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SIMULTANEOUSLY RECOVERING RUNNING COST AND

HAMILTONIAN IN MEAN FIELD GAMES SYSTEM

HONGYU LIU AND SHEN ZHANG

Abstract. We propose and study several inverse problems for the mean field games
(MFG) system in a bounded domain. Our focus is on simultaneously recovering the running
cost and the Hamiltonian within the MFG system by the associated boundary observation.
There are several technical novelties that make our study highly intriguing and challenging.
First, the MFG system couples two nonlinear parabolic PDEs within one moving forward
and the other one moving backward in time. Second, there is a probability measure
constraint on the population distribution of the agents. Third, the simultaneous recovery
of two coupling factors within the MFG system is far from being trivial. We present two
different techniques that can ensure the probability constraint as well as effectively tackle
the inverse problems, which are respectively termed as high-order variation and successive
linearisation. In particular, the high-order variation method is new to the literature,
which demonstrates a novel concept to examine the inverse problems by positive inputs
only. Both cases when the running cost depends on the measure locally and non-locally
are investigated.
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simultaneous recovery, high-order variation, probability measure
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1. Introduction

1.1. Problem setup and background. Mean Field Games (MFGs) are non-atomic dif-
ferential games in which the goal is to study the behaviors of a large population of symmetric
agents as the number of agents grows to infinity. They offer quantitative modeling of the
macroscopic behaviors of agents seeking to minimize a specific cost. Caines-Huang-Malhame
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and Lasry-Lions independently pioneered the theory of MFGs in 2006, and it has since re-
ceived significant attention and increasing studies in the literature. For further discussion,
we refer to the books and lecture notes, as well as the references cited therein. One of
the main characteristics of an MFG is the existence of an adversarial regime, and the Nash
equilibrium exists and is unique in this so-called monotone regime. Let Rn be the Euclidean
space with n ∈ N. The state spaces are represented by a family of disjoint bounded Lipschitz
domains Ωi ⊂ R

n(i = 1, 2, 3, ...). In a specific domain Ω, let x ∈ Ω be the state variable and
t ∈ [0,∞) be the time variable. Let P stand for the set of Borel probability measures on R

n,
and P(Ω) stand for the set of Borel probability measures on Ω′. Let m ∈ P(Ω) denote the
population distribution of the agents and u(x, t) : Ω× [0, T ] 7→ R denote the value function
of each player. Let T ∈ R+ signifies the terminal time. We consider the following MFG
system:































−∂tu(x, t) −∆u(t, x) +
1

2
κ(x)|∇u(x, t)|2 = F (x,m) in Q,

∂tm(x, t)−∆m(x, t)− div
(

m(x, t)κ(x)∇u(x, t)
)

= 0 in Q,

∂νu(x, t) = ∂νm(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(x, T ) = ψ(x), m(x, 0) = m0(x) in Ω,

(1.1)

where ∆ and div are the Laplacian and divergent operators with respect to the x-variable,
respectively; and Σ := ∂Ω × [0, T ] , Q := Ω × [0, T ] and ν is the exterior unit normal to
∂Ω. In (1.1), F (x,m) represents the running cost function which signifies the interaction
between the agents and the population; m0 denotes the initial population distribution and
ψ(x) represents the terminal cost; and κ(x) is a real function defined on Ω. In this paper,
we consider the case where ψ is unrelated to m. In general and in many physical models,
we assume κ(x) is positive, but our results do not depend on this condition.

We can define

Oa := {m : Ω → [0,∞) |

∫

Ω
mdx = a ≤ 1}. (1.2)

In other words, if m ∈ O, then it is the restriction of a density of a distribution in R
n. It

can directly verified from (1.1) that if the initial distribution m0 ∈ Oa, then m(·; t) ∈ Oa for
any subsequent time t. The physical meaning of this fact is that agents cannot leave this
domain in this game. It is important to note that, because we think of a famlily of domains
Ωi, the measure m in each domain might be 0 as long as it still represents a distribution in
∪iΩi.

Next, we introduce the measurement we used in this paper. Define

Nκ,F (m0, ψ) := (u(x, t)
∣

∣

∣

Σ
, u(x, 0)), (1.3)

where (u,m) is the (unique) pair of solutions to the MFG system (1.1) associated with the
initial population distribution m(x, 0) = m0(x) and the total cost ψ(x). The following is a
formulation of the inverse problem that we aim to investigate:

Nκ,F (m0, ψ) → (F, κ), (1.4)

for many pairs of m0 and ψ, which shall be more detailed in what follows. We consider two
different types of running costs: F belongs to an analytic class (locally dependent case),
and F is given in the form of an integral with an unidentified kernel (non-locally dependent
case). More details about this aspect will be given in Section 2.2. Here, we provide a global
view of our study of the MFG inverse problems.
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1.2. Technical developments and discussion. In many contexts, the well-posedness of
the MFG system (1.1) is well understood. The initial outcomes are from Lasry and Li-
ons’ original works and have been presented in Lions [26]; additionally, see Caines-Huang-
Malhame [21]. Since then, significant advancements have been made. The MFG system
(1.1) is known to be well-posed in Cardaliaguet [12], Cardaliaguet-Porretta [15], Carmona-
Delarue [9], and Meszaros-Mou [31] in the nonlocal case; and Ambrose [1, 2], Cardaliaguet
[14], CardaliaguetGraber [6], Cardaliaguet-Graber-Porretta-Tonon [7], Cardaliague-Porretta
[15], CirantGianni-Mannucci [10], Cirant-Goffi [11], Ferreira-Gomez [18], Ferreira-Gomez-
Tada [19], Gomez-Pimentel-Sanchez Morgado [3,4], Porretta [32] in the case that F is locally
dependent on the measure variable m. However, we would like to emphasize that in order
to fully understand our inverse problem research, additional results for the forward MFG
system (1.1) are required. These new results shall focus on the regularity of the solutions
and the high-order variation of the system around a fixed pair of solutions.

On the other hand, the inverse problems for MFGs are far less studied in the literature. To
our best knowledge, there are only several numerical results available in [13,16]. In [27], the
authors derived unique identifiability results for an MFG system with unknown running cost
and total cost. However, we would like to point out that in [27], the probability constraint
on m was not treated and hence the results therein are purely of mathematical interest.
In fact, the technical constraint (1.2) significantly increases the difficulty of the inverse
problem study, since one would need to construct suitable “probing modes” which fulfil this
constraint. In [28], to overcome this difficulty, the authors proposed an effective method for
dealing with the inverse problem, which takes into account the high-order variation in the
probability space around a nontrivial uniform distribution. Moreover, this method can be
expanded to the situation where the running cost varies on t by the construction of certain
so-called CGO (Complex-Geometric-Optics) solutions. However, the method in [28] cannot
be extended to dealing with the case of recovering more unknowns within the MFG system,
say e.g. both the running cost and the Hamiltonian considered in the current article. In
Table 1, we provide a rough comparison of different studies in the literature on MFG inverse
problems We would also like to mention some interesting results in two recent papers [22,23]

Table 1. Comparisons of different studies in the literature on MFG inverse problems

Literature Unknowns for recovery Features of the un-
knowns

Technical Restriction

[27] The running cost F and
the total cost

Unknowns belong to
certain analytic classes

The probability mea-
sure constraint was not
treated

[28] The running cost F F belongs to an analytic
class

It is difficult to re-
cover more than one un-
knowns with the MFG
system

[16] The running cost F and
Hamiltonian

F is in the form of an
integral

Numerical result

The current
paper

The running cost F and
the Hamiltonian

F is in an analytic class
or in the form of an in-
tegral

F depends only on x

and m, but not t explic-
itly.

where quantitative estimates were derived to bounded the MFG solutions in terms of its
(space-time) boundary data. The results may inspire some inverse problem study.
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In this paper, we develop a novel approach to ensure the probability measure constraint
on m while effectively tackle the MFG inverse problems, especially when the running cost
depends only on the state-space variable x and the measure m. We term this approach as
high-order variation in combination with successive linearisation. Moreover, this approach
provides more flexibilities of extensions to inverse problems associated with different PDE
systems than the one in [28]. Indeed, there are abundant of significant and challenging
issues to be resolved for this emerging field of research on inverse problems for MFGs. In
what follows, we list a few of them from our perspective, which are actually the motivational
sources for the technical developments in the present paper. Can we find a better way to
describe the probability measure constraint on m? Is it possible that we can understand
the space spanned by positive solutions (probability measure is non-negative at least) of a
specific PDE system? Can the Hamiltonian of the MFG system be recvoered in a more
conventional configuration, such as the Hamiltonian with the form H(x,∇u)? Can the total
cost or the operational cost of an MFG system be recovered using partial boundary obser-
vation? As shall be seen in our subsequent discussion, the novel approach can effectively
tackle some of the issues mentioned above and actually pave the way for many potential
developments. We believe that this field of research on inverse problems for MFGs will be
dynamic.

Next, we briefly explain the benefits of this strategy here because this is the first the-
oretical article to recover non-local deopendence running costs, and because we create a
new method to get around the probability measure constraint. In recent research, inverse
problems for nonlinear PDEs have been studied using higher order linearization; see, for
example, [24,25]. The study of the first order linearization system is crucial to the evidence
in order to apply this strategy. This topic is challenging since we can only take into account
positive solutions of linearization system due to the probability measure limitation. For the
issues in the non-local scenario, we create a novel high-frequency linearization approach (see
section 4). This approach allows us to primarily concentrate on the second order lineariza-
tion system but not the first order system. Moreover, the initial value of the first order
linearization system is still forced to be positive but the initial value of the second order
linearization system is arbitrary. This is the reason why we can overcome the probability
measure constraint. On the other hand, this method allows us to consider the linearization
system of MFG system near a trival solution. In this case, the linearization systems are
much simpler than considering the linearization system of MFG system near a non-trival
solution as in [28]. Due to this fact, one can apply this method in other PDE system with
positive constraint. Although this is a correlated PDE system, another unexpected aspect
of our result is that we do not require the measure information in the boundary.

Finally, we would like to remark that there has recently been a lot of interest in the
literature about the mathematical study of inverse problems related to nonlinear PDEs; for
examples, see [24,25,29,30] and the references listed therein. Even in this setting, there is
another crucial aspect of our study that need to be emphasized. The two nonlinear PDEs
are coupled in a backward-forward fashion with regard to time by the MFG system (1.1).
We are confident that the mathematical techniques described in this work can be used to
address more inverse problems connected to coupled nonlinear PDEs in various contexts.

The remainder of the essay is structured as follows. The basic outcome of the inverse
problem is stated in Section 2, along with a few notations that have been fixed. The
examination of the forward problem is covered in Section 3. In Section 4, we disscuss and
compare two different lineariztion methods and the proof of the major results are covered
in Sections 5.
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2. Preliminaries and statement of main results

2.1. Notations and basic setting. For k ∈ N and 0 < α < 1, the Hölder space Ck+α(Ω)
is defined as the subspace of Ck(Ω) such that φ ∈ Ck+α(Ω) if and only if Dlφ exist and
are Hölder continuous with exponent α for all l = (l1, l2, . . . , ln) ∈ N

n with |l| ≤ k, where
Dl := ∂l1x1

∂l2x2
· · · ∂lnxn

for x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn). The norm is defined as

‖φ‖Ck+α(Ω) :=
∑

|l|≤k

‖Dlφ‖∞ +
∑

|l|=k

sup
x 6=y

|Dlφ(x)−Dlφ(y)|

|x− y|α
. (2.1)

If the function φ depends on both the time and space variables, we define φ ∈ Ck+α, k+α
2 (Q)

if DlD
j
tφ exist and are are Hölder continuous with exponent α in x and k+α

2 in t for all
l ∈ N

n, j ∈ N with |l|+ 2j ≤ k. The norm is defined as

‖φ‖
Ck+α,

k+α
2 (Q)

: =
∑

|l|+2j≤k

‖DlD
j
tφ‖∞ +

∑

|l|+2j=k

sup
t,x 6=y

|φ(x, t) − φ(y, t)|

|x− y|α

+
∑

|l|+2j=k

sup
t6=t′,x

|φ(x, t)− φ(x, t′)|

|t− t′|α/2
.

(2.2)

2.2. Admissible class. Now we introduce the admissible classes of the running cost of F
in two different cases. The first one is closed to the conditions in [27]. For the completeness
of this paper, we list it here.

Definition 2.1. We say U(x, z) : Rn × C → C is admissible, denoted by U ∈ A, if it
satisfies the following conditions:

(i) The map z 7→ U(·, z) is holomorphic with value in Cα(Rn) for some α ∈ (0, 1).
(ii) U(x, 0) = 0 for all x ∈ R

n.

Clearly, if (1) and (2) are fulfilled, then U can be expanded into a power series as follows:

U(x, z) =

∞
∑

k=1

U (k)(x)
(z)k

k!
, (2.3)

where U (k)(x) = ∂kU
∂zk

(x, 1) ∈ Cα(Rn).

Clearly, if F (x,m) ∈ A and m is the density of the measure, then F depends on the
measure locally.

Next, we consider the non-local case.

Definition 2.2. Let m(x, t) be the density of a given distribution. We say

F (x,m) =

∫

Ω
K(x, y)m(y, t)dy

belongs to B if

(i) K(x, y) is smooth in Ω× Ω.
(ii)

∫

ΩK(x, y)dy = 0 for all x ∈ Ω.

Remark 2.3. In fact, the condition (ii) in the Definition 2.2 is quit natural. If m0(x) = 1
and ψ(x) be a constant c, the solution of MFG game system should be (u,m) = (c, 0). This
is because mean Field Games are non-atomic differential games. In other words, if m0(x)
is the uniform distribution and ψ(x) is constant, this is already a equilibrium of this system,
then m(x, t) should keep to be 1. This is a common nature of MFG system that the uniform
distribution is a stable state.
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2.3. Main unique identifiability results. We are able to articulate the primary con-
clusions for the inverse problems, which show that one can recover the running cost and
Hamiltonian from the measurement map NF,κ.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that Fj(x,m) ∈ A. Let NFj ,κj
be the measurement map associated

to the following system:






































−∂tu(x, t)−∆u(x, t) + 1
2κj |∇u(x, t)|

2 = Fj(x,m), in Q,

∂tm(x, t)−∆m(x, t)− div(m(x, t)κj∇u(x, t)) = 0, in Q′,

∂νu(x, t) = ∂νm(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(x, T ) = ψ(x), in Ω,

m(x, 0) = m0(x), in Ω.

(2.4)

If for any (m0, ψ) ∈ [C2+α(Ω) ∩ Oa]× C2+α(Ω), where Oa is defined in (1.2), one has

NF1,κ1
(m0, ψ) = NF2,κ2

(m0, ψ),

then it holds that
κ1 = κ2 in Ω,

and
F1(x, z) = F2(x, z) in Ω× R.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that

Fj(x,m) =

∫

Ω
Kj(x, y)m(y, t)dy ∈ B

. Let NFj ,κj
be the measurement map associated to the following system:







































−∂tu(x, t) −∆u(x, t) + 1
2κj|∇u(x, t)|

2 =
∫

Ω′ Kj(x, y)m(y, t)dy, in Q,

∂tm(x, t)−∆m(x, t)− div(m(x, t)κj∇u(x, t)) = 0, in Q,

∂νu(x, t) = ∂νm(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(x, T ) = ψ(x), in Ω,

m(x, 0) = m0(x), in Ω.

(2.5)

If for any (m0, ψ) ∈ [C2+α(Ω) ∩ Oa]× C2+α(Ω), where Oa is defined in (1.2), one has

NF1,κ1
(m0, ψ) = NF2,κ2

(m0, ψ),

then it holds that
κ1 = κ2 in Ω,

and
K1(x, y) = K2(x, y) in Ω× Ω.

3. Local well-posedness of the forward problems

We obtain numerous auxiliary conclusions on the forward problem of the MFG system
(1.1) in this section. One of the most significant insights is the infinite differentiability of
the system with respect to small variations around given input m0(x) or ψ(x). This is the
foundation to apply the linearization methods.

For the well-posedness of system (1.1) with respect to m0(x). A quit simialry results
is proved in [27], so we just state this theorem here without proof. To make this paper
complete, we give the proof of the well-posedness of system (1.1) with respect to ψ(x),
which is simiarly to the proof of the following system.
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Theorem 3.1. Given ψ(x) = 0. Suppose that F ∈ A . The following results holds:

(a) There exist constants δ > 0 and C > 0 such that for any

m0 ∈ Bδ(C
2+α(Ω)) := {m0 ∈ C

2+α(Ω) : ‖m0‖C2+α(Ω) ≤ δ},

the MFG system (1.1) has a solution (u,m) ∈ [C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)]2 which satisfies

‖(u,m)‖
C2+α,1+ α

2 (Q)
:= ‖u‖

C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)

+ ‖m‖
C2+α,1+α

2 (Q)
≤ C‖m0‖C2+α(Ω). (3.1)

Furthermore, the solution (u,m) is unique within the class

{(u,m) ∈ C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)× C2+α,1+α

2 (Q) : ‖(u,m)‖
C2+α,1+ α

2 (Q)
≤ Cδ}. (3.2)

(b) Define a function

S : Bδ(C
2+α(Ω) → C2+α,1+α

2 (Q)× C2+α,1+α
2 (Q) by S(m0) := (u, v).

where (u, v) is the unique solution to the MFG system (1.1). Then for any m0 ∈
Bδ(C

2+α(Ω)), S is holomorphic.

A similary result is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Given m0(x) = 0. Suppose that F ∈ A . The following results holds:

(a) There exist constants δ > 0 and C > 0 such that for any

ψ(x) ∈ Bδ(C
2+α(Ω)) := {ψ ∈ C2+α(Ω) : ‖ψ(x)‖C2+α(Ω) ≤ δ},

the MFG system (1.1) has a solution (u,m) ∈ [C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)]2 which satisfies

‖(u,m)‖
C2+α,1+ α

2 (Q)
:= ‖u‖

C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)

+ ‖m‖
C2+α,1+α

2 (Q)
≤ C‖ψ(x)‖C2+α(Ω). (3.3)

Furthermore, the solution (u,m) is unique within the class

{(u,m) ∈ C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)× C2+α,1+α

2 (Q) : ‖(u,m)‖
C2+α,1+ α

2 (Q)
≤ Cδ}. (3.4)

(b) Define a function

S : Bδ(C
2+α(Ω) → C2+α,1+α

2 (Q)× C2+α,1+α
2 (Q) by S(ψ(x)) := (u, v).

where (u, v) is the unique solution to the MFG system (1.1). Then for any ψ(x) ∈
Bδ(C

2+α(Ω)), S is holomorphic.

The proof of Thoerem 3.2. Let

Y1 := {m ∈ C2+α(Ω) : ∂νm = 0},

Y2 : {(u,m) ∈ C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)× C2+α,1+α

2 (Q) : ∂νm = ∂νu = 0 in Σ},

Y3 := Y1 × Y1 × Cα,α
2 (Q)× Cα,α

2 (Q),

and we define a map K : Y1 × Y2 → Y3 by that for any (ψ, ũ, m̃) ∈ Y1 × Y2,

K (ψ, ũ, m̃)(x, t)

:=
(

ũ(x, T )− ψ(x), m̃(x, 0),−∂tũ(x, t)−∆ũ(x, t)

+
κ(x)|∇ũ(x, t)|2

2
− F (x, m̃(x, t)), ∂tm̃(x, t)−∆m̃(x, t)− div(m̃(x, t)κ(x)∇ũ(x, t))

)

.

We begin by demonstrating thatmathscrK is well-defined. As a result of the fact that the
Hölder space is an algebra under point-wise multiplication, we have κ(x)|∇u|2,div(m(x, t)κ(x)∇u(x, t)) ∈
Cα,α

2 (Q). By the Cauchy integral formula,

F (k) ≤
k!

Rk
sup
|z|=R

‖F (·, z)‖
Cα, α

2 (Q)
, R > 0. (3.5)
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Then there is L > 0 such that for all k ∈ N,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F (k)

k!
mk

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Cα,α
2 (Q)

≤
Lk

Rk
‖m‖k

Cα, α
2 (Q)

sup
|z|=R

‖F (·, z)‖
Cα, α

2 (Q)
. (3.6)

By choosing R ∈ R+ large enough and by virtue of (3.5) and (3.6), it can be seen that the

series
∑∞

k=1 F
(k)(x)z

k

k! converges in Cα,α
2 (Q) and therefore F (x,m(x, t)) ∈ Cα,α

2 (Q). This
implies that K is well-defined.

Let us show that K is holomorphic. Verifying that K is weakly holomorphic is sufficient
because it is evidently locally confined. That is we aim to show the map

λ ∈ C 7→ K ((m0, ũ, m̃) + λ(m̄0, ū, m̄)) ∈ Y3, for any (m̄0, ū, m̄) ∈ Y1 × Y2

is holomorphic. In fact, this follows from the fact that the series
∑∞

k=1 F
(k)(x)z

k

k! converges

in Cα,α
2 (Q) .

Note that K (0, 0, 0) = 0. Let us compute ∇(ũ,m̃)K (0, 0, 0):

∇(ũ,m̃)K (0, 0, 0)(u,m) = (0, 0,−∂tu(x, t)−∆u(x, t)− F (1)m,∂tm(x, t)−∆m(x, t)).
(3.7)

Then If ∇(ũ,m̃)K (0, 0, 0) = 0, we have m̃ = 0 and then ũ = 0. Therefore, the map is
injective.

On the other hand, letting (r(x), s(x, t)) ∈ C2+α(Ω) × Cα,α
2 (Q), there exists a(x, t) ∈

C2+α,1+α
2 (Q) such that















∂ta(x, t)−∆a(x, t) = s(x, t) in Q,

∂νa = 0 in Σ,

a(x, 0) = r(x) in Ω.

Then letting (r′(x), s′(x, t)) ∈ C2+α(Ω)×Cα,α
2 (Q), one can show that there exists b(x, t) ∈

C2+α,1+α
2 (Q) such that















−∂tb(x, t)−∆b(x, t)− F (1)(x)a = s′(x, t) in Q,

∂νb = 0 in Σ,

b(x, T ) = r′(x) in Ω.

This shows that ∇(ũ,m̃)K (0, 0, 0) is also surjective. Therefore, ∇(ũ,m̃)K (0, 0, 0) is a linear
isomorphism between Y2 and Y3. Hence, by the implicit function theorem, there exist δ > 0
and a unique holomorphic function S : Bδ(Ω) → Y2 such that K (ψ, S(m0)) = 0 for all
m0 ∈ Bδ(Ω).

By letting (u,m) = S(ψ(x)), we obtain the unique solution of the MFG system (1.1).
Let (u0, v0) = S(0). Since S is Lipschitz, we know that there exist constants C,C ′ > 0 such
that

‖(u,m)‖
C2+α,1+ α

2 (Q)2

≤C ′‖ψ(x)‖Bδ (Ω) + ‖u0‖C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)

+ ‖v0‖C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)

≤C‖ψ‖Bδ(Ω).

The proof is complete.
�

Notice that we still need to show the local well-posedness in the case that the running
cost F in the form of inregration. It is stated in the following theorems.

Theorem 3.3. Given ψ(x) = 0. Suppose that F ∈ B . The following results holds:
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(a) There exist constants δ > 0 and C > 0 such that for any

m0 ∈ Bδ(C
2+α(Ω)) := {m0 ∈ C

2+α(Ω) : ‖m0‖C2+α(Ω) ≤ δ},

the MFG system (1.1) has a solution (u,m) ∈ [C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)]2 which satisfies

‖(u,m)‖
C2+α,1+ α

2 (Q)
:= ‖u‖

C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)

+ ‖m‖
C2+α,1+α

2 (Q)
≤ C‖m0‖C2+α(Ω). (3.8)

Furthermore, the solution (u,m) is unique within the class

{(u,m) ∈ C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)× C2+α,1+α

2 (Q) : ‖(u,m)‖
C2+α,1+ α

2 (Q)
≤ Cδ}. (3.9)

(b) Define a function

S : Bδ(C
2+α(Ω) → C2+α,1+α

2 (Q)× C2+α,1+α
2 (Q) by S(m0) := (u, v).

where (u, v) is the unique solution to the MFG system (1.1). Then for any m0 ∈
Bδ(C

2+α(Ω)), S is holomorphic.

Simiarly, we have

Theorem 3.4. Given m0(x) = 0. Suppose that F ∈ A . The following results holds:

(a) There exist constants δ > 0 and C > 0 such that for any

ψ(x) ∈ Bδ(C
2+α(Ω)) := {ψ ∈ C2+α(Ω) : ‖ψ(x)‖C2+α(Ω) ≤ δ},

the MFG system (1.1) has a solution (u,m) ∈ [C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)]2 which satisfies

‖(u,m)‖
C2+α,1+ α

2 (Q)
:= ‖u‖

C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)

+ ‖m‖
C2+α,1+α

2 (Q)
≤ C‖ψ(x)‖C2+α(Ω). (3.10)

Furthermore, the solution (u,m) is unique within the class

{(u,m) ∈ C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)× C2+α,1+α

2 (Q) : ‖(u,m)‖
C2+α,1+ α

2 (Q)
≤ Cδ}. (3.11)

(b) Define a function

S : Bδ(C
2+α(Ω) → C2+α,1+α

2 (Q)× C2+α,1+α
2 (Q) by S(ψ(x)) := (u, v).

where (u, v) is the unique solution to the MFG system (1.1). Then for any ψ(x) ∈
Bδ(C

2+α(Ω)), S is holomorphic.

For these two theorems, we give the proof of Theorem 3.3

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let

Z1 := {m ∈ C2+α(Ω) : ∂νm = 0},

Z2 : {(u,m) ∈ C2+α,1+α
2 (Q)× C2+α,1+α

2 (Q) : ∂νm = ∂νu = 0 in Σ},

Z3 := Z1 × Z1 ×Cα,α
2 (Q)× Cα,α

2 (Q),

and we define a map K : Z1 × Z2 → Z3 by that for any (m0(x), ũ, m̃) ∈ Y1 × Y2,

K (m0(x), ũ, m̃)(x, t)

:=
(

0, m̃(x, 0),−∂tũ(x, t) −∆ũ(x, t)

+
κ(x)|∇ũ(x, t)|2

2
− F (x, m̃(x, t)), ∂tm̃(x, t)−∆m̃(x, t)− div(m̃(x, t)κ(x)∇ũ(x, t))

)

.

We shall use the same arguemnt in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Since F ∈ B and then K(x, y)
is smooth. It is clear that K is well-defined. To complete this proof, we only need to show

∇(ũ,m̃)K (0, 0, 0)(u,m) = (0, 0,−∂tu−∆u−

∫

Ω
K(x, y)m(y, t)dy, ∂tm−∆m). (3.12)
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is a linear isomorphism between Z2 and Z3. This also follows by the fact K(x, y) is smooth
and a similarly argumement in Theorem 3.1.

�

4. Analysis of the linearized systems in two different scenarios

4.1. Higher-order linearization. We next develop a high-order linearization scheme of
the MFG system (1.1) with respect to ψ(x) in the case that F (x,m) ∈ B. By Theorem 3.2,
given m0(x), the MFG system (1.1) is infinite differentiable with respect to a input ψ(x).

We introduce the basic setting of this higher order linearization method. Consider the
system (1.1). Let

ψ(x; ε) = ε1f1 + ε2f2,

where
fl ∈ C2+α(Rn),

and ε = (ε1, ε2) ∈ R
2 with |ε| = |ε1|+ |ε2| small enough.

By Theorem 3.2, there exists a unique solution (u(x, t; ε),m(x, t; ε)) of (1.1). If ε = 0
and m0(x) = 0 by our assumption, we have (u(x, t; 0),m(x, t; 0)) = (0, 0).

Let

u(1) := ∂ε1u|ε=0 = lim
ε→0

u(x, t; ε) − u(x, t; 0)

ε1
,

m(1) := ∂ε1m|ε=0 = lim
ε→0

m(x, t; ε)−m(x, t; 0)

ε1
.

Then we can cunstruct a new system with unknowns (u(1),m(1)). In other words, we have

(u
(1)
j ,m

(1)
j ) satisfies the following system:



































−∂tu(1) −∆u(1) =
∫

ΩK(x, y)m(1)(y, t)dy, in Q,

∂tm
(1)(x, t)−∆m(1)(x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νu
(1)(x, t) = ∂νm

(1)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(1)(x, T ) = f1, in Ω,

m(1)(x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(4.1)

Then we can define

u(2) := ∂εlu|ε=0 = lim
ε→0

u(x, t; ε) − u(x, t; 0)

ε2
,

m(2) := ∂εlm|ε=0 = lim
ε→0

m(x, t; ε) −m(x, t; 0)

ε2
,

and obtain a similar system.
Next, we consider

u(1,2) := ∂ε1∂ε2u|ε=0,m
(1,2) := ∂ε1∂ε2m|ε=0. (4.2)

We have the second-order linearization as follows:


















































−∂tu
(1,2) −∆u(1,2)(x, t) + κ(x)∇u(1) · ∇u(2)

=
∫

ΩK(x, y)m(1,2)(y, t)dy, in Ω× (0, T ),

∂tm
(1,2) −∆m(1,2) = div(m(1)κ(x)∇u(2)) + div(m(2)κ(x)∇u(1)), in Ω× (0, T ),

∂νu
(1,2)(x, t) = ∂νm

(1,2)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(1,2)(x, T ) = 0, in Ω,

m(1,2)(x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(4.3)
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Notice that the non-linear terms of the system (4.3) depend on the first-order linearised
system (4.1). We will use this to recover κ(x) in the proof of Theorem 2.2. In fact, we get
three systems by this method and intinial values of the first two systems, say f1, f2 are
arbitrary functions. Hence, we will focus on the solutions of first two systems.

By a similar approach, we can define the high-order linearization scheme of the MFG
system (1.1) in the case that F (x,m) ∈ A. For detials, see [27,28]. We just show the main
equations here.

The first order linearization system is given by


































−∂tu
(1) −∆u(1) = F (1)(x)m(1)(x, t), in Q,

∂tm
(1)(x, t)−∆m(1)(x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νu
(1)(x, t) = ∂νm

(1)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(1)(x, T ) = f1, in Ω,

m(1)(x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(4.4)

The second order linearization system is given by


















































−∂tu
(1,2) −∆u(1,2)(x, t) + κ(x)∇u(1) · ∇u(2)

= F (1)m(1,2)(x, t) + F (2)m(1)(x, t)m(2)(x, t), in Ω× (0, T ),

∂tm
(1,2) −∆m(1,2) = div(m(1)κ(x)∇u(2)) + div(m(2)κ(x)∇u(1)), in Ω× (0, T ),

∂νu
(1,2)(x, t) = ∂νm

(1,2)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(1,2)(x, T ) = 0, in Ω,

m(1,2)(x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(4.5)

Similarly, for N ∈ N, we consider

u(1,2...,N) = ∂ε1∂ε2 ...∂εNu|ε=0,

m(1,2...,N) = ∂ε1∂ε2 ...∂εNm|ε=0.

We are able to produce a series of parabolic systems that will be used once more to determine
the higher order Taylor coefficients of the unknowns F . The most importment ingredient
is that the non-linear terms in higher order systems only depend on the solutions of lower
order terms. Therefore, we can apply mathematical induction in the proof of Thoerem 2.1.

4.2. High-order variation. We now take into account another linearization technique.
We are the first to suggest and use this approach to address an inverse problem. If we
simply take into consideration positive solutions, which is quite common in physics issues,
it is significantly better than the first type of linearization method. If the running cost is
dependent on m non-locally in this MFG system, it also gains supremacy.

Consider the system (1.1). Let

m0(x; ε) = εg1 + ε2g2,

where

g1, g2 ∈ C2+α(Rn) , g1 ≥ 0,

and ε ∈ R
+. Then we have m0 ≥ 0 in Ω′ if ε tends to 0. By Theorem 3.3, there ex-

ists a unique solution (u(x, t; ε),m(x, t; ε)) of (1.1). If ε = 0 and ψ(x) = 0 , we have
(u(x, t; 0),m(x, t; 0)) = (0, 0).

Let

u(I) := ∂εu|ε=0 = lim
ε→0

u(x, t; ε)− u(x, t; 0)

ε
,
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m(I) := ∂εm|ε=0 = lim
ε→0

m(x, t; ε)−m(x, t; 0)

ε
.

We get the first order linearization


































−∂tu
(I) −∆u(I) =

∫

Ω′ K(x, y)m(I)(y, t)dy, in Q,

∂tm
(I)(x, t)−∆m(I)(x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νu
(I)(x, t) = ∂νm

(I)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(I)(x, T ) = 0, in Ω,

m(I)(x, 0) = g1, in Ω.

(4.6)

It is the same as the first method until now and the main difference is that we will focus
on the second order linearization system in this method but not the first order system.
Since in this case, g2 is arbitrary, it helps us to surmount difficulties in inverse problem.

Let
u(II) := ∂2εu|ε=0, m(II) := ∂2εm|ε=0.

Then the second order linearization system is given by


































−∂tu
(II) −∆u(II) + κ(x)|∇u(I)|2 =

∫

ΩK(x, y)m(II)(y, t)dy, in Q,

∂tm
(II)(x, t)−∆m(II)(x, t) = 2div(m(I)κ∇u(I)), in Q,

∂νu
(II)(x, t) = ∂νm

(II)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(II)(x, T ) = 0, in Ω,

m(II)(x, 0) = 2g2, in Ω.

(4.7)

Similarly, the non-linear terms only depend on the solution of the first order linearization
system. Notice that we only get two systems by this method, but the intinial value of

m
(II)
j (x, 0) is still free to choosen as an arbitrary function. We will use this fact to recover

K(x, y) in the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Remark 4.1. In fact, we can also use the high-order variation method in the proof of The-
orem 2.1. But the higher-order linearization method does not work in the proof of Theorem
2.2. This fact shows its advantage.

We list the higher-order linearization method here because this is a common method in
recent literature and it still gains supremacy in some local-dependence cases.

5. Proof of Theorem 2.1, 2.2

We start form a useful Lemma. It is the key part of the main proofs.

Lemma 5.1. Consider
{

−∂tu−∆u = 0 in Q

∂νu(x, t) = 0 in Σ
(5.1)

There exist a sequence of solution u(x, t) of system (5.1) such that
(1) u(x, t) = eλtg(x;λ) for some λ ∈ R

n and g(x;λ) ∈ C2(Ω′).
(2) There does not exits an open subset U of Ω such that ∇g(x;λ) = 0 in U .

Proof. Let λ be an eigenvalue of Neumann-Laplacian operator and g(x;λ) be a correspond-
ing eigenfunction

{

−∆g(x;λ) = λg(x;λ) in Ω

∂νg(x;λ) = 0 in Σ.
(5.2)

Then it is obviously that u(x, t) = eλtg(x;λ) is a solution of (5.1). This implies that λ = 0.
It is a contradiction.
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Futhermore, suppose there is an open subset U of Ω such that ∇g = 0 in U , then g in a
constant in U . This implies that λ = 0. It is a contradiction.

This completes the proof. �

With all the preparations, we are in a position to present the proof of Theorem 2.1 and
Theorem 2.2 .

Proof of Theorem 2.1 . For j = 1, 2, let us consider






































−ut −∆u+ 1
2κj |∇u|

2 = Fj(x,m) in Q,

mt −∆m− div(mκj∇u) = 0 in Q,

∂νu(x, t) = ∂νm(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(x, T ) = ψ(x) in Ω,

m(x, 0) = m0(x) in Ω.

(5.3)

Next, we divide our proof into several steps.

Step I. We show κ1 = κ2 first.
Let ψ(x) = ε1f1 + ε2f2, m0 = 0. Let

u(1) := ∂ε1u|ε=0 = lim
ε→0

u(x, t; ε) − u(x, t; 0)

ε1
,

m(1) := ∂ε1m|ε=0 = lim
ε→0

m(x, t; ε)−m(x, t; 0)

ε1
.

Then we have






































−∂tu
(1)
j −∆u

(1)
j = F

(1)
j (x)m(1)(x, t), in Q,

∂tm
(1)
j (x, t)−∆m

(1)
j (x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νu
(1)
j (x, t) = ∂νm

(1)
j (x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u
(1)
j (x, T ) = f1, in Ω,

m
(1)
j (x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(5.4)

This implies that m(1)(x, t) = 0. We define m(2)(x, t) in the same way (see section 4).

Similarly, we have m(2)(x, t) = 0. Therefore, u
(1)
j (x, t) are independ of j. Let u

(1)
1 (x, t) =

u
(1)
2 (x, t) = u(1)(x, t), then it satisfies the following system















−∂tu
(1)(x, t)−∆u(1)(x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νu
(1)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(1)(x, T ) = f1, in Ω,

(5.5)

Similarly, u
(2)
1 (x, t) = u

(2)
2 (x, t) = u(2)(x, t) also satisfy (5.5). Notice that m(1)(x, t) =

m(2)(x, t) = 0, we have the second order linearization system is given by



































−∂tu
(1,2)
j −∆u

(1,2)
j + κj(x)∇u

(1) · ∇u(2) = F
(1)
j m(1,2)(x, t), in Q,

∂tm
(1,2)
j (x, t)−∆m

(1,2)
j (x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νu
(1,2)
j (x, t) = ∂νm

(1,2)
j (x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(1,2)(x, T ) = 0, in Ω,

m(1,2)(x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(5.6)
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Note that m(1,2)(x, t) must be 0 and hence,

− ∂tu
(1,2) −∆u(1,2) + κj(x)∇u

(1) · ∇u(2) = 0, (5.7)

holds if u(1), u(2) are solution of (5.24). Let u(x, t) = u
(1,2)
1 (x, t)−u

(1,2)
2 (x, t). Since Nκ1,F1

=
Nκ2,F2

, we have














−∂tu−∆u+ (κ1(x)− κ2(x))∇u
(1) · ∇u(2) = 0, in Q,

∂νu(x, t) = u(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(x, T ) = u(x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(5.8)

Let ω be a solution of the following system

∂tω −∆ω = 0 in Q, (5.9)

then we multiply ω on the both side of (5.8) and then integration by part implies that
∫

Ω
(κ1(x)− κ2(x))∇u

(1) · ∇u(2)ωdxdt = 0. (5.10)

By Lemma 5.1, there exists λ ∈ R and g(x) ∈ C∞(Ω) such that eλtg(x) satifies (5.5). Let
f1 = eλT g(x), then by the uniqueness of the solution of heat equation, we have

u(1)(x, t) = eλtg(x).

Then we have
∫

Q′

(κ1(x)− κ2(x))e
2λt|∇g(x)|2ωdxdt = 0. (5.11)

Consider ω = e−|ξ|2t−ix·ξ for some ξ ∈ R
n. It follows that

∫ T

0
e2λte−|ξ|2t

∫

Ω
(κ1(x)− κ2(x))|∇g(x)|

2e−ix·ξ = 0.

i.e.
∫

Ω
(κ1(x)− κ2(x))|∇g(x)|

2e−ix·ξ = 0.

Therefore, we have (κ1(x) − κ2(x))|∇g(x)|
2 = 0 in Ω. By the construction in Lemma 5.1,

we have

κ1(x)− κ2(x) = 0.

Step II. Let κ = κ1 = κ2. Next, we aim to show F1 = F2. Consider the following systems






































−ut −∆u+ 1
2κ(x)|∇u|

2 = Fj(x,m) in Q,

mt −∆m− div(mκ(x)∇u) = 0 in Q,

∂νu(x, t) = ∂νm(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(x, T ) = ψ(x) in Ω,

m(x, 0) = m0(x) in Ω.

(5.12)

Let ψ(x) = 0 and

m0(x; ε) =

N
∑

l=1

εlfl,

where

fl ∈ C2+α(Rn) and fl ≥ 0,
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and ε = (ε1, ε2, ..., εN ) ∈ R
N
+ with |ε| =

∑N
l=1 |εl| small enough. First, we do the first order

linearization to the MFG system (5.12) in Q and can derive:










































−∂tu
(1)
j −∆u

(1)
j = F

(1)
j (x)m

(1)
j in Q,

∂tm
(1)
j −∆m

(1)
j = 0 in Q,

∂νu
(1)(x, t) = ∂νm

(1)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(1)(x, T ) = 0 in Ω,

m
(1)
j (x, 0) = f1(x) in Ω.

(5.13)

We just choose f1(x) = 1, then we have m
(1)
1 (x, t) = m

(1)
2 (x, t) = 1. Hence, we have u

(1)
j (x, t)

is the solution of


















−∂tu
(1)
j −∆u

(1)
j = F

(1)
j (x) in Q,

∂νu
(1)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(1)(x, T ) = 0 in Ω,

(5.14)

Let u(x, t) = u
(1)
1 (x, t)− u

(1)
2 (x, t). Since Nκ1,F1

= Nκ2,F2
, we have















−∂tu(x, t)−∆u(x, t) = F
(1)
1 (x)− F

(1)
2 (x), in Q,

∂νu(x, t) = u(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(x, T ) = u(x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(5.15)

Let ω be a solution of the following system

∂tω −∆ω = 0 in Q, (5.16)

then we multiply ω on the both side of (5.15) and then integration by part implies that
∫

Q
(F

(1)
1 (x)− F

(1)
2 (x))ω(x, t) dxdt = 0. (5.17)

Consider ω = e−|ξ|2t−ix·ξ for some ξ ∈ R
n. Similarly to the proof of part (I), we have

∫

Ω
(F

(1)
1 (x)− F

(1)
2 (x))eiξ·x dx = 0, (5.18)

for all ξ ∈ R
n. Hence, we have F

(1)
1 (x) = F

(1)
2 (x).

Step III. We proceed to consider the second linearization to the MFG system (5.12) in Q
and can obtain for j = 1, 2:






















































−∂tu
(1,2)
j −∆u

(1,2)
j (x, t) + κ(x)∇u

(1)
j · ∇u

(2)
j

= F
(1)
j (x)m

(1,2)
j + F

(2)
j (x)m

(1)
j m

(2)
j in Ω× (0, T ),

∂tm
(1,2)
j −∆m

(1,2)
j = div(m

(1)
j κ(x)∇u

(2)
j ) + div(m

(2)
j κ(x)∇u

(1)
j ), in Ω× (0, T )

∂νu
(1,2)(x, t) = ∂νm

(1,2)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u
(1,2)
j (x, T ) = 0 in Ω,

m
(1,2)
j (x, 0) = 0 in Ω.

(5.19)

Now we may choose f1(x) = f2(x) = 1, then we have

m
(1)
j (x, t) = m

(2)
j (x, t) = 1.
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Notice that we have shown that F
(1)
1 (x) = F

(1)
2 (x) in Ω and this implies that

m(1,2)(x, t) = m
(1,2)
1 (x, t) = m

(1,2)
2 (x, t).

Let û(x, t) = u
(1,2)
1 (x, t)− u

(1,2)
2 (x, t). Since Nκ1,F1

= Nκ2,F2
, we have















−∂tû(x, t)−∆û(x, t) = (F
(2)
1 (x)− F

(2)
2 (x)), in Q,

∂ν û(x, t) = û(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

û(x, T ) = û(x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(5.20)

Let ω be a solution of the following system

∂tω −∆ω = 0 in Q, (5.21)

then we multiply ω on the both side of (5.20) and then integration by part implies that
∫

Q
(F

(2)
1 (x)− F

(2)
2 (x))ω(x, t) dxdt = 0. (5.22)

Similarly to the proof of part (II), we have

F
(2)
1 (x)− F

(2)
2 (x).

Step IV. Finally, using mathematical induction and reiterating similar arguments as in
Steps II and III, one can show that

F
(k)
1 (x)− F

(k)
2 (x) = 0,

for all k ∈ N. Hence,

F1(x, z) = F2(x, z)

in Ω× R. The proof is now complete. �

Next we show the Theorem 2.2. Recall that in this case, we have

F (x,m) =

∫

Ω
K(x, y)m(y, t)dy.

By comparing the proof of Theorem 2.1 with the proof of Theorem 2.2, we claim that
High-frequency method is much better in the non-local case.

Proof of Theorem 2.2 . For j = 1, 2, let us consider






































−ut −∆u+ 1
2κj |∇u|

2 =
∫

ΩKj(x, y)m(y, t)dy in Q,

mt −∆m− div(mκj∇u) = 0 in Q,

∂νu(x, t) = ∂νm(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(x, T ) = ψ(x) in Ω,

m(x, 0) = m0(x) in Ω.

(5.23)

Next, we divide our proof into several steps.

Step I. We show κ1 = κ2 first.
Let ψ(x) = ε1f1 + ε2f2, m0 = 0. Let

u(1) := ∂ε1u|ε=0 = lim
ε→0

u(x, t; ε) − u(x, t; 0)

ε1
,

m(1) := ∂ε1m|ε=0 = lim
ε→0

m(x, t; ε)−m(x, t; 0)

ε1
.
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Then we have






































−∂tu
(1)
j −∆u

(1)
j =

∫

Ω′ Kj(x, y)m
(1)(y, t)dy, in Q,

∂tm
(1)
j (x, t)−∆m

(1)
j (x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νu
(1)
j (x, t) = ∂νm

(1)
j (x, t) = 0 on Σ′,

u
(1)
j (x, T ) = f1, in Ω,

m
(1)
j (x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(5.24)

This implies that m(1)(x, t) = 0. We define m(2)(x, t) in the same way (see section 4).

Similarly, we have m(2)(x, t) = 0. Therefore, u
(1)
j (x, t) are independ of j. Let u

(1)
1 (x, t) =

u
(1)
2 (x, t) = u(1)(x, t), then it satisfies the following system















−∂tu
(1)(x, t)−∆u(1)(x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νu
(1)(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(1)(x, T ) = f1, in Ω,

(5.25)

Then the second order linearization system is given by



































−∂tu
(1,2)
j −∆u

(1,2)
j + κj(x)∇u

(1) · ∇u(2) =
∫

ΩKj(x, y)m
(1,2)(y, t)dy, in Q,

∂tm
(1,2)
j (x, t) −∆m

(1,2)
j (x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νu
(1,2)
j (x, t) = ∂νm

(1,2)
j (x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(1,2)(x, T ) = 0, in Ω,

m(1,2)(x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

(5.26)

Note that m(1,2)(x, t) must be 0 and hence,

− ∂tu
(1,2) −∆u(1,2) + κj(x)∇u

(1) · ∇u(2) = 0, (5.27)

holds if u(1), u(2) are solution of (5.24). Let u = u
(1,2)
1 (x, t) − u

(1,2)
2 (x, t). Since Nκ1,F1

=
Nκ2,F2

, we have














−∂tu−∆u+ (κ1(x)− κ2(x))∇u
(1) · ∇u(2) = 0, in Q,

∂νu(x, t) = u(x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u(x, T ) = 0, in Ω.

(5.28)

Let ω be a solution of the following system

∂tω −∆ω = 0, in Q, (5.29)

then we multiply ω on the both side of (5.28) and then integration by part implies that
∫

Ω
(κ1(x)− κ2(x))∇u

(1) · ∇u(2)ωdxdt = 0. (5.30)

By Lemma 5.1, there exists λ ∈ R and g(x) ∈ C∞(Ω) such that eλtg(x) satifies (5.25).
Let f1 = eλT g(x), then by the uniqueness of the solution of heat equation, we have

u(1)(x, t) = eλtg(x).
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Consider ω = e−|ξ|2t−ix·ξ for some ξ ∈ R
n. By the same arguement in the proof of Thoerem

2.1, we have
∫ T

0
e2λte−|ξ|2t

∫

Ω
(κ1(x)− κ2(x))|∇g(x)|

2e−ix·ξ = 0.

i.e.
∫

Ω
(κ1(x)− κ2(x))|∇g(x)|

2e−ix·ξ = 0.

Therefore, we have (κ1(x) − κ2(x))|∇g(x)|
2 = 0 in Ω. By the construction in Lemma 5.1,

we have

κ1(x)− κ2(x) = 0.

Step II. Let κ = κ1 = κ2. Next, we aim to show K1(x, y) = K2(x, y).
Consider another type of linearization method, let m0 = εg1 + ε2g2, where g1 > 0, ε > 0.

Let ψ(x) = 0. Then the first order linearization system is given by







































−∂tu
(I)
j −∆u

(I)
j =

∫

ΩKj(x, y)m
(I)(y, t)dy, in Q,

∂tm
(I)
j (x, t)−∆m

(I)
j (x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νu
(I)
j (x, t) = ∂νm

(I)
j (x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u
(I)
j (x, T ) = 0, in Ω,

m
(I)
j (x, 0) = g1, in Ω.

(5.31)

Let g1(x) = 1. Since
∫

ΩKj(x, y)dy = 0 for j = 1, 2, we have u
(I)
j (x, t) = 0,m

(I)
j (x, t) = 1.

Then the second order linearization system is given by






































−∂tu
(II)
j −∆u

(II)
j + κ(x)|∇u(I)|2 =

∫

Ω′ Kj(x, y)m
(II)(y, t)dy, in Q,

∂tm
(II)
j (x, t)−∆m

(II)
j (x, t) = 2div(m(I)κ∇u(I)), in Q,

∂νu
(II)
j (x, t) = ∂νm

(II)
j (x, t) = 0 on Σ,

u
(II)
j (x, T ) = 0, in Ω,

m
(II)
j (x, 0) = 2g2, in Ω.

(5.32)

Define K̂ = K1 −K2. Let ω be a solution of (5.29), by a similar arguement, we have

∫

Q

[

∫

Ω
K̂(x, y)m(2)(y, t)dy

]

ω(x, t)dxdt = 0, (5.33)

for all m(II)(y, t) such that it is a solution of














∂tm
(II)
j (x, t)−∆m

(II)
j (x, t) = 0, in Q,

∂νm
(II)
j (x, t) = 0 on Σ,

m
(II)
j (x, 0) = 2g2, in Ω.

(5.34)

Similary, by Lemma 5.1, we may choose m(II)(x, t) = eλtg(x;λ). Then by the same argue-
ment, we have

∫ T

0
eλte−|ξ|2tdt

∫

Ω

[

∫

Ω
K̂(x, y)g(y;λ)dy

]

e−ix·ξdx = 0, (5.35)

Then we have
∫

Ω
K̂(x, y)g(y;λ)dy = 0,
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for all g(y;λ). Note that g(y;λ) can be all Neumann eigenfunctions of −∆ and these func-
tions are complete in L2(Ω). Therefore, we have

K1(x, y) = K2(x, y)

in Ω. The proof is now complete. �

Remark 5.2. By the proof of this two Thoeremm, we show that we do not need the full
information of Nκ,F (m0, ψ). One can only use Nκ,F (m0, 0) and Nκ,F (0, ψ) to recover F
and κ(x).
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