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Increasing stability for inverse acoustic source
problems in the time domain

Chun Liu* Suliang Sif Guanghui Hu? Bo Zhang®

Abstract

This paper is concerned with inverse source problems for the acoustic wave equation in
the full space R3, where the source term is compactly supported in both time and spatial
variables. The main goal is to investigate increasing stability for the wave equation in terms
of the interval length of given parameters (e.g., bandwith of the temporal component of the
source function). We establish increasing stability estimates of the L2-norm of the source
function by using only the Dirichlet boundary data. Our method relies on the Huygens’
principle, the Fourier transform and explicit bounds for the continuation of analytic functions.

1 Introduction

Consider an acoustic wave propagation problem caused by a compactly supported source function
in three dimensions. This can be modeled by the time-dependent wave equation

OPu(z,t) — MAu(z,t) = F(x,t), reR3 t>0, (1.1)

where u(x,t) denotes the wave field, 0 < A € R and F(x,t) is the source term. Together with
the above governing equation, we impose the homogeneous initial conditions

u(z,0) = dpu(z,0) =0, xR (1.2)

If F(z,t) € L*([0,00); L?(R3)) has compact support, the problem (1.1)-(1.2)) admits a unique
solution (see e.g., [19] 25] 26])

u(z,t) € C([0,+00); HL(R3)) N C([0, +00); LE(R?)).

In this paper we consider three inverse problems depending on the a priori knowledge on the
parameter A and the form of the source function F.

IP1: Assume A =1 and F(z,t) = f(x)g(t), where the temporal function g is given. Suppose
that f, g have compact supports such that supp f C Bg and supp g C (0,7p), where Br :=
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{x € R?| |z| < R} for some R and Tp > 0. The inverse problem is to recover the source term
f(x) from the Dirichlet boundary data u(x,t) measured on dBg x (0,T) with T' > 0 sufficiently
large.

If we fix the parameter A, it is in general impossible to uniquely recover a source term of the
form F(x,t), due to the presence of time-dependent non-radiating sources (see [4,[5]). Motivated
by [22], we suppose that the measurement data are given by a family of parameter-dependent
functions uy (z,t) for all A € (0,A?) with 1 < A < co. Here uy(z,t) denotes the unique solution
to — corresponding to the parameter \.

IP2: Assume the source function F(x,t) has compact supports such that suppF(x,t) C
Bpr x (0,7p). The inverse problem is to determine source term F(z,t) from the boundary
observation data {uy(x,t)| * € OBg, t € (0,T), A € (0,A?)}.

In the last inverse problem, we suppose that the xs-dependent component of the source
function is given. _

IP3: Assume A = 1 and F(z,t) = f(%,t)g(w3), where the function f satisfies suppf C Bg, x
(0,7p) and g is supported in (—Rg, Ro). Here & = (x1,72) € R? and Bg, := {% € R?| |#| < Ro}
The inverse problem is to determine the source term f(Z,t) from the boundary observation data
u(z,t) on 0Bg x (0,T) with R > 0, T' > 0 sufficiently large.

Inverse source problems have many significant applications in scientific and engineering ar-
eas, as an important research subject in inverse scattering theory. For instance, detection of
submarines and non-destructive measurement of industrial objects can be regarded as recovery
of acoustic sources from boundary measurements of the pressure. Other applications include
biomedical imaging optical tomography [Il 27] and geophysics. Consequently, inverse source
problems have continuously attracted much attention by many researchers [5l 6, 8, 27, 41, 42]
and a great deal of mathematical and numerical results are available, especially for the time-
dependent and time-harmonic acoustic waves.

Inverse source problems in the time domain are usually treated as hyperbolic systems by
applying the Carleman estimates [33] and unique continuation theory. The approach of Carleman
estimates can be used to recover both coefficients and source functions for hyperbolic equations;
we refer to [12), 32, A1), 42] for an incomplete list . In the time-harmonic regime, it is well
known that there is no uniqueness for inverse source problems with a single frequency due to the
existence of non-radiating sources [4], 23]. Computationally, a more serious issue is the lack of
stability, i.e., a small variation of the data might lead to a huge error in the reconstruction. Hence
it is crucial to study the stability of inverse source problems. The use of multiple-frequency data
is an effective way to overcome non-uniqueness and has received a lot of attention in recent years.
The paper [16] show uniqueness and numerical results for the Helmholtz equation with multi-
frequency data. In [5], Bao et al. firstly get increasing stability for the Helmholtz equation by
applying direct spatial Fourier analysis methods. A different method is proposed in [13] to derive
increasing stability bounds for the Helmholtz equation in three dimensions, which involves the
temporal Fourier transform together with sharp bounds of the analytic continuation at higher
wave numbers. The authors of [13] firstly bridge the Helmholtz equation in the frequency-domain
with the associated hyperbolic equations to get increasing stability results. These results were
later generalized to the Helmholtz equation and Maxwell’s equation in three dimensions (see
[34] and [6]). We also refer to [22, 43] for uniqueness results of time-dependent inverse source
problems using the approach of Fourier-Laplace transform.

To the best of our knowledge, increasing stability results are obtained for the Helmholtz
equation in the time-harmonic domain only. Even the concept of increasing stability seems not



available in the time domain. In this paper we are interested in the increasing stability of inverse
source problems for the time-dependent acoustic equation in three dimensions. Inspired by the
approach of Fourier transform, we first reduce inverse source problems of the acoustic equation to
that of the associated Helmholtz equation with multiple frequencies. Then we derive increasing
stability estimate by using sharp bounds of analytic continuation given in [I3]. Instead of the
Cauchy data used in the works mentioned above, we use only Dirichlet data on the lateral
boundary. This work initializes mathematical studies on increasing stability of inverse source
problems for the wave equation. The existing approaches dealing with the Helmholtz equations
has been adapted to handle inverse source problems for the wave equation in the time domain.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sections [2 and [3| we state main results
and well-posedness of the direct problem. Section [4]is devoted to the increasing stability of the
inverse problem IP1. In Section [f] we investigate the second problem IP2 for general source
terms. The third inverse problem IP3 will be treated in Section [6] and concluding remarks will
be made in the final Section [7l

2 Main results

In this paper we always assume that the source function F' is required to be real-valued and the
Fourier transform of F' is defined as

F(&,w) = (2m) 2 /4 F(x,t)e &9t qadt,
R
which implies that F'(—¢, —w) = F(&,w) for all € € R? and w € R.

First we show increasing stability for the time-dependent inverse problem (IP1). Let
F(x,t) = f(z)g(t). Tt is supposed that f(z) € H'(R3) and g(t) € H?(0,00), where f is
compactly supported in Br and g is supported in (0, Tp) for some Ty > 0. The one-dimensional
Fourier transform of g with respect to the time variable t is defined as follows:

To '
/ g(t)e ™t
0

We suppose there exist a number b > 1 and a constant § > 0 such that

[N
N

§lw) = (2m) /R g(t)edt = (2m)~

|g(w)]| >d>0 forall we(0,b). (2.3)

Physically, the parameter b in is associated with the bandwidth of the temporal signal g(t).
The condition covers a large class of functions. For example, if g(t) = e~ (t=D*/1(¢) with
some 1 > 0 and x(t) € C§°(R) such that x(t) = 0 for ¢ ¢ [0,Tp], the one can always find the
parameters b > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that holds true. Since the source function is real valued,
holds true for all w € (—b,b). We remark that the interval (0,b) in can be replaced
by (wp — b,wp + b) for some wy > 0. In this paper we take wy = 0 for simplicity.

Through this paper C' > 0 denotes a generic constant which is independent of b, € and A, may
vary from line to line. In the following theorem, we establish the increasing stability estimate
of the L?-norm of f in terms of the parameter b specified in .



Theorem 2.1. Let the condition (2.3) hold and let T > 2R+ Ty. Assume that g(t) is given and
| f1l 13y < M where M > 1 is a constant. Then

2

1£11Z2@s) < C(07€* + ), (2.4)

b%|lne\%

where € = HUHH2([0,T];H%(83R))'
Remark 2.2. There are two parts in the stability estimate : the first parts are the data
discrepancy, while the second part comes from the high frequency tail of the function. The
coefficient appearing in the Lipschitz part of s polynomial type. However, since b is fixed
in practice, these coefficients are constants and do not pose any problem. It is clear to conclude
that the ill-posedness of the inverse time-dependent source problem decreases as the parameter b
increases. The estimate is in consistent with the increasing stability results of [34)] in the
frequency domain: the ill-posedness decreases when the width of the wave number interval (0, b)
increases.

Next, we consider the second inverse problem (IP2). Our aim is to establish an increasing
stability estimate of L?-norm of F in terms of A.

Theorem 2.3. Let T > 2E + Ty and let F(z,t) € H*([0,Tp]; H*(R®)) be such that supp F(x,t)
C Br x (0,Tp). Assume || F||gs(o,m);m1 (r3y) < M for some M > 1. Then there exist constants
C >0 and a € (0,1) such that

)

F 2 <C AIO 2 ’
IF e < C(A T A neii-a)

(2.5)

where e = sup |||

3 .
0<A<A2 H2([0,T];H 2 (0BR))

Finally, we present the increasing stability for the third inverse problem (IP3). Suppose that
g is given and supported in (— Ry, Ro) for some 0 < Ry < R/v/2. The Fourier transform of g(x3)
is given by

3(Es) = (2m)h /R g(s)e T3 dy,

We suppose
|g(&3)| >0 >0 forall & € (—b,b), (2.6)

where b > 1.

Theorem 2.4. Let T > 2R+Ty and let f(&,t) € H*([0,Tp); H'(R?)) be such that suppf(i,t) C
Bpr, % (0,Tp). Assume || f| < M for some M > 1. Then there exist constants

C >0 and a € (0,1) such that

(Bryx(0,T0))
— « (0% M2
132z < (B 45 20714 b2 4 ——— ), (27)
b3|alnelz

where € = Hu||H2([07T];H%(8BR))'



3 Preliminaries

Although partial results of this section are well known, we still present them for the readers’
convenience and also to make this paper self-contained. Consider the time-dependent wave
propagation problem caused by the source term f(x)g(¢). The mathematical model is

{8t2u — Au = f(x)g(t), (w,t) € R? x (0, +00), (3.8)

u(z,0) = dru(x,0) =0, z € R3.

If f(x) € L?(R3) is compactly supported in Bg and g(t) € L?(0, 00) is supported in (0, 7). Then
the problem (3.8) admits a unique solution

u(z,t) € C([0, +00); H'(R)) N C1([0, +-00); L*(R?)).

It’s easy to prove this result by using the elliptic regularity properties of the Laplace operator
(see [24,135]). Now we state the regularity of the solution for the initial boundary value problem
(3.8). Below we suppose that 7' > 0 is sufficiently large.

Lemma 3.1. For p > 0, let f(x) € HP(R3) be supported in Br and g(t) € L*([0,T]). Then
the problem (3.8)) admits a unique solution u(z,t) € C([0,T); HPTH(R3)) N H2([0,T]; HP~1(R3))
satisfying

lulleqo,m;mr+r(®sy) + Nl 2o, mr—1(®3y) < Cllgll 2o | f1 v (ms) (3.9)

with positive constant C depending on R and T .

Proof. Denote the Fourier transform of u(x,t) with respect to spatial variables as following:

(€, t) = (27r)_3/2/ u(x,t)e”%%dx, &€ R
R3

Since @(% t) = —|&|?a(&, t) for all € € R3, the function (€, t) solves

{at?a(f,t) + [¢]2a(g, 1) (3.10)

F(©)g(t), (&,t) € R3 x (0,7),
ﬂ(f? O) =0, 8{&(5, 0) =0,

¢ e R

By Duhamel’s principle, it is easy to check that the unique solution to (3.10]) takes the form

ile.t) = £(©) [ 161" sin(ll(t = s)g(s) s

For all ¢t € [0,7T] and s € [0, ], we introduce a function

~

H(-,t —s) =& [¢] " sin([€]( — 5)) F(£)-

Then we have

ile.t) = [ H(Et = 9)g()ds



Since f(x) is compactly supported in Br, we obtain

1t = ey = [ 1€ sin(ele ~ )IFOF ag
</ el el (¢~ ) O de + i GG

C’Bl|2||f||%2(]R3) + ”fH%Q(R?’)
1+ CIBI f 1172 @)

for some positive constant C' and By := {x € R3| |z| < 1}. In the same way, we know for p > 0
that

11+ €)Y H ot = 9)[2ams, = /Rgu IR e 2 sin (€]t — ) [ F)[ e
< /B (1+ €27+ €2 sin? (€] — )| 7€) 2 de

<
<

+ / PRI (e) P de
R3\ By

2P| ()2 2\p+1 2
<C/Rg(1+\§\ PLF(E)] d§+2/R3\Bl(1+\§y ) 2‘§|2‘f( )2 de
< C/}l@(l + \5‘2)10’}\(5”2 d§+2/R3(1 + ’5‘2)1)‘}\(0‘2 e
< (C+ 2 o ey

(3.12)

In view of estimates (3.11) and (3.12)), it’s easy to deduce that u(z,t) € C([0,T]; HP1(R3)).

Next we consider its derivative of time. Since for almost every & € R? we have

1) = / OH (€.t — 5)g(s) ds = / cos((€](t — )) F(€)g(s) ds

nd
a. A t A
2a(e. 1) = / ORH(E.t = 9)9(s) ds = 9(0F(©) + | —lelsin(lelit = 5)) F(©)a(s)d.
Combining this with (| -, we find
11+ |E2) 2 H (€t — 5)||2 &) < CIlf (@)1 Ep s
and

11+ €13 2 OFH (&t — )13 23y < ClF @) 3 (rs)-

From this fact the result u(z,t) € H2([0,T]; HP~1(R3)) follows. The estimate (3.9) is also easy
to get from the previous estimates. O

In Theorem we obtain increasing stability results by using only the Dirichlet bound-
ary data rather than the Cauchy data. This is due to the fact that our inverse problems are all
formulated in the unbounded domain |z| > R and the Neumann data on 0B x (0,7 can be
controlled by the Dirichlet data on Br x (0,T'). To prove this rigorously, we need to impose
higher regularity assumptions on f and g.



Lemma 3.2. Let f(z) € H'(R?) and g(t) € H*([0,T]). Then the problem (3.8) admits a unique
solution u(x,t) € C2([0,T); H*(R3)) N H4([0, T]; L2(R3)) satisfying the estimate

19l oo 23 08y < O o210 0,0 (3.13)
with positive constant C depending on T and R.
Proof. Applying Lemma [3.1] with p = 1, we know
u(z,t) € C*([0, T]; H*(R?)) N H([0, T); L*(R?)),
h(w.1) = ulopxjor) € C2(0,T); H? (9Bp)). (3.14)

Therefore, the restriction of u(z,t) to (R*\ Bg) x [0, T] solves the initial boundary value problem

O?u(x,t) — Au(z,t) =0, (x,t) € R¥3\Bg x (0,T),
u(x,0) = dyu(z,0) = 0, r € R3\Bg, (3.15)
u(z,t) = h(z,t), (z,t) € 90BRr x (0,T).

Combining a classical lifting result with the fact that h(x,0) = hy(z,0) = 0, we introduce a
function H(z,t) € C*([0,T]; H*(R*\Bg)) such that Hlyp,xpom = h, H(z,0) = §;H(z,0) = 0
and

(3.16)

1 | 222 t0,7y; 112 @3\ BR)) < Nl o 0 0,13 08,0

where C' > 0 depends on R and T. Therefore, we can split u to u = H +V on R3\Bg x (0, 7).
Here V' solves

02V (z,t) — AV (z,t) = —(0?H(z,t) — AH (1)) == G, (z,t) € R3\Bg x (0,T),
V(x,0) = Vi(z,0) =0, r € R3\Bg,
V(z,t) =0, (z,t) € 9Br x (0,T).

Using the fact that G € L%([0,T); L?>(R3*\Bg) and H(x,0) = 0 with Lemma we get V €
C([0,T); HY(R3)) n H2([0, T); H~Y(R3)) satisfying the estimate

IVIIa2(o,mm-1®3)) < CNG 20,1720\ BR) < CHE N 20 10 52 (R3\ B -

Combining this with (3.16)), we deduce that

HUHLQ([O,T};HQ(W\B*R) < CHhHH?([O,T};H%(aBR))
and using the continuity of the trace map, we obtain

1900l L2 o ayiart 08y S CNl 207138720\ B

Combining the last two estimates with the definition of h given by (3.14)), we finally obtain
B-13). O

For r > 0, we denote B(0,7) = {x € R?| |z| < r}. Below we state a stability estimate for
analytic continuation problems, which can be seen in [9, [40].



Proposition 3.3. Let O be a non empty open set of the unit ball B(0,1) C RY, d > 2, and let
G be an analytic function in B(0,2), that satisfy

107G L (B0.2)) < Mo |Y[! 01", ¥y € (NU {0},
for some My > 0 and n > 0. Then, we have
1—
1Gl oo (B0,1)) < N My ™" HGHLoo(o

where p € (0,1) depends on d, n and |O| and N = N(n) > 0.

4 Proofs of Theorem [2.1]

In this section, we discuss increasing stability of the inverse problem IP1. Firstly we introduce
the time-dependent test function
w(z,t) = e~ ETTwl

)

where ¢ € R? and w € R satisfy |£]> = w?. It is obvious that w satisfies the homogeneous
acoustic wave equation

O*w—Aw=0  inR®x (0,+00). (4.17)

Then, multiplying w on both sides of the equation (|1.1)) and integrating over Br x (0,7, we
obtain

T T
/ (0*u — Au)w dzdt = / f(z)g(t)w(z,t) dzdt. (4.18)
0 BR 0 BR

Using (4.17)) and integrating by parts, one deduces from the left hand side of (4.18]) that
T
/ (OFu(z,t) — Au(x, t))w(z,t) dedt

Br
:/T/ (OFu(x, t)w(x,t) — u(z, )0 w(x,t)) dadt
Br

/ / 8w i ) —w(x,t) 8u((9]ai,t)) ds(z)dt
OBg

_/ (Beu(e, tyw(x, ) — u(z, t)dpw(z, 1)) | de

/ / 8w du(@,t) _ w(m,t)M) ds(x)dt.
OBR

ov ov

/ / i ) —w(x,t)(W) ds(z)dt.
OBRr

Note that, in the last step we have used the fact that u(z,t) = 0 when |z| < R and ¢t > Ty + 2R,
which follows straightforwardly from Huygens’ principle (see [10, Lemma 2.1.]). This implies
u(z,T) = Owu(x,T) = 0 for x € Br and T' > Ty + 2R. Hence, the integral over Br on the left



hand side of the previous identity vanishes. Recalling the estimate in Lemma [3.2] with Sobolev’s
embedding theorems, we bound the left hand side of (4.18) by

’/T : (02u(z,t) — Au(z,t))w(z,t) dwdt‘

_’/ /MR awit) w(x,t)a’“é“;’”)ds(x)dt‘

ou
<|lull z2(0,11;2(0BRr)) ||7||L2(0T]-L2(BBR) + ||7”L2 0,7:220B) 10l L2 (j0,1;22(9BR))
<C(llull2qo,11;2 0B Wl L2 (0,752 (BR)) T [l HwHL2([o,T];L2(aBR)))

<Cllull

H2([0,T);H 3 (0BRr))

w2018 0y 11200, (BR))-

By the definition of w, one can check that
|l 2o m2Bry < CA+[E)  forall [¢° = w?

Hence, using the assumption about g and the fact that f is supported in Br , we derive from
(4.18]) together with the previous two relations that

A T . .
lf(§g(w)] = ‘(QW)_Q/O » f(z)g(t)e i&oiwt dxdt’

T
- (2@*2 / | i@t dxdt‘

< C1+ \§|)||“||Hz ([0,7); H?(@B )

In view of the assumption ([2.3]), one obtains for w € (0,b) and |¢|? = w? that

(1+ [l

|| ||H2([07T]7H% (aBR))

19(w)]

We note that (4.19) gives an estimate of f(£) over the domain E := B(0,b) = {¢ € R3| |¢| < b},
that is,

fel<c <o+ IEDlul g (4.19)

TL;H3 (9BR))’

1 fll ooy < C o711+ b)e, (4.20)

where € = ||ul| represents the measurement data on dBr x (0,T).

H2((0,T]:H (9BR))
For f(x) € L?(R®) and suppf C Bg. Applying the Parseval’s identity, we have

A A (R G

1€]>k

where

k
o r 2 _ R 212
I(k) = /|£ GRS /0 /82|f<w>zdedz. (1.21)



Obviously, the following inequalities hold

2

A L N
2d < — \V} 2d < M
[ oras g [ VH@re<

by the Parseval’s identity. Since the integrand is an entire analytic function of £, the integral
I(k) with respect to £ can be taken over by any path joining points 0 and & in complex plane.
Thus I(k) is an entire analytic function of k = k1 + ike (k1, k2 € R) and the following estimate
holds.

Lemma 4.1. Let f(z) € L*(R3) and supp f C Br. Then

4
1I(k)| < (%)2 R kP2l £, sy, k= ki +iks € C. (4.22)

Proof. Set | = ks for s € (0,1). Then it is easy to get
k ~
I(k) = / |£(16)?12d6dl
0 Js2
1
= / £ (ksO)|*k>s*d0ds.
0 Js2

Noting the elementary inequality |e2%250%| < 2Bkl for all € B and 0 € S?, we have

[ L

4 1
< ”R3/ [P s2 </ |f(x)|2\e%289'w|dx> d0ds
3 0 Js2 Br

47
< (P RO el £2,

This completes the Lemma O

2
1I(k)| = k3s%dfds

f(x)efiksﬂxdm
Br

The following Lemma is essential to show the relation between I(k) for k € (b, 00) with I(b).
Its proof can be found in [13].

Lemma 4.2. Let J(z) be an analytic function in S ={z =z +iy € C: - <argz < 7} and
continuous in S satisfying

|J(z)| <e€, z€(0, L],
|J(2)| <V, ze€S,
|J(0)] = 0.
Then there exists a function p(z) satisfying
{u(z) > 1 ze (L, 21L),
w2 = 1) =172 z€ (1L, o)

such that
1J(2)| < Ve vze (L, o).

10



Let the sector S C C be given as in Lemma [£.2] Now, it follows from Lemma [.1] that
[I(k)e~CEHVE < CM? forall ke S.

Recalling from a priori estimate (4.20)), we obtain
0= [ 1@< oRarpe, ke o
l¢|<k

Hence
11(k)e~ Bk < 02 ke (0,b].

Then applying Lemma with L = b to the function J(k) := I(k)e~?f+DE we know that
there exists a function p(k) satisfying

u(k) > 4, k€ (b, 21b),
{ > i((%)‘* —1)7%, ke (21h, o) (4.23)

such that
1I(k)e~CRHDR) < OM22 for all k€ (b,00).

Now we show the proof of Theorem We assume that € < e~!, otherwise the estimate is
obvious. Let
— L bi|lngT, if 21((2R+3)7)3b3 < |Inel,
k=< (QR+3)m)3 . ) -
b, if |lnelr <2i((2R+ 3)m)3bs.

Case (i): 21((2R + 3)7)3b3 < |Ine|i. Then we have

|I(I{J)‘ < CM262;L6(2R+1)14
_ CM26(2R+1)k—2,u,(k)|lne|

) %bgundi_%(%y
< CM?Z?e(@r+3)m)3

1
2R+3)2\ 3,2 1 _1
CMge—z(%) b3|Ine[2(1-4|Ine| 1)

1
Noting that |lne\_% <1 and (w)i" > 1, we have

|I(/{?)| < CM2€_b%|ln€|%,
Using the inequality e~ * < f—é for t > 0, we get

1

< L ——
(k)] < OM b4 Inel3

(4.24)

11



Since b*|Ine|® > b%|lne|% when b > 1 and |Ine| > 1. Hence

11y = 10+ [ TP ag

€[>

M2
< I(k) + F

M2 M2 (425)
<C +
(b4|lne|3 b%]lne]%)

< CM?
R EGE

Case (ii): |1ne|% < 2i((2R + 3)7r)%b%. In this case we have k = b by the choice of k and
|1(b)| < C'b°e%. Hence,

11y = 210+ [ TP dg

€1>b
M2
< C(b°e + ) (4.26)
M2

<C° 4+ —).
b3|Inelz

Combining (4.25)) and (4.26]), we finally get

M2

2 msy < C (WP + —).
1f11Z2 sy < C( I

5 Proof of Theorem 2.3

In this section, we consider the following initial value problem for the wave equation

Puy(x,t) — Muy(z,t) = F(z,t), (z,t) € R? x (0,00),
u(z,0) =0, Ju(z,0) =0, x € R3.
Let 0 < A < A2, Our aim is to recover the compacted supported function F(z,t) from the data
{ux(z,t)| x € O0BR, t € (0,T)}. Physically, such kind of the measurement data can be obtained
by changing the background medium artificially and locally for the purpose of recovering a
time-dependent source term which might be non-radiating for a fixed parameter \.
As done in last section we introduce the test function

w(z,t) _ e—i(g.z—l—wt)’ w2 — )\|§|2 —0.

One can check that 9?w — AAw = 0. In this case we also have the strong Huygens’ principle
that uy(z,t) = 0 when |z| < R and t > T + 28 (see [10, Lemma 2.1.]).

12



Multiplying w on both sides of wave equation ((1.1) and integrating over Bgr x (0,7, we
obtain

T T
/0 /BR F(x, t)e~ o+ g gy — / /BR (OFur(z,t) — AAuy(2,t))w(z, t) dzdt
= /\/ /83 uy(z (gx ) w(x,t)W) ds(z)dt.

Define
F(&,w) = (2%)_2/ F(xz,t)e "ot qadt,
R4

with (£, w) = (&1, &2, &3,w) € R4, Since supp F(x,t) C Br x (0,T)), we have
T
(2m2F(E,w) = / / Pla, t)e= €20 g gy
Br

= //MR uy(x 8wa(lm/~ 1) w(x,t)W) ds(z)dt. (5.1)

Using the fact that F'(x,t) has compact support and arguing similarly to the proof of Lemma
we deduce

< Clluaf (5-2)

192 )‘HL?([OT J:H? (8BR)
Consider the set (see Figure |1

H2([0.T);H3 (0Br))"

E(s) ={(&w) e R w® = AP =0, ¢ <s, 0 <A< s
Combining (5.1)) and (5.2)), we have

=5

Figure 1: E(s) is the shaded area, |£]? = (2

B w)] < O+ D0 o oy < CXAH IEDes (6) € BA), (5:3)

13



h = Denote (s F(&,w)[2d€ dw, th
where € 0<s;1<pA2HuA||H2(OT]H2(8B - Denote fE |F (&, w)|?d€ dw, then

[I(s)| < C|E(s)|s* (1 +5)%€® forall se0,Al (5.4)

Using the polar coordinates & = € = 7(cos 8 sin p, sin @ sin ¢, cos ) for 0 < 6 < 27 and 0 < ¢ <
7, we deduce that

I(S):/E( (¢, w) [Pdédw

/ 2“/ / /_ . E(ré,w)|*dw)r® sin pdrdfdy (5.5)
/ 2ﬂ/ / / (—ré,w)[Pdw)r? sin pdrdodep.

Let 7 = s7 and w = s%7@ for #,@ € (—1,1). A simple calculation yields

27 T 1 s2f
/ / / ( / |F(s7€, w) 2 dw) s*#? sin pdidfdp
0 — g2
27
/ / / / sr§ s rw)\QSQfd@)sgfz sin pdrdfdp
27 .
=9 F(z, t)e7€e+s000) g 112 62505) 6372 sin pdidfd.p.
(277)4/0/0/0(/1‘/11@4( ) \ ) © 0

Similarly, we also obtain the expansion of the second term of (5.5). This integrals I(s) are
analytic functions of s = s1 + isg, s1, 52 € R. Noting that ]e*i(s’gf"”“%ﬁ"“)] < ellls2l+2Tols1s2| e
have for all s € S that

|I(S)| < CM2|8|5€2R|82‘+4T0|8182|.

Let A = max{2R, 4T}, it follows for all s € S that
|e—(A+1)s—(A+1)s2I(S)| < CM?2.
Recalling from a prior estimate, we obtain
|e_(A+1)S_(A+1)SQI(s)| < Cé forall sel0,A]
A direct application of Lemma [4.2| shows that
[I(s)| < CM22AFIs2 - for alls € (A, 00).
Consider the set (see Figure
Ei(s) = {(6,w) e R w? = AP =0, [¢] > s, |w| < slé]},

we have by using the Parseval’s identity that

Ii(s) == |[F'[*d€ dw < — IVF|7d§ dw < —-.
El(s) S R3 S

14



w=5¢,

Figure 2: F1(s) is the shaded area, |£|? = (2.

Figure 3: Es(s) is the shaded area, |£|? = (2.
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Denote (see Figure [3))
By(s) = {(€,w) € RY w’ = Agf* =0, || > sl¢]}.

Similar to I(s), by using the polar coordinates and r = s7, 7 € (0,1) we get

Io(s) = / B (€, w)2dedu

2 1y
/ / // F(ré,w)*r*sinpdr df di ) dw (5.6)
2m —Sw o
+/ (/ // |F(T§,w)\2r2sinc,odrd&dcp)dw.
—0o0 0 0 0
Simple variable replacement yields
2 1o
/ / // |F(ré,w *r? sin pdr df dy ) dw
21 ~ R 1
:/ (/ //‘F(Wffaw)\Zw?’fQSinapdfdecp)dw (5.7)
2
=3 / / / //]F “wié, w)[2wdr? smgpdrd@dcp)dw)
s

Similarly, we also obtain the expansion of the second term of (5.6). Therefore, combining this

with
Lo 1 A2 2 1A L 1 3 —z‘(lwféz—&-wt) 2 14
IRGuitwiPar = [ g | oRFG e dadt|dr,

M2
[I2(s)| < C =

we find

Now we show the proof of Theorem We assume that € < e~!, otherwise the estimate is
obvious. Let
A2|1ne|41 @) 1f|1ne|4 @)

— > 21A
s=1q (2 (A+2)7r)4 L )
1f|lne| (1=0) < 23 A2 (2(A + 2)7)3.

Here a € (0,1) is given.
Case (i): |In 6]4(1 @) > 2iA%(2(A + 2)%)%. One can check that

s> 21A.
Thus, using Lemma [4.2] we obtain

[1(s)|

C e2(A+2)52 20(5)
0672u(s)\1n6|+2(A+2) s2
Cro— (FEL(2)22(a42)57)

™

ININ A
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2(A+2)\ 1 1-1a-a 1 —a
< e 2T A 20TV (- f e ) (5.9)

2(A+2)

Noting that |Ine|~* < 1 and ( )% > 1, we have

I(s)| < CeAlme 7207,
Using the elementary inequality

we get
M2

(A‘ lnell_%(l_a)) .
Observing that R* = E(s) U F1(s) U Ea(s), we know

[(s)| <C

1P 2200y = 1122 0y = / F2de du + / |F2de du + / \F2de duo
E(s) Ei(s) Es(s)
— I(s) + Iu(s) + Ia(s)
M?2 M2

<C

).

_l’_
(A\ lne[lfé(lf‘l) A|lne|%(17°‘)
Since (A[In e\%(l_a)) < (Alln 6]1_%(1_0‘)) when A > 1, |Ine| > 1 and 0 < o < 1, we obtain

| E H2 < 072 (5.10)
2(R4) S . .
L2(RY) A Une’%(l—a)

Case (ii): |In e|i(1_°‘) < 2%A%(2(A + Q)W)i. In this case we have for s = A that
()] = [I(A)] < [E(A)|A* (1+ )%
Using estimates of I;(s) and I2(s) , we obtain

1F 172 mey =l F 172 ray

=1(s) + I, (s) + Ix(s) (5.11)
M? ) '

<C(|EM)A* 1+ A2+ —————
<C(IB)IA' (1+4)% P

Combining (5.10) and (5.11)), we finally derive

i)

Fl? <C(AVCe 4 —— ).
1P ee) < ©( W=D

This completes the proof.
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6 Proof of Theorem 2.4
In this section, we assume that F takes the form
F(x1, 20, x3,t) = f(Z,t)g(x3), &= (r1,22) €R? te(0,4+). (6.12)
Then the equation becomes
O*u — Au = f(&,t) g(x3). (6.13)

Assuming that g is known, we establish an increasing stability estimate for f from the Dirichlet
data {u(z,t)| = € 9Bg, t € (0,T)}. We choose the test function
w(g,t) = e HErmtlmttaratel) (2162 — |6)* = |g),
which satisfies the wave equation
O*w — Aw = 0.

By the Huygens’ principle, it holds that u(x,t) = 0 for |z| < R and ¢ > T. Multiplying w on
both sides of (6.13) and integrating over Bg x (0,7T), we have

(2m)2f (&1, &, w) (&) = / F(7,1)e €Tt gzt / g(3)e T g
o - (6.14)

where & = (£1,&). Consider the set

E(b) = {(&1,&,w) € R*| w? — |G]> — &7 = |&)?, & € (=b,b), |&af* +[&]* < b°}

Since & € (—b,b), one can check that |Ep| > 0. Using the fact that f and g have compact
supports and arguing analogously to Lemma we deduce

10y ull (6.15)

12013 (0B S Cllul

H2([0,T);H3 (0BR))’
Combining (6.15) and [§(&3)] > 6 > 0 for & € (—b,b) with (6.14), we get for (&1,&2,w) € E(b)
that

(4 Dl 108

19(&3)]

£ (&1, &,w) < C OBR) < 05 1(1+ [¢])e, (6.16)

where |7 = &f + € + &5
Define the set (see Figure {)

E(s) = {(&,&,w) € R w? — &> — |&* = &%, &€ (—s,9), |G + &) < s°)
Let
16)= [ 176160 Pd6rdead
E(s)

Using the polar coordinates £ = rsinf, & =rcosf, 0 <r < s, 0 < 0 < 27, we obtain that

0 2T p—w s r2n pw
:/ / / ]f(rsin@,rcos@,w)|2rd7’d9dw+/ / / |f(rsin®,rcos 0, w)|*rdrdfdw.
—sJo Jo o Jo Jo
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Figure 4: E(s) is the shaded area.
Let w = sw for w € (—1,1) and r = s7 for 7 € (0,1). Then a simple calculation yields
0 2w
I(s) = / / / |f(s7sin @, s cos 0, s@)|? s> FdrdAdm
-1Jo Jo

1 2r  pw
+/ / / | f(sTsin B, s7 cos 0, sw)|*s*Fdrdfdwm.
o Jo Jo

This integral I(s) is also an analytic function of s = s + sy € C. Noting that
|e—isT(sind,cos0)-i+st) | < o(RotTo)ls2| for all & € Bp, and t € (0,Tp), we deduce

] f(:%, t)efi(s?(sina,cosa)-ayrswt)djdﬂz
. (6.17)
< ceXRotTols2l| f112, psy

A Ty
(277)%]”(5?51119,3?0050, sw)|* = |/0

Thus
|1(s)] < C|sPe*FotTolls2l|| f117, gy,

which yields
11(s)e~ (RERAT)s| < 2 for all s € S,

Together with the estimate and definition of E(s), we have
1I(s)| < C|E(s)] (1+5)?€® forall se0,b]. (6.18)
Applying Lemma we know for all s > b that
()| < 26 (2(Ro+To)+1) s 2p(s)
Define E1(s) := {(£1,62,w) € R3||w| > s, €2 4+ €2 < w?} (see Figure [5) and
06 = [ 16w Pdérdead
E(s)

Since suppf(Z,t) C ERO x (0,Tp), we have
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Figure 5: Ej(s) is the shaded area.

Njw

A TO .
(2m) f(§1,§27w)=/  f(wy, m, t)eT M mIR @A) gy o gt
o JBg,

1 To )
= — ) Oy f (w1, o, t)e Errorteaeated gu, da, gt
—w Jo BRO
1 —
= —0f.
—iw

Then using the Parseval’s identity, it’s easy to get

—~ —~ CM?
Ii(s) = /El(s) (1, &, 0)[Pd€rdEadw < Sé/El(s) IV f (&1, &2, w)[dérdéadw < 2 (6.19)

Define the set (see Figure [6)

Ea(s) == {(&,&,w) € R+ |G* + |&)* < s*, & +& > w}

Figure 6: Es(s) is the shaded area.

Now we estimate

I(s) = /E V(e &P
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Define Fy(&1,&2,w) = f(bfl, béa, bw) for any (&1, &2, w) € R3. Since f is compactly supported, one
can see that the function Fj, is analytic and it satisfies for v € (NU {0})3 that

|a’yFb(£17 527 W)| = |67F(b£17 b£2a b(.d)|
- ‘87 / F(x1, 29, t)e P ErT1T2 220D Gy o dt
R3

- ‘ Z /(_Z’)vblvl%atﬁf(xl,9627t)e_ib(&'xﬁ&'xﬁm)dmdmdt.
R3

a+B=vy
a,ENU0

Using b1 < |y|!e? and 1 = max{R, T}, we obtain
|07 Fy(&1, 62, 0)| < If 1 F2mpyn O < ClF G2y n " It < CMP 7P el (6.20)

Applying Proposition to the set O defined as O := E(1), we can find a constant « € (0, 1)
such that
1Fbll oo (B0,1)) < Ceb(lfa)HFbH%oo(o)'

Using the fact that f(f) = Fy(b=1¢), one gets the following estimate

1Fs oo (B0,1)) < Ce || Fyl|Foc o)
CeP 0| |Gy < CT™ (1 +b)%e. (6.21)

£l 2o (B(0.6))

A

Combining (6.16]), we know for s € [0,b] that
|I2(s)| < C|E2(b)] 17 (1 + b)** >
and similarly
|Ix(s)] < o2 (2R T+ )52l por oy €s.
Thus applying Lemma |4.2] we have
e~ RRATO)Hs I, (5)| < CMP? () for all s > b.
Consider the set (see Figure 7))
Bs(s) = {(€1,&2,w) € R?| w? + [’ + |6 > 5%, & + & > w?}.

As done in the estimate of I1(s), appying Parseval’s identity yields

) 2
I3(s) = /E © |f (&1, &2, )| dé1dEadw < o (6.22)

s2

Now we prove Theorem We assume that € < e!, since if otherwise the estimate is obvious.
Let

ol

1 b3|Ine|t if [Ine|t > 2163 ((2(Ro + Tp) + 3)7)3,
s = (2(Ro+To)+3)m)3 ) . (6.23)
b if |In et < 21b3((2(Ro + Tp) + 3)7)3.

W=

21



Figure 7: Ej3(s) is the shaded area.

Case (i): |In e]% > Q%b%(@(RO +Toy) + 3)7‘()%. One can check that
s> 21b.

Thus, using Lemma [4.2] we obtain

|I(S)’ S CM2 6(2(R0+To)+3)862u
< Qe 2ulnel+((2(Ro+To)+3)s
2 1

=2 (ny2)  @URHTOY B F
< CM3?e ((2(Rg+Tp)+3)7) 3
- 1

(2(Ro+Tp)+3)2\ 3,2 1 1 _1

< OM? 672(%) b3|InelZ (1-1|In¢ 4)'

1

(w)ﬁ > 1, we have

Noting that %|In e|_i < % and

2 1
I(s)| < CM2e b Nmel®,

Using the elementary inequality
C

—t
e < 5

t>0,

~

we get,
CM?
()| € 513
(b3]Ine|2)
Similarly, we have
CM?

[L(s)] € —5——53-
(b%|oz1n e|%)2

22
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Thus

1122 gy = 1122 gy
— [ el [ 1w dEde
E(s)

Ei(s)
[ VEwPdidot [ (FEwP dEds
Ea(s) E3(s)
= I(s) + Ii(s) + I2(s) + I3(s)
M? M? M? M?
+ + + .
((b§|1ne|§)2 (b3|Ine1)®  (b3|alne|z)? (b§|a1ne\i)2)

Since b%]1n6|% > b%\lneﬁ, b%\alne]% > b%\alneﬁ and b%]hle]% > b%\alne]% when b > 1 and

|Ine| > 1, we obtain
2

117 2sy < C (6.25)

(b%\alneli)Q.

Case (ii): |In e[i > Qib%(@(Ro +Tp) + 3)7r)%. In this case we have from s = b and 1'
that
1(s)] = [1(b)] < [E(D)|(1+b)%e.

Combining this estimate and I;(s), we obtain

/ FEw)Pdédw + / (€ w)[2 dE dw = I(s) + I1(s)
E(s)

e (6.26)
M? :
<o+ —— ).
( (b§|1ne\i)2)
Similarly, we have
I2(5)| = [T2(b)] < [E2(b)[e* 07 (1 4 b)>*e>
and
[ VfEuPdidos [ IfE W dEdu=Is) + B
Ex(s) E(s)
(6.27)

)

SC b3 eQb(lfa) 145 2a€20¢+— )
( ( ) (bglalneﬁ)z

Combining (6.25)), (6.26) and (6.27)), we obtain

-~

Hf“%?(R?’) =|f %2(11@)
I(s) + Ii(s) + Ia(s) + I3(s)

)

< C<b562 + b3 eQb(l*o‘)(l F b2t 5 )-
(b3]|alne|7)

This completes the proof.
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7 Conclusion

In this work, we have shown increasing stability estimates of the L2-norm of the source function
with measurement data taken on a sphere over a long time interval in R3. These results are
expected to be valid in the two-dimensional case and also for more general evolutional equations.
The absence of Huygens’ principle in 2D will create technical difficulties and a new technique
must be developed. We hope to be able to report the progress on these problems in the future.

8 Acknowledgment

The work of G. Hu is partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(No. 12071236) and the Fundamental Research Funds for Central Universities in China (No.
63233071). The work of S. Si is supported by the Natural Science Foundation of Shandong
Province, China (No. ZR202111240173).

References

[1] S. R. Arridge, Optical tomography in medical imaging, Inverse Problems, 15(1999), 41-93.

[2] H. Ammari, G. Bao, and J. Fleming, An inverse source problem for Maxwell’s equations
in magnetoencephalography, STAM J. Appl. Math., 62 (2002), 1369—-1382.

[3] R. Albanese and P. Monk, The inverse source problem for Maxwell’s equations, Inverse
Problems, 22 (2006), 1023-1035.

[4] N. Bleistein and J. K. Cohen, Nonuniqueness in the inverse source problem in acoustics
and electromagnetics, J. Math Phys, 18(1977), 194-201.

[5] G. Bao, J. Lin, and F. Triki, A multi-frequency inverse source problem, J. Differential
Equations, 249(2010), 3443-3465.

[6] G. Bao, P. Li, and Y. Zhao, Stability for the inverse source problems in elastic and elec-
tromagnetic waves, J. Math. Pures Appl., 9 (2020), 122-178.

[7] G. Bao, P. Li, J. Lin, and F. Triki, Inverse scattering problems with multi-frequencies,
Inverse Problems, 31 (2015), 093001.

[8] G. Bao, S. Lu, W. Rundell, and B. Xu, A recursive algorithm for multifrequency acoustic
inverse source problems, STAM J. Numer. Anal., 53 (2015), 1608-1628.

[9] M. Bellassoued and I. Ben Aicha, Stable determination outside a cloaking region of two
time-dependent coefficients in an hyperbolic equation from Dirichlet to Neumann map, J.
Math. Anal. Appl., 449 (2017), 46-76.

[10] G. Bao, G. Hu, Y. Kian, and T. Yin, Inverse source problems in elastodynamics, Inverse
Problems, 34 (2018), 045009.

[11] G. Bao, S.-N. Chow, P. Li, and H.-M. Zhou, An inverse random source problem for the
Helmholtz equation, Math. Compet, 83 (2014), 215-233.

24



[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

M. Choulli and M. Yamamoto, Some stability estimates in determining sources and coef-
ficients, J. Inverse Ill-Posed Probl., 14 (2006), 355-373.

J. Cheng, V. Isakov, and S. Lu, Increasing stability in the inverse source problem with
many frequencies, J. Differential Equations, 260 (2016), 4786-4804.

T. Cazenave and A. Haraux, An introduction to semilinear evolution equations, vol. 13 of
Oxford Lecture Series in Mathematics and its Applications, The Clarendon Press, Oxford
University Press, New York, 1998.

L. Bers, F. John, and M. Schechter, Partial differential equations, Lectures in Applied
Mathematics, Vol. I1I, Interscience Publishers John Wiley & Sons, Inc. New York-London-
Sydney, 1964.

M. Eller and N. P. Valdivia, Acoustic source identification using multiple frequency infor-
mation, Inverse Problems, 25 (2009), 115005.

L. C. Evans, Partial differential equations, vol. 19 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics,
American Mathematical Society, Providence, second, 2010.

T. Hrycak, V. Isakov, Increased stability in the continuation of solutions to the Helmholtz
equation, Inverse Problems, 20 (2004), 697-712.

G. Hsiao and W. Wendland, Boundary Integral Equations, 164, Springer-Verlag, Berlin,
2008.

G. Hu, P. Li, X. Liu, and Y. Zhao, Inverse source problems in electrodynamics, Inverse
Probl. Imaging, 12 (2018), 1411-1428.

G. Hu and Y. Kian, Uniqueness and stability for the recovery of a time-dependent source
in elastodynamics, Inverse Probl. Imaging, 14 (2020), 463—487.

G. Hu, Y. Kian, and Y. Zhao, Uniqueness to some inverse source problems for the wave
equation in unbounded domains. Acta Mathematicae Applicatae Sinica, English Series,
36(2020), 134-150.

K.-H. Hauer, L. Kiithn, and R. Potthast, On uniqueness and non-uniqueness for current
reconstruction from magnetic fields, Inverse Problems, 21 (2005), 955-967.

G. C. Hsiao and W. L. Wendland, Boundary integral equations, vol. 164 of Applied Math-
ematical Sciences, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2008.

J-L. Lions and E. Magenes, Non-Homogeneous Boundary Value Problems and Applica-
tions, Vol. I, Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1972.

J-L. Lions and E. Magenes, Non-homogeneous Boundary Value Problems and Applica-
tions, Vol. II, Dunod, Paris, 1968.

V. Isakov, Inverse source problems, volume 34 of Mathematical Surveys and Monographs.
American Mathematical Society, Providence (1990).

25



28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

32]

33]

V. Isakov, Inverse Problems for Partial Differential Equations, Applied Mathematical Sci-
ences, 127, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1998.

V. Isakov, Increased stability in the continuation for the Helmholtz equation with variable
coefficient, Contemp. Math., AMS, 426 (2007), 255-269.

V. Isakov, On uniqueness of obstacles and boundary conditions from restricted dynamical
and scattering data, Inverse Probl. Imaging, 2 (2008), 151-165.

R. Ikehata and T. Matsuyama, L?-behaviour of solutions to the linear heat and wave
equations in exterior domains, Sci. Math. Jpn., 55 (2002), 33-42.

D. Jiang, Y. Liu, and M. Yamamoto, Inverse source problem for the hyperbolic equation
with a time-dependent principal part, J. Differential Equations, 262 (2017), 653-681.

M. Klibanov, Carleman estimates and inverse problems: Uniqueness and convexification
of multiextremal objective functions, Ill-Posed and Inverse Problems: Dedicated to Aca-
demician Mikhail Mikhailovich Lavrentiev on the Occasion of his 70th Birthday, (2018):
219.

P. Li and G. Yuan, Increasing stability for the inverse source scattering problem with
multi-frequencies, Inverse Probl. Imaging, 11 (2017), 745-759.

W. McLean, Strongly elliptic systems and boundary integral equations, Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, Cambridge, 2000.

E. Marengo, A. Devaney, The inverse source problem of electromagnetics: linear inversion
formulation and minimum energy solution, IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag, 47 (1999),
410-412.

J. Rauch, Partial differential equations, vol. 128 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics,
Springer-Verlag, New York, 1991.

V.G. Romanov and S.I. Kabanikhin, Inverse Problems for Maxwell’s Equations, VSP,
Utrecht, 1994.

E. C. Titchmarsh, The Zeros of Certain Integral Functions, Proc. London Math. Soc., 25
(1926), 283-302.

S. Vessella, A continuous dependence result in the analytic continuation problem, Forum
Math., 11 (1999), 695-703.

M. Yamamoto, Stability, reconstruction formula and regularization for an inverse source
hyperbolic problem by a control method, Inverse Problems, 11 (1995), 481-496.

M. Yamamoto, Uniqueness and stability in multidimensional hyperbolic inverse problems,
J. Math. Pures Appl., 78 (1999), 65-98.

Y. Zhao, Stability for the electromagnetic inverse source problem in inhomogeneous media,
J. Inverse Ill-Posed Probl, 31 (2023), 103-116.

26



	Introduction
	Main results
	Preliminaries
	Proofs of Theorem 2.1
	Proof of Theorem 2.3
	Proof of Theorem 2.4
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgment

