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STABILITY ESTIMATES FOR THE INVERSE BOUNDARY
VALUE PROBLEM FOR THE BIHARMONIC OPERATOR
WITH BOUNDED POTENTIALS

ANUPAM PAL CHOUDHURY AND VENKATESWARAN P. KRISHNAN

ABSTRACT. In this article, stability estimates are given for the deter-
mination of the zeroth-order bounded perturbations of the biharmonic
operator when the boundary Neumann measurements are made on the
whole boundary and on slightly more than half the boundary, respec-
tively. For the case of measurements on the whole boundary, the stabil-
ity estimates are of In-type and for the case of measurements on slightly
more than half of the boundary, we derive estimates that are of InIn-

type.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let 2 C R™, n > 3 be a bounded domain with C* boundary and consider
the following equation:

Byu:=(A*+qu=0inQ, qeL>®(Q).

Let the domain of B, be

D(By) := {u € HY(Q) : ulpo = Aulygq = 0}.
We consider the following space for the potential g¢:
(1) Qur = {q: supp(q) C Q, and ||g|| o0 () < M for some M > 0},
We will assume that for all ¢ € Qjs, 0 is not an eigenvalue for B, on the
domain D(B,). Then given (f,g) € H'/2(0Q) x H3?(99), there is a unique
solution to the boundary value problem:
(2) Byu=0, ulpo=f, Aulso=g.
The boundary conditions are called Navier conditions [6] and we define the
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map N, for this operator by

N, :HT2(00) x H?(0Q) — H*?(80Q) x HY?(09Q)

®) (£.9) = (9loa, 22 ),

where v € H*(Q) is the unique solution to ().

We are interested in the inverse problem of determining ¢ from N,. The
uniqueness question of determination of ¢ from N, was answered in [9] [10]
and recently in [I1, 12| [I7] where they showed that unique determination
of both zeroth- and first-order perturbations of the birharmonic operator is
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possible from boundary Neumann data. We note that the papers [11], [17]
also show unique determination of the first order perturbation terms from
Neumann data measured on possibly small subsets of the boundary.

In this paper, we consider the stability question for the determination of
q from N for the operator B,. That is, whether one can estimate perturba-
tions of ¢ from perturbations of the Neumann data N,. To the best of the
authors’ knowledge, stability estimates for inverse problems involving the
biharmonic equation has not been obtained earlier, and the purpose of this
paper is to investigate it. We prove a stability estimate of In-type for the
case when the Neumann data is measured on the whole boundary. We then
prove a stability estimate of In In-type when the Neumann data is measured
on a part of the boundary that is slightly more than half the boundary.

Our strategy for proving stability estimates follows the methods intro-
duced by Alessandrini in [I] using complex geometric optics (CGO) solu-
tions where a In-type stability estimate is proved for the Calderén inverse
problem [3], and by Heck-Wang in [§] where a InIn-type stability estimate
is proved for the Calderén inverse problem when the Neumann data is mea-
sured on slightly more than half of the boundary. CGO solutions were in-
troduced by Sylvester and Uhlmann in the fundamental paper [14] to prove
global uniqueness for the Calderén inverse problem. The method in Heck
and Wang combines CGO solutions and techniques of [2] with an analytic
continuation result of Vessella [16]. Stability estimates for several inverse
problems have been obtained in recent years. Apart from the works [I] [§]
already mentioned, we refer the reader to [15] [7, 5, 4] for stability estimates
involving the Calderén inverse problem and inverse problems involving the
Schrodinger or magnetic Schrédinger equation.

2. STATEMENTS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

We now state the main results of this paper. We first consider stability
estimates for full boundary measurements and then prove stability estimates
when only partial boundary measurements are available.

2.1. Results for full boundary measurements. Consider the following
norm on H(9Q) x HP(09Q) (for simplicity we will denote this space by
H*B(0Q)):

(4) 1(f, Q)HHaﬁ(am = ||f||Ha(aQ) + HQHHB(aQ) for (f,g) € HQ’B(OQ)-
Define:

NGl = sup{[INg(f, 9)ll
where N, (f,g) is defined in (3)).

Hg’%(ag) : H(f’g)HH%’%(aQ) = 1}

Theorem 2.1. Let Q C R™, n > 3 be a bounded domain with smooth bound-
ary. Consider Equation [2)) for two potentials qi,q2 € Q. Let Ny, and N,



STABILITY ESTIMATES FOR A BIHARMONIC BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEM 3

be the corresponding Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps measured on 0. Then
there exists a constant C = C(Q,n, M) such that

__4
lar = a2ll3y-1 ) < C (IWar = Naall + [In]lNG, = N |77 ).

2.2. Results for partial boundary measurements. Now we consider
the problem of estimating perturbations of ¢, when the Neumann data N is
measured on a subset of 92 that is slightly more than half of the boundary.

Before stating the result, we introduce the following notation. Let a €
S"~1 be a unit vector and € > 0 be given. Let v(x) denote the outer unit
normal at z € 9. We define

(5) Ny ={r€edVa v(x)>ech 0_.=00\00,,
(6) 00y ={r € a- -v(r)>0}, 00 =00\,
Now the partial Dirichlet-to-Neumann map is defined as
Ny H22(0Q) — H32(09_ )
(f,9) = (Ovulaa_ ., 00 (Au)loa_ ),

where v € H 4(Q) is the unique solution to (). As before, we define the
norm of N as

||'/iv/'q|| = Sup{”'/iv/’q(f’g)HH%’%(897,5) : H(f’g)HH%’%(g)Q) = 1}

We have the following stability estimate with partial boundary measure-
ments.

Theorem 2.2. Let QQ C R™, n > 3 be a bounded domain with sm~00th bourNLd-
ary. Consider Equation [2)) for two potentials q1,q2 € Q. Let Ny, and Ny,
be the corresponding Dirichlet-to- Neumann maps measured on 0Q_ .. Then
there exist constants C = C(Q,n,M,e), K and 6 > 0 such that

9
2

2
. . 1 . . ~3
1~ aellr () < {|wa AR CSHINT AR AT } .

3. PRELIMINARY RESULTS
We use the following result from [111 [12].

Proposition 3.1. [II Prop. 2.2] (Interior Carleman estimates) Let q €
Oy and ¢ = x -, |a| = 1. There exists an 0 < hg = ho(n, M) < 1 and
C =C(n,M) > 0, where n is the dimension and M is the constant in ()
such that for all0 < h < hyg < 1 and u € C°(Q), we have the following
interior estimate:

”e‘p/hh48q6 <p/huHL2(Q) =z E|’u“H§c1(Q)

This result is based on a Carleman estimate proven in [13].
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Proposition 3.2. [I1] Prop. 3.2] (Boundary Carleman estimates) Let q €
Oy and ¢ =x-«, |a| = 1. Let 004 be as in ([6). There exists an 0 < hg =
ho(n,M) < 1 and C = C(n,M) > 0, where n is the dimension and M is
the constant in () such that for all 0 < h < hg < 1 and u € D(B,), we
have the following estimate involving boundary terms:

He_‘p/hhA‘BquHLz(Q) + h3/2H /o - I/C_cp/hay(_}fAU)HLQ(an)
@) 1
+ h5/2||me—%0/h8,,ullL2(aQ,) 2 C <h2||€_@/hu”H§d(Q)

+ BRIV ve 0, (<0 | pan, ) + BIVaveT  0,u) agon, ) )-

Using estimate of Proposition 3] the following result is proven in [IT],[12]
which we will require in what follows.

Proposition 3.3. [I1, Prop. 2.4 There exists an hog = ho(n,M) > 0 and
C = C(n,M) >0, where n is the dimension and M s the constant in ()
such that for all 0 < h < hg < 1, there exist solutions u(z,(;h) € H*(Q) to
Byu =0 in Q of the form

(@, G h) = e 7 (14 hr(z, G b)),

with ¢ € C™ satisfying ¢ - ¢ = 0,|Re(Q)| = [Im({)| =1 and ||7|| g4 o < Ch2.

We note that the estimates on hg and r are independent of the potential
q€Qum.

For proving stability estimates with partial data, we require the following
result due to Vessella [16].

Theorem 3.4. [16, Theorem 1] Let Q@ C R™ be a bounded open connected
set such that for a positive number ro the set Q. = {z € Q : d(z,00) > r}
is connected for every r € [0,79]. Let E C € be an open set such that
d(E,00) > dy > 0. Let f be an analytic function on 0 with the property
that

|D*f(z)| < f—zéll forxz e Q,a € (NU{0})",

where \,C' are positive numbers. Then

9

7 (|E|/12])
(@) < (20)-n0E/I2) (Suplf(fv)|>
FE

where |E| and || denote the Lebesgue measure of E and € respectively,
v € (0,1) and vy depends only on dy, diam(2),n,ro, A and d(x, ).
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We also require the following Green formula:

(8) Q/ (Byu)vde — Q/ Bruda - é 8, (Au)s dS +6 g 0, u(B50) dS

- / (Au)d,v dS — / w(d,(Av)) ds.
o0 0

4. STABILITY ESTIMATES WITH FULL BOUNDARY MEASUREMENTS

In this section, we prove Theorem 211

Proof of Theorem[21. We start with the Green formula () and let ¢ = q;
and © = u; — up and v € H*(Q) is such that By v=0in Q. Here u; and uz
are solutions to (2] for ¢ replaced by ¢; and g2. Then we have

9) (g2 — q1)uovdr = | O, (A(ug —u2))vdS + [ 9y(up —uz)(Av)dS.
! 84 84

Using Proposition [3.3] we have solutions to Bg,uz = 0 and B; v = 0 of the
form

(10) o(@, Crih) = e 5t (14 hry (2, Grs b)),
(11) ua (@, Coih) = e 7> (14 hra(, Coi h)),
where

C1:%+\/1_h2$5+ia,
2
CQZ—%—FVI—}LQ%B—M.

with « and 8 are unit vectors in R with «, 8 and £ are mutually perpendic-

2
ular vectors and h is such that h < hg and 1 —hz% is positive. Substituting
ug and v into the left hand side of (@), we get,

(12)
/ (g2 — q1)ustde = (¢3 — q1)(€) + /Q (43— q1) =€ (hTT + iy + W27 dur.
Q

Calling the second term on the right hand side of the above equation as I,
we have the following estimate.

| < / g2 — @1l (kI | + hlra] + h2|7 ] daz
Q

(13) < C(hlrillzzi) + blirzllz2 + B2 lIrill sz llrali 2 )
< Ch since h < 1.
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Now consider the right hand side of ([@). We have

‘ 8,,(A(u1 — UQ))@dS + 8V(U1 — UQ)(A’U)dS’
o0 0N

\8,,(A(u1 —ug))o| dS + /m\@,,(ul — ug)(Av)|dS

< Ha (Aur —u2)) 2 00) 1Vl L2(00) + 100 (w1 — w22 a0) | AV 2 (50

C (100 (A(ur — u2))l 200 101 1 ) + 100 (w1 — u2) |l L2500y 1AV 11 (0))

C (100 (A(ur — u2))l r2(00) + 1100 (w1 — u2)ll12(90)) (10]l 11 (@) + 1AV 11(0))
< C(Hau(A(ul — u2)), Oy (ur —u2)|l ;1.5 3 60) )(HUHHl(Q) + [|Av] g1 ()

which again is

= CllWNg = Neo) (91533 o (Il ) + [1A0] )

< ClNa = NaollICF 9 3.4 oy (0l ) + 1AV 1)

< CINg = Nl (w2l gaga) + 1 Ausll g2@)) (10l g1 @) + 120 g1(q)) -
We have the following estimates for |[v|| g1(q) and [|Av|[g1(q). In these esti-
mates, we use that Q C B(0, R) for R > 0 fixed. Then \e%\ < e, since
I¢j| =2 for j =1,2.

lollm@y < lle ™ (L bzt _llhe ™ Ot Cue ™ (14 hrn) 2o
k=1

o 1
E (14 bl g o) +Z (2e * (Il + 7))

j
h

SC’eT(l+h2)—|—i (14 k) <

D‘IQ

From straightforward computations, we have the following:
Av = he & Arl + 216 h (Cl Vri)
Oz

J

(Av) = heTE? J(Ary) + iCljeTlArl + 2ie$8xj ((2-Vr)

- %Cl] (C1- V).

iz C1

Oy Or; (Atiz) = he 7 8y Oy, (Aro) +iCope 7 Oy, (A1) +iCoje b gy (A1)
1 i@ . iwly
— EngC%eTzArg 1% B Z?xk(‘?xj(@ -Vra)

C iz-Co
— Gk n
h

O, (G2 - Vra) — —C2] s Oz, (G2 - VT2)

2i iz-¢
- ﬁ@j@ke 2 (Cy - V).
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iz-¢
Oy Oy Oy Oz = he T 0, axlaxkaxjrﬁl@me 5 8xl8xk8xj7’2

iz-¢
+1C2le h 8x7ylaxkaxjr2__g2lc2me h a:ckaij2

C2m<2ke h 8xlaxj7’2+lC2k€ h 8xma:cla:cj7q2

iz-Co

i -Gy
——C21C2k€ 2 axmaijQ_ﬁC2mC2lC2ke R Oy;1o

C
h<2mC2j 8xl axk ro + 1C2j e ammaxl axk T2

1 iz <2

- EC2IC2]

i iz-Co
e Oz T2 — pC2mC2l<2je h Qg T2

iz-Co

i iz ¢y 1
—ﬁszCszzke hzazlm——Csz%e " Op,, O, T2

i 26
- ﬁ@l@j@ke Qe + — C2mszC2gC2k€ 5 “(1 4 hry).

Now using the above derivatives, it is straightforward to show the following:

2R
Ce C’ 2R
(14 180l @) < Sl < Te
C :2r
(15) |Ausllz) < Te
C 2r
(16) |zl ) < e

Therefore we have

| 8V(A(’LL1 — ’LLQ))Z_JdS + / al,(ul — Z@)Md;ﬂ
o0 o0

C 2R C 2k 2R C 2r

< O|Ng, — quH( —|—Eeh)(heh "‘Eeh)
C ar C' 2R C

= h4e e '_e K HNth N42|| < e h HNth N42||-

Now using the fact that 1 7 < eF, we obtain

| [ 0,(A(uy —u2))5dS + [ 8wy — uz)(Av)dS| < Cen [Ny, — Ny |-
o0 o0
Extending ¢1, g2 to R™ by 0 and using (I2]) and (I3]), we get the estimate
— 9R
(@1 = @) < Clen Ny, = Nooll + 1)

Now

lor = @oll3-1 () < llar — @2l3-1 @y

(@1 — q2)(&)? (@1 — @) (&)
= N7 g ~— =" d
Joo, e et [, i e
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for appropriate p to be chosen later.

But
- 2 - 2
/ (1 Q2)(2§)’ i < (@1 Q2)2(§)\ de
g>p  LF ¢ g>p  LEp
1 9 C
< ?HQ1 - q2”L2(Rn) < ?
and
iy 2 9R _ 2
gl<p 1] €1<p 1+ [¢]
18R d¢
< Ny = Nop|I? + 12 / _ &
( H q1 Q2H ) €l<p 1+ ‘6’2
n 18R
<Cp ( Hqu quH2 + h2)
Therefore
llar — q2HH Q) = Cp"e e [Ng — Nq2H2 +Cp"h* +
Now assume that [Ny, —Ng,|| <0 = —M Then we choose p = {535 |In ||V, —

NI} »+2 2. Further let h = —L. With thls choice of h, we show that h < hg
_2_

and 1 — h%|¢)?/4 > 0 for |£| < p. The fact that h < hg follows from these
inequalities:

_20R
HNQ1_N¢12H<6 o L1

20R
= In ||V, — Ngll < T
0

2
= ‘thth _NQ2|H > h—

1
‘thth NQ2|H >h_

= h < hg.

20R

Now we show that 1 — h2ﬁ > 0 for || < p. We have that

p :{203

Since 2% > 1 and 535|In |G, — N, ||| > 1, we have that p" > 1.
Hence

2n
| In ([N, — Ny [[[}7+2.

2 2
1
h2‘§’ h2p_: 1
1 ST T s

and so 1—h2¥ > 0.
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Therefore
C  1sr 4
2 8% 2 _4
g — Q2HH*1(Q) < b € " HNIH _NQQH + Chnt2
n+2

20R

4
< CGTHNIH _NQQH2 + Chrtz.
and since 3 = m5=|In [Ny, — Ng,|||, we then obtain the estimate
4
g1 — Q2H§{*1(Q) < C(HNth _N42|| + |In HNth _N42||| nt2),

when [Ny, —Ng,|| <0 = e‘%.
The case when [Ny, — N, || > ¢ follows from the continuous inclusions

L>®(Q) = L*(Q) — H1(Q).
In other words, we have

4C M? 4C M?
HQ1 - Q2H%{*1(Q) < CHQ1 - %H%w(m < 5 o< 5 Hqu _quu

and hence the desired estimate follows. This concludes the proof. O

5. STABILITY ESTIMATE FOR SLIGHTLY MORE THAN HALF DATA

Here we prove stability estimates for the partial data case. In the ap-
pendix, we include a proof of the identifiability in this case using linear
Carleman weights. We would be using a few estimates derived therein in
this section.

Proof of Theorem[2.2. We begin with the following identity as at the begin-
ning of Theorem 2.1l and rewrite it as

(g2 — q1) ugvdz = | 8y (A(ur —u2))vdS + [ 9y (ur — uz)(Av) dS
/ / /

(17) = 8V(A(U1 — ’LLQ))E ds + al,(ul — 'LLQ)(A—'U) ds
89/,5 89/5
(18) 4 / B,(A(uy — up))T dS + / B, (ux — us)(A0) dS.

8Q+,E aQJr,s
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We estimate the terms in (7). Proceeding as with the full data case, we
have

‘ E?V(A(ul — UQ))’D ds —l—/ E?V(ul — UQ)(AU) dS‘
0. o0,

c (uaymul —u2))llyh oq, F 100 =)l g 00 a)

(Iollzrr @) + 1AV 1))
= Oll(Noy = No) (£, 9)Il 18 oa_ o IPllE @) + 1AV F1 )

< O = Naall1CF- 91 15,3 gy (Nl ) + 18001 0)

< C|INg = N ll(lluzll ooy + | Auall 20 (1ol ) + 1A0] 710
% ~ ~

< Ce™n HNIH _N42||'

Now we estimate the terms in (I8]).
We first have

| Ay (A(uy — up))v dS| = | e T 0, (Aluy — ug))en v dS]|
8Q+,€ aQ+,s
< e " 0, (A(uy — U2))|’L2(am,€)”e%@HLZ(am,E)

< Clle™ % 0,(A(uy — ua))lr2(00, )

and

y Ay (u1 — ug)(Av) dS| = | e 0y (u1 —ug)en (Av) dS]|
904 e 904 e

< Jle™ % 0 (u1 — u2)ll 20, e ™ (Av)|lr29a, )

< Clle™ "% y(ur — ua)l 200, .)-

By the boundary Carleman estimate, we have for € > 0,

B2 lVav e O,(~h?Au)| 200, < C(le™ (W' By Jull 2@+
hallV=a v e O, (~h?Au)||r200_) + hE /= (a - ¥) e F dyul2an_))

We then have
IVav e~ 0,(Au) 200, <c(f le™ % Byull 2o
+—||m 6_%@/“”3 Q)
+ IV=a=v e 0,(Au) 2 n ) ).
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Since on 0924 ., av- v > £, we have
_za C _za 1 _za
le= " 0y (Au) 2200, ) S\T(\/EHE " Byullrz) + 5l (o v) e dullizen.)
+|IV=(a-v) e 5 ,(Au) N2 @00 )

f(f e Byyull 2o

+ —ggﬁ(a : I/)HE_'T&/(AU)HLQ((XL,S)
+ —ggf;(a-V)I!e_Tauulle(aQ,,e))-
Therefore,

_ C ) _sa
| 9y (A(ur —uz))v dS| < N (a-v) fle” 0y (Alur — u2))ll 200 )

20, .
JFC'\/7||€_T By, )(ur — u2)|| 220

h\f mf (a v) |le” 70, (ur —u2)lz290_ .)-

Now we have

”e_%BQI (u1 —u2)lr2(e) = lle™ (a1 — q2)u2 | r2(0)
Using the CGO solutions from Proposmon B3,

ug(x, (25 )—e 0 (1 + hry(x, o3 h)) where

sz—g-i-\/l—hz%ﬁ—ia,

le™ % (a1 — g2)uzl 20y < C.

we have

Therefore

| , 0, (A(ur — u2))o dS| < CVh + Cet |0,(Alur — us)) || 200 .
+,€

C r
+ e [0y (ur = )l 200 -
R
ehr
< C(ﬁ + (Ha,,(A(ul —u2))llz2 002 )
+ 110y (u1 — U2)HL2(697,5)>>'

C R, ~ ~
< C\/EJFEW [NVar — Noa (w2l g4 ) + [ Auz || 2 (o))
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and using the estimates (I0) and (I3)), it follows that this is
C sr o v
< C\/E"" ﬁe h HNIH _N42H
< OVh+Ce [Ny = Nl

where the constant C' now depends upon &.
From the boundary Carleman estimate, we also have

nilVav e Ovull 2 (a0, ) <Clle”® (h*Bqg, )ull12(0
+h2 IV—a-ve” " E?V(—hQAu)HLz(agﬂa)
+h3[lV=a v e dyull 200 o)
and therefore
T 3 T
Vo -v e m duull 20, ) SC(hﬁHe_TBmUHLz(Q)
+hlV=av e F 0, (Au)ll 2004
+ V=@ v) e dull2on_s)-
We then have
_za C 3, _za
le™ " dvull 200, ) Sﬁ(hﬂle By ull 2 (o)
+ b/ —(a-v) e " 8, (Au) Mr2o0_ 0
+V=(a-v) e dulr2n_.)
C 3, _za
< %/wlle o (Bgyull 2

hC :
+ — 1nf(a v)|le” 0, (Au) 200 )

\/_

[— mfa v|e o Lbull L2900

Similar to the previous estimate, we have

A N O €T
| [ 0(ur —u2)(B0) dS| < —=h7[le™ % (Byy ) (w1 — ua)| 20
00 \f

1nf a-ve w8, (A —u2))[l200_ )

\/_

C ) _za
+ =/~ nf (- v) 7m0y (= w)ll 200 )

\/E
3 C 3r, ~ Ve
< Ch2 + ﬁe h HNth _NQQH
< Chz + Cen [Ny, — NI,
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where the constant C' again depends upon .
Therefore using the estimates obtained above, we have

| / e gy —qr) da <[ O,(Alur —u2))p S|+ [ 8y (ur — u)(Av) dS|
Q (o] QN Ot e

+ Oy (A(ug —ug))v dS + Oy (ug — ug)(Av) dS|
o9 . o9

+ | / (g2 — QI)e_ix's(hfl + hry + h27717‘2) dz|
Q

< CVh+Ce' | Ny — Nyl + Ch?
+ Cen | Ny, — Ny
+ Cen | Ny, — Nyl + Ch

(19) < CWh+ e [Ny — Nyl

The argument that now follows is similar to the one in [§]. We will apply
Vessella’s result given in Theorem [B.4] for the following set up. We take D
to be the ball B(0,2) and £ =V N B(0,1) where V is a suitable small open
cone centered at 0 obtained by perturbing the vector « slightly and recalling
that £ is perpendicular to a. Note that the above estimate is valid for all
¢ € V such that [¢| < 2.
Now let ¢ = ¢1 —g2 extended to R™ as 0 outside €2 and for a fixed p € (0, %),
let (&) = q(p§). Then f is analytic in B(0,2) and
D) < el e < 2M [l
= ML) (Gam(Q) 1)l = “diam (@)1l

Taking C and X in Vessella’s result to be C' = 2M|Q]e™ and A = diam(Q2) 7},
we get that there exists a constant y; € (0, 1) such that

m(E|/|D])
O < 0 (sup 9)) L forall € € B(O.1)
E
Letting 6 = 1 |E|/|D|, we have that for all || < p,
0
(20) a)| <c'? ( sup !@(i/ﬂ)\) :
VNB(0,p)

Note that the constant 6 is independent of p and h. We have

2 )l ja)”? /
A d d
g/l -1 @m) </|§|<p1+|§|2 ng/|§|2p1+|f|2 £>

n 7 !
<C <,o9 1l Zoe (50,09 + p_§> '
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The estimate of the second term on the right hand side above is obtained
from Plancherel identity. Now from (20)), it follows that the left hand side
is

n 16 1

<C <,0962np T NTEN = (B T _3)
)

<cC <p%e2””¥e% oy — N2 + o725 h + iz) :

po

%
Let L = W and § = e—¢""0 , where K = % + 4n1;f9 + 18R.
Then choose p = & In | In [N, — N, ||| and

L 1
T a2 zm(-o) -
p o e o
. . 2 _ p _ 1 1
Claim 1: p < 7. We have ph = ———"F-5— = T ) < =z
P 0 e 0 P 0 e 0 P [4

. nt2
Now since n > 3 we have "T” —1 >4, and hence p 7 ! > p*. Therefore,

ph < pi‘l <2 (since p > 1).
Claim 2: h < hg. We have

1
~ ~ K/hL
HNIH_NIDH <e_e 0 <1

1
= In [Ny, — N || < —eK/h0

1
= [In [Ny, — N || > /0

1 ~ ~ 1
= EIDHHHNIH _N42||| > 1
hL
0
1
L
=pt > —
ho
N 3n+2—2n6 1
p il
ho
1
= T2 29 < ho
p 4 p 4
1 1
= h= nt2 2np(1—6) < nt2 2n(1—0) < hg
pTe 0 pT 0
o, 2 €12 ‘o 2[¢1? 2p2 _ 2 _
Claim 3: 1—h % > 0. This is because h % <h % = 2(n+2)p P
p e
2- 2k 9 2n+4 1 2n+4 .
Zﬁ <p I = —ma Now =5= —2 > 8 since n > 3 and therefore
4e P p 0
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pgne+ 42 > p® which in turn implies that

2[¢1®
L

1
<=5 < 1.

p
Then we have

n+2 1-0
p¥ 2P 150181 _pee[2np © 118R(p & €*"P7E )]
—6

n+2 1
< enpt2npiGl 18Ry T 0T

Ct>|:
©

n
since p@

e(%p+2n/)159 (18R+ n+42 p+2n/)199)

)ve

- e(%p+2np%—‘9)+ (18Rp+ 242 pt2np 152
e

since p > 1

( Bonloliisrs b2 40 150,

< Ce® since e® 4+ e® < 1 + 1P,

Tlll)erefore since K = 2462 1 4120 1 18R and p = & In|In [NV, — Ny|l|,
we obtain

HQHH L) S C(|Ng = Nyl + (g In I [N, = NaplI)™7)
and hence

~ 1 ~ 2
lall 1) < CUNG = Noall + (¢ InfIn NG, — Nalll)™2)z,

w\tb

whenever ||\, — N,| < 4.
When ||, — N, > 8, we have

6
g1 — @2llm-10) < Cllar — @2l o0y < —5—02 <
2
and the desired estimate follows. O

APPENDIX A.

In this section we prove the unique determination of ¢ from (2]) when the

Neumann data Kfq is known on slightly more than half the boundary. This
is already done in a more general set-up with limiting Carleman weights in
[11], where the authors use logarithmic weights. We give here the proof with
linear Carleman weight following [2] for the sake of completeness.

Theorem A.1. [II] Let @ C R™,n > 3 be a bounded domain with smooth
boundary. Consider Equation ) for two potentials q1,q2 € L>®(). Let

./\~fq1 and ./\~fq2 be the corresponding Dirichlet-to- Neuwmann maps measured on
OQ_ .. If Ny, = Ng,, then q1 = qo.

Proof. As before, we start with the following integral identity.

/ (qo—q1)un® dr = — / (= Ay —un))5 dS— | 8, (u1—us)[=A0) dS
Q 00 . o0 .
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y Dy (A(uy — up))v dS| = | e” W 9, (A(uy —up))e h o dS|
A0 A0

< e 7 0y (Alur — u2))ll 200, e Bllr2a, )

] Oy (uy — ug)(Av) dS| = | e_%&,(ul — uz)e%(Av) ds|
90 ¢ 90 ¢

< e 0, (ur — w220, o le™ (A0)| 200, )

From the boundary Carleman estimate, we have

_za C
Vo v e = 8,(=h*Au)l| 290, < P le™ % (h* By Jull 20

where © = u1 — usg.
Using this we get

Velle™ 5 0y (=h*Au) 200, ) < IV v e 0, (=h*Au)| 1200, )
< |Wav e w0, (—h*Au)| 2 p0+)

< = e (W By )ull 20y
hz

« Q

Therefore

o

le= " 8, (A(u — up))| L2002, ) < \/7“6 (2 —q)e i A+ hro)ll L2 (0)

< C\/;Kl + hr2)l| 2 ) < C\/;

From the boundary Carleman estimate, we also have
[Va-v 6_%auu||L2(aQ+) <
Again using this, we get
Velle™ % 0pull 20, ) < IVa v e & dyull 20, )
< Vo v e ® dullr2oa,)

C _za
Sh—%\le w (W By ullr )

(B By, )ul 12y

= [le™ % 0 (ur — wa)llp2a,.) < —5—lle” (BB )ull ()

h2\/e
3
Ch_ C'h§
<222
0+ bl < S

Next we show that the terms ||e%ﬁ”L2(aQ+,s) and ||€T(A’U>HL2(89+,E) are
bounded. The term

||€ z UHL2 004 = He z U||L2(aﬂ = [[(1 + hrD)l 2 00)
<CA+|hrlgr) < C,
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since h < 1.
Again

52 TAD) = eh EEOVIR @) AT gje i (-5 @OV 1-02 S @B F .
Therefore, we have
e % (Av) | r2 00, ) < e (Av)[|z2(0
< [[hAT1] 200y + ClIVTil 2280
< C(hl|[AT1 g1 ) + IVl a1 ()

h 1
< C(ﬁHTlHchl(Q) + E||7‘1||H§01(Q)) <C

Also using the estimates on r1, 79 it follows that as limit h — 0,

/Q(qg — q1)ugt dx — /Qe_ixf(qg —qp) dz.

Therefore combining all the above estimates and passing to the limit as
h — 0, we have

/ e‘mg(qg —q1)dx=0
Q

for all £ € R™ perpendicular to a. Varying « in a sufficiently small neigh-
borhood, we see that above estimates is true for all £ in an open cone in R".
A simple application of the Paley-Wiener theorem then implies that ¢o = ¢1
on (). This concludes the proof. O
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