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UNIQUE RECONSTRUCTION OF THE HEAT-REFLECTION INDICES AT SOLID
INTERFACES

QIN LI AND WEIRAN SUN

ABSTRACT. We show the unique reconstruction of the heat-reflection coefficients in a phonon transport
equation. This is a mathematical model used to characterize the dynamics of heat-conducting phonons in
multiple layers of media, commonly composed of metals and silicon. In experiments, the heat-reflection
indices are inferred by measuring the temperature at the surface of the exterior metal after applying heat
sources. In this article, we rigorously justify the unique reconstruction of these indices by using such

procedures.

1. INTRODUCTION

How does heat propagate through the interface between two solids? Traditionally the heat equation was
used to describe the process. More recently, it is discovered, from the first principle, that phonon transport
equations containing microscopic information give a more accurate description [12]. The heat conduction
through interfaces is determined by the reflection/transmission coefficients in the phonon transport equa-
tion [I7]. These coefficients vary among different materials. Non-intrusive experiments taken on the surface
of the materials have been used to reconstruct them [I6lI8]. A natural question is to decide how to design
the experiment and which data to measure so that a unique reconstruction of the coefficient is guaranteed.

In this paper, we study the experimental setup used in [13], where two solids are placed side by side
with one being a metal (aluminum e.g.) and the other being silicon. Heat is injected at the surface of
the metal and propagates to the silicon, resulting in a temperature increase in both materials. One then
measures the temperature on the surface of the metal (as a function of time) to deduce the reflection indices
at the interface of the two solids. To numerically reconstruct the parameters, the authors in [13] relied on
a minimization formulation. In this paper, we rigorously prove that by carefully designing the injecting
phonons, this experimental setup and its measurement will uniquely recover the reflection indices. Hence
this experimental method is supported by a solid theoretical foundation. The main idea of our proof is built
upon the classical singular decomposition approach. In particular, we will choose the incoming data to be
singular in time, speed and frequency. The observation is that along the trajectory of the heat transport,
such singularity is almost preserved. As a consequence, the majority of the information bounced back at the
interface and captured at the surface in the measurement contains specific values of the reflection coefficients.

Phonon transport equations belong to the larger framework of kinetic theory, which characterizes the
dynamics of particles from a statistical perspective [6]. It is common that parameters in kinetic equations
that encode the intrinsic information of the media or particles are unknown. Thus in many real-world
applications, kinetic theory is presented in its inverse facet: measurements need to be taken to deduce these
parameters. The problem studied in this article is one such example. Many other inverse kinetic problems
have been studied. Examples are the Vlasov-Poisson system for electrons in semiconductors [7] and the
radiative transfer equation for photon dynamics [IH3,19]. In [I5], the authors studied the general use of
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kinetic tools (singular decomposition with averaging lemma) in inverse kinetic theory and in [I1], some
numerical studies have been performed.

Most of the approaches taken to derive parameters in inverse problems trace back to the classical singular
decomposition method. The main idea of this method is to single out the component of the solution that
best reflects the configuration of the unknown parameter. It is particularly useful for kinetic equations since
the loss term in the collision operator, when combined with the transport term, typically resembles the
attenuated X-ray transform. Meanwhile, the nonlocal terms, or the gain terms in many models, can be
made negligible by suitably designing the initial/boundary data. Such procedure reduces the complicated
integro-differential kinetic equations to the well-understood X-ray problem. The earlier exploration of this
approach was in [8l@], and it has been extended to kinetic problems in other scenarios [4,[5L[14,20H22].

The rest of the paper is laid out as follows. In Section 2l we present the equation in its general form. The
physical setup and the problem’s mathematical description are also discussed in this section. In Section

we show some a-priori LP estimates to the solutions. The reconstruction will be detailed in Section [4]

2. MATHEMATICAL SETUP

In this section we explain the model and experimental setup used in [I3]. First, we introduce the phonon
transport equation and its linearization around the room temperature. Let f(¢,x, u,w) be the energy distri-
bution function of phonon particles at time ¢ > 0, location x € R, frequency w € R*, with velocity u € [-1,1].
The problem has been reduced to one dimension since the experiments are conducted between large parallel

planes, thus plane symmetry is applicable. In this setting, the phonon transport equation has the form

Of + pvn0u f = (My=1), (2.1)

1
(w)
where 7(w) is the relaxation time and v, is the group velocity. The term on the left-hand side of (21
describes the standard phonon transport and the term on the right characterizes the interaction of phonons
with the underlying heat bath. The right-hand side is usually called the BGK term and M} is an equilibrium
state. In (2I)), M is related to the Bose-Einstein distribution and is defined as

My=— ", (2.2)

eFTl -1

where h is the Planck constant and kg the Boltzmann constant. The temperature T'[ f] is a functional of f.

It is defined through the energy conservation as follows: integrate the right-hand side and set it to 0 to get

fow [11 % (M - f) dppdw = 0. (2.3)

Inserting the definition of M into (Z3)) gives

WT):= fooo T(tj) T f f T(w) ftz pw)dwdpy, (2.4)

which implicitly defines T" as a functional of f . Note that h is invertible since it is strictly increasing in T'.

Since experiments are usually conducted at the room temperature T, the linearization of T'[ f] around
Teq is a valid approximation [I3]. To derive the linearized equation, let f=f- Meq where Mg is defined
in (22) with T = Tcq. Then the BGK term becomes

Mf_f:MMeq+f~_(MMeq_f)“M,|Teq( [Feq+f] ) fv

where M’ stands for 7M. To compute T[Fuq + f] - Teq7 we use the definition of h in (Z4]) and obtain

g

w)dwdp - f.
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The derivatives of M and h can be computed explicitly and we get

M|z, he h
ea _ 2 %oTe : _
=coM: e*oTea with cpg=—F.
/ eq ’ 2 K
h |ch koTeq h |Teq
Denote
A
M |Teq

1 oo 1 ~
, >0, :/f—t,,,dd. 2.5
&(w) ., (7 s 7_(w)f( z, p,w) dw dp (2.5)
Then £ € L*=(0,00) and by the conservation law, it satisfies the normalization

/Ooo f_g(:; dw = 1.

Moreover, by the exponential decay of M.q, we also have

fowg‘?(w)dmcq@o, Vg>0. (2.6)

Summarizing the calculation above, we obtain the linearized operator as

Lf- %(w«f»—f).

Drop the tilde signs for the simplicity of the notation. Then the linearized phonon transport equation is

O + pvsduf = Lf = % (€@ (f)- 1) (2.7)

The particular experiment places two layers of solid materials side by side. Each material is modelled by

a linear phonon transport equation in the interior, and the two equations are coupled at the interface with

reflection and transmission between these two solids. The coupled system writes

1

5tf+;ww5mf=W@(W)«f»—f), ze[0,1],
Flo=o = o(t, pyw), p>0, (2.8)
flo=t =m(w) f(L,—p,w) + G (w)g(L pw), <0,
fli=o =0
and
0ug + s =~ (€ (9) ~9) well,L],
Glo=1 = n2(w) f (1, p,w) + G2(w)g(1, —p,w), w>0, 2.9)
glz=L:aoé(W)folfowuvwg(t,L,u,w)dwdu, <o,
9lt=0=0.

In this model, f and g are distribution functions for phonons in the two materials respectively. The metal
occupies the spatial interval [0,1] and the silicon is in [1, L]. Both distribution functions have zero initial
data. The boundary condition for f is of incoming-type at = = 0 and reflective at the interface x = 1, and the
boundary condition for g at x = L is diffusive — the phonons are bounced back with the equilibrium profile.

The coefficient «q is the normalization constant which ensures the energy flux at x = L is zero. This gives
B 1
=0 .

fo Jo e é(w)dwdp

Qo
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The most interesting physics takes place at © = 1 where the two materials meet. Heat propagates through the
solid interface according to the transmission and reflection coefficients 71,72, (1,(>. These four coefficients
satisfy the relation

m+n =1, G+G=1, m+76 =1 (2.10)

for some constant vy > 0. These conditions guarantee the conservation of energy across the interface and that

(&,70€) is an equilibrium solution to the coupled system (28)-(20) (except for the initial data). Because

of [2I0), one only needs to reconstruct the reflection coefficient 7, and all others follow by simple algebra.
A (very) brief summary of our main result is

Theorem 2.1 (Main Theorem). By proper choices of the incoming data and the measurement function, the

heat-reflection coefficients (n1,m2,C1,C2) can be uniquely and explicitly reconstructed.

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section we prove some a priori LP estimates for the solution (f,g). First we show the bounds for
p=1and p=oco. The general bound for p € (1, 00) follows from the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem.

In what follows we will use the notations L , and L? (dpdw) interchangeably to denote the usual LP-

space in the (u,w) variables for 1 < p < oo. If there is a weight h in the measure then we denote the space
as LP(hdpdw). Similar rules apply to LP and its weighted version.

Z, W

Proposition 3.1. Suppose ¢ is the incoming data for the system (Z8)-(Z3) and (f,g) is the solution.
(a) If € L), ,, then for each t 20,

£ s 1ot s <16l monn -
(b) Suppose there exists a constant mg >0 such that
0 < ¢ <mp&(w).
Then for each t >0,
0< f(t,z,v,w) <moé(w), 0<g(t,z,v,w) < yomoé(w).
(c) For any pe (1,00), if ¢ € LP(0,t; LP(£17P dpdw)), then
ICE9) () o ger-p dzdpawy € (1 %) ¢ | 5o 0,0 (617 dp dew)) - (3.1)

Most of the proof follows from classical kinetic theory techniques which can be traced back to [10]. We
show the details below for the completeness of the work.

Proof. (a) The absolute values |f| and |g| satisfy the system

||+ w0 |f| < L (@) (LF = 11D

7(w)
[flla=0 < [&(t, 1, w)I, >0, (3.2)
|f||w:1£771 |f(1,—M,CU)|+<1 |g(17/1'7w)|7 M<Ou

[f1le=0 =0
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and
1
Ok |gl + pvy,0z |g| < (&) {(lglh —190)
7(w)
|9||z:1S772|f(1=/hw)|+<2|9(17—M=W)|7 /1'>07
1 oo (3.3)
-z <a0€@) [* [ nlua gt 1) de/ dids <o,

l91l+=0 = 0.

Noting that if we integrate pv,|f| and pv,lg| in (2, u,w) and use the boundary conditions at the interface:

oo 1 oo 1
[l dndeo= [ [ el dpedo
0 -1 0 -1

o 1 oo 0 -~ 1
Zfo fo (1—771)Mvw|f|(1aﬂ7w)d/idw+fo [1 Cllww|g|(1,u,w)dudw—f0 fo [100|¢o| dp dw

oo 1 o 1
fo /_1 palgll,_, d“dw—fo /_1 pvolgl| _, dpdw
[ 0 oo 1
> _‘/0 [1 (1 _<2)Mvw|g|(1auuw) dﬂdw— ‘/0 A 772/14Uw|f|(1,/,6,w> dudw

Adding the two sets of equations and utilizing the above-calculated boundedness gives

d 1 oo
0y, + gl )< [0 mvadoott pew)ldude.
Hence, for any t > 0, it holds that

t 1 oo
1 imiss o+ 19 imonir, < [ [ [ mvnléo(s )l dndw ds.

(b) Since the system is linear and (f, g) = (mo&, vomo&) is a solution to the coupled system except the initial

and

data, we only need to show that f,g are non-positive given ¢ < 0 and non-positive initial data. Let f*, ¢"

be the positive part of f,g defined by

fT=max{f, 0},  g¢"=max{g, 0}.

Then they satisfy

1 +\ _ ot
GOl R

f+|:E=0 = 07 K> O’ (34)
f+|1‘=1§n1f+(15_u7w)+<1g+(1a,u7w)a ,u<07
fTli=0<0

at.f+ + /vaaxf+ <

and

7 €@ ) -9,

g+|m:13772f+(17/1*7w)+C2g+(17_/1'7w)7 >0,

1 )
g+|x=L Saof(W)‘/o A /vag+(t71hu7w)delua ,u<07

9" li=0 0.

Org" + W, 0,9" <

Then by the same argument as for the L' bound (replacing |f|,|g| with f*,g"), we get

y 19" | w0621y <0,

W

1" = 0,0:11

W

which implies that f,g < 0. We thereby finish the proof by the comment at the beginning of (b).
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(c) Before applying the Riesz-Thorin Theorem using the L'~ and L®-bounds in parts (a) and (b), we
normalize (f,g) by

(f, 9 = (fI& 9/9),

such that the L' and L* spaces will have the same measure ¢ dydw. Rewrite (Z8)-(Z1) in terms of (f,7):

07 + w07 = = (7). - 7). ref0,1],
7|x=0 = ¢/§, p>0, (3.6)
flo=t =m(@) f(1,—p,w) + G (W)7(1, pw),  p<0,
fli=o =0
and
07 + 110,0:5 = —— ((7)¢ -7). vell,L],
7(w)
Glo=1 = n2(w) f(1, p,w) + G (w)F(L, —p, w), >0, (3.7)
Gle=1. = o /01 fom pvwg(t, L pw)é(w) dwdp, — p<0,
Glt=0 =0,

where (h), = f_ll Jo" h€dwdp. For a given ¢, if (f,g) is the solution to (Z)-(ZJ), then (f,7) is the solution
to (B.6)-(B0). Define the linear mapping

T(¢/€) = (£.9)-
By the bounds in parts (a) and (b), for each ¢t > 0, we have
HT(¢/§) HLI(Edz dpdw) = H(?’ g) ||L1(5d1 dpdw) < H¢/€ HLl(O,t;Ll(fd,udw))

and

1T (¢/€) ”Lw(gdmdudw) = ” (77 9) HLm(gdxd#dw) <(T+7)[o/€ HL°°(07t;L°°(§dudw))'
By the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem, we derive that for any p € [1, 0], the operator

T:L0,t LP(¢dedpudw)) - LP(0,¢; LP (€ dedudw)) x LP(0,¢; LP (€ dz dpdw))
is bounded with the bound

[ D o e oy = 1T | ez auawy < A+ 9007 10/€ N oo nzoceananyy - P € L),

which when written in terms of (f,g) gives the bound in BI). O
At the end of this section we recall some solution formulae for later use. Let f be the solution to the system

Of + vt f = ——— 1+ £y

7(w) 7(w)
f|m:0 = (b(tu /J,,(U), > O’ (38)
fle=1 =m f(1, —p,w) + C1g(1, p,w), <0,

f|t=0 = 07
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then f can be explicitly solved via the method of characteristics. In particular, the incoming part of f at

xr=11Iis

Gg(t, 1, pw) +m [y e ) g(w)h(t v, 1+ pv,y) dy, O<t<|u|%w’ w <0,

. (3.9)
Lp,w) +m fo" e ()h(t y,1+uva)dy

+n1¢(t + oo u,o.)) e T s , 1> Iulvw n<0.

t,1 1 =
f(v ,ILL,W) n<0 Clg(t;

Solving backwards in x gives the outgoing data at = =0 as

[—— w
foe *<“>y%h(t—y7—uva)dy, O<t< WJ ;

f(t,o,/,L,W) 1H<0 =

1
ST €T EDR(t —y,—poay) dy +  (E+ 5 L pw) e T, >
(3.10)

4. RECONSTRUCTION THEORY

In this section we present the main part of the paper: reconstruction of the heat-reflection indices. As
explained earlier, we take the singular decomposition approach by identifying the terms that contribute
to the measurements at the leading order and showing the remainder terms are indeed negligible in the

measurements.

4.1. Reconstruction strategy and results. To reconstruct the reflection coefficient 71 (w), we inject a
rather singular source at the boundary concentrated at wg and pg. The leading order of the solution with
such a source will be an X-ray propagation concentrating at (ug,wp). Due to the concentration the leading-
. The measurement

order energy will be reflected back to the physical boundary at a pre-designed time u
is thus chosen to be taken at that particular time to capture the leading order.

To be more specific, we decompose f in equation ([2.8)) as

f=fo+f1, (4.1)
with each component satisfying
0ufo+ idefo = - .
folz=0 = &(¢, p,w), p>0, (4.2)
folz=1 =11 fo(1, —p,w), <0,
folt=0=0
and
Ocf1 + puwda f1 = _%fl + f_gt:; ()
file=0 =0, >0, (4.3)
file=1 =m fi(1,—p,w) + Crg(1, p,w), n <0,
filt=0=0

Note that fy takes all the information of the incoming data. While f; has the trivial boundary condition at

2 =0, and it picks up all the scattering involving {f) as a source term. Choose the incoming data ¢ as

d)(thuaw):%3@50(%)@50(#;#0)9260(%), (44)
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where ¢g is a smooth cutoff function satisfying

0, if z<0or z>1,
fRaﬁo(z)dzzl, P0(2) =30 <p(0) <1, if ze(0,1), (4.5)
smooth, for z € (0,1).

Here g, wp are fixed and € is set to be small to ensure the concentration. Conditions on these parameters

will be specified later. Define the measuring operator as follows: for any h = h(t, u,w), let

M(h) = /0°°¢0(t‘6“)(/Omj_fh(t,u,w)dudw) dt, (4.6)

where t1,1 satisfies

0, if z<-1lorz>1,
t= 2, wao(z)dz =1, tho(2)={0<¢(0) <1, ifze(-1,1), (4.7)
smooth, for z e R.

This particular way of choosing 1 is to specifically single out the information at time ¢;. This is the time
when the concentrated boundary data injected into fo gets bounced back by the interface and returns to
z=0.

The main assumptions we make for the reconstruction are

(A1) The group velocity v,, is differentiable and bounded: there exists vy > 0 such that
Vg = SUP Uy, < 0. (4.8)

(A2) There exists pg € (1,3/2) such that the group velocity v, satisfies
oo 1
/ SC) dw < 0. (4.9)
0

Denote p(, as the Holder conjugate of py.

(A3) The relaxation time 7(w) is bounded away from zero: there exists 75 > 0 such that
T(w) > 710 > 0. (4.10)

(A4) The width of the right region is large enough:

LU (4.11)

L>
H0Vwq 2

The last assumption (A4) can be viewed either as a constraint for the range of wy if L is fixed, or it can be
viewed as a condition for choosing L for a specific range of wy. This assumption is to guarantee there is a
sufficient delay in time for majority of the energy back from x = L to be sensed at the surface x = 0. If the
boundary condition at x = L is absorbing-type, meaning all the heat hitting the boundary L will simply be
released from the system to the outer space, the assumption can be removed.

The main result of this paper is

Theorem 4.1. Let assumptions (A1)-(A4) hold true and choose ¢o, by as described in [A3) and (AD). Let
(f,g) be the solution to the system (Z8)-2Z3) with incoming data ¢o. Then

llil(l)M(f) =" (WO) cho-,ﬂ’oa
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where the constant Cy, . can be pre-calculated as

Cpnpo=¢ o7 [T 7 [T wo( e (UwoM+uovl(wo)w)) i
x o (t) o () do(w) dt dp dw.

This gives the reconstruction of n1(wo) as

1
m(wo) = c

¢0,%0

lim M(f).

The recovery of (n2,(1,C2) follows from (2I0).

The proof of Theorem [T] will be divided into two steps. Noting that f = fo + f1 in (£I]), we decompose

the measurement accordingly as

M(f) = M(fo) + M(f1)-
We will show below that as € = 0, M(f) = M(fo) and M(f1) =0, as presented in Propositions 2] and 4]

respectively.

Proposition 4.2. Let assumptions (A1)-(A4) hold true and choose ¢o,o as described in LX) and (I1).
Let fo be the solution to (A2). Then

lim M(fo) =11 (w0)Copo 0 - (4.13)
Proof. Directly solving ([@2]) along its trajectories, we obtain the outgoing data at x = 0 as

0, 0<t<
fo(taovluﬂw)l,uKO =
-2 _1
771(25( KW )6 (@) v 1,u<07 t>

Iulv ’

Iulvw

Therefore, the contribution of fy toward the measurement is

M(fo):fooo/_lof;:m(w)%(t_etl)e_%lﬁwgb(zw#T, u,w) dtdp dw
f / f m w)UJO( )6 7 o ¢0(t_:%)¢0('u_€'uo)¢o(w;wo) dt dpdw.

[
To compute the limit, we apply the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem (LDCT). First we make the

(4.14)

change of variables by letting
2

o e ~_ o ~ _ W—wo
t_—u = ’ W= .
€ € €

Applying these new variables in the integral in (ZI4]) gives, and utilizing the support information of ¢, we

have:

_M)

2
1 1,1 _ 1
M(fo):/o fo /o nl(wo+65)€_$ﬁ¢0 t+mvw°( _—
€

where for the simplicity of notations, we have kept (u,w) as a function of (7, @) in the exponential term.

do(t) do (1) do (@) dt dpi da,

By the continuity of the functions, we obtain the pointwise limits as

__1 2 _ 1 2
lim 71 (wo + €@) e 7@ wvw = ny(wp) e T@0) Hovwo
€—0
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and

2 ( _ #ovwo) 2 (1_ K0V )
lim 10V WU, — lim 10V (po+em)v(wo+ew) B 2

~ / ~
= (Y + vV (Wo)w).
=0 € =0 € (,U()Uwo)2 ( (—U()/J’ MO ( 0) )

where v denotes the derivative of v. By the boundedness of 11,1, ¢g and the boundedness of the integration
domain, the LDCT applies and gives

lim M(fo) =m(wo)e T‘“O)’”’““"f f f 1bo(f+ )Q(UWOM+MOU,(WO)W))
x ¢o(t)¢o(ﬂ)¢o(w) dt dydw,

where we have dropped the tilde signs and extended the integral domain to the full one using the supports
of 1y and ¢g. This verifies the formula for Cy, 4, in (@I2) and proves (LI3). O

We are left to show that M( f1) vanishes in the limit. Recall that fi satisfies (£3). Using formula (B.10),
we obtain that for x =0 and u <0,

t w
Jo € TT XL () (t -y, -pvay) dy, 0<t< i,
fl(taouﬂvw)1u<0 =
JT TS (- gy i (1 o L) O, s
0 (@) Y, —pvuy) Ay 1 yv » b W ! [ulve ?

where by [B3) the incoming part at x =1 is

Go(t L w) +m o e TTED(f) (F-y, 1+ puay)dy,  0<t< i,
fl(t717u7w) 1N<0 = . (415)
Gt 1 w) +m JJ7 € T K () (- y, 1+ poy) dy, > -
More explicitly, if 0 <t < oS | , then

£w)

@) (f) -y, —pvoy)dy. (4.16)

t
fl(t,O,M,W)]-pAO = / 67%
0

If Iulv <t< \u\v , then, calling the first item in (£I5), we have:
Tl ot EW) 1 S
fl (tu 07M7W)1H<0 = / <<f>> (t ~Y _/“}wy) dy + Clg(t + v, ? 1,M,W)€ 7() [fves
0 T(w) HUw
t+—L
+ e T T f " ot ) (Y + iz =y, 1+ poy) dy. (4.17)
0 T(w) HUw
= fi1+ fi2+ fi3.
Finally, if £ > 27— | , then, calling the second item in (£I3]), we have:
ﬁ ( ) 1 1
Ji(t,0,p,w) 1,00 = fo Yot ( ) () =y —pvwy) dy + Gg(t+ s L pyw)e T e
(4.18)

+771677'(1°”)‘“|;“W f\ulvw P o) ) {(w) (f) @+ 1 -y, 1+ pvyy) dy
0 7(w) Hoe
= fra+ fis+ fie.

Note the only difference between f; 3 and f; ¢ lies in the lower and upper bound of the integration.
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Accordingly, the contribution of f; to the measurement can be broken up as

M(f1)=fom[f/()oodio(t;tl)fl(t,(),u,w)dtdludw.

:M(fll 1 )+ M(f11 1 L) + M(fllbi) ' (4.19)

O<t< <t<

Tulve v =" [plve v
—_—
M(f1,0)+M(f1,2)+M(f1,3)  M(f1,4)+M(f1,5)+M(f1,6)

Among these terms, M(f1,2) and M( f15) contain the contributions from g. M(f1,1), M(f1.3), M(f1,4)
and M( f1,6) depend on {f)). In Propositions[4], we quantify the smallness of each one of them. The proofs
of these terms follow a similar pattern shown in

Proposition 4.3. Suppose € < 1 and assumptions (A1)-(A4) hold. Suppose (f,qg) is the solution to ([2.8))-
@3) with incoming data ¢o defined in [@IH). Then there exists a constant C' depending on po, ¢o, Yo and t1
such that

(t tl) Ew; (1) (=9 ~0ay) Lyt dydi| < Ce T8 50 as 0. (4.20)

where pj, is the Holder conjugate of the constant py in assumption (A2). Similar bound holds for g.

Proof. First, by applying (81)) in Proposition Bl to system (2.8])-(23]), we have

1
-3(1--)
IfCtsee0) HLp(gl—p dzdpdw) < Cpo |9 HLP(O,t;LP(gl—dedw)) < Ch g€ L. Vpe[l,o0). (4.21)

By the support of 1y, we have

oo () D0 sy s

< [TEDN L L O sty s e | o

I

(4.22)

The key step is to make the change of variables u — x by

T = (W0uY.

Using the new variable x, we have

I_ftméfo va(f” (FD) (t-y,x)lmdx) dy dt. (4.23)

To estimate the dz-integral and reduce the singularity of y at zero, we use the LP-bound of f. By Hdélder’s
inequality and (E21)):

VuY VY 1 oo
L -y teade= [0 [ [Ty o) a4 du de

S(/01[11/Ooo|f(t—y,:C,u',w')|p§1_p(w')dw'du'dx) ([ wy[ / (W dw' dp’ dx)%

_3
7

< Cp (t [(SJLlp ] Hf(t7'7 '7') |LP(§1‘Pdwdudm)) (Uwy)l/p < CP7¢0W06 v (Uwy)l/p ) Vpe (17 00) (4'24)
€[0,t1+e
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The last inequality calls for the L? estimate of f in (Z2T]). Inserting this estimate into [@22]) gives

o () S ) (- ) By s e

< Cppora f ) 5&:) i (77 v ao

1-3 °{(w) 1
< Chdov0,t1€ 7 (fo T(w)viﬁdw .

Hence if we choose p = pg < 3/2 as prescribed in assumption (A2), then 1 - 1% >0 and ([@20) holds. Since the

only ingredient from f is its LP-bound and g satisfies a similar bound, [@20) holds with f replaced by g. O
Now we apply Proposition to show the smallness of each term in M( f1).

Proposition 4.4. Suppose e <1 and t;, = . Let pg € (1, ) be the constant in assumption (A2) and let

HOU

py be its Holder conjugate. Then there exists a constant C' depending on po, ¢o, Yo and t1 such that
(f1)<Ce i -0 as € = 0. (4.25)

Proof. We will treat each term in ([A.I6])-([I8]) separately. Start with the terms related to (f})). We show
that they all fit into the structure in Proposition 1.3l First,

M(fl e ) [ ] L7 wo(SR) A0 ey dtdnde
e (4.26)
LTS (SR SR vty ddedpds
which has the structure as in ([@20). Hence Proposition [43] applies. Next,
M(f)s [7 / L w0 () 110, ) 1 ez dtdprds
[T [ i T(w)wo (Z2) (1) =y lialoay)l oy crea dydtdpud (4.27)

[T /jfﬁj;) =0 (£1) (¢ -, luluoy)1

to which Proposition 3] applies. To transform M(f1 3) into a form so that Proposition [L.3] applies, we use

o << Loy dy dtdudw,

the change of variables y — 7 where

Then

oo 0 0o t+ iw w
M(fl,g)g/ f / f g 5( )wo(%)wm(“t_y,1+uva)1 ez dydtdpdw

SN A “’) o(S) U -T2+ D e ATt

/ f / fot g W) t tl ) (1 (t-7,2 +/ww@’)1|mluw <t<r 1§>ﬁ dydtdpdw

[ulvw [

Make a further change of variables u — 1 by
- ( 1+ 2 ) 2 Huy + 1

:/}L-ﬁ-—’v: .
VW oy —1
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Since p < 0, we have [fi] < || < 1. Moreover, using the bounds 0 < y <t + —— and ¢ < we derive that
Ve

2
|H|Uw !
1o,y + 1 >0 which gives 7 > 0. Hence,

i< [ L7 LT E D () (1 - 7 o) dpaa

7(w)

to which Proposition [43] applies. Estimates for M(f1,4) and M(f16) are similar to M(f11) and M(f1,3)

and the details are omitted to avoid repetition. Overall, we have

1-3

M(f1,1) + M(f1,3) + M(f1,4) + M(f1,6) < Cpgoyo,ti€ 70 (4.28)

We are left to estimate M(f12) and M(f1,5) which depends on g. Make the decomposition g = go + ¢1
with go, g1 satisfying

1
0tgo + w0290 = ——— Jo,
7(w)

gO|x=0:772f(ta17,uaiU) +ofzg(t71,—u7W), >0, (4.20)
golz=1 = ap€(w) fo fo 1owg(t, L, p,w) dwdp, <0,
golt=0 = 0,
and
g1 + 100z g1 = —%91 + fg:; {g),
ilz=0 =0, w>0, (4.30)
G1lz=1 =0, 1< 0,
gilt=0 = 0.

First we show that with assumption (A4), go does not contribute to either M(f;2) or M(f15). This is
because its support (in time) is outside of the support of 1/)(%) More specifically, we start by noting that
the boundary data of gy do not play a role. In fact, if we denote the data of go at z =1 as Hi(t, it,w)1,s0
and at « = L as Hr(t, 1,w)1,<0, then by solving along the characteristics, we obtain that

Hr(t,,w)l,c0=0, 0<t< =t

‘N"Uw
Hence,
2(L-1
go(t1,11,0) 10 =0, 0<t < HED
This gives
1 20-1
gO(t + I“J ) 7ﬂaw)l,u<0 = O Tlve <t< Tlve
By ([@II) in assumption (A4), we have
2L-1 5 2Ll 2y 4
[1lves 0o OV ’

which shows
go(t+5m Lpw) =0, VEeSupp ().

Hence, the contribution of gy to M(f1,2) + M(f1,5) is zero.
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Finally, we estimate the contribution of g;, which comes from the inhomogeneous term (g). The estimate

will again follow from Proposition 3l Directly solving the g;-equation gives

_/O e T(w

Jy= et TS (9) (t -y, 1 - pvay)dy,  p<0, > L

S (9) (t-y, 1 - pooy)dy, <0, O<t< L,
gl(t 1 ILL7w) v

Thus in either cases, we have
t

it Lpw) < [T LD (g) (t-y.1 - py) dy.

Combining M( f1,2) and M(f1,5) with g replaced by g1, we have

oo 0 oo 1 __1
Mz fis)l=| [ [ [T o5 @ (4 b L) e TR, L dtdudy
0 -1J0 « [ulve

gcfowfffowfoﬂﬁwo(%)ij:; (gl (t+ 7 =91 = ooy ) 1pn o dydtdpde

which has a similar structure as M(f1,3). Hence,

3

|M(f172 + f1)5)| < Cp)d,oel_% -0 as €—0. (431)
Combining ([A28)) with [@3T]) we obtain the desired bound in ([Z25]). O

As the concluding remark, the proof of Theorem [4.1] follows from Propositions and [4.4]

5. CONCLUSION

We prove the unique reconstruction of the heat-reflection indices at the interface of two solids in an
experiment setup presented in [I3]. Our result thus justifies the validity of this experiment. For the rigour

of the proof, we use highly singular data concentrated around pg, wg and tg. This triggers the response of

the heat-reflection indices with frequency wq at a particular time and the measurement should be placed at
to + H0121 - to record the reflected heat, which reveals the heat indices at wg. In experiments, however, it is
hard to prepare an input that concentrates in time — the prescribed incoming data usually oscillate in time
with a preset frequency (dual of time). This is not a contradiction to our theory, since by the linearity of
the equation, the oscillatory incoming data can be viewed as a superposition of singular incoming data. We

leave the investigation of the real experimental data to the future research.
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