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INVERSE SCATTERING WITH PARTIAL DATA ON ASYMPTOTICALLY
HYPERBOLIC MANIFOLDS

RAPHAEL HORA AND ANTONIO SA BARRETO

ABSTRACT. We prove that the scattering matrix at all energies restricted to an open subset of the
boundary determines an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold modulo isometries that are equal to
the identity on the open subset where the scattering matrix is known.

1. INTRODUCTION

As the name suggests, asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds are modeled by the hyperbolic space
at infinity. The ball model of the hyperbolic space is given by

° 4dz*
X =B""! = {z ¢ R"™ : |2| < 1} equipped with the metric g = W

— |z
We replace B! with a C*°, connected, compact manifold X with boundary dX, of dimension
n + 1. We pick a function z € C*°(X) such that > 0 in the interior of X, {z = 0} = JX, and
dr # 0 at 0X. Such a function will be called a boundary defining function. In the model above
r =1— |22 If g is a Riemannian metric on the interior of X such that

(1.1) w?g=H

where H is non-degenerate up to X, then according to [34] g is complete and its sectional curva-
tures approach |dz|g, as x | 0. In particular, when

(1.2) |dz|g =1 at 0X,

the sectional curvatures converge to —1 at the boundary. Such a Riemannian manifold (X, g) for
which (1)) and (2] hold is called asymptotically hyperbolic. We are interested in studying the
long time behavior of solutions of the wave equation on asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds, and
the behavior of the metric, and hence of its geodesics, near 0.X influences how waves scatter.
Notice that g does not determine H and it is interesting to inquire about the behavior of H = 2%g
at 0X. Since any two defining functions of 0X, x and Z, satisfy z = e¥Z, with w € C*°(X), the
corresponding H and H must satisfy Hl|gx = e2<(0.9) F lox. Hence H|px is determined up to a
conformal factor which depends on the choice of x. We recall the construction of boundary normal

coordinates for g in this setting given by Graham [I1]. We have H = 22g = ¢**7?g, and hence

H = e*H. Since dz = ¥ (idw + dz), we have
|de|3r = |di + Zdw|% = |dE[% + 2°|dw|% + 28(V 57w
Hence,

|dz|p =1 if and only if 2(V57)w + :i|dw|§{ = TH’ wlgx = 0.

1 — |dz|?
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Since by assumption |dZ|; = 1 at X, this is a non-characteristic ODE, and hence it has a solution
in a neighborhood of dX. So we conclude that fixed a representative hg of the conformal class of
H|yx, there exists € > 0, a neighborhood U, of 0X and a map V¥ : [0,€) x 90X — U, such that

2
(1.3) V@z%%+ﬁgﬁﬁg,im:MQ%@%
where h is a one-parameter family of metrics on the boundary 0X. This construction works equally
well in a neighborhood of an open subset I' C 0.X.

The spectrum of the Laplacian for this type of manifolds was studied by Mazzeo and Mazzeo
and Melrose in [32] 33, 34] and more recently by Bouclet [2]. The spectrum of A,4, denoted by
o(Ay) consists of a finite point spectrum o,,(A,) and an absolutely continuous spectrum o,.(Ay)
satisfying

n? n?

(1.4) Oac(Dg) = [Zuoo)v opp(Ag) C (0, Z)

It follows from (L4]) and the spectral theorem that if Im A << 0, the resolvent for Ay, denoted
by

n2\ !
(1.5) RW:(%—V—Z>,
is a bounded operator in L?(X). The continuation of R()), as an operator

R(\) : C°(X) — C™(X),

from Im A << 0 to the complex plane was first studied by Mazzeo and Melrose in [34], later by
Guillarmou [6] and more recently by Vasy [43]

The structure of the generalized eigenfunctions and the analogue of the Sommerfeld radiation
condition was studied in [35, 22], where it was proved that for all f € C*°(90X) and A € R\ {0},

there exists a unique v(z,\) € C*(X), z = (z,y) near 0X, satisfying
2

<Ag—/\2—%>v:0 in)o(,

v = xiA+n/2F+ + x—i)\—l—n/217_7 Fy € COO(X), F—i—‘aX = f.

(1.6)

The scattering matrix at energy A # 0 is defined as the operator
A(A) : C(0X) — C™(0X),

(L.7) fr—F_lax.

This definition depends on the choice of the function z. One can define A(\) invariantly by making
it act on a certain density bundle, but we prefer to fix one function x for which (L.3]) holds near
0X and work with A(\) as in (L7). Notice that in view of the construction of x, we are implicitly
fixing a conformal representative of 0X.

The scattering matrix is the analogue of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map when (X, g) is a C*
compact Riemannian manifold with boundary 0X. In this case the Laplacian A, is an elliptic
differential operator and it is well known that given f € C°°(0X), there exists a unique u € C*°(X)
such that Aju = 01in X and v = f at 0X. If (z,y) are geodesic normal coordinates to 90X, one can
show that the entire Taylor series of u(x,y) at X = {z = 0} is determined by the first two terms,
u(0,y) = f(y) and 9,u(0,y), and by the equation. However, since the solution is unique, 9,u(0, y) is
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globally determined by the equation and the Dirichlet data f. The map A, : C*°(0X) — C>(0X)
defined by Ay f = 0yu|yx is called the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map.

The scattering matrix in this class of manifolds was studied in [10, [35], 22] 12 [6]. According to
[35, 22], fixed A\ € R,\0 and z, the operator A(\) is pseudodifferential of complex order 2iA with
principal symbol

A T(—iA ,
A 1) =2 S
where I' is the gamma function and |7y, is the length of the co-vector 7 induced by hy.

The inverse problem of obtaining information about a compact manifold (X, g) from the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map A, has been extensively studied, see for example [4I] for a survey about this
question. Joshi and S4 Barreo [21] first studied the inverse problem of determining an asymptoti-
cally hyperbolic manifold (X, g) from the scattering matrix A(\) at a fixed energy A € R\ 0, and
they showed that A()\) determines the Taylor series of h(z,y,dy) at x = 0. More precisely, they
proved:

Theorem 1.1. ([2I]) Let (X, g) be an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold, let x be a boundary
defining function such that ([L3]) holds, and let A(\) be the scattering matriz defined in (L) for
A#0. Let p € 0X and let U C 90X be an open subset with p € U, and a(\,y,n) be the full symbol
of A(N) with (y,n) € T*U \ 0. Then there exists a discrete set Q C R such that if A € R\ Q, the
Taylor series of the tensor h(x,y,dy) at x =0, for y € U is determined by a(\,y,n).

Much more can be said in the case when A(\) is known for every A € R\ 0. The main result of
[37] is

Theorem 1.2. ([37]) Let (X1, 91) and (X2, g2) be asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds and suppose
that 0X;1 = 0Xy = M (as manifolds). Let x; € C™(X;), j = 1,2, be a defining function of
0X; for which ([L3) holds, and let Aj(N), j = 1,2, A € R\ {0}, be the corresponding scattering
matrices. Suppose that Ay(X) = Aa(N) for every A € R\ {0}. Then there exists a diffeomorphism
U X, — X5, smooth up to M, such that

(1.8) U=1Idon M and Y¥gy=g.

This problem is related to the question of reconstructing a compact Riemannian manifold with
boundary from the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for the wave equation that was first solved by
Belishev and Kurylev [I], using the Boundary Control Method, and a unique continuation result
later proved by Tataru [39]. Different proofs, which also rely on the result of Tataru, were given
in [24], 25]. The main idea of the proof of Theorem [[.2] was to study the scattering matrix in terms
of the wave equation, using Friedlander radiation fields, and adapt the Boundary Control Method
of Belishev and Kurylev [I] and Tataru [39] to this setting.

Our goal in this paper is to prove the analogue of Theorem when A(A) is known only on an

open set of I' C 0X. We define the restriction of A(\) to I" as the operator
19) Ar(A) : C5°(T") — €=(T)
' fr—= (AN [p-

Our main result is the following

Theorem 1.3. Let (X1,¢1) and (X2, 92) be asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds and suppose there
exists an open set I' C (0X1 N 0X2) (as manifolds) such that 0X; \T' do not have empty interior,
for j =1,2. Let xj € C®(X;), j = 1,2, be a defining function of 0X; for which (I3) holds, and
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let Ajr(N), 5 =1,2, A€ R\ {0}, be the corresponding scattering matrices restricted to I'. Suppose
that A1 r(X) = Aar(N) for every A € R\ {0}. Then there exists a diffeomorphism ¥ : X1 — X,
smooth up to 0X1, such that

(1.10) U=1IdonT and Y'gy=g.

The reconstruction of a compact manifold in the case where the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map is
only known on part of the boundary was carried out by Kurylev and Lassas [26] using a modification
of the Boundary Control Method. As in the proof of Theorem [[.2] we will adapt the Boundary
Control Methods to this setting by using the dynamical formulation of the scattering matrix in
terms of Friedlander radiation fields.

Equation (L4) gives a decomposition of L?(X)

L*(X) = Lpp(X) @ L (X),

where L2 (X) is the finite dimensional space spanned by the eigenfunctions of Ay and L7,(X) is
the orthogonal complement of L2 (X). It follows from Corollary 6.3 of [37] that

CS°(X) N L2.(X) is dense in L2.(X).
Let u satisfy the wave equation
2
n

<D§—Ag+ 5

> u(t,z) =0 on Ry x ;(,
(1.11)

U(O,Z) :fl(z)a Dtu(07'z) :fZ(Z), f17f2 GO(?O(X)
This equation has a conserved energy given by

2
E(u, Qpu)(t) = jdu(t)[2 = Z-u(t)]? + [0pu(t)* ) dvol,,
(1.12) /X < 4 > ’

n2
E(u,0pu)(0) = E(f1, f2) = /X <\df1\2 - Z’fl’Z + \f2’2> dvolg,
E(f1, f2) is positive only when projected onto L2,(X). As in [37], we define the energy space
Hp(X) ={(f1,f2) : f1, f2 € L*(X), dfi € L*(X) and E(f1, f2) < oo}

and the projector
Pae : LA(X) — L2,(X)

N
fr=f = (f0)0,

j=1
where {¢;,1 < j < N} are the eigenfunctions of A,. Let
Eoe(X) = Pac(Hp(X)).
The wave group induces a strongly continuous group of unitary operators:
U(t) : Eae(X) — Eae(X)
(f1, f2) ¥ (u(?), Opu(t)).
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Following Friedlander [4, [5], the radiation fields for asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds were
defined in [37]. It was shown in [37] that if x is a boundary defining function of X for which (L3
holds, and (f1, f2) € C5°(X) N Eue(X), then

(1.13) Vi(z,s,y) =2 " u(s —logz,z,y) € C([0,¢), x Ry x dX),

and the forward radiation field is defined as the map

o o

Ry C(X) x CP(X) — C°(R x 9X),

1.14 .
() Ry (f1, f2)(s,y) = DsVi (0, ,y) = liﬁ} a2 Dgu(s — log z,z, y).

Similarly, if one considers the behavior of w for ¢ < 0, again with the initial data (f1, f2) €
C§° N Eqe(X), then

V_(z,s,y) = :E_”/2u(s +logx,z,y) € C*(]0,¢), x Ry x 0X),
and thus defines the backward radiation field

o o

R_:CP(X) x C°(X) — C(R x 9X),
R-(f1, f2)(s,y) = DsV_(0, s, 9).
It was shown in [37] that the maps Ry extend to unitary operators
Ry Epe(X) — L*(R x 0X)
(f1, f2) ¥ R+ (f1, f2),

which are translation representations of the wave group as in the Lax-Phillips theory [31], i.e.
(1.17) Re(U(T)(fr, f2))(s,9) = Re(f1, f2)(s + T, y).
One can define the scattering operator
§:L*R x 0X) — L*(R x 0X),
S =RLoR,

(1.15)

(1.16)

(1.18)

which is unitary in L?(0X x R) and commutes with translations in view of (LI7). The results of
[21] and [8] were used in [37] to show that the stationary and dynamical definitions of the scattering
matrix are equivalent. If A(\) is defined by (7)) and 8 is defined by (LIS]), then

(1.19) A=F8F 1L,

where F denotes the partial Fourier transform in the variable s.

The relationship between Ry and A(\) was made more explicit in [37], where it was shown (see
equation (6.12) of [37]) that if one takes the partial Fourier transform of Ry with respect to the
variable s, then if one denotes

(1.20) F(Ry(0,h)) (N, y) = z‘)\/X E (g + i)\,y,z) h(z)dvoly(2),
then for any f € C*(0X),

(1.21) u(z) = /8X E <g + M,y',z) f() dvolp, (v'),
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satisfies

Tl2

(Ag =

u(z,y) = x%H)‘FJF + x%_“‘F_, where F |5y = f, F_|yx = AN)f.

(1.22) ~XJu=0,

1.1. Acknowledgements. Hora and Sa Barreto are grateful to the NSF for the support provided
under grant DMS-0901334.

2. THE LOCAL SUPPORT THEOREM

The purpose of this section is to establish a relationship between the support of R4 (0, f) and
the support of f. Again, it is useful to recall the analogy with the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on
compact manifolds with boundary. If (X,g) is a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary,
the finite speed of propagation for the wave equation implies that if I' C dX is an open subset of
the boundary and u(t, z) is a solution to the Dirichlet problem for the wave equation

(@2 + Agu=0in (~T,T) x X

w(0,2) = 0, Bu(0,2) = f(2) € C=(X),
u(t, 2)|(—rr)xox =0

then the normal derivative 0, u(t, 2)| (1 17)xox = 0, provided T" € (0,T), z € T and dg(Suppf,T') <
T', where dg denotes the distance with respect to the metric g. The converse of this result holds,
and is a consequence of a theorem of Tataru [39], see also [20), 36} [40].

In the current setting, the manifold is not compact and the distance from a point in the interior
of X to the boundary is infinite. If x is chosen such that the metric ¢ is in the form (L3)), the
corresponding Lorentzian metric takes the form

GL _ dt2 _ d_l‘2 _ h(m,y,dy)

2 2

From the construction of the defining function = for which (I3]) holds from [I1] (see section [I),
given two points along the curves normal to I', the distance between (z,y) and (o, y), with a < z
small enough, is —log(%), and therefore, if time measures the arc-length along these geodesics, one
has s =t + logx = log a. In the case of data given on the whole boundary, the following support
theorem was proved in [37]:

Theorem 2.1. A function f € L2.(X) is such that R, (0, f)(s,y) = 0 for every s < sg << 0 and
y € 0X if and only if f(z,y) =0 if x < e, y € 0X.

One should remark that the fact this result is true for f € L2.(X) is particular to the hyperbolic
setting. For instance, the analogue of this result is not true on Euclidean space; in that case one
needs to assume that f is rapidly decaying, i.e. f vanishes to infinite order at 0X. In the case
where (X, g) is the hyperbolic space, this result is due to Lax and Phillips [27] 28] 29], see also
the work of Helgason [13] (14} [I5, [I6]. Our goal for this section is to prove the local version of this
result. First we observe that if I' C 0.X is an open subset, the construction of the defining function
works just as well if one restricts it to I'. We will prove

Theorem 2.2. Let I' C 0X be an open subset and sy € R. A function f € L2.(X) is such that
R4 (0, f)(s,y) =0 for every s < so and y € I if and only if there exists € > 0 such that f =0 a.e.
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in the set
e®o

(21) Dsy(M)={zeX:Fw=(,y) with0<a<e<e® andy €T, dy(z,w) < log(?)},
where d, denotes the distance function with respect to the metric g.

Notice that D, (T') is equal to the union of open balls centered at («,y), with 0 < a < &, and
y € I, and radii log(%) measured with respect to the metric g. Therefore D, (I") is an open

subset of X.

In Theorem 2. one assumes that sy << 0 and the conclusion about the support of f is expressed
in terms of coordinates (z,y), which are only valid in a neighborhood of 9X. There is no restriction
on sg in Theorem 2.2} so it is a generalization of Theorem 2.1 in this sense as well. On the other
hand, if I' = 90X and syp << 0 is such that coordinates (z,y) hold in (0,e) x 90X, with e*® < &, then
Dy (0X) = {(z,y) : x < e*, y € 0X}. Indeed, given a point z = (z,y) with z < e, if 0 < o < ,
dy((a,y), (z,y)) = log(%) < log(%). But, if ¢ > x > €%, and z = (z,v'), then for any w = (o, y),
with o < €0, dy(z,w) > log(£2). So z & Dy, (0X).

Lax and Phillips [30] also proved this result when (X, g) is the hyperbolic space. It is useful
to explain what the set Dy, (I") is when (X, g) is the hyperbolic space. It is easier to do the
computations for the half-space model of hyperbolic space which is given by
dz? + dy?

H"™ = {(z,y): 2 >0, y€R"}, and the metric g = 5

X

The distance function between z = (x,y) and w = (o, y') satisfies

2?4+ +ly—y|?

cosh dgy(z,w) = 5
T

Since dy(z,2') < log(£2), we obtain

6250(1 + 0426_250)2 _ 042 — 16280(1 . a2€_280)2,

1 2
(a-gevarate) vly-yP< !

1
4
which corresponds to a ball D(a) centered at (€% (1+ a?e2%),y’) and radius 2e% (1 — a?e=2%).
Since o < €%, we have D(«) C D(0), as shown in figure[Il This ball is tangent to the plane z = e
at the point (e°,3’). When a = 0 the ball D(0) has center (3e*,y) and radius fe* and is also
tangent to the plane {x = 0}. The boundary of D(0) is called a horosphere since it is orthogonal
to the geodesics emanating from the point (0,3'). When o = €%, D(e*0) = (e, /).

The set D, (I") consists of the union of horospheres with radii %630 tangent to points (0,y’) with
y' €T, see figure @ In the case of H" !, the radiation field is given in terms of the horocyclic
Radon transform. The result of Lax and Phillips says that if the integral of f over all horospheres
tangent to points (0,y), with y € I' and radii less than or equal to %680, then f = 0 in the region
given by the union of these horocycles.

It is interesting to explain Theorem [2.2]in terms of sojourn times in the case where (X, g) is non-
trapping. In this setting the sojourn time plays the role of the distance function to the boundary
of X and is closely related to the Busemann function used in differential geometry. The sojourn
times for non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds was studied in [38]. Let ¢* denote the
principal symbol of the Laplacian with respect to g. In local coordinates (L3]),

g* = 2% + 2*h(z,y,n),
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(0,y)er

FIGURE 1. The horospheres tangent at (0,%’) and the balls D(«)

() (-3

FIGURE 2. Theset D, (I') when (X, g) is the hyperbolic space is given by the union
of horospheres tangent to points on I' and radii less than or equal to %680.

where h is the principal symbol of A as a differential operator on dX. The set of points

S X ={g=(2.0) € T°X : g°(q) = 1}

is the unit co-sphere bundle in T*X with respect to ¢g*. A integral curve of the Hamilton vector
field of ¢g* is called a bicharacteristic. These curves are parametrized by time ¢ and are denoted
by exp(tHgy-)(q), and since Hgy- is tangent to the level surfaces of g*, ¢ is the arc-length. It is well

(0] (o]
known that if m; denotes the canonical projection 71 : T*X — X then 71(y(¢)) is a geodesic of
the metric g in X passing through z, the projection of the point g. We say that a bicharacteristic
o o

is not trapped for positive (negative) times, if its projection to X leaves any compact set K C X
in finite time as t — oo(—00). The manifold (X, g) is non-trapping if every bicharacteristic is
non-trapped for positive and negative times. In this case, it was shown in [38] that the following
functions are well defined

s(q) = lim (¢ + log[z(exp(tHy-)(q))]) and
y = lim y(exp(tHy)(9)),

where z(exp(tHy+)(q)) and y(exp(tHg+)(q)) denote the coordinates (I3]) of the point 71 (y(t)). The
function s(q) is called the sojourn time of the bicharacteristic through ¢. In a compact manifold,
this would be the analogue of the set of points in the interior whose distance to the boundary is
s. We have the following consequence of Theorem
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Corollary 2.3. Let f and T' C 0X satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem [2.2 and suppose that (X, g)
is non-trapping. Then f = 0 a.e on the set of points z € X such that exists a geodesic ~(t)
parametrized by the arc-length such that v(t) — y € I’ as t — oo, and

lim (¢ + log(x(y(t))) = s < so.

t—o00

Proof. Suppose there exists a geodesic (t), parametrized by the arc-length ¢ such that v(0) = z and
limy_, o () = y, moreover lim;_, (¢t + log(z(7(t))) = s < sp. Since t is the arc-length parameter,
d(z, (z(y(t)),y)) < tand s < sp, then there exists T" > 0 such that for ¢t > T, y(t) € U ~ [0,e) x 0X,
where coordinates (.3]) are valid and ¢ 4 log z(v(t)) < so. Therefore, if t > T,

e®o

)
Hence z € Dy, (T). O

d(z, (2(t),y)) <t < so—logz(y(t)) = log(

The proof of Theorem will be divided in several steps. We begin by proving the sufficiency
of the condition in Theorem

Lemma 2.4. Let f € L2.(X) be such that f(z) = 0 in the set Dy (T'). Then Ry (0, f)(s,y) =0 if
s<spandyel.

Proof. Let u(t,w) satisfy the wave equation (LII]) with initial data (0, f). The finite speed of
propagation for solutions of the wave equation guarantees that u(t,w) = 0if 0 <t < dg(w, Suppf).
In particular, since f(z) =0 for z € Dy ('), if w = (o, y) with y € T, then u(t,w) =0if 0 <t <
log (%) . Since s = t + logx, when x = « we have that Vi («,s,y) = x_%u(s —loga,a,y) =0
provided 0 < s —log a < log (%) . Therefore one has Vi («, s,y) = 0 provided loga < s < sy and
y € I'. This implies that R4 (0, f)(s,y) =0if s < spand y € T. O

The proof of the converse relies on delicate unique continuation results. First, it is important
[}

to realize that we may assume that f € C°°(X). Indeed, since R(0, f)(s,y) = 0 for s < sy and
y € I', we may take the convolution of Ry (0, f) with ¢s € C§°(R), even and supported in (-9, ),
with [ ¢s5(s) ds =1, and hence Hs(s,y) = s * R(0, f) = R(0, f5) = 0 if s < s + 4, and since for
every k > 0,

2 ~
0 Hy(s,y) = Re (0, (A = ) 5) € L(R x 9X),

and using that Ry is unitary, then (A — ”;)kﬁ; € L%(X). Therefore, by elliptic regularity f(g €

C>(X). If one proves that fs(z) =0 for z € Dy, (), is supported in {z > e*0F9}, since fs— f as
d — 0, it follows that f(z) =0 for z € Dy, (T).
The next step in the proof is

Proposition 2.5. Let f € C°°(X) satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem[22. Let u satisfy the initial
value problem for the wave equation (LII)) with initial data (0, f), and let Vi (z,s,y) be defined
as in (LI3). Then, in the sense of distributions, OFV,(0,s,y) = 0, k = 0,1, ..., provided s < s,
and y € T'. Moreover, for every p € T' there exists § > 0 such that Vi (z,s,y) =0 if 0 < z < 0,
ly —p| < 0 and s < logd.
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Proof. In local coordinates (I.3]) and for s = t +log z, x € [0,¢), the wave operator, conjugated by
appropriate powers of x, can be written as

N3

2
(2.2) P=—g2"1! <Dt2 —A— %) x

= 8,(20, + 20,) — Ty + ADs + Az, + gA,

where Ay, is the Laplace operator on 0X corresponding to the metric h(x). In local coordinates

€

Vo
- 1

h = (hij(z,y)) h™' = (h(z,y)), 6= det(h;;)and A = \/—gax\/é

The Cauchy problem (LIIl), with initial data (0, f) translates into the following initial value
problem for V(x,s,y) = x_%u(s +logx,z,y),

PV (z,s,y) =0in R x (0,¢); x 0X,
V(z,logz,y) =0, DV (z,logz,y)=2a"%f(z,y).

Ap=———=0, (V8 hij(‘)yj) where

(2.3)

(2.4)

Since one cannot prove unique continuation results across z = 0, then as in [37] we have to
compactify the space in a suitable way, and instead of working with coordinates z and s, it is more
convenient to work with the variables

sy =s=t+logzrand s_ =t —logux.

Since we are interested in the behavior of V, (x,s,y) defined in (II3]) for s = sy ~ —oo, and by
parity for s_ ~ oo, we introduce the following change of variables

S+

(2.5) ,u:e_% and v =e72.
This implies that

s =2logv, x = puv.
We remark that the change of variables (¢, z,y) — (“;r”, K=Y y), which will be used below, plays

the role of the Kelvin transform for the Euclidean wave equation.
In coordinates (u,v,y), the operator P has the form

= 1
P = 0,0, — plp + 5 A(py + v0,) + gfh
where h = h(uv), A = A(pv,y). If W(p,v,y) = Vi(uv,2logv,y), the Cauchy problem (2.4))
becomes
PW =0, pve(0e), yedX

(26) —1—-n 2
W, p,y) =0, OuW (p, p,y) = —p= " f(u”, y).

Recall that we are assuming that f € C*°(X), so W is C* in the region {y > 0, > 0}. The issue
here is the behavior of W at {u = 0} U{v = 0}. One should notice that if F(u,y) = p= " f(u?,y),
then

€ 1 1 e? 1L 1
en) [ ] ulFoo)P 65wy =5 [ [ 1) e 08w ydedy = SR,
o Jox 2Jo Jox 2
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N

Ho 2

FIGURE 3. The region of integration in (2.9])

o

We know from Theorem 2.1 of [37] that if f € C§°(X) N L2.(X), then W has a C° extension
W (p,v,y) € C>([0,e] x [0,] x 0X) up to {u = 0} U{v = 0}, and since 95 = 5(vd, — ud,), then,

o

provided f € C§°(X) N L2.(X),

28) R0 f)Rlogry) = 5 (00 — p)W (v lumo = 50,1 (0,0,),

and we want to show that this restriction makes sense for f € L2,(X). We will work in the region
{v > u}, but since the solution to (2.6]) is odd under the change (u,v) — (v, u), a similar analysis
works for the backward radiation field in the region {v < u}.

o

Again, assuming that f € C§°(X) N L2.(X), and W satisfies ([2.6]), one can combine equations
(4.11), (4.14) and (4.15) of [37], and ([2.T)) to arrive at the following estimate (see figure [3): For

o € [0,e), T € [0,¢), there exists C' > 0 depending on the operator P and ¢ only, such that

T
I T) = [ [ AW+ 0 W 4 % oy W VBG)] | dudiit
po JOX v=T

(2.9) T
[ WE oW il W) VoG] | dyd < fllan,
po JOX H=p0
If f e L2.(X) and if we take a sequence f; € COOO()O() NLZ.(X), with ||f — fjllz2x) — 0, @3)
shows that fixed pg € [0,&p), then

and in particular, if g € [0,¢), and if W is a solution of (Z6) with f € L2,(X), then for pg € [0,¢),

T
(2.10) / /ax V|0, W (10, v, ) |*VO(pov, y)dvdy < C|[flr2(x)
Ho

is well defined. Since the radiation field is unitary, then in the sense of (ZI0)) for up = 0, equation
(238) holds for f € L2.(X).

Next we want to show that, if 0, W (0,v,y) = 0, and by symmetry 0, W (u,0,y) = 0, then
in the sense of distributions, W has an extension across {y = 0} U {v = 0} such that W = 0 for
w <0, v <0, with |u| <e, |v| < e, which remains a solution to (2.6). This is possible due to the
partial hypoellipticity of the operator P.
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As it was done in [37], it is convenient to get rid of the term A(u0, + v0,) in (22)), and to
achieve this we conjugate the operator by 9=1. We get that

(2.11) Q=01Pp 1= 0,0y — pv Ay, + pvB(pv, y, 0y) + C(uv, y),
where C' is C*° and B(uv,y,0y) = Zjvzl bj(uv,y)0,,, with b; C>°. Let W= HiVV, then @W =0.
For ¢(y) € C§°(U), with U CC T, let

(2.12) Gluv)= | W(nv,y)é(y) dy
0X

Let Z(u,v,y, Dy) = pvAp—pvB(uv,y, 0y) —C(uv,y), and let Z*(uv,y, Dy) denote its transpose
with respect to the L?(0X) product defined by ([2.I2)), then

(2.13) 0,0,G 1, v) = /8 W (1.0) 2" D, )ot) dy

It follows from (2.9]) that there exists C' > 0 such that

T
| 100,601 dn < CCY sup 5ol Pl for T € (0.,

(2.14) . o=
1040, G (o, V)|* dv < C(Y sup |95 d])?[|fI[72(x)» for po € (0,¢).
Ho |af<2

Let us denote K = (Zla\ﬂ sup \85‘(15\) [fl|z2(x)- Therefore, if § < pu <,

10,G (1, v) — 8,G(6,v)| = < CK(u—6)2.

n
/ 050,G(s,v) ds
é

Hence, for v > 0,

limsup |0,G(6,v)| < liminf|0,G(p,v)|.
5—0 u—=0

Hence, lim,_,o |0,G(u, V)| exists. On the other hand, since R (0, f)(s,y) =0, y € I" and s < s,
so, according to (28] it follows that

0,G(0,v) =0, ve (0,6570).

Now we use (2.14)) to show that if v € (0, e%l)

, then there exists C' > 0
(215) 0,600 = | [ 00,60 o] < Criut.
Since W (u, pi,y) = 0, we have for p < v,
(2.16) Glu)| = | [ 0Glus) ds| < CHub (),
1

This shows that for every ¢ € C§°(U)

N|=

W (., 9)6(1) dy' < CKpub,
0X

0 W (11, v, ) (y) dy‘ < CKpz.

N|=

0X
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Since C§°(R?) x C§°(U) is dense in C§°(R? x U), it follows that for any ¥(u,v,y), with |u| <e,
vl <e,

ox la] <2

W (1, v, )0 (1, v, y) dy' <C (Z sup aw) 1£11220x) 12,
(2.17)

0X

AW (1, v, y)¥ (1, v, y) dy‘ <C (Z sup@;)‘l/}) IIZES pr.

| <2
Now we differentiate (ZI3]) with respect to d,. We have for |u| < e, || <&,

9y0,0,G (1, ) :/ax [GVW(M,V,y)Z*(uvyDy)cb(y)+W(u,v,y)auZ*(W,y))é(y)] dy,

and so we obtain from (217
0uD5G (v )| < CCY [ By ey

<4
Let us denote Ky (v) = (Z\a|§N’SUP8§¢‘) [fl|z2(x)- Since W, pi,y) = 0, it follows that
0,,0,G(p, ) = 0, and so we have

(2.18) 10,0, G, v)| = < Ky(g)u.

/ 9,02G (u, 5) ds
M

On the other hand, since W(u,u,y) = 0, it follows that (0,W)(u, n,y) = —(O,.W) (i, 1, y). In
particular, when v = u, we have

10,G (1, )| < CKa(@)u2,

and since

9,G (1, v) = (9,G) (1) + /u ’ 950, Gy, 5) ds,
we have
(2.19) 104G (1, v)| < C(K2(0) + Ka(0))i3.

Proceeding as above, since 9,G(0,v) = 0, it follows from (2I8)) that |0,G(u,v)| < CK4(¢),u%,
and since G(p, u) = 0, then |G(p,v)| < CK4(<;5),u%, and 0,02G(u,v)| < CKG((b)u%. So iterating
this argument, and using the symmetry of W we get that for & > 0,

95G(0,v) =0, OFG(p,0) =0,
[(0uG) (11 )] = (0, G) (1, )| < Cpi¥.

In particular this shows that, in the sense of distributions, W can be extended across the wedge
{p =0} U{rv =0} by setting W(u,v,y) =0 if u,v € (—¢,0], satisfying

QW =0in (—¢,¢) x (—&,¢) x I.

(2.20)

We also know more about the regularity of W in the variable y. From (2.9) we have

£ € . . . .
(2.21) / / /M (T2 4 0072 + 0,2 + s+ 1)y W] ddpdy < Ol fl] 20
—& —€&
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1

FiGure 4. If @W =0and W = 0 in the region on the left, then W =0 in the
region on the right.

The next step is to prove the following unique continuation result

Lemma 2.6. Let I' C 9X be open and let W(,u, v,y) € C®((—¢,e) x (—¢,¢); L2(T")) satisfy Z21)
and be such that fory € T', W (u,v,y) is supported in {u > 0,v > 0}. If

(2.22) @W(,u,y,y) =0, in (—e,¢) X (—g,6) x T

then for any p € T' there exists 6 > 0 and such that W (u,v,y) = 0 provided |u| < 6, |v| < 0 and
ly —pl <o

Proof. As usual, the proof of this result is based on a Carleman estimate. First, it is convenient
to make the change of variables
_ ptv nw—v

r 7T )
2 2

and we have
Qvl = 4@ = 67? - 62 - 4(T2 - 7—2)Ah + (T2 - ’7'2)31(7", 7Y, Dy) + Cl(rv T, y)
Here, h = h(r? — 72), By(r, 7,9, D,) = 4B((r? —12),y, Dy) and Cy(r,7,y) = 4C((r* - 12),y), and

W(T, Ty)=W(r+rnr—r11y), W is supported in |7| < r.

Since the fibers over any fixed (r, ) are not compact, one would have to cut-off in the variable
y to obtain the desired Carleman estimate. However this would produce error terms that could

not be controlled. One needs to convexify the support of the solution W. For small §, we choose
local coordinates y valid in B(p,d) such that p = 0, and set

p=r+]y
In this case the region which contains the support of W, |7| < r, can be described by
(2.23) 7|+ [yl* < p,
and the operator @1 can be written as

Qu=(1+Fp)d? — 2+ 49> 18,0, + > ¢R;8,,0, + Y ¢B;d,, + Hpd, + D,
] J J

where ¢ = (p—[y[*)® =72 and F' = F(p,7,y), h = h"¥(p, 7,y), R;j = R;(p,7.y), Bj = Bj(p,7,y),
D = D(p,7,y) and H = H(p,7,y) are C* functions. Here we used that Ay is the positive



INVERSE SCATTERING WITH PARTIAL DATA 15

Laplacian, see (2.3)), and hence the sign of the third term. Moreover, there exists a constant C
such that for small €,

n

Z hij(p7 Tay)gigj > 026]27 |(p7 T)| <& yE& 0X.
i,5=1 J
Let
Qr=p"Qip" =Q + kL + k(k —1)p2(1 + ¢F) — kp~'@H, where £ is the vector field
(2.24) L=201+¢F)p'9,+p 0> R;0,
J
In what follows we will denote the inner product

IS5 15
(u,v) = / / / u(p, 7,y)0(p, T,y) dydpdr,
0 0 0X

and [[u* = (u, u),
for € small enough such that these coordinates are valid. We want to estimate the product
(QkV,LV) for V€ C3°((—7,7) x (=7,7) x 0X), supported in || + [y|* < p.

Without loss of generality, we assume that Vis real valued. From (Z23) we find that ¢p=2 < C,
on the support of V and so, for v small enough, again using that |7| < p — |y|?, there exists a
constant M > 0 such that first term of this product satisfies

(L+¢F)d; =)V, LV) >
_ _ _1 1
(2.25) M(llp~ 0,V I + llp~ 0 VI = D N30 — [yf2)20,, VI2).
J
For v small enough, the second term can be bounded by

.. 1 1 _1
Qo6)  ShI0,0,V.EV) = MY [0 p — lu?)i0, VIP — I 0,VI).

] J
For + small enough, we also have
(2.27) D (9Rr0y, 0V, LV) = =M (Y [(p = ly*)dy, VIIP = [18,VI* = IVII*),

gk J
and

_ 1
(2.28) (9 Bjdy, + D+ @HO)V.LV) = =M(|[VI + |lo~ VI[P + D 1l(p = ly*)28,, VI
J J

Finally,
(2.29) ((k(k=1)p2(1+ ¢F) + kp~ ' oH) V,LV) > ME||p*V||*.

Putting together terms (2.25]), (2.26]), (2.27) [2.28) and ([2:29]) we deduce that, for  small enough,

there exists M > 0

~ _ _ _1 _

(QiV,LV) = M([[p 0,V + 1o~ 0 VIP + D [lo72 (0 — [P0y, VIIP + KLV + B |p V).
J

Since,

(QeV.LV) < SIQRVIP + (1EVI)

N —
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then, if k is large enough and ~ is small enough,

(2.30)
~ _ _ _1 1 k _
1QkVII? = M(|[p 0,V +|lo~ 0 VI* + [Ip~2(p — !y\2)2VyVH2+gHﬁVHQJerHP VIP).

Let x € C®(R), x(p) = 1if p € (—3,3) and x(p) = 0 if |p| > %’. Since W is supported in

uw >0, v >0,it follows that in coordinates (p, 7,y), W is supported in |7| 4 |y|?> < p, and hence
V= X(p)W is compactly supported for small 7. We would like to apply (230) to V = X(p)W, but
W is not necessarily smooth up to {p =0}, {v = 0}. So we have to molify W in the y-variable,
and we let ¢(y) be a C§° function supported in |y — p| < §, with [¢(y) dy = 1, and define
Um(y) = m™p(my). Then for m large,

W, = X(P) W * W e C3((—e,e) x (—¢g,e) x I),
and since Qy = p_kél p*, we deduce from (Z30) that
(2.31)

o™ QW2 >
—2 k1xr _1_ 1 = _ —k1xrr 11— o
M (Ko™ W 2+ 110755 (0 = [y2) 2V, Wl 2 + 10~ 0, (™ W) | + 197 0, W) ) -

To get an estimate for X(p)W from this one we use Friedrich’s lemma to handle the commutators
of @ and v,,,. We use ([2:21)) and Theorem 2.4.3 of [I8] to show that

x(p) (H90y,0y, (W) = (070,04, W) % ¥m ) 12 < Cllx(0) eV, W]z,
191y, (o * Dy (0™ X (P)W)) = (W Dy By (0™ X(P)W)) % |12 < CllpDpp™ X ()W |l 2,
1P x(0) (P = [y12)2 (Vy (o + W) = (Vy W) 5 )22 < Cllp™ x(0)(p = ly2)2 W] 12,

and moreover
i {lox(p) (h99y,0, (Ym W) = (h0,,8,, W) % o) |12 = 0
Tim_[[@h0y, (o * 00 x(0)W) = (H70y,0pp™ X (P)W) * Yl 12 = O
Tim lp™*x(p)(D (o * W) = (DW) * th) |2 = 0.
Using these estimates, and letting m — oo in (Z.31]) we obtain, for k& large enough,

(2.32)
o Qux()WI* >
M (K2 ()W + 0™ 0 = [y (o) Ty W12 + 11~ 0,0~ W) + 1o~ 0 (x(0) W) -

Since Q1W = 0 and Q1(x(p)W) = [@1, x(p)]W is supported in p > 7, we deduce from (2.32))

that there exists C' = C'(W) > 0 such that

Y\—k 21 —2—kTrir12 21 —2—kTr7(12 2/ V\—k=211777112
C(G)™F > MR||p™> WP 2 MR|07 W [f2(peq) = MK ()W 12 ).
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Hence

k2||W||%2(p§%) S Oa

and therefore W = 0 if p < 7. Returning to coordinates (r,7,y), we obtain W=0ifr+ ly* <3
and so W(r,7,y) =01ir < § and |y| < 7. This ends the proof of the Lemma. O

Since W (u, v, y) = Vi (uv, 2log v, y) satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 2.6, we conclude that for
any p € I', there exists § > 0 and such that

Vi (uv,2logr,y) = 0 provided |y — p| < 6, and p,v € (—9,9).
In view of (2.1, we deduce that
(2.33)
7 2u(s —logx,z,y) = Vi(x,s,y) = 0 provided |y — p| < 4, z € (0,6) and logz < s < log 4.
We have also shown that V. can be extended to the region z < 0 such that, for P as in (2.2))
PV, =0

2.34
(2:34) Vi(z,s,y) =0 <0, s<spandyeTl.

The next step in the proof is

Proposition 2.7. Let V(z,s,y) be in HL_ in the region |z| < e, y € 0X and s € R, satisfy
PV = 0, where P is given by [2.2)). Suppose V(x,s,y) = 0 for x € (—&,0), s < sg and y € T.
Let s1 < so and p € 0X, and suppose that there exists 6 > 0 such that V(x,s,y) = 0 if x < 6,
ly —p| <9 and s < s1. Then there exists 5 € (0,0) such that V(z,s,y) =0 ifx < S, ly—p| <
and s < s1 + %(so — s1). Figure[3 illustrates the result.

s =logz
s =logx

FIGURE 5. The unique continuation across the wedge {s < s1, z < 4, |y —p| <
0yU{x <0, s<sg, ly—p| <d}. If PV =0 and V = 0 in the colored region on
the left, then V' = 0 in the colored region on the right.
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Proof. We will use unique continuation results due to Héormander, and we will need to work with
suitable strictly pseudoconvex surfaces. The key point here is that the operator P is invariant
under translations in the variable s. Let

o(z,5,y) = —x — k(s — s1) — |y — p|?, where k > 0 will be chosen later.
Since for |y —p| <6, V=01if z € (—¢,0] and s < s, or if x < ¢ and = < s1, we have, see figure[d]
(2.35) Viz,s,y)=0if p >0, —e<ax <, and|y—p|l <o.
The principal symbol of the operator P is
p= 208 — 2€* — h(z,y,1),
where (£, 0,7) are the dual variables to (x,s,y). Since Vo(z, s,y) = (-1, —k, —2(y — p)), we have

(236) p(xa 5 Y, V(,D(-Z', Svy)) =2k —u— h(l’,y, 2(y - p)),

2k

Ty .—3=p) > —k if |y — p| < (B is small enough

¢ is not characteristic at (x,s,y) if z > —
The Hamiltonian of p is

H, = —2£05 — 2(0 + x£)d, — xHp + (€2 4+ h + 29,h)0;

where Hj, denotes the Hamiltonian of h(z,y,n) in the variables (y,n). Hence,

(Hpp)(@,5,y,€ 0,n) = 2(0 + 2€) + 2k + xHyy — p|” and

(Ho)(2,8,y,& 0,m) =
—2(0 + 2€)(26 + Hyly — pl* + 20 Hply — p[*) — (wHp)?[y — p* + 2(k + 2)(§* + h + 20, h).
If H,p =0, it follows that
Hp(x,5,9,8,0,n) = 2(x + 3k)E* + 26((k + x) Hyly — p|* + 20, Hply — pl*)+
2(k +2)(h +28:h) +« (Hyly —p*)* + zHyly — p|*0:Haly — p|* — xHjly — pf*) .
If |y — p| < B is small enough, there exists C' > 0 depending on h only such that
|Hyly = p*| < CBInl, and |0, Hyly — p[*| < CBln|.

If we impose that —% < x < (3, it follows that there exists g > 0 depending on h such that if
B,k € (0,g9) small, there exists C' > 0 such that

h+ 29,h > Cln|?,
and hence
Hpp(x,5,p,€,0,1) 2 kC(€ = Blelnl® + ) = Ck(E* + [nf*),
if — g <z < fandk,d € (0,e).
So we conclude that there exists ¢g > 0 depending on h such that
if p(x,s,y,§,0,m) = Hyp(x,s,y,§,0,m) =0 then Hzgp(x,s,y,ﬁ,a, n) >0

k
provided (570-777) 75 07 _5 <z < 57 |y_p| < ﬁv kaﬁ € (0760)'

(2.37)
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Since P is of second order, we deduce from (2.36]) and (237) that the level surfaces of ¢ are
strictly pseudoconvex in the region

k
(2.38) -3 <x<fB, ly—p|<p, provided k, € (0,e9).

As mentioned above, the invariance of P under translations in s imply that the conditions in
([238) do not depend on s. Now we appeal to Theorem 28.2.3 and Proposition 28.3.3 of [19] and
conclude that if

k
Y:{—Z <z < g, ly —p| < %, |s — 81| < so— s1}s
there exist C' > 0 and A > 0 large such that if ¥ = e*?,
(2.39) Clle™ Po|> > 72||e™v]|? + THewvH%{l, for all v € C3°(Y) and 7 > 79 > 0.

Let 0 € C§°(Y') with 0 = 1 if —% <z < g, ly —p| < g and |s — s1| < a(sp — s1), @ < 1. Since
PV =0, it follows that

POV) = [P,0]V.
But for (z,s,y) € Y, V(x,s,y) is supported in the region x > 0, s > s1, so we conclude that

™

P(0(x,s,y)V) is supported in (z,s,y) €Y x> g, s—s1>a(sg—s1), a<land|y—pl>
Therefore, by the definition of ¢ we have

2
(2.40) o(x,s,y) < — min{g, ka(so — s1), %} on the support of P(6V).

Pick k£ small so that min{g, ka(sg — s1), %2} = ka(sg — s1) = . Therefore we deduce from (2.39])
and (2.40) that

7'2||6T(6A(P_67M)0V||2 <C, T>1.

We remark that due to Friedrichs’ Lemma, one can apply (Z39) to 8V even though it is not C'*,
see [I9]. Therefore, 8V = 0 if e} — ™7 > 0, s0 OV = 0 if ¢ > —7. So we deduce that

0V (x,s,y) =0 provided k(s — s1) < %, 0<z< % ly —p|? < %
In particular,
_ : «a i 2 7
(2.41) V(z,s,y) =0 provided s < s1 + g(so —s1), a<l, 0<z< 3 ly —p|* < 3
This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.7 O

The final ingredient in the proof of Theorem is

Proposition 2.8. Let u(t,z) satisfy (LIT) with initial data f1 = 0, fo = f € L2.(X) N C’OO()O().
Let Vi (x,s,y) = x_%u(s —logx,x,y). Let p € 0X, and suppose that there exist s € R, v > 0 and
d > 0 such that Vi(z,s,y) =0 if 0 <z <, logz < s < sy and |y — p| < 0. Then u(t,z) =0 for
every z € X such that there exist (z,y) with x <~ and [y—p| < § and |t|+dy(2; (,y)) < log(£2).
In particular, if s* < so is such that coordinates (x,y) for which (L3) holds for x < e*", then

(2.42) Vi(z,s,y) =0if ly—p| <8, 0<z<e*, and logz < s < so.
Figureld illustrates the result.
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S

s =logux s =logx

PV =0

1
o8 log

FiGure 6. If PV =0 and V = 0 in the colored region on the left, then V' =0 in
the colored region on the right.

Proof. The key point in the proof is the following consequence of Tataru’s theorem [39], see also
[401 17, B6]. If u(t, z) is a C*° function that satisfies

(D? — Ay + L(z,D.))u=0in (T,T) x Q,
u(t,z) = 0 in a neighborhood of {20} x (-T,T), T < T,

where Q C R, g is a C*° Riemannian metric and L is a first order C'° operator (that does not
depend on t), then

(2.43) u(t,z) = 0 if |t| + dg(z,20) < T,

where d, is the distance measured with respect to the metric g.
Since the initial data of (LII) is (0, f), u(t,z) = —u(—t,z). If x < 7, logz < s < s1, and
ly — p| < 0, it follows from the definition of V. that

52
u(t,z,y) =0if 0 <z <~, |ly—p|<dand|t]|<sy—loga = log(?).
Applying ([2.43)) with zy = (z,y) we obtain

52

u(t, z) = 0 provided [t| + d4(z; (z,y)) < log(%), with 0 <z < 9, |y — p| < 0.

If 2 = (a,y) with e > a >z, dy((z,y); (o, y)) = log(2), it follows from (243

es?

u(t, (o, y)) =0if t + log(%) < log(?).
In particular this guarantees that u(t,a,y) =0if 0 <t < log(%), and since s = t + log a, hence
Vi(a,s,y) =0if a <e*, s < sy and |y — p| < d. This ends the proof of Proposition 28 O

We can now conclude the proof of Theorem
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Proof. We know from Proposition that for any p € T" there exists § > 0 such that
Vi(z,s,y) =0if z <6, s<logd, |y—p|<?i.

Moreover, V(z,s,y) =0if x <0, s < sp and y € I'. Applying Proposition 2.7 with s; = logd, we
find that there exists 81 < § such that

1
Vi(x,s,y) =0 provided x < f1, |y—p| < 1 and logx < s < logd + Z(so —log d).
Then Proposition 2.8 guarantees that there exists s* << 0 such that,
* 1
Vi(z,s,y)=0ifz<e®, ly—p| <pi, s<sg=1logd+ Z(SO —log ).

Again using Proposition 2.7] and Proposition 2.8 n times, we find that there exists 5, < fn—1
such that for s, = s,_1 + %(so — Sp—1),

. * 1
V+($,S,y) =0ifz<e’ 7|y _p| < Bn-1, Sn=5pn-1+ Z(SO - Sn—l)'

The main point is that while the neighborhood of p shrinks from one step to the next, the neigh-
borhood of & = 0 stays the same: z < e° . Since p is arbitrary, it follows that, for every p € T,
Vi(z,s,p) =0 provided 0 < z < e*” and logz < s < sq.

We again resort to the consequence of Tataru’s theorem to finish the proof of the result. Let
w = (a,p), with 0 < a < ¢*" and p € T, then the solution u(t,z) vanishes in a neighborhood of

{w} x (—log(£>),log(£>)) . Therefore, by (2.43),
50
u(t,z) = Owu(t,z) = 0 if |t| + dy(z,w) < log(%).

In particular, when ¢ = 0 we find that dyu(0,2) = f(z) = 0 provided dy(z,w) < log(£>), and this
concludes the proof of Theorem O

The following result will be useful in the next section.

Corollary 2.9. Let I' C X be open. If f € L2.(X) and R, (0, f)(s,y) = 0 for every s € R and
y € I, then f = 0. Similarly, if (h,0) € Eu(X) and R4(h,0)(s,y) =0 for every s € R andy € T,
then h = 0.

Proof. If R(0, f)(s,y) = 0 for every s € R and y € T, then f(z) = 0 if z € Dy, (I") for every so.
Since X is connected, the distance between any two points in the interior of X is finite. Therefore
f=0.

Suppose F' = R(h,0)(s,y) = 0 for every s € R and y € I'. As in the proof of Theorem 2.2, by
taking convolution of F' with ¢ € C§°(R), we may assume that (Ag, — %Q)kh € L2.(X) for every
k > 0. Let u(t, z) satisfy (LII]) with initial data (h,0) and let V' = Qyu. Then V satisfies (.11

with initial data (0, (A, — "Tz)h) and Ry <0, (Ay — "Tz)h) (s,y) =0for s € R and y € I". But as we
2

have shown, this implies that (A, — %-)h = 0. Since (h,0) € Eq(X), this implies that h = 0. O
One should remark that this result can be proved by applying a result of Mazzeo [33], see
also [42]. The solution to (LIT]) with initial data (0, f) is odd,and since Ry (0, f)(s,y) = 0, for

s € Ry €T, it follows that R_(0, f)(s,y) = 0 for s € R, y € I'. Taking Fourier transform in s we

find that
n2
(A, — N — )i 2) =0
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and using that R4 (0, f)(s,y) = R_(0, f)(s,y) = 0, one deduces by using a formal power series
argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.4 of [12], that u()\, z) vanishes to infinite order at T.
Theorem 14 of [33] implies that u = 0 and hence u = 0. In particular f = 0.

3. THE CONTROL SPACE

One of the key arguments used in [37] to prove Theorem was that the ranges of the forward
and backward radiation fields

Mi = jz:l:(ov‘[/?ac()()) = {:R:I:(Ov f) : f € ch(X)}

are closed subspaces of L2(R x X)), and are characterized by the scattering operator. The main
goal of this section is to define an analogue of M* for functions supported in R x I". Throughout
the remaining of this paper we will denote
L*(RxT) = {F|g,p: F e L*Rx0X)},
and 8 |, will denote the operator defined by
3.1) 8 |gxr : AR xT) — L*(R x T
' F+— (8F) gy

Since we assume we know A(\) | for every A, then in view of (I.I9) we may assume we know
8 |g« - We shall prove

Theorem 3.1. LetT' C 0X be an open subset such that 0X \T' does not have empty interior. The
space

MD)* = {Rx(0, f) [gur : [ € Lae(X)},
equipped with norm N defined by
(3'2) :N(:R:t(()? f) ’Rxl") = HfHLZ(X)

is a Hilbert space determined by 8 |p. -

Proof. We shall work with the forward radiation field. The proof of the result for R_ is identical.
Since R is linear, the triangle inequality for the L?(X)-norm implies that N is a norm, and that

<R+(0’ f) |]R><F7 R+(0, h) |]R><F>N = <f’ h>L2(X)

is an inner product. Since R, is continuous and L2.(X) is complete, it follows that (M(T),N) is
a Hilbert space. We need to show that it is determined by 8 |, -, and we begin by observing, as
in [37], that the symmetry of the wave equation under time reversal gives that

(3.3)
:R-l—(flan)(_Svy) = R-i‘(flyo)(_svy) + :R-F(Ov f2)(_87y) = _:R—(flvo)(S?y) + R—(Oan)(Svy)‘

In particular, if F(s,y) = Ry (f1, f2)(s,y), and if we denote F*(s,y) = F(—s,y), then applying 8
to the second equality of (B3]), we obtain

(3.4) SE™(s,y) = =Ry (f1,0) + R(0, fo) = Ry (—f1, f2),

and hence we deduce that

(35)  if F(s,y) = Ro(f1, fa), then %(F +8F) = R (0, fo), and %(F CSF) = Ra(f1,0),
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and therefore,
F(s,y) = R4(0, f2), if and only F' = SF™,
F(s,y) = R4:(f1,0), if and only if F' = —SF™.

Since R, is an isometry, then for any F € L?(R x T') there exists (f,h) € Eu(X) such that
R(f,h) = F. But in view of the first identity in (B.5]) we have

(3.6)

1
(3.7) 5 (F 4 8F)|rxr = R (0, h)[rxr-

We shall denote
L:L*(RxT) — L*R xT)

(3.8) 1 .
Fr— §(F+SF )|R><1"-

Since 8 is unitary, it follows that ||£|| < 1. In fact, the map £ gives more information:
Lemma 3.2. If ' = R, (f,h) is supported in R x T, then [|h||2(x) is determined by 8|, p.

Proof. If F(s,y) = Ry(f,h) € L>(R x I), since R is unitary, then according to (3.5)
(F, (F + (8F) [pyr)) = (F, (F +8F7%)) = (R (f, 1), Ry (= f, b)) =

2
n
12 ) — (1dg 132) = 2115 122x))

TL2
On the other hand, |[F||z2®rxr) = ||h||%2(X) + (||dgf||%2(x) - T||f||%2(x))v therefore

1 1 .
SIFIP + S (F, (F + (SF) [gr)) = 111
g

We know from (L.I6]) that given F' € L?(RxT) there exists (f, h) € E.(X) such that R, (f, h) =
F. We can say the following about such initial data

Proposition 3.3. Let I' C 0X be an open subset such that 0X \ T' contains an open set O, and
h € L2.(X). Then there exists at most one f such that (f,0) € E..(X) and Ro(f,h) is supported
i R x I'. Moreover, the set

C(T) ={h e L2, (X) : there exists (f,0) € Eq(X) such that Ry (f, h)(s,y) =0, y € 0X \ T}
is dense in L2,(X).
Proof. First, if Ry (f1,h) and R (fo, h) are supported in R x T, then Ry (f; — fo,0) is supported

in R x T, but this implies that R, (f; — f2,0) = 0 in R x O, and so Corollarry implies that

fi = fa
Let v € L2,(X) and assume that (v, h)r2(xy = 0 for all h € €(I'). Since R, is unitary, then for
all (f,0) € Eue(X),

(v, ) p2(x) = (R4(0,v), Ry (f, b)) L2 mx0x)
Since h € C(T"), is arbitrary, it follows that
(R4 (0,0), F) p2(rxpx) = 0 for all F € L*(R xT).
Hence R4 (0,v) =0 on R x I" and by Corollary 2.9, v = 0. O
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Lemma 3.4. IfT' C 0X is open and 0X \ T contains an open subset, then the map L is injective
and has dense range.

Proof. If F = R, (f,h), is supported in Rx T, then LF = R, (0, h)|gxr. If LF = 0 then R, (0,h) =
0 on R x I'. Tt follows from Corollary that h = 0, and hence F' = R(f,0). Since there exists
an open subset O C (0X \T'), and F is supported in R x T, it follows that F' = R, (f,0) = 0 in
R x O, and again by Corollary 29 f =0 and so F' = 0.

Now we prove that its range is dense. Let H € L?(R x I') be orthogonal to the range of £. In
this case, since H is supported in R x T, then for every F € L*(R x I),

0= (H,(F +8F")|rxr)r2rxr) = (H, F + 8F) L2(RxT)-
Since § is unitary its adjoint is its inverse §~!. Hence
0= (H,F+8F*) 2rxr) = (H, F) p2rxr) + (8 H, F*) 2(mury =
(H.F)+ (8 HY", F) pauary = (H + (8 H)". F) j2(axr)
Therefore H + (871 H)*|grxr = 0. This implies that H* + (87 H)|gxr = 0. If H = R (f1, fa), then
by arguing as above, we see that H* + 8 1H = 2R _(0, f2). By Corollary 2.9, f, = 0. But since H

is supported in I' and 0X \ I' contains an open subset, we deduce again from Corollary 2.9] that
f1 =0, and thus H = 0. g

We shall denote
(3.9) F(I) = LL* R * 1) = {R1 (0, f) [pyer : f € ED)},
and equip F(I") with the norm given by Lemma [32]
N(@R4(0, 1)) = [l £llz2(x)-

(F(I'),N) is a normed vector space, and since C(T') is dense in L?(X), F(T) is dense in (M(T'), N).
Hence (M(T"),N) is the completion of (F(I'), N) into a Hilbert space, and therefore it is determined
by 8 |gyr - Notice that the completion of F(I') with the L*(R x I')-norm is L?(R x T'). But

|R4(0,2) | gyl 23y < [IPll12(x)

and hence, N is a stronger norm and (M(T"), N) is a smaller space. This ends the proof of Theorem

B.11 O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3]

As in [37] and [7], first we construct an isometry between neighborhoods of I' which realizes
(LI0). Then we apply the result of Kurylev and Lassas [26] on the reconstruction of a Riemannian
manifold from the Dirichlet-to-Neumann on part of the boundary to show that the diffeomorphism
between neighborhoods of I' can be extended to an isometry between the two manifolds.

First recall that the maps given by (L3

\Ifjﬁ : [0,6) X OXJ — Ue’j C Xj
($J7y) =z

put the metrics g; in the form

j 5
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As shown in [I1], and discussed in section [ ¥;.(x;,y) is the point obtained by flowing the

integral curve of sz_gjibj emanating from the point y € 0X; by x; units of time. So z; is the
J

arc-length along the geodesics of a:?gj normal to 0.X;. We can pick € small such that both maps
are diffeomorphisms. For z = (x,y) € T x [0,¢), z(z) is the distance from z to I" with respect to
the metric :E?gj. In particular, when y € T,

2 .

Our first result will be

Proposition 4.1. Let (X1,91), (X2,92) and T' satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem (L3)). Let
Rj+(s,y,2',y") denote the kernels of the radiation fields acting on pairs of the form (0, f), f €
L2.(X). Then there exists € > 0 such that in the product decomposition [0, €) x I' where ([&I)) holds,
hl (.Z', Y, dy) = h2 (‘Ta Y, dy) and

(42) Rld:(s, Y, ‘T/a y/) - IRZ,:I:(S7 Y, ‘T/a y/)7 Zf Y, y/ € F7 .Z', <eE.

Proof. The proof of Proposition [£1] is an adaptation of the Boundary Control Method to this
setting. As in [37], pick x1 < ¢, and consider the spaces
MET)={FeM"(): F(s,y) =0,s < logz1},
M, (L)={FeM (I'): F(s,y) =0,5 > —log 21},
and let
(43) PLo MY T) — ML (T), and
P M (1) — M, (T)

denote the orthogonal projections with respect to the norm N defined in ([32]). Since M*(I') and
M (T) are determined by 8 |, -, the projections PE are also determined by 8 |p. -
In view of finite speed of propagation and Theorem

M (D) = {R4-(0,h) [gyr : h € L3o(X), h(2) =0, 2 € Diggs, (1)},
Mz, (T) = {R-(0,h) [gyr : h € L3e(X), h(2) =0, 2 € Digga, (1)}

As in [37], the key to proving Proposition @Il is to understand the effect of the projectors P
on the initial data. First we deal with the case of no eigenvalues. In this case, L?(X) = L2,(X).

Lemma 4.2. Let (X,g) be an asymptotic hyperbolic manifold such that Ay has no eigenvalues.
Let x be such that ([L3)) holds in (0,¢) x0X. Forxzy € (0,¢), let P, denote the orthogonal projector
defined in [@3). Let x4, be the characteristic function of the set Xy, = X \ Diggq, (I'). Then for
every f € L?.(X) = L*(X),

:P:?l (R—(Ov f) ‘RXF) =R (07 X:L‘1f) ’RXF’

Proof. Then since P, is a projector, there exists f;, € L*(X) such that Py (R_(0, f)|gyr) =
R_(0, fzy) lgr» and for every h € L?(X) supported in X,

<:R—(07 fﬂvl) |]R><I‘7R—(07 h) |]R><I‘>N = <fw17 h>L2(X) = <f7 h>L2(X)'
Hence fz, = Xz, f- ]
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Next we analyze the singularities of the wave which produces Ry (0, x4, f). Notice that if f =0
in Diog 4, (I'), and if 2 < 21 and y € T, then dy((z,y),Iz,) = log(%t), and hence, f(z,y) = 0.

If F =R_(0,f)|ger, f € L*(X), one can take F and f smooth by taking convolution with
¢ € C§° even. Indeed, if 91 such that (JAS()\) = ¢1(A\?), and G = ¢ x F = R_(0,h) gy with
h =y (Ag — %2> RZ'F. The point is that the singularities of Xz, [ at Iz, produce the singularities
of R4 (0, xz, f) at (logz1,y), y € I'. By expanding the solution to (ILII]) with initial data, (0, x4, f)

we obtain,

Lemma 4.3. Let x be a defining function of 0X such that (L3) holds. Let F € M~ (') =
R_(0, f)|gxp with F' and f smooth. Then there exists € > 0 such that for any x1 € (0,€), any

F € MY, and for |s — log x1| small enough,

A" (21, y)
|1[1/4(0,y)
We refer the reader to the proof of Lemma 8.9 of [37].
Notice that the left hand side of ([4.4]) is determined by 8 |, -, so the right hand side is also

determined by 8 |, . By assumption-since the scattering matrices are equal- hg1 = hg on I'.
Therefore |h1](0,y) = |h2|(0,y), y € ' and we obtain the following result:

(44)  ReRTPLF)(s,y) = 2oy (o)

5 (s —log )% + smoother terms,

Corollary 4.4. Let (X1,91) and (X2, g2) be asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds satisfying the
hypothesis of Theorem [I.3. Moreover, assume that Ag;, § = 1,2, have no eigenvalues. Let R; i,
j = 1,2, denote the corresponding forward or backward radiation fields defined in coordinates in

which ([IL3]) holds. Then there exists an € > 0 such that, for (z,y) € [0,¢) x T,
(45) |4 (2, y)RTLF (2, y) = ||V (@, y)R5 L F (2,y), VF €M (D),
' |4 (2, y)RULF (2, y) = || (@, )R L F(2,y), VF € MH(T).

Proposition [A1] easily follows from this result. Indeed, since

0? n?
—1 _ -1
(4.6) R <@F> = <A9j - Z) R;-F

if we apply Corollary E4l to 92F, we obtain

n2 _ n2 _
a0 ) (80 - 5 ) 0 Pl = e o) (84, - 5 ) %51 P,

Set le_l_F = f. Since F is arbitrary and the metrics have no eigenvalues, the equations (4.3])

and (A1) give
’ n2> ||/ (, )

8 Il e (80 - ) ) = Bl o) (8 = ) B ),

for all f € C*((0,¢) x I') . Therefore the operators on both sides of (48] are equal. In particular,
the coefficients of the principal parts of A, are equal to those of Ag,, and hence the tensors hy
and hy from (3] are equal. This proves that

RiL(s,y,2,y) =Ry (s,9.2y), .y €T, o' €0,e),

and of course the same holds for the forward radiation field. Since R are unitary, fR;l = R4, and
hence this determines the kernel of R1. This proves Proposition (4] in the case of no eigenvalues.
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Now we remove the assumption that there are no eigenvalues. The only poles of the resolvent

no.. n’? 2y—1
R(E—Fz)\) :(Ag—z—)\ )7 in {S\ < 0}
correspond to the finitely many eigenvalues of A,. Proposition 3.6 of [12] states that if Ao € iR_
is such that n%/4 + A} is an eigenvalue of Ay, then the scattering matrix has a pole at Ao and its
residue is given by

I, if —ixo &%,

(4.9) Resy, A(N) = { I, — P, if —i\g= %, leN,

where P, is a differential operator whose coeflicients depend on derivatives of the tensor h at 9.X,
and the Schwartz kernel of II,, is

No
(4.10) K()(y,¢) = —2ido Y ¢) @ ¢)(y,5/),
j=1

where gb?(y) is defined by
$(y) = 2727200z, y) =0

Here Ny is the multiplicity of the eigenvalue n?/4 + A2, and ¢;, 1 < j < Np, are the corresponding
orthonormalized eigenfunctions.

Since A;r = Aar, A € R\ 0, it follows from Theorem [[1] that in coordinates where (ZII)
is satisfied, all derivatives of h; and ho agree at © = 0 on I'. Therefore the operators P, in
([#9) are the same in I'. Then (£9), (4I0), and the meromorphic continuation of the scattering
matrix show that Ay, and A, have the same eigenvalues with the same multiplicity. Moreover,
(10) implies that if ¢; and 9;, 1 < j < Ny, are orthonormal sets of eigenfunctions of Ay,
and Ag,, respectively, corresponding to the eigenvalue n?/4 + A3, then there exists a constant
orthogonal (Ny x Ny)—matrix A such that ®°|p = AWy, where (®°)T = (2,99, ..., #%,) and
(THT = (¢?,¢8, ...,1[)9\,0). So by redefining one set of eigenfunctions from, let us say, ¥ to AV,
where W1 = (11,12, ..., 9N, ), we may assume that

(4.11) ?y)=v9(y), yel j=12,N,.

Note that this does not change the orthonormality of the eigenfunctions in X5 because A is
orthogonal. Denote the eigenvalues of A, and Ag,, which we know are equal, by

n2

4
They are also ordered so that p; < s <--- < un.
Again, we use that the singularities of y,, f at I';; produce the singularities of R4 (0, x4, f) at

(log z1,y), y € T and expand the solution to (LII]) with initial data, (0, x4, f). However, in this
case L?(X) # L2.(X) and hence Lemma [2]is not valid, and we have to replace it by the following

(4.12) pj=—+A;, A €iR_, 1<j<N.

Lemma 4.5. Let (X, g) be an asymptotic hyperbolic manifold and let ¢;, 1 < j < N, denote
the orthonormal set of eigenfunctions of Ay. Let x be such that (L3) holds in (0,€) x 0X. For
z1 € (0,¢), let P, denote the orthogonal projector defined in ([&3). Let x., be the characteristic
function of the set Xy, = X \ Diogq, (I'). There exists eg such that if € < eq, then for every
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f e L2.(X) there exist oy, f), which is a linear function of f, such that

N
iP:(Tl (:R— (07 f) ’Rxl") =R_ 0, X1 (f - Z aj(xla f)¢])
j=1

RxT

Proof. Let h € L2,(X) be supported in X, . Then since P, is a projector, there exists f,, €
L2.(X), supported in X, such that Py (R_(0, f)|gxr) = R=(0, fz,) |pxr» and for every h €
L2 .(X) supported in X,

<R—(O= fxl) ’Rxl"?fR—(Q h) ‘RXF>N = <f9617 h>L2(X) = <f7 h>L2(X)’

Hence ((fz, — f),h) = 0 for all h € C§°(X) N L2.(X) supported in X;. Therefore, f,, — f =
Xz Zj\;l ajd;. Since fa, € L2.(X), (fz1, Xz10j) = 0, and hence

N
<f7 X1 ¢k> = Z Qi <Xx1 ¢j7 X:c1¢k>'

j=1
This gives a linear system of equations
Ma=F, o' =(ay,..,ay), FT = (F(z1),...,Fx(z1)},
M]k($1) = <Xw1¢jvxw1¢k>7 Fk($1) = <f7 X:E1¢k>
Since eigenfunctions are orthonormal, then for x; = 0, M;;(0) = J;. Therefore the system has a

solution if 21 < e, for certain gy, which does not depend of f. Notice that, since f € L2,(X), then
for 1 =0, F(0) = 0, and hence, (0, f) = 0. O

As in [37], we shall denote

T(z1)f = Z%’(fﬂlv F)o;-

Since «(0, f) =0, T'(0) = 0. Therefore one can pick € small so that
1
(4.13) T (z1)]| < 3 for x; <e.

In the case, Lemma [4.3] and Corollary [£.4] have to be substituted by

Lemma 4.6. Let (X,g) be an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold, let ¢j, 1 < j < N, denote the
eigenfunctions of Ay. Let x be a defining function of 0X such that (L3]) holds, let T'(x1) be defined
as above and let F € M™(T'), F = R_(0, f) |gyp with F' and f smooth. Then there exists € > 0

such that for any x1 € (0,€), and for |s —log x1| small enough,

(4.14)
R (1, )

RAZOL,F)o0) = gt =T o) e

(s —log xl)(}r -+ smoother terms,

Corollary 4.7. Let (X1,01) and (Xa,g2) be asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds satisfying the
hypothesis of Theorem [1.3. Let R;+, j = 1,2, denote the corresponding forward or backward
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radiation fields defined in coordinates in which (L3) holds. Then there exists an € > 0 such that,
for (z,y) €[0,¢) x T,
(4.15)

[P [V (@, y) (1d =Ty (2) Ry L F (2, y) = [ho|Y* (2, 5) Ry L (1A =Ta(2)) F(z,y), VF € M~ (T),

[ [V (@, y) (1d =Ty (2) R F (2, y) = [ho| Y (@, y)(1d =T (2))Ry | F(z,y), VF € MH(T).

Now, as in the case of no eigenvalues, we use ([A.15]) to show that we can apply the same identity
to (Ay; — %2)ij instead of f; and so we have
1 n? 1 1 n?

(4.16) [halt(1d ~T1(2))(Ag, — ) fi(z,y) = |ho|t (Id =T2())lh2[1(Ag, — 7)oz, y)-

If we denote fR;EF(a;, y) = fj(z,y), and pick € small so that ([£I3]) holds, we deduce from [I5I)
that if (x,y) € [0,¢) x T,

Pale,y) = (14 -To(@) " (1d Ty (@) P f gy = Pl gy + K@) 10 w),
|ho|4 |ho|4
n? _ - Ak n? _
(B = ") les) = 0 Ty(a)) 0 T3 0) 2 (= ) ) =
Pt A ) + R AG)
‘h2’% g1 4 )

where K and K are compact operators. If one substitutes the first equation into the second, one
obtains

1

|y |7 n? n? . |hy|7
(A - )fl(ﬂf,y)—(A - ) fl(x7y) ::be

holi - 4 A )

where X is a compact operator. Since the operator on the left hand side is a differential operator,
and the operator on the right hand side is compact, they both must be equal to zero. As above,
we conclude that in coordinates (z,y), the coefficients of the operators Ay, are equal to those of
Ag,. Hence we must have hy(x,y,dy) = hao(z,y, dy).

We still have to show (£2]) holds in the case where eigenvalues exist. Let F € M1 (T), and let
fj =R, F. Let v; satisfy (LII) with initial data (0, f;). Since Ay, = Ay, in (0,€) x I, we have
P(v; —v9) = 0, where P is defined in (2.2). Then by the proof of Theorem 2.2 we have f; = fo
in (0,e) x I'. Since F is arbitrary, (£.2)) follows. This ends the proof of Proposition 4.1l O

Finally, we will prove Theorem [[L3l The fact that the metrics are equal in these coordinates
implies that there exist V;. C X;, j = 1,2, neighborhoods of I' and C'*° differomomrphisms

\I/j@ ' x [O,E) — ‘/}'75 C Xj

such that

(417) \PiE(glhfl,e) = \Ilz,e(g2|v2,s)'
Therefore, the map

(4.18) U : Vie — Vi, defined by U, = Uy 0 5L,

satisfies
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(4.19) Vi(g2|vs,.) = 91lvr,., and Y. =1d on T

We will show that W, can be extended to the whole manifolds, and to do that we will show that
the fact that scattering matrices are equal at I' implies that there exist compact manifolds with
boundary X;. C X; such that I'. C Xj. N X, as manifolds and that the eigenvalues of A
with Dirichlet data on X, are equal and the traces of the normal derivatives of the Dirichlet
eigenfunctions of Ay, j = 1,2 coincide at I'. We shall then use the following result due to Kurylev
and Lassas [24] and [26].

Proposition 4.8. Assume that (Z1,91) and (Za, g2) are smooth Riemannian manifolds with bound-
ary 021 and 0Zs, respectively. Assume that there are open sets I'y C 0Z1 and I'y C 0Z5, such that
the boundary spectral data on I'y and I'y coincide. Namely, if oy 4, and 1 ; are the eigenvalues
and the normalized Dirichlet eigenfunctions of Ay, and and o, @2 ; are the eigenvalues and the
normalized Dirichlet eigenfunctions of Ag,,

I'y =Ty as manifolds, and oy j = oo, Oupijlr, = OuPajlr., 7 =1,2,...
Then there exists a diffeomorphism V : Zy — Zy such that ¥*g =g and ¥ =1d on I'.

Note that X; . = X; \ {z; < €} are smooth compact manifolds with boundary and that there
are open sets I'y ¢ C 0X ¢, 'y . C X2 which can be identified by the diffeomorphisms ¥, . with
I' x {e} =T'c. We think of I'c as an open subset of the boundary smooth compact manifolds X ..
We have shown that the fact that the two metrics have the same scattering matrix restricted to
I', implies that Ay, = Ay, in [0,€) x I'. The next step is to show that (X;.,g;), j = 1,2, have the
same spectral data in I'c. Then Proposition (4.8]) shows that for £ > 0 fixed, there exists a C'*°
diffeomorphism \Tfa, such that

\T/E : Y1,5 — Y2,57 \T’a ’1"5 = Id,

(4.20) -
Vig2lx,.) =alx, .-

Now one has to extend this diffeomorphism up to X;. Given a point p € X; \ X . take the integral
curve of Vx%glxl starting at p and flow along this curve until it hits p. € 90X, at time s(p). In

other Words pe = exp(s(p)V,2,, x1)(p). Let ¢ = ¥o(p:) € 0Xo.. In view of ([@20), and since

T 91
gj = + M, j =1,2, near 90X, it follows that dWc(V 2, %1) [5x, = Vazg,22ox, - Now
j € €
follow the integral curve of Vx% g, T2 starting at g, and flow s(p) units along this curve away from

Xoe. In other words, in X; \ X;. the map \I’E is given by

exp(—s(p )szgzmg) oW, o exp(s(p)vx%glxl) =v,.
This gives a map,
(4.21) U: X, — Xy, Ul =1Id and that U*gy = g;.

To prove that (X ., Agj) have the same boundary data at I',, w/e\take Fourier transform of R4
in the variable s. We know from (Z2) that if E; (% +i\,y/,2) = Rj1(s,y, 2), then

(4.22) E, <g+i)\,y',z> E2< +i\ vy, z), yel, z=(x,y) €[0,e) xT.
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FIGURE 7. The domains X, @{'Oge(F) and the sets T'j .

Using an argument due to Melrose, Lemma 3.2 of [35], S4 Barreto showed that for any A # 0, the
set of functions given by

@23 weN = [ B (Fingz)o0)dwol, ). §=12 b€ COX))
X
is dense in the set of solutions of
n2
(4.24) <Agj . Z) u=0 inX;., j=1,2

in the Sobolev space H*(X; ) for any k > 2.
We know from [@22)) that Ey(n/2 + i),y ,z,y) = Eg(g + i)\, z,y) provided x € [0,¢) and

y,y" € T, and hence vy (x,y,\) = vo(z,y, \), (z,y) € (0,e) x ', A € R\ {0}. Therefore their traces
and normal derivatives at I'¢ are equal at I's, and the density of this set implies that the same is

true for solutions of (£.24)).
2

We now recall that the graph of the Calderén projector of A, — nZ — A in Xje J = 1,2,

restricted to I', which we denote by Cj ), is the closed subspace of L*(T') x H'(T') consisting of
(f,9) € L*(T') x HY(T) such that there exists u satisfying

2
<Agj—nz—A2>u:0 in X, j=12

u|any€ = f S CSO(F), 8,,u|p =g.

2
n
Therefore A? is in the Dirichlet spectrum of Ay — T in X if and only if C; ) contains a subspace

of pairs of the form (0,¢), g # 0. If A € R, this only gives us eigenvalues greater than or equal to
0. But since E;(5 + i), y, z) are meromorphically in Im A < 0, they must also agree in this region,
and therefore we obtain all eigenvalues. Therefore we conclude that the spectral data (A, i X je)s
j = 1,2 coincide at I'. Thus the hypothesis of Proposition (4.8]) are satisfied, and hence the maps
U, satisfyng (£20]) exist and this concludes the proof of Theorem T3l
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