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A UNIQUENESS RESULT FOR AN INVERSE
PROBLEM OF THE STEADY STATE
CONVECTION-DIFFUSION EQUATION

VALTER POHJOLA

ABSTRACT. We consider the inverse boundary value problem for
the steady state convection diffusion equation. We prove that a ve-
locity field V, is uniquely determined by the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map, when V € C%7(Q), 2/3 < v < 1, i.e. when V is a Hélder
continuous vector field with 2/3 < v < 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

The steady state convection-diffusion equation
(1.1) (A4 V- -V)u=0, in £,
uloe = f,

can be seen as a time independent model for transport phenomena in
a fluid due to a diffusion process and convection caused by the fluid
velocity V. One specific model is heat transfer in a fluid, in which
case u is taken as the temperature. In the following we will consider
this problem assuming tha‘ﬁ f e HY2(0Q) and V € C%(Q,R"), with
2/3 < v < 1 and where the set Q C R", n > 3 will be a bounded

open set with Lipschitz boundary. Recall that the space of Hélder
continuous functions, C%7(Q2), 0 < v < 1 is defined as

1(0) = {g € C@) : lgloniey = sup LI ZIWN Y

z,yeQ,x#y ‘.CL’ - y|fy

equipped with the norm
lgllcos () = llgllz=@) + |glcox@)-

A physical formulation of the inverse problem we are about to con-
sider, is to think of u as the temperature in the region €2, we then
ask if it is possible to determine the velocity field V' in the region €2
by controlling the temperature on the boundary and by measuring the
heat flux on the boundary.

The boundary measurements are mathematically modeled by the so
called Dirichlet to Neumann map (DN-map for short). This is the map
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Ay taking f to 0, u := (n- Vu)|gq, where n is the outward pointing
unit normal to d€2. The unique solvability of the Dirichlet problem
(CI) in H'(Q) (see Theorems 8.1 and 8.3 in [4]) shows that the DN-
map well defined. The normal derivative 0,, u needs, however in this
case to be understood in a distributional sense, because of the non-
smooth solutions we consider. The DN-map can then be defined in a
weak sense, as the operator Ay : HY/2(9Q) — H~Y2(9Q) given by

(Av f, @) = /Q(Vu -Vo+V -Vug)dr,

where Lyu == (~A+V -V)u=0,1in Q, ulg = f and p € H/3(0Q),
¢ € H'(Q), with ¢|pq = . Here (-,-) denotes the distribution duality
on 0f). Notice also that the definition is independent of the choice of
an extension ¢ of .

The mathematical form of the inverse problem is then the question,
if the DN-map of the Dirichlet problem (ILI]) determines the velocity
field V. The main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let V; € CO7(Q,R"), j = 1,2 with 2/3 < v < 1.
Assume that Ay, = Ay, then Vi = V5 in €.

The first uniqueness result for the above inverse problem was given by
Cheng, Nakamura and Sommersalo in [I], where they prove the unique
determination of the velocity field V, for V € C>=(Q), and 99 € C>.
Salo improved this in [8], where it is shown that the result also holds
when V' is Lipschitz continuous, i.e. V € C%!(Q). This was in turn
improved by Knudsen and Salo in [6] where they prove that V' can be
any Holder continuous function provided that V -V € L*. Theorem
[L1l improves on this by showing that the restriction V -V € L, is
unnecessary for Holder continuous vector fields V' € C%7(€), when
2/3<~y< 1

The inverse problem of the closely related magnetic Schrodinger
equation, was first studied by Sun in [IT]. There have been several
improvements of this result by various authors. The sharpest and most
recent result is given by Krupchyk and Uhlmann in [7] where they prove
that the inverse problem is solvable for an electric potential ¢ € L™
and a magnetic potential A € L.

A first remark on Theorem [Tl concerns its relations to the celebrated
Calderon problem (see e.g. [12]). The Calderon problem asks if one can
determine the conductivity in the interior of an object by measuring
the current on the boundary, when one controls the voltage on the
boundary (or vice versa), or in more mathematical terms if the DN-
map corresponding to a Dirichlet problem of the conductivity equation
V-(6Vu) = 0, where o is the conductivity, determines the conductivity.
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Writing the conductivity equation in non-divergence form we get that
Au+ Vlog(o) - Vu = 0.

This shows that the ([ILT]) is a more general and therefore a more difficult
problem then the Calderon problem.

As a second remark on Theorem [Tl we point out that the over all
method of proving Theorem [L.1lis to reduce it to an inverse problem for
the magnetic Schrodinger equation, which is a self-adjoint first order
perturbation of the Laplacian. We will more specifically be utilizing the
method of proving uniqueness for the inverse problem of the magnetic
Schrodinger equation given in [7]. One of the main ideas is that one can
still use the methods of [7] for electric potentials with worse regularity of
a specific distributional form, provided one assumes that the magnetic
potentials are more regular.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we reduce Theorem
[LI to a claim about the magnetic Schrodinger operator. Section 3 is
devoted to constructing complex geometric optics solutions. In section
4 we prove the unique determination of the magnetic field and in section
5 we prove the unique determination of the electric potential.

2. REDUCTION TO THE MAGNETIC SCHRODINGER CASE

The purpose of this section is to reduce Theorem [Tl to a similar
statement concerning the magnetic Schrodinger operator. The argu-
ment is formulated by Cheng, Nakamura and Sommersalo in [I] and
by Salo in [§]. The magnetic Schrédinger operator is formally given by

Lagu=—Au—iA-Vu—iV-(Au) + (A* + q)u.

We are going to consider the case where A € C%(Q,R") and ¢ =
V- F +p, with FF € C%(Q,R") and p € L>®°(2,C). Hence we need
to understand L, , in a distributional sense, as an operator L,, :
HY(Q) — H1(Q), given by

(Lagh, ) = /ﬂ V6-Vi+iA-($VY—pV)+ (A2 +p)d— F-V (¢)) d,

where ¢ € H'(Q) and ¢ € H} ().
The inverse problem for the magnetic Schrodinger operator we are
about to consider comes from the Dirichlet Problem
L Aql = O, in Q,
ulpo = f,
where f is in the Sobolev space H'/2(9 (). The normal component of

the magnetic gradient on the boundary, (9,, +in-A)ulsq, here n denotes
the outward pointing unit normal vector on 052, is in our case defined,
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following [7], as the bounded linear map N4, : H'(Q) — H1/2(0Q)
given by

(Nagu, o) = /ﬂVu~V¢+iA-(uV¢—¢Vu)+(A2+p)u¢—F~V(u¢) dx

for any u € H'(Q) such that La,u = 0 and any ¢ € HY?3(9Q),
such that ¢|sq = ¢. The definition is independent of the choice of an
extension ¢ of .

We shall consider the more general notion of a Cauchy data set,
instead of the DN-map when dealing with the magnetic Schrodinger
equation. The Cauchy data sets are the sets of boundary data of solu-
tions, i.e.

Cag = {(ulgo, Nagu) :u € H () and La,u=0in Q}.

The magnetic field corresponding to a potential A is given by the
2-form dA, which is defined as

(2.1) dA =" (05 Ax — Ok Aj)da; A day,
1<j<k<n
this definition should be understood in the sense of non-smooth differ-
ential forms (a.k.a. currents).
Our aim is now to reduce Theorem [[T to the following Proposition,
after which the rest of the paper is devoted to proving this Proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Let 0 C R™ be a bounded domain with Lipschitz
boundary. Assume that Ay, Ao, F1, Fy € CO7(Q,R"), 2/3 < v < 1,
with Ay = Ay and Fy = F5 on 0X), and let p1,py € L>(Q,C). Assume
that Ca, ¢ = Cay gy, then dAy = dAy and V - Fy +p1 =V - Fy +py in
Q.

The above result is a variation of the main result in [7]. It differs from
this by being applicable to lower regularity electric potentials (i.e. of
the special distributional form), but it also by requires more regularity
on the magnetic potentials.

Another more general point concerning the above result is that, we
cannot in general hope to recover the magnetic potential A. This is
because of the gauge invariance of the Cauchy data sets. If ¢ € C17(Q)
and ¥|pq = 0, then Cy, = Catvy,g, 1.€. it is possible to change the
magnetic potentials without disturbing the boundary data (see Propo-
sition in the appendix).

At several points we will need extensions of Holder continuous func-
tions to a larger set containing 2. The following basic extension result
on Hoélder continuous functions will be used for this (see Theorem 3 on

page 174 in [I0] and Theorem 16.11 on page 342 in [2]).

Lemma 2.2. Let 2 C R"™ be open set with Lipschitz boundary. Then
there exists a continuous linear extension operator E,

E:C"(Q) = Cy" (R,
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for 0 <~ < 1. More precisley there ezists a constant C = C(£2) > 0,
such that for every f € C%7(Q), supp(E(f)) is compact,

E(f)la=f

and one has the norm estimate

||E(f)||CO"V(]R") < CHfHCOm/(Q).

We will also need the following boundary reconstruction result from
[8] (see Theorem 1.9 in [§]).

Theorem 2.3. Let Q0 C R™ be open set with Lipschitz boundary and
n > 3. Assume Vi,Vo € CO7(Q,R"), 0 < v < 1. If Ay, = Ay, then
Viloa = Valaa.

Next we show how Theorem [L1] follows from Proposition 2.1 We
follow the argument given in [8]. The rest of the paper will focus on
proving Proposition .11

Proof of Theorem [L1. By Theorem we know that V; = V5 on
0€). Lemma allows us then to extend V; to a ball B, 2 CC B so
that V; € C°(B,R"), Vilsp = 0 and V; = V5 on B\ Q. Lemma 6.2
below shows that the above extension does not alter the DN-maps, i.e.
AY = AJ. We may thus assume that that Q = B and that V; = 15 =0
on 0N =0B8.

We now consider the magnetic Schrodinger operators Ly, ., j = 1,2
that coincide with Ly,. That is we choose

Aj:=iV;/2 and ¢ :=V?/4—V-V;/2,
which gives that L., = Ly..

3+95 J
Next we want to show that Cyu, ., = {(f,Av, f) | f € HY*(0 B)}. We
need only to show that Ny, ,u; = Ayuj, j = 1,2. Let u; € H'(B)
be such that Lyu,,u; = 0 and assume that ¢ € H'?*(9 B) and that
¢ € H'(B) is an extension of ¢, i.e. ¢|sp = ¢. Then by definition and

because V; =0 on 0 B
1 1
(Naya59) = [ (Vg V6= 5V5- (1,99 = V) + 3V; - V(ujo)) da

B

= (Avuj, 0).
The assumption that Ay, = Ay,, implies therefore that C4, 4, = Cay 4,-
We can now apply Proposition 2T, which gives that dV; = dV5. By
the Poincaré Lemma (see Theorem 8.3 in [2]), there exists an ¢ €
C1(B), s.t. Vi —Vy = Vi, since Vi) = 0 outside supp(V;) Usupp(Va),
we have that v is constant near 0 B. We may hence add a constant to
1, so that ¥ = 0 near 0 B.



The second consequence of Proposition 1] is that ¢; = ¢o, so that
V2/2 =V -V, = V?/2 — V -V, This together with the fact that
Vo =V — Vi, gives the equation

(2.2) At — Vi Vi + %(w)? —0in B,

Next we prove that ¢ € C?(B). Because of ([22) we have that ¢ €
CY(B) satisfies
AY = fin B,

with f =V, - Vi — 2(V)? € C%(B). By interior Schauder estimates
(see Theorem 7.18 in [13]) we know that ¢» € C*7(V), for every open
V CC B. It follows that ¢ € C*(B).

We may now apply the maximum principle to ¢ (see Theorem 10.1
in [4]). From this it follows that ¢» = 0 in B, since |y = 0. We may
thus conclude that V; = V5.

O

3. COMPLEX GEOMETRIC OPTICS SOLUTIONS AND REMAINDER
ESTIMATES

In this section we shortly review the construction of complex geomet-
ric optics (CGO for short) solutions and then derive some remainder
estimates related to these. We follow by large the construction given
in [7]. We are however dealing with more regular magnetic potentials,
which allows us to get the better remainder estimates that are needed.
This and the more irregular electric potentials require us to make some
modifications to the argument in [7].

Smooth approximations of the potentials will be an important tool
in the following. Our smoothing procedure will consist of an extension
followed by a convolution with a mollifier. More specifically, given an
A € C%(Q,C"), we consider an open bounded set (¥, s.t. Q cC .
By Lemma 2.2 there is an extension of A to R", A" € C%7(R", C"), s.t.
A=A"inQ, Algmo =0 and

(31) ||AI||CO,7(Rn7Cn) S C||A||CO,’Y(Q7C")

Moreover let W belong to C§°(R") with 0 < ¥(z) < 1 for all x € R”,
suppVU C {z € R" : |z| < 1} and [, Udr = 1. Define Uy(z) =
0" (0x) for € (0,00) and x € R*. We define A* for any A’ €
Cy7 (R, C™), as
A=Wy« A

Notice also that (B]) implies that ||A*||coqgncny < C|lAllcon@cn,
where C' is independent of 6.

The following Lemma gives some basic and well known estimates for
the above approximation scheme (see [9]).
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Lemma 3.1. Assume that A € C*7(Q,C"), with 0 <y <1 and let A’
be the above extension of A to R™. Then

as 0 — oo, for any multi-index o, with |a| > 1.

Proof. Let U be as above. Assume that x € R™. For the first estimate
we use (B:l]) and have that

4(x) - 4()] = | Wiy [ Ala—)v(oy) ]
< / A @) — A - y/0) ()] dy

< CllAlcosioent™ [ o0 dy
Rn
< CO77.
To derive the second estimate (B.3]) notice firstly that

0% W(y)dy = 0,

R
for all multi indexes a, with |a| > 1. Let # € R™, then using the above
observation, we have that

| 0% A¥(x)| = ! ()0 11(0° W) (0(z — y)) dy|
= | A’ (z —y/0)0*(0 V) (y) dy|
- / (A y/6) — )8 ) 0) dy]

< [ Aflon o / 1y/61) (0% W)(y)| dy
< cglel=.
]

Remark. In the rest of this section we will consider A to be extended
as A’ outside €, i.e. we use A to denote the extension A’.

We will now show how to construct so called complex geometric
optics solutions following the argument in [7]. It is natural to formulate
this in terms of certain semiclassical norms that are defined as follows

el oy = lalaey + 17Vl

[ ——. v, ¥)al
scl 0¢¢60(?°(Q ”wHHSd(Q



The construction of CGO solutions is based on the solvability result
below. The solvability result is in turn a consequence of a perturbed
Carleman estimate, Proposition in the appendix. The argument
that shows how to obtain the solvability result from the Carleman
estimate is standard and we refer to the proof of Proposition 2.3 in [7].

Proposition 3.2. Let A, F € L>*(Q,C"), p € L*(Q,C) and q =
V- F +p. Furthermore let p(x) = a-x, a € R™ with |a| = 1. If h >0
is small enough, then for any v € H~1(Q), there is a solution of the
equation

e?"h2 Ly (e7 M) = v, in Q,

which satisfies

(3.4) [l

scl

C
@ < EHUHH’I(Q)'

scl

The CGO solutions u € H'(Q) considered here solve

LA7qu = 0,
with A, F € C*(,C"), 0 <y <1, pe L>®(Q,C) and have the form
(3.5) u(w; ¢, h) = e”Malz; ¢, h) + r(23¢, b)),

where ¢ € C" with (- ¢ = 0 and || ~ 1; h is a small semiclassical
parameter; a is a smooth amplitude and r is a reminder term.
We begin by assuming that ( € C", ( = (o + (; is such that

(3.6) ¢-C =0, (pis constant with respect to h, (; = O(h),
as h — 0 and |Re(p| = |Im (| = 1.
Abbreviate the conjugated operator multiplied by A%, with
L= e S%MR2L, (57,

Then in order to construct u(+;(, h) of the form (B.3]), it is enough to
prove the existence of a 7(+;(, h) € H'(2) solving

(3.7) Ler = —Lea,

in € for a suitable a. The a € C*°(R") is picked as the solution to
(3.8) Co-Va+i(y-A'a=0, in R,

so that left hand side of (B.7)) becomes, using (3.0), (B.8) and BI0)

given below,
(3.9)
—Lea =h*Aa+ih*A - Va — h*ma(a) — h*(A® + p)a + 2h¢; - Va
+ 2hiy - (A — AM)a + 2hiC, - Aa — h*my.p(a).
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Here ma and my.r are the bounded linear operators from H'(Q) to

H=1(Q) defined by
(ma(@),v) = [ i6A- Vs
0

(. (6), ) = — /Q F-V(¢y) d

for all ¢ € H'(Q) and all ¢ € H}(Q). Tt easy to see that
(3.10) e M o h?my 0 e = —hiC - A+ h¥my,
e e/ o h?my.p o o/l = hmy.p.
If we look for solutions to ([B.8)) in the form a = e, it will be enough
that ®(-; (y, 0) satisfies
(3.11) Co- VO +i¢- A* =0

in R". The fact that Re (p-Im ¢y = 0 and [Re (o = [Im (| = 1, implies
that N¢, := (o-V is a 0—operator in suitable coordinates. The Cauchy
operator N ’01, defined by

(Ng,' (@) =

for f € Cy(R™), is the inverse of the d—operator and gives thus that
OF = N (—i¢y - A*) € C(R™).

We will also use the following basic continuity result for the Cauchy

operator (see [8], Lemma 7.4).

Lemma 3.3. Let f € WE*(R"), k > 0, with supp(f) C B(0, R).
Then we have that

(3.12) ING fllwroo@ey < Ol llweoomn),
where C' = C(R).

f@ —y1Re(p — y2 Im Qo)
27T Y1+ 1Yo

dy,dys,

Using now Lemma B and Lemma 3.3 we have that

(3.13) | 0% @F|| oo ny < CHIYIT

for 0 € (1, ) and a multi-indexes «, |a] > 1. Moreover, defining
D(+;¢) == (o V) H—i¢p- A) € LOO(R") solves analogously

(3.14) Co- V& +ily- A=

and satisfies

(3.15) [P (- Co)l[ oo mny < ClIA| oo gem)-

Lemma B3] and estimate (3.2 imply that the functions ®* converge to
® in L>°(§2) or more explicitly that

H¢ﬁ(a §070) - ¢(7 go)HLoo(Rn) < co.
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With the a at hand the solvability result, Proposition guarantees
the existence of a solution r, to equation (B.7]), such that

C
(3.16) Il @) < 2 lcalla o)

Now we determine how the left hand side of the above estimate depends
on h, i.e. we estimate the H_ (€2)-norm of the terms in equation (Z9).

scl
This gives us the behaviour of the H! ,(2)-norm of the remainder term

r in the parameter h.
Let 0 # ¢ € C5°(Q2). Then using (B13)), the fact that (; = O(h) and
the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality we get that

[(h*Aa, )l < OB )Wl r2@) < OB )1l )
[(ih?A - Va,)al < OB [[¢] 11 @),

(2h¢1 - Va, )l < OR0") 9] 1 @)

(2hiCy - Aa, ¥)al < O(1?)||¢]| 2

{

scl

(Q)s
W2 (A% + p)a,)al < OR)1Y]|m,0)-
By Lemma [l we have on the other hand that
(2R - (A — A¥)a, Bhal < Ol @l A — 4% 2oy ] 1200y
< OO [¥] g1 o)
Again by Lemma B.J] and estimate (8.I3]) we have that

[(R*maa)ab)al <

/ ih?Afa - Vipdx
Q

+ ’ / ih*(A — Aa - Vipda
Q

< ] [ i#2(5 - (sapypds| + 0014 ~ £ |0V 30
Q
< (O(h26") + OO 611 0

Similarly with the help of Lemma B and estimate (8.13)) we have that

[(RP*my.r(a))al < +

/ ih*F* -V (a1h)da
Q

/ ih*(F — F*) - V(at))dx

22 320 pfy
S’/ﬂzh VF* - appdx| + /th (F = F*) - V(ay)dz

< CIO ¢ ls @) + CRIIF — F¥) ey | Vall e oy I8l 20

+ Ch||F — FY| 2 llall Lo @) |1V | r2(0)
< OB + 12002 + h0 ) |9l g ()

Combining the above estimates gives that

ILcally-1(q) < C(R*6*77 + 1677
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By choosing 6 = h™'/2, we get hence by estimate (3.16) that
7l o) < CR?
We have thus derived the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.4. Let 2 C R", n > 3, be a bounded open set with Lip-
schitz boundary. Let A,F € C™(Q,R"), 0 <~ <1, pe L*(Q,C"),
with ¢ :==V - F 4+ p and let ( € C" satisfy B4). Then for all h > 0
small enough, there exists a solution u(x,(;h) € HY(Q) of

Ly,u=0, inQ

of the form u(z,(;h) = e $/M(e¥@Wh) 4 r(z ¢ h)). The function
(-, Co; h) € C°(R™) N L>(R™) satisfies

(3.17) | 0% O ooy < Cah ™2

foralla, |a| > 1, and @(HCOQ h) converges in the L -norm to ®(-, () =
N (—iGo - A) € L*(R™). More precisely

(3.18) |2, Go ) = (5 o) ooy < CH2.
The remainder v is such that
/2
(3.19) Il ) < CAYZ,
as h — 0.

4. UNIQUENESS OF THE MAGNETIC FIELD

This section contains a proof of the first part of Proposition 2.1l i.e. we
show that dA; = dAs. We begin by stating an integral identity, which
readily follows from the assumption that C4, 4 = Ca,q,- The proof
can be found in [7] and only minor modifications are needed to make
it work with electric potentials used here.

Proposition 4.1. Let Q C R™, n > 3, be a bounded open set with Lip-
schitz boundary. Assume that py,py € L>®(Q,C) and Ay, Ay, Iy, Fy €
C™(Q,C"), with 0 < v < 1. If Ca,qy = Cayyn, then the following
integral identity

/ i(Ar — Ag) - (Vg — 1 Vuy) + (A7 — A3 4 p1 — p2)unTis

Q

holds for any uy,us € H'(Q) satisfying La, gu1 = 0 in Q and L ua =
0 in Q, respectively.

The idea is then to choose specific CGO solutions and insert them
into the integral identity and then show that this reduces, in the limit
h — 0 to a specific Fourier transform. The CGO will be chosen as
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follows. Let &, p1, o € R™ be such that |py| = |pu2| = 1 and py - po =
€ = o - € =0. Define

ih o 2
C1=—2€‘i‘/i1+Z 1—h2—|§4| 2,
ih ] 2

so that (;-(; =0, 7 =1,2, and

(4.3) (G +Go)/h = 1.

Here h > 0 is a small enough. Moreover, (; = p; + ipus + O(h) and
Co = —p1 +ipus+ O(h) as h — 0.

For all A > 0, that are small enough there exists, by Proposition 3.4]
a solution uy(z,(;h) € HY(Q) to the equation Ly, ,u; = 0 in Q, of
the form

(4.4) uy(x, (13 h) = ex'ﬁ/h(eq}g(x’“lﬁm;h) +71(z, (13 h)),
where % (-, g + ipg; h) € C=(R™) N L (R") is given by
(45) (I)%<7 H1 + o] h) = Nl:llJrzﬂQ( B Z(:ul + ZMQ) ’ Aﬁ)

and O (-, iy + ipo; h) — By (-, py 4 ipe) in L°(R™) as h — 0, where &,
is given by Proposition B4l

Similarly, for all A > 0 small enough, there exists a solution us(x, (2; h) €
H'(€) to the equation L —u; = 0 in Q, of the form

(46) UQ(.T, C2; h) _ ex-Cz/h<e<I>g(m,*u1+iﬂ2;h) + 7’2<SL’, <2; h))7
where @5 (-, —pq + ipg; h) € C°(R™) N L=(R™) is given by

(4.7) ®5(, —pun + iz h) = Ny, (== + ipiz) - A5)

and O (-, —juy 4 ipa; h) = Do(-, —puy +ipg) in L°(R™) as h — 0, where
®, is given by Proposition B.4]

Notice also that we have by estimates ([B.I7) and ([B.19)), of Proposi-
tion 3.4l that

(4.8) |V || oo ny < CH7Z
(4.9) 175z ) < Ch'’?,
for j =1,2.

The next step is to insert the u; and wuy specified above into (41]),
multiply by ~ and let A — 0, in an attempt to obtain a Fourier trans-
form of the magnetic field. This is done in the next Lemma. The proof
is based on the argument found in [7]. The difference is however in
how the electric potential is estimated. The crucial observation is that
the last term in (AJ]) containing the electric potentials, goes to zero,
in h when multiplied with an extra factor of h, even though it closely
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resembles the first term with the magnetic potentials, for which this
does not happen.

Lemma 4.2. For Ay, As, pi1, jto and & as above we have that
(4.10) (1 + ips) - / (A} — Ay)e™Ee®1+P2 g = .

Proof. We use the abbreviations A := A; — Ay, F := F; — F; and
p = p; — pz. First we multiply (41]) by h. For the non-gradient terms

in (@I we have by (49) that
’h/(A% — A2 +p)u1u_2d:p’
Q
= ‘h / (A2 — A2+ p)em'g(e@M<ITg + e+ rle;g +7173) d:c)
Q
< Chl|A3 = A3+ pllu (1% o + € o 7512

o _
+ Il zalle |z + ||T1||L2||7°2||L2>

< Ch—0,

as h — 0. For our specific CGO solutions, u; and us, we hence have
that

(4.11)

h) / 1A - (uy Vg — uaVuy) de — h/ F - (u1Vug + u3Vuy) dz| = O(h),
Q Q

as h — 0.

We continue by estimating the first integral in (AII)). Since the
solutions u; and us are of the CGO form one gets the following by
expanding

(4.12)  hu Vi =GeE(e® % 4 ey 4 rie® 4 ri7)
+ hem'g(eqﬁlVe<I>g + e(qur_g + T1V6¢g + 7 V7).
The first term in the first parantheses in ([L12) gives

(4.13) 5'/@46”'56@%”’5(&:% —(Ml—l-iuz)'/iAe”'geq“*%dx.
Q Q

as h — 0. This is because ¢ = —p; — iz + O(h) and by BIF) we
have that

'(Ml + i) - / At (eq)h;g - eq)ﬁ‘g)daz < CHe‘I’h@ _ Pt P2
0

(o

< Ch'? =0
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as h — 0. For the next three terms in (L.12), we can use estimate (£.9)
and Cauchy—-Schwarz to conclude that

. - iz f__ o _
’/ZA G (e 4 rie®2 + ) da
Q

§ _ Bt _
(4.14) < CllAll=([le® || 2172l 22 + lIrallza]|e®]] 2 + llrallz2 (172l 22)
< Ch? =0,
as h — 0. For the last part of ([@I2) containing the factor h, we have
using estimates (4.9) and (L8] that

(4.15) / NiA - (e IV e + e IVTg + 1 Ve + 1 Vi) da
Q

< Ch(hO™D/2 4 h 1R - pPRO=D2 4 B~ — 0,
as h — 0. Expanding the u3Vu; term in (LI1]) gives
(4.16)  hwigVu, =Ge™* (€¢q+<?g + %75+ rie® + r1T2)
+ heixf(Veq)gegﬁ? + Veq)gr_g + Vﬁe;g + Vrirs).

Again —(; = —py1 — ipg + O(h). The terms in (£I2) and (LIG) are
of the same form. Doing the analogous estimates for (A1) gives then
that

h/ 1A - (Vg — V) de — —2i(py + ips) - / AP+ gy
Q

n

as h — 0.
We end the proof by showing that

Q

as h — 0. Using ([@I2) and ([@I6]) gives that
W Vg + V) = (G + G)e™S (1% 4+ e®img + 1% 4 ry73)
(4.18) + he'™* (e¢§V6¢g + eﬁVE + T1Ve¢g +7r1Vry

+ Vebie 4 Veting + Vre® + V7).

The second term on the right hand side is of the same form as the second
term on the right hand side of (£I2) and (£I6). The contribution of
these terms are therefore zero in the limit h — 0.

For the first term on the right hand side of ([A.I8]) we get, using (4.3])
and (49), the estimate

’h /zf . F(emg(e<I>ti+<1>ﬁ2 + 6<1>§r_2 + rleq)ﬁ? +7r173)) dx
Q

<OM)A+hW"724+r2 407 =0,
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as h — 0. This shows that (£I7) holds. O

It turns out that the e®'®2 term can be dropped from (EI0). This
is guaranteed by Proposition 3.3 in [7] (see also [3] and [I1I]). Using
the abbreviation A := A; — Ay we thus obtain

(1 + ip2) - / A" Sdx = (i + ip) - A(=¢) =0,

where A stands for the Fourier transform of A. Moreover for any
we R" with p-& =0, we have therefore that - A = 0. It follows that
the Fourier transform of the component functions of (2.1]) are zero. To
see this notice that the above implies that

ng; - fk;l; = (&§ex — &rej) SA=0,

since £ - (§;ex — &kej) = 0, where e, denote the standard basis vectors
of R™. We have thus proved that dA; = dAs.

Remark. Notice that, we only need the condition 0 < v < 1 in
recovering the magnetic potentials, instead of 2/3 < v < 1.

5. UNIQUENESS OF THE ELECTRIC POTENTIAL

To finish the proof of Proposition 2, we need to show that ¢ =
V-Fi+p =V-F,+p, =¢q. Lemma and the assumption that
Ay = Ay, F1 = F5 on 0€) and that 0 is Lipschitz, allows us to extend
Aj and Fj, j = 1,2 to a ball B, with Q C B, so that A; = A, and
Fi =FinB\Q, F;, =A; =0o0n 0B and A;, F; € C*(B), for
j=1,2.

In the previous section we proved that d(A; — As) = 0. The Poincaré
Lemma implies now that there is a ¢ € C'7(B) s.t. Ay — Ay = Vi)
in B (see [2]). We can moreover choose v so that ¢|gp = 0, since
Ay = Ay =01in B\ . By Lemma and Proposition below, we
have that

B __ B _ B __ B
CA17q1 - CA27q2 - CA2+Vw,q2 =C

Proposition [A.]] gives then that
(5.1) /(—F - V(uuz) + pusuz) de = 0,
B

for any uy, uy € H'(B), satisfying L4, g u1 = 0, Lz; mus = 0 in B and
where ' := I} — F5 and p := p; — pa.

We now suppose, as in section [ that u; and uy are given by (44
and (A0 (when Q = B), with A; = A, and consider the limit of (5.1])
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as h — 0. Expanding (5.1)), using (A3]) gives

/ —F. 2'56”3'5(ecI)tiJ“cI)ﬁ2 + eq)gﬁ + Tleq)g + 7r73) dx

B

(5.2) + / —F- ei““"fV(eq)qJ’q)g + €75 + re® + r173) dx
B

+/pu1u_2d:c =0.
B

We begin by showing that the second integral in (52)) tends to zero, in
the limit h — 0. _

We simplify (5.2) firstly by writing ' := Fe®®*. Notice also that
F e C"(B). The second simplification comes from the fact that

e®1+%% — 1. To show this notice first that the Cauchy operator has the
following properties

N f=Nf, NI f=-NC

Applying these to the definitions (£.3]) and (A7) together with the fact
that we are now considering the case with A; = A, yields

O + Df = N, (=il + i) - (A — A5)) =0,

so that
(5.3) ePiteh — 1,

Split the second integral in (B.2]) into pieces by taking the absolute
value and applying the triangle inequality. Consider first the first term
of the second integral in (.2). By (5.3]) we have immediately that

(5.4) ’/ﬁ-VeﬁH’_gd:p = 0.
B

Next we consider the terms V(e?73) and V(r1e®2), coming from the
second integral in (5.2)). Notice firstly that F|sp = 0, since Flsp = 0.
Letting F* := Wy F, where Uy is defined as in the beginning of section
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and using the estimates of PropositionB.4land Lemma [3.Jlwe get that
)/F V 1r2 dx—‘/ Ve 1T2+e IVrg)dx‘
SIF-vellulral+ | [ Frcttvrdd]
5h(w—1)/2hv/2+’/ﬁ.eéivﬁdx’
(5.5) < B 1/2+)/ () rzdx)

+’/B(F—Fﬁ) -e(bgVT_gdx’

STV 0T 4 ||F — P | VT2
< Y2 gl /2 L gy /2L

The last term from the second integral in (£.2)) is handled as follows

)/ F-V(r7) dx) < )/ v. ﬁﬁm—zd:c‘ + )/ (F = F*) - V(r75) dx)
B B B
SV - Fillocllral2[72]12
(5.6) +IF = Filloo (I1Vrilll72ll2 + r1]12]V72]l2)
< YL 2p/2 g /2 /2
<OUTRY 40 R L
Combining (5.4)), (53) and (5.6) and then choosing § = h™!, gives for
the second integral in (5.2)) that
’ /F . e’A”CfV(e‘DgJr<I>g + eégr_z + rleq)ﬁ? +7r173) dx
B
< PLYp2 g /2m1 L g2
— op3=2/2 4 pr=1/2

as h — 0, since we require that v > 2/3.
We now return to the first integral in (5.2]). It can be estimated using
([@9) and the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality as follows

‘/ z&e”g 17’2+rle 2+7’1r2)daz‘

S et M7l + rallolle® L+l 711
<K% 0,
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as h — 0. Estimating the third integral in (5.2)) in a simliar fashion
and using (0.3 we thus conclude that (5.2]) reduces to

/ (—F -i&e™ + pe'™®) dx = 0,
B

in the limit » — 0. This implies that F(V - F + p)(=£) = 0 in
the distributional sense, which in turn implies that 0 = V - F' +p =
(V- Fy +p1) — (V- Fy+ ps), finishing the proof of Proposition 211

6. APPENDIX A — GAUGE INVARIANCE AND BOUNDARY DATA

Gauge invariance plays an important role when working with the
magnetic Schrodinger equation. Here we state the basic result con-
cerning the gauge invariance of the Cauchy data sets. This section also
includes two results on when the equality of the boundary data on a
smaller set implies the equality of the boundary data on a bigger set.

Proposition 6.1. Let Q@ C R", n > 3, be a bounded open set with
Lipschitz boundary. Assume A, F € C*7(Q,C"), 0 < v <1, p €
L®(Q,C), v € CY(Q,C) and let =V - F +p . Then we have

(61) 671’7’[) e} LA,q ©) €iw = LA+V@Z),q-
If furthermore, ¥|9q = 0 then

Proof. Let ¢ € C*7(2). By direct computation we know that for L4,
we have ' ‘
6717’0 @) LA,p o 6“/} = LA+V@Z),p-
Furthermore we have that
e o (V-F)oe¥ =V -F,
since for u,v € C§°(£2), we have that

(e7 o (V- F)oe¥uv)=— / F-V(eue™) do
Q

_ —/QF-V(uv) iz,

where (-,-) stands for the distributional duality. Thus recalling that
q=V - F+pit follows that

e o Lago eV = Laivyg

which proves (G.]).
In order to prove (6.2)), assume that |pq = 0. Let u € H(Q) be a

solution to
Ljqu=0, in Q.
By (61) we know that e"™u € H'(Q) satisfies

Laivpq(e™™u) =0, in Q.
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Moreover we have that e=™u|sq = u|gq. It remains hence to show that
Naivpqle”™u) = Nagyu, on 9.

To that end let p € HY/?(0Q) and let ¢ € H'(Q) be such that ¢|sq =
. Then

(Natvyqle¥u <P> = (Natvyq(e™™ ezw@
= [ e () + i(A+ V) - (T ()
V(e " u)e %) + ((A+ V)2 + plup — F - V(ug) dz
= /QVu Vo +iA- (uVo — Vug) + (A2 + p)ud
— F-V(ug)dx
= (Naqu, p).

O

The next Lemma is a slight modification of Lemma 4.2 in [§], we
include the proof for the convenience of the reader. The Lemma shows
that two DN-maps that coincide on small set, give two DN-maps that
coincide on a bigger if we extend the potentials so that they are identical
outside the smaller set.

Lemma 6.2. Assume that 2,0 C R" be bounded open sets with Lips-
chitz boundaries, such that Q C ' and let V1, V, € L (), C"). Denote
by A% the DN-map corresponding to the Dirichlet problem on the set

Q. Assume that Vi = Vo in U\ Q. If AL = A§} then A = AYL.

Proof. Given u} € H(), solving Ly,uj = 0, in €' we need to find
an vy € H'(Q) solving Ly,uy = 0, in Q' with u)|lpo = uj|po and
O tylocy = Dn i losr.

The function u; = u}|q solves Ly;u; = 0, in Q. Let uy € H'(Q)
be such that Ly,us = 0 in Q and uslgq = uilsgq. We know that
On Ualgo = Op u1|gq, since A% = A%. Thus u; — uy € H}(Q). Define

wy = uy — (up — uy), in

where we extended by u; — uy by zero into €. Clearly u), € H'Y(),
ul2|39/ = u'1|(rm/ and 8n u'2|39/ = 8nu'1|39/.
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It remains to check that Ly,u) = 0, in ' in a weak sense. Let

p € C§(§Y), then

(Lyyuy, p)or = Vuy - Vo + Va - Vuhp
Q/

:/Vu/2~V<p+V2~Vu’2g0+/ Vuy - Vo + Va - Vuyp
0 \Q

:/Vu2~V<p+V2~Vu2g0—|—/ Vuy -V + Vi - Vule
Q o\Q

= Vuy - Vo + Vi - Vujp
Q/

= <LV1U/1’ @)Q’

— 07

where we use the fact that us|gq = ui1]aq, u1 = u)|q and A% = A% to
get the fourth equality. O

We need a similar result concerning the magnetic Schrodinger oper-
ator.

Lemma 6.3. Let Q,Q C R™ be bounded open sets with Lipschitz
boundaries, such that Q C . Let Ay, Ay, Fy, Fy € (Y, C"), 0 <
v <1, p1,p2 € L>®(Y,C") and let q; := V - F; + p,;. Denote by ng,qj-
the Cauchy data for Ly, 4, in the set Q, j =1,2. Assume that

(63) Al = AQ, F1 = F2 and P1 = P2, m QI \ Q.
[f CXl,ql = 0227(]2 then 0217(]1 = 2;,@'

Proof. Given v} € H'(Q), solving La, ,u) = 0, in ' we need to find
an uy € H'(Q) solving Ly, g,ub = 0, in Q' with u)|po = u)|sor and
N, gy = Na, g,u). This implies that CX;,ql C Cﬂ;m, from which the
claim follows.

Let uy := uj|q. Then La, ,u; = 0, in Q. Let ug € H'(Q) be such
that La,gus = 0, in Q and us|po = ui]gq. Because Cﬂhql = CXMQ,
we know that Nga, 4,u2 = Ny, 4,u1, on 0.

In particular we have that ¢ = uy — u; € Hg(Q2) C H} (). Define

/A . /
Uy 1= uy + ¢, in Q)

where we extended by u; — uy by zero into €. Clearly u), € H'Y(),
uhloar = uiloar. We need thus to check that La,gu5 = 0, in ' and
that Ny, g,uhy = Na, g u).

Let ¢ € C§°(€Y'), then

(Lt V) = [ V(0 +9)- T6+ iy - (6 + 9076 = 05 (0 + )
+ (A3 + o) (uy + ) — By - V((uy + @) da
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Since u} + ¢ = uy on €2, we have that

(Laygpuy, V) = /QVUZ -V +iAs - (uaV) — )Vuy)
+ (A2 + po)ust) — Fy - V(ugtp) dw
b TV A (696 - 0T
+ (A3 4+ p)ulp — Fy - V(uh) do
v Ve veid @V uv)

+ (A + p1)py — Fy - V(pt) dz

The last integral is zero, since supp(y) C €2. Hence using the assump-
tion that Na, g,us = Na, 4,u1, on 0§ gives

(Lay,gotly, W)y = (Nay g2, V0)oq

+ V' - Vi +iAy - (u) Vi — V)
e

+ (AT + pouyy — Fy - V(u) da
= <LA1,Q1U,1>w>Q’ = 0.

Thus we see that L4, 4,u) =0, in .
A similar deduction shows that Ny, ,,u5 = Ny, 4 u). Hence we have
that C%, . C C%, O

2,92°

7. APPENDIX B — A CARLEMAN ESTIMATE

In this section we prove a Carleman estimate that implies the solv-
ability result Proposition B2 in section Bl The proof is a straight
forward extension of the one in [7], and we give it here for the conve-
nience of the reader. The main concern is how to incorporate the V- F’
term into the result in [7].

The estimate we are about to prove is a perturbation of the Carleman
estimate for the Laplacian, given in [9] (see also [7]). We state this
result as follows.

Proposition 7.1. Let p(z) = -z, o € R", o] = 1 and let . =
SOJF%SOz- Then for 0 < h < e <1 and s € R, we have

(7.1) ) < C|le?/" B A(e=?/"u)|

h
%HUHH;JQ(W @, C>0,
for all uw € C§°(92).

We now apply this result in the case s = —1 and a fixed ¢ > 0 that
is sufficiently small.
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Proposition 7.2. Let p(z) = o~ z, a € R" with |a] = 1. Assume
A F € L>*(Q,C"), p e L*(Q,C) and g =V - F +p. Then for 0 <
h < 1, we have

(7.2) Il @ny < Clle?" B> Lag(e™ u)| -1 gy,
for all u € C§°(92).

Proof. Let p. = ¢ + 2—’z_<p2 be the convexified weight, with ¢ > 0 and
0 < h < € < 1. Then in the proof Proposition 2.2 in [7], it is shown
that

(7.3)
|e?/"h2A - D(e=%/"u) + e#/" 12D - (Ae—sas/hu)HH,ll(Rn) < OM)lull g @y

where D := i~'V. Here the implicit constant depends on ||A[|pe(q),
¢l Lo () and || Dl Lo (o) (see (2.4) in [7]).

Furthermore, we have for all 0 # ¢ € C3°(Q2) that
}<€¢s/hh2v . F(e*“’f/hu),z/})} < h2/ |FV - (e“’f/hue*“"f/hw)\
Rn

< B[ Pl oo ey (12V 0| 2 [190]] 22y
+ Jull L2@n) 1AV Y| L2

< O(M”“”Hsld(w)|’¢"H;C1(Rn)-
It follows from the definition of the H_-norm that
(T4) e BT - F(e ) s gy < OB [l oy

By choosing a small fixed £ > 0 that is independent of h, we conclude

from estimates (Z.10),([Z3]) and (Z4) that
He*"g/h(—hQA)(e_%/hu) + e /hp2A - D(e_%/hu)

+ e? /MDD - (Ae=¥ /M) + e¥ /" R2V F(eiws/hu)HH—l(Rn)
scl

> _HuHHsld(]Rn)-
Moreover we have that
|n?(A? +p)u”H;cll(R”) < O(h'Q)HuHHsld(]R”)-

Combining the two previous estimates gives then that

B h
Clle?/"h2L 4 (e %/hU)HH;C}(R”) > 5||u|

HL (R™);
where C' > 0. By using e~ %</ = e=#/"¢=%"/(9)y we obtain (Z2). O
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