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Abstract

Through coupled physics, we study an early-warning inverse source problem for the elasto-
gravitational equations. It consists of a mixed hyperbolic-elliptic system of partial differential
equations describing elastic wave displacement and gravity perturbations produced by a source in
a homogeneous bounded medium. Within the Cowling approximation, we prove uniqueness and
Lipschitz stability for the inverse problem of recovering the moment tensor and the location of the
source from early-time measurements of the changes of the gravitational field. The setup studied
in this paper is motivated by gravity-based earthquake early warning systems, which are gaining
much attention recently.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Definition of the problem

In this paper we study, through coupled physics, an early-warning inverse source problem for the elasto-
gravitational equations motivated by seismology. It consists of a mixed hyperbolic-elliptic system of
partial differential equations describing elastic wave displacement and gravity perturbations produced
by a source in a homogeneous bounded medium.

Consider the following Cauchy problem with Neumann boundary condition for the elastic equation:

pouy — div(CVu) =f z € Q x [0,00),
(CVu)-v=0 (z,t) € 90 x [0, 00), (1)
u(z,0) =w(z,0)=0 ze€Q,

where  is a bounded domain in R3, u = u(z,t) denotes the displacement, v is the outward normal

to 09, po > 0 denotes the constant density of the medium, and C is the isotropic stiffness tensor with
constant Lamé parameters \g, tg > 0:

Cijke = X00ij0ke + po(0indje + 6500k )-

The source term f is defined by
f=-MV(q(lz - P|)),
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where M is a constant 3 x 3 real valued matrix, P € Q and ¢(| - |) € C3(Q).

Here we study uniqueness and stability for the early-warning inverse source problem that consists
in recovering the moment tensor M and the location P of the source from early-time measurements of
the changes of the gravitational field VST generated according to the following transmission problem
for the Newtonian Poisson’s equation:

AS™ = —podiv(u) (z,t) € 2 x [0, 00),

AST =0 (x,t) € (R*\ Q) x [0, 00),

S—=5" (x,t) € 0Q x [0, 0), (2)
(VS +u) - v=VSt.v (z,t) € 90 x [0,00),

St —0 |z| — oo,

where u solves (1). The early-time measurements of VST are taken on an open ball. The coupling
between the elastic equation and Poisson’s equation is known in the literature as the elasto-gravitational
coupling.

The setup above is motivated by gravity-based EEW (earthquake early warning) systems: € is
meant to model the Earth, while f represents a double-couple source approximating an earthquake
source with seismic moment tensor M and location P. In particular, the formulation that we follow
here is based on the so-called non-self-gravitating model, which geophysicists have first used when they
started studying gravity-based EEW a few years ago.

1.2 Context

EEW systems rapidly detect and estimate the magnitude of ongoing earthquakes in real time to provide
advance warnings of impending ground motion [2]. Conventional EEW systems rely on detecting the
P-elastic waves, whose finite speed of propagation imposes a minimum on the warning time. This is
key, since EEW systems may fail to rapidly estimate the size of large offshore subduction earthquakes,
like the 2011 Tohoku earthquake, due to the slowness of the elastic waves [14, 15, 17, 23]. Recently
discovered PEGS (prompt elasto-gravity signals) have raised hopes that these limitations may be
overcome [18, 21]. PEGS are earthquake-associated signals created by density-perturbation-induced
gravity field, and by the associated elastic readjustment of the gravitationally perturbed Earth [19].
PEGS are readily present in the self-gravitating equations governing the earthquake-induced motion
[4], but their observations have only been provided recently, in the occurrence of large earthquakes, by
ground-based seismometers [22, 25]. Since these signals are transmitted at the speed of light everywhere
on Earth, the earliest deformation signals are not expected to be carried by the fastest P-elastic wave,
but by PEGS [9, 8]. This is why gravity-based EEW systems have been gaining a lot of attention in
recent years [13, 16]. Including PEGS in early warning systems is expected to result in faster detection
of large earthquakes, especially when compared to conventional P-elastic wave-based EEW systems
[13, 16].

While the physics of PEGS is understood, their use lacks a mathematical justification. In other
words, we still need to develop the theoretical framework of the PEGS inverse problem, with uniqueness
and stability theorems and proofs. The main challenge here is that PEGS are present in the self-
gravitating equations [4, Section 3.3.2], which differ from the ones studied in this paper by the presence
of a non-local term,

dy

)

VS(z,t) = —,00/Q W

added to the elastic equation:
pouy(z,t) — div(CVu(z, t)) + poVS(z,t) = f(z, 1), (z,t) € Q x [0,00).

However, as explained in [9, 21, 11], when measurements are not taken with a ground-based seismometer
(one can use, instead, future generation gravity strainmeters [10, 20, 24]), it is not completely unrealistic



to neglect the effects of the early-time ground-induced motion due to the non-locality of pgV.S. Since
our intention in this paper is to focus on the basic aspects of the inverse problem arising in gravity-based
EEW systems, a way to go is to account for the effects of gravity within the Cowling approximation [3],
that is by ignoring self-gravitation effects. In fact, according to [4, section 4.3.5], the self-gravitation
is expected to be significant only at periods longer than 100s, whereas our primary interest here is the
short timescales over which gravity perturbations may develop [9].

The non-self-gravitating model proposed in this paper is thus still valuable for gaining insight into
the role of the gravitational perturbations generated by Poisson’s equation in the inverse problem. It
also facilitates the mathematical analysis of the elastic and gravitational components of the system,
making it possible to study the elastic equation independently from Poisson’s equation.

1.3 Contribution and organization of the paper

In this paper we prove, under suitable a priori assumptions, uniqueness and Lipschitz stability of the
early-warning inverse source problem. We make use of the following tools:

e Energy estimates for the elastic equation.
e Estimate of propagation of smallness for elliptic equations, see [1].

The main idea is to turn the elasto-gravitational coupling to our advantage, since the changes of the
gravitational field VS are generated instantaneously by Poisson’s equation, and thus can be used to
solve the early-warning inverse source problem without having to wait for the elastic waves to reach
the boundary of €.

The paper is structured as follows. In paragraph 1.4, we introduce notation that will be used
throughout the work. Section 2 contains the description of the direct problem. In paragraph 2.1,
we prove existence and uniqueness of the weak solutions to the elasto-gravitational equations. In
paragraph 2.2 we give some energy estimates concerning the solutions to problem (1). In section 3, we
formulate our inverse problem rigorously. We then prove the main results of this paper: uniqueness
first, and then Lipschitz stability.

1.4 Notation

We shall denote by B,.(x) the open ball in R? of radius 7 and center . We shall use the abbreviation
B, when the center is the origin.

Here and in the next sections we shall assume that the Earth is represented by a nonempty open
bounded convex set © in R? with C? boundary, i.e., locally it can be written as the graph of a C?
function on R2.

For any h > 0, let us define the set

Qp = {x € Q| dist(z,00Q) > h}.

Given a function u: Q x [0,00) — R3, u = u(z,t), we shall denote by 9;u; and u;, the derivatives
of the i-th component of u with respect to the x; variable and to the time ¢, respectively, and similarly
for higher order derivatives.

We shall also denote by M™ the space of m x m real valued matrices and by £(X,Y’) the space of
bounded linear operators between Banach spaces X and Y.

For every matrices A, B € M™ and for every L € L(M™ M™), we shall use the following notation:

(LA)ij = LijreAre,
A-B= AijBij;
Al =/ (A-A).

Notice that here and in the sequel summation over repeated indexes is implied.



2 The direct problem

We are now ready to present the direct or forward problem and prove its solvability.

We first make some assumptions. We assume that the Earth is made of inhomogeneous linear
elastic material. We denote by C(x) € £(M?3,M?) the isotropic stiffness tensor with Lamé parameters
A\ € CHQ)

Cijre(x) = M2)0ij010 + () (i dje + diedjk),

and by p € C*(Q) the reference density. We assume that
Ax) >N >0, wp(x)>p>0, pla)>py>0 Vrel.

Before going further, we need to underline that, while the well-posedness of the direct problem can
be proven with variable coefficients, the uniqueness and stability theorems for the inverse problem in
Section 3 will require A, u and p to be constant. In such case, we will say that

/\:)\07 H = ko, P =po lnﬁ

We model the source by a function f with regularity at least H'(€2, R3), which approximates the
body force defined in [4, 5] with ¢y = 0. As mentioned in section 1, we define

where
P e Qq, (3)

is the location of the source and M € M? is the moment tensor. We assume that M is nonzero,
symmetric, with vanishing trace, see [5, section 2.8] for details. Here and in the next sections, we also
assume that ¢(| - |) € CZ(Q), and

swpac -2 L) [ aleh =1, (@

The direct problem for the non-self-gravitating equations consists in finding the solution pair (u, S),
where u solves the following Cauchy problem with Neumann boundary condition for the elastic equation

puy — div(CVu) =f 2 € Q x [0,00),
(CVu)-v=0 (x,t) € 092 x [0, 0), (5)
u(z,0) = w(z,0) =0 z€Q,

and S is the solution to the following transmission problem for Poisson’s equation

AS™ = —div(pu) (z,t) € 2 x [0, 00),

AS* =0 (@) € (R3\ Q) x [0, 00),

ST =57 (z,t) € O x [0,00), (6)
(VS™ +u)-v=VST-v (x,t) € 9Q x [0,0),

St —0 |z] — oo.

It is evident that, for the non-self-gravitating equations, we can solve first (5), and then (6).

2.1 Existence, uniqueness, and regularity of solutions

As anticipated, we will first show existence, uniqueness, and regularity of solutions to problem (5).
The proofs are based on results of [12].



Theorem 2.1. Assume that £ € L>(Q,R®). Then there is a unique weak solution u to (5) such that
u € C([0,00); HY(Q,R?)), u; € C([0,00); L*(2, R?)).
If f € HY(Q), then the solution to (5) is such that
u € C([0,00); H*(Q,R?)),
and satisfies (5) in a pointwise sense. Also
u; € C([0,00); HY(,R?)), uy € CO([0,00); L2(Q,R?)).

Proof. By the Duhamel’s principle, u can be represented as follows:

¢
u(x,t):/ w(z,t; s) ds,
0

where w solves
pwi — div(CVw) =0 (z,t) € Q X (s,00),

(CVw)-v=0 (z,t) € 00 X [s,00)
w(z,s;8) =0 x € Q,
wi(z,s;s) = f(x) x € Q.

We can now easily deduce existence, uniqueness, and regularity results for (5) from [12, Theorems 2.1
and 2.2] applied to w.
O

We now consider the standard transmission problem for Poisson’s equation of the gravitational
potential

AS™ = —div(pu) (z,t) € 2 x [0, 00),

AST =0 (x,t) € (R*\ Q) x [0, 00),

S~ =8t (x,t) € 0Q x [0, 0), (7)
(VS™+u)-v=VSt.v (z,t) € 9Q x [0,00),

St —0 |z| = oo.

Let us set
57 (@, ) (2,t) € 2 x [0,00),
S(x,t) = {S+(x,t) (z,t) € R3 \ﬁ x [0, 00).

Problem (7) can be written in weak formulation as
find S € H'(R®) such that: V¢ € H'(R?), [ VSV = —/ pu-Vo. 8)
R3 Q
The Lax-Milgram theorem 7] implies the existence of a unique S € H*(R?) solving (8).

2.2 Energy estimates

We will use the following energy estimates, whose proofs are contained in Appendix A. For the sake
of simplicity we formulate such estimates for A = Ao, u = po and p = po in £, but they hold true also
for \, u, and p € C*(Q).

Proposition 2.1. The solution u to (5) satisfies the inequality

T/Po
/ ()P <E / 12, (9)
Q Lo Q

for any 7 > 0.



Proposition 2.2. Let a > 0, xg € 9Q and 7 > 0. Denote by K(xo, T, a) the cone
K(zo,7,0) := {(z,t) € R* such that 0 <t < 1 — alr — x|},

and define

K(zo, 7, a) = K(x0,7,) N (Q X [0,00)).

a = Qqp = 7p0
V 2(Xo + 240)’

the solution u to (5) satisfies the inequality
2
/ Juj?e 7 < <T> / f[2e2, (10)
K PoY K

The following corollaries of Proposition 2.2 will be useful later. An illustration of them is given in
Figure 1.

For

for any v > 0.

Corollary 2.1. Define

K(r)== |J K(zo,7 ).
zo €N
There exists 7o > 0 such that, for any 7 € (0,79), u=0 in ’E(T)
Proof. Since supp £ C Q4, by (3), it suffices to take
2

Oéodo
2

T0 =
to have that, for any 7 € (0, 79),
supp fn K(.’L'(), T, aO) - (2)7
independently from the choice of 2o € dQ. Using (10), we obtain that u = 0 in K (7).

Corollary 2.2. Let 1y be the same as in Corollary 2.1. We have
u=0 on N x|[0,7).

Also, for any T € (0,79), we have

x [0,7] € K(7),

0\ Ty
2

h

hence u = 0 there.

3 The inverse problem

In this section, we will investigate the following inverse problem: given early-time measurements of the
changes of the gravitational field VST generated by the source, can we determine uniquely and in a
stable way the moment tensor M and the location P of the source?

We suppose to have measured VS™ on B, (Z) contained in R\ , for times in the range ¢ € [0, to].
To prove uniqueness and stability for the early-warning inverse problem we need to assume that the
Lamé parameters and the density are positive constants

A=Xo, H=po, p=po in&.



Figure 1: An illustration of Corollaries 2.1 and 2.2. Notice that u = 0 in the red areas. This illustration

shows how to construct 2\ Qa, . x [0,7] (cf. the last picture) such that it is contained in K(7).
2 g

In addition, to prove the Lipschitz stability estimate, we need to assume that all the admissible moment
tensors M satisfy the condition

given mqg, My > 0.

Before going further, it is noteworthy to point out that the early-warning inverse problem we
propose in this paper can be solved for any ¢y > 0, hence the adjective “early-warning”. This is an
advantage with respect to conventional inverse seismic problems, which are usually based on elastic
waves. In fact, since the elastic waves propagate at finite speed, one has to wait for them to reach
the boundary of Q2 (see, for example, Theorem 4.2 in [6]). The changes of the gravitational field V.S,
instead, are generated instantaneously by Poisson’s equation, and thus can be used to solve the inverse
problem without having to impose a minimum on the time needed to determine uniquely the source.
In this sense, our uniqueness and stability results can be viewed as a first step towards a mathematical
justification of the benefits of using gravity-based EEW systems.

3.1 Statement of the main results
The main result of this paper is the Lipschitz stability of the inverse problem:

Theorem 3.1 (Lipschitz stability). Let B, (Z) C R®\Q, to > 0. Consider two sources, £V and £,
such that
9 = —MOV(g(|lz — PYY)), j=1,2,
where MM M®@) € M® are nonzero, symmetric, with vanishing trace, satisfy (11), P p@) ¢ Qdo s
and q € C3(Q) satisfies (4).
Let (u®, SM)Y and (u®, @) be (weak) solutions to (5)-(6) associated to £V and £, respectively,
when A = Ao, i = po and p = po. If

VS (1) = VS ()28, a)) <€ in [0, 0],

then we have
‘p(l) _ p(Q)‘ + )M(l) — M®| < Ce,

where C' is a positive constant depending on My, mg, do, Ao, o, po and tg.



Uniqueness follows from Theorem 3.1 by letting ¢ — 0. However, for the sake of the reader’s
understanding, in the sequel we first give the proof of uniqueness, since it clearly presents the role
played by the elasto-gravitational coupling effect in solving the inverse problem. Also, focusing first on
uniqueness first will make the proof of the desired Lipschitz stability a bit lighter, since we will reuse
some of the calculations.

Our uniqueness result can be summarized as follows:

Theorem 3.2 (uniqueness). Let B, (Z) C R*\ Q, tg > 0. Under the same hypothesis of Theorem 3.1
for £V, £ (W, W) (u®, 8@, X, 4 and p, if

Vs =vs® in B, () x [0,t],

then
MY =M® gnd PO = p@,

3.2 Proof of Theorem 3.2

Define
£im £ _ g,

Trivially, (u, S) solves (in a weak sense) the following system of elasto-gravitational equations:

S =8 g,

u:=u® —ul,

pouy; — div(CVu) = f (x,t) € Q x [0,00),

AS™ = —podiv(u) (x,t) € Q2 x [0,00),

AST =0 (z,t) € (R*\ Q) x [0,00),

(CVu)-v=0 (z,t) € O x [0, 00), 12)
S =57 (x,t) € 0Q x [0, 00),

(VS™ +u) - v=VST v (z,t) € 9Q x [0,0),

u(z,0) = w(x,0) =0 x €,

St —0 |z| = oo.

Also, since f € H*(2, R3), the regularity results given in Section 2 hold true. In particular, the estimate
of Proposition 2.2 and its subsequent corollaries can be applied to u.

Let 79 be the same as in Corollary 2.1. In what follows, we assume that tq < 79. We can do this,
since our intention is to prove the uniqueness result for small times.

We begin by recalling that, from Corollary 2.2, u = 0in Q\ Qay 1 x [0,%0] (cf. Figure 1). We

have that

2 " ag

AS™ = —podiv(u) ($,t) S Q'Lo tg X [O,to],

2 a0
AS =0 (x,t)GQ\Qm7&X[O,t0}7
ASt =0 (1) € (R®\ Q) x [0, fo),
S—=8" (x,t) € 002 x [0, to],
VS~ -v=VSt.-v (x,t) € 9Q x [0,t0],
St —0 |z| — o0

The continuity of the transmission conditions on 0f) assures that S defined as

S7(x,t
Sla.t) = {S*Ea@t;

(z,t) € Q x [0, 0],
(x,t) S R?) \ﬁ X [O,to],



belongs to HZ, ( Qay m) for every t € [0,t9]. Now we apply the unique continuation property.

2
Since VS =0 in B ] and S — 0 as || = oo, we have that

S(x,t) =0 inR3*\ Qa, « for every t € [0,1)]. (13)

a

(<)

Now the hypothesis that A = Ay, u = o and p = py are constants comes into play. Denote by ¢ a
smooth function such that A¢ = 0 in €. Recall that u solves

pouy — div(CVu) =f  (z,t) € Q x [0, to],
(CVu)-v=0 (x,t) € O x [0, 0],
u(z,0) = w(z,0)=0 ze€.

Multiplying the first equation of the system above by V¢ and integrating over € yield

po/ﬂutt~V¢+/Qaj(0ijklakul)ai¢=/Qf'V(?- (14)

We notice that
/ 0;(CijriOrur)0ip = / [0;(Cijki10kw0;0) — Cz’jkzakuzajziéﬂ = */ Cz’jklakulajzﬂsa
Q Q Q
where the last equality follows from the Neumann boundary condition for u. Since A¢ = 0, we have
/ C”klakulaigb = )\0/ A(b divu + 2#0/ 81’&](912]@25
Q Q Q
= 2/1,0/ al(uj822]¢) - 2#0/ UjajA¢
Q Q
= 2/1,0/ ujaquﬁuz = 07
oQ

where the last equality follows from the fact that u =0 on 9Q x [0, tp]. Thus equation (14) becomes

PO/ uy - Vo = / f-Vo. (15)
Q Q
Define
z = po/ u-Vo. (16)
Q
From [7, Section 5.9.2] we have
2t = PO/ - Vo. (17)
Q

To prove the uniqueness of both the moment tensor and location of the source, we first need to verify
that z(¢) = 0 in [0, t]. Since u =0 on 99 x [0, ty], integrating by parts yields:

z= po/Qaj(ujqﬁ) —divug

ZPO/mujVj¢+Po/AS¢
m [ |Geo 55|+ [ 580

oS foler
po /asz [8V¢ SBV]

(18)



Then the fact that z = 0 follows from (13). Thus equation (15) gives

/ f-V¢ =0,
Q
for every ¢ harmonic function in .

Since f = f?) — fu), the equality above yields:

(1 p(1) e — P@2)
/ (e =PY) oy, p)y .y — =P 7)) @)y~ p@) . v,
B@(P(l))

|z — P By (P®) |z — PO

To prove that M) = M@ and P1) = P2 we have to make a specific choice for ¢.
Before going further, we shall need the following technical result:

Lemma 3.1. We have

and

! !
J AL P (- P
By 2] By |

Proof. We first prove (20). Define

“"o

By symmetry,

We have ,
T
3L=1Ly+ Ly+ L3 = / il D(m% + 25+ 23) = / ¢ (|z))]z]
Bay 2] Bay
2 2
do do
2 2
= 4r q(s)s® = —127T/ q(s)s*
0 0
—-3 [ e
Bay
2

which implies L = —1.

(19)

To prove (21), it suffices to notice that we integrate an odd function over a spherically symmetric

domain around the origin, hence the result is zero.

We are now in the position of proving our uniqueness result.

O

Step 1: Moment tensor. We first consider ¢(z) = z129. Trivially, such a function is harmonic

in . Also, after a change of variables, we get

¢ (Jlz — PO ¢ (ly
L
dg

Bagy
2 2

+ My (PO + My (PD),)

10



Since M) is symmetric, Lemma 3.1 gives

¢'(Je = P Vas 1 (1)/ a(yl) /2, o 1)
T =27 D g — (PMY)ded = M TWD 2 02y = _opp)
/Bd (pwy |z — PO w (@ = (P))0h N Y (vi +v3) 12

20
2

Repeating the same calculations for M(?) yields

¢ |z = PP]) o @) )
— M - P Vo =—-2M;5.
/ (pe) e — PO . )V 12

From (19), we have
1 2
Mg -
By taking ¢ = z;z;, with ¢ # j, we finally get
@O _ @
Mij = Mij , t,7=1,23.

We now repeat the calculations above for ¢ = (22 — 23)/2, and exploit the fact that both M) and
M® have vanishing traces. After a change of variables, we get

¢ (lz =PV 1 ¢ (D) (5,0 (1)
R\t S V4 PINY)Noro = ESNCAVAY VS M
/Bd (py |z — PO w (@ = ( )1)0¢ By, Y] ( 1 Yty — Mo Yrly2

+ My (PD)z = My (PD),)

Thus

¢ (lz = PV]) 4 (lyl)

M (1 — (PM)) Ok = M2 — MY y2
/BO(P(I)) |~T—P(1)| kl( — (P Ba, |yl ( e > 2)
2 2

1 1
= Mz(z) - M1(1)'

Repeating the same calculations for M) yields

q(Jz — 1 @ ) 2) 2) (2) ()
—— M (x— P'¥) - V¢ =M. M7
/ o e ( ) 22 11

From (19), we have
1 2 1 2
MYy = MY = My — My,
By taking ¢ = (23 — 23)/2 and ¢ = (23 — 23)/2, we get also
1 2 1 2
M1(1) - M1(1) = M?E?,) - M:’Es)v
1 2 1 2
M2(2) - M2(2) = M( ) M?E:s)-
Using the results above, together with trM () = trA(?) = 0:

(vl a2+ (M) + (v 0 o,

we find (1) (2) (1) (2) (1) _ 272
Myy" =My, My =My, Mg’ = Mgz’

Putting everything together, we finally get M) = M),

11



Step 2: Location of the source. Denote now by M the moment tensor. We begin by noticing
that (19) can be rewritten as follows:

, _ p(1) / _ p2
/ Cle =P - p)y .y = e =Py py. e (22)
Bay (PM)

|£L’7P(1)| BdO(P<2)) |fo(2)|
2

We now consider ¢ = x3 — 3x2x;. Again, such a function is harmonic in Q. Also, after a change of
variable, we get

¢ (lz — PMY) "

M — (P )

/Bdo (pw)y |z — P wi(ze = (PY)1) 0k
2

= [ T (a3 + (PO = 30+ (P + Miaga(3lon + (PO))?
B

a1
=3(y2 + (P1)2)?) + Muizys3(yr + (P1)1)* = 3(y2 + (P1)2)?)
+ Mayyr (—6(y2 + (PM)2) (g1 + (PM)1)) + Maaya(—6(y2 + (PM)2) (31 + (PM)1))
o+ Magys(~6(y2 + (PM)2) (51 + (PV)1)) )

Since My3 = My, and M1 = —Msg — Mas, Lemma (3.1) implies that

(lx — PM)
[ e e - (PO)or
Ba, (PM) |z — PW|

/
= / ¢(vD (6M11yf(P(1))1 — 6M19y3(PM)y — 6 Moy (PM)y — 6M22y§(P(1))1))
B

o Y
2

= 6(2Mag + M33)(PW)y + 12M15(PW),.

Repeating the same calculations for P yields

¢ (Jz — PP _p® _ (2) (2)
BSSTC TR My (g — (PY))0kd = 6(2Mag + Ms3)(P'¥)1 + 12M5(P'?)s.
B g, (P™) |z — P3|
2

From (22), we have

(2Maz + Ma3)((PP)1 — (PW)1) + 2My((PP)2 — (P1)s) = 0. (23)
We now consider ¢ = 25 — 3z2z5. For such a choice of ¢, we obtain

(2Mys + Ms)((P®)y — (PM)5) + 2M15((PM)y — (PP)) = 0. (24)
We multiply (23) by 2Mas + M33:

(2Maz + M33)*(PM)1 — (P®)1) + 2M15(2Mas + Mss)((P1)y — (PP)3) =0
and (24) by 2Mis:
2M12(2Maz + Maz)((P?)s — (PM)2) + 4MP,((PW)y — (P®))1) = 0

After summing both equations, we get

((2Mas + Ms3)* + 4M,) (PM) = (PP),) = 0. (25)

12



We now consider ¢ = 23 — 3z3z; and ¢ = 23 — 3z322. We follow the same procedure as the one

described above. We get
((Maa + 2Mz3)* + 403 ) (PM), = (P®))1) = 0. (26)
Finally, we consider ¢ = x1x2x3. We get
Mz ((PW), = (PP)y) = 0. (27)
Assume now that (P(M); # (P®);. Then
M3zo = M2 = M3y = Mz = M33 =0.
Since M is symmetric and trM = 0, the assumption (P(1)); # (P()); gives M = 0, which is absurd.
Finally, to prove that (P())y = (P®?), and (PM)3 = (P®?))3, it will suffice to consider also the

following harmonic functions:

¢ = x5 — 3923, and ¢ = x5 — 3wz

3.3 Proof of Theorem 3.1

Define u, S, and f as at the beginning of the uniqueness proof of Theorem 3.2. To prove the desired
Lipschitz stability estimate, we first need to propagate the smallness of the data

IVSC Oz, <€ in[0,t],

[

since f, by definition, encodes the information on both [M®) — M| and |P®?) — P,
Let 79 be the same as in Corollary 2.1. As in the uniqueness proof of Theorem 3.2, we consider,
without loss of generality, tg < 79. Moreover, we recall that

2t = / f-Vo,
Q

z:po/u~V¢.
Q

into the integral

where z is defined as

Throughout the proof, we shall fix ¢; < %‘J Since

z<0):p0/9u<x,0)w:0, zt<0):po/ut<x,0>w:o,

Q

we have

tl tl S
2(t1) = po / ze(s)ds = po / / 2ee(m) dnds
0 0 0
ty

= po /Ot1 (/t1 ds> 2t (n) dn = po/o (t1 = n) ze(n) dn

n
t2
:poil fV(ba
2 Jo

13



hence

2 |z(t1)]
/Qf Vo< t2 po

It is now apparent that, in the first part of the proof, our main efforts shall be devoted to proving that
the smallness of the data propagates into |z(¢1)].

From (18), we write
el = [ [ZEtds s, ma‘bH

o
~/BQ‘(C)S;)

Secondly, for x¢ € Bg, \ 2, where Bg, is such that

(28)

|9 + po 5

We first notice that

16 < [IVSC 1) (02 /6 el

w1

BTO(Q_S)UQ C BRO,

we have

<

L 00(x)
/BQ S(.t1) ov

[ st - s<xo,t1>>8¢\

0
< [1S(5t1) = S(xo,t1)ll = (00 / ‘8(;5 .
o0 v

w2

Putting everything together, we obtain

0
|z(t1)] < po <w1/ |9l +0J2/ ‘agﬁD < po|09 (w1 + w2) (|9l e a0)-
o0 o | OV
We thus begin to quantify the smallness of |z(¢1)| by estimating
wi = [[VS(, 1)L 00)-
We shall define d; such that S(-,¢;) is harmonic in By, (), for 2 € 9Q. By Corollary 2.2, we set
4

do tl
d - _ =
1= 2 OZO

For any x € 012, we have

[VS(z, 1)

IN

1
‘]3‘11(:”)‘/]3%;<w) VSCot)l

Cc
ISl

(29)

IN

)’

1
2

SIS

where ¢ = (47?) . To estimate wy, we exploit the following estimate of propagation of smallness [1,

Theorem 5.1]:

IVSCt)ll e (pa\aa ) < CollVSC )25, @n IVSC )2

71
2

L2( B 210 \Qdy)’ (30)

for some 6 € (0,1) and Cy > 0.

14



We first estimate HVS("tl)HL2(BzRO\§dl)' Notice that

div(VS(x,t1)) = —podiv (u(x,tl)Xle ().

From [7, Section 5.9.1], we obtain

N

ISCt) |l @sy < Cpolldiv (u(-, t1)Xa,, ) g1 @s) < Cpo (/ |u('>t1)|2> : (31)
le

We then use the energy estimate of Proposition 2.1 for u(-,¢;). We have

3etr/po
/ u(,m)? < 8 / 2. (32)
Q £o Q

We now focus on the right-hand side of the inequality above. We write

(x — P?)

f(a) = —(M(2) - M(l))ql(\x - P(z)\)m -
T —

MO (gl ~ P)) ~ Vla(le ~ PO))).
Since |[M M| |M®@)| < My, we get

16 < 2@ = O [ (o= PO 283 [ [Vlale = PE) = Vialle = POD)[ . (3)
Notice that
03(alle = PP1) = 0, (a(lx = PV))| = ( / [otalle — (P + (PO — PO )| dn) [P —pPO),
hence
[ Jostatie = P = aytae - PO 1P -0 [ [Soytat - (P05 (22 - PO

From (33), we have
1
3
( / |f|2) < Gy M® — MO+ | P® — PO,
Q

where

— /CC— (2)1V)2
o /B<q<| PO

do
2

W=

e (1 1 [ [¥ortate - 2+ 2~ poy|°)

From (32), we obtain

3 [3¢t1/p
(/ |u(-,t1)|2> < 16;)70 (Cl\M@) _ M(l)‘ + 02|p(2) _ p(1)|) ,
Q 0

and, from (31), we have

IVSCot)l L2 (Bypg\au,) < Cs <|M(2) - MW]+ [P — P(1)|> ;

15



where

Cy i= O/ potdet/m max{Cy, Cs)}.

Estimate (30) then gives
1-6
IVS Gt 2 aa ) < Oy el (|M(2) MO 4 |p® p(1)|) .
2

Using (29), we finally get

1-0

oy < %5 0 (|M<2> _ MW 4 (p® p(l)‘) , (34)
dy
In fact, the same inequality holds for
C,C- 1-0
IVSC, 0l (Brg\0) < Coié&ge <|M(2) MW 4| P p(l)‘) . (35)
2

1

We now estimate
wy := ||S(-,t1) = S(wo,t1)|| L~ (a0), fixed some x¢ € Bg, \ Q.
For any x € 0f), we notice that

S(at) = St = [ 156000 = [T TS6ELLR )

0

hence, by (35),

1S(@, t1) = S(@o, t1)| < IVS(,t1)|[L=(Bry\2)
00030359
dt

/O ! 7' (s)

(|M<2> _ MW 4 p® p(l)‘)1_97

= So

where «y is an arc-length parameterized curve such that v(0) = xo and v(sg) = x. Since Q is convex,
there exists K > 0 depending only on the diameter of (2 and Ry such that

so < K, Vg€ Bg,\Q, VxedQ,
hence

1-6
|M(2) _ M(1)| + ‘P(Q) — P(1)|) . (36)

Finally, putting (28), (34) and (36) together, we find that

‘/Qf'V(ﬁ' < e1llllcr a0, (37)
where o0
f1 ?459(|M(2) = MW|+ [P — pO)=o, (38)
1
and oo
Oy = 072100 max {1, K}

3
2
1
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We are now able to propagate the smallness of the data directly into [M(?) — M ™| and |P(M) — P(?)]
by using the definition of f:

q(Jz — P(1)|) (1) (1) / q(|lz — P(2)|) (2) (2)
f-Vo = —M - PV — MY (x—P\¥) V.
/Q ¢ B g4, (PM)) |z — P (= - (P(2) |z — P3| ( ) Ve
2

70
2

In what follows, we retrace some calculations done in the uniqueness proof of Theorem 3.2, starting
from equation (19) up to (27).

Step 1: Moment tensor. We begin by recalling that, for ¢ = z;x;, @ # j, we have:
/ f-Vo=—2M2 +2M ).
Q

y (37), we thus find
‘M»(?) (1)‘<C5— i,j=1,2,3, 1i#}j, (39)

where Cj refers to a constant greater than ||¢|lsq for any choices of ¢ we will make throughout the
remainder of the proof. By taking ¢ = (23 — 23)/2, ¢ = (2% — 2%)/2, and ¢ = (23 — 23)/2, we also get

2 1 2 1
(M1(1) - M1(1)) - (M2(2) - Mz(z)) < Csen,

(M3 — M) — (M3 — M| < Csen,

and

(M) — M) — (M5 — M3))| < Ce.

We can write
ME - M = MY — MY + oy,
2 1 2 1
Mz(z) - Mz(z) = Més) - M:’E3) + 02,

and
M~ M = D <MD 4,

where
‘O’i‘ §C561, i:172,3.

Using the results above, together with trM ) = trM 2 = 0:

(15— 330+ (12— 089+ (21— ) 0

we find .
M — V| < 0531, i=1,2,3. (40)
Putting (39) and (40) together, we finally get
|M®) — MM| < Ce, (41)
where
5
Cs = T‘[cr

Step 2: Location of the source. We begin by noticing that estimate (41) implies

M® =MD 4 Mo,

17



where M? € M? and
|M?| < Cger.

Repeating the same calculations done in the uniqueness proof of Theorem 3.2 yields
6(2My) + Mg (PD — P@); +12M () (PD) — P@))y = 6(2M8,+ M) (P@); +12M, (P + / £V¢
for ¢ = 23 — 323z;. Hence
‘(2M2(;) + M) (PD — P 4 2M {3 (PO — P(z)h’ < Crey,
where C7 depends on the diameter of 2. Analogously, by taking ¢ = 3 — 32225, we obtain
@M + M) PD — PO, + 20 (PD — POy | < Cren.
We can then write the following system:

(@M + MG (PO — P@), +2M () (PD — P?), =5y,
2M D (PO — @), — 2M) + MDY (PD — P@), = 5,

where
|61],]62] < Creq.

Calculating the determinant gives

— (20 + gy +4(M1))?)

hence
&1 oM )
(P _ py, — Gy 2MY + MY |
(@M% + M)+ ay)?)
We have

(@03 + M3)2 + 4 3)2) (P = PO, | < 5C7Mgey
Repeating the same calculations done above for ¢ = x3 — 32321, ¢ = 25 — 32327 and ¢ = 12273 yields
(e + 20032 + 4 3)?) (P = PO | < 5CrMgey,

and
(2P = PO, < CrMer.

By putting everything together and using trM ) = 0, we obtain:
(@} = 2232 +4(u13)?) (P = PO, < Ciey,
(0155 = M) +4013)2) (PO = PO | < G, (42)

’M?g)(P(l) - P(Q))l‘ < Cseq.

18



where Cg = 5C’7M§. We set A > 0 such that
(MY — M) +4(M1y))? < 22,
(M) — M{)? +4(My))? < 32,
(M2 < X2,

We first want to show that

System (43) gives

|M (1)|<

1 A
M| < 3

m\y

M| < A,
and 1 (1 1 (1
|M1(1) - M22)| S )‘7 |MZ§3) - M11)| S )‘7

that is ~ ~
MY = A, M = o)

with | A1, [X2| < X. Using trM ™) = 0, the equations above yield
sMD — X =X =0,

hence

MY < 2N

Wl o

Since the same calculations can be done for Mz(;) and Mél) we proved (44), hence

3
|M|* < 9X2.

We recall now that (11) implies |M|? > m2, hence

mo
A> —.
- 3
This means that if we set
)= 1 mo
23
n (43), at least one of the coeflicients of the system must be greater than %%
‘(pu) _pe)y, ‘ < 8,
mo

By repeating the same calculations for (P(l) — P(2))27 we finally obtain
’P(l —p® ‘ < 670851
Putting everything together yields

‘p(l) _ p(2)‘ + ‘M(l) _ M(Q)‘ < @51
— mo )

where

6C,
Cy = moCls + 6Cs
mo

19
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We now recall from (38) that

£ = 2]5?159(|M(2) _ M(1)| + |p(2) _ p(l)‘)l—f?’
hence
’p(l) _ p<2>‘ n ’Mu) M@ < %})5901\4(2) ~ MW| 4 |P® _ p)y1-o, (45)
where 20,4
Cio = LTCQ
1

From (45), we finally get the desired Lipschitz stability estimate

1
’p(l),p@)‘+’M(1),M(2)‘< G\’
< (e

4 Concluding remarks

In this paper we have studied an early-warning inverse source problem for the elasto-gravitational
equations that is motivated by seismology. The problem involves a mixed hyperbolic-elliptic system of
partial differential equations describing elastic wave displacement and gravity perturbations produced
by a source in a homogeneous bounded medium. Within the Cowling approximation, we have shown
how to turn the so-called elasto-gravitational coupling to our advantage: the changes of the gravi-
tational field are generated instantaneously by Poisson’s equation and thus can be used to solve the
early-warning inverse problem without having to impose a minimum on the time needed to determine
the source.

This paper is the first step towards developing the theoretical framework of the PEGS inverse
problem. Proving uniqueness and stability theorems for the self-gravitating elastic equations will be
the object of future research.

A Energy estimates

A.1 Proof of proposition 2.1

We begin by multiplying both sides of the first equation of the system (5) by u;. We get
pouy - uy — div(CVu) - uy = £+ uy,

hence 1
%athm2 + 30(CVu- Vu) - div(CVu- u) = - u.

We integrate the equation above over 2 x [0, s]. Since CVu - v = 0 on 0f, we obtain

! 2 _ [ cuy(x,t) dz
§/§2(p0|ut(x,s)| + CVu(z, s) - Vu(z, s)) dQC—/0 /Qf(x) (z,t) dzdt,

/Q|ut(m,s)|2dx§ i </OS/Qf(as)|2 da:dt+/()s/0|ut(x,t)|2 dzdt).

hence
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By Gronwall’s inequality, we find

1 S
[ruteorae< 2 ([° [ ) e
Q £0 0 O

Since u(x,0) = 0, we have

1
2

o) < [ iG] ds < ﬁ( / T|ut<x,s>|2ds) ,

hence, by (46), we get

/ lu(z, 7)]?dz < T/ / lug(x, s)|* dads
Q o Jo
T 1 S
< 7'/ — (/ |f(z)? da:dt) e*/P0 ds
o Po \Jo Ja
7/po o s
< / ( / |f(a:)2dxdt) ds
PoJo 0 JO

3o7/pPo
/ lu(z, 7)|? dz < re / |f(x)|? da.
Q Po Q

hence

A.2 Proof of proposition 2.2

Define v := ue™, v > 0. It is easy to check that
u; = (v +v)et,

Uyt = (Vtt —+ 2")/Vt —+ ’}/QV)6,W:7

hence, if u solves (5), we have that v solves
00 (vtt + 2yvy + ’yzv) —div(CVv) = fe "
After multiplying both sides of the above equation by v, we obtain:
% (8t\vt|2 + 4’}/|Vt‘2 + ’}/28t‘V|2) — @-(Cijklakvl)vi,t =f. V¢ e_“’t.

We integrate the equation above over K. We write

2
/~ 3 ( 222 + poto|v|? —aj(cijklam)ui,ﬁzpw[|vt|2:/~f.vte*vt.
K 2 2 K K

We want to prove that, if we set
Po v?
Il = /~ 815 <2|Vt|2 +p02V|2) — 8]‘(02‘]‘}6[(9]@’(}[)’(}1",57
K
then I; > 0 for a precise choice of the parameter . We first observe that
/~ 0;(Cijr1Okvr)vs ¢ = /~ 0;(Cijr10k010; 1) — CijriOkv105v; 4
K K

1
= /~ 0;(Cijk10k01vs t) — gat(cijklakvlajvi).
R
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Let us set
I =Qx{0})NK, TIs:=(Qx(0,00)N0K, Tj3:= (902 x(0,00))NK.

Notice that B
OK =T Ul UTls.

Thanks to the regularity provided by Theorem 2.1, we employ the divergence theorem and obtain

2 1
/af{ (/)20|Vt2 + Po%|v\2 + 2Cijklakvlajvi> (N -e;) — (CijriOkvivie) (N - €5),

where N is the outward normal vector to K. It is defined as follows:

(i) onT'y: N =(0,0,0,—1);

(i) on I'y: N = —L (“(zﬂﬂo) 1);

1+a? |[x—zo0] ?
(iii) on I's: N = (,0), where v is the outward normal vector to 0.

Since v=v; =0onTI'y and (CVv) v =0 on I's, we can write

) T — T0);
L = 21 ta2 /1“2 polvil® + poy’|v[* + Cijrdrvidivi — 20 (Cigradivrvie) (|:c—1:00)J '
I
We now define
cmv A= YEOEOVT (@)
2 |z — o
Since 2
PoY 2

_ Al vl >0,

2m s ‘ | B
we have

I > pol€)? + Ao(trA)? + 2u0] A2 — 2a(A(trA)E - 1 + 2u0 AE - 7).

Since |n| =1 and
p0>05 )\0>Oa H0>07

we have, for every € > 0,

1 € 1 €
L2 2 e+ Xa(trA)? + 20l A =2 (o (-0 + SI67) + 2m0 (147 + 5167 )

a\ 2
> |€1%(po — Aoear — 2ppea) + (trA)? <>\0 - €O> + |A]? <2uo - €M0>

L@

> 1€ (po — ea(Mo + 2p0)) + ( ) (Mo(trAd)? + 2u0| A?).

€

Finally, for o = a9 and € = o, we obtain
Iy > [§[*(po — o (Mo + 2410)) = 0,

which implies that
I >0.

This means that, by (47), we have

2/’07/~ vil* < I +2pw/~ vie|* = /~ f-v,e
K K K
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By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

=

1
2 2
/~ fvie ' < </~ f|2€27t) </~ |Vt|2> ;
R R R

o [ il < [ gpe
K K

Observe that, since v(z,0) = 0 and using again the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

hence (48) becomes:

¢ ¢
lv(z,t)]* < t/ |vs(z,s)[*ds < 7’/ |vs(z,s)*ds
0 0
since t < 7. Notice that

K= {(z,t) € R* such that = € B oy (o) NQ, 0 <t <7 —aglz — x|},

T—ag|z—x0| t
/ |v(z,t)]? dzdt < 7'/ / (/ |Vs(:c,s)2ds> dt | dz.
K B (zo)n \Jo 0

Since t < T — gz — |, we write

T—ap|z—xo|
/ |v(x,t)|2dwdt§7/ (1 — aglz — o)) / |ve(z,s)*ds | dz
I? BT/QU(ZQ)F]Q 0

§7'2/ |ve(x, s)|? deds.
K

hence

T/ag

Finally, putting together (49) and (50), since v =ue ", we obtain (10).
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