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UNIQUENESS IN CALDERON’S PROBLEM FOR
CONDUCTIVITIES WITH UNBOUNDED GRADIENT

BOAZ HABERMAN

ABSTRACT. We prove uniqueness in the inverse conductivity problem for uni-
formly elliptic conductivities in WP (), where Q C R™ is Lipschitz, 3 <n < 6,
and s and p are such that W=P(Q) ¢ W1H°(Q). In particular, we obtain
uniqueness for conductivities in W1 ™(Q) (n = 3,4). This improves on the re-
sult of the author and Tataru, who assumed that the conductivity is Lipschitz.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q C R™ be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. To a positive real-
valued function vy on 2 with 0 < ¢ < v < ¢™! we associate an elliptic operator L.,
in divergence form:

Lyu:=div(yVu).
Given f € HY/?(99), there exists a unique solution u ¢ to the Dirichlet problem
L»YUf =0 in
uflyo =1
and we define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A, : HY/2(9Q) — H~/2(9Q) for-

mally by

ou
A’Y(f) = Va—yf o )
Q

where 0/0, is the outward normal derivative at the boundary. By identifying
H'Y?(99) with the quotient H'()/HA(S2), we can interpret this definition in a
weak sense as follows: If v € H'(Q) satisfies v|,, = g, then

(M) 9) ZZ/Q’YVUf-Wd;E,

where the notation (-,-) indicates the pairing between H~1/2(9Q) and H'/2(0Q).
Our main theorem is that the map v +— A is injective for certain ~:

Theorem 1.1. The map v — A, is injective for v € W*P(Q), where

) _ (Ln) TL:3,4
(s:) {(1+(1—0)(%—%),1L) n=3506

and 0 € [0,1).

This material is based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation Graduate
Research Fellowship under Grant No. DGE 1106400. Any opinion, findings, and conclusions or
recommendations expressed in this material are those of the author and do not necessarily reflect
the views of the National Science Foundation.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.2201v2

2 BOAZ HABERMAN

This problem was introduced by Calderén, who proved uniqueness in [Cal80)]
for the linearized problem. The basic approach to this problem in this paper is
the method introduced by Sylvester and Uhlmann in [SU87], where they proved
uniqueness for n > 3 and v € C? based on ideas in [Cal80]. It is of interest to
determine how much this regularity condition can be relaxed. Uniqueness is known
to fail (at least in the anistropic problem) for conductivities which are sufficiently
singular, as was shown in [GLU03, KSVWO03].

For n > 3, the regularity assumption in [SU87] was relaxed to v € C3/2+ by
Brown [Bro96], to C3/2 by [PPU03], to W3/22"* in [Bro03], and to C' conduc-
tivities or Lipschitz conductivities close to the identity in [HT13]. Recently, the
smallness condition for Lipschitz conductivities was removed in [CR14]. In [NS14],
uniqueness was shown in three dimensions for conductivities in W3/2+:2,

In two dimensions, the low-regularity theory is fairly well-understood. There
are essentially sharp results, even for anisotropic conductivities. In particular,
uniqueness holds for v in L*°, which is is invariant under the scaling associated to
the Dirichlet problem. The methods in the plane are somewhat different, and we
refer the reader to [ALP11] and references therein.

There are some reasons to doubt that uniqueness holds in higher dimensions
for conductivities with less than one derivative. Calderén’s problem seems to be
closely related to unique continuation; in particular, most of the progress in both
of these problems involves Carleman estimates. Unique continuation in the plane
holds for elliptic operators in divergence form when the coefficients are merely
bounded [Ale92]; in higher dimensions, however, this is only known for Lipschitz
coefficients [AKS62]. Furthermore, there are counterexamples to unique continu-
ation for elliptic equations where the coefficients are C* with any a < 1 [Pli63,
Mil73, Man98].

The conductivity equation div(yVu) = 0 is equivalent to

(A+A-V)u=0,

where A = Vlog~. Unique continuation holds for this equation as long as A € L™ [Wol92,
KTO01]. Brown [Bro03] conjectured uniqueness in the inverse conductivity problem
for v € WHm, We verify that this conjecture holds in dimensions three and four.

One can also study the closely-related problem of determining a Schrédinger
potential ¢ from the Cauchy data associated with the operator —A + ¢. In this
setting Lavine and Nachman used the LP Carleman estimates of [KRS87] to show
that the Cauchy data determine ¢ € L™/? (see also [Cha90, DSFKSU09, NS14]
for similar results). These LP Carleman estimates are the starting point for our
analysis.

It was shown in [SU87| that the inverse conductivity problem reduces to the
inverse problem for —A + ¢, where ¢ = v~ */2A~'/2. One step in this reduction is
to show that the map A, determines v and its normal derivatives at the boundary.
In [KV84], Kohn and Vogelius established that for smooth conductivities, the map
v — A, determines the values of v and all of its derivatives on 9€Q. This boundary
determination result holds in much greater generality [Ale90,SU88|. In particular,
Brown in [Brol3] showed that the boundary values of a Wh! conductivity are
determined by the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. This improvement will be a crucial
ingredient in this paper.
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The key idea in [SU87]| is that if 7; are such that A,, = A,,, then

/(Q1 —Q2)U1 ug dx = 0,
Q

where the wu; are arbitrary solutions to the Schrodinger equation (—A + q)u; = 0
in Q. It follows that one way to show that the potentials ¢; and g2 coincide is
to produce enough solutions to the corresponding Schrodinger equations that their
products are dense in some sense. This idea goes back to the original paper of
Calderén [Cal80]. In [SU87], Sylvester and Uhlmann proved a uniqueness result for
C? conductivities by constructing complex geometrical optics (CGO) solutions of
the form u; = % (1 +1);). Here the ¢; € C™ are chosen so that (; - ¢; = 0, so that
e®Ci is harmonic, and e®¢1e® 2 = ™% for some fixed frequency k € R™. In three
or more dimensions, these conditions allow for an infinite family of pairs (3, (3 with
|¢i| = oo. The remainders ¢; decay to zero in a suitable sense sense as |(;| — oo,
so that the product ujus converges to e*'¥. Since k is arbitrary, uniqueness follows
from Fourier inversion.

To construct these CGO solutions, fix { € C™ such that ¢ - { = 0, and note that
e T CA(e® ) = (A +2¢ - V). Then u = e ¢(1 + 1)) solves Au = qu if

(1) Acthi=Ap +2¢- Vi =q(1 +¢).

Let mg be the map sending 9 to qip. We will treat this equation perturbatively,
by viewing A —mq as a perturbation of A¢. The operator A¢ has a right inverse
defined by

—

AZTFE) = pe©) 1 (©),
where
pe(€) = —[¢)* +2i¢ - €.

We take ¢ of the form 7(e; — iea), where eq, €2 are orthogonal unit vectors. Then
A¢ is characteristic on a codimension-2 sphere X, with

Yc={¢{:&-e1 =0, —Tex| =7}

To construct a solution to (1), we show that m, is a perturbation of A, with
respect to an appropriate norm.

It was observed in [PPUO3] that it is possible to construct CGO solutions for
C"' conductivities using Picard iteration in Sobolev spaces. However, because the
inhomogeneity in (1) is not bounded in the correct space, one cannot control these
solutions.

A simplified explanation of the problem is as follows: in problems involving
Carleman estimates, it is most natural to work with Sobolev spaces depending on
a large parameter 7 (or a small parameter in the semiclassical notation). In our
problem 7 is proportional to |¢|. The quantity 7 is thought of as equivalent to a
derivative V. In view of this correspondence, we define the Sobolev space HZ(R™)
by

el e := (=2 +72)"ul| .
For the operator Agl the following Carleman estimate holds [ST09]:

lullas S Tl Acull -1,
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where u is supported in some fixed compact set. This means that once we account
for the physical space localization in the problem, the operator Agl (heuristi-
cally speaking) maps H-! to H! with constant 7. On the other hand, we have
q=Ailogy+lot.

(2) [{mgu,v) 2| < [|V(ogy)V(uD)| L2 + L.0.t.
3) S Illwre (IVullg2lvl 2 + llull 2 [ Vol z2) + - -
(4) < 7 v llwse lull o ol s -

By duality, this implies that m, maps H! back to H-! with constant 7—!. This
means that the composition qugl is bounded, and there is some hope of con-
struction CGO solutions perturbatively (see [KU14] for this type of analysis). We
are trying to solve (A¢ — mgy)u = ¢, and we certainly have ¢ € H_!. However,
because we lost a factor of 7 in the Carleman estimate, our solution only satisfies
an estimate of the form [[¢)[| g1 < 7|q|[ -1 This is bad, because ¢ is supposed to
be small in H!.

In [N'S14], this problem with Sobolev spaces is circumvented by showing that the
first iterate in the solution procedure is bounded on average. This avoids the use
of specialized spaces at the expense of requiring slightly more differentiability.

In [HT13], Tataru and the author dealt with this problem using specialised
function spaces. These are inspired by the X*? spaces of Bourgain [Bou93], and
were used in the context of Carleman estimates by [Tat96]. Define the space X é’ by
the norm

el o = Nlpe (@)1 a(€)]l 2z,

where p¢(€) = —|€|* 4 2iC - € is the symbol of A¢. In this paper, we take b = +1/2.
It is easy to see that |‘AC_1HX71/2~>X1/2 = 1. We will also make use of the inhomo-
¢ ¢

geneous spaces X é’ with norm

lull xe = (€T + Ipe(€)D) a(€)ll ze-

The map my satisfies
) Imall 22 572 S Il

and we may solve (1) perturbatively as before. This bound follows from (4), the
easy estimate

6) el S 72 ull o2,

and the fact that for localized u, the X é/ > and X Cl/ ? norms are equivalent.
Solving in this way gives a CGO solution ¢ with [|¢[| ;1/2 < [lg]| ¢ ~1/2. Unfortu-
¢ ¢

1/2

nately, the best bound on [|q|| ;. —1/2 is 7/%||7[| 1. This means that the Xcl/2 norm
¢

of CGO solutions might grow like 71/2 as 7 — oo.
By an averaging argument, however, ||g|[;-1/2 is bounded for a large set of ¢
¢

(which may depend on ¢) as long as y € H!. This is because the X /2 norm is only

large when ¢ concentrates near .. As we vary (, the characteristic set ¥ varies
through a family of growing codimension 2 spheres, and ¢ cannot concentrate near
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all of them. In particular, the estimate [|q|| ;-1/2 < [|7[|m: holds on average. Once
¢

this is established, uniqueness for v € C* follows from the standard arguments.

If Vv is unbounded, then we need to replace the H! norm on the left hand side
of (6) with an LP norm, where p > 2. We can obtain such an estimate using the
methods of [KRS87], which essentially give !

This puts u in a better LP space, but at the cost of a factor of 7. Since there is no
such room in (5), it seems that such a bound does not hold for v € WP if p < oo.

To do better, we need a refined version of (7). If 4, is supported in the region
{£:d(&,%¢) ~ p}, then we can replace (7) by

®) lanllon o2y S (/) g
and (6) by
(9) lugllz S ()2 gl 2.

¢

Assume we are given v,, satisfying a similar condition, with y < v. Define f = V log .
Then

[T S IV Al D )2 gl

Now we exploit the fact that the Fourier transform of w,v, is supported in {¢ : [£] < 7, [€-e1] S v}
By orthogonality, we may restrict f to this region, so that the above becomes

_ —1/n 1/n—1/2
[ (V£ )um] £ DM

where D and D; are operators with symbols |§| and |{ - e1], respectively. An
argument along these lines gives an estimate of the form

1/2—1 1/n—1/2
Imwsllyara,xore S IDVEYRDYT T f
Although we have lost 1/2—1/n derivatives in this estimate, this is counterbalanced
by a gain of 1/2 — 1/n derivatives in the e; direction. This gain is useless if the
Fourier support of f concentrates near the plane perpendicular to e;. However, we
expect that this behavior does not occur on average, and we can take advantage of

this by exploiting our freedom in choosing (.
It is easiest to average over all choices of e; € S*~!. In L? we have

| 1D D fidaten) S 1171
e1esS" ™

for @ < 1/2. Heuristically, we can interpolate this with the trivial observation that
supe, e gn-1| flloo < [I.flloo to obtain

1/p
([ 10D sigasten) 5 01l
ejeSn—1

when 8 < 1/p. In three dimensions, we have 1/2 —1/3 < 1/3, and we find that
[lmv s ||X<1/2_}X51/2 is bounded on average. In four dimensions, we have 1/2—1/4 = 1/4.

IThe author would like to thank Russell Brown for pointing this out.
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This causes a logarithmic divergence, which turns out to be harmless. For n > 5,
however, we do not have a way to avoid losing derivatives.

The averaging argument in this paper is somewhat different from the argument
in [HT13]. There, k was taken to be fixed, and §(k) was determined by testing
against CGO solutions with ¢ ~ 7(n; — in2), where 11 and 1y are perpendicular to
the frequency k. This approach does not give control of Df Dy g f, since averaging
only over n; perpendicular to k is useless if f is concentrated along the k direction.

Instead of fixing k, we vary the triple {k, 1,72} over an small open set of triples
of orthonormal vectors. This set is essentially parameterized by {Uey, Uea, Ues},
where the e; denote fixed orthonormal vectors, and U is an orthogonal transforma-
tion. The idea is then to average the relevant quantities (which depend on U) with
respect to the Haar measure on O(n). Using all of the degrees of freedom in this
way allows for an improvement in the estimate for m, and clarifies the estimate for
Il X1 This idea comes from [NS14], where uniqueness is established in three

dimensions for conductivities in W3/2t:2, Remarkably, they showed that under
this assumption the boundedness of m, on average can be proven without taking
advantage of the curvature of X.. Using our framework, this corresponds (roughly
speaking) to applying Bernstein’s inequality to w, in the e; direction and Sobolev
embedding to f in the other directions, to obtain

€17 €2,€3 €17 €2,€e3

S DY fllz 1 lfugllz w2

SV f ol el e

| / (V)| S IV F e poe . Nullzz 2 ollze

Taking f supported in {|¢]| < 7,(61] S v}, we obtain

— —-1/2
[ (0w S IDY2DT2DY* fallul gy

and we can estimate |\D1/2D;1/2D1/2+f||2 on average as before.

When n > 7, the situation is essentially the same, but there is a new technical
difficulty. Since our methods are global in space, we need to extend the conduc-
tivities v; € WP(Q) to some ; € WP(R™) which agree outside of . When
s <14 1/p, we can do this as long as 3 = 72 on the boundary. However, when
s > 1+ 1/p, we also need 9,71 = 9,72 on the boundary, and there does not seem
to be such a boundary identification result in the literature.

It is possible that one can relax the uniform ellipticity condition on «. The
natural condition to impose is then Vlog~y € L™, in which case log~ is only in
BMO, which would correspond to the results of [ALP11] in the plane. We will
not address this issue, as it introduces numerous technical difficulties. We note,
however, that the assumption in Theorem 5.3 is of this type.

2. NOTATION

Let ¢ = 7(e1 — iez), where eq,e2 € R™ are orthogonal unit vectors. Define the
conjugated Laplacian

Ag = e_””'CAeI'C,
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a differential operator whose symbol is
pe(€) = —I€* +2i¢ - €.
This symbol vanishes simply on the characteristic set
Lo =A{&:pc(§) =0} ={&: & =0, —Tea| =7},
which is a sphere of codimension two. In fact, it is not hard to check that
pe(©)] ~ {Td@, L) d€%) <7/8
24+ €2 d(,3e) > T/8

where d(&,X¢) ~ [&1] + || — Tea| — 7] is the distance from £ to .. We will refer to
this distance as the modulation.
Define the Banach spaces X é’ and X é’ with norms

(10)

o = lllpe(€)|"a] 2
lullxe = (Ipe(€)] + 7)"all 2.

We will use the Greek letters A, ju, v to represent dyadic integers of the form 2%
where k > 0. For A > 1 we define F\ to be the set of £ with modulation comparable
to A:

Ey:={¢:d(§,X:) € (A/2,A]}.
Similarly, for any \ we write

Eoy:={§:d(§,X¢) < A}

Since our problem is localized to a fixed compact set, the uncertainty principle
implies that we need not distinguish frequencies which are separated on the unit
scale. Therefore, by abuse of notation we will define E := E<;. Let m) denote
the characteristic function of E), and similarly for m<.

Let Qx, Q<) be the Fourier multipliers with symbols my, m<y. We will wish to
distinguish the cases A < 7/8 and A 2 7/8, so we define projections onto low and

high modulation by
Q= Y, @

1<A<T/8

Qn=Y_ Q,

A>T/8

where the A vary over dyadic integers. By (10), we have
(11) 1Qrullm: S HUHXSM

We will also need the standard Littlewood-Paley projections. For these we choose
a smooth dyadic partition of unity, i.e. a function x € C§°(R) supported on [1/2,2]
such that

o0
1= > x(27"p).
k=—o0
for any p > 0. For a dyadic integer A > 1, we set xx(§) = x(|¢|/A), and by abuse
of notation we again set x1 = > <1 xa. The Littlewood-Paley projections Py are
defined as the Fourier multipliers with symbols . Given a direction w € 8",
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we can also define the Littlewood-Paley projections Py in the w direction using the
Fourier multipliers x(|€ - w|/A).

3. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

Our goal in this section is to prove LP estimates for functions in Xcl/ > We
follow [KRS87]. Since the symbol p¢(€) is characteristic on a sphere 3¢, we begin
with the Stein-Tomas restriction theorem.

Theorem 3.1 ([Ste93, Tom75]). Suppose p > (2d + 2)/(d — 1). Let o denote the
surface measure on S¢1. Then

ILf doll ey S 1f]lL2(ga-1)-

Let 759! denote the sphere of radius 7. Given a set E we define its \-
neighborhood

NA(E) :={§:d(& E) < A}
We use the following rescaled and localized variant of the restriction theorem:

Corollary 3.2. Let p be as above. Suppose that § is supported in Nx(7S?1), where

A< 7/8. Then
lgllLe S N2 E=D2=dp) gl Loy (gannyy

Proof. By Fourier inversion, we have

o) = ca / 3(E)ei™ S de

T+A )
= ¢ / / §lpw)e @) pt= Y dp do
T Sd—1

—A
T+A
—a | A @) do) (o) dp

By Minkowski’s inequality, the restriction theorem, Cauchy-Schwarz, and Plancherel
this implies that

T+
lgllzr < / @) ) ()l o

T+
S [ @) o) @)l o do

T+
< i / (o) | p2sa-1) 4 dp
T—A

-
= 2D/ g

T+ 1/2
S TP (Ardmh/2 ( / 19(pw) 7251y p* dp)

(NA(r84=1)-

We deduce the following Strichartz-type estimates
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Lemma 3.3. Let p=2n/(n—2), A < 7/8. Then?

(12) ”Q)\pr S ()‘/T)l/n”fHXCl/z.
13) 171 S 1
Proof. By a change of coordinates, we may assume e; = (1,0,...,0). We use the

notation £ = (£1,£').
For (12), write g = Q@ f. Note that

Ex CH{E: @] < e\ [[€ — Teb| — 7] < eA}.

We can write g = ¢ *5, g, where ¢x(z1) = Ap(Axy) for some Schwartz ¢ and the
convolution is taken in the x; variable only. By Minkowski’s inequality and Young’s
inequality, we have

lall, = H/%(wl —y1)g(y1,2") dipn

p
< | f1ext@r = mllatwler, dn

SAVEVP|g]|

Lz,
1 Li/ '
If we regard g as a function in the z’ variable, we see that its Fourier transform

lies in Nex(78"72 + 7). By Corollary 3.2 and translation invariance, we have
lg(z)llzr, S Al/%("—?)/(?”)||g(x1)|\L2/ for each z;. It follows that

lglly S AVENVEZVP 2 g1, S Al/”T‘l/”llfllxé”'

For (13), we apply (12) near ¥, and Sobolev embedding away from ¥¢. On E
we have

1Qufl, < D Qxflly

1<A< /8

< ST IR s
1<A< /8 ¢
1/2

S W DR AV e

1<A<7/8
<fllare
¢
Away from E we have

1@ fllp S M@ Sz S M1F 1l 172

by (11). Combining these estimates gives the claimed inequality. O

2Strictly speaking, the Xé/Q norm should be replaced with XE/Q, but this will not be important.
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4. BILINEAR ESTIMATES

Given a tempered distribution f € S'(R™), define the map my : S(R™) — S'(R")
by my¢ = f¢. We would like to control |[my||y1/2 , —1/2. By duality, this is
¢ ¢

equivalent to establishing a bilinear estimate of the form

g (s ) S Hlull avzllvl 72,
where

my(u,v) = (myu,v).

Suppose that f € L™/2. By (13), we have
(14) |mf(uvv)| S ||f||n/2||u||2n/(n—2)||U||2n/(n—2)
(15) S M 2l przllvll -
We also have
(16) Imy(u, 0)| S [[fllollull2llvll2 < T_l||f||ooIIUI|X<1/2IIUIIXCW-

A more difficult task is to control mys. We record the main computation in the
following lemmas:

Lemma 4.1. Let s,p,0 be as in Theorem 1.1. Let 1/q=1/2—1/p. There is some
a > 0 such for fired X < 1007, we have

(17) > @/NEOQullg|Quulla £ VTN TP full asz[v]l /e,
p<v<r/8 ‘ ‘
v<A
and
(18) > 1QuullgllQuulla S AT /) ull g1z llv]l e
p<v<r/8 ‘ ‘
A<v<T/8

Proof. We may interpolate (12) with the trivial estimate ||Q ull2 < (ur)~1/? ||Q#u||X2/2
to obtain
1@uullq (M/T)(l_e)/"(MT)_9/2||Quu||X;/z

where 1/g =1/2 — 1/p and 0 is such that p = n/(1 — §). Combining this with the
trivial L? estimate for v, we obtain

1Quad[Quolz S B Qull1121@uol
where

By, =~ (-0)/n=0/2-1/2, (1-6)/n=6/2,-1/2
Set

fi=— -

n
Suppose first that 5 > 0. When v > A we have

By, <7 (-0)/n=0/2-1/2)(1=0)/n=6/2-1/2(;, 1\
AL 7O/ )8

We take o < (1 —0)/n + (1 + 6)/2 and use the discrete Young’s inequality to
establish (18).

1-0 9
>
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Suppose now that v < \. When n = 3, we set § = 0,
(V//\)l/?’B#,u — (V//\)l/ST_5/6,u1/3V_1/2
= (/)P /)N

By Young’s inequality we have (17) for a < 2/3. When n = 4 we take 0 to be zero
and obtain

(1//)\)1/4BM L, = (1//)\)1/47'_3/4[1,1/41/_1/2
= (u/m) AL
Applying Young’s inequality we have (17) for oo < 3/4.
When n > 4, we have
(/NP B ) = (ufy)f 12200 /n=0/2)s=2(\ 1y(1=0)/n+6/2+1/2,
In this case we have (17) for a < (1 —0)/n+6/2+1/2

In higher dimensions, we also want to consider the case (1 —6)/n—60/2 < 0. For
v > X we have

By < pPA1 2= (1=0)/n=0/2-1/2
< \"1p=(1=6)/n=6/2
Then we have (18) for a < (1 — 8)/n + 6/2, since there are only ~ log7 possible

values of u, v.
For A > v we have

(/N OB, < J1-0/n=1/2)=20-0)/n=0/2-1/2() 17 (1=6)/n+0/241/2,
Thus we have (17) for a < (1 —0)/n+6/2+1/2. O

Let Py denote the Littlewood-Paley projections, and let Pl} denote the Littlewood-
Paley projections in the e; direction. Then

Lemma 4.2. Let s, p be as in Theorem 1.1. Then for any f € W*~LP(R")NL"(R"),

Imoslgorn e S Ut _sup (A7) /)Y [Py Ply, .

v

where 5 > 0

Proof. Write

myf(u,v) = myf(Qnru, Qrv) +mv s (Qnu, Qo) +mv ¢ (Quu, Quv) +mv  (Quu, Quv).

We can treat all but the last term using (11), (13). Integrating by parts,

Imw 7 (Qnat, Q)| S N FllnllQnVaull2l| Quvllzn(n—2) + [ FllnllQnttllzn (2| Qn V0|2
S M lnllull xozlfvl e

Since Qv is supported in |¢| < 7,

Imv ¢ (Qru, Q)| S I fllnllQrVull2||Quollzn/m—2) + | flallQrull2l|Q1VV| 20/ (n—2)
S el @null a2 [|Quvll2n ) (n—2)

S M llnlleell sz lloll o2
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It remains to estimate my (Qu, Q;v). We have
(19) mes(Qui. @) = Y [ (VP Quude.
[TRZ9N

Suppose p < v (the case p > v is identical). Because Q,u Q,v has Fourier support
in {€ :|&1] < 2v}, Plancherel’s theorem and Hélder’s inequality give

\ [P Qs

/ Pl (VPf) Quu@yo de

S P, VSl Quullql| Quvlla-

Furthermore, since @, u @), v has Fourier support in {|{| < 1007}, we can assume
A < 1007 in this sum. Applying Lemma 4.1, we get

Imw (Quu, Qo) S D IV lpl| Qutlll|Quvll2

v>A
usv
+ ) AP/ NP VPP, fllpl QuullgllQuvll2
rv<A<1007
n<v
S D ANV
A<1007
+ sgl;(k/r)“(A/V)l/pks‘zIIVPAP&,/fIIp}

<l ool o

< A a/2 A 1/p)\sfl P Pl

S Ul + sup  (A/7)*=(A/v) 1PxP2s, flp)
v<A<100T

X ||u||X<1/2||U||X<1/2'

5. AVERAGING

Given any vector w € S~ !, we define Py to be Littlewood-Paley projection in w
direction. Let p denote Haar measure on O(n), normalized so that if o is the usual
spherical measure on S"~! and f : S"~! — R is integrable, then for any § € S"~!
we have

(20) L, (0od) = [ st

Lemma 5.1. Suppose p € [2,00]. Let f € LP(R™). For U € O(n) and v < X,
define

A (U) = NP PAPES -
Then
[Axpllro@m) S Iflp
Proof. We define an operator T mapping functions on R™ to functions on O(n) x R™
by
Tf(U,z) = PAPZS f ().



UNIQUENESS IN CALDERON’S PROBLEM 13

The lemma asserts that this operator is bounded from LP(R™) to L?(O(n) x R™).
By interpolation, it suffices to establish this at the endpoints p = 2 and p = oc.
When p = oo this is just the fact that the Littlewood-Paley projections are
bounded on L*°.
When p = 2 we use Plancherel’s theorem and Fubini.

IT 7> N/ / |B(E/NX(E - (Uer)/v) f(€) d du(U)
O(n) JR™

< (sup/ |¢(€/A)x(€-(Ue1)/V)|2du(U)) 1£13-
£ JO(n)

Here ¢ is supported on an annulus, and x is supported on an interval. We estimate
the last integral using (20) and spherical coordinates:

/ [6(E/N)x(& - (Uer)/v)[ du(U) S sup/ IX([€|w - e1/v)|? do(w)
O(n) Sn-1

1€]~A

< sup/ |)((|§|COS€/1/)|2 sim(6‘)"_2 do
[€]l~AJ0

1
< sup / x(€lu/v) du

gl -1

14
sup —
gl 1€
12

X .

<

This shows that
ITfll2 S (/A 21| £l
which completes the proof. O

Define ((7,U) = 7U(e1 — iez). Our next lemma establishes that [[q[| ,—1/2 is
eAn)

small on average. This is implied by [HT13, Lemma 3.1], but we give a simpler
proof here, based on [NS14]:

Lemma 5.2. If f € H™!, then
2M
M da(©)dr S [ Posaant I+ M Peavors T 1
M Jow) <)

Proof. This is true if f is supported at frequencies |£| > 100M, because there
we have |pc(€)| > |€|?. Thus we may assume that f is supported at frequencies
|€| < M, where we have |p¢(€)] = 27(€ - (Uer)| + |—|€|* + 27€ - (Uez)|. Here we use
Plancherel and the identity U7 = U~! and estimate as in Lemma 5.1 by

[4

2M
9172718 sup [ [ @@ el + [P + 20 o) du() dr
l€|<100M M JO(n)

By (20), the quantity inside the supremum is given by

1 M
—/ / 27|w - e1| + |—|§|—|—27'(,u-62|)71 do(w) dr.
M M Sn—l
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We view (7,w) as polar coordinates and change variables to u = 7w. Then in the
region 7 € [M,2M] the volume element du is bounded below by M™ ! do(w) dr, so
this integral is bounded by

1
i [ (el 1]+ 20 du
|u|€[M,2M)]

Writing v = (u1,us), and integrating over the remaining variables, we bound by

1
—M"—2/ (o] + |~ 1€ + 20a]) " dv < / |~ dv
B(0,2M) B(0,2M)

Mn

)

2

<l- g-

We summarize our estimates so far in the following

Theorem 5.3. Let s,p be as in Theorem 1.1, and let v be a positive real-valued
function on R™ such that Vlogy € W*=LP and v = 1 outside of a large ball B.
For g =~~Y2A~"Y2, we have

2M
Y M_l/ / g% 12 du(U) dr — 0.
M/2 JO(n) ¢(r,U)
Furthermore,
22 o
o e Il e, < O Au0),

where Cpy — 0 as M — 0o and
(23) kz kM A2 0 0my) < 00
>2

Proof. First, we write

yTVEAYY? = JAlogy + §|Vogn P =Y Vifi+ b

where f; € WP and h € LP/2.
We decompose each term into a good part and a bad part. Let ¢. = ¢ "¢(x/¢),
where ¢ is a C§° function supported on the unit ball and [ ¢ = 1. Define f. = fx* ..
By (16), we have

[mvy. ”XE/ZAXZW + ||mh€||X;/2ﬁXZ1/2 ST IV fellso + lhelloo)
STl + 1Bllng2).
We also have
IVFellx e S G A
ST 2| f e
ST flln,
since n > 2 and f is compactly supported. For n > 4 we have

[l -1z S 772|Rl2
(24) ¢
5 771/2”]7’”71/27
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and for n = 3 we have
Bell o172 S 772 B2
X¢

ST R g 0.

Taking € = M~'/4, we find that if we replace ¢ with ¢. then the left hand sides
of (21) and (22) vanish as 7 — oc.
It remains to treat the bad part ¢ — q.. Let g = f — f, and define

A(T’ U) - ||ng||X1/2 )—>X (1/[21).

Using Lemma 4.2, we have
1/p
sup AT, U) < llgllee + o /M AL ;
TE[M/2,2M] 1<v<A<4M
where Ay, (U) = ()\/V)l/pHP)\Pg;;gHLp. As M — 0o, we have e = M~Y/* — 0, so
lgllLe — 0. We take Apr(U) to be the second term on the right hand side of this

inequality, which is clearly a measurable function on O(n). Now, Pyg = P\P.)g,
where Poxg = >3 j16<pu<16x Fug- Applying Lemma 5.1, we have

1AM oy S Do [/M)PXTH[Porgl|s)?
1<v<A<M/4

SlogM Y [(AM)PXTHPoxf Lo]P
1<A<M /4

We control this quantity by taking a weighted sum over dyadic integers M, as
in [NS14]. Namely, we have

S (08 M) 1 Au (@) oy S S0 32 M) [ Pas fl ol

M>2 A M>4

S TPzl
A

The last term is controlled by || f||ws-1.» as a consequence of the Littlewood-Paley
square function estimate. Thus we obtain (23).
By Lemma 5.2, we have

[T anw) a5 Lol 5 gl 0
M/2 JO(n)

Next we treat h — h.. When n > 4 we have ||h — hE||X51/2 — 0 by (24). When
n = 3, we have
= hll goore S = el
S Ik = hells)2
—0
by Sobolev embedding. Finally, by (15) we have
| ;12 SR = hellnyz = 0.

1/2
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6. LOCALIZATION

Because our problem is localized to a compact set, the uncertainty principle

implies that the X Cl/ % norm is equivalent to the X Cl/ ? norm. To make this precise,
we state the following

Lemma 6.1 ([HT13]). Let ¢ be a fized Schwartz function. Then
(25) ||¢U|IX51/2 Se ||U||X;1/2
(26) ||¢U||X<1/2 Se ||u||X<1/27
where the constants depend on the seminorms ||x*VP¢|| .
In particular, we have
Lemma 6.2. Suppose that q is compactly supported. Then
(27) ||mq||X;/2%X51/2 N ||mq||X;/2ﬁXZ1/2-

Proof. Let ¢ be a Schwartz function that it equal to one on the support of g. Then
[(mqu, v)| = [(mq¢u, $v)|

S ||mq||X<1/2~>X£1/2||¢u||Xé/2||¢v||Xé/2

S Imallyeseovallul ool e

O
We record the following useful fact:
Lemma 6.3. Suppose ¢, € C" satisfy - ¢ =C-C=0. Then
lullxy S (1 +1[¢ - fl)‘b'HUleg-
Proof. We have
Ipcl < Ipel +21(¢ =) - €|
< Ipel +21¢ = Cl¢]
S (1 +1¢ = D(Ipel +7)
by (10). O

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

We summarize some known results which allow us to extend the ; to all of R™.
First we transfer the problem to the interior, as in [SU87].

Lemma 7.1. Suppose n > 3. Let v1,72 € WLH(R™) be functions such that
0<c< <ctfor somec. If y1 = 2 outside Q and A, = A,,, then for
q; = A/ /5, we have

(g1, v102) = (g2, v102)

when each v; is a solution in Hﬁm(R”) to Av; — gjv; = 0.

Proof. See [Bro03]. O
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The following argument is apparently due to Alessandrini. It amounts to the fact
that ¢1 = g2 implies that the function log~y; — logy2 solves the Dirichlet problem
div ,/g1g2Vu = 0 with u = 0 at infinity. See [SU87, Bro96, Bro03].

Lemma 7.2. Let v;,q; be as in Lemma 7.1, and suppose that q1 = g2 in the sense
of distributions. Then y1 = 2.

Proof. First, have q; € H~'(R") for each i. To see this we note that
lall -2 = I3Alog Y + 3|V 1ogy[*|| -2
S IViogyllz + [[[Vlog [l 52

S IVIog i + IV 108713,/ (nta)
S IViogylln + [V 1og|ln

by Sobolev embedding and Holder’s inequality. It follows that we may test g1 — ¢
against the function g1g2(log g1 — log g2) € H'(R™), where g; = /7;. This gives
0= /[Vgl - V(g2(log g1 —log g2)) — Vg2 - V(g1 (log g1 — log g2))] dz
= /(92V91 —91Vg2) - V(log g1 — log g2) dx

= /9192|V(10g91 — log go)|* dx,
which implies that g; = go. O
Now we apply the boundary determination result of [Brol3], which implies

Theorem 7.3. Suppose that 0 < ¢ < ; < ¢~ If v € WHH(Q) and A, = A,,,
then y1 = 2 on 0f2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Theorem 7.3, we have y; = 2 on 92. Our assumptions
imply that s — 1/p < 1. Thus by [Mar87] we may extend the ~; to functions in
W#P such that 3 = 72 outside of 2. By Lemma 7.1, this implies that

(28) (q1,v102) = (g2, v1v2)

when each v; is a solution in H} _(R™) to Av; — g;v; = 0.
Fix r > 0 and three orthonormal vectors {e1, es,e3}, and define

G(r,U) = 7U(e1 — iea)

C(r,U) = —=G(r,0)

51(7, U):=71Ues +i(rUes — m[]e2)
52(7', U):=—1Ues +i(rUes + mUez)

In what follows, all of inequalities will implicitly depend on r. For example, we have
|<i — Q:l| < 1. In particular, by Lemma 6.3, the spaces X é’i and Xé’i have equivalent
norms.

Now let

Z))(l/2 x 1/ +ZHquA2X*1/2

¢ (. U) ¢ (mU) ij ¢j(mU)

F(Ta U) = ZHm%



18 BOAZ HABERMAN

By Theorem 5.3 and the fact that Y-, k™' = oo, we have

2M
(29) liminf M ~* / F(r,U)du(U)dr = 0.
M O(n)

M —o0

Now we use an argument from [NS14, Section 3.3] to select 7 and U. Their first
observation is that if € > 0 and B, = {U € O(n) : |U — I|| < €}, then by simply
restricting (29) we have

2M
liminf M~ p(B.) ™! / F(r,U) du(U)dr = 0.
M B,

M —o0

Thus we may choose, for a sequence of M = M; such that M; — oo, some
T =7y € [M,2M)), U = U, € B. and 6 = d.; > 0 such that

30 > limg, _ > laill g2 <6
(30) i qulHXcli/(:U)HXCiZ?U) + < quHchl(fU) <

where §.; — 0 as [ — oo.
By (27), we have

”mth ¢ —1/2 /S ”m% —1/2

L1/2 1/2
X —X X — X2
i (T U) ¢i(m,U) G (1,U) G (1,U)

It follows that,

||in||X}/2 X2 S Oe
¢ (T, U) G (T, U)

Since 6.; — 0 as [ — oo, we can choose [ large enough that the left hand side
is less than 1/2. Since HAngXgl”aXé/? = 1 for any (, we can use the con-

traction mapping principle to construct solutions ; € X c}/(i )

(A@(T,U) - mth)‘/)i = g;, satisfying

to the equations

||¢i||X}/2 S ||Q||X51/2
Ci(m,U) (T,

Note that by (6), such a solution lies in H} _(R™). This implies that the corre-
sponding solution v; = e* < (V) (1 4 4;) to the Schrédinger equation (A — g;)v; lies
in HL (R") as well.
Let k = 2rUes. By (28),
0= (g1 — g2, (1 + 1) (1 + ¢a))
= (@1 — g2, ™) + (@1 — g2, €T 1iha) + (@1 — g2, €™ (Y1 + ).

We need to show that the second and third terms are small. Let ¢ be a Schwartz
function that is equal to one on the support of g. Then

(g1, €™ " ypa)| = [(mg, e "4y, 1)
< —ik-x 7.
Sle d)%”XZ?T,U) ||¢¢1||X<11/(2T1U)
_ eik:»;ﬂ /
I ¢¢2HX22(2T,U> | ptp1 HX;/?T,U)

Sl2llge Nl xoe
)

(U C1(mU)

< — _
~ HqQHX@l(/:U) quHXcll(fu)’
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since the seminorms of e~%*#¢ are bounded with a bound depending only on r. We
can bound the g5 term in the same way. On the other hand, we have

. ikx < . B )
[{(gi, e 1)| S ||qz||X<11(fU)||¢1||X<}1/(2w)

< Nasll o .
< quHXgll(fmquHXgll(fm

by duality of X é 1/ (27_ ) and X 51 17/_ 2U). The terms with - are the same. In summary,
we obtain
(31) (@ —@)@Tes)| S D Naillg-1re Mgkl -1 S0
~ ¢ (0 Q(r )
1<i,j,k,1<2
by (30).

To finish the proof, we again follow [NS14]. Since B, is compact, we may pass to
a subsequence such that U.; — U, for some U, € B.. Since the §¢; are continuous,
we may pass to the limit in (31) to obtain

|G1 — G2|(2rUces) < lim 5521 =0.
=00

Note that by construction, we have U, — I as € — 0. Thus, by taking limits again,
we obtain (g1 — g2)(2re3) = 0. Since e3 € S"~! and r were arbitrary, this means
that le - (jg =0. ([l
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