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Inverse problems for one-dimensional
fluid-solid interaction models

J. Apraiz* A. Douboval E. Fernandez-Cara! M. Yamamoto®

Abstract

We consider a one-dimensional fluid-solid interaction model governed by the Burgers equation
with a time varying interface. We discuss on the inverse problem of determining the shape of the
interface from Dirichlet and Neumann data at one end point of the spatial interval. In particular,
we establish uniqueness results and some conditional stability estimates. For the proofs, we use
and adapt some lateral estimates that, in turn, rely on appropriate Carleman and interpolation
inequalities.

AMS Classifications: 35K15, 35R35, 35R30, 35B35, 65M32.
Keywords: Burgers equation, fluid-solid interaction, free boundaries, inverse problems, stabil-
ity, uniqueness

1 Introduction

We will consider a nonlinear system that models the interaction of a one-dimensional fluid evolving
in (—1,1) and a solid particle. It will be assumed that the velocity of the fluid is governed by the
viscous Burgers equation at both sides of the point mass location y = p(t). For simplicity, it will
be accepted that the fluid density is constant and equal to 1 and the solid particle has unit mass.
For any p at least in C°([0,7T]) satisfying |p(¢)| < 1 for all ¢ € [0,T], let us introduce the open

sets
Qlp) ={(z,t) eR?: 1 <ax <1, z#pt), 0<t<T},

Qe(p) = {(x,t) € Qp) : p(t) > x} and Qr(p) = {(x,1) € Q(p) : p(t) < x}.

On the other hand, the jump of the function f at the point x will be denoted in the sequel
by [f](x), that is,
[f](z) == lim f(zx+s)— lm f(z+s).
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We will consider fluid-particle systems of the form

Wi — Wag + W, = 0, (z,t) € Q(p),
w(p(t),t) =p'(t), [wa](p(t),t) =p"(t), t€(0,T),
w(—=1,t) = a(t), w(l,t) =n(t), te(0,7), (1)
w(z,0) = wy(z), xz € (—1,1),
[ 2(0) =qo, p'(0)=q,

where (at least) wo € L%(—1,1), a,n € C°([0,T]), |q0| < 1 and ¢q; € R.

Here, w(z,t) is the velocity of the fluid particle located at = at time ¢, p(t) is the position
occupied by the particle at time ¢ and a and 7 are Dirichlet data. It is assumed that wg, qo and ¢
are initial data respectively for the fluid velocity, the particle position and the particle velocity.

The first condition at = = p(t) in (1) means that the velocity of the fluid and the solid mass
coincide at this point.

In the second condition, we state Newton’s law: the force exerted by the fluid on the particle
equals the product of the particle mass and its acceleration. Thus, if we introduce the notation u :=
wlg,p) and v := w|g, (), the jump condition at the points (p(t),t) can be written in the form

(U:c - ux)(p(t)v t) = p//(t), le (07 T)’ (2)

The previous system can be viewed as a preliminary simplified version of other more complicate
and more realistic models in higher dimensions that we plan to analyze in the future. For example,
it is meaningful to consider a system governed by the Navier-Stokes equations around a moving
sphere that interacts with the fluid.

More precisely, let Ry, Ry and Rex be given with 0 < Ry < Rext, let B(Rp) be the open ball
centered at 0 of radius Ry, let us set

Yext = {(x,t) : |X| = Rext, 0<t<T}
and, for any R € C°([0,T]) with Ry < R(t) < Reys, let us introduce

Q(R) ={(x,t) : R(t) < |x| < Rext, 0<t<T},
Y(R) ={(x,t) : x| =R(t), 0<t<T}.

Then, it makes sense to search for functions u, p and R satisfying

u —vAu+ (u-V)u+Vp=0, V-u=0, (x,t)€ Q(R),
u(x,t) = a.(x,t), (x,t) € Lext,
u(x,t) = %x, (x,t) € ¥(R),
u(x,0) = ug(x), x € B(Ryp),
R(0) = Ro, R(0) =R,

(—pId. + 2vDu) % = R(t)x, (x,t) € S(R),

where the constant v > 0 and the radially symmetric fields a = a(x,t) and ug = ug(x) are given,
Id. is the identity matrix and Du denotes the symmetrized gradient of u, that is,

Du = %(Vu + vu?).
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A related question is whether we can determine the function R from a, up and exterior boundary
observations
F = (—pId. + vDu)

X
Roxt
on (a part of) Xext.

This justifies the relevance of the analysis of inverse problems for (1).

As far as we know, the first works where the simplified model (1) has been considered are [9]
and [3]. There, the authors allowed the spatial variable to take any value in R instead of (—1,1).
In particular, in [9], the authors proved the existence and uniqueness of a solution and described
its large-time behavior for just one solid mass submerged in the fluid. In [8], similar result were
established in the case of various rigid bodies immersed in the fluid.

These results were later extended to a multi-dimensional framework in [7]. Let us also mention
that the controllability properties of a system similar to (1) have been analyzed in [3] and [0].

In what concerns the direct problem, that is, to find appropriate w and p verifying the equation
and additional conditions in (1), it can be shown that, if [qgo| + [q1] + [[woll 3 (—1,1) is sufficiently
small, there exists a solution (w, p) to (1) with w € C°([0,T]; H'(—1,1)), we, € L?(0,T; L?(—1,1))
and p € H%(0,T); see for example [0, Theorem 1.1].

In fact, the result in [6] only states that p € C'*([0,77]). However, the regularity of the restrictions
of w to Q(p) and Q,(p) shows that the a.e. defined function ¢ — [w,](p(t),t) is square-integrable
and, consequently, p” € L?(0,T).

The inverse problem related to system (1) we are interested in is the following:

Inverse problem - Given the data T > 0, g0 € (~1,1), ¢1 € R and a € C°([0,T]) and the
observation  with 5(t) = wg(—1,t) for t € (0,T), find n := w(1,-).

In this paper, we will study related uniqueness and stability properties. In particular, we will
give answers to questions like the following;:

Global uniqueness - Let (w;, p;) be a solution to (1) associated to some T', qo, g1 and « for i = 1, 2.
Assume that the corresponding observations coincide at x = —1, that is, wy ,(—1,t) = wa ,(—1,1)
for 0 <1y <t <1y <T. Then, do we have p; = po and wy = wy?

Global stability - Let (w;,p;) be as before and set 3; := w; »(—1,-) and 17; = w;(1,-) for i = 1,2.
Is there any estimate of the kind

Im = m2llzee(ry,m) + IP1 — P2l oo (1 1) < @181 — Balle(0,1))

for some continuous function ¢ : R4 — Ry satisfying lim,_, 5+ ¢(s) = 07

The paper is organized as follows.

First, in Section 2, we prove a preliminary fundamental lemma that plays a key role in the proof
of conditional stability. It provides estimates of the traces on the interface = = p(t) of the difference
of two solutions to (1) in terms of the boundary data and observations.

In Section 3, we establish a stability estimate and then the uniqueness of the lateral inverse
problem corresponding to the system satisfied in the left part Qy(p) of the whole domain. By
reflection, similar results are fulfilled by the solution to the system satisfied in @Q,(p).



Section 4 is devoted to establish a global stability and uniqueness result for the inverse problem
in the whole domain Q(p).

2 Preliminaries

As already said, the main result in this section is crucial for the proof of a local stability property
that will be established in Section 3 (see Proposition 3.1).

Lemma 2.1 Let us assume that

{ Ut — Ugg + atly + bu = 0, (:Evt) € Qé(p)y (3)

u(_lvt) = Oé(t), ur(_Lt) = 5(75)7 te (07T)7
with a,b € L=(Q(p)), v € H*(Q(p)) and there exist constants M > 0 and § € (0,1) such that
ulliauen <M. Bl <M and [ <1-0 ¥te[0,T] (@)
Then:

a) For any e > 0, there exist constants K. > 0 and 0. € (0,1) such that

K.
ulp(t). )] € — Vie [T, (5)
|10g z
provided «, B and k satisfy
0 < llallzzr) + 1820, <k < 1. (6)

b) In particular, if « =0 and =0 in (0,T), then u=0 in Qu(p).

Proof:

The proof of part a) can be obtained by adapting some arguments in [10] that rely on appropriate
Carleman estimates. Carleman estimates were first used in [2] to establish uniqueness and stability
results for inverse problems; see also [1, 5].

The argument is decomposed into three steps.

e Step 1: First, we introduce the change of variables

r+1

W’ z2(y,t) = u(z,t) for (z,t) € Qu(p).

y:

In this way, the values of y remain in the new spatial domain (0,1), Q(p) is transformed
into Q := (0,1) x (0,T) and =z satisfies the system

1 P'(t) 1 -
- oo T 1AW DA T o BB Ne =0 () e
0.0 = a0, 2,(0.8) = (b(1) + 1AW te 0.1,
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where
T+ 1

Aﬁhﬂ::wz<;GYIT> and zny);:b<pZ;ji>.

Then, we perform a second change of variables:

¥ =2-2y, u(z"t)=2z2(y,t) for (y,t) € Qy
and we now have

R SRR (0
BRSSO

A*(z*, t)uka + B*(z*, t)u* =0, (z*t) € Q¥

p(t) +1 1)

w@0) =al), (2.0 = () + D), te .1,
where Q* := (0,2) x (0,7).

After skipping the stars in these variables, coefficients and sets, we see that the task is reduced
to prove the existence of K. and 6. such that

K.
u(0,8)] <

< Viele T (8)
‘log %

Be

Thus, the rest of the proof is devoted to establish (8).

e Step 2: Let us start with the proof of the following intermediate estimate:

(0, 1)] < —20 _ yie e, ()

1 |%
log 7

where 0y € (0,1) is independent of € and

Fe:= sup ([lu(z, M2 + lta(e, llz2emn) -
:EG[LQ}

To this purpose, let us fix ¢ € [¢,T] and let us introduce a new change of variables:

~ T N

t= 2—575, u(x,t) = u(z,t) for (x,t) € (0,2) x (0,7). (10)
Then, 4 is defined in Q = (0,2)x (0,72 /(2f)) and satisfies a system similar to (7) with coefficients D,
A and B that are uniformly bounded for ¢ > ¢ > 0:

) ) o ) (11)
u(2,t) = a(t), u.(2,t) = B(1), t e (0,77/(21)).
Therefore, what we have to prove is (9) for £ = T'/2, that is,
N KO,e
@ (0,T/2)| < 7 (12)
log F%




In the sequel, we will distinguish two cases.

Case 1: t <T)2.
Let us introduce

bz, D) =2 —plf —T/22 and o(x,f) = @D,
where 4/(T — 2¢)?2 < p < 16/T? and \ > 0 is sufficiently large and the sets

Q(n) == {(x,1) € (0,2) x (0,T): 0 <z <1+, ¥(z,t) > n}

for n € (0,1); see Figure 1.

|

Figure 1: The set Q(n) when t < T/2.

For any n € (0,1/4), let us introduce a function x,, € C*°(R?) satisfying x,(z,) = 1 for ¢(z,t) >
3n, X,](a:,f) = 0 for 1(x, ) < 21 and, for instance, 0 < Xy < 1. Then

. 1 in Q(3n),
x,t) = 14
xale.) {o in Q) \ Q(2n); (4

see Figures 2 and 3.
Moreover,

C C
[Xn,| + X541 5; and  [Xnzxl + X, 22] X, 4l SW'

Then, let us set v, := @y,. At this point, we can use a global Carleman estimate for v, in Q(n)

(see [10, Theorem 3.2]).
Thus, let us rewrite the PDE in (11) in the form E4 = 0. There exist sg, Ag > 0 such that, for

(15)

any s > so and any A > Ag, one has

s3\ // 3?32 dw dt < Cp . // ¢*?|H|? dx dt + Cy e“°G2 (16)
Q(n) Q(n)
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Figure 2: The curves ¥ =1, 1 = 2n and 9 = 3.

where Cp and C ¢ are constants steming from the uniform bounds of the coefficients in (11) for
all £ > € > 0 and H := Ev,. Note that H can be nonzero only in Q(2n) \ Q(3n).
In (16), we can take

Gi:: sup Qx,-QU_U—Fﬁxx,-QJ_J ,
sup (18 M oir—o) + Nl M)

with 0 = T/2 —1/,/p. Then, thanks to the choice of p in (13) one has [0,T — o] C (¢, 7).
Without loss of generality, we can assume that G, < 1.

i 77/)(93’% =1 I:lQ(377)
—=1(, ) = 20 [1Q(2n)
~— (1) = 30 [JQ(4n)

T2 ’([)(l‘,t) =4n

2t

\

| I | I \
n 2n 3n 4n 1 1417 14+4n 2

Figure 3: The sets Q(2n), Q(3n) and Q(4n).

In the sequel, we will denote by C' (resp. C¢) a generic positive constant independent of s and €
(resp. independent of s). Of course, both constants can change from line to line.



Taking into account the definition of Q(n) (see Figure 3), we have from (16) that

s34 // e*¢ 3|0 de dt < C, // X |H|? dx dt + C.e“°G? (17)
Q(MNQ(n) Q(2n\Q(3n)

for any s > sg and any A > Ag.
Now, in view of (15), using the fact that ¢ > ps := e in Q(4n) N Q(n) and ¢ < py := 3
in Q(2n) \ Q(37n), we obtain from (17) that

e2sH2 // 4|2 dx dt < = Ce 25 // (|22|2 + |ﬂm|2) dxdt + C.e“G2
Q(4n)NQ(n) n* QE2n\Q(3n)

and, therefore,
/V/é(4 \nQm )‘UPdwdt < Sﬁ —2s(pn2—p1) HUH2 )+C€€CSG3 Vs > s0.
n

From the definition of G, and assmption (4), one has:

~ 112 A 112 ~ 112
lalz2Qeany < 2MlZ2Qumnamy) T 218z @eumnam))

Ce —25(
< —46

2l 3 ) + Cee ™G

< %6_25)‘"M2 + C’Eecng.
n

Thus, if we fix A, we take s’ = s + sp and then rename s’ as s, we deduce that
1
Il L2(Qean)) < Ce <n—e_SA’7M+ G ecs> Vs > 0. (18)

Now, in order to get the best estimate, we minimize this quantity by choosing

s = 1 lo MA
T Cxa B\oa,n

and we deduce that

MC/(C+An)

U M/(CHA
lill22@un) < Ce s rreemmm G

f 0<n< !
T —.
o <7
Then, using the classical Sobolev embedding and an interpolation inequality, for any ¢ € (1,2),

we obtain

£/(6+1) 1/(¢+1)
il o (@uam) < Cllitlreauamy < CHANGET D amy Il ey

/(£+1)
C/(C+A
< coapt/e (M /(C+ 77))) Gén/((c+>\n)(£+1))

n+C/(C+an

whenever 0 < 1 < 1/4. In particular, after a choice of ¢ in (1,2), one has for some a € (1,2)

independent of 7 that
C’

—a/2

|[4(4n,T/2)| < MGS" ¥n e (0,1/4).



After integration with respect to n and a variable change x = 47, we obtain:

—+00

1 1/4 1
[l z/2P =1 [l ryPan < car? [ cxnay
0 0 0 n

+o00
:CEM2 / %6—2010g(1/(?o)77 dn — C’EM2(log (1/GU))—(a—1)‘
0

Thus, using again interpolation, we see that, for any m € (1/2,1),
4 (- T/2) |0,y < N0 T/2) [meo,ny < N0 T/2) (o n)lle (-, T/2) HLz 0.1)

1

<CM™||a(-,T/2 <CM—0——— |
= H ( /)HL201 — ]log(l/GU)]%

where 6y = 1(a — 1)(1 — m).
We note that 6 can be taken arbitrarily close to 0 and is independent of €. It is clear that G, < F.
Therefore, if ¢ < T'/2, we have (12), which gives (9).

Case 2: t > T)2.
Let us introduce again the function v, given by (13). In this case, we consider the sets

Q) = {(x,1) € (0,2) x (0,7%/(20)) : 0 < & < 141, P(a, 1) > n}

for 0 < n < 1/4; see Figure 4.

— (.t =n[1Q(n)

L

i

I
l
n In+1 2 “

Figure 4: The set Q(n) when ¢ > T'/2.

Using once more v, = i, and arguing as before, we get

s34 // e2P 3|02 dx dt < C. // % |H|? dx dt + C.e“*G?, (19)
Q(4n)NQ(n) QE2mM\Q(3n)
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where we have set

G2 = sup, <||@($, W22y + (2, ')H%2(U,T2/(2f)))‘

It is straightforward to see that the arguments applied in the previous case yield again (12).
Consequently, we also have (9) in this case.

e Step 3: Let us establish the following lateral estimate of F.: for every e > 0, there exist
constants C, > 0 and 6, € (0, 1) such that

_ 0
Gy < Fe < CM"% (lall 20,1y + 18l 20.1)) " + Ce (Il 20,7y + 1Bl £207y) - (20)

To this purpose, we first use Theorem 5.1 in [10] and deduce that

_ 0o, e
Fe < Co M™% (|lall 1oy + 118llz20m) " + Ce (el .1y + 1Bl r20.7)) » (21)

where 6y € (0,1) and Cc > 0.
Then, we use an interpolation inequality

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
ez 0.y < s o e 2ty < Cllulla gyl oo ry < C MY lallfslgy (22)

and we observe that (21) and (22) imply (20) when ||a[[z2¢07) + |B8]lp20,r) <k < 1.
Finally, part b) of the lemma is straightforward: it suffices to use (5) with a =0, § =0 and &

arbitrarily small. O

Remark 2.2 A similar result can be obtained when the right-hand side of the first equation in (3),
is not zero. Thus, if

Up — Ugy + aty +bu = f for (z,t) € Qu(p)
and (for instance) 0 < [|f||Loc(q,(p)) + ll@llz2(0,7) + 1BllL2(0,7) < m < 1, we can prove that, for

any € > 0,
K

(log 77,)%
for some K. > 0 and some 6, € (0,1). O

lu(p(t), )| < VieleT] (23)

Remark 2.3 A more involved argument is needed to take e = 0 in (5) and (23). The stability rate
is expected to be weaker than single logarithmic. This will be analyzed in a forthcoming paper. [J
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3 Lateral estimates and uniqueness

This section is devoted to study the stability and uniqueness of (1) on the left part of the domain,
Q¢(p). Later, we will extend these results to @Q,(p) and will obtain similar results in the whole
domain Q(p).

Assume that

ufﬁ - u;:x + ’LLZ’LL;, = 07 (:L'vt) € Qé(pl)7
ut(=1,t) = a'(t), ul(-1,t)=pt), te(0,T), (24)
ui(pi(t), 1) = pi(), te(0,7),

for ¢ = 1,2. Let us formulate an inverse problem concerning the left part of the domain:

Lateral uniqueness in Q(p): Let (u’,p;), i = 1,2 be two solutions to (24) in Q(p;). Assume
that the corresponding observations coincide at the boundary x = —1, that is,

ul(—1,t) = u(—1,t) in some time interval (17, T5).
Then, do we have p; = ps in (0,T) and u! = u? in Qu(p) with p = p; = pa?

As before, we will denote in the sequel by C a generic positive constant. We will also use C,
K., R., etc. to denote constants that can depend on e.
The following proposition may be viewed as a first conditional stability result:

Proposition 3.1 (Local stability for the lateral inverse problem) Let us assume that
10 |2 (Qupey) < M Ipill 20,y < M and |pi(t)] <1 -6 V€ [0,T]
for some § € (0,1). Also, let us assume that 0 < e <t <T and
0< D= la' = |l 200) + 118" = Bll20m) <k < 1.

Then there ezist Re, Ro > 0 and p. € (0,1) such that

R
Ip1 = p2llpeo(er) < 7@ + Rolpi(f) — p2(D)]- (25)
(log )

Proof:
For instance, let us assume that py(t) < pa(t) for ¢t € (tg,t1) C [e,T] and set h := p; — p2. Then,
for all ¢ € (to, 1) one has

W () = ul(pi(t),t) — ud(pa(t), t)

= [ul (pl (t)v t) - u2(p1 (t)v t)] + [u2(p1 (t)’ t) - u2(p2 (t)v t)]

< L@ + 2Mh(t).
(log 5)

Here, we have applied Lemma, 2.1 to u' —u?

in combination with the Mean Value Theorem to u?(-,t).
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It is clear that we can get a similar estimate in the whole interval [e, T':

K

W (t) < ———5 + Clh(t)]
(log 35)™
and, consequently
1d K
§E|h(7f)l2 < ClA)P + —— -
(log 7)
Hence, from Gronwall’s Lemma, we finally see that
2 K. 2
W) < ———5- + C a7 Vtel[eT]
(log 7)™
and this leads to (25) O

Remark 3.2 Let the assumptions in Proposition 3.1 be satisfied. Also, suppose that

Hui”Wz’o"(Qz(pi)) < M.

Then, it can be ensured that for every e > 0 there exist K., Ky and 6. € (0,1) such that

K
191 — Pl oo (e ) + 1Y — P3|l Lo ey < o+ Kolpi(t) — p2(D)]. (26)

(log 35)
Indeed, when py(t) < po(t), we have
p1 () =ph(t) =u! (p1(t), 1) —u? (p2(t),£) = (u' (p1(8), ) = (pa (1), 1)) + (u® (P (1), ) = (pa(1), 1))

and a similar identity holds when p;(¢) > po(t). Consequently, using Lemma 2.1 and the Mean
Value Theorem, we can estimate ||p} — phl|1o(o ). On the other hand,

Pi(t) — Py () = (uh(pr(®), ) P)(£) + ui (p1(), 1)) — (w2 (p2(t),t) Ph(t) + ui(p2(t), )

= up (p1 (), ) (P (1) = Pa(t) + (ua(pr(t),t) — uz(p1(t), 1)) Pa(t)
+ (Ui(pl (t)’ t) - ui(p2(t)’ t)) pé(t) + (’LL% (pl (t)’ t) - u?(pl (t)’ t))
+ (’LL% (pl (t)’ t) - u% (p2 (t)v t))

and, once more, a similar identity holds when p;(t) > p2(t). Using Lemma 2.1, the interpolation
inequality, the Mean Value Theorem and the bounds

lulyllzoe <M and |july|pe <M for i=1,2,

we can estimate ||p] — phlzeo () and find (26). O
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Corollary 3.3 Under the assumptions in Proposition 3.1, if 0 <t < T and o' = o? and ' = 3>
in (0,T), there exists a constant Ry > 0 such that

[P1 = p2llzo(0,7) < Ro |p1(t) — p2(?)], (27)

where Ry is independent of t.

Proof:
We can argue as in the proof of Proposition 3.1. Thus, for every € > 0 and every small & > 0,
we obtain

R, _ _
— poll ey < —— 4 Rolpi(F) — pa(@)].
Ip1 — p2llLoe (1) oz 1) olp1(t) — pa(?)|

Then, taking k£ — 0, we see that
p1 — P2l oo (e,r) < Rolpi(t) — pa(t)|.
Finally, taking ¢ — 0, we arrive at (27). O

Corollary 3.4 (Lateral uniqueness) In addition to the assumptions in Corollary 3.3, let us as-
sume that p(t) = pa(t) for some t € (0,T). Then,

pr=pe in (0,T) and u' =u? in Qe(p)-

Corollary 3.5 In addition to the assumptions in Proposition 3.1, let us assume that pi(t) = pa(t)
for some t with 0 <t < T. Then, for any small € > 0 there exist K. > 0 and 0. € (0,1) such that
K.

1)95‘

28
(log & 28

Ip1 — P2l ey <

Remark 3.6 If we do not assume that pi(f) = po(t) for some ¢ € (0,7), then we do not have
uniqueness in general. Indeed, the following particular functions furnish a counter-example:

o Let us set
oz, t) = e Tsinar+ A in Q= (0,0) x (0,T),
QX (x,t) = e “tsinazr+ A in Qp:=(0,L) x (0,T),

where a = nw/f = krn/L with 0 < £ < L and n # k and A > 0. Then ¢’ = ' (x,t) satisfies
the heat equation for i = 1,2 and we observe that p!(¢,t) = ©?*(L,t) = A.

o Let us take
pi(t)=4 and pa(t)=L in (0,T)

and set u’ := —¢' /' for i = 1,2. Then the functions u! and u? satisfy the Burgers’ equation
respectively in @y and @, and do not coincide (see for example [1, Section 2.1.2]). However
the associated o and /3* coincide. O

13



4 Global estimates and uniqueness

In this section we will present global stability and uniqueness results for the inverse problem for-
mulated in Section 1 in the whole domain Q(p).

Theorem 4.1 (Conditional stability) Let (wy,p') and (w2, p?) be the solutions to (1) respec-
tively corresponding to the data ug, o, m, qo, q1, B° and n° and set B'(t) = wi(—1,t) and n'(t) =
w;(1,t) fori=1,2 and all t € (0,T). Assume that there exist constants 6,k € (0,1) and M > 0
such that |p;(t)] <1 -6 for allt € (0,T),

HuiHWzoo(Qe(pi)) <M, Hu’”wzoo(Qr(pL)) <M (Z = 1,2) and 0 < ”51 — /82”L2(O,T) <k <l

Then, for every e > 0, there exist constants Cy,Ce > 0 and 6. € (0,1) such that

C. _ _
In" =0l oo ey < — + Coln' (t) — n* (D), (29)
|1 + log |log k||

for allt € [e,T).

Proof:
We will find estimates of [[n' — 7?|| (e in terms of py — pa, pj — ph and pf — pff and then we

will use (25) and (26).
Let us set v* = w;i|Q, (p)» for i = 1,2. We introduce a change of variables to move from Q;(p;)

to (0,1) x (0,T"). For example, we set

x —pi(t)

_1/— 1 . _
v (y,t) =v (x,t) with =—z
71) = ' (2,1 T

Accordingly, we get the system

7l - m% - pll(?(;lzt)y)@}, + ;1(0@1@;} —0, (@1 e (0,1)x(0,T),
v (0,t) = py (1), te (0,7),
75(0,1) = (1 —p1(t)) v (p1(t), 1), te(0,7),
T (1,t) = nl(t), t € (0,7).

Furthermore, we note from (2) that

(1= p1(®) vg(p1(t),1) = (1 = pr()) ug(p1(t), 8) + (L = p1(t)) p1 (1)

for any t € (0,7).
A similar change of variables and a similar system hold for 7% and ps.
Then, after some computations, for v := ' — 72 and p := p; — p2, we find that
1 Pi(t)(1—7)

1 —
Q-2 1-pi(t) vy + mvzﬂ (7,t) € (0,1) x (0,7),

v(0,t) = a(t), wvy(0,t) = B(1), te (0,7),

UV —
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where a(t) = p)(t) — ph(t) and
B(t) = (1 —pr(t) ub(pr(t),t) + (1 — pa (1)) P (1)
= (1= p2(t) ul (p2(t), t) — (1 = p2(t)) P5(¢)
= (1=p1() vz (p1(t),8) = (1 = pa(t)) 03 (p2(t), 1)
One has
£l zee 0,1y (/7)) < C1 (Ilp1 = P2l zoe e,y + D7 — Pl oo (1))
and
&l zoe ey + 1Bl oo ey < Cr (1 = p2llos ey + 191 — Phll oo ey + 167 — Pl oo () -
Using now (23), we see that
K.
(1og[Ca/lIp1 = pllwa(cpo.1))’
Also, using (25) and (26), we find

7" = 2| oo e 1) -+ Koln' (F) — n*(@)!. (30)

K ~ ~
1P1 = P2llws o (e/2.7) < ‘ - T Kolp1(t) — p2(t)]
1
<10g ||51_B2||L2(07T)>
Kl
< < (31)

0c
S B
<log ||51—ﬁ2||L2(0,T)>

for ¢ close enough to 0 and € > 0 small enough.
Hence, we obtain (29) for some C, and Cj.
This ends the proof. O

Corollary 4.2 (Global uniqueness) Let the assumptions in Theorem J.1 be satisfied and let us
assume that B = 8% in (0,T). Then

nt=n* in (0,7). (32)

Proof:
Given an arbitrary € > 0, we take t. = 2¢. For every xk > 0, using Theorem 4.1 we can write

that
Ce

|1+ log |log /fHGé

In" = 0|l o em) + Coln* (te) — n*(te)|.

Taking now x — 0, we see that

17" = 02| oo ey < Coln* (Ee) — n* (&)

Finally, when ¢ — 0, we see that

In" = n*ll 0,7y < Coln* (0) = n*(0)]
and, since n'(0) = n2(0) = wo(1), we deduce that ' =% in (0, 7). O
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