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STABLE RECOVERY OF A METRIC TENSOR FROM THE PARTIAL HYPERBOLIC
DIRICHLET TO NEUMANN MAP

MOURAD BELLASSOUED

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider the inverse problem of determining on a compact Riemannian manifold
the metric tensor in the wave equation with Dirichlet data from measured Neumann boundary observations.
This information is enclosed in the dynamical Dirichlet-to-Neumann map associated to the wave equation. We
prove in dimension n > 2 that the knowledge of the partial Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for the wave equation
uniquely determines the metric tensor and we establish logarithm-type stability.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Statement of the problem. Let {2 be a bounded and connected domain of R", n > 2, with smooth
boundary I' = 0€). Assume that g = (g;) is given Riemannian metric in €2, with symmetric and smooth
coefficients g;; € C*(Q2), k > 2, and

Z g (z)dz; @ dxy,. (1.1)

k=1

We let A, denote the Laplace-Beltrami operator on €2, given by

52 (vaed)

]k:l

Here (g7%) is the inverse of the metric g and |g| = det(g;x). A summary of the main Riemannian geometric
notions needed in this paper is provided in Section 2. Given 7' > 0, we denote Q = (0,7") x £ and
Y. = (0,T) x I". We consider the following initial boundary value problem for the wave equation,

(8§—Ag)u:0 in Q,
u(0,+) = u(0,) =0 in €, (1.3)
u=f on X.

The purpose of this paper is to study the inverse problem of determining the metric tensor g appearing in
the wave equation (L3). Before going to the main context of the paper, let us briefly mention about the
well-posedness of the forward problem (I.3)). Following [10], we define the space Hé )1 (2) by

Hy'(2) = {f € L*(0,T; HX(T')) n HY(0, T; L*(T")), and f(0,z) =0, forz € T'}. (1.4)
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As shown in [10] that for f € Hol 1(%), system (L3) admits a unique solution

we CH([0,T]; L2 () n C([0,T]; H' (). (1.5)
Furthermore, there is a constant C' > 0 such that
lovullpzsy < Clflaras)- (1.6)
The normal derivative is given by
LI ou
dpu = (Vu,v) = Ty, —— 1.7
u = (Vu,v) j;ﬂg Vio T (1.7)

where v is the unit outward vector field to I'. In particular the following operator, usually called the Dirichlet
to Neumann map

Ag: HY'(D) — L2(%)
f — Ag(f) = o,

(1.8)

is bounded from Hé’l (¥) into L2(%).

It’s known that the problem of finding a Riemannian metric is interesting for theory and applications.
For example, the problem of finding a metric from the corresponding Dirichlet to Neumann map is the
basic question of the investigation of inverse problems for partial differential equations and there are many
applications of this problem, particularly, in geophysics in connection with the study of distribution of the
velocities of propagation of elastic waves inside the terrestrial globe. In the study of the problem of restoring
a Riemannian metric a new type problem of integral geometry appears (geodesic ray transform). It is
known that the integral geometry problem is the mathematical base of tomography. This problem has many
applications in various fields: the problem of the forecasting of earthquakes, diagnostics of plasma, problem
of photometry, fiber optics and etc. The connection of the problem of integral geometry for differential
forms with the inverse problems for equations of the hyperbolic type and kinetic equations are described in
the works [[11], [31].

An inverse problem in this setting is whether one can reconstruct the Riemannian metric g in 2 by the
knowledge of A,. There is a well known non-uniqueness for this inverse problem. For it we let 1) : Q- Q
be a diffeomorphism with ¢ = id on I, then Ay, = A,, where ¢)*g denote the pull back of the metric g
by the diffeomorphism 1.

Vg =" (got) -
here 1)’ denotes the (matrix) differential of the smooth function 1, t1)’ its transpose, and the - represents
multiplication of matrices. An interesting problem is to see if this is the only obstruction for uniqueness,
i.e., if g1 and go be two Riemannian metrics on €2 such that Ay, = A,,, then there exists a diffeomorphism
¥ : 0 — Q with ¢ = id on I" such that Ay+, = A,. A Riemannian manifold (2, g) is said to be uniquely
determined up to isometry, if this is the only obstruction to unique identifiability of the metric. The Dirichlet
to Neumann map can be related to the geodesic distance d, which measures the travel times of geodesics
joining points of the boundary. In the case that both g; and gy are conformal to a simple metric g (i.e.,
g = crg), then this problem is known in seismology as the inverse kinematic problem. In this case, it has
been proven, by Bellassoued and Dos Santos Ferriera [[10], under further restrictions on the metrics that if
Acg = Ag, then ¢ = 1. In this case the diffeomorphism ¢) must be the identity. The questions naturally arise:

(a) are there other types of the non-uniqueness of solution of this inverse problem?
(b) when is a metric tensor determined by its Dirichlet to Neumann map up to isometry, identical on?
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(c) for what classes of metrics the Dirichlet to Neumann map determines a metric uniquely (¢ must be
the identity)?

Inverse problems with partial boundary data are encountered in mathematical physics and in various appli-
cations. For example in medical imaging and in the geophysical imaging of the Earth, measurements can
usually be done only for a part of the boundary. In this paper, we will analyze the problem of finding in
the wave equation (I3) a Riemannian metric g in the case when some of the Dirichlet- to Neumann map is
known only in arbitrary relatively open part I — T'. So that we consider non-empty relatively open subset
I'% of I". Then we set % = (0,7") x I'¥ and we introduce the partial Dirichlet to Neumann map

AL HOY(E) — L2(3h)
f s AL(f) == By,

we observe that since A, is bounded, Ag is also bounded from Hé 1(2) into L2(X9).

(1.9

The main achievement of this paper is that the Neumann data used in this stability estimate can be mea-
sured on the sub-part I'? of the whole boundary, where we recall that I'? an arbitrary non-empty relative
open subset of I'. Here questions connected with the uniqueness and stability estimates of a solution to the
problem in question will be discussed.

1.2. Previous literature. The recovery of coefficients found in hyperbolic equations is a topic that has
drawn significant interest. Several authors have treated the determination of coefficients from the Dirichlet
to Neumann map analogous to A above. Unique determination of the metric goes back to Belishev and
Kurylev [3]] using the boundary control method and involves works of Katchlov, Kurylev and Lassas [23],
Kurylev and Lassas [24], Lassas and Oksanen [26] and Anderson, Katchalov, Kurylev, Lassas and Taylor
[3]. In fact, Katchalov, Kurylev, Lassas and Mandache proved that the determination of the metric from
the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map was equivalent for the wave and Schrédinger equations (as well as other
related inverse problems) in [25]. The importance of control theory for inverse problems was first under-
stood by Belishev [4]]. He used control theory to develop the first variant of the control (BC) method. This
method gives an efficient way to reconstruct a Riemannian manifold via its response operator (dynamical
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map) or spectral data (a spectrum of the Beltrami-Laplace operator and traces of nor-
mal derivatives of the eigenfunctions), themselves, whereas the coefficients on these manifolds are recovered
automatically.

The problem of establishing stability estimates in determining the metric was studied by Stefanov and
Uhlmann in [35}32]] for metrics close to Euclidean and generic simple metrics. Holder type of conditional
stability estimate was proven in [32] for metrics close enough to the Euclidean one in three dimensions. In
[35]], the authors prove Holder type of stability near generic simple metrics. A Riemannian manifold (€2, g) is
simple, if €2 is simply connected, 02 is strictly convex and any two point in €2 can be connected by a single
minimizing geodesic depending smoothly on them, see Definition in next section. In [28] Montalto
consider the stability of the inverse problem of determining a simple Riemannian metric together with the
lower order coefficients of the second order hyperbolic initial-boundary value problem, from the information
that is encoded in the global hyperbolic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map and prove Holder type stability estimates
near generic simple Riemannian metrics for the inverse problem of recovering simultaneously the metric and
the electro-magnetic potentials. In [10], the author and Dos Santos Ferriera proved stability estimates for
the wave equation in determining a conformal factor close to 1 and time independent potentials in simple
geometries. We refer to this paper for a longer bibliography in the case of the wave equation. In [27] Liu
and Oksanen consider the problem to reconstruct a wave speed ¢ from acoustic boundary measurements
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modelled by the hyperbolic Dirichlet to Neumann map. They introduced a reconstruction formula for ¢ that
is based on the Boundary Control method and incorporates features also from the complex geometric optics
solutions approach.

The cited results in above on this problem require that the corresponding Dirichlet to Neumann map be at
least measured on a sufficiently large part of the boundary of the spatial domain under consideration, if not
on the whole boundary itself. However the stability by a local Dirichlet-to-Neumann map is not discussed
comprehensively. In [26]], Lassas and Oksanen consider the inverse problem to determine a smooth compact
Riemannian manifold with boundary from a restriction of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator for the wave
equation on the manifold and show that the restriction of the Dirichlet to Neumann map determines the
manifold (€2, g) uniquely, assuming that the wave equation is exactly controllable. The restriction here
corresponds to the case where the Dirichlet data is supported on R x I'; and the Neumann data is measured
on R x I'g for two parts I', I's of the boundary.

An interesting related inverse problem is to determine the Riemannian metric g by the knowledge of
dg(x,y) the length of the geodesic joining  and y for all (x,y) € I" x I'. The obstruction to uniqueness for
this inverse problem is similar to our inverse problem here, i.e. if dy;, = d,, then there exists a diffeomor-
phism 1) :  — Q with ¢ = Id on T such that ¢)*g; = gs. This problem is sometimes called the hodograph
problem. This problem arose in geophysics in an attempt to determine the inner structure of the Earth by
measuring the travel times of seismic waves. It goes back to Herglotz [19] and Wiechert and Zoeppritz [42].
Although the emphasis has been in the case that the medium is isotropic, the anisotropic case has been of
interest in geophysics since it has been found that the inner core of the Earth exhibits anisotropic behavior
[15]. In differential geometry this inverse problem has been studied because of rigidity questions and is
known as the boundary rigidity problem. Stefanov and Uhlmann [37] solved this problem when Riemann-
ian metrics are close to the Euclidean metric. They also gave a stability estimate for this inverse problem in
[34].

For the Dirichlet to Neumann map for an elliptic equation, the paper by Calderén [14] is a pioneering
work. We also refer to Bukhgeim and Uhlamnn [13]], Hech-Wang [20], Salo [30] and Uhlmann [40] as a
survey. In [16]] Dos Santos Ferreira, Kenig, Sjostrand, Uhlmann prove that the knowledge of the Cauchy
data for the Schrédinger equation in the presence of magnetic potential, measured on possibly very small
subset of the boundary, determines uniquely the magnetic field. In [39], Tzou proves a log log-type estimate
which show that the magnetic field and the electric potential of the magnetic Schrodinger equation depends
stably on the Dirichlet to Neumann map even when the boundary measurement is taken only on a subset
that is slightly larger than the half of the boundary.

As for the stability of the wave equation in the Euclidian case, we also refer to [38]] and [21]; in those
papers, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map was considered on the whole boundary. Isakov and Sun [21] proved
that the difference in some subdomain of two coefficients is estimated by an operator norm of the difference
of the corresponding local Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps, and that the estimate is of Holder type. Bellassoued,
Jellali and Yamamoto [[11] considered the inverse problem of recovering a time independent potential in the
hyperbolic equation from the partial Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. They proved a logarithm stability estimate.
Moreover in [29] it is proved that if an unknown coefficient belongs to a given finite dimensional vector
space, then the uniqueness follows by a finite number of measurements on the whole boundary. In [§],
Bellassoued and Benjoud used complex geometrical optics solutions concentring near lines in any direction
to prove that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map determines uniquely the magnetic field induced by a magnetic
potential in a magnetic wave equation.
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1.3. Admissible manifolds. We start by defining the Riemannian metrics in which we will give the stability
results of this paper. Let (£2, g) be a Riemannian manifold with boundary T'". Fix an open non-empty subset
O < Q such that O is an arbitrary neighborhood of I" in €. We assume that € is strictly convex in the usual
sense and g satisfying

g=e inO, Hg_eHck(Q) <e (1.10)
with some k£ > 2 and € > 0 sufficiently small and e denotes the standard Euclidean metric. In other words,
the domain has the homogeneous crust and the inhomogeneous core. Note that if g satisfies (II0) then
is clearly geodesically convex with respect to g, i.e. for any two distinct points x,y € € there is a unique
geodesic connecting x and y which lies entirely in 2. We denote by

5Q = {(z,§) e T [¢]g = 1}, (1.11)

the sphere bundle of €. Let (z,§) € S, there exist a unique geodesic v, ¢ associated to (x,£) which
is maxmimally defined on a finite interval [7_(z, &), 74 (,§)], with v, ¢(7+(2,€)) € . We define the
geodesic flow @, as following

(I)t SQHSQ, q)t(x,g) = (7&5(7&)’7&{(7&))? te [7'7(56,5),T+(CE,£)], (112)
and ®; is a flow, that is, &; o &, = ®;, ;. We introduce the submanifolds of inner and outer vectors of S€2
as

0+ 50 = {(x,£) e SQ, x e T, + (&, v(x)) > 0}. (1.13)
For (x,£) € 0452, we denote by v, ¢ : [0,7(x,£)] — €2 the maximal geodesic satisfying the initial
conditions v, ¢(0) =  and Y,.¢(0) = &, where 7 (x, {) be the length of the geodesic.
Now we can define the length and the scattering relation
Ty 10-5Q — Ry Sg:0-50 — 0,50
(@8 @0, (.6 — B(r8),

where 7,7 (x,£) > 0 is the first moment, at which the unit speed geodesic through (x, &) hits I' again. In
other words, the map S, is obtained by measuring on the boundary the initial and final points and velocities
of all geodesics passing through €2 (of course, g is assumed to be known on I).

(1.14)

For g € C*(Q), k > 2, be a simple metric in €, using the global semi-geodesic coordinates in 2 already
used in [35], [32], we can prove that there exists a Ck_l—diffeomorphism P Q — P(Q), such that the
pullback ¥*g of the metric g has the property

(¢*g)zn = 62‘”, 1= 1,...,n. (115)
Let 1)1 and 12 be maps y — « related to the two simple metrics g; and gz. The new metrics ¥jg; := g1
and 13 g2 := g have the form (LI3). If we assume that Ay, = A4, we obtain that 1/, () = 1, 1 (09).
In other words, let O and Q5 be the transformed domains of under the maps ; L and Yy 1 then Q; = Qo
whenever Ay, = Ag,. Therefore, a diffeomorphism 1 fixing the boundary is given by ¢ = 1)1 0 15 1 Now
if we aim to transform metrics into the form in proving the stability estimate, then y,, — z, will
be geodesics and if the domain is preserved, then the lengths of these geodesics must be the same, which
equivalent to the Dirichlet to Neumann maps Ay, and Ay, must be the same. However, this is not true for
any two metrics. Therefore, if Ay, # Ag,, then both transforming metrics into the form (I.13) and having
the same transformed domain are impossible without additional information on metrics.

In order to formulate our result, we need to introduce some notations. Henceforth, let us set

I ={zel, (v(x),e,) <0}, (1.16)
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where e,, will denote always the standard unit vector of R”, with e,, = (0,...,0,1). We introduce the
admissible sets of metrics g,

Definition 1.1 (Admissible metrics). Given k = 2 and mg > 0, and € > 0, we say that a couple of metrics
tensors (g1, o) is C*-admissible if: For { = 1,2, g, € C*(Q), geler ) < Mo, g satisfies (LL0), and

T (z en) = 7oy (,6n),  Sg(2,6n) = Sg,(x,e,), forallzel_. (1.17)

In other words, the geodesics starting on (z,e,) € 0_SQ, x € I'_ with directions e,, are a prior deter-
mined.

(i-) Examples of manifolds satisfy (I.17]) include a submanifold with boundary of (29, hy) x (R, dz,, ®
dz,), ¢ = 1,2 where (€9, hy) are a compact (n — 1)-dimensional manifold.

(ii-) Any bounded strictly convex domain €2 in R", endowed with a metrics gy, £ = 1,2, which in some
coordinates has the form

go(z' x,) O
gf(x,,xn) = gZ( n) s l= 1’25

0 1
are satisfy (L17).

Let I'" — T be an arbitrary non-empty relatively open subset of T'_. We set X% = (0,7) x I'¥ and we
consider the partial Dirichlet to Neumann map defined by (I.9). We establish a stability result for the
inverse problem consisting in the determination of the metric g from the partial Dirichlet to Neumann map
AL

1.4. Main result. In this subsection, we will give the statement of our main result. In what follows, we
will use C = C(T, 2, My, k) to denote generic positive constants which may vary from line to line (unless
otherwise stated). For o, 8 € (0, 1), we define the continuous function on [0, o[,

Do s(s) =log (2+57°) 7, ®44(0) =0. (1.18)
The main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. There exist k > 2, ¢ > 0, o, B € (0,1), T sufficiently large and C' > 0 such that for any
CF-admissible couple of metrics (g1, g2), there exists a diffeomorphism ) : Q — Q with ¢ = id on T such
that

lg1 — ¥*gallr2(0) < CPays (1AL, — AL), (1.19)
where C depends on Q, T, My, k and ¢.

By Theorem we can readily derive the following uniqueness result

Corollary 1.3. There exist k > 2, ¢ > 0, u € (0,1), T sufficiently large such that for any C*-admissible
couple of metrics (g1, g2) satisfying Aél = Agg, there exists a diffeomorphism 1) : Q — Q with 1 = id on
T verifying g1 = 1*go.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the study of the geodesic ray transform of
2-symmetric tensor and give a change of coordinates in which the metrics takes a special form. In section
3 we build geometric optics solutions designed in accordance with our problem. Section 4 is devoted to the
proof of the Theorem
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2. GEODESIC RAY TRANSFORM OF 2-SYMMETRIC TENSOR AND CHANGE OF COORDINATES

In this section we first collect some formulas needed in the rest of this paper and introduce the geodesical
ray transform for 2-symmetric tensors.

2.1. Preliminaries. For this paper, we use many of the notational conventions in [10]. Let (€2, g) be a
(smooth) compact Riemannian manifold with boundary of dimension n > 2. We refer to [22]] for the
differential calculus of tensor fields on Riemannian manifolds. If we fix local coordinates = = (x!,... 2")
and let (01,. .., 0,) denote the corresponding tangent vector fields, the inner product and the norm on the
tangent space T,.€) are given by

g(X,Y) = (X,Y), Z g XIVF X = (X, X))?, X = ZX’&‘Z, Y = ZYZ
7,k=1

If fis a C! function on 2, we define the gradient of f as the vector field V f such that, in local coordinates,
we have

&0
Vel = )| 8" Lo (2.1)

Y-
i 0

For a smooth manifold Q2* let ¢ : Q* — Q be a smooth map from * into §2. The pull back of the metric g
is defined by

(¥*)(X,Y) = g(dy(X), dyp(Y)),
for any vector field X,Y on €.
The metric tensor g induces the Riemannian volume dvy = /|gldzt A - . We denote by L?(Q)
the completion of C*(2) with respect to the usual inner product

(u,v) = J u(z)v(x) dvy, u,v € CP(Q).
Q
The Sobolev space H'(2) is the completion of C*(£2) with respect to the norm | - || HY(Q)>
lul? ) = lulzg@) + I Vulzg)

Moreover, using covariant derivatives, it is possible to define coordinate invariant norms in H*(Q), k = 0.
Denote by div.X the divergence of a vector field X € H'(Q,T) on €, i.e. in local coordinates,

1 & 4 noo
divX = — Yo (gl X1), x =Y Xl 22
gt (V) -k -

If X € HY(Q,7Q) and f € H'(2), the Green’s formula reads

f divX fdv® = f (X,Vf) dv™ + f (X,v) fdo™ L (2.3)
Q 0 r
where do™ ! is the volume form of T. Then if f € H'(2) and w € H?(f2), the following identity holds
f Awf dv® = —f (Vw, Vf) dv"—i—f d,wfdo™ L. (2.4)
0 0 r

The Riemannian scalar product on 7,2 induces the volume form on 52, denoted by dw,(#) and given by

dwz () = v/]g| Z 1)05A01 A - A dOF A - A dO™. (2.5)
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As usual, the notation = means that the corresponding factor has been dropped. We introduce the volume
form dv?"~! on the manifold S by

vz, 0) = dw,(F) A dv™.

By Liouville’s theorem, the form dv?"~! is preserved by the geodesic flow. Now, we recall the submanifolds
of inner and outer vectors of S given by
0+50 = {(x,0) e SQ, z e, £(0,v(x)) > 0}. (2.6)

Note that 0, S€2 and J_ S are compact manifolds with the same boundary ST', and 052 = 0, SQ2u d_SS.
We denote by C*(04.52) be the space of smooth functions on the manifold 0, S€2. The corresponding
volume form on the boundary 0SQ = {(z,0) € SQ, x € '} is given by

do?"72 = dw,(0) A do™ L.
2n—2

Let Li(&r SQ) be the space of square integrable functions with respect to the measure p(x, ) do with
w(z,0) =1|(0,v(x)) |. This Hilbert space is endowed with the scalar product
(u,v), = f u(z, 0)o(x, ) u(x, 0) do® 2. 2.7)
0459

2.2. Geodesic ray transform of 2-symmetric tensor. We denote by V the Levi-Civita connection on
(€2, g). For a point x € I, we define the second quadratic form of the boundary on the space 7,,I" by

II(§,6) = (Ver, &), e T,T.

We say that the boundary is strictly convex if the form is positive-definite for all x € T".

For x € ) and £ € T,) we denote by 7, ¢ the unique geodesic starting at the point x in the direction .
The exponential map exp,, : 7,,{2 — 2 is given by

v

exp, (v) = Yo ellv]), € (2.8)

= m.
The Riemannian manifold (€2, g) is called a non-trapping manifold, if for each (z,6) € S€2, the maximal
geodesic v, ¢(t) satisfying the initial conditions 7, ¢(0) = 2 and 5, ¢(0) = @ is defined on a finite segment
[7—(x,0), 7+ (x,6)]. An important subclass of convex non-trapping manifolds are simple manifolds.

Definition 2.1. (Simple manifold) We say that the Riemannian manifold (), g) (or more shortly that the
metric g) is simple, if ' = 0X) is strictly convex with respect to g, and for any x € (), the exponential map
exp, : exp, L (Q) — Q is a diffeomorphism.

Any metric g on {2 so that (€2, g) is simple will be called a simple metric on 2. The second condition
above hides the requirement that any two points x,y in {) are connected by a unique geodesic in € that
depends smoothly on z, y. In particular, there are no conjugate points on any geodesic in €). Note that if
(€2, g) is simple, one can extend (€2, g) into another simple manifold 2; such that 2 € ;.

Let 772 be the space of tensors fields of type m on 7,(2. We denote by 772 the tensor bundle of type
m. In the local coordinate system a m-tensor field t can be written as
t=1tj,  jndr"' @ - @dxim.

For each x € ), T]"(2 is endowed with an inner product as follows

n

<t15t2> = Z tl(a_h?’a]m)tQ(a]l”a]m)

JiseenJk=1
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Let C*(Q, T™) the space of the smooth m-tensor fields on 2. We denote by L?(Q2, ™) the space of
square integrable m-tensors fields on 2 as the completion of C* (€2, 7™(2) endowed with the following
inner product

(fl,fz) = f <t1,§> an, tl,tz e TT™Q.
Q

We denote by CL, (Q,T%Q) (resp. L2,,(2,T%Q)) the space of the smooth (resp. the space of square

sym sym
integrable) symmetric 2-tensor fields on €. For s € g, (€2, T2Q2), we have
n .
5= Z sjrdax’ ® da*, Sjk = Skj, S k=1,...,n. (2.9)
k=1
It is well known that for a g smooth enough metric, each symmetric tensor s € Lfym(Q, T2)) admits unique
orthogonal decomposition
5 =5 + Vyymv, (2.10)
into a solnoidal tensor %! € Lgym(Q, T2Q), i.e., 65°°! = 0, and a potential tensor Vymv, where v € Hg (€2),
with
1
VsymV = 5 (Vjvk + Vij) , 1<jk<n, 2.11)
and V; is the covariant derivative in metric g.
The ray transform of symmetric 2-tensor on a simple Riemannian manifold (€2, g) is the linear operator:

Ty : CE (9, T?Q) — C*(0.5Q)

sym

defined by

n

T+(:B,€) j k
LE@o=| =Y f ik (o (D)7 (D35 o(t)at,
Va0 j, k=170

where 7,9 : [0,74(x,0)] — € is a maximal geodesic satisfying the initial conditions v, ¢(0) = = and
Y2,0(0) = 6. Itis easy to see that Z,(Veymv) = 0 for any smooth vector field v in 2 withv =0on T

Definition 2.2. (s-injective) Let (2, g) be a simple Riemannian manifold. We say that L is s-injective in €,
ifZys = 0 and s € L*(Q) imply § = VsymV with some vector fieldv € H*(Q) withv = 0 on .

In other words, if s € HY (22, 7%9) and Z,(s) = 0 implies 5°°' = 0, i.e., 5 = Viymv with some vector

sym
field v vanishing on I'. So we have
[Ze () (@, 0)] = [Zg(s*) (@, 0)] < Clls*eo, 5 € Cm (2, T20). (2.12)

The ray transform Z, of symmetric 2-tensor on a simple Riemannian manifold is a bounded operator from
Lgym(Q, T2Q) into Li(ébr S) and can be extend to the bounded operator
T, : HE (Q,T%Q) — H"(0,59). (2.13)

sym
Now, we recall some properties of the ray transform of symmetric 2-tensors on a simple Riemannian man-
ifold proved in [32]. Let (€2, g) be a simple metric, we assume that g extends smoothly as a simple metric
on €y D Qandlet ZF : L2(0,SQ) — LZ,,(Q,T°Q) the adjoint of Z,. We denote Ny = Z¥Z,. It is well
known, see Stefanov Uhlamnn [32]], that there exists kg such that for each k > kg, the set gk(Q) of simple
Ck () metrics in 2 for which Z, is s-injective is open and dense in the C¥(02) topology. Moreover, for any
g€ gh(Q),
15 12(0) < CINg(9) 2 (1). (2.14)
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for any 5 € L2 (9, T2(2), with a constant C' > 0 that can be chosen locally uniform in G¥ in the C¥(9)

topology.

sym(

If € is an open set of the simple Riemannian manifold (€, g), the normal operator N, is an elliptic
pseudo-differential operator of order —1 on '. Therefore for each k& > 0 there exists a constant Cj, > 0
such that for all s € HE (9, T2?Q) compactly supported in €/

sym
[ Ng () mre+101) < Crlls™ | (- (2.15)

Since for g = e, Z, is s-injective, then for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and any metric tensor g satisfy (LI10Q), we
have (€2, g) is simple and Z, is s-injective.

2.3. Change of coordinates. In this section we will construct a diffeomorphism ) that fixes the boundary
I'. Let (92, g) be an n-dimensional, n > 2, compact Riemannian manifold with smooth boundary T, with
Q < R"™ is convex, and bounded domain. We first assume throughout this section that g satisfies (L.10).
In view of (L.I0), we can extend g outside of €2, still denoted by g, by setting g = e on R™\{2 so that
g e C*(R") and

lg — ellermny < e (2.16)
The Hamiltonian related to g, is
1
H(z,&) = 3 (Iglz ~ Z g6 — 1) 2.17)
i,j=1

Consider the following Hamiltonian system:

ogh
g Jé‘ Y 5 £Z£ ) k = 1’ MR )
Z S ]2—1 ’ ' (2.18)

r(—o) = (Z, —0) &(—0) = en.

Here z € R"™ %, p > 0 is such that g = e for |z| > p and the solution (z(s),£(s)) = (wg(2, ), & (2 s))
depends on the parameter z. We remark that if g = e, then z.(s) = (2,5 — 0) and &.(s) = e,,. Asin [32], i
follows from the estimate (2.16)) that, for any a > 0 fixed, there exist C' > 0 such that

|z — erckfl(Rnﬂx[o,a]) + &g — eankfl(Rnflx[o,a]) < Ce. (2.19)

In particular, (2.19) implies that under the smallness assumption (2.16) the Hamiltonian flow is non-trapping
for small €, more precisely, z4(z,s) ¢ B, := {x € R", |z| < g}, for s > a with some a > 0. Moreover,
the mapping (z,5) — wg(2,s) is a ck-1 dlffeomorphlsm on {z e R"1 |z <2p} x [0,a] and its range
covers B, provided that ¢ is small enough.

Introduce new coordinates y = (2, s). Then the map 1 : Q* = ¢ ~1(Q) — Q, y — z4(z, 5) is close to
id in the C*~!-topology for small £ and therefore is a diffeomorphism. This in particular implies that for ¢
small enough

|1 — idor—1 < Ce. (2.20)
In the new coordinates g satisfies the following lemma
(V*Q)in = Oin, i=1,...,n. (2.21)

Now let (g1, g2) a couple of C*-admissible metrics on €2. Let us denote 1y : Qf — Q, y — (2, s) the
diffeomorphism related to g, as above, where {1} = Q,Z)Zl (Q), ¢ = 1,2. We state the following
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Lemma 2.3. Let (g1, g2) a couple of C*-admissible metrics on §). Then we have

P H(T) = vy (D). (2.22)
So ¢f1 and ¢51 map ) onto a new domain Q0* = QF = Q% with smooth boundary I'* = 02* and
I'* :={xel™ (v(x),e,) <0} ={xel, (v(z),e,) <0} =T_. (2.23)

Moreover, we have
Yigr = Yige in O < Q¥ [¢ige — efer—2(qr) < Ce, £=1,2, (2.24)
for some positive constant C and a neighborhood O* of T* = 0Q*.

Proof. We denote

Y = (yeaqs, +Wiy),en) >0}, £=1,2, (2.25)
where v is the outer normal to 02} at y relative to 1} g;.
First, itis clear that ¢, ' (2) = 45 ' (v) = @, foranyx e T_ = {z € T, (v(z),e,) < 0}, since g = e before
s — x4,(s) enter g := Q\O. Then, we obtain

rD—pr® _p_ (2.26)

Letnow y” = (2,57) € P$) with z € R"~1. We denote by ¢ the geodesics in 2} connecting y; := (2,57 )

(1)

and y; = (z,s]") for some point y; = (z,s7) € I'"’. Note that ¢ is straight line in 2} with s is being the

arclength in both metrics ¥; gy, ¢ = 1,2. Since we have also by (2.26) that y; = (2,57 ) € ' then ¢

relies y; = (z,57) to yf = (2,s3) € T'?) for some point 5. We denote

T = ¢1(y;) = w2(y;) € F,, 5 = ¢1*6n = T;Z)2*en = €n, (227)
where gy : Ty QU — Ty, ()€ € = 1,2, is the differential of 1, at y1. Then we have
0, () -0, (¢ ¢
Se(w.en) = D A0EN) = @m0 = rl(en) = dg, (@,2)), (2.28)

where 7;2 = 94(<) and for some z} € .
Since x € I'_. By the assumption (L.I8]), we obtain

(1) (2)

T (2, en) =77 (2,ep),  Sg(2,€r) = Sgy (2, €4). (2.29)

In particular, 7 = x] and dg, (z,2]) = dg,(z,2]). Note that the pull-back preserves the arclength.
Therefore

dysg, (2,97) = dg, (2, 27) = dgy (2, 23) = dysg, (2, 93)- (2.30)

Since s is the arclength parameter in both metrics ¢} g1 and ¥ go, we get s{ = s5 , that is y(j) = yf) € Ff).

Therefore
r =1®  and ¢! =¢;'inT.

In view of this fact and the estimate (2.20), we can derive the following estimate:

|7 ge — €llgr—2qx) < Ce. (2.31)
Note that the C*~2-smoothness is due to the fact the pull-back 1} g contains the Jacobian of 1y, £ = 1,2.
Using the fact used above for the couple of C*-admissible metrics (g, g2), it is readily seen that

Yl =51, on O, (2.32)

Therefore 1} g1 and 5 g will satisty

Yigr = Y582, on OF, (2.33)
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form some neighborhood O* of I'* = 0Q)*.
This completes the proof of the Lemma. g

Let 1 and 17 as above. We have P (Bo\Q) = 1y 1(B,\Q). Then ¢ = thg 0 b1 !, is a diffeomorphism
from 2 into €2, and mapping the unit speed geodesics for g; normal to I" into unit speed geodesics for go
normal to I" and AEQ = A°

PEga’
Lemma 2.4. Let go € C*(Q) and 4y, £ = 1,2 as above. Let T% c T_ = I'*. Then we have
i i
e, Ml o < CMG = Aol o 0200, @34
Here ¥* = (0,T) x I'*.
Proof. For f € Hé ’1(2), let ug, £ = 1,2, solve the following initial boundary value problem
(02 — Ag,)ug =0 in Q:=(0,T) x Q,
ue(+,0) = Gug(-,0) =0 in Q, (2.35)
up = f on ¥ =(0,7) xT.

Then vy = jup = uy o 1Py solves
(= Ayrg)ve =0 in Q%= (0,7) x 0%,
ve(0,-) = Gve(0,-) =0 in Q¥ (2.36)
ve =Y, f = fouy on ¥* = (0,T) x I'*.
So using, the fact that Mcl_=T%, and 1y = id near ¢ = 1, 2, we obtain
AL (f) = duugse = Bvgse = My (), [* = foun = fods. (2.37)

ey
Therefore
[N, = AL )1 = 1AL, = ARSI < AL, = AL e s (2.38)

We may assume that, without loos of generality, Q@ = {x € R", p(z) < 0}, where p : R® — R is C! such
thatdp # 0 at ' = {z € R", p(z) = 0}. We have

[ 1reopante) = tim [ o (22 ) o o) Phdpto)a 239)

That limit does depend on the choice of the defining function p of I' = 0€2, nor the choice of the function
0 € CF(R,RY), satisfying, {5 6(s)ds = 1. Consider p* = p o 4y the defining function of I'* = 0Q*:

I* — o e R", p*(x) = 0},
and taking the variable change y = 1 (x) the right integral in (2.39)), can be write as
*
f o (%x)) 5V (¢, 2) 2| dp ()| dz — f 0 <”T(””)) 5 on (1, 2)[2|dp* ()| da- (2.40)
Q Q
Taking 0 — 0, we obtain from

f |f<t,w>|2do<x>=f (b ) Pdo™ (2), (2.41)
T T'*
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We repeat the same argument to the derivatives of f, we obtain,

from 2.38))

fHHl,l(E) = Hf*HHl,l(E*). ‘We deduce that

[(ALeg, = A )1 < CIAE, = AL IS Lt ony-

This completes the proof. U

Therefore, it suffices to consider the problem on Q* for metrics with the form (2.21)) and satisfying (2.24]).
Our goal is to show

[vien — v3galize) < O (1A%, — Al ). e42)
and recall that
lgr — ¥ g2l L2 ) < Clvigr — ¥igalr2ax), (2.43)

where ¢ = 1y 0 )] ! Then the estimate (I.19) follows easily from (Z.42)), (Z.43) and @2.34).
Hence, we denote ;' g, by g, and Q* by 2. From now on we will follow this notation.

3. GEOMETRICAL OPTICS SOLUTIONS AND INTEGRAL IDENTITY

As stated in the previous section, we aim to establish (2.42)). To this end, we first proceed to the construc-
tion of geometrical optics solutions to the wave equation. With an abuse of notations, from now on we will
replace the pulled back metric 1} g; and 15 g2 by g; and go respectively, and the domains 2* and O* by 2
and O respectively. Now we summarize the properties of g; and g5. Following (2.21)), and (2.24)), we have

(2)in = Oin, i=1,...,n, £=1,2, greC Q). 3.1

and
g1=gin0cQ, |g—elerzq <Ce £=12. (3.2)

In view of conditions (3.2]), we can extend g; and g to be Ck—2_smooth metrics on Q7 3 Q with g1 = g
on 1\ such that 2 is geodesically convex with respect to any one of them. Even increase the constant C
in (3.2), we can assume that the C¥~2(£2;)-norms of (g — ¢), £ = 1,2, are also bounded by Ce.

In order to prove the main results, we first need some basic estimates of the solutions for the wave
equation. We consider the following initial boundary value problem for the wave equation

(07 — Ag) r(t,z) = 2(t,x) in Q,
r(0,z) =0, 0r(0,2) =0 in Q, (3.3)
r(t,z) =0 on X.

We know this problem is well-posed, since we have the following existence and uniqueness result, see [[10].

Lemma3.1. Let T > 0, g € C?(R2). Assuming z € H'(0,T; L?(Q)) such that z(0,-) = 0 in §, then there
exists a unique solution r to (3.3) such that

re C*([0,77; L*()) n C'([0,T]; H5 () n C([0, TT; H* ().
Furthermore, there is a constant C > 0 such that
10er (t, ) r2(0) + VTt )22 < Clz]2)s (3.4)
and
|0Fr(t, M2y + 10t ) + It w2 < Clzlmor2@)- (3.5)
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As mentioned above, the proof of Theorem [[.2]is based on the use of geometric optical solutions. We use
the oscillating solutions of the form

k
u(t,x) = Z a;(t, z; h)etei 2 L (1 x),  (tx) e Q
j=1

with h € (0, hg) a small parameter, r}, is remainder term that admits a decay with respect to the parameter
h, and ¢; are real valued functions, j = 1,..., k. Inspired by Bellassoued and Ferriera [10], Bellassoued
[6] and Bellassoued and Rezig [12], we use these particular solutions to prove that the hyperbolic inverse
boundary value problem reduces to the problem to invert, in some sens, the geodesic ray transform on (2, g).
As indicated above, the assumption that on the smallness on the metrics (€2, gy), £ = 1,2, guarantees that
this metrics is simple and the geodesic ray transform transform is indeed s-invertible.

We introduce now the space A(Q) = H'(0,T; H*(Q)) n H3(0,T; L?(12)), equipped with the norm
N(a) = |a]gro,7mm20) + lallmso,rre@), @€ AQ). (3.6)

3.1. Solutions for the backward wave equation. We suppose, for a moment, that we are able to find a
function ¢1 € C2(£2) which satisfies the eikonal equation

Vaoil2 = > gldipdjor =1, Vreq, (3.7)
i,j=1

and assume that there exist a function a; € A(Q) which solves the transport equation

n ' 1
Egl,d)lal(t,x) = O0iaq + Z g{kéj@&kal + §(Ag1 (bl)al =0, VieR, z € Q, (3.8)
k=1

which satisfies for 7 > T* > Diam(Q2) + 24
a1(t, )|i<s = a1(t, @)|izrs—5 = 0, Ve (3.9)
Lemma 3.2. Let g1 € C*(Q), k > 2, with lgller (@) < Mo. Choose a1 € A(Q) solve (3.8)-(3.9) and
¢1 € C2() satisfy (32). Then for all h > 0 small enough, there exists a solution
urt, ) & C3([0, T T2(2)) ~ CH([0, T H'())  C([0, T*]; H3(2)
of the wave equation
(07 — Ag)u1 =0, in Q*:=(0,T*) x Q,
with the final condition
w (T, x) = opur (T*,2) =0, in Q,
of the form
ui(t,z) = al(t,:ﬂ)ei(‘bl(x)_t)/h + ra(t, ), (3.10)
the remainder 11 ,(t, x) is such that
rip(t,z) =0, (t,x)eX,
rip(T* z) = Ory (T, 2) =0, x€Q.

Furthermore, there exist C > 0, hg > 0 such that, for all h < hg the following estimates hold true.

2 k
DR f () e-s 0y < CR(an). (3.11)
k=05=0

The constant C' depends only on T*, Q and My (that is C' does not depend on h and € < 1).
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Proof. Let 11 1,(t, z) solves the following homogeneous boundary value problem
(8? — Agl) r(t,x) = z1p(t,x) in QF,
r(T*,x) = or(T*,x) =0, in €, (3.12)
r(t,x) =0 on X,
where the source term 21 j, is given by
an(tw) = = (3 = Ag) ( (t)e @ -0m). (3.13)

To prove our Lemma it would be enough to show that r satisfies the estimates (3.11)). By a simple computa-
tion, we have

—z1p(t, x) = O @-D/h (67 — Ag,y) ar(t, z) — 2ih_1ei(¢1($)_t)/h£gh¢lal(t,x)

— h2ay(t, )" @0 (1 — |V, ¢12)). (3.14)
Taking into account (3.8) and (3.7), the right-hand side of (3.14) becomes
2ty @) = O @DhE2 A ay(t,x) = — O @Dy gy, (3.15)

Since a; € A(Q) and satisfies (3.9), we deduce that z € H{ (0, T*; L%(92)). Furthermore, there is a constant
C > 0 does not depend on A and ¢, such that

|2l 2(@#) + [0zl 2 (gx) < OR(aq). (3.16)
By Lemma[3.1] we find
r1in € C2([0,T*]; LA() n CH([0, T*]; HE () n C([0,T*]; H2()). (3.17)

Further, the function
T *

Fata) = [ (s, a)ds,
t
solves the mixed hyperbolic problem (3.12)) with the right side

T T
Zip(t x) = f 21 (2, 8)ds = _Z'hf 2(x, 8)0s (el(¢1(x)—s)/h) ds.
t t
Integrating by part with respect to s, we conclude from (3.16)), that
Hél,hHL2(Q*) < ChX(ay).
and by (3.4), we get

Iren(t )ez@) = [071a(E, ) 2@) < ChR(a). (3.18)

Since | 211 £2(g#) Pl Oe21,nl L2 (%) < CN(al), by using again the energy estimates for the problem (3.12),
obtain

101 n(ts )2y + IVriat, )z < OR(a1). (3.19)

and by (3.3), we have
[02rn(t, 2@y + 10rin(t e @) + Irint ) g2@) < Ch™'R(ar). (3.20)
Collecting (3.18)-(3.19) and m we get (3.11). The proof is complete. O
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We will now construct the phase function ¢; solution to the eikonal equation (3.7) and the amplitude aq
solution to the transport equation (3.8)). As mentioned above the Riemannian manifold (£2,g) is simple.
Then the eikonal equation (3.7)) can be solved globally on Q. To see this, we pick y € I'; := 9€;. Denote
points in 2 by (r, ) where (,0) are polar normal coordinates in {2; with center y. Thatis x = exp, (rf)
where r > 0 and § € S, = {£ € Ty, €| = 1}. In these coordinates (which depend on the choice of ¥)
the metric takes the form g (r,6) = dr? + g;(r, 0), where go(r, 0) is a smooth positive definite metric. For
any function « compactly supported in €2, we set for r > 0 and 0 € 5,2,

u(r,0) = u(expy(rﬁ)),

where we have extended u by 0 outside €2 and we use this notation to indicate the representation in the polar
normal coordinates. An explicit solution to the eikonal equation (3.7) is the geodesic distance function to
yely

¢1(x) = dg, (7, 7). (3.21)
By the simplicity (smallness) assumption, since 3 € ;\Q, we have ¢; € C*(£2) and
61(r,0) = r = dy, (2,y). (3.22)
Moreover, we have (see [6])
Vori(z) = Yyo(r), r=dg(z,y) (3.23)

where v, ¢ is the unique geodesic connecting y to .
The next step is to solve the transport equation (3.8). Let oy, = ag, (7, 0) be the square of the volume
element in geodesic polar coordinates. The transport equation (3.8)) becomes (see [10])

1
Orfiy + Orfly + 10, Orrg, = 0. (3.24)
Let k1 € CP(R) and b € H?(0,59). Let us define @; by
ay(t,r,0) = agll/4ﬂ1(t —1r)b(y,0). (3.25)

Then @; is a solution of the transport equation (3.8). Now if we assume that suppri < (0, ), then for any
x = exp,(rf) € €1, itis easy to see that @y (¢,7,0) = 0ift < dandt > T* —§ for some T* > Diam Q + 24.

3.2. Solutions for the forward wave equation. Let ¢;, ¢o be two phase functions solving the eikonal
equation with respect to the metrics g; and go respectively.

|Vg1¢1|§1 = Z g{kaj(blak(bl =1, |Vg2¢2|§2 = Z g%kaj@@k@ =1, onQQ. (3.26)
k=1 k=1

Let ay € A(Q) solve the transport equation in R x  with respect to the metric g; and the phase function ¢;
n
; a
Lo ,02(t,7) = Craz + Y. gl ;61000 + ;Aglqﬁl =0, (3.27)
Jk=1
and we denote the symmetric 2-tensor s = (s;) j defined by
sjkzg‘é fgjl, L k=1,...,n. (3.28)
Let as € A(Q) solve the following transport equation in R x £ with respect to the metric g

n . a
Loy s,03(t, 75 h) = dag + Y g 0;d00pas + ngquz = as(t, z)m(z, h), (3.29)
G.k=1
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where
m(w,h) = =5 @O N 500610001, (330)
G k=1
and which satisfies the bound
R(az) < Ch™2|s]c2X(az). (3.31)

Let us now explain how to construct a solution a3 satisfying (3.29) and (3.31). To solve the transport
equation (3.29) with (3.31) it is enough to take, in the geodesic polar coordinates (r, ) (with respect to the
metric g»)

asg(t,r,0;h) = ag_21/4(7“, 0) f aéé4(s, O)as(s —r +t,s,0)m(s,0,h)ds, (3.32)
0

where oy, (7, 8) denotes the square of the volume element in geodesic polar coordinates with respect to the
metric g2. Using that |m(-, h)|¢2 < Ch~2|s|c> and (3.32) we obtain (3.31).

Lemma 3.3. Let gy € C2(9) such that lgeller ) < Mo, £ = 1,2. Let az, a3 € A(Q) solve respectively
3.22)-13.29) and ¢1, ¢ satisfy (3.26) and let T > Diam Q). Then for all h > 0 small enough, there exists a
solution
uslt, w3 ) € C2([0, T 1() ~ CH([0, T (@) A C([0, T]; H3(9)
of the wave equation
(02 — Ag,)uz =0, in Q:=(0,T) x €,
with the initial condition
u2(0,2) = Opu2(0,2) =0, in 9,
of the form
ug(t, 23 h) = hag(t, )P @0 4 qa(t, 2)el02@)=0/h 4 ron(t, ), (3.33)
the remainder 7 ,(t, x) is such that
ron(t,z) =0, (t,x)eX,
ron(0,2) = Oira p(0,2) =0, x e
Furthermore, there exist C > 0, hg > 0 such that, for all h < hg the following estimates hold true.
2k

20 2 W ot et s ) < Ch+ h™2s|c2)R(az). (3.34)
k=05=0

The constant C depends only on T, Q) and My (that is C does not depend on a and h and ¢).

Proof. We set

zon(t,x) = — (6 — Ag,) (has(t, 2)e O gt h)el(? _t)/h). (3.35)
To prove our Lemma it would be enough to show that if r3 j, solves
(6 — Ag,) Top = 224(t, @) (3.36)

with final and boundary conditions
roh(0,2) = Oira p(0,2) =0, inQ, and ryp(t,z) =0o0n X, (3.37)
then the estimates (3.34) holds. We have

—zgp(t, ) =he G0 (22— ALY ag + 2iei(¢1_t)/h<8ta2 + 3 63t 0d100az + %A&%)
jk=1
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+ h—1a26i(¢1_t)/h (1 — Z ggkajqﬁlé’kgbl) + ei(¢2_t)/h (63 — AgQ) az
k=1

+2ih e B0 L o as(t, @) + B 2agel (P20 (1 — |V, ¢2|§2). (3.38)
Taking into account (3.26) and (3.26)), the right-hand side of (3.38) becomes

n

—zantyw) = O3 = Ag)as +2i( ] sipdiondhaz + 2 (Dgybr — Ay )|
Jk=1

+ 2ih el (92— t)/h [ﬁg%@ag(t, x) — ag(t, x)m(z, h)]
+ @20/ (2 AL as. (3.39)
By (3.29) we get
— 2z p(t,x) = hei(@1—t)/h (8152 — AgQ)CLQ

n

+ Qieu(qﬁl_t)[ Z 810010k + 2 ( g1 — Ag1¢1)] + ell#2=t)/h (07 — Ag,) as

jk=1
= [ewl/h(hko + k1) + ei‘b?/hkg]e_it/h = zo,h(t,m)e_it/h, (3.40)
where
n
k‘o = (8? — Ag2>a2, k‘l = Z Sjkaj(ﬁlakag + — ( g2¢1 Ag1¢1>, k:g = (5252 — Ag2> as.
k=1
Since k; € H}(0,T; L*(9)), j = 0,1, 2, by Lemma[3.1], we deduce that
ron € C2([0,T]; L*(Q)) n CH([0,TT; HY (Q)) n C([0,T]; H*(Q)). (3.41)
Further, the function
t
Ton = f ron(s,)ds (3.42)
0
solves the mixed problem (3.36)-(3.37)), with the right hand side
t t
Zop(t,x) = f 2o (s, x)ds = ihf zo7h(s,x)8se_w/hds. (3.43)
0 0
Integrating by part with respect s, we obtain
1220l 22() < C (B + 7Y |s]c2) R(az), (3.44)
and by the energy estimate (3.4)) for 75 ,, we get
lran ()2 (@) = 102t 2@y < C (h* + sl c2) R(az). (3.45)
Moreover, we have
HZQJLHLQ(Q) <C (h + h_ZHEHCQ) N(ag), (3.46)
and by using again the energy estimates (3.4)) for the problem (3.36)-(3.37), we obtain
IVr2n(t, r2@) + l0rant, 2@ < C (h+ k72 |sle2) N(az), (3.47)

and by (3.3), we get
|02 ot M 2@y + 102, (M @) + Iren(t a2y < C(L+ 272 s]e2)R(az). (3.48)
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This completes the proof. 0

3.3. Integral identity. This section is devoted to the proof of some integral identity. We use the following
notations; let g1, g2 € C¥(€2), we recall that s.(2) = (2" — g*)(z), and we denote

a(w) = VB sy —a@) -1, o) =ale) Y spl@)dhransr, (3.49)
Vel jk=1
and " = (s ) jx, with
(@) = (@)l — ") (3.50)
Then the following holds
lol 2y < Clislz2@),  1Bleo) < Clslleo(q)- (3.51)

Indeed, for the last inequality, since (2 is compact, there exist mq > 0 such that lgj| = mo, j = 1,2, then

1
< —|lg2| — le1l| < Cllgz — :
1B(2)] T ’|g2| |g1|‘ lg2 — g1lleo)

where |g|, denotes the determinant of g, and

C = sup |D(det) ((1 - p)gz + pg1) ||
p€[0,1]

Let now g1, g2 € C*(Q) two metrics tensor such that gy = g in O and T > T* > Diam . Let uy, us such
that

uy € C*([0,7*]; L*(2)) n CH([0, T*]; H' () n C([0, T*]; H*(2))

uz € C*([0, T; L*(9)) 0 C([0, TT; H' (Q)) 0 C([0, T]; H*(2))
and solve respectively the following boundary problems in Q* = (0,7%*) x Q and Q = (0,7) x Q

(02 — Ag,)u1 =0, in Q% ; (02 — Ag,)ug =0, in Q, (3.52)
up(T#,-) = Guy (T*,-) =0, in £, u2(0,-) = Gpuz(0,) =0, in Q.
Let u the unique solution of the following initial boundary value problem
(02 — Ag))u =0, in Q,
u(0,-) = dpu(0,-) =0, in Q, (3.53)
U = Ug on X.

We denote w = u — uz. Then w solves the initial boundary value problem

(atQ - Agl)fw = 7(6252 - Agl)UQ(t,CC), in Q’
w(0,-) = 3w(0,-) = 0, in Q, (3.54)

w =0 on X,
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Let 5 € C(€2) with »c = 1 in Q\O, and consider wy = scw. Then wy solves the following initial boundary
value problem

(0F — Ag)wo = —(0F — Agyua(t, x) — [Ag;, ]w, in Q,
wp(0, -) = dywp(0,-) =0, in Q, (3.55)
wo =0 on X,

where we have used that (07 — Ag, Juz = (07 — Ag,)uz = 0in O. We multiply both hand sides of the first
equation (3.33) by w, integrate by parts in time and use Green’s formula (2.3) to get

0= f w1 (07 — Ag, )wo dvy, dt
*

*

= —f (0] — Agy )up dvyy, dt — f U [Ag,, sJwdvy, dt
*

= — f [ [Agla %]w dvgl dt + f Orua Oitq dVg1 dt
# Q=

n

+ f ﬂlAgQUQ dvg2dt + f < Z s;-ké’juﬁkﬂl) dvg1 dt,
Q* k=1
and after using a second time Green’s formula (2.3]), we end up with the following integral identity

n

f Ul [Agla %]@ dVg1 dt = — ﬁ(x)&tulatﬂg dvgl dt + f ( Z S;kajulakﬂg) dvgl dt. (3.56)
Next, taking inspiration to the analysis carried out in [7] we obtain a stability estimate in the unique con-
tinuation of solution of the wave equation from lateral boundary data on an arbitrary non-empty relatively
open subset I'% of T". We shall use the following notations. Let © € be a given smooth neighborhood of
the boundary I', we consider then three open subset O, j = 1,2, 3 of O, such that

Oj11 < O, T coo;, (3.57)
and we select the cut-off function 2 as in (3.36) such that
#(x) =0, z€0s x(x)=1 zecN0s. (3.58)

We have the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let T be sufficiently large. Then there exist positive constants C, Ty € (DiamQ,T), u and
Vs such that the estimate

_1
[wlz2o,04)x ©0208)) < OV 2wl + €710 = Ag)wlr2o,r)x0) + 0wl 2(s))-  (3.59)

holds for any v > 7, and any w € H*(Q) such that w = 0 on .

The key idea of the proof of Lemma is to combine the analysis carried out in [9], which is based
on a Carleman estimate specifically designed for the system under consideration, with the Fourier-Bros-
Iagolnitzer (FBI) transformation. Indeed we take advantage of the fact that the FBI transform of the time
derivative of the solution w satisfies elliptic equation in the vicinity of the boundary in order to apply a
Carleman elliptic estimate where no geometric condition is imposed on the control domain.
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4. RECOVERY OF SYMMETRIC 2-TENSOR

Lemma 4.1. There exists C > 0 and T* € (DiamQ,T') such that for any a1, ay € A(Q) satisfying the
transport equation (3.27) with (3.9) the following estimate holds true

T*
|| etweme.z) vy, atl < sl (h-+ 2ol
FTE (D725l e2) + e TRTEAG, — AL, R(a)R(az). @41)

for any sufficiently large v and sufficiently small h.

Proof. Let T* satisfying Lemma 3.4l Following Lemma [3.3] let uy be a solution to the wave equation
(02 — Ag,)uz = 0in Q, with the initial data u3(0, -) = J;u2(0,-) = 0in 2 of the form

Ua(t,x) = hag(t,z)e "G =M L gzt ; h)e @200 L7 (4 2),

where 79 j, satisfies (3.34)) and a3 satisfies (3.31). Thanks to Lemma let u; be a solution to the wave
equation (07 — Ag, )u; = 0 in Q, with the final data u; (7%, ) = dpu1 (T*,-) = 0 in Q of the form

uy(t, ) = ap(t, x)e! @/ 4 Tt ),
where 71 5, satisfies (3.11). Then
Oiia(t, ) = hdgag(t, x)e 1=/ gy (t, z)e (S1=D/h
+ dras(t, x; h)e*i(@*t)/h + ihas(t, x, h)e*i((brt)/l1 + 0iTo (L, x)
oruy (t,x) = dray(t, x)ei(qbl_t)/h —ih tay(t, x)eiwl_t)m + 0¢r1 - 4.2)
Let us compute the first term in the right hand side of (3.36). We have

T T
fo . B(x)0yur 0z dvy, dt = b~ fo . B(x)aray dvy, dt
T T*
+ hj B(x) (Graidpas) dvg1 dt — zj B(x)ay0ras dvg1 dt
0 JQ 0 JQ
T T
+ hj ﬁ(m)&t@&trlﬁe_i(%_t)/h dvg, dt + zf B(z) (Graia2) dvy, di
0 0
. — |
+1i f 5(x)628tr1,he_l(¢1_t)/h dvy, dt + f ﬁ(m)@tagatale’(¢l_¢2)/h dvy, dt
0 0
0 - 0 o
—ih ! j ﬁ(m)&tﬁgalei(d’l*@)/h dvy, dt —|—J 5(36)8tr1,h8tdge*i(¢2*t)/h dvy, dt
Q Q
OT* 0 L
+ih! f B(z)azdya, e Pr—?2)/h dvy, dt + h? f B(z)arase’Pr—e2)/h dvy, dt
Q Q
OT* | T*O
+ih 1 f ﬁ(m)@trl,hage_’(@_t)/h dvy, dt —l—f ﬁ(m)@talaﬁg,hel(m_t)/h dvy, dt
0 Jo 0 Ja

T% T*
—iht f 0 ﬁ(m)alaﬁg,hei(m*t)/h dvg1 dt + f 0 B(x)0pr1 10T p, dvg1 dt.
0 0
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Thus, we have from (.11), (3.31), (3.34) and (3.3])) the following identity
T*

T*
J B(x)drur Otz dvy, dt = ! f B(r)(araz)(t, ) dvy, dt + Ji(h), 4.3)
0 JQ 0 JQ

where
[ T1(W)] < sz (1 + hs]lc2(0)) R(az)R(ar). (4.4)
On the other hand, we have

djur = 8‘alei(¢17t)/h + ihilﬁqﬁlalei(‘brt)/h +0jr1n
Oplia = hopase "1/ _ gy oppre @1 —0/h
— ihYazdpgae @270 4 gy gaem i @270/ 4 oy (4.5)
and the second term in the right side of (3.36)) becomes

T*
J f x)Vuy(t, ), VﬂQ(t,x)> dvy, dt

f <S V(ﬁl, V¢1> (alag)(t, x) dvgl dt + jQ(h) + j3(h) (46)
with

T* T*
Jo(h) = hf (s'(z)Vax, V62>0 dvy, dt — zf f @ (s (z)Vay, V¢1(x)>0 dvg, di
Q Q
0 o 0 - |
+i f f ay (8'(x)Van, V1), dvy,dt + h f f e OIS (2)Vay, Vg ), dviE dt
0 JQ 0 JQ

T
- Zf fg Gpe (O (s"(x)Vrin, Vor), dvg,dt
0

and

T%
h)=—z‘h‘1f fage“%—@)/h (s'Vay, Vo), dvy, dt
f f or=0)/h (' a1, Vag),, dvi dt+f f W=/ (N ay, V), dve, dt
T .
f f (S'Vr1p, Vi), dve, dt+ h™ f Jalagezwl¢2>/h<s’v¢1,wz>o dvy, dt
T* )
+ih~ f f are’ =P (NG, V), dvy, dt +ihT! f f are’ OISV Gy, Vo), v dt

™ T*
—ih™ f fage i(p2— t)/h</vr1h,v¢2 dvy dt+f f —i(¢2—t)/h <S V?"lh,Va3> dv?, dt.

From (3.31)), (3.34) and (3.11)), we have
| To(h)] + 1T3(R)] < [slc2 (1 4+ h™s]e2()) R(az)R(ar). 4.7)
Taking into account (£.3), (4.6) and (3.36), we deduce that

T*
f ui[Ag,, %Jwdvy, dt = hlf f J(a1@2)(t, z) dvg, dt + Ji(h) + Ja(h) + T3(h),  (4.8)
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where we have used that

0=—Bx)+ Y Sipdid10kdr = o(x) > 8ju0i10k1.
Ji:k=1 j.k=1

In view of (@.7) and (&.4)), we obtain

T*
|f f )(a1@2)(t, z) dvy, di|

<H5HC2 (h+ h7%|s]c2) R(ar)R(az) + hHwHL2((o,T*)x(02\03))HU1HL2(0,T*;H1(Q)))
_ _1
C|lsllez (h+ B2 lsle) Nan)N(az) + h (v 2 ol an ) + 1] pa(ee) ) R(a1) | (4:9)

where we have used (07 — Ay, )w = 0in O x (0,T). Moreover for w solution of the equation (3.34), we
have

|lwlmq) < Cll(Agy — Agy)u2lr2(0,7:22(0))
< Clsle2uzlz2 0. m2(0)) < C(1+ h™%|s]c2)R(az) (4.10)
and
lovwl 2y < CIAL — AL N fall s (4.11)
Further, we have

o,1:m2() + w2 = 2l 5o, H ()

| frll sy =
éChillN(ag).

This, (9), @I0) and @II) yield
|jf Jam)(t, ) v dt] < Cflslez (b + B2 lslez) +7 3+ h2]s]ca)
+ hT NS, = AL [R@)R(a2). 4.12)

This completes the proof. U
Lemma 4.2. There exist C > 0 and ju > 0 such that for any b € H?(0, SQ) the following estimate

|L Qz@mm@ﬁw@ﬁmwﬁwwgﬁwﬁn<0Uﬂ@w+n*w%a
+580

“E(h+ W sle2) + B AL, — AL I N sy 413)
holds for any v sufficiently large and h sufficiently small.

Proof. Following (3.23), let T sufficiently large and take two solutions of the form
a(t,r,0) = ag k(t —r)b(y,0),
aa(t,r,0) = ag, At —r)uly, 9).

Now we change variable in @.1)), = exp,(rf), r > 0 and 6 € S, ;. Then

T
[ [ ettt pante.yavy, a
0 Q
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T%
= f f f o(r, 0)ay (t,r,0)az(t,r, 0)oy 1/2 dr dwy(0) dt
0 SyQ1J0

I
s
A
S
h

o(r, 0)x*(t — 1)b(y, 0)u(y, 0) dr dw, (0) dt

(r, 0)K2(t — r)b(y, 0)u(y, 0) dr dw, (0) dt.

We conclude that

T* v,0)
|f L 0 f o(r, 0)5> (t — r)b(y, 0) p(y, 0) dr dwy (6) di| < C[HEHCQ (h+ h=3|s]e2)

_1 _ _
+ 7R+ D72 sle2) + W3 A, — AL 16, Vpppsray @14

where S Qy = {0 € S,Q; : (#,v(y))g < 0}. Given the support properties of the function «, the left-hand
side of the inequality reads in fact

0 7+ (y,0)
f J;,' 0 jo o(r, 9)'%2 (t —r)by, 0)p(y, 0) dr dw,(0) dt

y,0
- LQ f 3(r, 0)b(y, 0)u(y, 6) dr dwy (6).

Since V1 = 4y,0(r), we obtain

T+ (y,0) )
| et o - D j (0 (M)S3k (0 (M)A (A () dr = Ty, (05)(,0). (419)

0 k=1

Integrating with respect to y € 0€); in we obtain
| L . Tea(09)0,0)b(5, (0. 0) o7 (5.0)| < Clsles ( -+ hlslea)
+5821

_1 _ _
YR B2 sl2) + BT AL, = AL |16y, Vs s -

This completes the proof of the lemma. U

4.1. Proof of main result. Let us now prove Theorem We denote t(x) = (tjz) = a(x)s(x) the
symmetric 2-tensor given by

tik(x) = a(x)(gék — g{k) = o(x)sjk(x), j,k=1,...,n. (4.16)
Since g = g} = 6jn, 5 = 1,...,n, we obtain
tjn=tn; =0, j=1,...,n. (4.17)
Furthermore we have
[tlee < Cligz ' — g1 lle2 = Clgz (81 — g2)g7 ez < Ce. (4.18)

Moreover the tensor t = (t;;) admits a decomposition into solenoidal and potential parts

t=1t"4 Vynv, v =0, ondQ, (4.19)
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where t°°! is the solenoidal part, v = (vy,...,V,) is vector field in © and
1 .
VgmV = §(Vjvk + Vivy), 1<jk<n

V is the covariant derivative in metric g1. Note that a tensor ol is called solenoidal if 65¢°' = 0, where §°
is dual operator to Vyp,.

Lemma 4.3. There exist C > 0, pij >, j = 1,2, 3,4 such that the following estimate holds true

6 20y < © (21 iy + 77 + A5, — A% ). (4.20)
Proof. We choose b(y,0) = Z,, (Ng, (1)) (y,6) and obtain using LemmaH.2]and @2.13)
| Ng, (01720, [Hch2 (h+h7%t]c2)

_1 _ —
772 (h A B2 te2) + W2tV A, — AQQH] [ Ney )l 2 (020)-

By interpolation inequality, we have

INey (O112(0) < ClINe (017500 N (O3 < C[ I8z (b + 273t

_1 _ _ 1/3 5/3
F B+ W2 tle2) + B A, — ALV (915

H3(21)"
We use (2.13) and (2.14)) to deduce
) — _1 _ _
61220y < C|[Itle2 (h+ B tlea) + 73 (b + B2 tce) + A2 AL, — u] It
1
C (2 (B2 + h7H ) + a8 M2+ R + R e L IAG, — AL 1M2).
Fixing h = HtHé/;tQ), we get
1+« _1
612200y < C1E125() + 7% + e7IA%, — AL, [1Y2)

< O tf2E Gy + 778 + e 7AL, — AL 13,

2+a/2
2+a

for some o« > 0. For 51 = , we can find k; sufficiently large such that

Itle2) < Clit] e+
1
< O s 42 < Ol
we therefore obtain

_ 1
62y < Ce2 [t aghy + (7712 + A%, — AL [Y°)

Moreover, for 5o = ﬁ, we can find ks sufficiently large we have
1 —
6 2y < 1691 ) 16 iy < C (2 tlaqey + 7742 + €7|A%, = AL, [#).  @21)
This completes the proof. U

Lemma 4.4. Let t be given by (4.16). Then there exist a constant C' > 0 such that, the following estimate
holds true
[t z2() < CIE" 2y (4.22)
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Proof. Since t = (t;1);i is such that t,,,, = 0 in {2 we can estimate

IVamVliz29) < Ol 2. (4.23)
Indeed we have
VoV + Vive = =262 k=1,...,n. (4.24)
In particular V,,v,, = —t59, and we have
ov; - ov; 1 - 6g15k
Vv, = —L _ Tk =3 _ = ke , 4.25
nVj o, ]; gnVk or, 2 Zélgl o, Vi ( )

where we have used

1 we (02105 0% 08inj 1 10 08145
Dh— g ot (T o e T ) 5B
=1

2 = 0xy, ox; oy oxy,
Therefore, since g1, = dpp, We get
Ovy,
Vavy = —,
nvn axn
Thus
Tn
Vi = —f 3% (2)dz, (4.26)
—0o0
and
[Vl z2() < Clitwnl2(0) (4.27)
Then we can estimate v;, 7 = 1,...,n — 1 from the relation
aV 1 1 v 1 8g14k 1
67] -5 > el SV = =285 = Vva. (4.28)
n 2,k=1 n
Integrating in x,,, we getforj =1,...,n — 1,

n—1
‘Vj(x,,xn < <Z f [V ( ' »Yn) | dyn + f (|t§(;:(.%' Yn)| + ‘Vn(x,7yn)‘ + \Vjvn(m',yn)\) dyn>

(4.29)
We denote
n—1 —
r) = bl G = 3, f (165" )] + v )| + 939 @' )] i
j=1 j=1
we deduce that
< < yn dyn + C(xn)) . (4.30)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality we get
Tn
lvi(z)] < ¢(xn) <C (C(wn) + J RC(yn)dyn> , j=1,....n—1

Integrating with respect = € €2, we find

Ivilrz@) < © Z [t5% 1 22() + Clvala @) < ClE m2(q)- (4.31)
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Similarly, taking V,,,, m = 1,...,n for (4.28) and applying Gronwall’s inequality, we get

n—1
Vil < C Z [6500 mr1.0) + Clval a2y < CIE 12(0)- (4.32)
j=1
Therefore
IVaymvlz2(9) < CIE 2. (4.33)
Taking t = ! + Vymv, we get
[tl2() < CIE 20 (4.34)
This completes the proof. 0

We return now to the proof of the main result. By and (4.22) and taking ¢ sufficiently small we get

Isllz20) = gz — &1 lrz) < Clltlzzi) < C (v + e"7[A, — AL [#). (4.35)
Writing g1 — g2 = g95g1, we obtain
lgr — g2l L2 () < Clisliz) < C (v + €97 AL, — AL [#) . (4.36)
Selecting
1 _
v = % lOg (2 + HAgl - Ag2 || M4)
we obtain (2.42)) and then (L.19).

This ends the proof of theorem.
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