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COMMENTS ON THE DETERMINATION OF THE
CONDUCTIVITY AT THE BOUNDARY FROM THE
DIRICHLET-TO-NEUMANN MAP

MOURAD CHOULLI

ABSTRACT. We revisit the stability issue of determining the conductivity at
the boundary from the corresponding Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. We discuss
both the method based on singular solutions and the one built on the localized
oscillating solutions. Our primary objective is not establishing new results on
this subject even if the present work contains some new ones. We mainly
clarify some points in the existing proofs and make some comments. We also
derive some consequences of the stability inequality of the determination of
the conductivity at the boundary from the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this text all functions we consider are real-valued. Let ) be a
Lipschitz bounded domain of R™ (n > 3), with boundary I'; and set

Ci(Q)={0e€C(Q); o >0inQ}.
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We consider, where o € C (), the symmetric bounded and coercive bilinear form
o (u,v) = (6Vu|Vuv)e, u,v € Hy(Q),

where (+|-)2 is the usual scalar product of L?().
Let F € H1(Q). There exists, according to Lax-Milgram’s lemma, a unique
v (F) € HY(Q) so that

a, (Vs (F),w) = (F,w)y, we HY(Q),

where (-, -); is the duality pairing between H}(Q) and its dual H~1(Q).
Denote by 7o the bounded trace operator from H'(Q) onto H'/?(I") defined by

Yow =wyr, weC®(N).

For simplicity convenience, yow is denoted in the sequel by w)r.

For h € H'/*(I), let £k denotes the unique element of H'((2) satisfying Ehjr = h
and

1€ 1 () = 1Bl mrrzry-

Pick g € H'/2(I"). Tt is then not difficult to check that
Uy (9) = Eg + vo(—div(eVEg)) € H(Q)

is the unique solution of the BVP

{ div(cVu) =0 in Q,

U‘F =4g.

Furthermore,
(1.1) o (D 1) < 2llgll g1y,

where 3 = 5(n,Q, mino) > 0 is a constant.
We define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map, associated to o € C(€2), by

Ay g€ HY2(T) —»Ay(g) € H V() :
<Aa(9)7h>1/2:aa(ua(g)vgh)v hEHl/Q(P)v

where (-, )5 is the duality pairing between H'/?(T') and its dual H~/*(T'). We
remark that we have, according to [24, Lemma 2.2 in page 131],

Ag(g) = Jayug(g),

where 0, denotes the derivative along the unit normal exterior vector field to I'. In
light of (1.1), we obtain

(Ao (9), )1 j2] < slloll oy llallmvayllhll ey, ke HY(T).
(2)

Whence A, € Z(HY?(T), H~/2(T)).

For notational convenience the natural norm of Z(H'/?(TI"), H=/?(T)) will sim-
ply denoted in the rest of this text by || - ||.

Fix 0<a <1,k >1andlet

5= {a € C @) v <0, ol o < ﬁ} .
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Theorem 1.1. If Q) is of class C*! then, for all 01,02 € ¥, we have
(1.2) lor = o2llem) < CllAg, — Ao |l

(1.3) 180 (01 — 02)llery < CllAg, — Ay /@D,

where C' = C(n,Q, k,a) > 0 is a constant.

As a €]0,1] — a/(1 + «) is strictly increasing, the best possible exponent in
(1.3) is obtained when oo = 1 and it is equal to 1/2.

In light of the interpolation inequality in [2, Lemma 3.2 in page 264] (in which
we substitute & by v), we deduce from Theorem 1.1 the following corollary.

Corollary 1.1. Assume that Q is of class CY'. Then, for all 01,09 € &, we have
lor = o2llem) < CllAg, — Ao |l
IV(01 = 02) oy < CllAg, — Agy||*/FY,

where C = C(n,Q, k,a) > 0 is a constant.

Theorem 1.1 was established by Alessandrini [2] using singular solutions. An
earlier result by Kohn and Vogelius [25] gives a uniqueness of the conductivity
and its normal derivative at the boundary. We also mention the works of Brown
[4] and Nakamura and Tanuma [29] for reconstruction formulas (for derivatives of
arbitrary order in [29]). The main idea introduced in [25] consists in constructing
oscillating solutions localized at a boundary point. We revisit this construction in
the last section to show that it gives also stability inequalities similar to that in
Theorem 1.1. The only difference is that we obtain, instead of a/(av + 1) in (1.3),
the exponent a/[2(a + 1)]. We initially expected to get by this method the same
exponent as in (1.3) but actually we do not succeed to modify our analysis to prove
it.

A variant of Theorem 1.1 was proven by Sylvester and Uhlamnn [32] by using
tools from microlocal analysis. They showed that the informations on conductivity
and its normal derivative at the boundary are contained in the two principal terms
of the full symbol of A,, considered as a pseudo-differential operator of order one.
These informations are extracted by using again oscillating solutions localized at a
boundary point. The results in [32] yield a Holder stability for the normal derivative
at the boundary, with an exponent v satisfying 0 < v < 1/(n+ 1) (see for instance
[33, Theorem 4.2 in page 6]).

We define, for fixed £ > 1 and p > n,

> = {oeW>P(Q); £7! <o, ||ollwan) <k}

In light of [11, Corollaire 1.2 in page 30], we can assert that W2P?(§2) is con-
tinuously embedded in C%%(Q), when o = 1 — n/p. Therefore we have obviously
YC¥, witha=1- n/p and some constant k = k(n,Q, p, k) > 1.

For 0 < ¢ < 1, define ®. by

D(0) = ||~ ifp e (0,¢),
0 if p € [¢,0).

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that Q is of class C*. Then, for all 01,05 € Y, we have
(1.4) llor — o2llar @) < CPc ([[Ag, — Asyll)
where ¢ = c(n,Q,p, k) >0 and C = C(n,Q, p, k) > 0 are constants.
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Alessandrini [1] established a similar inequality to that in Theorem 1.2 for H*+2,
when s > n /2, conductivities with a logarithmic modulus of continuity of indefinite
exponent —y, 0 < v =y(n,s) < 1.

The interior stability inequality is achieved by performing the usual Liouville’s
transform in order to reduce the inverse conductivity problem into the problem of
recovering the potential ¢ in —A + ¢, from the corresponding Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map. When o € %, the associated potential ¢, belongs to LP(). It is not nec-
essarily bounded but still a function. We point out that the regularity on the
conductivity can be relaxed. The case of C® conductivities was considered by
Caro, Garcia and Reyes [8], in which ¢, is only a distribution (see the exact state-
ment in [8, Theorem 1.1, page 470]). In that case the proof is more intricate. The
analysis in [8] follows the one introduced by Haberman and Tataru in [21] to prove
uniqueness for C! (or Lipschitz and close to a constant) conductivities. The case
of Lipschitz conductivities was conjectured by Uhlmann and proved by Caro and
Rogers in [9]. We point out that there is only few results in the case of less regular
conductivities and partial boundary data. We refer to the recent paper by Krupchyk
and Uhlmann [28] where uniqueness results are established for conductivities with
only 3/2 derivatives.

The first uniqueness result of determining piecewise real-analytic conductivities
from the corresponding Dirichlet-to-Neumann map was obtained in the earlier work
by Kohn and Vogelius [26].

We define the map A by

A:oeCi(Q)— Ay € BHYX(T), H-YV(I)).
We leave to the reader to check that A is continuous.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that Q2 is of class Cl’_l. Then there exists a dense subset
7 of C1(2), endowed with the topology of C(Q), so that A4 is injective.

It is worth noticing that A can be extended to continuous map from L°(€2) into
B(HV2(T'), H-'/2(T')), where

LT (Q) = {0 € L (Q); essinfo > 0}.

We know from Lusin’s theorem that every function of L>°(§2) can be approximated
pointwise (in the almost everywhere sense) by a sequence of C(Q). Unfortunately,
this is not sufficient to extend Theorem 1.3 to bounded conductivities.

There is a tremendous amount of literature devoted to the inverse conductivity
problem. We will not discuss in details this literature. We refer to the nice review
paper by Uhlmann [33] on the inverse conductivity problem and the related topics,
starting from the pioneer paper by Calder6n [6]. This review paper contains also
the most significative results for the two dimensional case whose treatment uses
tools from complex analysis. For sake of clarity, we do not comment in the present
work the two dimensional case.

We close this introduction by remarking that it appears from our analysis that
CU! regularity of the domain seems to be the best possible one.

2. STABILITY AT THE BOUNDARY USING SINGULAR SOLUTIONS

We shall use in the sequel the following extension theorem.
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Theorem 2.1. Assume that Q is of class C*' and 0 < 8 < 1. Then there exists
&g € B(CHP(Q),CHP(R™)), preserving positivity, so that &sfiq = f, for any f €
C1B(Q). Furthermore,

||gﬁ||{@(01,B(§)101,5(Rn)) < Ca
for some constant C = C(n,Q, 3) > 0.

Proof. This theorem is more or less known. One can recover for instance the proof
by modifying slightly that of [11, Theorem 1.16, page 23]. O

Define ¥¢ = &,(X). In light of Theorem 2.1 we can assert that
2 c{oe CHR"); k7 <o, ollcremn < K},

where k¢ = Ck, with C' as in the preceding theorem in which 3 is substituted by
Q.
Consider, for each o € X, the operator L, acting as follows

Lou = div(oVu), ue€ C*(Q),

and set
Sy ={ueC?’Q); Lyu=0}, o€,

2.1. Proof of (1.2) of Theorem 1.1. Denote by L,, o € ¥, the operator that
acts as follows

Lou=Au+Vino-Vu, ueC*Q),
We present a proof based on the singularities of the fundamental solution of the
operator L., obtained by Levi’s parametrix method.

Let Qp © Q be a Lipschitz domain and set Q4 = Q and Q_ = Q \ﬁ Since
Q_ and 4 are both Lipschitz domains, they possess the uniform interior cone
property. Therefore, there exists R > 0 and 6 €]0, 7/2[ so that, for each zg € T, we
find £ = 4 (wg) € S*~! with the property that

Cr(rg) ={z€R™ 0< |z —x0| <R, (x —x0) - && > |x — 20| COSO} C Ny

The following fact will be useful in the sequel : if z, = xo+ pé+, with 0 < p < R/2,
then

dist(z,, 0€x(x0)) = psinb.

Pick 29 € T. Let R > 0 and & = &4 (z0) be as in the definition of the interior cone
property. We use in what follows the notations

x5 =0 + (6/2)4, ys = xo + (6/2)6—, 0< < R/2.

Of course x5 and y5 depend on xg.
We denote by H the usual fundamental solution of the Laplace operator:

n— -1 -n n
H(z,y) = [(n=2)[S"7"] |z —y|*™, a,yeR", a#y.
Then straightforward computations show that

IVH(z,y)]> = [S"7Ple —y*7?", 2,y eR", x#y.

The following result follows readily from [22, Theorem 5, page 282] (see also [12,
Theorem A.7, page 265]) applied to the operator L.
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Theorem 2.2. For any o € ¥ and y € Qo \ Q, there exists u¥ € .7, so that
(2.1) uf(z) = H(z,y)l < Clz =y, z€Q,

(2.2) Vul(2) - VH(z, )| < Clo — g, 2e®,

where C = C(n,Q,,a,k) >0 is a constant.

The preceding result is obtained from [22, Theorem 5, page 282] with a C2-
smooth domain §2; satisfying Q1 Qg 3 Q. In that case &,0 gives an extension of
o in Q; with the properties required in [22, Theorem 5, page 282].

The following lemma can be deduced easily from the preceding theorem.

Lemma 2.1. There exist three constants C = C(n,Q,,a,k) > 0, 0 < v =
t(n,Q,,a,k) < R and 0 < §p = (n,Q,, , k) < t/2 so that
(2.3) Vui(z) - Vug(z) > Clz — ys|*2", € B(wg,t) N, 0< 3 < do,
where u; = ugj with o5 € X, j = 1,2, is as in Theorem 2.2.

It is worth noticing that this lemma says that Vuq(z) - Vug(z) behaves like
|VH (z,ys)|?, locally near .

In the rest of this subsection, C = C(n,Q,,a,k) > 0 will denote a generic
constant. Also, the constants t and Jy are the same as in Lemma 2.1.

Pick 0; € ¥, j = 1,2, and set 0 = 01 — 0. Fix xg € T so that |o(z0)| = [|o]lc(n)
and, without loss of generality, we may assume that |o(xo)| = o(xo).

Let uj = uy? € .7, j = 1,2, be given by Theorem 2.2 and set

vj = Uy —/Qujdx (€ S5,)-

Since
loller)y = o(zo) < o(z) + 26|z — 20|%, 2 € Q,

we get

(2.4) ||O'||C(F)/ Vuy - Vugdx S/ oVuy - Vugdx
B(Io,t)ﬁﬂ B(Io,t)ﬂﬂ

+ 2/@'/ | — 20|*Vuy - Vuadz.
B(xg,t)NQ2
Hereafter, 0 < § < §g. Using that
B(zs,0sin6/2) C B(xzg, ) N €y (x0) C B(zg,t) N,
we get from (2.3)

(2.5) / Vuy - Vuadz > |B(zs, §sin0/2)[(36/2)*72" > €527,
B(Io,t)ﬁﬂ
Taking into account that

|z —ys| > /2, xeQ\ B(xo,t),

and
|V’LL]| S C|:I: - y6|2_2n7 j = 17 27

/ O'V’ul . VUQ S C.
Q\ B(zo,t)

we obtain
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Therefore

(2.6) / oVuy - Vusdr < / oVuy - Vusdr + C.
B(Io,t)ﬁﬂ Q

Let R (independent of z) sufficiently large in such a way that
0 C B(ys,R) \ B(ys,0sinf/2).

In that case, we have

R

/ |z — 20| *Vuy - Vuadr < |S”*1| (6/2+ T)“rlfndr.
B(zo,r)Ne2 §sinf/2

In consequence,
(2.7) / |z — 20|*Vuy - Vugdz < C§2 ",
B(zo,0)NQ

Inequalities (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7) in (2.4) give

(2.8) Cllollea < 6n2 /Q oV - Vuadz + 6.

Let
V= {u € HY(Q); /Qu(x)dx = 0} .

Then Poincaré’s inequality shows the map w — [[Vwl|[12(q) defines a norm on V'
equivalent to the usual H'-norm.
We get in a straightforward manner, by using inequality (2.2),

Vvl 2y < C8E™M/20 j=1,2.

Combined with the continuity of the trace operator w € H'(Q) — wyr € HY/*(T),
these inequalities imply

(2.9) vl garery < COC™/20 j=1,2.

Now according to a well known identity (e.g. [2, formula (3.4), page 265]), we
have

/ UV’Ul -V’Ugdl‘ = <(A1 — Ag)’Ul,’U2>1/2.
Q
Here and henceforward, A; = A,;, j = 1,2. Inequality (2.9) then yields
(2.10) / oVvy - Vg < CO*"||A; — Ag.
Q
Putting together (2.8) and (2.10) in order to get
Cliollemr) < 1A1 — Aqf| + 6%

We obtain by passing to the limit, when § tends to 0,

loller) < CllAr = Asl|.
That is we proved (1.2).
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2.2. Proof of (1.3) of Theorem 1.1. We shall need the following proposition.
We provide its proof in Appendix A. We use hereafter the notation

0, ={z e Q; dist(z,T') <r}, r>0.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that 2 is of class CYY. There exists ¢ = (n,Q) so that
we have :
(i) For any x € §Q;, there exists a unique p(x) € T such that

|z —p(x)| = dist(z,T), & = p(z) — [z = p(2)[v(p(2))-
(it) If © € Qp then xz, = p(z) — tla — p(x)|v(p(x)) € Q, t €]0,1], and
p(x) = p(x), o — p(x)| = tdist(z, ).
In the rest of this text, we keep the notations ¢, Q, and p(z), x € Q,, as they
are defined in Proposition 2.1. We will also use the following semi-norm
[V fla = sup { |Vf(|x)_ y|af( )|, T,y €Q, x# y} , feat Q).

Lemma 2.2. Assume that Q is of class C*' and fix 2 > 0. Let f € C»*(Q)
satisfying, for some xg €T,

[Vfla <s and —9,f(zo)=|0,f(z0)| > 0.

Then, we have

(2.11) |00 f (o)ldist(z,T) < f(2) = f(p(x)) +3sa — 207, € Q.
Proof. Let x € Q; and set T = p( ). Then

—0,f(%) = =0, f(20) = |0, f(Z) — 0 f (w0)],
and hence

=0, f(Z) > =0, f(x0) — »|T — xo|“.

But
|xo — Z| < |xo — 2| + |z — E| < 2|2 — ).
Therefore
(2.12) — 0, f(T) > =0y f(w0) — 25T — wo|®.
Since
f(@) = f(&) = f(Z = |o = Z|v(T)) - f(Z)
1
— jr—4 / V(E =t — #|u(7)) - v(@)dt,
0
we obtain

(@) — f@) = ~0,f@)e - &)
e -4 / (VF(@ — te — 3u(@) - V()] v(@)dt.

In light of (2.12) this identity yields
F@) = f(@) + 25 — w0l > [0, f (wo)||x — &

1
e — | / VF(@ — tle — &|v(2)) - V()] - v(@)d.
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Whence
f(z) = f(2) + 3oz — xo|* T > 10, f(z0)||z — &I
This is the expected inequality because |z — Z| = dist(z,T"). O
We observe that the singularities of the solutions we used in the preceding sub-

section depend on the dimension. Therefore this is not sufficient to establish (1.3) of
Theorem 1.1 when the dimension is three as we will explain now. Fix then zg € T’

so that |0,0(xo)| = [|0,0|lc(ry. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
|0,0(x0)| = —0y0(xg). We then apply inequality (2.11) in Lemma 2.2 in order to
get

(2.13) ||0y0|lcmdist(z,T) < [lo|lcm) + o(z) + 6klz — 20|, 2 € QN B(o, p),

where 0 < p < min(do, 0).

Let R be as it appears in the definition of the uniform interior cone property.
Then reducing R if necessary, we may assume that R < ¢ .

In the sequel the notations are those of the preceding subsection. Recall that

B(zs,0sin6/2) C €4 (x0) N B(xo,d) C B(zg,d) N Q.
Therefore, noting that dist(z,I") > dsin@/4, if © € B(xs,0sin60/4), we get

/ dist(2, )V - Vogda > C" 3.
B(z0,8)NQ

This together with (2.13), (1.2) of Theorem 1.1, (2.6) and (2.10) yield
(2.14) Cllovollcmy < 67 A1 = Agf| +6"73(1 + = (n87)%),

where t4 = max(¢,0), ¢ € R. This inequality allows us to prove (1.3) of Theorem
1.1 but only when n > 4. To overcome this restriction we need singular solutions
with singularities of arbitrary order. The construction of such singular solutions
is due to Alessandrini [2, Lemma 3.1 in page 264] in the case of W1P(Q), p > n,
conductivities (note that C1*(Q) is continuously embedded in W1?(Q), for any
p>n).

Theorem 2.3. Let 0; € X, j = 1,2, and { > 1 an integer. Then there exists
u; € W*P(Q) satisfying Lo,u; =0 in Q, j =1,2, and

|V (2)] < Cla —ys' 9, 2 €@, j =12,
Vi (@) - Vuo(w) > Cla = 5772070, 2 € Q,
where C = C(n,Q, a, k,t) is a generic constant.

By taking instead the solutions given by Lemma 2.1 those in Theorem 2.3, we
can proceed similarly as above to get in place of (2.14) the following inequality

C”aVUHC(F) < 5_1||A1 _ A2|| + 5n—3+2é(1 +6—(n+2€—3—a)+)'
We fix then /¢ sufficiently large in such a way that n — 3 + 2¢ > 1 in order to get
Clovollew) <A — Aol + 0%,

from which we derive (1.3) of Theorem 1.1 in a straightforward manner.
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3. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.2 AND 1.3

3.1. Proof of Theorems 1.2. Let 0 € ¥. Then the multiplication by ¢*'/2 as
an operator, denoted again by ¢*!/2, acting on Hl/z(l") is bounded with

(3.1) 12| a1z (ryy < Cllo™2]| ey,

where C' = C(n,2) is a constant.
Recall that if (0%1/2)* is the adjoint of o*1/2 acting as a bounded operator on
B(H-2(T)), then

(@) | ge-1/2ry) = 052 ez oy

This and (3.1) yields
(3.2) 102 | gar-172(ry) < Cllo= 2 [lon ey

with C' as in (3.1).
If 01,09 € %, then similarly to (3.1) and (3.2) we have

+1/2 :|:1 2 +1/2 :tl 2
oy /% — o3/ L Y

lz(m/2ry) < Clloy

:tl2 :tl2 :tl2 +1/2
(o7 /2y 2 6 2 ey,

lzz-172ry) < Clloy
where C' = C(n,Q) > 0 is a constant. Whence

+1/2 1/2
oy — o3 2l g2y < Cllor — o2llenry,s

£1/2 _ E1/2y
1@ =03 N2 < Cllor = ol
where C' = C(n,Q, k) > 0 is a constant.

These inequalities together with the interpolation inequality in [2, Lemma 3.2 in
page 264] (in which we substitute 7 by v and we take & = 1 — n/p) imply

+1/2 +1/2
(33)  Clot™ = 03 gy
< lov = aa| &y #7410, (01 — 02) oy,
+1/2 +1/2
(34) OH(O’l / —0'2 / ) ||.98(H*1/2(F))

< Jlor = a2 | & 4 10, (01 — o)y,

where C' = C(n,Q,p, k) > 0 is a constant.
We have

/ o 10,09dS(x)
r

with a constant C = C(n,Q) > 0. Hence the multiplication by 0719, defines
an operator, denoted again by o~'9, ¢, acting continuously between H'/2 (T") and
H~Y2(T) and

<o 0ol L2y llgll a2y < Cllo™ OvollL2@yllgll gy,

lo™ 00l g(arira(ry,m-1r2(ry) < Cllo™ 8y L2(ry,

where C' is as in the inequality above.
We have similarly

(35) ||Uf16U01 - 02’181,02||:@(H1/2(F)7H71/2(F)) S CHU;lal,O'l - 0;16u02||L2(F)

Here the constant C' is the same constant as in the preceding inequality.
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We associate to o € ¥ the function ¢, = o~ /2A¢'/? € LP(Q). The usual
Liouville’s transform shows that v,(g9) = o'/?u,(0"%g), g € HY*(T), is the
unique solution of the BVP

{ —Av+qgv=0 in{Q,

1}‘1’* =4g.
It is worth noticing that the preceding transform guarantees that 0 is not an
eigenvalue of the operator A, = —A + ¢,, with domain D(4,) = D = {w €

HY(Q); Au e L?(Q)}, that we consider as an unbounded operator on L?(£2). In this
definition we used the fact that H} () is continuously embedded in L?™ (*=2)(Q),
which combined with Hélder’s inequality, yields

lgowlz2(0) < lgollnn@ W] L2n/ -2 @) < CllgollLe@) 1wl H10)

for some constant C = C(n, 2, p) > 0.
We also recall that trace operator w € D — d,w € H~'/2(T") defines a bounded
operator, with

[0vwlli-12y < ca (Il iy + [1Aull2@)) , we D

(e.g. [24, Lemma 2.2, page 131]).
Let A, € B(HY?(T"), H~/2(T")) be the operator acting as follows

As(g) = 0vvs(g), g€ HY(T).

We have the following known formula, that one can also establish in a straightfor-
ward manner,

(3.6) Ay = (072 0Ny 00?2 +6710,0/2.

We get by putting together inequalities (3.3) to (3.6)

OHAUI - AUzH < ||A0'1 - AUz” + ||Ul - UQH(CI‘)(_F?)/QP_H) + ||ay(0'1 - UQ)HC(F)

which, in light of Theorem 1.1, gives
(37) C”AUI - A<72|| < HAtTl - AU2||(p_n)/(2p_n)'

Noting that

90, — qa2||H*1(Q) < (g0, — qoz)XQ”Hfl(]Rn)a
we modify slightly the proof [13, Theorem 3.2 in 14] in order to obtain
Cllgo, = o ll-1(2) < ™/ + || Mg, — Ao ll, 0> po,

where C = C(n,Q,k,p) > 0, ¢ = ¢(n,Q, k,p) > 0 and pyg = po(n,Q, k,p) > 0 are
constants.
This and (3.7) give

(38) OHqu - qd2||H*1(Q) < Piz/(%m) + ecp”AUl - AU2||(pin)/(2pin)a P = pos
where the constant C, ¢ and pg are the same as above.

Lemma 3.1. Let a € L*() satisfying A=t < a < X, for some constant A\ > 1.
We have, for any w € H?(),

Cllwl| a1 < |div(aVw)|| g-1(q) + lwllz2@y + Vw2 (r),
where C' = C(n,Q,\) > 0 is a constant.



12 MOURAD CHOULLI

Proof. Let w € H*(Q2) and w = £(wr) € H'(Q). Since
Cllwll g2y < lwll gy < lwllpzey + Vw2
and
Clldiv(aVw)| g-10) < @lar @) = lwllmzr),
we derive that
Clldiv(aVw)|lg-1) < lwllLzw) + [[Vwll Lz ).
In the sequel, we endow Ho(Q2) with the norm ¢ — [|[V¥|z2q). As w - €
H (), we get
/ alV(w — @) *dz = (div(aVw) — div(aVd)|w — ).
Q

Hence

A Hw = @] 1) < [ldiv(aVw) | g1 () + [div(aVd)|| g1 ),
from which we deduce in a straightforward manner

Cllw =@l g (o) < div@Vw)llg-1(9) + |wllzzm) + [Vwllzzr)-

where C' = C(n, 2, A) > 0 is a constant.
The last inequality, together with the following one

lwll g < 10)la @) + lw — 0| 5@,
then give the expected inequality. O
Proposition 3.1. For each 01,05 € ¥, we have
(3.9) Clloy = o2llar(Q) < 190y = Qoo lla-1(0) + lor = o2l L2y + V(01 = 02)[| 21y,
where C = C(n,Q,p, k) > 0 is a constant.

Proof. In this proof C' = C(n,Q,p, %) > 0 denotes a generic constant. Let 01,09 €
Y and set a = /0102, f = 2a(¢s, — 4o, ), and w = In(oy/02). From the calculations
in [1] or [31], we derive
div(aVw) = f.
However, the calculations that lead to this equation can be carried out easily.
We apply Lemma 3.1 in order to get
Clwlla @) < 4oy = ozl m-10) + wllz2) + [[Vwllpzm).
The following identities
@) = 1) - [ - 0
w(x) = (o1(x) — o2 (x , X ,
' ’ o 02(x) +t(o1(x) — 02(x))

V(O’l ($) — 02($)) =01 (;v)[Vw + (1/01 ($) — 1/0’2(1‘))VO’2($>], S ﬁ,

yield easily the expected inequality. ([

We end up getting by putting together (1.2), (1.3), (3.8) and (3.9)
(3.10)  Cllor — oallmsey < p2/CH) 1 e[ A,, — Ay @0/ > gy

where C, ¢y and pg are the same as in (3.8).
The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows by using a usual minimizing argument, in the
right hand side of (3.10), with respect to p.
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3.2. Proof of Theorems 1.3. We first proceed to the construction of Z.
The unit cube ]0,1[" is denoted by Zy. Recall that the Bernstein’s polynomials
Dk,; are given by
pg(t) =Cl(1—t)"7, 0<j<k,

with
i k!

Cl = —~—.
Bk =)
To f € C(2;), we associate the Bernstein polynomial

k k . .
BYf) (e tn) = > > f (%%) P (t1) -+ Py, (tn)-

J1=0  jn=0
Theorem 3.1. ([5, Theorem 1.2.9, page 18]) For any f € C(2y), we have
. 0 o
klgglo If— Bk(f)”c(,%) =0.

Fix a < b and denote by 2 the cube ]a, b[". We associate to each f € C(2) the
polynomial

k k . .
Bi(f) (@1, xn) =Y ... Zf<a+%(b—a),...,a+%(b—a))

Jj1=0 Jn=0
r1 —a Tp — QA
ka;jl b—a "'pkvjn b—a :

The following result is a straightforward consequence of Theorem 3.1.
Corollary 3.1. For any f € C(2), we have
tim (1 = By(l gz = O
If O is an open bounded subset of R", we set
C.+(0) ={0 € C(0); o >0in O}.
Let the cube 2 be chosen so that 2 € 2. Then according to Tietze extension

theorem (e.g. [3, Theorem 9.35, page 256]) for each o € C;(Q2) there exists o, €
C1(2) so that 0. = o in Q and

||Ue||c(§) = HUHc(ﬁ)'

In the sequel we shall use the fact that By (c.) € Cy(2), whenever o € O (Q).
Define

7 ={x = Bi(oe)g: k€N, 0 € CL(Q)}.

Picke > 0 and o € C1 (). Inlight of Corollary 3.1, we can choose k € N sufficiently
large so that

|lce — Br(oe) <e.

”0(5)
In consequence, we have, where x = By, (Ue)lﬁ €9,

lo = xllo@) < lloe = Br(oe)lloz) < €

In other words, we proved that 2 is dense in C () with respect to the topology
of C(Q).
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We now complete the proof of Theorem 1.3. Let x; € 2, j = 1,2, so that
Ay, = A,,. Then it is straightforward to check that x1,x2 belong to X, for some
k= k(x1,x2) > 1. We end up getting x1 = x2 by applying Theorem 1.2.

Remark 3.1. There is another possibility to construct & by using a sequence of
mollifiers and the convolution. Let ¢ € C§°(R™) satisfying 0 < 1, supp(¢p) C
B(0,1) and [p, ¥(x)dr = 1. For each integer k > 1, we define ¢y, by vy (z) =
kmp(kx), x € R™. If f € O(2) then fi, = vy * f is well defined on 2}, = {x €
2; dist(x,02) > 1/k}. We derive from [11, Theorem 1.6, page 5] that ||fk—f||c(§)
converge to zero as k goes to co. We can therefore proceed as above to prove that

7 = {X = (wk *Ue)|ﬁ; ke N, g E O+(§)}
is dense in Cy (), when this later is equipped with the norm of C(Q).

4. ADDITIONAL RESULTS

4.1. Anisotropic case: determination of the conformal factor. We describe
the main ideas to extend some results of the isotropic case to that of the anisotropic
case. We are mainly concerned with the determination of the conformal factor. To
this end we fix A = (a¥) a matrix valued function whose coefficients belong to
C12(Q). We suppose that A is symmetric and satisfies, for some p > 1,

pEP < A@)E-E < pléf, 1 eQ, EERT,

and

ij _
2085, % lora @ < v

Consider the BVP
(4.1) { div(cAVu) =0 in Q,
’U,|F =4dg.
We can proceed similarly to the isotropic case to show that, for any ¢ € ¥ and g €
H'?(T), the BVP (4.1) possesses a unique solution i, (g) € H* (). Furthermore,
we can define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map, associated to o, as the bounded
operator given by

Ay :ge HY*(D) - HY2(T) .
(alg)H)1j2 = [ 0AValg)- VERdr, b e HVD),
Q

which satisfies R
[As] < C,

for some constant C = C(n, Q, k, ).

The canonical parametrix associated to the operator div(cAV-), with o € X, is
given by
A W)z —y) - (x —y)]*> ™7
(n —2)[S" o (y)[detA(y)]'/2
Here o and A are extended according to Theorem 2.1 ([22, Formula (2.4) in page

258]). Elementary computations show that, for all o1,02 € ¥ and x,y € R™ with
x # y, we have

(4.2) o=y < A) Vel (2,y) - VaHoy (2,y) < clz —y[P72",

Ha(xuy): LL’,yERn, l’?éy
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where ¢ = ¢(n, Q, k, ) > 1 is a constant. Set
Sy ={u e C*Q); div(cAVu) =0}, o .

As for Theorem 2.2, we have as a consequence of [22, Theorem 5, page 282] the
following result.

Theorem 4.1. For any o € ¥ and y € o \ﬁ, there exists Y € 5’70 so that
|y (z) = Ho(2,y)| < Clz =y, 29,
Vi (@) — VH,(2,9)| < Cla -y, 2 e,

where C' = C(n,Q, k, pu, ) > 0 is a constant.

On the other hand, as for the isotropic case, for all o; € ¥ and u; € 5’70]. , 1 =1,2,
the following identity holds

(4.3) /(01 — 02)AVu; - Vuadz = <(Ao'1 - AUQ)U17U2>1/2=
Q

where we set v; = u; — [, u;dz, j =1,2.

In light of (4.2), (4.3) and Theorem 4.1 we can mimic the proof of Theorem
1.1 and Corollary 1.1 in order to obtain the following theorem (we observe that
Theorem 2.3 still holds if L, is substituted by the operator div(c;A - V-)).

Theorem 4.2. If Q is of class C*! then, for all 01,09 € X, we have
”01 - UQ”C(F) < C”A(Tl - AUzH?
IV(01 = 02) oy < CllAg, — Agy||*/HY,

where C' = C(n,Q, k, 1, ) > 0 is a constant.

Lemma 4.1. Let { > 2 be an integer and f € C%*(Q,,), for some g9 > 0,
satisfying, for some s > 0,

||f||c/z,a(m) <z
Let xg € T so that
(=10, f(x0) = |0, f (x0)]-
Then the following inequality holds

10y, f (xo)|dist(z, T)* < f(x) — f( (x))
+ Z 174297 f(p(z))dist(z, 1) + 5|z — 20|,

where ' = ' (n,Q, »,0) > 0 is a constant.

Proof. We use Taylor’s formula and we proceed as in the proof of Lemma 2.2. [
We set, for fixed gg > 0, £% = ! = ¥ and

={ceXnC"Q,), ||0||C,ga

@) <k}, £>2.

We also introduce the notations
¢ o
=1 and P = —, (> 1.
Yo Vi 1:[ ot

An extension of the proof (1.3) of Theorem 1.1 together with an induction argument
with respect to £ yield the following result.
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Theorem 4.3. Suppose that ) is of class C*' and ¢ is a non negative integer. We
have, for all oy, 0, € X¥,

19 (01 = o2)llery < CllAg, — Aoy ||,
where C' = C(n,Q, k, 00, @, ) > 0 is a constant
The following lemma is obtained by iterating [2, Lemma 3.2 in page 264].
Lemma 4.2. Let { > 2 an integer and f € C%*(Q,,). Then

2 2
Cgligllaﬁfl\c<r> <o I + 10,2 FIR + o+ LA

where C' = C(n,$, go,£) > 0 is a constant and
£l = 10u flle@y + I flle-

In light of this lemma, Theorem 4.3 imply in a straightforward manner the
following corollary.

Corollary 4.1. Assume that Q is of class C1! and let £ > 2 be an integer. We
have, for all oy, 0, € X¥,

max 10°(o1 = 02)llory < CllAg, — Aoy |77,

where C = C(n,Q, K, 00, ,¢) > 0 is a constant

We mention that the case of general anisotropic conductivities can be reformu-
lated as a geometric inverse problem. Precisely the problem is to know whether it
is possible to recover the metric of a compact Riemannian manifold with bound-
ary, from the corresponding Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. This problem was solved
by Guillarmou and Tzou in dimension two [20]. In dimensions greater or equal to
three the answer is positive for conformally transversally anisotropic manifolds, un-
der the assumption that the geodesic X-ray transform on the transversal manifold
is injective [17, 18]. Recent progress toward solving the general case can be found
in [27].

Concerning stability inequalities we refer to the earlier work by Kang and Yun
[23] in which the authors provide Holder stability inequality at the boundary of
anisotropic conductivities from local Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. While Caro and
Salo [10] obtained logarithmic type stability inequality for the conformal factor in
admissible geometries.

For non uniqueness results on the determination of anisotropic conductivities
from partial boundary data we refer to the recent paper by Daudé, Kamran and
Nicoleau [15] and references therein.

4.2. Isotropic case with partial data. Throughout this section we use the same
notations as in Sections 2 and 3. Fix & € R™ outside the closure of the convex hull
of 2 and denote by I'y an open neighborhood of the set

F={zeTl; (x—2) v(zx) <0}

Pick x € C§°(T'y) so that 0 < x <1 and x = 1 in a neighborhood of F'. We then
introduce the following partial Dirichlet-to-Neumann map

Ay =xA,, o€



DETERMINATION OF THE CONDUCTIVITY AT THE BOUNDARY 17

We consider the following subset of ¥, where 0 < s < 1 /2,
2 = {U S W2’OO(RH) N H2+S(Rn); supp(o) C ﬁ, ||0||W2,oo(R7l)ﬁH2+s(Rn) < Ii},

In the sequel we use that 3 is continuously embedded in C1/2(Q).
Let 01,00 € X, a = /o102, [ = 2a(¢s, — 4s,) and w = In(o1/02). As we have
seen in the proof of Proposition 3.1, w is the solution of the BVP

div(aVw) = f.
From the results in [12, Section 4.5 in page 168], there exists three constants C' =
C(n,Q,k,To,8), ¢ =c(n,Q k,Tg,s) and B = S(n,Q, &, T, s) so that, for any 0 <
€ < 1, we have
¢ (lwllowm + 1Vullom) < & wlenam
+ e/ (|wll L2y + Vol L2 (o) + 190y = dozllz2())
from which we derive similarly as in the proof of Proposition 3.1
C (lor = o2llem + V(o1 = 02)lom) < €
+ e (lor = o2l L2(rg) + IV (01 = 02)l|22r0) + 140y = doallL2(0)) -
One more time, Proposition 3.1 yields
(44) Cllo1 — 0’2||H1(Q) < el
+ e (llor = o2l 2rg) + IV (01 = 02)l| L2r0) + 40y — oz [l L2(0)) -
Denote by £ > 2 the smallest integer satisfying

(41
e
=t te

According to [23, Theorem 1.4 in page 724], we get
~ ~ )
(4.5) lo1r = a2llere) + IV(01 = 02)llems) < CllAa, —Asy||*

Here and henceforward C' = C(n,Q, k,I'0,s) > 0 is a constant.
On the other hand, we have from [7, Theorem 1.1 in page 2461]

~

(4.6) s = oIz < € [l In | Ay = Ao

)

‘ —2s/(3+3s)

if | Ay, — Ag, || < Ao, for some constant 0 < Ag = Ag(n, 2, £, To, ) < e L.
Inequalities (4.5) and (4.6) in (4.4) give, where 0 < e < 1,

)

—2s5/(3+3s)
(4.7) Cllor — oallsr (@ < € + e/ \

In [1n |45, = Ao,

whenever |[Ag, — Aq, || < Ao.
Define ¥, 3 : [0,00) — [0,00), where 0 < ¢ < e”® and § > 0, as follows

0 ifp =0,
Us(rho) =< |In|In|Inp|||~# if p€(0,¢),
p if p € [c, 00).

We obtain, by minimizing the right hand side of (4.7) with respect to ¢, the following
result.
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Theorem 4.4. Suppose that Q is of class C1'. Then there exist three constants
C=C(n,kTos) >0,0<c=cn N kT s)<e©andf =pP(n,Q kg, s) >
0 so that, for any 01,09 € X, we have

o = o2llirs ) < C¥es (Ao, = Aall)

5. STABILITY AT THE BOUNDARY USING OSCILLATING SOLUTIONS

The following lemma is essentially due to Kohn and Vogelius [25]. The version
stated here is borrowed from [24] (see Lemma 4.1 in page 142 and its proof). We
suppose in this section that (2 is again of class C'1.

Lemma 5.1. Pick zg € T. Then there exists a sequence (1x) in H>?*(T')NCY(T)
satisfying, for each k > 1, the following properties:

(i) supp(vx) C B(wo, k™),

(D) [rll ey =1,

(ili) O~ = /249) < |[ghp|| s ry < CE=/2H9) | —1 < s <1,
where ¢ = ¢(n, Q) and C = C(n,Q,s) > 1 are constants.

For notational convenience, for ¢ € 3, we set, where k > 1, uﬁ: = uy (V)
(€ H%(2)), with v, as in Lemma 5.1.

Proposition 5.1. Let 0 < p < diam(Q?). There exist a constant C = C(n,Q, k) >0
so that, for any x¢ € ', we have

(51) ”u];'”Hl(Q\EP) S Cp_lk_lv k Z 2C/p,
where B, = B(zo,p) and ¢ is as in Lemma 5.1.

Proof. Pick 0 < p < diam(Q) and zp € T'. Fix ¢ € C§°(Q2) so that 0 < ¢ < 1,
¢ = 1 in a neighborhood of B/, and [V¢| < cp~ !, where c is a universal constant.
Let then ¢ = 1 — ¢ and v* = pu®. Furthermore, according to Lemma 5.1, we have
supp(¢x) C B2, for each k > k, = 2¢/p. In consequence, v, € Hg(€2), for each
k>k,.

We assume in the rest of this proof that k > k,. We have

div(oVo*) = div(opVuk) + div(out V)
= oV - Vub + div(oub V).

Green’s formula then yields

/ o|Vok|2de = —/ oput V- Vukdr +/ out Vo - V(puk)dax
Q Q Q

= [ otk P1veds = [ o(ub)?Vois
Q Q

Whence

(5.2) / o|Vuk|?dr < /@2/ uk (uf|Vo|?)da.
O\B, Q

We write

/uﬁ(u§|v¢|2)da:: —/ uk div(oVu)dz,
Q

Q
where u € H}(Q) N H?() is the unique solution of the equation

—div(eVu) = u¥|Ve|* in Q.
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Noting that div(cVu¥) = 0 in Q, we obtain by applying Green’s formula

—/ u];diV(UVu)d:Z: = - / Yrod,udS(x),

Q r

from which we derive

(53) R R e T P Y vy

Now, the usual H? a priori estimate (e.g. [30, Theorem 8.53 in page 326] and its
proof) together with the continuity of the trace operator w € H?(Q) — d,w €
H'2(T) give

10l 2y < CIEIV O 22(cn.

Here and until the end of the proof C = C(n, 2, x) > 0 denotes a generic constant.
Thus

(5-4) 10yl 2y < Cp™Hlug Vel L2y

In light of two-sided inequality of Lemma 5.1, we get by combining (5.3) and (5.4)
[ug|Volll ) < Cp k™

This in (5.2) gives

(5.5) ||vu§||L2(Q\§p) <Cp kL

As vk € H}(Q), we have, according to Poincarré’s inequality,

/|’Uk|2dl'§CQ/ |Vok|2,
Q Q

This and the preceding calculations yield
(5.6) ||u5'||L2(Q\§p) <Cp 'k, k> k.
We obtain the expected inequality by putting together (5.5) and (5.6). O

Lemma 5.2. Let 0 < p < diam(Q2). There exists a constant C = C(n,Q,k) > 0
so that, for any o € I', we have

(5.7) C< HVUZHL2(BPQ(]) + p_lk_l + k_l, k> 2c/p,
where B, = B(zo,p) and ¢ is as in Lemma 5.1.

Proof. In this proof C = C(n,, k) > 0 denotes a generic constant. According to
Lemma B.1 in Appendix B, the map

w e HY(Q) = [|[Vwllz2 () + [wllg-1/2 ()
defines a norm, which is equivalent to the usual norm of H*(£2). Hence
Cllubllgirzry < IVugllz@) + lubllz-1r2@y = 1Vl | L2@) + 1906l -172(r)-
Using again two-sided inequality of Lemma 5.1, both for s = —=1/2 and s = 1/2, in
order to get
C< ||VU§||L2(Q) + k7L
This and (5.1) imply
¢< ||VU§||L2(B,,mQ) +p kT kT k> 2¢/p,
as expected. (I
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Define, where o € %,

Qs (u) = / o|Vul*de, we HY(Q),
Q
and
K(f)={ue H'(Q); wr=f}, feHV*D).

We recall that

Qo (ue(f)) = min{Qqs(u); u € K(f)}
(e.g [24, Section 3 in page 135]).

Set, for o; € %, uf = ukj and Q; = Q,;, j = 1,2. Let x9 € T" so that

g
lo(zo)| = |loll¢(r), where o = o1 — o2. Without loss of generality we may assume
that |o(xo)| = o(xo). As we have seen above

lollew) < o(x) + 26|z — x|, =€,
that we rewrite in the following form
||O'||C(F) + o9(z) < o1(x) + 2k|x — 20|¥, x € Q.
Hence, where 0 < p < diam(Q),

IV e oallolem + [ oafVubPda
B(xo,p)NQ2

< / o1V 2z + o | Vet |2, e
B(zo,p)NQ2

That is we have

IV e sl + Qaeed) = [ oafVunde
Q\B(zo,p)
< Ql(ulf) - / 01|V’U/1|2d$ + pa”vu]chQB(zo,p)ﬂQ'
O\ B(zo,p)

But Q2(uf) < Qa(u¥). Whence

IV e sl + Q) = [ oafVunds
Q\B(zo,p)
<) - [ oVulde+ 0Vl e, e
O\ B(zo,p)

On the other hand, we know that
Note that this identity yields
KHIVUF T2 S A1 < C =12

In consequence,

IVt o praliolem = [ olVuds
O\ B(zo,p)
< (A1 = A2) (W), k)12 — / 01|V Pda + p* VUi 1B pynor-
O\ B(zo,p)

In light of Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.2, we find

Cllollomy < 1AL = Aol + 92k 2 4+ k72 + 0, k> 2¢/p.
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Making first k£ converging to oo and then p tending to 0 in order to obtain
Cllollem < [[Ar — Azl

In other words we proved (1.2) of Theorem 1.1.

Next, we prove (1.3) of Theorem 1.1 in which the exponent a/(c + 1) is substi-
tuted by a/[2(1+«)]. To this end, we denote, where o € 3, by AL = AL (n,Q, o) the
first eigenvalue of the unbounded operator —div(o'V-) with domain H{ (2)NH?(1).
We can associate to this eigenvalue a unique eigenfunction ¢ that satisfies

0<p: inQ and ||(P}I||L2(Q):1.

Lemma 5.3. There exist C = C(n,Q,k) > 1, oo = 00(n, k) < pand 0 < 8 =
B(n) < 1 so that, for any o € X2, we have oL € C%(Q) N C+#(Q) and

C~dist(x,T) < ¢l (x) < Cdist(x,T), 2z € Q.

Proof. In this proof C = C(n,, k) > 1 denotes a generic constant. By modifying
slightly the proof of [14, Theorem 2.2], we find 0 < 3 = B(n) < 1 so that ¢! €
H?(Q) N CHA(Q) and

(5.8) <C.

||900||H2 (Q)NCLA(Q)

Fix y €  and pick r > 0 so that B(y,2r) € Q. Let x € C5°(B(y, 2r)) satisfying,
0 < x <1and x = 1 in a neighborhood of B(y,r). Then a straightforward
computations show that

div(eV(xes)) = —Aexpe + aVx - Vior + div(op, Vx) € CP(B(y,2r)).

We get, by applying the usual Holder regularity that ypl € C2™n(@5) (B(y, 2r))

(e.g. [19, Theorem 6.8 in page 100]). We deduce that we have in particular ¢! €

C?(B(y,r)). Since y € Q was fixed arbitrarily, we conclude that > € C%(Q).
Now as L € C%(Q) N C#(Q) we can apply [14, Theorem 1.1] in order to get

(5.9) lesllLi) < —Copy(x), xel.
On the other hand, we have, in light of (5.8),
1= |lotllz2@) < Clletln @)
This, together with (5.8) and (5.9), imply
(5.10) Cl< -9, (x)<C, zel.
We have, for any = € Q,,

eh(a) = 3(e) = ob(@) = —lo —3] | Vgl — te — E(E) - (e
i I )
o - / Vil (7) — Vb (3 — tho — 2lu(@)] - v(@)d,
where = p(z). In light of (5.8), we obtain
(= 0k (3) — Clz — 31P) < ph() < o — Fl(=0ub(3) + Cla — 3)°),

We derive, by using (5.10), that there exists g9 = 0o(n, 2, k) < ¢ so that
Clr—z|<pl(x)<Clz -z, =€ Qg -
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In other words, we proved that
C~dist(x,T) < ¢l (x) < Odist(2,T), 2 € Qp,
as expected ]
In the sequel gg is as in Lemma 5.3.
Lemma 5.4. Let z9p € I' and 0 < p < g9. There exist two constants C; =
Ci(n, k) >0, j=1,2, so that we have

(5.11) / dist(z, T)|Vul |2de > Cok™' = C1 (k™2 4+ p72k72), k> 2¢/p,
QnB,

where B, = B(zo, p) and ¢ is as in Lemma 5.1.

Proof. Let zyp € T"and 0 < p < go and set k, = 2¢/p, ¢ is as in Lemma 5.1. We
have seen above that supp(yx) C B(xzo,p) for each k > k,. Pick 0 € ¥ and set
uF =uf A=Al and p! = ¢!,

In the rest of this proof we assume that & > k,. Also, C = C(n,Q,x) > 0 and
C; =Cj(n,Q,k) >0, j = 1,2, denote generic constants. Taking into account that

otuk € HL(Q), we obtain

0= —/ div(oVur)pruFde = / 0<p1|Vuk|2dx+/ ouFVur - Vlde.
Q Q Q

But
/ ourVuk - Vplde = 1 / oV (uF)? - Velde
0 2 Ja
Al 1
=5 ot (uF)2dx + B / o(¢r)?0,0'dS(z).
Q r

Hence

Al 1
(5.12) / oot |VukPde = - / ot (uk)2da — B / o(Yr)?0,p'dS(z).

Q Q r

Using that ||t 2y > Ck~/? and —9,¢! > C we get
—/U(1/)k)2(?y<p1d8(x) >Ck™ !

Thus we have, in light of (5;2),

(5.13) /ropl|Vuk|2d:E > —%1 /Q(goluk)ukd:v + Okt

Denote by u € H}(2) N H?() the solution of the equation
—div(eVu) = pruf  in Q.
Then

D) 20 ey = [ (o ubyubde = [ div(ovuyat
Q Q
= —/oauuude(x).
r

< Clvull v oy [l 172y
S Ck_lHal,U”Hl/2(l").
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The usual H? a priori estimate yields [|0,ull /2y < Cllo*u®||p2q) (e.g.

Theorem 8.53 in page 326] and its proof). Whence
vUllgi/2(ry S 2 U L2(Q)-
10 ull a2y < Cll(0h)Y 2t
Therefore
/(cpluk)ukdx < Ck™2,
Q
This in (5.13) gives
/ o' |\ VuF|2de > Cok™! — C1E72.
Q
We have also from (5.1)
||vu§||H1(Q\§p) <Cp kL

In consequence,
/ O | VuF Pde > Cok™ — C1 (k™2 4+ p2k72).
B,NQ

We end up getting the expected inequality by applying Lemma 5.3.

Assume that
|0v0llcry =€ > 0.
Let 29 € I so that |0,0(x0)| = [|0,0|lc(ry. We have, for x € QN B(xo, p),
Vo(z) - v(Z)] = [Vo(zo) - v(F)] — 2]z — 20|,
where we set Z = p(x). But
[Vo(zo) - v(Z)| = 0,0(w0)| — 26[v(T) — v(zo)]-
On the other hand, as 2 is O, there exists ¢ = (n,, ) > 0 so that
[v(Z) — v(xo)| < clzg — Z|* < 2¢|z — zo]™.
Whence
|Vo(z) - v(Z)] > |0uo(x0)| — 26(1 + 2¢)|x — zo|®.
If po = min([e/(42¢(1 + 2¢))]*/*, go), we obtain, for each 0 < p < po,
V(@) - v(@) > [,0(z0)/2, = € Blao, p).
Let « € B(xg, p/2) N Q. Then, by Proposition 2.1, we have
=2 —tlz — Tv(Z) € QyN B(zo,p), 0<t<1,
and
Ty = p(Ty) = 2.
In consequence,
Vo () - v(Z)] = [0,0(x0)]/2.
In light of the mean value theorem, there exists 0 < ¢ty < 1 so that
lo(z) —o(2)] = [Vo(zy,) - v(Z)||lz — Z].
Whence
lo(z) = o(2)| = [Vo(zy,) - v(Z)||lz — Z[ = dist(z, )| 0,0 cr) /2.
Without loss of generality, we assume

dist(z, I)[|0v0llcry/2 < o(z) —o(Z), x € B(wo,p/2).

23
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We can proceed similarly as above in order to get
Ck7HOvollomy < A1 — Aol + K72+ p72k™2, k> 2¢/p, 0< p < po,
where we used that ||o|| < C||A; — Az||. That is we have
Cllovollemy < kl[A = Aof| + (1 +p k™, k> 2¢/p, 0< p < po.

In this inequality we take k of the form k = [t + 1] (the entire part of ¢ 4+ 1), with
t € R satisfying ¢t > 2. We find, by taking into account that ¢t < k < 2t,

Clldvolleqm < A — Aol + (L4727, ¢ 2¢/p, 0< p < po.

It is clear that if |[A; — Az|| = 0 then we get [|0,0]|c(ry = 0 by passing to the limit
when ¢ — oo in

Clovollew) < (L+p )7, t>2¢/p, 0 < p < po.

But this is impossible since we assumed that [|0,0(|cr) # 0. We then choose ¢ in
such a way that

HlAs — Aol = (14 p~ )L,
That is

2= (14 p )AL — Ao
This choice is possible whenever

(T+p2)[Ar — A~ > 4c?p~2,
which is equivalent to the following inequality
(1+p%) > 4¢®|[ A1 — Aa]|.
This condition is satisfied for instance if
4C2||A1 - AQH S 1.

Under this condition we obtain
(5.14) Clovollem < (L+p)|[Ar = Ag|'/2.

When py = g¢ then the last inequality yields in a straightforward manner, by taking
p = 0o, that
Clovollem < A — Aof*?,
Otherwise, we have py = [e/(43¢(1 + ¢))]'/* = &'/ We get, by taking p = po in
(5.14),
-1/
Clovollery < (1 + [10uollollIAL — Azf/2.

Hence

Clovollar™ < A — Mg /2.

In other words, we have
Clovollom < 1A — Ag[*/PO+L,

This estimate is obviously satisfied if 4¢?||[A; — Aa]] > 1. Hence the expected
inequality follows.
The results of this section improve and complete those of [24].
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APPENDIX A.
We will use the following lemma in the proof of Proposition 2.1.

Lemma A.1. Assume that Q is of class CY1. If o € T then we find 0 = o(z0) > 0
so that :
(i) for any x € QN B(xo, 0), there exists a unique p(x) € T’ such that

[z —p(e)| = dist(z,I) and  z = p(z) — |z — p()v(p(z)),
(ii) when x € QN B(xo, 0/2), we have x; = p(x) —t|lz —p(z)|v(p(x)) € QN B(xo, 0),
t €]0,1], and
p(ay) =plx) and |z —p(x)| = tdist(z,T).
Proof. (i) follows readily from [16, Theorem 4.3 in page 219] and [16, formula (3.4)
in page 214]. While (ii) is a consequence of [16, Theorem 4.4 in page 224]. O

Observe that Lemma A.1 is no longer valid for domains with less regularity than
Cl1 (e.g [16, Example 4.1, page 222]).

Proof of Proposition 2.1. We keep the notations of the preceding lemma. By com-

pactness of T, we find z{, ..., 25 in T so that
p . .
(A1) I c | B(aj, o)) /2).
j=1

We claim that there exists ¢ > 0 so that

P
Q\ | B(ah, 0a)/2) € {w € O; dist(x.T) > g}
j=1

We proceed by contradiction. So, if this is not the case, we find a sequence (zy) in
Q\Ui-, B(x}, o(x})/2) satisfying dist(x, ') — 0 when k goes to 0o, Subtracting a
subsequence if necessary, we may assume that zj, converge to T € €. The continuity
of the distance function yields dist(7,I") = 0 and hence 7 € I'. In light of (A.1),
T € B(x},0(x})/2), for some 1 < j < p. Whence z;, € B(z), o(x})/2), when k
sufficiently large, which leads to the expected contradiction. In other words, we
proved

P
Q € | Blag, o(x5)/2).

j=1

We complete the proof by using Lemma A.1. O
APPENDIX B.

We prove the following lemma.
Lemma B.1. We have
(B.1) inf{||Vwllr20) + [[wl g-1/20); w € HY(), [wllL2() =1} > 0.

Proof. We proceed by contradiction. If (B.1) does not hold then we find a sequence
(wi)k>1 € H'() satisfying |wi | L2y = 1 and

(B2) vak”Lz(Q) + Hwk”H*IN(F) < 1//€, k > 1.



26 MOURAD CHOULLI

In particular, (wy) is bounded in H'(Q). Subtracting a subsequence if necessary,
we may assume that (wy) converges weakly in H'(Q2) and strongly in L?(Q) to
we HYQ). As h € HY(Q) — hpr € HY/2(T) is linear and continuous, it is also
continuous when H'(Q) and H~'/2(T") are endowed with their weak topology. Thus
wg|r converges weakly to wr in H_l/z(l"). Therefore, using that any norm is lower
semi-continuous for the weak topology, we obtain from (B.2)

||Vw||L2(Q) + ||w||H*1/2(F) < hmkinf ||vwk||L2(Q) + hmkinf ||wk||H71/2(F) =0
and hence w = 0. But this contradicts the fact that
1 =lim lwkll2) = [[wllL2(0)-

The proof is then complete. O
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