ xw)ND

+ G4R4/ Ca,b;af_322u
(R™ Xw)ND
where (g p;e 15 defined as in (B.3).

Remark 3.28. Note that, Theorem [31] is applicable to a domain with moving boundary as well.
But, we assume in Theorem [3.27 that the domain must have a static boundary. This is primarily
done to make the result more suitable for solving the observability problem. However, Theorem[3.27]
can be easily generalised to moving boundary domains.

Now we present a lemma which will be used in the proof of the above theorem.

Lemma 3.29. Assume the hypothesis of Theorem [3.27 In the region U ND we have the following
estimate for the Carleman weight

(3-73) |Va<a,b;€| N aRCa,b;sf717

where o represents derivatives in the Cartesian coordinates.
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Proof. Using the definitions of u, v, f, we get (1 +cu)(1 —ev) = (1 —er +2f). Then, @5) showd]

i 2a
wr el f | fr
(3.74)  V%ape =V {(1—5r+€2f) ‘ pl(l—”*’fzf)é]}

_ (1—er+e°f) oa f o
_2a<a7b;€{ 7 \% ((1—5T+82f)>+v

2bf2
(1 —ar+52f)§] }
Let us evaluate the terms inside the brackets. For the first term,
’VO‘< ! ) :} vef fva(l—ET-i-EQf)}
(1—er+e%f)

(1—er+e2f)  (1—er+e2f)?
Note that |[Ver| < 1, and due to (7)), Z9), and (ZI0) we get |V*f| < R. The second term is
estimated analogously. Then, the fact that &€ <, , b < R~! shows that (374 gives us

—Er 2 1
Co e R 2) SahGetr™ #0574 SaRGes ™. O

Proof of Theorem[3.Z7 Let us assume that the hypothesis of Theorem holds. That is, we
choose U, R, a,b,e,w, z as in the statement. Note that, this choice of the domain and constants
also satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem Bl where we note that (3.69) implies (B.I]). Hence, we
apply Theorem B.] to the above chosen i, R, a,b, e, z. Recall that A" denotes the outer pointing
unit normal of Y. Then, under the present hypothesis, the coefficient present in the boundary term
on the RHS of (@) reduces tdi

|Va<a7b;s| N 2a(q,b;e (

(1—er)Nf+efNr<rvr
Using the above observation, we bound the boundary term present in equation (3.4 as follows
/ CaperrrNz? < / Caperrr|Nz? < R/ CapelNz[2
8ND (R xT4)ND (R™ x4 )ND
Our goal is to find a bound for

R/ Ca,b;5|NZ|2a
(Rm ><F+)ﬁ©

in terms of integral over R™ x w. Let h € C*(€;R™) be a vector field such that & = v on dUND.
Define cut-off function p € C2?(€; 0, 1]), by

1 O, 3(T4)NQ
(3.75) ple) =14 " 7 € Oo3(T4) N L2,
0, €0\ O, 2(T4).
Then, using integration by parts shows
/ OzpCapichz = / VOV oz(plapchz) = —/ VazV*(plapchz) + Nzplopehz,
UND UND UND aND

where the integral over (N dD on the RHS vanishes because (g ;- vanishes on boundary of the null
cone. This implies

(3.76) / PlapelNz|)? = / OzpCapchz + VazV(plapichz).
UMD UND Uno

4Even though wu,v are not smooth at t =0, f and f(1 —er 4+ £2f)~! are smooth.
5In the general case, N = Wt v®) = (Vi .. vtm p®1 %), As we are dealing with the static boundary case
vt =0, and we get N = (0,v%).
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For the second term in the RHS, we see that

(3.77) VazV¥(pCa,biehz)
UND
= / PCabeVazVe(hPVsz2) + VazVe(plape) - hz
UND UND
= / pcaﬁb;svazvo‘hﬁvtzz + / PlapieVaz- hﬁvaﬁz + / Va2V (plabie) - hz
UND UND UND

1
— / pga,b;svahﬁvazvgz + —/ pCa,b;sfﬁVg(VanO‘z) —I—/ VazV*(plabie) - hz
UND 2 Juno UND

1
:/ pga,b;avahﬁvazvﬁz——/ Vs (pCabeh?) Va2V
UND 2 UND
1
+ 5/ p<a75;5|./\/'2|2 +/ Vazva(pcayb;s) . hZ,
oUND D

U
where we used integration by parts, the Dirichlet boundary condition on z, and the definition of h
in the last step. Using B.77) in (370, and also writing the factor in front of the integral, we get

R
@7&-5/ p@@AMA?:R/’ Dw@@wz+R/1 Pabie VN Va2V g2
oUND UND UND

R
-3 / V5 (plapich?) Va2V + R / Va2V (plane) - hz.
UND UND

Next, we see that

1 _
(379) R/ DZpCa,b;ahz 5 _/ pCa,b;af“:,Z'Q + aRz/ pCa,b;a‘f 1|hZ|2.
UND a Jund UND
Now using Lemma shows that
VB(pCa,b;ahﬂ) = va ' Ca,b;ah'6 + poCa,b;ahB + pCa,b;avBhﬂ S GR(P + |hﬂvﬂp|)Ca,b;af_la

and also that V*(plupe) S aR(p + V) apef ' Using these estimates and B.79) in B.18)
shows

R/ pCa,b;aU\/ZlQ
oUND

1 _ «
5 - / pCa,b;€f|DZ|2 + aRz/ pCa,b;af 1|h2|2 + R/ pCa,b;av hﬁva«zvﬂz
a Jun® UND UND

N

+ CLR2/ (p+ |hﬁvﬁp|><a7b;sfilvazvaz =+ aRQ/ (p+ |Vap|)<a,b;sf71|vaz - hz|.
UND UND

This implies

1 _
R/ Pca,b;s|NZ|2 S _/ Pca,b;sf|DZ|2 + aR2/ (p+ |Vzp|)<a7b;sf 1|Vt,zz|2a
aUND a Juno UND

which, after writing out the space and time derivatives separately, reduces to

1
(3.80) R/ CapieNz[* S —/ Capse f1002°
(Rm xT' 1 )ND a Juno

Mm@O(”m@wﬂm#me
mXOgq/2(l4))N
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where the integral region in the LHS is obtained by observing that R x ') C 94, and then using
BE). Now we will estimate the term

aRz/ Ca,b;sfﬁl|vx2|2a
(R™XO4/2(T+))ND

by data restricted to the interior region w. For this purpose, define the function

n(t,x) = piCapef 1,
where p; € C?(Q;[0,1]) is the cut-off function given by

1, €0, n(TL)NQ,
p1() —{ ! /2( +)

3.81
(3:81) 0, r €N\ w.

Then using integration by parts, we have

/ nz0z = —/ 2VNVaz — / nVzVaz,
UnD Uund Uund

where the boundary terms vanish because z = 0 on U ND, and (45, = 0 on YN ID. Then, we

have
/ 77|Vggz|2 = —/ nz0z —|—/ 2z -V +/ 77|Vt2|2 — / 2V ez - V.
UND UMD UND UMD UND

From the above it follows that

/ Plapef M Vazl? < / Im=0z] + / |2Vez - Verl| + / L / Yz V.
UND UND UND UND UND

We can calculate that

|Van| = |Vm(/’%<a,b;sf_1)| S p1Cabie [f_l|Vmp1| + aRplf_ﬂ )

which implies that the latest integral estimate reduces to

/ P%Ca,b;af_l|vwz|2 S / P%Ca,b;af_1|ZDZ| + aR/ p%Ca,b;sf_2|thZ|
UND UND UND

N
+ / p%Ca,b;a‘f_llthP + / p1Ca,bie [f_1|va1| + aRPlf_2] |2V 22|,
UND UND

where we used [B.73) for estimating V7. Also considering the constant present in (3.30)
(3.82)

aRQ/ P%Ca,b;€f71|vzz|2
UND

< aR? / Plapef V20z] + a®R? /
UND

P%Ca,b;sf72|zvtz|
UND

—|—aR2/ pfca,b;5f71|vtz|2—|—aR2/
UND “n

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the last term in the RHS of the above inequality shows

aRz/ P1Ca,bie [f_l|vmp1| + aRplf_ﬂ |2V 42|
UnD

P1Ca,bie [f71|vzpl| + aRplfiz] |2V 2].
D

S cLR2/ Plca,b;sf_l|vmpl||zvmz| + a2R3/ p%Ca,b;sf_2|vaZ|
UND UND
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S@R [ VapPlunes B |
UND 3t

Substituting this into ([B.82]), and using Cauchy-Schwarz for the other terms in the RHS of ([B.82),
we get
(3.83)
aRQ/ P%Ca,b;€f71|vzz|2
UND
1 _
< _/ P%Ca,b;sf|mz|2 + 93R4/ P%Ca,b;sf 22+ azRB/
UND UND 8t

a
A Ty
UND ;11

P%Ca,b;af_l|vw2|2 + a4R4/
D

P%Ca,b;af_gzz-
UND

n

P%Ca,b;sf_2|vtz|2
no

P%Ca,b;sf_1|vtz|2
no

+a?R? / Vap1[2Cupe /127 + a*R? / Panef 22+ R /
UND S

P%Ca,b;af_1|vwz|2-
UND

nD

The last term on the RHS of the above estimate is absorbed into the LHS. Next, if we consider the
coefficients of 22 without (, p.c, we see that

PRSP 4 PRVap P+ a R
S AR 4 PR + @RV PO
S a'RY [|Vapi* + 01

where we also used ([2I0) and (B.70). We use similar ideas for the coefficients of V,z. Then, (3.83)
implies that

_ 1
(3.84) aR2/ p%Ca,b;sf 1|sz|2 < _/ p%Ca,b;sf|DZ|2 + a2R3/
UND a Jund

P%Ca,b;€f72|vtz|2
UND

+a*R* / [IVepi]? + pT] Cape f322
UnD

Next, we use B8] to see that ([B:84)) simplifies to

_ 1
aR2/ P%Ca,b;af 1|vw2|2 S _/ Ca,b;af|DZ|2
(R™ X O, /2(T'4))ND a Jyund

LR / Cove /2 VezP?
(R™ X w)ND

+ G4R4/ Ca,b;af_3z2'
(R™ X w)ND

We put together the above estimate and (B80) to get

1 _
R/ Ca,b;alj\/zl2 S - / Ca,b;af“:lz|2 + a2R3/ Ca,b;af letzl2
R™ x4 a Juno (R™ xw)ND

+ a4R4/( e Capef 222
Rmxw)N

Finally, using this estimate to bound the boundary term in ([B:4) concludes the proof of 372). O
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4. OBSERVABILITY ESTIMATE RESULTS

In this section, we will prove the main observability result Theorem Hence, we go back to
the setting of the PDE problem from Section 2l and consider the original observability problem in
the space-time domain R'*". We will prove two observability estimates: exterior and interior.

e FExterior observability: This estimate is obtained by applying the Carleman estimate with
the centre point lying outside the domain. This will address the case of Theorem [[.2] when
i) ¢ Q

e Interior observability: This estimate is obtained by applying the Carleman estimate with
the centre point lying inside the domain. We will see that we need to apply the Carleman
estimate around two centre points. This observability estimate will help us to prove the
case of Theorem when zy € Q.

We will prove the above two observability estimates in Section [£] and Section 2] respectively.
Then, in Section B3] we will present the proof of Theorem [[.21 Henceforth we will assume, without
any loss of generality, that xo = 0.

4.1. Exterior Observability. Here we will consider the case when the observation point lies
outside the domain.

Definition 4.1. Define the region D as
(4.1) D= {|z|* > t*} c R*™.
The key improvement (to the standard Carleman based observability results) in this article is

related to the region D. Specifically, we will show that the observation region is restricted to the
region D.

Theorem 4.2. Let Q C R™ and consider the setting of system [22). Let UND be bounded. Assume
that the observation point 0 ¢ ). Further,

e Define the following constants:

Ry :=supr, R_ :=infr,
Q Q
(12) Mo=sup|V], My i=supd XL (g, a0t
] ' u | VRy '

M :=max{1, My, M1},

where XH% represents the Cartesian components of X .
e Let v be the outward pointing unit normal to 2, and let

(4.3) Iy :={vr>0}={xecdQx v>0}.
e Let o > 0. Definew C Q) as
(4.4) w:=0x(T'y) N
Let T > R4. Then, there exist constants C1 and Cy such that
Cra*2'22M (RN 202 MT 2
@5) ool + lorlBire < S (55) @M | o(t. ),
L2 HH ) 02R% R (=T, T)xw)ND

holds for any solution ¢ € C*(U) N C*U) of 2.
Remark 4.3. Due to the exterior observability assumption (0 ¢ Q), we see that R_ > 0.
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4.1.1. Energy Results: Now, we present some results related to the energy of the system (2:2)). This
will be used towards the end of the proof of observability estimate. Let / denote differentiation with
respect to the time component of ¢. We have the following results:

Lemma 4.4. Let s1 < s3 <ty < t1. Then there exists a constant Cy > 0, such that

tg tl
(4'6) / |¢I(t7 ')l%{*l(ﬂ) < Ci(Mo + Ml)/ |¢(t7 ')l%Z(Q)dtv

52 S1

where ¢ is the transposition solution of the system ([22]).
Lemma 4.5. Let ¢ be the transposition solution of ([2Z2) Define the energy of the system to be

1
(4.7) E(t) = 5(16(t, ) 72(0) +16'(t ) 510
Then, there is a constant Co > 0 such that the following is satisfied for all s,t € R
(4.8) E(s) < eC2(MorMilt=s (),

Lemma [£4] and Lemma are proved using standard energy estimate arguments, and are
analogous to the ones presented in [31].
Proof of Theorem Now we will present the proof of Theorem First, we provide an
outline of the proof:

(1) We define a new function z to which we will apply the interior Carleman estimate from
Theorem The function z will have better regularity than ¢.
(2) We apply the Carleman estimate to z. Then we deal with absorbing the necessary terms,
as well as taking care of the spatial derivatives of z.
(3) We go back from z to the original function ¢.
(4) We use energy estimate results for ¢ to prove the observability estimate ([.3]).
We will use a special case of the setting and the result mentioned in Theorem [B.27, namely
the case when m = 2. Hence, in the following discussion we have {f = R x & = R? x Q. The
corresponding definitions and notations are written analogously.

4.1.2. Defining a new function z. Let ¢ be the solution of ([Z2]). Since we are using the special case
m = 2, we get
D:={f>0}={r*>t+13} C R*"
We will make several applications of this property of ® throughout the proof.
Next, define a new function z as follows
to

(4.9) z(t1, ta, x) = (s, x)ds, Y (t1,t2,2) € 4l

t1
From the above expression, we can calculate the corresponding derivatives for z as follows
ta

Az(ty, ta,x) = Ag(s, x)ds,

ty
(4.10) zt, (t,t2, ) = —@(t, ), zt, (t1,t, ) = o(t, x),
ztyn (tt2,2) = =¢' (@), 2. (t,t,2) = ¢ (¢, 2).
Using the wave equation satisfied by ¢, we get the following equation for z

(411) —Dz(tl, tg, JJ) = 2ty (tl, tg, x) + Ztots (tl s tg, ,T) — Az(tl, tg, JJ)
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ta
= / (V(s,2)2t,(t1,8,7) + Vi(s,z)2t, (t1, 8, 7))ds.
t1

4.1.3. Application of Carleman estimate. Let 6 < 1. Then, we make the following choice of con-
stants: choose a > (n + 2)? such that

(412)  a> 6 2RZ°M?R%, a> RZ*MR%, a> M’R%, a6 'M?R}, a> MR,
and choose € and b such that
(4.13) e:=0°R;",  b:=6R"

Now we present a lemma which shows that 4 . f is a decreasing function of ¢2. This result will be
used later, while taking care of the extra time integral that was introduced earlier.

Lemma 4.6. Let & := (1 +eu)(1 —ev) =1 —er +&2f. Then we have the following property

(4.14) t<t? = é(t,tg,x) > g(tl,tz,x).
Moreover, we also have
(4-15) (Ca,b;sf)(tvt%x) > (Ca,b;sf)(tlvt% I)

Proof. Since [@I5) can be directly obtained from (£I4]) and the definition of (4 p.-, we only need
to check ([@I4). For this purpose, note the following calculation

(1—er) (1—er)

i f [f+s—2}—s—2 1 (1-er) 1

§:1—5r+52f_ 1—er+e2f g2 g2 (1—er+e2f)’
Due to (£I3]), we have (1 —er) > 0. This proves (A1) and completes the proof of the lemma. O

Now we will apply the Carleman estimate given by Theorem [3:27 to the function z and the region
UND, with the above chosen constants a, b, . The previous assumptions in this section ensure that
the hypotheses of Theorem [3.27] are satisfied by this choice. In particular, since 4N is bounded,

(B69) is satisfied with R := R. Using (ZI0) and I3)), we see that B.72) reduces to

Cs? 2 2 ab CDS ¢ Céa® 2
R2 Ca,b;a(luauzl + |Uav2| + fg WaZVbZ - fg vC‘ZVDZ) + R2 Ca,bie?
+ JUND + UND
1 _
(4.16) < _/ Ca,b;af|DZ|2 + G2Ri/ Ca,bie f 2(21521 + Zt22)
a Jyund (=T, T)2xw)ND

+ Q4Ri / Ca,b;sfiBZQa
(=T,T)2 xw)ND

where the integral region for the last two terms on the RHS is obtained by noting that, since
T > R4, we get

R2xw)ND = ((-T,T)* xw) N D.
First we deal with the bulk term, which due to (11 is as follows

to

2
(4.17) / Cane fITI2[2 = / Cmb;gf( {V(s,x)ztz(tl,s,x)+vx(s,z)zt2(tl,s,x)}ds> .
UND UND t1
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For the integral corresponding to the potential term, using [I0) shows

2 2
/ Ca,b;af (/ V(S, LL’)ZtZ (tl, S, ,T)dS) dtldtgdx
UND

t1

0 to 2
= / Cabie f (/ V(s, )z, (t1, 8, x)ds + V(s,x)zt, (tl,s,x)ds) dt,dtodx
UND t1 0
2

t1 t2
:/ Cabief (/ Vs, )z, (8, ta, x)ds +/ V(s, )z, (tl,s,x)ds) dtdtodx
UMD 0 0

t1 ta
(4.18) < Mg/ Capief <’ / |2¢, (s, tQ,x)|2dS’ + ’/ |z, (t1, s, ;1:)|2d$’> dt1dtodr.
UND 0 0

Our next goal is to take care of the extra time integral. If we only consider the term with
|2¢, (s, t2, 2)| in the above inequality, after an application of Lemma [0 we get

ty
| st
0
_Mo/dx/ dtg{/ _ thl (Cmb;gf(tl,tg,x)/ |zt1(s,t2,x)|2ds)
—r T t t1

N t
+/ dty <<a,b;€f(t17t2ax)/ |Zt1(87t27$)|2d8)}
0 0
0
<vg [ar [ dm{ / dt1< / <a,b;€f<s,t2,x>|zt1<s,tz,x>|2ds)
Q —r r2— t2 t1

\/@ t
+/ 1</0 Ca,b;sf(s,tz,xﬂztl(s,tz,I)|2ds)}

MO/’I”dI/ dtg{/ Cabsf(s t27 )|Zt1(55t2’x)|2d5
Q —r —\/T 7t2
/\/Tz—tg

0

Mg Ca,b;sf dtldth:E

UND

+ Ca,b;sf(57t27$)|zt1 (SatQaI”QdS}

r r2—t2
< M2R d dt abef (s, ta, o, )|?d
R e [t [ oot o1
(4.19) < MgRJr/ Carpie f 21, (b, to, ) [Pty dtada.
4D
Similarly, we can also get the same estimate for the integral term with |z, (¢1, s, z)| in (@IS,
t1
(4.20) M@/ Capie | / 20, (11, 5,) [*ds| < M§R+/ Caie [ 203 (11, b2, @) b dtodr.
4D 0 4D

Combining ([AI])-([#20), gives us

ta

2
(4.21) / Capie f ( V (s, )z, (t1, s, ;v)ds) < M§R+/ Ca,b;af(zfl + zfz)dtldtgd:t.
UND t1 UND

33
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Next, we consider the first order term in ([@IT). Note that, the vector field we have is
X = X(s,x). Hence, we let p represent components in (s,z). Working similar to ([{I8]), we get

ta

2
Ca,b;af ( vX(s,z)Ztg (tlu S, :E)d3>

UND t1

to 2
= / Cabef ( XP(s,2)Vpz,(t1, s, x)ds) dt1dtadz
UND

ty
to 2

t1
(4.22) :/ Ca,b;sf( XP(s,2)Vpzi, (5,12, x)ds + Xp(s,x)vpzt2(t1,s,x)ds) dtydtade.
UND 0

0
For the 2z, term in the RHS of the above equation, using integration by parts shows

t1 tl
XP(s,2)Vpz, (s,t2,x)ds = — 05 XP (s, 2)Vpz(s,ta, x)ds + XP(s,2)V,pz(s, ta, :C)|31.
0 0

We get an analogous identity for the z;, term. Then, using both of these in ([@22]) shows

to 2
(4.23) Capief (/ V X (s,2) %t (t1757$)d5)

UND t1
tl t2
= / Cayb;5f< — 0 XP(3,2)Vp2(s,ta, x)ds — 0sXP(s,2)Vpz(t1, s, x)ds
UND 0 0

0

tl t2
<M12/ Comief (‘/ |sz(s,t2,x)|2d3’+‘/ |sz(t1,s,gg)|2d8’>
UND 0 0

L oM2R, / Come FIVieran (s £, )2,
UND

where we used ([@2)) and ([@I0), to note that

2
+ XP(s,2)Vpz(s, ta, x)}gl + XP(s,x2)Vp2(t1, s, x)}tz)

Xp(s,x)vpz(s,tz,x)‘gl + XP(s,2)Vpz(t1, s,x)‘ff < 2MERL V2, 4y 2(t1, b2, )],
where the s = 0 terms from the two expressions cancel out. Putting together ({22)) and (£23), and

applying the method we used for deriving ([{.21]), we get
ta
(4.24) / Capief / Vxzi,(t1,s,x)ds
UND ty
Using (21 and (£24) in (@IT), shows

(4.25) /u . Caee fI02)? < 8M?R+/Ll . Cape f (27, + 20, + | Vaz|?)dt1dtadz.
n n

Then ([@I0) reduces to

Cs? 2 2 ab CDE & Céa? 2
R2 Cabe (|uOuz]” + 00y 2|” + fg WaZWbZ - f9""VeczVpz) + R2 Ca,bie?
+ Jun® + JUn®

2

<3MPRy /

Caﬁb;5f|vt11t2112’(t1, tg, I)|2dt1dt2dz.
UND

M?R,
a

(4.26) <

| et G+ Vo) a2 [ Cate I 2%, + 22)
$UND (=T, T)2xw)ND
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+ G4Ri/ Ca,b;af_SZQ'
(=T, T)2xw)ND

From (LI0), it is clear that z, z;,, 2+, are expressed in ¢ and a time integral of ¢. We will see that
these terms can be dealt with conveniently and they yield the term present in the RHS of (@3]).
Hence, it is important to get rid of the other term: the spatial derivative of z. Thus, we will estimate
the V,z term by z, zy,, 2, We use Lemma [3.29] to conclude that |V ((apie f)| < a KR pie, for
some K > 0. Also, due to (2.2 and (£3)), we have z = 0 on 9UND. Then using [@II)), integration

by parts, and [£25) shows

M?R
* / Ca,b;sf|vzz|2
a UND

M?R M?R M?R
= - = VilCapief) - (Vaz)z — — / Capre fAzz - 2+ * / Ca,b;stZ ©Z
a UND a UND a AUND
M?3R
< KM2R<2F/ Ca,b;alvmz 2| = — / Capie [ (2181 + 2t5t5)2
UND UND

MQR to
+ + / Ca,b;sfz (/ VZt2 + szt2d7’>
a UMD t

M?3R
< KM2R%r/ Ca,b;Elvwz : Z| + — / [atl (Ca,b;af)zh + 0O, (Ca,b;a‘f)ztz]z
UND a UND

M2R,
a

AM*R?
/ Ca,b;sf(zfl + Zt22) + - / Ca,b;sfz2
UND a UND

1 t2 :
+ — <a7b;5f </ VZt2 + V)(Zt2d7')

16a Jyno t

_|_

M?R,

< 2aK2M2R? /
¢ + 8a

Cu,,b;afilz2 +
UND

/ Ca,b;8f|vwz|2 + KM2R-2i- / <a7b;€|(zt1 + th)zl
UND UND

AM*R?
/ <a7b§€f(21€21 + thg) + 74_/ Ca,b;&fz2
UND a UND

SMZ2R
SRy / Comef (22 + 22+ |V,2f?),
UND

M2R,

a

+

16a

where we also used Holder’s inequality. Then, first absorbing the V,z terms into the LHS and then
absorbing the constant K into the inequality sign (<—<), shows that

M?R
+/ Ca,b;af|v12|2
a UND
M?R M*R?
S aM2Ri/ Ca,b;af_le +—= / Ca,b;af(zfl + 21522) + * / Ca,b;afz2
UND a UND a UND

(4.27) < aM?RY /

_ M?R
Ca,b;sf 122 + - / Ca,b;sf(ztzl + 31522)7
UND a UND

where we used ([£I2) to obtain the final constants that appear in front of the integral terms along
with the fact that due to (ZI0)

M*R? M*R? _ M*RS
+ / Ca,b;sfz2 g —Jr/ Ca,b;sf2f 122 g —Jr/
a UND a UND a

Ca,b;sf_lz2
D
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< aM*R3. /

Ca,b;a‘f—122'
UND

Applying (£27) to (20, gives us

cs? 2 2 ab CD& ¢ Céa? 2
(4.28) R Cabie([uduz|” + |00y 2]” + fg Vo.2Vyz — fg¢PVezVpz) + 2 Ca,bie?
+ JUN® + UND
M?R _
< as / Ca,b;af(zfl + 21522) + aMzRi / Ca,b;af 122
a UND UND

+ G2R§r/ Ca,b;af_z(zfl + Zt22)
(=T, T)2xw)ND

+ G4Ri/ Ca,b;af_SZQ'
(=T, T)2xw)ND

We will use the following notations for convenience

I = aM>R3 / Conef 122,

UND
M?R
Il = a + / Ca,b;af(zfl + Zt22)7
UND
1, = a2Ri/ Ca,b;af_z(ztzl + Zt22) + a4Ri/ C“’b;af_szz'
((—T,T)2><w)ﬁ© ((—T,T)2><w)ﬂ’}3

4.1.4. Splitting the domain. Since the weight (, p.- vanishes near the boundary of the null cone, the
LHS of ([£28) becomes singular in that region and we cannot capture the L? norm of z any more.
This will create an issue with absorption of some of the RHS terms into the LHS. To overcome this
problem, we split the domain ${ND as follows:

(4.29) U :=8NDN / <R2—
' = (1+eu)(l—cv) ~ 64 f°
f R?
s =UNDNY ————— > — .
~ {(1+5u)(1—5v) ~ 64
Due to (ZI0), @29), and B27) we have the following estimates on -,
2 2
e > RZ et &
—u "~ R_|_7 v~ R+
Let us write Iy as
(4.30) I =aM?R3 | Capef'2% +aMPRY | Copef 2% =1 o< + Io,>,
ng Ll>
and I, as
M?R M?R
(431)  h=—— | apef (el 2+ = | Capef( +20) = <+ s
a ug a ss
After restricting the domain on the LHS of (28], we get
(4.32)
0’ R2 2 2 b CDG ¢ da® ,
C Cabie R—s(_“|au2| +v]0pz|* + v9*'V 02Vyz —v9“PVzVpz) + Vo <o+ 1 + L.
Us + +
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For Iy -, using (A.I12)) and [E29)

5
Tos SaMPRER™? | Cuper < oo
e Ry

Hence, this term can be absorbed into the LHS of ([@32]). For I1)>, using (ZI0), [@I2), gives
M?R%
a
52R2

’ 2
Ca,b;sz .

Ca,b;s(—u|8uz|2 + v|8vz|2 + vgabWaszz - ngD@cz@Dz)

I > <

< / Cabie(—ulOy 2|* + 0|0, 2)? + 09V, 2 V2 — ngDchVDz)

hence we can absorb thls term into the LHS of [@32)). Thus, we have

(4.33)
02 R? 2 2 ab cD 5@2
C/ Ca,bie e (—u|0uz|?* +v|0y2|* + vg*V 2V 2 — vg VCZVDZ) R2 < Jo <+ <+ 1.
PSS +
We note that due to (Z6]) and (£2)
3R_ 3R_
(434) T}R_, —U>T, ’U}T,

for any 7 € R, with |7| < $R_, where |7| = \/t? + 3. Then due to X) and ([@34), we have the
following estimates for the same range of 7

f > R2_ C - R_ bi* 4a
(I4+eu)(l—ev) — 16 ’ abie Z 1 e .

R_

Taking this, along with an application of Fubini’s theorem, shows that (£33]) reduces to

R_ bR 2R3 da?
59 C( ) //{ | }/ { Vustaarl + 7o ] st
T <

Also, due to [EI2) we get

C&?R® (R_ »n \*
(4.36) T (Te i ) // 5 /(|Vt1,tz,m2|2 +2°) <o+ Iic + Lo
+ {Ir<5} Ja

Note that due to (33), (ZI0), (27), (ZI3), and (@29) the following bounds hold on <
R bR_ 4a B 64 R bR_ 4a
Ca,b;ahlg S (?e 8 ) B Ca,b;a‘f 1|M§ S e (—6 8 ) B flil< S R2

This shows that

R2 \ 8
Hence, we have

aM?R3 [ R_ er_\* M2R,R?2 [R_ vwr_\%
(437) IQ < + 117\ N R2 + (?6 8 ) / Z2 + 7-"_ <?€T> / (21521 _|_ 232)
— e a e

For I, using (£I3) we can estimate the coefficients as follows

Cabsf \(4f)2af \42af2a 2\24aR4a 4
Caief 3 < (AF)2f 73 < 4P f2078 Lot plem 3
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Then, we get the bound

2 P3 9da pda—4
I, < a R 27 RY /

((=T.T)?xw))ND (i + 222) + a4Ri24aRia_6/ 52

(=T, T)2xw)ND

< a224aR:l_a—l/ (Zt21 +Zt22)+a424aRia—2/ 22'
(=T, T)2xw))ND (=T, T)2xw)ND

Using this in (IBEI) and also using E31) shows

C&*R? _ PR
(438) Rig R |vt1 ta, IZ| +Z)
¥ {Ir<se}Jo
a? M2 R} ~ M2R,R? [(R_ wr_\%
< - —5 2 o = 2= 2 2
X R2_ (868 ) /ugz_F a (868 ) /11§(2t1+2t2)

4 a]224aRia—l/ (Zth 4 21522) 4 a]424aRia—2/ 22'
(=T, T)2xw))ND (=T,T)2xw)ND

4.1.5. Going back from z to ¢. Now we go back to the original (wave equation) function ¢, using
(#3). For this purpose, note that due to (@I0)

(4.30) /u (z;+z32><An©<zfl+zfz>—Aﬂ©| (b, @) + (12, )2

Let us look at the first term on the RHS

/ bty x /dx// dtydts|¢(ty, x)|?
UND Q t2t2<r?
/dx// dtydts|(ty, x)|?
Q t2<r2—t32
g/daz/ dt1/ dta|p(t1, x)|?
Q t2<r2? ta

< 2R+/ d:E/ dt1|(ty, )|

Q t2<r?

_ 2
2R [ ot

[ letaoP <2ms [ oo
Un® unmD

For the term containing 22 in ([Z38]), we have

2
/ 22 </ 22 < / dx// dtldtg( o(s x)|ds>
103 UND Q t24+t2<r?
</dw// dtldtg( sx|ds)
Q t24+t2<r?
g/dx// dtldtQ/ sx|ds
Q t24+t2<r?

Similarly, we also get
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§4Ri/daj/ ds|é(s, x)|?
Q —r

< 4Ri/ |o(t, ).
unD
We use a similar calculation for estimating the w-integral term in the RHS of ([@38)) to get that

a224aRia—1/ (21621 +Z§2)+a424aRia—2/ Z2
(=T, T)2xw))ND (=T,T)2xw)ND

< a424aRilg/ lp(t, 2)|?.
(~T,T)xw)"D
Then using the above bounds in ([@38]), shows that

C5%R® [R_ br da
Ti(_ ) /Q// t2+t2<— |¢ o )| +|¢(t2, >|)
2M2R5 2 M2R2 R2 R bR 4a )
o I L Loy ey Ry )

+ a424“Ri“/ lo(t, z)|2.
((=T,T)xw)ND

For the term in the LHS, if we only consider the first integrand, we see that

/// tl, /d,T/ |¢(f1,$)|2
Q t24 tgg— Q max{\t1| |t2\}<
/d,T/ dtl/ dt2|¢ tl, )l
Ty T

R7 W
(4.41) > —/d:z:/ dt1|p(ty, )%
32 Jo o J-%7
Similarly, we also get
(1.42) ]/ 0(t2, ) > dx/ o] (12, 2) .
o) g A

Substituting (£.41]) and [£.42) in (I_é,l_,_é.lﬂ) shows
052R4( _ eme )4a/d / dt]
—_— —e 4 X t t (E
Ri O _
a*M?R5. (R r ) / M2R2R? (R_ »_\™
<——+F ( —=¢7s o(t,z)]> + ——— (—68> / o(t, x)[?

+ a424“Ri“/ lp(t, )|
((=T,T)xw)ND

Due to the condition ([@I2]), the above estimate becomes

C6*R: ( _ ) / / a>M2R%, (R_ w)““
443) = da dt|p(t, 2)? < ——5—F [ e 5 / o(t, z)|?

64

39



40

VAIBHAV KUMAR JENA

404a pda
+ a2 R+/

ot ).
(=T, T)xw)ND
4.1.6. Application of energy estimate lemmas. Next, we apply the energy estimate equation (6]
to (@A43) to get
R
C8?2R* /R_ wr_\* [0
TR <Te T > L£(|¢(t, ')|2L2(Q) +1¢' (¢, ')ﬁrl(sz))dt
100

20\ MPRY, (R_ wro\'
< a . + (R_QT) / |¢(t,x)|2—|—a424a01MRia/
R= 8 unD (=T, T)xw)ND
Using ([@8) for the first term on the RHS, shows

R
C§2 R4 _ e \* 100 20, M3 RS _ bR
g O () [ g COMCKE (1
JF —

|o(t,2)]*.

R

4a
f2 ?eT) ecz(Mo+M1)R+E(O)
= -
+a424a01MRia/(( ) xeyD |¢(f,$)|2.
—1, Xw
Applying (L) to the LHS of the above estimate results in
R
C&2R* [R_ »wr_\** (10 O82R* /R._ wr \% [T00
T (o) [ mnas S () [ eeennpo
R n
CS2R5 /R wn_\ 10
> S () e
+
Then [#44]) reduces to

2 b5 4 2 36 da
Cé ;2, (&ebi) e_CQ(M0+M1)R+E(O) < w (&ebi) eCz(Mo+M1)R+E(())
7R+ 4 R* 8

+ a*2*Ci M R{" / lp(t, 2))?.

(=T, T)xw)ND
To prove the observability inequality (£I), it is enough to show that the first term in the RHS can
be absorbed into the LHS. For this purpose, we just have to show that

a2C, M®RS (R n

4a 25
Cé°R> (R_ bvB-
_ 02(M0+M1)R+ — _— 7CQ(M0+M1)R+
—e 8 e < —c 1 €
RZ 8 ) Ry ( 4 ) ’
which is equivalent to showing
a®Ci MRS R3 1\** [ —br_yda
(4.45) [ - + 052;%5_] (5) (e - ) @2C2(Mo+M1)Ry 1.

To show the above, we see that due to (£I12])

20 MSRG RS 3MR4 4R2 _bRr_ N 4a
e <« L <R (eT ) <1,
Rz Cé%R> R> R=

6202(M0+M1)R+ < ea,
up to the constants C, Cy, Cy. Thus, the LHS of ([&43) satisfies

CL201M3Ri . Ri 1 da (e—b:,
R?% Co2R5 | \ 2

o 4a
) 2C2(Mot+ MRy o (51 (%) e’ < 1,
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for large enough a. This shows that [4H) is true. Then, applying Lemma once more to go
from E(0) to E(—T) completes the proof of ([{H]), since the LHS of @A) is just F(-T). O

4.2. Interior Observability. In this section, we prove an observability estimate when the centre
point for the Carleman estimate lies within the domain &1.

Shifted coordinate system in R?T™: Before presenting the interior observability, we present a gener-
alised version of Theorem [3.27] where the centre point for the Carleman estimate is taken to be any
point @ € R?T". Note that, we have the assumption m = 2. We provide some basic definitions in
the shifted coordinate system with respect to Q.

Remark 4.7. We only present the shifted Carleman estimate result in the R>*™ case. But, it can
be analogously stated for the R™T" case as well.

Definition 4.8. Fiz Q € R>t",
e Define the shifted time and spatial coordinates as

(4.46) to =1t —t(Q), zg =z — z(Q).
e Analogous to Definition[2.2, we have

1 1
(4.47) rQ = |CL'Q|, TQ = |tQ|, ug = i(tQ — T‘Q), vQ = E(tQ +7°Q), fo = —uqgug.
e And also that
(4.48) g=—d(tg1)’ —d(tg.)* +d(zqu)* + - +d(zqn)”
= —drd + dry + s — 75N
= —4dugdvg + T2Q'°YS7171 — 7'(22"0)/81.
o Let D, be the domain given by
(4.49) Dg:={fo >0}

o Let Oy, 0rg, Oug, Ov, denote the coordinate vector fields with respect to the shifted coordinate
system. Also, Y?denotes derivatives in the spatial angular components, and V@ denotes
derivatives in the temporal angular components.

Then we have the following interior Carleman estimate in the shifted coordinate system.

Theorem 4.9. Let i be defined as follows

s:=R?xQ,
and fiz R > 0 such that
(4.50) Q C {rg < R}.
Let e, a, b >0, be constants, such that:
(4.51) a>(n+2)? a> R, e, b R7L
Let 1"2 be defined as follows:
(4.52) I = {vrg > 0}.

Fixz 0 > 0 and define w, a subset of 2, as
(4.53) wo = 0,(TY)NQ.
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Then, there exists C > 0 such that for any z € C*(4) N C* (&) satisfying z|ssno, = 0, we have the
following estimate

— a Q Q = -
(454)  Ce / (2hierg ([1Qug 2” + [vQDug 2I” + Qo™ Vs ¥y 2 — fog“PVE2VEz)
UND g
_1
+Cba2/ Cgb;szzf
UND g

1 2, 2p3 —2/_2 2
S _/ Ct?vb;sz'DZ' ta'R Ctgb;sz (g T %ig.)
a Llﬁ@Q (R2XUJQ)ﬂ©Q

+ a*R* / 2 1o,
(R2 XwQ)QDQ

where the Carleman weight is given by
2a

1

fo 2bf4

4.55 Q = - ex ,
) e T T ) —2v0) ™ | T cug)t(1 + 20g)?

The proof of the above theorem is exactly the same as that of Theorem We just have to
use the shifted coordinate system, instead of the usual coordinate system.
Interior Observability result: Analogous to defining the shifted coordinate system in R?2*", we can
define the shifted coordinate system in R'*" as well. Let P € R*". We will attach the letter P

to the corresponding geometric quantities’ symbols to denote them in the shifted coordinates. In
particular,

Dp = {|zp|* > |tp|*} C R,
Theorem 4.10. Let QO C R™. Consider the setting of (22)). Fiz Py, Py € U with
(4.56) P # Py, t(P) =t(P) :=0.
Also, assume U N (Dp, UDp,) is bounded. Further,
e Define the constants

1
(4.57) Ry := maxsuprp,, R_:= —|x(P) — z(Py)]
1=1,2 Q 2
My = sup |V, My = sup |Xt7m|,|Vtﬁth’””| ,
u u \/R+

M := max{1, My, M;}.
e Let v be the outward-pointing unit normal to Q, and define, for i € {1,2},

(4.58) I = {vrp, > 0}.
e Let o > 0. Fori € {1,2}, define the interior subsets of §
(4.59) wi =0,(I%)NQ.

If T > Ry, then there exist constants C1 and Co, depending on U, such that
(4.60)

C a4212“M R 4a+5 2
B(=T) = [[9olZaiey + 1611 -1y < 222 (—*) (202 1T

|o(t, ),
62R% R_ Z ~/((—T,T)><wi)ﬁD

i=1
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holds true for any solution ¢ € C*(U) N CH(U) of Z2) that also satisfies Sloun( (Dp,UDp,) = 0.

Remark 4.11. From the statement of Theorem [{10, it is clear that we now need to apply the
Carleman estimate around two observation points, Py, P,. This is due to the fact that the weights
in the estimate [E54]) vanish at the observation point, which is now inside the domain. Hence, we
must consider the estimate for two interior points and add them to get the contribution from the
whole domain.

Proof of Theorem [4.10l The proof of Theorem [£.10lis similar to that of Theorem Hence,
we omit most of the details here and provide an outline of the proof, only giving details where
necessary.

4.2.1. Defining a new function z. Similar to the case of the exterior observability, here we define
the function z to which we apply the Carleman estimate. We define z as in [@9) and it satisfies
the same wave equation (L.IT]).

4.2.2. Application of Carleman estimate. Fix i € {1,2}. Let Q; = (0, P;). Then, due to (£57) we
get

(4.61) U =UNDg, CDg, N{ro, < Ry}

Let 6 < 1, and choose a > (n + 2)? large enough satisfying

(4.62) a> 6 2R°M?RY, a> RZ°MRY, a> MR3, a>§ 'M?R.
Also, choose € and b such that

(4.63) e:=0°R;", b:=0R"

The previous assumptions in this section ensure that the hypotheses of Theorem are satisfied.
Applying (£E4) to 4 and Q;, with the above a, b, e, and also using [2I0) and ([G3]), gives us

C5? abor Qi = 0: S0,
(464) R—2/ ab€(|uQ1 uQ, Z| + |UQ1 leZ| +fQ g bW ZW szchvg'LZV%IZ)
+ Un Q;
n 05(12/ co
Ri UND g, abé‘
1
< 5/ Cabani|DZ|2+a2Ri/ Cabanf(Zgl +Zt22)
LU-Y}DQ ((—T,T)2><wi)ﬂ®Q

+a*RY / gabs i
(=7,7)2 xwi)mi)Ql

Now we use an argument similar to the one used to go from ([@IT) to (£28)), to conclude that

Cé? Q: -0, <0,
R—g/u . @ (14, Oug, 21> + 100, 0ug, 21 + [0V 2V 2 — f,9°PVE 2V Ei2)
+ NDq,

Céa® M?R
(465) + R2 / Cabs 2 — / Cabszi(Zth +21522)+GM2R1/ Cabsz
UND g, a UND g, UND g

+ CL2R§_ / Ca b; af (Zt1 + th)
(=T, T)?xwi)NDq,

+a*RY / <a befol2”
((=T,1)2 XUJZ')QQQI
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We use the notations I?, I¢ to denote the first and second terms on the RHS of the above estimate
and I}, to denote the terms with integral over w;. Partitioning i; into

(4.66) Ul =40 fa, B
' = (1 =+ EuQi)(l - Ein) - 647

i (i fQi R?
}J> =4 m{(1+€uQi)(1_€UQi) - 64 |’

and denoting by If o, It . and I ., I{ . the parts of I§, I{ over the regions {2 and U respectively,
shows that
2

52R2 -0, =0, da

C [, | T v T+ vl oV s .0 P )+
+

(4.67) S+ +1

Now, on the region |7| < ==, we use the notation

. 3R_ , ) R_
V' :=Qﬂ{7‘p1,>—4 }, w* ::le{(tl,tg):|7'|<T}.

Then, due to [47) and ([@L5H), we have the estimates

R_ R_
(468) _uPz'|Wi > —, UP'L'Wi > —,
4 4
. R2 3 B 4a
fp > = Cfib" > R_e% )
(1+€uPi)(1—€vpi) Wi 16 e IW 4
Hence, we get
W C L.
Similar to the proof in the exterior observability case, we get
CO?R® (R ewr \* . , ,
aoy S () [ [ (VewsP e <o v ot I
+ {ini<Zz} v
Next, due to (£5T), we get
Viuy? =

and then summing over ¢ shows that

CO*R® (R_ o \" . . _
G () [ [V < T+t + )
{|T|<T} Q@ i=1

R
Then proceeding in the same way as we did in the proof of Theorem 2] we find estimates for the
weights inside the integral to take them outside of the integral, and get that

(4.71)

=5 | —— t1,ta,x” +Z
RY {\r\<—} Q e
2M2R3 , M2R. R? _ er_\1@
\z[ (_JR8 ) I (_JR8 ) IRCEEA
i a i

< <

(4.70)
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2064a p4a—1
+a" 2™ Ry /

G+ o)t 2|
(=T, T)2xwi)NDg, (=T, T)2xw)NDg,

4.2.3. Going from z to ¢. We use the same derivation as done in Section E.I.5] to go back to the
original function ¢ and use the fact that Q; = (0, P;), to obtain

R
C52R4 (R bR)4“ / /— > [a®?M2R% (R_ »r_\
— | —e T dx dt|o(t, z)|* < [7+ (—e 8 ) / ot z)|?

=1
o,

(4.72) + a*2** Ri® /
(=T, T)xwi)NDp,

4.2.4. Application of energy estimate lemmas. The term on the LHS is the same as we had for the
exterior observability and will be dealt with exactly the same way as before. Since we want to prove
(#50), the only term that we need to consider is the first term in the RHS of (72). For this term,
using an analogous version of ([@8]) (with the choice of constants from ([@5T)), shows

a?M?RS (R e \1 a?CiM3RS. (R_ o \*
T (FF) L[, e < g (E ) ecvmnnepo)
- i=1 Py -

The rest of the proof proceeds similar to Section [L.1.6, that is we absorb the constants analogous
to ([@43), and conclude that

2
E(0) < Cra*2** MRS / lp(t, 2))?,
= J((~1, 1) xw)NDp,
which after another application of Lemma [LH (to go from E(0) to E(—T)) completes the proof of
the interior observability estimate (ZG0I). O

4.3. Conclusion. Now we are all set to present the proof of the main observability result, that is,
Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L.2, We assume, without loss of generality, that the observation point is the
origin, that is, let g = 0. To prove this theorem, we divide the proof into different cases. Each
case depends on the location of the origin with respect to the domain.

For the first case, let 0 ¢ Q. Then, using the exterior observability result Theorem directly
gives us ().

For the second case, we first prove the result if 0 € 2. We take two distinct points x1,xo € €O,
and let P; = (0, x;) for i € {1,2}. Now, we can choose P, P, sufficiently close enough to each other
as well as to the origin, such that the observation regions from (LE9)-(ZL60) satisfy

{(=T,T) x ) ND}UL{((=T,T) x wz) N D} C W.

Then, applying the interior observability result Theorem to this choice shows that (@) holds
for this case.

Finally, let 0 € 952. We choose a point x; ¢ € that is close enough to 0 such that the observation
region, corresponding to x1, obtained from (@Z)-(Z£X) is a subset of W. Then applying Theorem
to this choice shows that (L6 is true, and this concludes the proof of the theorem. O
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