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AN INVERSE HYPERBOLIC OBSTACLE PROBLEM

MOURAD CHOULLI AND HIROSHI TAKASE

Abstract. We establish Hölder stability of an inverse hyperbolic obstacle
problem. Mainly, we study the problem of reconstructing an unknown function
defined on the boundary of the obstacle from two measurements taken on the
boundary of a domain surrounding the obstacle.

1. Introduction and main result

Let n ≥ 2 be an integer. Throughout this text, we use the Einstein summation
convention for quantities with indices. If in any term appears twice, as both an
upper and lower index, that term is assumed to be summed from 1 to n.

Let (gkℓ) ∈ W 2,∞(Rn;Rn×n) be a symmetric matrix-valued function satisfying

gkℓ(x)ξ
kξℓ ≥ κ|ξ|2 x, ξ ∈ R

n,

where κ > 0 is a constant. Note that (gkℓ) the matrix inverse to g is uniformly
positive definite as well. Recall that the Laplace-Beltrami operator associated with
the metric tensor g = gkℓdx

k ⊗ dxℓ is given by

∆gu :=
(

1/
√

|g|
)

∂k

(√

|g|gkℓ∂ℓu
)

,

where |g| = det(g).
For convenience, we recall the following usual notations,

〈X,Y 〉 = gkℓX
kY ℓ, X = Xk ∂

∂xk
, Y = Y k ∂

∂xk
,

∇gw = gkℓ∂kw
∂

∂xℓ
,

|∇gw|
2
g = 〈∇gw,∇gw〉 = gkℓ∂kw∂ℓw.

Also, recall that the Christoffel symbols Γm
kℓ, 1 ≤ k, ℓ,m ≤ n, are given as follows

Γm
kℓ := (1/2)gjm(∂kgjℓ + ∂ℓgjk − ∂jgkℓ),

and the Hessian matrix ∇2
gw is defined by

(∇2
gw)kℓ := ∂k∂ℓw − Γm

kℓ∂mw.

If dx is the Lebesgue measure on R
n, set dVg =

√

|g|dx. Let O be an open
subset of Rn. We assume hereinafter that L2(O), H1(O) and H2(O) are endowed
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respectively with the norms

‖w‖2 :=

(∫

O

|w|2dVg

)1/2

,

‖w‖1,2 :=

(∫

O

[
|w|2 + |∇gw|

2
g

]
dVg

)1/2

,

‖w‖2,2 :=

(∫

O

[
|w|2 + |∇gu|

2
g + |∇2

gw|
2
g

]
dVg

)1/2

.

Here
|∇2

gw|
2
g := gk1ℓ1gk2ℓ2(∇2

gw)k1k2
(∇2

gw)ℓ1ℓ2 .

In the rest of this text, φ ∈ C3(Rn) satisfies the following properties

inf
{φ>0}

|∇gφ|g > 0, inf
{φ>0}

inf
|ξ|=1

∇2
gφ(ξ, ξ) > 0

and {φ < 0} ⊂ R
n is bounded. Let us give an example of such a function.

Example 1.1. We denote the unit ball of Rn by B and set Br = rB, r > 0. For
fixed r0 > 0, let φ = |x|2− r20 . Furthermore, assume that g = I in {|y| ≥ r1}, where
r1 > r0 and I is the identity matrix of Rn. Then, we have |∇gφ(x)|g = 2|x| ≥ 2r1
if x ∈ {|y| > r1} and, since g−1 is non singular, we have

|∇gφ(x)|g > 0, x ∈ Br1 \ Br0 .

On the other hand, as ∇2
gφ = 2I in {|y| > r1}, using again a compactness ar-

gument to show that ∇2
gφ ≥ I provided that g has a sufficiently small norm in

W 1,∞(Rn,Rn×n).

Before stating our main result, we introduce new definitions. Let T > 0, B :=
{φ < 0}, Γ := {φ = 0} (= ∂B), U := R

n \B and Σ := Γ× (0, T ).
Since we will consider an IBVP with nonhomogenous boundary condition, we

introduce the space

Y := {(f, u0, u1) = (H|Σ, H(·, 0), ∂tH(·, 0));H ∈ Z},

where

Z := W 3,1((0, T );L2(U)) ∩W 2,1((0, T );H1(U)) ∩W 1,1((0, T );H2(U)).

We equip Z with its natural norm denoted by ‖ · ‖Z , and we observe that Z is
continuously embedded in X , where

X := C2([0, T ];L2(U)) ∩ C1([0, T ];H1(U)) ∩ C([0, T ];H2(U))

with its natural norm that we denote by ‖ · ‖X . Define

˙︷ ︸︸ ︷

(f, u0, u1) := {H ∈ Z; (H|Σ, H(·, 0), ∂tH(·, 0)) = (f, u0, u1)}.

We endow Y with the quotient norm

‖(f, u0, u1)‖Y := inf{‖H‖Z ; H ∈
˙︷ ︸︸ ︷

(f, u0, u1)}.

Consider the nonhomogenuos IBVP

(1.1)







(∂2
t −∆g)u = 0 in U × (0, T ),

u|Σ = f,

(u(·, 0), ∂tu(·, 0)) = (u0, u1).
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We prove in Appendix A that, for each (f, u0, u1) ∈ Y, (1.1) admits a unique
solution u = u(f, u0, u1) ∈ X and

(1.2) ‖u‖X ≤ c‖(f, u0, u1)‖Y ,

where c = c(g, φ) > 0 is a constant.
Let Ω ⋑ B be an arbitrary fixed bounded domain with boundary Γ0 := ∂Ω. We

aim to establish Hölder stability of the determination of the unknown function f
from the measurements u(f, 0, 0)|Σ0

and ∂νgu(f, 0, 0)|Σ0
, where Σ0 := Γ0 × (0, T ).

This problem can be seen as the determination of an unknown source emanating
from the obstacle from two measurements performed far from the obstacle.

The same type of inverse problem was considered by Choulli-Takase [4] for elliptic
and parabolic equations. See for example Isakov [5] and Bourgeois-Ponomarev-
Dardé [1] for an inverse obstacle problem, which determines interior regions from
finite-time Cauchy data. Recently, the first author obtained stability inequality for
an inverse source problem for an obstacle problem for the wave equation. We refer
to Choulli [3]. Other references have been mentioned in this work.

Henceforth, we assume that Ω is C0,1 and we set D := Ω \ B and Λ := ∂D.
Define

F0 :=
{

f = a⊗ b; a ∈ H3/2(Γ), b ∈ W 3,1((0, T )), b(0) = b
′(0) = 0

}

.

It is worth observing that

{(f, 0, 0); f ∈ F0} ⊂ Y.

The following additional notations will be used in the sequel

νg = (νg)
k ∂

∂xk
, (νg)

k =
gkℓνℓ

√

gijνiνj
,

∂νgw = 〈νg,∇gw〉.

Also, define ∇τgw by

∇τgw = ∇gw − (∂νgw)νg .

We check that

|∇gw|
2
g = |∇τgw|

2
g + |∂νgw|

2.

Let α > 0 and β > 0 be fixed and define the admissible set of the unknown
function f by

F :=
{
f = a⊗ b ∈ C1(Σ) ∩ F0; |a| ≥ α and |∇τga|g ≤ β

}
.

Next, set

D := ‖u‖H1(Σ) + ‖∂νgu‖L2(Σ)

and

D0 := ‖u‖H1(Σ0) + ‖∂νgu‖L2(Σ0),

where ν denotes the outer unit normal to Λ. Here L2(Σ) and H1(Σ) are endowed
respectively with the norms

‖w‖L2(Σ) :=

(∫

Σ

|w|2dSgdt

)1/2

,

‖w‖H1(Σ) :=

(∫

Σ

[
|w|2 + |∂tw|

2 + |∇τgw|
2
g

]
dSgdt

)1/2

,
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and similarly for L2(Σ0) and H1(Σ0). Here dSg :=
√

|g|dS, where dS denotes the
surface measure on Λ.

Finally, define m := maxD φ, δ := minD |∇gφ|g and T ∗ := m/δ.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that T > T ∗. Let τ ∈ (0, T − T ∗) and ζ = (g, φ, τ, β/α).
Then there exist C = C(ζ) > 0 and θ = θ(ζ) ∈ (0, 1) such that for any f ∈ F we

have

‖f‖L2((0,τ);H1(Γ)) ≤ C
(
D0 +D1−θDθ

0

)
.

If b is known and satisfies

‖b‖L2((0,τ)) > 0,

where τ ∈ (0, T − T ∗) is as in Theorem 1.2, we derive the following result.

Corollary 1.3. Assume that T > T ∗. Let τ ∈ (0, T − T ∗) and ζ = (g, φ, τ, β/α).
Then there exist C = C(ζ) > 0 and θ = θ(ζ) ∈ (0, 1) such that for any f = a⊗b ∈ F

we have

‖a‖H1(Γ) ≤ C‖b‖−1
L2((0,τ))

(
D0 +D1−θDθ

0

)
.

To our knowledge, there are no other results in the literature comparable to
those established in the present work.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let Q := D × (0, T ), Υ := Λ× (0, T ), 0 < γ < δ and

ϕ(x, t) := φ(x) − γt

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is based on the following Carleman inequality.

Proposition 2.1. There exist s∗ = s∗(g, φ, γ) > 0 and C = C(g, φ, γ) > 0 such

that for any s ≥ s∗ and u ∈ H2(Q) satisfying u = ∂tu = 0 on D × {0} we have

C

(∫

Q

e2sϕ(s|∇gu|
2 + s3|u|2)dVgdt+

∫

Σ

e2sϕs3|u|2dSgdt

)

≤

∫

Q

e2sϕ|(∂2
t −∆g)u|

2dVgdt+

∫

Σ

e2sϕs|∇τgu|
2
gdSgdt

+

∫

Σ0

e2sϕ(s|∂tu|
2 + s|∇gu|

2
g + s3|u|2)dSgdt

+

∫

D×{T}

e2sϕ(s|∂tu|
2 + s|∇gu|

2
g + s3|u|2)dVg .

The proof of this proposition is quite technical and will be given in Appendix B.
We also need an energy inequality. To this end, set for any u ∈ H2(Q)

E(u)(t) :=

∫

D×{t}

(
|∂tu|

2 + |∇gu|
2
g + |u|2

)
dVg.

We check that E(u) ∈ W 1,1((0, T )).

Proposition 2.2. For any t ∈ [0, T ] and u ∈ H2(Q) satisfying (∂2
t −∆g)u = 0 in

Q and u = ∂tu = 0 on D × {0} we have

E(u)(t) ≤ et
(

‖u‖2H1(Υ) + ‖∂νgu‖
2
L2(Υ)

)

.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that u is real valued. Multiplying
2∂tu to the equation (∂2

t −∆g)u = 0 and integrating it over D yield

0 =
d

dt

∫

D

|∂tu|
2dVg −

∫

D

2∆gu∂tudVg

=
d

dt

∫

D

(|∂tu|
2 + |∇gu|

2
g)dVg −

∫

Λ

2∂νgu∂tudSg.

On the other hand, we have trivially

d

dt

∫

D

|u|2dVg ≤

∫

D

(|∂tu|
2 + |u|2)dVg ≤ E(u)(t).

In consequence, we have

E ′(t) ≤ E(t) + 2

∫

Λ

|∂νgu||∂tu|dVg.

Grönwall’s inequality gives

E(t) ≤ 2et
∫

Λ×(0,t)

|∂νgu||∂tu|dSgdt

≤ et
(

‖u‖2H1(Υ) + ‖∂νgu‖
2
L2(Υ)

)

.

The proof is then complete. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let τ ∈ (0, T −T ∗) and choose γ ∈ (0, δ) in such a way that
m− γ(T − τ) < 0 and define

µ := −m+ γ(T − τ) > 0.

Let f = a⊗ b ∈ F and u = u(f, 0, 0). Then we have

|∇τgu|g = |∇τga|g|b| ≤ (β/α)|f | on Σ.

Henceforth, C = C(ζ) > 0 and c = c(ζ) denote a generic constants. By applying
Proposition 2.1 to u yields

C

∫

Σ

e2sϕs3|f |2dSgdt

≤

∫

Σ0

e2sϕ(s|∂tu|
2 + s|∇gu|

2
g + s3|u|2)dSgdt+

∫

Σ

e2sϕs|∇τgf |
2
gdSgdt

+

∫

D×{T}

e2sϕ(s|∂tu|
2 + s|∇gu|

2
g + s3|u|2)dVg

≤ s3ecsD2
0 + (β/α)2

∫

Σ

e2sϕs|f |2dSgdt+ s3e2(m−γT )sE(u)(T ), s ≥ s∗,

where s∗ is as in Proposition 2.1. Upon modifying s∗, we may and do assume that
Cs3 − (β/α)2s > Cs3/2. In this case, we have

C

∫

Σ

e2sϕ|f |2dSgdt ≤ ecsD2
0 + e2(m−γT )sE(u)(T ), s ≥ s∗.

Since
∫

Σ

e2sϕ|f |2dSgdt ≥

∫

Γ×(0,τ)

e2sϕ|f |2dSgdt ≥ e−2γτs‖f‖2L2(Γ×(0,τ)),

we obtain
C‖f‖2L2(Γ×(0,τ)) ≤ ecsD2

0 + e−2µsE(u)(T ).
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By applying Proposition 2.2 to the second term of the right-hand side yields

E(u)(T ) ≤ eT
(
D2

0 +D2
)
.

Whence

C‖f‖L2(Γ×(0,τ)) ≤ ecsD0 + e−µsD.

By replacing C by Cecs∗ , we see that the above inequality holds for all s > 0. When
D0 ≥ D, ‖f‖L2(Γ×(0,τ)) ≤ ecsD0 holds. When D0 < D, we choose s > 0 so that

ecsD0 = e−µsD,

that is,

s =
1

c+ µ
log

D

D0
.

Thus, we get

‖f‖L2(Γ×(0,τ)) ≤ CD1−θDθ
0

for

θ :=
µ

c+ µ
∈ (0, 1).

As

‖f‖L2(Γ×(0,τ)) = ‖a‖L2(Γ)‖b‖L2((0,τ)),

‖∇τgf‖L2(Γ×(0,τ)) ≤ (β/α)‖a‖L2(Γ)‖b‖L2((0,τ)),

the expected inequality follows. �

Appendix A. Analysis of the IBVP

Let A : L2(U) → L2(U) be the unbounded operator given by

Au = ∆gu and D(A) = H1
0 (U) ∩H2(U).

Let u ∈ D(A). By Green formula, we have
∫

U

∆guudVg = −

∫

U

|∇u|2dVg ≤ 0,

that is, A is dissipative. Let λ > 0 and u0 ∈ L2(U). Since

B(u, v) = λ

∫

U

uvdVg +

∫

U

〈∇gu,∇gv〉dVg , u, v ∈ H1
0 (U)

is an equivalent scalar product on H1
0 (U), Riesz representation theorem shows that

there exists a unique u ∈ H1
0 (U) such that

λ

∫

U

uvdVg +

∫

U

〈∇gu,∇gv〉dVg =

∫

U

u0vdVg, v ∈ H1
0 (U).

Hence, (λ−∆g)u = u0 in the distributional sense and then u ∈ D(A) according to
the elliptic regularity (e.g [2, Theorem 9.25] and Remark 24 just after [2, Theorem
9.26]).

We endow the Hilbert space H = H1
0 (U)× L2(U) with the scalar product

〈(v1, w1)|(v2, w2)〉 =

∫

U

[〈∇gv1,∇gv2〉+ w1w2]dVg, (vj , wj) ∈ H, j = 1, 2.

Define the unbounded operator A : H → H as follows

A(u, v) = (v,Au) and D(A) = H0 := (H1
0 (U) ∩H2(U))×H1

0 (U).
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Let (u, v) ∈ D(A). As

〈A(u, v)|(u, v)〉 =

∫

U

〈∇gu,∇gv〉dVg +

∫

U

∆guvdVg

=

∫

U

〈∇gu,∇gv〉dVg −

∫

U

〈∇gu,∇gv〉dVg ,

we obtain

ℜ〈A(u, v)|(u, v)〉 = 0,

that is, A is dissipative.
Let λ > 0 and (u0, u1) ∈ H and consider the equation

λ(u, v)−A(u, v) = (u0, u1).

This equation is equivalent to the following system

(A.1) (λ2 −A)u = u1 + λu0, v = λu − u0.

We have seen above that A is m-dissipative. Hence, (A.1) admits unique solution
(u, v) ∈ D(A). In other words, we proved that A is m-dissipative and therefore,
according to Lumer-Phillips theorem, A generates a contraction semigroup (e.g. [7,
Theorem 3.8.4]).

Let X0 be the subspace of X given by

X0 = C2([0, T ];L2(U)) ∩C1([0, T ];H1
0 (U)) ∩C([0, T ];H1

0 (U) ∩H2(U)).

As A is the generator of a contraction semigroup, for each (u0, u1) ∈ H0 and
F ∈ W 1,1((0, T );L2(U)) the IBVP

(A.2)







(∂2
t −∆g)v = F in U × (0, T ),

v|Σ = 0,

(v(·, 0), ∂tv(·, 0)) = (u0, u1)

has a unique solution v = v(u0, u1, F ) ∈ X0. Furthermore, we have

(A.3) ‖v‖X ≤ c
(
‖(u0, u1)‖H0

+ ‖F‖W 1,1((0,T );L2(U))

)
, t ≥ 0,

where c = c(g, φ) > 0 is a constant.

Next, consider the IBVP (1.1). Let (f, u0, u1) ∈ Z and H ∈
˙︷ ︸︸ ︷

(f, u0, u1). If
F := −(∂2

t −∆g)H (∈ W 1,1((0, T );L2(U))) then we check that u := u(f, u0, u1) :=

H + v(0, 0, F ) ∈ X is the unique solution of (1.1). Furthermore, as H ∈
˙︷ ︸︸ ︷

(f, u0, u1)
was taken arbitrary, (A.3) implies (1.2).

Let us remark that, according to perturbation theory of strongly continuous
semigroups (e.g., [6]), the result for the IBVP (1.1) still holds when ∆g is replaced
by ∆g + pu+ q∂tu, where p, q ∈ L∞(U).

Appendix B. Proof of Proposition 2.1

Without loss of generality, we limit our proof to real-valued function. Also, for
simplicity, we set � := (∂2

t −∆g) and w′ := ∂tw. Let u ∈ H2(Q), z := esϕu, and

Psz := esϕ�(e−sϕz),
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A direct calculation yields Psz = P+
s z + P−

s z, where
{

P+
s z := �z + s2(|ϕ′|2 − |∇gϕ|

2
g)z,

P−
s z := −2sϕ′z′ + 2s〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉 − s�ϕz.

Hereinafter, the integrals on Q are with respect to the measure dVgdt and those
on Υ are with respect to the surface measure dSgdt.

Set

(P+
s z, P−

s z)g =:

9∑

k=1

Ik,

where

I1 := −2

∫

Q

sϕ′z′z′′,

I2 := 2

∫

Q

s〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉z
′′,

I3 := −

∫

Q

s�ϕzz′′,

I4 := −2

∫

Q

sϕ′z′∆gz,

I5 := −2

∫

Q

s∆gz〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉,

I6 :=

∫

Q

s∆gz�ϕz,

I7 := −2

∫

Q

s3ϕ′(|ϕ′|2 − |∇gϕ|
2
g)zz

′,

I8 := 2

∫

Q

s3(|ϕ′|2 − |∇gϕ|
2
g)〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉z,

I9 := −

∫

Q

s3�ϕ(|ϕ′|2 − |∇gϕ|
2
g)|z|

2.

Integrations by parts yield

I1 = −

∫

Q

sϕ′∂t(|z
′|2) =

∫

Q

sϕ′′|z′|2 −

∫

D

[
sϕ′|z′|2

]T

0
,

I2 = −

∫

Q

s〈∇gϕ,∇g|z
′|2〉+ 2

∫

D

[sz′〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉]
T

0

=

∫

Q

s∆gϕ|z
′|2 −

∫

Υ

s∂νgϕ|z
′|2 + 2

∫

D

[sz′〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉]
T

0 ,

I3 =

∫

Q

s�ϕ|z′|2 +

∫

Q

s∂t�ϕz∂tz −

∫

D

[s�ϕzz′]
T
0

=

∫

Q

s�ϕ|z′|2 − (1/2)

∫

Q

s∂2
t�ϕ|z|2 −

∫

D

[s�ϕzz′]
T
0

+ (1/2)

∫

D

[
s∂t�ϕ|z|2

]T

0
,
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I4 = −

∫

Q

sϕ′∂t(|∇gz|
2
g) + 2

∫

Υ

sϕ′∂νgzz
′

=

∫

Q

sϕ′′|∇gz|
2
g + 2

∫

Υ

sϕ′∂νgzz
′ −

∫

D

[
sϕ′|∇gz|

2
g

]T

0
,

I5 = 2

∫

Q

s〈∇gz,∇g〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉〉 − 2

∫

Υ

s∂νgz〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉

= 2

∫

Q

s∇2
gϕ(∇gz,∇gz) +

∫

Q

s〈∇gϕ,∇g(|∇gz|
2
g)〉

− 2

∫

Υ

s∂νgz〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉

= 2

∫

Q

s∇2
gϕ(∇gz,∇gz)−

∫

Q

s∆gϕ|∇gz|
2
g

− 2

∫

Υ

s∂νgz〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉+

∫

Υ

s∂νgϕ|∇gz|
2
g,

I6 = −

∫

Q

s�ϕ|∇gz|
2
g −

∫

Q

s〈∇g�ϕ,∇gz〉z +

∫

Υ

s�ϕ∂νgzz,

I7 = −

∫

Q

s3ϕ′(|ϕ′|2 − |∇gϕ|
2
g)∂t(|z|

2)

=

∫

Q

s3∂t(ϕ
′(|ϕ′|2 − |∇gϕ|

2
g))|z|

2 −

∫

D

[
s3ϕ′(|ϕ′|2 − |∇gϕ|

2
g)|z|

2
]T

0
,

I8 =

∫

Q

s3(|ϕ′|2 − |∇gϕ|
2
g)〈∇gϕ,∇g(|z|

2)〉

= −

∫

Q

s3 div((|ϕ′|2 − |∇gϕ|
2
g)∇gϕ)|z|

2 +

∫

Υ

s3(|ϕ′|2 − |∇gϕ|
2
g)∂νgϕ|z|

2.

Adding all of these together yields

(P+
s z, P−

s z)g + B =
∫

Q

2s
[
ϕ′′|z′|2 +∇2

gϕ(∇gz,∇gz)
]
−

∫

Q

s
[
〈∇g�ϕ,∇gz〉+ (1/2)∂2

t�ϕz
]
z

+

∫

Q

[
s3ϕ′∂t(|ϕ

′|2 − |∇gϕ|
2
g)− s3〈∇g(|ϕ

′|2 − |∇gϕ|
2
g),∇gϕ〉

]
|z|2

where
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B :=

∫

Υ

[
s3(|∇gϕ|

2
g − |ϕ′|2)∂νgϕ

]
|z|2

+

∫

Υ

[−2sϕ′z′ + 2s〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉 − s�ϕz]∂νgz

+

∫

Υ

[
s∂νgϕ|z

′|2 − s∂νgϕ|∇gz|
2
g

]

+

∫

D×{T}

[
(−s/2)∂t�ϕ− s3ϕ′(|∇gϕ|

2
g − |ϕ′|2)

]
|z|2

+

∫

D×{T}

[−2s〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉+ s�ϕz] z′

+

∫

D×{T}

sϕ′
[
|z′|2 + |∇gz|

2
g

]
.

Henceforth, C = C(g, φ, γ) > 0 and s∗ = s∗(g, φ, γ) > 0 denote generic con-
stants. Then we have

ϕ′′|z′|2 +∇2
gϕ(∇gz,∇gz) = ∇2

gφ(∇gz,∇gz) ≥ C|∇gz|
2
g,

and

ϕ′∂t(|ϕ
′|2 − |∇gϕ|

2
g)− 〈∇g(|ϕ

′|2 − |∇gϕ|
2
g),∇gϕ〉

= 2∇2
gφ(∇gφ,∇gφ) ≥ C|∇gφ|

2
g

In consequence, we get

C

∫

Q

(s|∇gz|
2
g + s3|z|2) ≤ (P+

s z, P−
s z)g +

∫

Q

s
[
〈∇g�ϕ,∇gz〉+ (1/2)∂2

t�ϕz
]
z + B.

Set

BΣ0
:=

∫

Σ0

[
s3(|∇gϕ|

2 − |ϕ′|2)∂νgϕ
]
|z|2

+

∫

Σ0

[−2sϕ′z′ + 2s〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉 − s�ϕz]∂νgz

+

∫

Σ0

[
s∂νgϕ|z

′|2 − s∂νgϕ|∇gz|
2
]
,

BΣ :=

∫

Σ

[
s3(|∇gϕ|

2 − |ϕ′|2)∂νgϕ
]
|z|2

+

∫

Σ

[−2sϕ′z′ + 2s〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉 − s�ϕz]∂νgz

+

∫

Σ

[
s∂νgϕ|z

′|2 − s∂νgϕ|∇gz|
2
]
,
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and

BT :=

∫

D×{T}

[
(−s/2)∂t�ϕ− s3ϕ′(|∇gϕ|

2 − |ϕ′|2)
]
|z|2

+

∫

D×{T}

[−2s〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉+ s�ϕz] z′

+

∫

D×{T}

sϕ′
[
|z′|2 + |∇gz|

2
]

so that

B = BΣ0
+ BΣ + BT .

We check that

BΣ0
≤ C

∫

Σ0

[
s|z′|2 + s|∇gz|

2
g + s3|z|2

]
,

and

BT ≤ C

∫

D×{T}

[
s|z′|2 + s|∇gz|

2
g + s3|z|2

]
.

On the other hand, we have

|∇gz|
2
g = |∇τgz|

2
g + |∂νgz|

2, 〈∇gϕ,∇gz〉 = −|∇gφ|g∂νgz on Σ

and νg = −
∇gφ

|∇gφ|g
on Σ. Whence

BΣ =

∫

Σ

[
−s3(|∇gφ|

2
g − γ2)|∇gφ|g

]
|z|2

+

∫

Σ

[
2γsz′ − 2s|∇gφ|g∂νgz − s�ϕz

]
∂νgz

+

∫

Σ

[
−s|∇gφ|g |z

′|2 + s|∇gφ|g(|∇τgz|
2
g + |∂νgz|

2)
]

=

∫

Σ

[
−s|∇gφ|g|z

′|2 + 2γs∂νgzz
′ − s|∇gφ|g|∂νgz|

2 + s|∇gφ|g |∇τgz|
2

−s�ϕ∂νgzz − s3(|∇gφ|
2
g − γ2)|∇gφ|g|z|

2
]

≤

∫

Σ

s
[
−δ|z′|2 + (2γz′ −�ϕz)∂νgz − δ|∂νgz|

2 + |∇gφ|g|∇τgz|
2

−s2(δ2 − γ2)δ|z|2
]
.

By 0 < γ < δ, we note that

− δ|z′|2 + (2γz′ −�ϕz)∂νgz − δ|∂νgz|
2

= −δ
∣
∣
∣z′ −

γ

δ
∂νgz

∣
∣
∣

2

−
δ2 − γ2

δ
|∂νgz|

2 −�ϕz∂νgz

≤ −
δ2 − γ2

δ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∂νgz +

δ�ϕz

2(δ2 − γ2)

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

+ C|z|2

≤ C|z|2.

Therefore, we obtain

BΣ ≤

∫

Σ

s
[
C|∇τgz|

2 + C|z|2 − s2(δ2 − γ2)δ|z|2
]
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and then

BΣ + (1/2)

∫

Σ

(δ2 − γ2)δs3|z|2 ≤ C

∫

Σ

s|∇τgz|
2, s ≥ s∗.

Combining the estimates above, we get

C

(∫

Q

(s|∇gz|
2
g + s3|z|2) +

∫

Σ

s3|z|2
)

≤ (P+
s z, P−

s z)g +

∫

Q

s
[
〈∇g�ϕ,∇gz〉+ (1/2)∂2

t�ϕz
]
z

+ BΣ0
+ BT +

∫

Σ

s|∇τgz|
2
g

≤ ‖Psz‖
2
g +

∫

Q

(
|∇gz|

2
g + s2|z|2

)
+

∫

Σ0

(
s|z′|2 + s|∇gz|

2
g + s3|z|2

)

+

∫

Σ

s|∇τgz|
2
g +

∫

D×{T}

(
s|z′|2 + s|∇gz|

2
g + s3|z|2

)
, s ≥ s∗.

As the second term in the right-hand side can absorbed by the left-hand side, we
find

C

(∫

Q

(s|∇gz|
2
g + s3|z|2) +

∫

Σ

s3|z|2
)

≤ ‖Psz‖
2
g +

∫

Σ0

(s|z′|2 + s|∇gz|
2
g + s3|z|2)

+

∫

Σ

s|∇τgz|
2
g +

∫

D×{T}

(s|z′|2 + s|∇gz|
2
g + s3|z|2), s ≥ s∗.

Since u = e−sϕz and ∇τgu = ∇τgz holds by ∇τgφ = 0, we end up getting

C

(∫

Q

e2sϕ(s|∇gu|
2
g + s3|u|2) +

∫

Σ

e2sϕs3|u|2
)

≤

∫

Q

e2sϕ|�u|2 +

∫

Σ0

e2sϕ(s|u′|2 + s|∇gu|
2
g + s3|u|2)

+

∫

Σ

e2sϕs|∇τgu|
2
g +

∫

D×{T}

e2sϕ(s|u′|2 + s|∇gu|
2
g + s3|u|2), s ≥ s∗.

The proof is then complete.
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