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AN INVERSE HYPERBOLIC OBSTACLE PROBLEM

MOURAD CHOULLI AND HIROSHI TAKASE

ABSTRACT. We establish Holder 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 (gre) € W2 (R"™; R"*™) be a symmetric matrix-valued function satisfying

gre(2)EREE > KIE? 2, £ e R,

where £ > 0 is a constant. Note that (gke) the matrix inverse to g is uniformly
positive definite as well. Recall that the Laplace-Beltrami operator associated with
the metric tensor g = greda® ® da’ is given by

Agu = (UM) Ok ( |g|gwaw> ;

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

9 0
X, Y)=greX'Y!, X=xF— v=YF_—
< ) > Gke 5 8[Ek7 8[Ek7
0
Vow = gwakww,

|ng|3 = (Vyw, V,w) = g*awdpw.
Also, recall that the Christoffel symbols I'};, 1 < k, ¢, m < n, are given as follows
i = (1/2)g"™ (Orgje + Oegin — igne),
and the Hessian matrix ng is defined by
(Vﬁw)w = 8k6gw - P%amw.

If dz is the Lebesgue measure on R", set dV, = /|g|dz. Let O be an open
subset of R™. We assume hereinafter that L?(0), H'(O) and H?(O) are endowed
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respectively with the norms

1/2
fulei= ([ foPav,)
O

1/2
|w]|1,2 := </o [|w|2 + |ng|§} dVg> )

1/2
fulea = [ (0P + 19,0 + V3ui av,)
Here
V20f2 = g g (V) (V)0
In the rest of this text, ¢ € C3(R"™) satisfies the following properties

inf |V >0, inf inf V2¢(£,€) >0
Jnf V6l >0, infinf Vie(€,€)

and {¢ < 0} C R™ is bounded. Let us give an example of such a function.

Example 1.1. We denote the unit ball of R” by B and set B, = rB, r > 0. For
fixed 79 > 0, let ¢ = |z|?> — r¢. Furthermore, assume that g = I'in {|y| > r1}, where
r1 > ro and I is the identity matrix of R™. Then, we have |V ¢(x)|, = 2|z > 2m
if z € {Jy| > 1} and, since g~! is non singular, we have

[Vyd(2)|g >0, z€B, \B,,.
On the other hand, as V§¢ = 2T in {|y| > 71}, using again a compactness ar-

gument to show that V§¢ > I provided that g has a sufficiently small norm in
Wl,oo(Rn Rnxn) ’

Before stating our main result, we introduce new definitions. Let 7" > 0, B :=
{p<0},T:={¢p=0} (=0B),U:=R*"\ Band X :=T x (0,T).

Since we will consider an IBVP with nonhomogenous boundary condition, we
introduce the space

Y= {(f,uo,u1) = (His, H(-,0),0:H(-,0)); H € Z},
where
Z:=W>H(0,T7); L*(U)) nW1((0,T); H'(U)) n WH((0,T); H*(U)).

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

X = C*([0, T); L*(U) N C([0, T); H(U) N C([0, T]; H*(U))

with its natural norm that we denote by | - || x. Define

—_——~—
(f, ’U,O,’U,l) = {H € Z,; (H‘E,H(',O),atH(',O)) = (f, uo,ul)}.

We endow ) with the quotient norm

r—/.h\
(£, w0, ua)lly := inf{|[H||z; H € (f,uo,u1)}.
Consider the nonhomogenuos IBVP
(02 —Ay)Ju=0 inU x (0,T),
(1-1) Us = 1
(u(+,0), dpu(-,0)) = (u07 uy).
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We prove in Appendix [A] that, for each (f,ugp,u1) € Y, (LI) admits a unique
solution u = u(f,ug,u1) € X and

(1.2) [ullx < cl|(f; o, ur)lly,

where ¢ = ¢(g,¢) > 0 is a constant.

Let 2 © B be an arbitrary fixed bounded domain with boundary I’y := 09Q2. We
aim to establish Holder stability of the determination of the unknown function f
from the measurements u(f,0,0)x, and 9,,u(f,0,0)s,, where ¥¢ := T'g x (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 Q is C%! and we set D := Q\ B and A := dD.
Define

Fo = {f —a®b; ae HYT), b e W3L((0,T)), b(0) = b'(0) = 0} .
It is worth observing that

{(f,0,0); f e Fo} ).
The following additional notations will be used in the sequel

ke
g

k
Vo=l gere W)= e
iVj

Also, define V; w by
Vi, w = Vgaw — (9,,w)v,.
We check that
|ng|§ = |V7gw|§ + |(9ng|2.
Let a > 0 and 8 > 0 be fixed and define the admissible set of the unknown
function f by
F={f=a®beC ()N F; |a| > aand |V, a|, < B}.
Next, set
D := [Jull sy + 100, ullL2(x)
and
Do := |[ull g1(z0) + 100, ull 2 (50)
where v denotes the outer unit normal to A. Here L?(X) and H'(X) are endowed
respectively with the norms

1/2
ol o) = (/ |w|2ngdt) ,
>

1/2
Hw”Hl(E) = (/ [|w|2 + |8tw|2 + |V79w|§] dSth> s
b
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and similarly for L?(3¢) and H'(Xo). Here dS, := /|g|dS, where dS denotes the
surface measure on A.
Finally, define m := maxp ¢, 6 := ming |V4¢[, and T := m/0.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that T > T*. Let 7 € (0,7 —T*) and ( = (g9, 9,7, /).
Then there exist C = C(¢) > 0 and 0 = 0(¢) € (0,1) such that for any f € F we
have

1l r2(0.0):m1 )y < C (Do +D'DY) .
If b is known and satisfies

6/l z2((0,r)) > O,
where 7 € (0,7 —T™) is as in Theorem [[.2] we derive the following result.

Corollary 1.3. Assume that T > T*. Let 7 € (0,T — T*) and { = (g9, 9,7, 5/a).
Then there exist C = C() > 0 and 8 = 6(¢) € (0,1) such that for any f = a®b € F
we have

HO'HHI(F) < CHb”Zzl((OT)) (DO + Dl_epg) .

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

2. PROOF oF THEOREM
Let Q:=D x (0,7), T:=A % (0,7),0 <~ <4 and

o(x,t) = ¢(x) —~t
The proof of Theorem is based on the following Carleman inequality.

Proposition 2.1. There exist s, = $.(g,¢,7) > 0 and C = C(g,¢,v) > 0 such
that for any s > s, and u € H?(Q) satisfying u = Oyu = 0 on D x {0} we have

C</Q 625*’(5|vgu|2+s3|u|2)dvgdt+/2625¢s3|u|2dsgdt)
g/Qe%ﬂ(af—Ag)u|2dvgdt+/Ee2ws|v79u|§dsgdt
+/E €25 (s10yul? + 8|V yul? + 5|ul?)dS,dt
0
—|—/ 625“"(s|8tu|2+S|Vgu|§+53|u|2)dvg.
Dx{T}

The proof of this proposition is quite technical and will be given in Appendix [Bl
We also need an energy inequality. To this end, set for any u € H?(Q)

E(u)(t) == /D ol 193+ ) v,
X

We check that £(u) € WH((0,T)).

Proposition 2.2. For any t € [0,T] and u € H?(Q) satisfying (07 — Ay)u =0 in
Q and u=90u=0 on D x {0} we have

E@)(®) < e (Iullder) + 100, ulldzer) ) -
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that w is real valued. Multiplying
20yu to the equation (87 — Ay)u = 0 and integrating it over D yield

0=4 / |0u|2dV, — / 2A judyudV,

_4
dt Jp
On the other hand, we have trivially

d
G [ wPav, < [ Qo + uP)av, < e
D D

In consequence, we have

(10cul® + |V gul2)dV, — /A 20,,u0udS,.

E'Nt) <E(t) + 2/ |0y, u||0¢uldVy.
A
Gronwall’s inequality gives

£(t) < 2¢! / 10, |0l dS,dt
Ax(0,t)

< e (Jlullf ey + 110, uldar) ) -
The proof is then complete. O

Proof of Theorem[.2. Let 7 € (0,7 —T*) and choose vy € (0,6) in such a way that
m — (T —7) < 0 and define

pi=-—-m+~yT—71)>0.
Let f=a®be.% and u = u(f,0,0). Then we have
[Vryulg = [Vralglb] < (8/a)[f]  onZ.

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

C/ %% f|2dS,dt
b))
S/ 625“’(s|8tu|2+s|Vgu|§+s3|u|2)ngdt+/6259"5|V79f|§d5'gdt
Yo 3
[ sal? sVl + s ul)av,
Dx{T}

< %D} + (B/a)? / 5| f2dS,dt + T EWY(T), s > s,
>

where s, is as in Proposition 2.1l Upon modifying s., we may and do assume that
Cs? — (B/a)?s > Cs?/2. In this case, we have

C'/ 3| f12dS,dt < e D2 4 2L (W) (T), s> s,
b

Since

[eeirpasyae> [ cerpas,a s e e,

I'x(0,7)

we obtain
Cllf 2k 0,y < €Dh + e 2 E(u)(T).
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By applying Proposition 22 to the second term of the right-hand side yields
£(u)(T) < T (D} +D?).
Whence
Cllfllz2rx (0,0 < e“Do + e *D.

By replacing C' by Ce®®~, we see that the above inequality holds for all s > 0. When
Do > D, || fllz2(rx(0,7)) < €“Dp holds. When Dy < D, we choose s > 0 so that

€Dy = e "D,
that is,
s = L lo 2
Cctu & Do’
Thus, we get
Ifllz2(rx(0,r)) < CD'D§
for
=L c(0,1).
c+p
As
£l 20 x0,7)) = lall2 6]l L2((0,7)).
IV, fllL2@x 0,7y < (B/)llall 2y 16l 2 (0,7)),
the expected inequality follows. (Il

APPENDIX A. ANALYSIS OF THE IBVP
Let A: L2(U) — L?(U) be the unbounded operator given by
Au=Agu and D(A) = H}(U)NH*U).
Let w € D(A). By Green formula, we have

/AgquV = —/ |Vul?dV, <0,
U U
that is, A is dissipative. Let A > 0 and ug € L*(U). Since
B(u,v) = )\/ u@qu+/<vgu,vg@>qu, u,v € Hy(U)
U U

is an equivalent scalar product on H}(U), Riesz representation theorem shows that
there exists a unique u € H}(U) such that

,\/ uvdvg+/<vgu, V,0)dV, :/uoﬁdvg, v € Hy(U).
U U U

Hence, (A — Ag)u = up 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 = H}(U) x L*(U) with the scalar product

((v1,w1)|(v2,w2)) = / [(Vgv1,Vg02) + wiws]dVy, (vj,w;) €H, j=1,2.
U

Define the unbounded operator A : H — H as follows
A(u,v) = (v, Au) and D(A) = Ho := (H(U) N H*(U)) x Hy(U).
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Let (u,v) € D(A). As

Aol 0) = |

(Vqu, Vgv)dVy, —I—/ AguvdV,
U U

:/<Vgﬂ, ng>dVg—/<Vgu, V0)dVy,
U U

we obtain
R(A(u, v)|(u, v)) = 0,
that is, A is dissipative.
Let A > 0 and (up,u1) € H and consider the equation
Mu,v) — A(u,v) = (ug, uq).
This equation is equivalent to the following system

(A1) (A2 — A)u = uy + Mg, v = Iu — ug.

We have seen above that A is m-dissipative. Hence, (AJ]) 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 &p be the subspace of X' given by

Xo = C*([0,T); L*(U)) n C([0, T]; Hy (U)) N C([0, T]; Hy (U) N H*(U)).

As A is the generator of a contraction semigroup, for each (up,u1) € Ho and
F € WUY((0,T); L3(U)) the IBVP

(02 —Ayv=F inUx(0,T),
(A2) vy = 0,
(v(+,0),0:v(-,0)) = (ug, u1)

has a unique solution v = v(ug, u1, F') € Xy. Furthermore, we have

(A.3) ollx < e ((uo,w1) o + I Fllwrroryiczwy), t=0,

where ¢ = ¢(g, ¢) > 0 is a constant.

—_——
Next, consider the IBVP ([LI). Let (f,uo,u1) € Z and H € (f,ug,u1). If
F:=—(0? —Ay)H (€ WhH1((0,T); L3(U))) then we check that u := u(f, ug, u1) :=

—_——
H +v(0,0,F) € X is the unique solution of (LI). Furthermore, as H € (f, ug,u1)

was taken arbitrary, (A3]) implies (L2).
Let us remark that, according to perturbation theory of strongly continuous

semigroups (e.g., [6]), the result for the IBVP (1)) still holds when Ay is replaced
by Ay + pu + qdu, where p,q € L>=(U).

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.]]

Without loss of generality, we limit our proof to real-valued function. Also, for
simplicity, we set O := (97 — A,) and w’ := dyw. Let u € H*(Q), z := e*?u, and

Psz :=e*?0(e %% 2)

)
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A direct calculation yields Psz = P}tz + P z, where

S

Pz =0z +s(¢']* — [Vgul])z,
P;z = —2s¢'2 +25(Vgp,Vgz) — sOpz.

S

Hereinafter, the integrals on () are with respect to the measure dV,dt and those
on T are with respect to the surface measure dSydt.

Set
9

(P:Z,PS_Z)!] = Zlk;
k=1
where

I = —2/ sp'2' 2",
Q

12 = 2/ 5<Vg</75 vgz>2”a
Q
I3 = —/ sOpzz",
Q
1 = —2/ s¢'2' Agz,
Q
I5 = _2/ 88¢2(Vgp,Vg2),
Q
Iﬁ = / SAQZDQOZ7
Q
I7 .= —2/ s’ (I¢']* = |V9@|§)ZZ/’
Q
Ig := 2/(283(|‘PI|2 - |V990|127)<v990’v92>z’

I = — /Q S0p(¢'? — Vg2 ]2

Integrations by parts yield

T
- [ seatemr = [ selP - [ 12
Q Q D

I — _/ s<vg¢,vg|z/|2>+2/ (52 (Vy, Vo)
Q D

I

:/ sAggp|z’|2—/ 581,9<p|z'|2—|—2/ [sz’(ng,ngﬂOT,
Q T D

Ig:/ ng0|z/|2—|—/ S@thazatz—/ [sD(pzzl]g
Q Q D
= [ Dl - 1/2) [ s0fOplsP - [ (5021
Q Q D
+(1/2) [ [s0061aF;
D
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Iy = —/ s¢'04(|Vg2[2) +2/ 5¢' 0y, 27"
Q ‘ 8s

T
:/ S<PN|VQZ|;2]+2/ wfaygzz’—/ [s¢'IVgz[g]y -
Q T P

I _2/Qs<ng,Vg<Vgg0,ng>> —2/T581,9z<Vg<p, Vyz)
=2 [ 5920V, 9,5) 4 [ s(V,0.V,(195512)
Q Q
—2/ 50,,2(Vgp,Vyz)
Y
—2/@5V§<p(vgz,vgz)—/QsAg<p|ng|§

—2/ 88U92<Vgg0,VgZ>+/ Sauggo|vgz|£277
e e
]6:—/ 5D<p|vgz|§—/ S<Vg|]<p, VgZ>Z+/ SD(Paugzza

Q ‘ Q x

L= /Q 019/ — [Vy0l2)0(|2[2)

T
=/Qs38t(<p’(|s0’l2 = Vg2l —/D [/ (6] = IVaelp)l2l], -

Iy = /Q S0 — (Vo) (Vo0 Vo(12[2)
. /{D2 S Aiv(|9'? — [Vy0) Vo) 2 + /}r S — [Vapl2)a, ol
Adding all of these together yields

(P2, P 2)y+B=

/Q2s ("' + V2p(Vg2,Vg2)] — /Q s [(VyOep, Vez) + (1/2)0700z] 2

+ /Q [0 — [Voel) — S5 (Vo(19P — [Va0l2), Vyo)] 2P

where
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Bi= [ #0900l ~ ¢/ )0s, 0] 2P
+ / [—2s¢'2" +25(Vyp,Vgz) — sUez] 0y, 2
T
+/ (50,012 |* = 50,,0|V g2[2]
T
[ les20000 - 8 (Valt - I P)] 2P
Dx{T}
+ / [—25(Vgp, Vgz) + sOpz] 2/
Dx{T}

+/‘ s [|2'[2 + [V2[2] .
Dx{T} '

Henceforth, C = C(g,¢,v) > 0 and s, = s.«(g,$,7) > 0 denote generic con-
stants. Then we have

80”|Z/|2 + V;‘P(ngv Vyz) = V§¢(ngv Vgz) > C|ng|§a
and

GO 1> = [Vgpl2) = (Vo' |? = [Vgel2), Vgi)
=2V2(Vy0,V40) > C|V 0|2

In consequence, we get

C/ (5|ng|§ + 53|z|2) < (Pfz,P;2), —|—/ s [(Vgljgp, Vgz) + (1/2)83Dg02] z+ B.
Q Q
Set

Bs, ::/ [s*(IVg0l* = |¢'11)0u, ] |27
3o
+/ [—25¢'2" + 25(V g, Vy2) — s02] 0y, 2
3o
+/’wuﬂﬂ%wmwwﬁﬂ,
3o
By = /E [s*(1Vg0l® = 1¢'[*)0u, @] 2]

+ / [—2s¢'2" +25(V g, Vg2) — s0pz] Dy, 2
b

—|—/ [s0u, 0|2 |> = 50y,¢|V42|?] |
5
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and
Bri= [ [(~5/2000 - S (Vyel? - |6 o
Dx{T}
+ / [—25(V g, Vgz) + sUpz] 2’
Dx{T}
+/ s¢' [|2* + [V g2/?]
Dx{T}
so that

BZBgO—FBg—FBT.
We check that
By, < C/ [s|z’|2 + s|ng|§ + 33|z|2} ,
3o

and

Br<C [s|2']* + s|Vgzl2 + s°[2°] .
Dx{T}

On the other hand, we have
[V, ,z|2 = |Vng|2 +10y,21%, (Vgp,Vg2) = —|Vyd|40,,2 on%

and vy = — IV ¢| on X. Whence

By = [ [=s%(1900l3 = 12)19,0l] f
+ /E [2ys2" — 25|V 40|40y, 2 — s0¢z] 0y, 2
+ [ [=s190l 1 4 slVa (V0,2 + 01,2
= [ [alVily |21 + 2750, 22" = V01100, 2 + 51011, 2
_SD@avgzz - 53(|Vg¢|§ - 72)|Vg¢|g|z|2]
< /25 [—612"]> + (22" — Op2)dy,z — 6|0y, 2|* + [V40|4|Vr, 2|

—52(0% = 7*)d]=[*] .
By 0 < v < 4, we note that

— 8|2 + (2v2' — Op2)0y, z — 6|0y, 2|
2 2 _ A2
— 2 — 16,, z| — 0"~ |0, 2|* — Opz0, 2
5 g9 5 g9 g9
5% —~2 §0pz | 9
<
< 8ygz+2(62_72) + C|z|
< Clz%

Therefore, we obtain

Bs < / §[CIV, 22 + ClaP — 82(8% — 72)62[?]
by
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and then
Bs, + (1/2)/2(52 —3)6s3|2)* < C/ES|VTQZ|2, 5> 5.
Combining the estimates above, we get
o ( [+l + [ 1)
Q )
< (Pfz,P;2),+ /Q s [(VyOp, Vgz) + (1/2)8,52D<p2} z
+ B, + Br + /E s|Vr, 2|2
< || Pz} +/Q (IVgzl2 + s%[2]) +/E (sl2]” + s|Vgz|2 + s°[2])
0

—i—/ s|Vr, 22 —l—/ (sl2']? + 5| Vgzl} + 5°|2[?) . s> 5.
> Dx{T}

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

find
0( [ 61928+ + | s3|z|2>
Q | 3

< |\Psz||§+/ (512 4 8| Vg2l + 8%|2%)
Yo
+/ s|Vr, 22 —l—/ (s|2']* + 5|Vgz[2 + 5°|2), s> s
b Dx{T}
Since u = e *?z and V. u =V, z holds by V. ¢ = 0, we end up getting
C (/ 625“"(5|Vgu|§ + 53 ul?) +/ 625“"53|u|2)
Q by
< [P [ et sVl + sl
Q P
—|—/ 5|V, ul’ —|—/ e (s|u/ | + s|Vouls + s’ [ul?), s> s..
b Dx{T}
The proof is then complete.
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