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FORWARD AND INVERSE SCATTERING ON MANIFOLDS
WITH ASYMPTOTICALLY CYLINDRICAL ENDS

HIROSHI ISOZAKI, YAROSLAV KURYLEV, AND MATTI LASSAS

ABSTRACT. We study an inverse problem for a non-compact Riemannian man-
ifold whose ends have the following properties : On each end, the Riemannian
metric is assumed to be a short-range perturbation of the metric of the form
(dy)? + h(z,dzx), h(z,dx) being the metric of some compact manifold of codi-
mension 1. Moreover one end is exactly cylindrical, i.e. the metric is equal to
(dy)? + h(z, dz). Given two such manifolds having the same scattering matrix
on that exactly cylindrical end for all energy, we show that these two manifolds
are isometric.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to study spectral properties and related inverse problems
for a connected, non-compact Riemannian manifold 2 of dimension n > 2 with or
without boundary. We assume that €2 is split into N 4+ 1 parts

(1.1) Q=KUuQU---UQp,

where K is a bounded open set, and €;, called an end of 2, is diffeomorphic to
M; x (0,00), M; being a compact manifold of dimension n — 1. (See the figure 1.)
Denoting the local coordinates on M; by x, we assume that M; is equipped with a
Z,;il hi pg(z)dzPdx?. Letting y be the coordinate
on (0,00), we denote the local coordinates on §2; by X = (z,y). We assume that
the Riemannian metric G on Q, which is denoted by Gi = 377  _ gipg(X)dXPd X1
on ();, has the following property

(1.2) |6?((9i,pq(X) - hi,pq(x)” < Co(l+ y)—l—e(,’ Vo,

where R pn(x) = Ripp(x) = 0if 1 < p < n—1and hun(z) =1, and C, is a
constant. The metric h;(z,dz) on M; is allowed to be different for different ends.

Riemannian metric h;(z,dz) = >

We shall assume either (2 has no boundary or each M;, consequently 2 itself, has a
boundary. In the latter case, we impose Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition
on 0N). Let H = —Ag, where A¢ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator associated with
the metric G. One can then define a scattering operator S(\) = (S;;())), which is
a bounded operator on L?(M;) @ --- @ L?(My), where \ € (Eg,0) \ £(H) is the
energy parameter, By = inf o.ss(H), and E(H) is the set of exceptional points to
be defined in ([334). Our goal is the following.
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FIGURE 1. Manifold € has ends §2;, j =1,2,..., N.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose we are given two manifolds Q) r = 1,2, of the form
(L) having N, ends, QZ(.T), i=1,---,N,, equipped with the metric G satisfying
the assumption (I.3). Assume that le) = ng) and

(1.3) Ggl) = G(2) (dy)? + hi(z, dx), (x,dx) Z hy ik (x)dxd da®
7,k=1

on le) = ng, moreover S’\ﬁ)()\) = :S'\g)()\) for all X € (E',00)\ (EMUED), where
E) is the set of exceptional points for H™, and E' = max (E (1), 52)). Then Q1)

and Q) are isometric as Riemannian manifolds with metrics GV, G2,

This means that if we observe waves coming in and going out of one end €y,
which is assumed to be non-perturbed, we can identify the whole manifold 2. Note
that in Theorem [[I] neither the number of ends of each Q") nor the metric on
the manifold Mi(T) are assumed to be known a-priori. The key idea of the proof is
to introduce generalized eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator which are
exponentially growing at infinity, and define the associated non-physical scattering
amplitude. The crucial fact is that this non-physical scattering amplitude is the
analytic continuation of the physical scattering amplitude. Then the physical scat-
tering amplitude determines the non-physical scattering amplitude, which further
determines the Neumann-Dirichlet map of the interior domain. By the boundary
control method (see [3] 6] [7, B2} B6] [37]), one can determine the metric inside.

In this paper, we exclusively deal with the Neumann boundary condition. The
other cases are treated similarly and in fact more easily. The forward problem,
i.e., the existence and completeness of wave operators, the eigenfunction expansion
and the representation of S-matrices are well-known for short-range perturbations
(see e.g. [22], [23], [41], [42], [50], [24], [51], see also [43]). The new issue we have
to discuss in this paper is the difference of conormal derivatives on the boundary
associated with unperturbed and perturbed metrics. Therefore, focusing on this
point, we only explain the outline of the proof of the forward problem under the
assumption (2) following the approach in [30], where spectral theory and inverse
problems on hyperbolic spaces are developed in an elementary way.
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In the cylindrical ends, the physical generalized eigenfunction of the Laplace-
Beltrami operator admits the analytic continuation with respect to the energy pa-
rameter, and this analytically continued eigenfunction is exponentially growing as
y — o0. This sort of non-physical exponentially growing generalized eigenfunction
was first introduced by Faddeev to develop the multi-dimensional Gel’fand-Levitan
theory ([I9]). The exponentially growing solutions of Schrodinger equation was
rediscovered in 1980’s, where the new feature is its utility in the inverse scattering
from a fixed energy as well as in the inverse boundary value problem (see [45], [47],
[44], [26] and the review [20]). The interesting fact is that this apparently mys-
terious exponentially growing generalized eigenfunctions appear naturally in the
cylindrical domain. Using these exponentially growing eigenfunctions, it is possible
to obtain, from the scattering operator §11 (A), the Gel’fand spectral data on a part
of the boundary I' = M; x {1} of the non-compact manifold 2 = Q\ (M; x (1, 00)).
The Gel’fand boundary data for this case is the family of the Neumann-Dirichlet
map, A(z), A(z)f = u‘F, where wu is the solution to the boundary value problem

(~Agr —2)u=0 in Q'
d,u=0 on 0NN,
du=0,y=f on T.

To solve this problem, we use the boundary control (BC) method (see [6] for the
pioneering work and [7], [32] for the detailed exposition). We note that typically
the BC method deals with inverse problem on compact manifolds. The case of
non-compact manifold considered here requires substantial modifications into the
method, since the spectrum is no more discrete and it is also impossible to use
eigenfunctions as coordinate functions. A short description of the BC-method for
non-compact manifolds was given in [34]. Here we provide detailed constructions
for the considered case of a manifold with asymptotically cylindrical ends.

The structure of this paper is as follows. Sections 2, 3, 4 are devoted to a detailed
analysis of scattering on manifolds with asymptotically cylindrical ends. After some
preliminary estimates for the case of a half-cylinder with a product metric in §2, we
discuss the spectral properties of the Laplacin in  in §3. Using these properties,
we develop the scattering theory for such manifolds in §4. The remaining part of
the paper, Sections 5, 6 are devoted to the inverse scattering. In §4, we show that
S11(\) determines the Neumann-Dirichelt map A(z). An important step, which
at the moment requires the product structure of the metric on M; X (0,00), is
the recovery, from physical scattering matrix §11()\), the non-physical scattering
amplitude. At last, §6 is devoted to the development of the B-method for non-
compact manifolds. For the convenience of the reader, interested predominantly in
the inversion methods, we make this section independent of the previous ones.

Our manifold €2 is a mathematical model of compound waveguides, e.g. settings
of optical and electric cables, oil, gas and water pipelines, etc, which are the most
typical geometric constructions encountered in the every-day life. As for the inverse
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problem, many works have been devoted so far to the distribution of resonances for
the waveguides ([9], [I1], [B], [I4], [15], [4], [10]). Identification or reconstruction of
the domain or the medium for grating, layers or waveguides are studied by [12], [29],
[46], [18]. In particular, a similar inverse problem for waveguides was considered by
Eskin-Ralston-Yamamoto [18] when Q is a slab, (0, B) x R, with the variable sound
speed ¢(x,y), where ¢(z,y) = c(z) for large |y|. The present paper deals with the
forward and inverse scattering problems for waveguide in a full generality.

The notation in this paper is standard. For a self-adjoint operator A, o(A),
op(A) and ocss(A) mean its spectrum, point spectrum and essential spectrum,
respectively. For two Banach spaces Hi, Ha, B(#H1;Hz2) means the space of all
bounded operators from H; to Ho. For an operator A on a Hilbert space H, D(A)
denotes its domain of definition. For a Riemannian manifold M, H™ (M) denotes
the usual Sobolev space of order m on M. For a domain D and a Hilbert pace H,
L?(D;H;du) means the space of H-valued L2-functions on D with respect to the
measure du. If H = C, we omit it. For a differentiable manifold M and p € M,
T,(M) denotes the tangent space of M at p. A simplified version of our results is
given in [31].

2. A-PRIORI ESTIMATES IN HALF-CYLINDERS

As a preliminary, let us begin with proving some a-priori estimates for the op-
erator —85 — Ap on Qy = M x Ry with Neumann boundary condition, where
y € Ry = (0,00), M is a compact Riemannian manifold, and Ay is the Laplace-
Beltrami operator associated with metric h(z, dz) equipped on M.

2.1. Besov type spaces on cylinder. We define an abstract Besov type space,
which was introduced by Hormander [I] in the case of R™. Let M be the above
mentioned compact manifold, and (, )as, || - [[z2(ary be inner product and norm of
L?(M), respectively. We define intervals I,, by

(212", n>1,
I, =
(0,1], n=0.

Let B be the Banach space of L?(M)-valued functions on (0,00) equipped with
norm

o 1/2
1ls =3 22 ( / |f<y>||%z<M>dy) .

n=0

Its dual space is the set of L?(M)-valued functions u(y) satisfying

1/2
g+ = sup 2=/ < / |v<y>||%2<M>dy) < .
n>0 I,
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It is easy to see that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

1/2 1 R 1/2
o~ sup22 ([ o)l a s;<am3§/’nu@n@ny@>
n>0 I, R>1 0

1/2
< Csup2"/? (/1 ||v(y)|%2(M)dy> :

n>0

Therefore, we identify B* with the space equipped with norm

LR 1/2
2
—— Ssu u d .
B <R>]Ei R/o [ (y)HLQ(M) y)

We also use the following weighted L? space and weighted Sobolev space: For s € R,

L“af¢:wﬂ@=A 1+ )2 F@) 22 an dy < o,

H™® 3 u <= |lullgms = [[(14+y)*ull gm (arx (0,00)) < 00

[l

In the following, ||-|| means ||-||o and (-, -) denotes the inner product of L?(M xR_).
It often denotes the coupling of two functions f € L?>* and g € L> % or f € B
and g € B*. The following inclusion relations can be shown easily, and the proof is
omitted.
Lemma 2.1. For s > 1/2, we have
L*cBCcL*?cr*c»Y?cB c L,

We often make use of the following lemma, whose proof is also elementary and

omitted.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose u € B*. Then

1T
2.) tim 7 [ )y =0,
0

R—o0

if and only if
. L[~ Y 2 00
(2.2) Q&EA p () w3z nydy = 0, ¥p € CE*((0,50)).
2.2. A-priori estimates. Let us consider the following equation in Qo = M xR :
(—85 —Ap—z)u=f in Q
du=0 on 09,

z being a complex parameter, and 0, conormal differentiation on the boundary. In

(2.3)

the following, we often denote by ||0%ul|| the norm of derivatives of |al-th order of
u without mentioning local coordinates.

Lemma 2.3. Let z € C be given. Then :
(1) If u, f € L*® for some s € R, we have

> lozayulls < C(lulls +11£1s)-

|| 41<2
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(2) If u, f € B*, then we have
[|0zul

B+ + [|0yul

s < C([[ulls- + I f]5-)-

Proof. We shall prove (2). Pick x(y) € C§°(R) such that x(y) = 1 (Jy| < 1),
x(y) = 0 (Jy| > 2) and put xr(y) = x(y/R). We take the inner product in L?({)
of 23) and x%(y)u. We then have

2,y
IxrOyull” + (xrOyu, Ex’(ﬁ)u) + lIxrOzull® — zllxrull® = (f, XZu),

which implies

1 ]
IxrOyull® + | xrROzul* < C <ﬁllx’(§)UII2 + Ixrull® + ||XRf||2) :

Then we have for R > 1

R R
/0 10,2200y + / 102125 ar)dy

2R 2R
< C(/O ||U||%2(M)dy+/0 ||f||2L2(M)dy>'

Dividing by R and taking the supremum with respect to R, we obtain (2).

Let us prove (1). The 1st order derivatives are dealt with in the same way as
above. We put v = (1 4 y)*u. Then v satisfies (=97 — A, — z)v = g, where
g € L?(2). By the a-priori estimates for elliptic operators, we have v € H?(Q),
which proves (1). O

Let A1 < A2 < --- — oo be the eigenvalues of —Ay, and P, the associated
eigenprojection. Then

\/Z—FAh:Z z— An Py,
n=1

where for ¢ =7, (r > 0,0 < 6 < 27), we define \/C = \/re?/2.
Our next aim is to derive some a-priori estimates for solutions to the equation
[23). We use the method of integration by parts due to Eidus ([16]). We put

P(z) =+/z+ Ay,
D4 (z) =0, FiP(2).
Then the equation ([2.3]) is rewritten as
(2.2) OyD1(2)u = FiP(2)Dy(z)u — f.

Lemma 2.4. Let ¢(y) € C*°(R) be such that o(y) > 0. For a solution u of the
equation (2.3), we put w = Dy (z)u. Then if Im z > 0 we have for any 0 < a < b <
00

b b y=b
/ o Ww@)2andy < 2/ ()| (f, w) L2 (an)|dy + [sallwll%zuw)]

y=a
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Proof. Since w satisfies dyw = —iP(z)w — f, we have

b b b
/ o) (Byw, w) 2 (arydy = —i / () (P(2)w, w) 12 (a1 dy— / o) (f ) 22 an) dy.

Integrating by parts and taking the real part, we have

b b
[Pluliaon] = [ ¢ @lo@)andy
b b
= 2 [ o)t PE)w.wiaandy — 2Re [ o) w)zzands
Taking notice of Im P(z) > 0 for Im z > 0, we get the lemma. O
Let Cy = {z € C;Imz > 0}.

Lemma 2.5. Let w be as in Lemma 2.4 and suppose that

1" )
(2.3) Jim & [ o) sy = 0.
Then there exists a constant C > 0 independent of z € C4 such that
lw)Z2ar) < Clfllsllwls, Yy €R.

Proof. Taking ¢(y) = 1 in Lemma 2.4, we have

b
lw(@)Z2ary < lw®)lZ2an + 2/ |(f, w)L2(an)ldy

< lw®)Z2ry + CllflIsllwlls-
The assumption of the lemma implies libm inf [[w(b)||L2(ary = 0, which proves the
—00

lemma. O

Corollary 2.6. Under the assumption of Lemma 2.5, there exists a constant C > 0
such that

[[]

g <C|flls, Vze€Cy.

Proof. Lemma 2.5 implies that

1 R
Jwlls =sup & [ B andy < Clflsluls-
which proves this corollary. O

Theorem 2.7. For a small 6 > 0, let
Js ={z € Cy ; dist (Rez,0(—Ap)) > 6}

Let u be a solution to (Z.3) such that w = D (2)u satisfies (Z.3). Then there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that
lulls- < Cllfls

holds uniformly for z € Js.
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Proof. Let A(z) = Re P(z) = (P(2) + P(2)*)/2. By the equation (22), we have

6y(w,u)L2<M> = —i(P(2)w, U)L?(M (fs )L2 (M) T+ (w, 0 u)L?(M)
In view of the formula
—i(P(z)w,u)L2(M) = —2i(A(z)w,u)Lz(M) + i(P(z)*w,u)L2(M)
= —2i(w, A(z)u)L2(ar) + i(w, P(2)u) 201,
we then have
Oy (w,u) 2y = —2i(w, A(z)u)L2(ary — (f,w) L2y + ||w||L2 M)
Using w = dyu — iP(z)u, we compute
2i(w, A(2)u) L2 () = 2i(0yu, A(2)u)p2any + [1P(2)ullF2ary + (P(2)*u, w) 2 (ar)-
Summing up, we have arrived at
By (w, ) L2(ar) = —20(Byu, A(2)u) L2 (ar) — [ P(2)ul|720ar)
— ((z + Ap)u,w) p2any — (F,w) 2oy + w22 -

Taking the imaginary part and integrating in y, we have

b
" = —2Re / (8yu, A(Z)'LL)LQ(M)

Im [(w, U)L2(M)L:

b b
—Imz/ ||u||2L2(M)dy_Im/ (fsuw)r2(ar)dy.

Since A(z) is self-adjoint, we have by integration by parts

y=b

2Re /ab(ﬁyu,A(Z)u)m(M)dy = [(A(Z)uvu)LQ(M)}

Using Im z > 0, we obtain

Yy=a

y=b

@0 [+ (A wman] < Clflsluls-

where C' is independent of z € C;. We renumber the eigenvalues of —Ayj, in the

Yy=a

increasing order p < po < --- without counting multiplicities and put po = —o0,
ie. {A;n=1,2,---}and {u,;n =1,2---} are the same as subsets of R. For a
sufficiently small § > 0, we put

Jns ={2€Cq; pin—1+0 <Rez < p, —d}.
Assume z € J,, 5 and split u as u = u< + us, where
Z Piu, us = Z Pju,
>\j Stn-1 >\j >
Recall that P; is the eigenprojection associated with A;. We also define w<, ws, f<,
f> similarly. Note that we = Dy(z)u<. Let us remark that (Z3) and therefore

@4 hold with w,u, f replaced by w<,u<, f« and ws,us, f~, respectively. For
eigenvalues A\; < p1,—1, we have Re /2 — \; > V8. Therefore

(2.5) (A(2)u<,u<)r2(ar) = \/g||u<||%2(M)
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Since 9yu(0) = 0, we have w<(0) = —iP(2)u<(0). Therefore
—Im (w<(0),u<(0))L2(ar) = Re (P(2)u<(0),u<(0))L2(a)
= (A(2)u<(0),u<(0))L2(nr)-
Letting a = 0, b =t in ([24)), we then have
Im (w< (), u<(t)) L2y + (A(2)u<(t), u< () 22 (ary < Cllf |l ul
Using [2.3]), we have
luc ONIZ2ar) < Clwa N2y + If<llBllu<lls-).-

Using Corollary 2.6, we then have

B*-

R
7 [ ey < C (<l + 1<),
which implies
(2.6) lu<lls- < Cllf<l-
On the other hand, if A\; > p,,, we have Re (A; — z) > §. Therefore
(2.7) (=07 — Ap — 2)us = (0, + B. —ilmz)us = fs,

where B, is a uniformly, with respect to z, strictly positive operator on L2?(M).
Hence, we have

(2.8) lusllL2 < Cllf> L2,

which by Lemma 2.1 implies

(2.9) [us |- < Cllf> |5

The above two inequalities ([2.6]) and ([2.9]) prove the theorem. O

3. MANIFOLDS WITH CYLINDRICAL ENDS

3.1. Resolvent equation. We return to the manifold @ = CUQ; U--- U Qn
introduced in §1. Fix a point Py € K arbitrarily, and let dist(P, Py) be the geodesic
distance with respect to the metric G from P, to P. We put

Qo(R) ={P € Q;dist (P,Py) <R}, Qu(R)={PecQ;dist(P,P) > R}.
For R > 0 large enough, take xo € C§°(f2) such that xo = 1 on Qo(R), xo = 0
on Qoo (R +1). Define x; = 1 — xo on @, x; = 0 on 2\ Q;. Then {x;}}L, is a
partition of unity on Q.

Let Ag be the Laplace-Beltrami operator for the metric G on £ endowed with

Neumann boundary condition on 0€2. The conormal differentiation with respect to
G is denoted by 0,. We put

H=—-Aqg, R(z)=(H-2)""

As in §1, we identify Q; with M; x (0,00), and let h;(x, dz) be the metric on M;.
We compare G with the unperturbed metric Ggo) = (dy)* + h;(z,dz) on Q;. Let
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A o be the Laplace-Beltrami operator for G;O) with Neumann boundary condition
on (J')Qj. The associated conormal differentiation is denoted by 9 ). We put
0 0 0 _
HY =~ o RV(z) = (H — 274,

Our next concern is the difference between the boundary conditions for H and
HJ@. We put for large R > 0

09(R) = 09N 2 N Qoo (R).

Lemma 3.1. There exists a real function w(z,y) € C>°(Q;) such that

- Oyw(z,y) =0 on 0Q;(R)
3 {w@c,y) —y O as y oo

Proof. By the decay assumption (L2)), letting w(z,y) = y + w(z,y), we should
have ,w = -8,y = O(y~17%) on 98, (R). Extending the vector field v near the
boundary and integrating along it, we get w = O(y~1=). O
For m > 0 and s € R, we define the weighted Sobolev space on the boundary by

Y e H™(0Q;(R)) <= (1+y)°¢Y € H™ (09, (R)).

Lemma 3.2. There exists an operator of extension gj such that for m > 1/2 and

¢ e H™(99;(R))

~ 1 on  08Q4(R),
(3:2) Oy = { 0 on 0\ (QNQ(R—1/2),
(3.3) supp (£;10) C 2, N Qoo (R — 1),
Form >1/2 and s > 0, it satisfies
(3.4) £; € B(H™*(09;(R)); H™*/2%(;)).

Proof. Let M’ = Q; N Qoo (R — 2). We smoothly modify the corner of M’, i.e.
{P € Q; N0Q; dist(P, Py) = R — 2}, and let M be the resulting manifold. Let v
be the unit outer normal to M. By solving the elliptic boundary value problem

{ (-Ag¢+i)u=0 in M,

(3.5)
Oppu=1 on OM,

we define &9 = Y;ju, where Y; € C°°(8;) is such that X; = 1 on ;N Qa0 (R—1/4),
X; =000 Q\ (Q;NQu(R—1/2)). It then satisfies (3.2), (33). The property (34)
for s = 0 follows from the standard estimate for the elliptic boundary value problem.
Let 0 < s <1+ ¢ and take ¢p € H"™*(OM). For the solution u to the boundary
value problem B, we put u = (1+w(z,y)) v’ and ¢ = (1+w(zx,y)) *¢’, where
w(zx,y) is constructed in Lemma 3.1. Then «’ is a solution to the boundary value
problem
(—Ag+ L +r)u' =0 in M,
{&,Mu' =¢” on OM,
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where x > 0 is sufficiently large, and L’ is a 1st order differential operator with
bounded coefficients, and ¢” = ¥’ on 0Q;(R). Since the mapping " — o' is
bounded from H™(OM) to H™+3/2(M), we get [B4) with 0 < s < 1+ ¢. Repeat-
ing this procedure, we can prove (B4 for all s > 0. (]

For u € H?(Q;) satisfying  «yu = 0 on 9Q;(R), we have
3

(3.6) 0y (xju) = w(x, y)_l_eiju on 09,(R),
where
(3.7) By = w(z.y)"* (x; (0, = 0,0) + (9.x,))

is a 1st order differential operator on 9€;(R) with bounded coefficients. We put
(3.8) & =w(x,y) ' T0E;.

Then by B1), B2) and B.8), for u € H?*(Q) satisfying & o u = 0 on 9;(R) the
i

following formula holds

(3.9) 0,€iBju =0, (x;u) on 08;(R).
Moreover
(310)  yogB; € BHA(Q); HA(Q) N B(HY2(Q); HY2(Q)).

Suppose u satisfies
(—AG@) —zu=f in Qj
J
{ 8U<_o>u =0 on Qj N onN.

Then by B9), v; = x;ju — &;B;u satisfies

—Ag —2)v; =x;f+Vi(z)u in €,
(3'11) ( G ) J J ]( )
Oyv; =0 on 01,
where
(3.12) Vi(z) = [-Aa, xj] + Xj(AG(_o) — Ag) + (Ag + 2)&;B;.

Lemma 3.3. Let x; € C™(Q) be such that Xj =1 on Q; N Qs (R—1) and X; =0
outside Q; N Qoo (R — 2). Then for z ¢ R, the following resolvent equations hold :

(3.13) R(=)x; = (s = &8 = R(:)Vi(2)) B ()%,

(B14)  GRE) =% R ()75 (EB) = Vi@) R()),

where J; = (det G/det G;O))1/2, and the adjoint x is taken with respect to the inner
product of L*(Q)) with volume element from the metric G. Moreover Rg_o) (2)J;(E;Bj)*
and REO)(Z)JjY/j(E)*R(z) are compact on L*(Q).



12 HIROSHI ISOZAKI, YAROSLAV KURYLEV, AND MATTI LASSAS

Proof. Let u = Rgo) (2)x;f for z ¢ R. Then checking the boundary condition
by @), we have v; = ;RO ()% — &B; RO (2)%;f € D(H), and by )
(H — 2)vj = x;iX;f + Vj(z)u = x;f + Vj(z)u, which implies B.13).

By extending f € L?(£2;) to be 0 outside Q;, we regard L?(£2;) as a closed
subspace of L?(2). The volume elements dV and de(O) of G and G;O) satisfy
av = J;dV”. For A € B(L*(;); L*(€;)), let A* and A*) denote their adjoint

)

operators with respect to the volume element dV and dV;(O , respectively. Then it

is easy to show that
Ar =77t A0 ;.
Taking A = R\”(2), and noting that R(z)* = R(2) and R\”(2)*® = R'"(z),

we prove (314). By BI0) and BI2), &B;R\”(2) and R(2)V;(2)J;R\"(2) are
compact on L?(Q), which implies the last assertion of the lemma. O

3.2. Essential spectrum.
Lemma 3.4. 0.s(H) =[0,00).

Proof. Lemma 3.3 implies x; R(z) — Xij_leo) (2)J;x; is compact. Therefore
N
(3.15) R(z) =Y X;J7 'R ()T + K (2),
j=1

where K (z) is a compact operator and satisfies
(3.16) 1K (2)]| < Clim 2[72(1 + |2]),

where || - || denotes the operator norm in L?(2) and the constant C' is independent
of z. For f(A) € C§°(R), there exists F(z) € C§°(C), called an almost analytic
extension of f, such that F(\) = f(A) for A € R and |9, F(z)| < Cp,[Im z|", Vn > 0,
and the following formula holds for any self-adjoint operator A :

1
T 2mi

(3.17) f(4) /«: 0.F(2)(z — A) " tdzdz.

(See e.g. [25] or [30].) We replace (2 — A)~! by —R(z) and plug BI5). The
inequality (.I6) implies ||0,F (2)K (2)|| < C, and the integral over C converges in
the operator norm, hence it gives a compact operator. We then see that p(H) —
Zj.vzl )?jJJflcp(Hj(O))Jij is compact for any ¢(A) € C§°(R). Since U(HJ(-O)) =
[0, 00), we have w(HJ(O)) =0if () € C§°((—00,0)). Therefore ¢(H) is compact if
©(A) € C§°((—0,0)), which implies that (—00,0) Noess(H) = 0. For A € (0,00) =
O'(HJ(O)), one can construct u, € D(HJ(O)) such that |Ju,| = 1, ||(HJ(-O) = Nuy| = 0,
and suppu, C {y > R,} with R, — oco. Then letting v, = x;jun — &;Bjun, we
have v, € D(H), ||(H — MNvy,|| = 0, v, — 0 weakly and ||v,,|| > C uniformly in n
with a constant C' > 0. This implies \ € oess(H). O
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The set of thresholds for H is defined by
N
(3.18) T(H) = [Jop(=An,),
j=1

where Ap; is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on M;. Replacing Qo in §2 by Q; with
Jj=1,---,N, we define the Besov type spaces B;, B;. We put

N
£l = Ixofllz2) + D Ixi flls,

Jj=1

N
5 = IIxofllz20) + Y X f]

j=1
The weighted L? space L?° and the weighted Sobolev space H™*° are defined
similarly.

Jul .

3.3. Radiation condition. A solution u € B* of the reduced wave equation
(H=XNu=f in Q x>0,
du=0 on 09,

is said to satisfy the outgoing radiation condition if

S . .
(3.19) lim E/o ij((f?y—sz()\))uH%z(Mj)dy:O, 1<Vj<N,

Pj(z) = /2 + Ay,.

If 0, —iP;(\) is replaced by 9, + iP;()\), we say that u satisfies the incoming

where

radiation condition. In the following, u is always assumed to satisfy the boundary
condition d,u = 0 on 9.

Lemma 3.5. Let A € (0,00) \ T(H). If u € B* satisfies (H — \)u = 0 and the

outgoing (or incoming) radiation condition, it also satisfies

1 f .
lim E/o iju||2Lz(Mj)dy:0, 1<j<N.

R— o0

Proof. We take p(t) € C5°((0,00)) such that p(¢t) > 0, suppp(t) C (1,2) and
Jo° p(t)dt =1, and put

er(Yy) =X (%) x(t) = /too p(s)ds.

Then ¢gr(y) = 1 for y < R and pr(y) = 0 for y > 2R. We next construct
Yr € C§°(2) such that Yyr =1 on K and ¥r = g on Q; for 1 < j < N. Then we
have

(i[H, Yrlu, u) = (i[H = A, ¢rlu,u) = 0.
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By the construction of ¥g, [H,¥r] = 0 on K. By the assumption ([Z), on ; the
commutator has the form
Y

(3.20) i[H,Yr] = %p(R

where L; r is a 1st order differential operator whose coefficients have the form

1 _,y _

(YO (y—c0

ZX(F)0™)

and X(y) is either p(y) or p'(y). Let v = (1 4+ y) “u. Then by Lemma 2.1 and
Lemma 2.3 (1) (which also holds for Ag,), 9,v,9,v € L*~° for some 0 < § < 1/2.

Therefore

1 f 2 2 ¢ 2 2
7 ) (0eelaqan) + 100 ) dy < s (10:012 5+ 0y0ll2s)

which tends to 0 as R — oo. Therefore by Lemma 2.2

)8y + Lij,

Jim (Lj,ru, u)r2(0,) = 0.

Hence we have by using (320),

N
: L[> 1y
(3.21) Rh_r)nOo Zl = /0 p (§> (8yxju, XJU)L2(Mj)dy =0.
j=
Assume that u satisfies the outgoing radiation condition. Using the inequality

1 [ y .
‘E /0 () ((By =P (N)Xgus X51) L2 a1,

< Cul

1 [ Ly . 1/2
o (7 [ )10, ~ POl )
and (BZI)), we then have
Ny gy
(3.22) lim Z = /0 p (E) (P;(N\)x;u, Xju)Lz(Mj)dy =0.

R—o0 4
J=1

As in the proof of Theorem 2.7, we split x;u into two parts,

Xju< = Ej((—00, \))xju,  xjus = E;j((A, 00))x;u,

where E;(-) is the spectral projection associated with —Ap;. Then by the short-
range decay assumption of the metric,

(—85 — Ahj — A)Xj’u,> = fj S L2(Qj)
Since A ¢ o(—=Axy, ), arguing in the same way as in the proof of ([2.7),
(—Bj — Ap; = A)xjus = (—Bj + Bj)xus,
where Bj; is a self-adjoint operator on L?(M;) such that B; > 6(1 — Ayy,), 6 > 0
being a constant. Therefore, Pj(\)y;jus € L*(Q;), hence

L[y
(3.23) lim }—%/0 p(ﬁ) (Pj()\)xju>,xju>)L2(Mj)dy:O.

R—o0
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Since P;(A)xjus = 1C;(A)x;us, where C;(X) is a strictly positive operator on
L?(Mj), this also implies

.1 oy
(3.24) fim & [0 (%) s [sqan o = 0.

We show that
N

. 1
(3.25) > [ #(%) (PO x51<) g s = 0.
<

In fact, in view of (8:22)), splitting u = u« + u~ and using (3:23)), to prove (3.20)
we have only to show that

. 1 Y
(326) Rh—I>r<l>O E /p (E) (Pj()‘)Xju>7Xju<)L2(Mj)dy =0,

and the same assertion with u« and us exchanged. Let us note that
|(Pj(/\)Xju>v Xju<)L2(Mj)| = |(Xju>a Xij(A)*u<)L2(Mj)|
< Clixzuslllix;u<ll-

Therefore

1
E/ ( )|(Pj(/\)Xju>vXju<)L2(Mj)|dy

oY
R
1 y > Raee y 2 v
- (E/ P(§)||Xju>||L2<Mj>dy> 7 ) o (B) <l o

1 Y 2 12
<C <§/P(§)||Xju>||L2(Mj)dy) )

since xju<« € B*. By (B24), this converges to 0. Similarly, we can prove (3.26)
with u< and us exchanged.

On the other hand, (Pj(\)xju<, Xju<) > C||Xju<||%2(ﬂj) for a constant C' > 0,
which depends on A. Therefore by ([B.25])

. 1= Y 2
(3.27) Jim / o (L) InguclZaqar, dy = 0.
By (324) and (B:27)), we complete the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 3.6. Suppose u € B* satisfies (H — Nu = f for A € (0,00) \ T(H) and
dyu =0 on Q. Assume also for some 1 < j < N, f € L**(Q;) for any s >0, and

L1 f
(3.28) lim }—%/0 ||xju||%2(Mj)dy:O.

R—o

Then u € L*%(Q;) for any s > 0. Moreover for any s > 0 and any compact interval
I C(0,00)\T(H), there exists a constant Cs.; > 0 such that

(3.29) Ixjullp2s o) < Csrllullg,) + 1fllz20@,)), YA€ L
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Proof. We construct counterparts of £; and B; when the roles of G' and G;O)

~ (0
are interchanged. Namely, there exists an operator of extension Ej( ) such that for
m >1/2 and ¢ € H™(09Q;(R))

O ¥ on 0Q;(R),
Oy Ei ‘b_{o on Q\ (N Q(R—1/2)),

supp (EE(O)@/J) C Q2 NQ(R—-1),
& e BUH™*(00,(R)); H™/>5(;)), m=>1/2, s>0.
If 0,u = 0 on 0f2, we have

8,0 0u) =y " B%u on 9Q(R),

where
B =y ;0,0 — B).
We put ]
EJ(O) _ y—l—e()(c/’NJ(_O)'
Then

81/(0) 5;0)B§O)U = 3}/(_0) (Xju).
Suppose u € B* satisfies (H — XN)u = f, A € (0,00) \ T(H), and d,u = 0 on OS2
We put v; = xu — 8§O)B§O)u. Then v; satisfies
(=02 — An, — Nv; = x5 f + Liu+ (92 + Ay, )EVBPu in 9,

(3.30)
0, mv; =0 on 0Q;.

Here L; is a 2nd order differential operator with coefficients decaying like O(y~1~<0).
Note that f; == x;f + Ljnu+ (92 + Ay, )6V Bu € L2 +eo(q;).

Let vjn = (v5(-,4),¥n())L2(n,), Where ¥y, (2) is the normalized eigenvector as-
sociated with the eigenvalue )\, of —Ah].. Then we have

(331) (_85 - Nn)vj,n =Gjn, Mn=A—An,
where g, € L>»(1+90)/2((—00,00)), and vj,(y) = gjn(y) = 0 for y < 0. Let
ro(z) = (=02 — z)~! in L*(R), i.e.
i ey
(o)) ) = 32 [ gty
where Im+/z > 0. Then as can be checked easily for any s > 0 and 6 > 0, there
exists a constant C s > 0 such that

1+ [yD)*ro(=a) (1 + [y)) " *lIBL2®):L2(R) < Cs6,  Va > 4.
Therefore by ([B.31), one can show that
(332) EJ(()\, OO))’Uj S LQ’(lJrED)/Q(Qj),

where E;(-) is the spectral projection associated with —Ay.
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For A\, < A, we study v, ,, separately. By (328,

1 R
(3.33) lim —/ [vjn(y)[2dy = 0.
R Jo

In view of (B33), we see that v, satisfies both of the outgoing and incoming
radiation conditions. Adopting the outgoing radiation condition, we see that vj
is written as v, = 7o(tn + 10)g;.n, i€

7 v / Rl ,
vin(y) = (/ e”“_"(y’y)g;n(y’)dy’ﬂt/ etVin(y *y)g-,n(y’)dy’)-
J 2\//Tn o J Y J

Note that g;,, € L'((0,00)), since g;, € L*(1T<)/2((0,00)). Therefore

i[> :
li () = Win =y g. (' \dy'.
S v (y) 2\//Tn/o e 9in(y")dy

The condition ([B33]) implies that this limit is equal to 0. which implies

) = 7= (= [ O g+ [T g )
Using the following Lemma 3.7 (Hardy’s inequality), we have (1 + y)(©0=D/2y; , €
L2((0,00)). Using ([332), we the have v; € L*(~1+2€0)/2((0,00)). By Lemma
3.2 and the formula y;u = v; + 5§0)B§0)u, we have u € L*(=1+0)/2(Q);). Thus
we have seen that u gains the decay of order ¢y in ;. Then in B3I)), g;n» €
L%(+42€0)/2((0,00). Hence v; € L>(7143¢/2)(Q;). Repeating this procedure, we
obtain x;u € L*™(;), Vm > 0. The estimate ([329) can be proven by re-

examining the above arguments. O

Lemma 3.7. Let f(y) € L*((0,00)) and put

uw) = [
y
The for s > 1/2
(e o) 4 (e o)
2(s—1) 20y < / 2s 2d )
| e Py < s [ R
For the proof, see [30] Chap. 3, Lemma 3.3. O

Lemma 3.8. Let 0,qq(H) be the set of X\ & T(H) for which there exists a non-trivial
solution u € B* of the equation (H — A)u = 0 satisfying the radiation condition.
Then orqa(H) = 0,(H) \ T (H). Moreover it is a discrete subset of R\ T(H) with
possible accumulation points in T (H) and co.

Proof. The first part of the lemma is proved by Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6. Let I be
a compact interval in R\ 7(H), and suppose there exists an infinite number of
eigenvalues (counting multiplicities) in I. Let u,,n = 1,2,--- be the associated

orthonormal eigenvectors.
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Take any R > 0 and let xo = x& be the function introduced in the beginning of
this section. We decompose
N

n = X6t + Y (1= X¢)xXsn-
=0
Then by [B29), for any € > 0 there exists R > 0 such that |[(1 — x{)un| 12 <
¢ uniformly in n. By the compactness of the imbedding of H} (Q) to LZ (),
{XRUn }n is compact in L?(Q). Therefore {uy,}, contains a convergent subsequence,
which is a contradiction. 0

The set of exceptional points E(H) is now defined by
(3.34) E(H) =T(H)| Jop(H).
Weyl’s formula for the asymptotic distribution of eigenvalues on compact manifolds

and Lemma 3.8 imply that 7 (H) is discrete and £(H) has only finite number of

accumulation points on any compact interval in R.

3.4. Limiting absorption principle. For a self-adjoint operator H defined in a
Hilbert space H, the limit

lim (H — A\ i)t = (H—-AFi0)"', Xe€o(H),
€E—>

does not exist as a bounded operator on H. However if A\ is in the continuous
spectrum of H, it is sometimes possible to guarantee the existence of the above limit
in B(X; X*), where X', X* are Banach spaces such that X ¢ H = H* C X*, and
‘H is identified with its dual space via Riesz’ theorem. This fact, called the limiting
absorption principle, is central in studying the absolutely continuous spectrum,
and many works are devoted to it. We employ in this paper the classical method
of integration by parts pioneered by Eidus [I6]. The crucial step is to establish
a-priori estimates as in §2 of this paper, and to show the uniqueness of solutions
to the reduced wave equation satisfying the radiation condition. After this hard
analysis part, the remaining arguments are almost routine.

We take any compact interval I C (0,00) \ £(H) and let

J={2€C;Rezel, Imz#0}.

We first note that Lemma 2.3 also holds for the solution to the equation

(H—zu=f in Q,

d,u=0 on 09,
by the standard elliptic regularity estimates. We put v = R(2)f and v; = xju —
E;O)BJ(-O)u as in the proof of Lemma 3.6, Then v, satisfies (3.30) with A replaced by
z. We can then apply Theorem 2.7 to see that
(3.35) Ixsulse < Co (115 + ull— ).

for any s > 1/2, where C is independent of z € J. Once (B3H) is proved, we can

repeat the arguments in Chap 2, §2 of [30] or those of Ikebe-Saito [27] without any
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essential change. Note that here and in the sequel, we use (, ) to denote the inner
product

(u,v)z/ﬂuﬁdV

of L?(2) as well as the coupling between B and B*, or L?* and L*~%.

Lemma 3.9. Take s > 1/2 sufficiently close to 1/2.
(1) There exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup | R(2) f||-s < C| f|s.
zeJ

(2) For any A € I and f € B, the strong limit lim._,o R(\ + i€) f exists in L? 5.
(3) I >\ — R(A£i0)f € L*>~* is continuous.

Sketch of the proof. Suppose the uniform bound (1) is not true. Then there exist
a sequence z, € J and f, € B such that z, = R(z,)f, satisfies |lu,|-s = 1 and
I fzllz = 0. Without loss of generality, we can assume that z, — A € I. Using
B37) with 0 < s’ < s and the compactness of the embedding of H? into L? ,
one can assume that u, converges to some u € B*, and u satisfies the equation
(H — XM)u = 0 and the radiation condition (see Corollary 2.6). Therefore v = 0 by
Lemma 3.8. However this contradicts ||u,|—s = 1. The assertions (2) and (3) are

proved in a similar manner. (Il

Using this lemma one can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.10. (1) For any X € I, lim._,o R(A £ i€)f exists in the weak-+ sense:
Slim(R(\£ie)f,g) = (RO £i0)f.9). f.g€B.
(2) There exists a constant C > 0 such that
[R(A£i0)flls- < Clflls, A€l

Moreover R(X\ £1i0)f satisfies the outgoing radiation condition for A+ i0 and in-
coming radiation condition for X\ — 0.

(8) For any f,g € B, I > X — (R(A£10)f,g) is continuous.

(4) Let E() be the spectral decomposition of H. Then E([0,00) \ E(H))L*(Q)
= Hae(H), and we have the following orthogonal decomposition

L*(Q) = Hae(H) & Hy(H).

Sketch of the proof. Since L*~* (s > 1/2) is dense in B*, (1) follow from Lemma
3.9 (2) and (B35]). The assertion (2) follows from Lemma 3.9 (1) and ([B35]). The
remaining assertions are proved in the same way as in Chap 2, §2 of [30] or Tkebe-
Saito [27]. O

Let us recall that for a self-adjoint operator H = ffooo AdE(X), the absolutely
continuous subspace for H, H,.(H), is the set of u such that (E(\)u, u) is absolutely

continuous with respect to d\, and the point spectral subspace, H,(H), is the
closure of the linear hull of eigenvectors of H.
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4. FORWARD PROBLEM

4.1. Unperturbed spectral representations. Let {Xj}j‘v:o be the partition of
unity defined in §3. Recall the spaces B and B* introduced in §2. For two functions
f,gon Q, f~ g means that

1R :
dim 2 [0 () = 96 By =0, 1< ¥5 <N,

We also use the same notation f ~ g for f, g defined on €2;.
Green’s function of —d?/dy* — ¢ on (0,00) with Neumann boundary condition

at y=01is
Gy.y':0) i [ cos(v/Cy)eVS, o<y <y,
Y,9:6) = —F#= )
V| etvey cos(n/Cy), 0<y <.
Let A\j1 < Aj2 < -+ be the eigenvalues of —Aj, with normalized eigenvectors
@jn(x), n = 1,2,---. Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢, ,(z)’s are
real-valued. Let H ;O) = —85 — Ay, with Neumann boundary condition. Then

O _ (7O 1o o
R;7(z) = (H; "’ —z)7" is written as

@D (RO @)= X [ 6z hi) (i) w0y

(Pinf) (@,y) = (f(-9), ¢jn)ejn(T),

( ,) being the inner product of L?(M;;+/det (h;)dx). Note that det (h;;) =
det G;O). For f(z,y) € L*(M; x (0,00); (det G;O))lmdxdy), we define its cosine
transform by

Feos(N)f(2) = 7{1/2)\71/4/ cos (yV/X) £ (z, y)dy.
0
Lemma 4.1. For f € B, and A € (0,00) \ 0,(=Ay,), we have
RONE£i0)f = ivm Y (A= Xjn) "V AENVAN F (A= M) Py f ().

>\j,n<)\

Proof. We first show that the right-hand side of (41)) is a bounded operator from
B to B*. The sum over the terms in which A;, > A is rewritten as

A (NS
L% (b= 4 pmton (90) Ny
Z m/o (6 YUl em i WY )fj,n(x,y)dy

Ajn>A



MANIFOLDS WITH CYLINDRICAL ENDS
where f;, = P f and k, = \/A;» — A. Then we have
IA; N FC T2 an

1
:Zm

Ajn>A

Z ‘/OOO |<f(7y)7 spj,n>‘2dy

o>

< Cy
A

< A FIIZ 2001, % (0,00

/ (eikn ‘yfy/‘ + eikn (y+yl)) <f(7 y/)v <Pjan>L2(Mj)dy/
0

2

21

Hence A;(\) € B(L?; L= (Ry; L?(M;)) € B(B; B*). To estimate the term in which

Ajn < A, we put

Ujn () = /OOO Gy, y's A £10 — Xjn) fin(@,y)dy'.
Then we have
i) < O [ Ifyn(olas
Since

[wjnllss < Cllugnlle, N finllr < Cllifinlls,

We have proven that Rg-o)()\ +1i0) € B(B; B*).

Now the assertion of the lemma is easy to prove if there exists ng > 0 such that

fim =0 for n > ng, and f;, is compactly supported for n < ng. Since such an f

is dense in B, we have proven the lemma.

The generalized eigenfunction of H J(O) is defined for A > A;
(42) Wy N) = 772 = A) T cos (33N = Mg ) @i (@).

This \11507)1(3:, y; A) is often denoted by gl (A) in the sequel. It satisfies

J,n

(~Dgo = NEL () =0 in Q,
(4.3) o
81/(‘0)\11%"(/\):0 on 8QJ

The Fourier transformation associated with H J(O) is defined by
0 0
(4.4) FON =3 ex WFL NS,
n=1
where ¢; () is the characteristic function of the interval (\; ,,00), and

(0) _ (0) (0) .
(4.5) (FOF) (@) = < /Q UiV fav; ) Zin(2)
= ]:cos()\ - )\j,n)ijf((E),

O
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where de(O) = (det Ggo))l/zd:vdy. Define a subspace of L?((0,00); L2(M;); d\) by

M

ﬁj LQ(()\jﬁn,oo);d/\) ® @jn(T)

3

Il
Nl

(4.6)
fn(/\)@jyn(x% fn € LQ(()‘j,nv OO); d)\)} .

n=1

Then F\” defined by (F\” f)(A) = F\* () f for f € C5°(€2;) is uniquely extended

J
to a unitary operator

FO L (9y) = H;.
We put

N
(4.7) @

where L?(M;) = L?(Mj; \/det(h;) dx), and and also
(4.8) ]—"(0 (FO,... FD.

By the computation similar to the one to be given in the proof of Lemma 4.3
below, one can show that

o ([RO 0+ i0) = ROO = i0)] £.7) = 1700 1 aqar

Therefore, F\ (\) € B(B; L*(M;)), and F\” (\)* € B(L*(M;); B*).
Here we must pay attention to the followmg remarks. The first one is that in
@4, ]-';0)()\) is a finite sum:
(4.9) =Y FO0
Ajn <A

The second remark is that the adjoint * is taken in the following sense:
@10)  FON R = CF O Wiy = [ 1ROV,
(h € L*(Mj;)). Therefore
(4.11) FON = > FOw,

Ajn<A

and for h € L*(Mj;)
(4.12) (FO0R) @) = WO @5 NV (s @312, -

Since ]—';0)()\)* satisfies (HQ) - )\)]-'(0)()\)* =0, we have

J J

FON* € BILA(M;); H> %), s>1/2,

J
hence

FOON) € B(H 2% L3 (M), s> 1/2.
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4.2. Perturbed spectral representations. Using &;, B; and V}(z) in Subsection
3.1, for A > A, ,, we define the generalized eigenfunction for H by

(413)  Waa(N) = (G —&B) PN = RAFi0) V()T ().

J.n

Here putting s = (1 + €0)/2, we regard &;B; and V;()\) in B(H*7%; L»*). Note
that ¥; , +(\) € B*. This definition easily implies

{ (—AG — )\)\IJj,n,i()\) =0 in Q,

(4.14)
O¥jn+(A) =0 on 9.

The generalized Fourier transformation for H is defined by perturbing ]-";0). We
put for A > \;

(4.15) Fint (V) = FONT; (x5 — (EB)" = Vi(\)*)R(A £ 0),

where J; = (det G/det G\) /. Note that (£;B;)*, V;(\)* € B(L>~*; H-2*), and
R(A£1i0) € B(L**; H>=*)NB(H 2%, L?>~*), hence ([@I5) is well-defined.

Lemma 4.2. For f € C§°(Q2), we have

(4.16) Fine) @) = ([ Tonarav ) ginta).

Q

where dV = (det (G))l/2 dzdy.
Proof. We put u = (x; — (§;B;)* — V;(A)*)R(A £i0) f. Then by using [@I0)

( 7., i( )f7 )L2 (M;) = (fJ(On()\)Ju h)LZ(M)

:/Q wFO (N h ;v ©.

J

We then use ([{I2) to see that the right-hand side is equal to

/Q w O N AV T @5m) 12,

J

= (= (E&By)" = V) ) RO i0)£,8000) T @) aqary
= (f, ¥jnx(N) (‘Pj,mh)U(Mj)a

which proves the lemma. O
The adjoint operator F;j , +(A)* is defined by the following formula:

(4.17) (Fjmx N ) 2y = (F Fjmae (MR ) 2y, h € L*(M;).
Lemma 4.3. The adjoint operator Fj, +(N)* has the following expression:
(4.18) FinaWN* = (g —&Bj = ROFi0)V;(N) F5 (V)"

where the adjoint ]-'J(SZ(/\)* is taken in the sense of (4.10).



24 HIROSHI ISOZAKI, YAROSLAV KURYLEV, AND MATTI LASSAS

Proof. Let u = (x; — (§;B;)* — V;(A\)*)R(A £i0)f. Then as is shown in the
proof of Lemma 4.2,

(Fimx (N fh)re =/Q wF (N h J;dv,”

= (u. F{ (V) D) a(a)-
Plugging the form of u, we see that the right-hand side is equal to
(f: (G = €:B; = ROF i0)V; () FJ5 (N h) 2.

7,m
which proves the lemma. O
We define
(419) Z 0]7 ]7n j: Z F; \n, ﬂ:
] n<A
(4.20) Fr(N) = (Fr,£A), -, Frvx(V)).

Lemma 4.4. For any A € (0,00) \ E(H) and f € B, we have on €,

(4.21) ROAE0)f ~ Liy/m Y (A= Aj) /AEWVA N Fy L L (NS

Ajn <A

Proof. This follows from (314, Lemma 4.1 and the definition (Z15). O

Lemma 4.5. For any A € (0,00) \ E(H) and f € B, we have
S (RO 0) = RO = i0)£.1) = | F= W .

2mi

Proof. We prove the case for F4(A\). We have only to prove the lemma when
f e (). We compute in a way similar to that in Lemma 3.5. Take p(t) €
C§°((0,00)) such that [~ p(t)dt = 1, and put x(t) = [~ p(s)ds. Let u = R(A+i0) f
and

YR = Xo + Zx(}%)xg‘(y),

where {XJ "o is the partition of unity on 2, and y in x;(y) is the local coordinate
on ;. We then have

([H - /\7 U)R]ua u) = (deua f) - (fv U)R’UJ
As u € B*, by computing the commutator [H, 1 g|, we then have

dim S 2 () W) = (. f) = ()

Since u = R(A 4 i0)f satisfies the radiation condition (see Theorem 3.10 (2)),
(0y — iPj(N))xju =~ 0. Therefore

tim 5™ 2 (p(B) ()P, V) = (. 1) = (£, )

R—oo —
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Now we note that

. 1 Y

Let vy be the term in the right-hand side of (m Usmg Lemma 4.4, we first
replace u of the right-hand side of (P;(\)u, u)Lg(Mj) by v+. We next move P;j()) to
the right-hand side of the inner product and replace u by vy. Since Pjyn(/\)gpgogl =

VA= N 080 we have Pj(A)Fjn+(A) = /A — Ajn Fjnr(A). The lemma then

follows from a direct computation. (I

The formula in Lemma 4.5, when integrated with respect to A over (0,00), is
a counterpart of the Parseval formula in the Fourier transformation, and a crucial
step for the spectral representation. Using #; in (6], we put

N
(4.22) H = @ﬁj,
j=1

The following theorem can be proved in the same way as in [28] or Chap. 3 of [30].

Theorem 4.6. (1) For)\gT( ), F+(A) € B(B;h).

(2) The operator (Fif)(A) = FL(N)f defined for f € B is uniquely extended to a
partial isometry with initial set Hq.(H) and final set H.

(3) (FLH[)A) = A(FLf)(A), VA€ (0,00)\E(H), Vfe D(H).

(4) F+(N)* € B(h;B*) is an eigenoperator of H with eigenvalue X\ in the sense
that

(H - NF:(\)9 =0, Yyeh.
(5) For any compact interval I C (0,00) \ T(H) and g € H, we have

/ Fr(N*g(\)dr € L*(9Q).

Let I, be a finite union of compact intervals in (0,00) \ E(H) such that I, C Iny1,
U I, = (0,00) \ E(H). Then for any f € Hae(H), the inversion formula holds:

f=s—=lm [ FLN)"(FLf)(N)dAr

n—o0 I,

4.3. Time-dependent scattering theory. Let H(O = —62 Ap,; be the unper-
turbed Laplacian in the end Q;.

Theorem 4.7. The wave operator Wy : @;V,lL2(Q ) — L2(Q) defined by
©
Wy —s—hmZe”‘/_ —ity/H}°
t—to0
exists and is complete, i.e. Ran Wi = Hyo(H). Moreover
(4.23) Wy = (F)' FO,

where FO) is the Fourier transformation defined by (4-8) for the system of Lapla-
cians (H(O) e H(O))
1 » y AN )



26 HIROSHI ISOZAKI, YAROSLAV KURYLEV, AND MATTI LASSAS

Sketch of the proof. We argue in the same way as in Chap. 2, Theorem 8.9 of
[30]. Take f € Hac(H) such that (Fjn,1f)(A) € C5°((Ajn,00)) and Fjpnif =0
except for a finite number of n. Then by Theorem 4.6 and Lemma 4.3

e tVHf = / YA EL (N (Fo ) (A)dA
_Z / "y JF(O( )) (Fjont F) (V)

- Z/o B, (FIOW) (Frnr VA
j,m

- /O T iR RO~ i0)V; (V) (FOwW) (Frmif) (VA

(4.24)

Because of the decay of &;, the 2nd term of the right-hand side tends to 0 in L?(12).
Letting A = \/ﬁ, we have

(H-K*+i0)"'=(A—-k+i0) 1 (A+ k)
We then put

g(k) = 2(A+K) V() (FI ) (Fjns S ),

30 = [ e gl
0
We show that
(4.25) g <Cca+t)~'c t>0.

In fact, take h € L?(2) and consider

@00 = [ 2k ((F0) (Fin £V A+ 1) )k
_ (0) > o ithtyy /K2 =Njn) | o—ilth—y\/K2 =X)L gk
zn: / dv, /O ( + )k

Since V;(k?) contains a factor (1 +y)~'~¢, splitting the integral suitably and inte-
grating by parts, we have

(g(®), )| < CA+H)~ <Al

which proves ([28). We use the notation f(t) ~ g(¢) if || f(t) —g(¢)|| = 0 as t — oc.
In view of the following Lemma 4.8, we obtain as t — oo

I [ e (W) Fis )N
gm0

_ Z Xjeﬂ't,/Hj@) (f;gz)*fj,n,+fa

Jsn
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in L?(Q2). This implies the existence of the limit

N
; (0) . *
(4.26) s—lim 3 VI etV (70) £..
j=1

t—o00

Since (]—"(0))* Fy is a partial isometry with initial set H,.(H) and final set L*(Q),
([£26) also implies for g = (g1, -+ ,gn) € @£1L2(Qj)
N
, o) .
(4.27) |eYHN " e VI g (Fy ) FO g = 0.
j=1

o) .
Let us prove this fact. We put U(t) = Zjvzl eV H; Xje_”\/ﬁ. Then (4.26)
implies that U(t) — (F 0)*]:+ =: U strongly, which implies

(4.28) Ut)" = U* weakly.
We show that
N
(4.29) U@ gll = llgll = 1T*gll, 9= (g1, ,9n) € PLA).
j=1
In fact, we have
* 12 al —ity/H® 2 z —it\JH® 12
U@ gl® =1 xse sgif 1P = lIxze 7 gill®
=1 j=1
. (0) . (0)
By the scattering property of e Vi~ ||(1 — x;)e "V g;|| = 0, which proves
N N
—ity/H
Do lxse VA g2 = llgsl? = llall*-
=1 j=1
Now, [@28) and [@29) yield |U(t)*g — U*g|| — 0. This completes the proof of
Theorem 4.7 for W,. The assertion for W_ is proved similarly. O

Lemma 4.8. Let A be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space H. For f(k) €
Co((0,00);H), we put

falt) = / e f (k) dk.
0
Then for any e >0
|- rs e gmar < [T 17l
0 t

Proof. This is proved in [30], Chap. 2, Lemma 8.10. For the reader’s convenience,

we reproduce the proof. By virtue of the identity
o0
(A—kTie) ™t = j:z'/ eTis(A—kFic) gq
0

we have

/ (A — k5 ie) ek f(k)dk = i / (FiSAFI) T (5 4 4)ds,
0 0

which proves the lemma. O
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4.4. S-matrix. The scattering operator is defined by S = (WJF)*W,. We consider
its Fourier transform : § = F(©§ (]-"(0))*.
Lemma 4.9. We have a direct integral representation:

(SHN) =SNfN), VfeH, VA>0,

where §()\) = (§jk ()\))Kj w<n 18 a bounded operator on h called the S-matriz, and
is written as follows

SN = bjn — 2w OO (FIV)

Proof. Lemma 4.5 implies

1
5= (ROV+i0) = RN = i0)) = F=(\)" Fx (V).
By Lemma 4.3, we then have

Fer N = Fr (V) = 21iF (A Fr OV FD (V)"

Then we have by Theorem 4.6 (2), for f,g € H

N fo%s) *
(Fe = FOF fa) = =253 [ (J00.F ) (FOW) a), i
k=1

h

By @X3), S = F, (}L)*. Hence the lemma follows. O

Let h;()) be the linear subspace of L?(M;) spanned by ¢;,, such that A, < A
and put

N
h(\) = EB h;(\).

Then S()) is a partial isometry on h with initial and final set h()). The scattering
amplitude is defined by

AN = Fias V) (FOW)
Let Ajm kn(N) : L2(My) — L*(M;) be given by
(4.30) AjmgonN) = Fiom s V) (FO )
We then have
;/S’\j ()\) - 5jkIj = —2mi Z Ajm,kn()\);

)\j,m<)\, )\k,7l<>\
where I; is the identity operator on L?*(M;). When j, k and the energy A > 0 is
fixed, (Ajm,kn(N)) is a finite matrix of size (d;, di), where d; = #{(j,m); Ajm < A}.
Let Ajp kn(X) be defined by
(4.31) Ajmken(A) = (Ajm,kn (A @rn, <Pj,m)L2(Mj) .

Then we have

(4.32) Ajimen AN = Ajimen N (B, @) 2 (a0 Pjoms - Vh € L (M).
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The scattering amplitude is computed from the asymptotic expansion of the
generalized eigenfunction in the following way.

Lemma 4.10.

7 weiym
_W«‘bm,kn(/\)%,m.
J,m

Proof. This directly follows from (AI3)) and Lemma 4.4. O

Pjm (\I]k,n,—()\) - xﬂ’%(}\)) =

5. FROM SCATTERING DATA TO BOUNDARY DATA

5.1. Non-physical scattering amplitude. In this section, we observe waves
coming in from and going out of the end €7 assuming that

(5.1) G1 = (dy)® + hy(z,dx) on .
This amounts to studying the scattering amplitude A1, 1,(A) of (£30), which is

rewritten as

At 1n(A) = Feos(A = Am) PrmJ1 (x1 — Vi(A)*R(A 4 i0))
. ‘/1()\) (]:cos()\ - )\l,n))* Pl,n'

Note that By = 0, because of the assumption (&I). By the expression (BI2),
V1(\) and V4 (A\)* are independent of A and compactly supported in the y-variable.

(5.2)

Therefore, A1pm,1n(A) defined for A > max {A1 , A1, } is analytically continued to
the upper half plane C; = {Im A > 0}. This analytic continuation can be extended
to a continuous function on C1 U (R\ £(H)). We denote the obtained function for
{A <max{A m, \n}} \E(H) by Ag:f}i?n,()\) and call it the non-physical scattering

amplitude. These functions can be represented by (2)), where Feos(A — A1) and
Feos(A — A1n) are replaced by their analytic continuations. Let

(5:3) 0w,y N) =7 V2T = )V cosh (/A = A )pra(e),

N

and put, similarly to (£)
(Fuon i — N Punf) (2) = ( R, dVF”) o1n(2)
Q1

In the following, we always assume that A ¢ £(H). The explicit form of A{""") ())

Im,1In
is given by the following lemma. Recall that the non-physical scattering ampli-

tude A" (M) coincides with the physical scattering amplitude Aiy,1,(A) for

1m,1n

A > max{)\Lm, )\1)71}.
Lemma 5.1. (1) If AMi;m < A < A1,
Angl?n()‘) = Feos(A = ALm)Prnd1 (x1 — Vi(A)*R(A + i0))
’ Vl()‘) (‘Fcosh()\l,n - )\))* Pl,n-
(2) If /\1,n <AL /\1,m;
Ag:fﬁ)n()‘) = Feosh(A,m — NP1 mJ1 (Xl —Vi(N)*R(A+ ZO))
- ‘/1()\) (]:cos()\ - )\l,n))* Pl,n-
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(3) If/\ < min{)\l,m, /\17"}7
AT () = FrosnOtm — NP1 (1 — Vi) RO + 10))
: ‘/1()\) (‘Fcosh()\l,n - )\))* Pl,n-

In accordance with (£I3]), we define non-physical eigenfunction by
(5.4) ®1 () = 100, (A) — RO Fi0)Vi ()DL, (A).
Note that the physical eigenfunction Wy ,,, —(A) defined for A > A, is analyti-
cally continued through the upper half space C to the nonphysical eigenfunction
D1 1y, —(A) defined for A < A1 ;. The non-physical scattering amplitude is computed
from the asymptotic behavior of non-physical eigenfunction in the following way.

We put

AL = (AR, (Ve oLm) 20m)-
Then we have for h € L*(M)
nph nph
AT R = AT ) (hy 91.0) 2 (a11) ©1.m-

Lemma 5.2. (1) If My < A < A1n, we have as y — oo,

i/ eYVATALm
A AL
(2) If A < max{A1,m,A1.n}, we have as y — 0o,

wif4 —yy/ A1 m—X
_ 30 ~ € ﬁe (nph)
Pl,m ((I)l,n,— ()‘) (I)l,n()‘)> (Al,m — )\)1/4 ‘Alm,ln()‘)spl,na

with a super exponentially decreasing error, that is, with the error v(y) satisfying
Ir(y)| < Cne™NY for any N > 0.

nph
Pion (@100 = {9 (V) =~ AL, (Ve

Proof. The assertion (1) is proved in the same way as in Lemma 4.8. By ({1,
letting ¢ = A — Ay 1, We have as y — 00
PRAVIGTRNEES
ie
—= [ cos (\/Zy’) Py f(z,y')dy’

V< Jo
with a super exponentially decaying error. This, together with ([B.14) and Lemma
5.1, proves (2). O

Py Ry (A +i0) f (2, y) ~

5.2. Splitting the manifold. We take a compact hypersurface I' C 1 having the
following property.

(C-1) T splits Q into a union: Q = Qezr U Qg so that Qezr N Qe = T, Qi is a
manifold with smooth boundary, and Qe+ C Q1. (See figure 2.)

Let O C Q;,: be an open, relatively compact set such that it has a smooth
boundary not intersecting 9;,¢ and that Q;,; \ O is connected. Denote Qo =

Qe \ O and
r if O=0,

]_—‘ =
°7 100 it 0=+0.
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¥

Qint Qext
r

931

FIGURE 2. Surface I splits 2 to two parts, manifold €2;,; with a
smooth boundary and its complement Q. C Q.

We put for f,g € L?(T'o)

(f;9)ro = g f(@)g(x)dSs,

dS; being the measure induced from the metric G on I'o. We put Hp = —Ag in
Qo endowed with the Neumann boundary condition:

(5.5) d,v=0 on 0Qp,

v being the unit normal to the boundary. If 2 has only one end, €2;,; is a bounded

region. If € has more than one end, €2;,; is unbounded and the spectral theory

developed for H applies also to Hn. To see this, we have only to replace IC by

KU(£21 N Q4pe), and to argue in the same way as in §3 and §4. Let £(Ho) be 0,(Hp)

when Q¢ is bounded, and the set of exceptional points when ¢ is unbounded.
Next we consider the case O = ) so that I'p =T.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose \ ¢ E(H) U E(Hy), and let Wy _(N) and Py, (N) be
physical and non-physical eigenfunctions for H. Then the linear subspace spanned

by Oy W1m,—(N)|ps Ov®in,—(N)|p, n=1,2,..., is dense in L*(T).

F7
Proof. We show that, if f € L?(I") satisfies
(56) (fu auqll,n,—(/\))r = (f7 au(l)l,n,—(/\))r‘

then f = 0. We define an operator 0. € B((H'/2(T))'; H=%(12)), where (H'/?(T))’
is the dual space of HY/?(T), by

((%“fv ’LU) = (fv 81,10)1", Vw € HQ(Q)v

and put u = R(A —i0)0r.f by duality. This means that , if G_(\; X, X’) is Green’s
function, i.e. the integral (Schwartz) kernel of R(A — i0),

0, Vn>1,

u(X) = (R(\— i0)6}.£) (X) = / 0y G_ (X X, X') f(X")dSx,

where 9., means the conormal differentiation with respect to the variable X’. Then
u € B*, and by (BI4), we have the following asymptotic expansion on €y

U~ Z Crp(N)e WVA AL (f, OV1 5, —(N))p P10 ().

A1, <A
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In particular, if A; , < A

(5.7) (u, p1,0) =~ On(/\)e_iy‘ AmMn (f,0u¥1n,—(N))

>

Cr(X) being a constant. In a similar way, we have for A; , > A
(5.8) (, 1n) ~ Cr(Ne VA=A (f,0,81 , (N))p

modulo a super exponentially decaying term. Note that u,, = (u, 3017,1) satisfies the
equation (=82 + A1, — Au, = 0 for y > a, a being a sufficiently large constant.
In view of the assumption of (5.6) and (5.1), (5.8), we then have (u, gplyn) =0 for
y > a, hence u(x,y) = 0 for y > a. The unique continuation theorem then implies
u = 0 on Q¢.¢. By the property of classical double layer potential, d,u is continuous
across I, so that d,u|r = 0.

Next we show that u = 0 in Q;p,¢. In the region ¢, we have (—Ag — N)u = 0.
If Q;ne is bounded, then w = 0 since A is not a Neumann eigenvalue. If £2;,;: is not
bounded, u satisfies the incoming radiation condition, since so does u in 2. Then
u =0 1in Q;n; by Lemma 3.4. As u = R(\ —i0)0-f € L? .(Q), it follows from the
above that v = 0in Q. Applying H — A, we have 01 f = 0 as a distribution, hence
f=0onT. O

5.3. Interior boundary value problem. For z € C\ £(Hp), we consider the
following boundary value problem

(Ho —2z)u=0 in Qp,
(59) dyu=0 on Qe \ To,
dou=fecH*To) on To.

The incoming radiation condition is also imposed, if £2;,¢ is unbounded and z € R.
The Neumann-Dirichlet map (N-D map) is then defined by

(5.10) Ao(2)f =ul_,

where w is the solution to (.9). When O = @, we use for the N-D map of the
operator Hy the notation Ap(z) = A(2).

Now we consider the operator theoretical meaning of the N-D map. Note that
from now on O may be a non-empty set. We put F = (F., Fp), where F, is the
generalized Fourier transform for Hp (which is absent when ;¢ is bounded) and
Fp is defined by

‘FP : H;D(HO) Sur ((u,1/)1), (’U,,i/)g), ! ")a

and where H,(Hop) is the point spectral subspace for Hp and v; is the eigenfunction
associated with the eigenvalue \; of Hon. There are two kinds of generalized Fourier
transformation, 74 and F_. Both choices will do as F.. Then F is a unitary

(5.11) F i L*(Qn) — He CL
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where d = dim H,(Hop). If d = oo, C? = ¢2. Moreover, we have

]:
(5.12) Ho —2)~ / A_ dAJFZA—z

where P; are the eigenprojections associated with eigenvalues \;, numbered count-

ing multiplicities by ¢ = 1,2,...,d, and the right-hand side converges in the sense
of strong limit in L?(Qp).
Let 70, € B(H'(Q0); H'/2(I'0)) be the trace operator to I'o,

o H'(Q0) 3 f = f|, € H/?(To).
We define ér, € B((H'/2(T'0))’; (H'(Q0))") as the adjoint of rp:
(Oro frw) 1201y = (firrow) 2oy, f € (H*(To)), we H'(Qo).
With this in mind we write
TTo = Ofp-
Lemma 5.4. For z ¢ E(Hp), the N-D map has the following representation
Ao(z) = 6t (Ho — z)—15po

% 0, Fe(N) Fo( N, 4. 65, Pidro
_/0 )\—z A+ Z Xi—z

Proof. For f € H5/2(1"@), take f € H%(Qo) such that d,f = f on I'p and
f has compact support in Q;,;. Then the solution u of (B.9) is written as u =
f—(Ho —2)"Y=Ag — 2)f. Let g = F.(\)(Ag + 2)f. Then for any h € Hine,
where Fin; is defined by (@22) with j =2,..., N.
(FeMW(Ag +2)f,h) = (A + 2) [, Fo(A)*h)
= @ f s o FeN) h)12(ro) + (. (AG +2)F(N)h)
= (firro Fe(N) A L2(ro) + (f, (A +2)Fe(A)"h).

This implies
FoN)(Ag + 2)f = FoNoro f + (A + 2) Fo(N) f,

Hence

Similarly,

d d
Pi(Ag +2) Pirg f -
Z =2 Z o 2B
P i=1
Since F: Fof + Zi:l Pif = f, by (512), these imply that

U= (HO - Z)iléf‘ofa

which proves the lemma. O
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Let us call the set
(513) {8 FelN) FelNroi A € (0,00) \ E(Ho) f U { (N, o, Pidro ) };,
where d = dim #H,(Hp), the boundary spectral projection (BSP) for Hp on I'p.
On the other hand, the set

d
(5.14) {FeWoroix € (0,00)\ E(Ho) U { (M i@, ) |
is called the boundary spectral data (BSD) on I'e.
By using the formula (317), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. For a bounded Borel function o(\) with support in R\ T (He), where
T(Hop) is defined by (318) with j =2,---, N, we have

0o d
6;0 (p(HO)éro = / @(A)é;c‘ofc()‘)*fc()‘)éf‘od)‘ + Z (p()‘i)é;c‘o Pi6FO'
0 i=1
Proof. By the formulae (317) and (512), this lemma holds for any ¢(A\) € C°(R\
T(Hp)). The general case the follows from the approximation. (]

Usually BSD is referred as given data in the inverse boundary value problems.
What is actually used in our reconstruction for the manifold is the BSP.

Lemma 5.6. Let O C Qi Then knowing the N-D map Ap(2) for all z ¢ o(Ho)
is equivalent to knowing the BSP for Hp.

Proof. By Lemma[5.4] one can compute the N-D map by using BSP. Taking ¢())
as the characteristic function of the interval [a,t) and taking note of the remark
after (334), we differentiate the formula in Lemma 5.5 with respect to ¢ to recover
Op, Fe(t)* Fe(t)or, for t € R\ E(Ho). Since

d * oo S* *
S0t ) [ ST T
0

)\i—Z A—z dA,

i=1
one can obtain eigenvalues \; as the poles of the right-hand side. The residues
in these poles provide us with o ZA]:AI_ Pjor,. This determines the terms
0, Pjor,, for indexes j such that A\; = A;, up to an orthogonal transformation
of the eigenspace associated to the eigenvalue )\;, see [32] Lem. 4.9] or [33]. Thus
we can determine the BSP for Hp. O

We complete this section by the following result used later to prove Theorem [L1]

Let Q). 7 = 1,2, be as in Theorem [[LT]] We take I as above, which moreover has
D _ @

the following property: Ggl) = G§2) on Qexr = Qo cat- We put the superscript
(") for all relevant operators and functions explained above. Let A (\), 7 = 1,2
be the N-D map for H(T)7 that is, when © = (). The basic idea of the following

Lemma is due to Eidus [16].
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Lemma 5.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem [T, we have A (X) = AP)())
for A € (0,00) \ Up—1 2(E(HM) U E(HQ()T))), and BSP’s for Hél) and HQ()2) coincide
onT.

Proof. Since S’\ﬁ)()\) = S’\ﬁ)()\), the physical scattering amplitudes coincide,
hence so do non-physical scattering amplitudes by analytic continuation. Let
w=0) (-0 (A andv = ") _(A)=@*) _(A). Thensince H) = H?) =
—02 — Ap, on Qeqr, u and v satisfy (=92 — Ay, —A)u = 0 and (=07 — Ap, —A\)v =0
in Q¢ye. Using Lemma 5.2 and arguing in the same way as in the proof of Lemma
5.3, we have u = v = 0 in Qgu¢. Therefore, o) and o)

Lon— in,— as well as their

normal derivatives coincide for r = 1,2 and for all n € Z,. Since they satisfy the
equation (B.9) for Hy = H@T), we have A1 (X) = A®)()\) due to Lemma 5.3. The
last statement now follows immediately from Lemma [5.0] O

6. BOUNDARY CONTROL METHOD FOR MANIFOLDS WITH ASYMPTOTICALLY
CYLINDRICAL ENDS

In this section we reconstruct the isometry type of the manifold (Q;,:, G) using
given data.

FIGURE 3. We will construct manifold §2;,: by iterating local con-
structions. First, a neighborhood U; C ;s of ¥ C I is recon-
structed. Next, a ball O = B(Xy,p) C U; is removed from the
manifold and data analogous to measurements on 0O are con-
structed. After that, the metric is reconstructed in a larger ball
B(Xy,7), and the procedure is iterated to reconstruct the whole
manifold €2;,,¢.

Theorem 6.1. Assume that we are given the set I' as a differentiable manifold, the
metric G on I', and the BSP for Hy. These data determine the manifold (Qint, G)
up to an isometry.

For proving this theorem, we use the boundary control method described for
compact manifolds in e.g. [7,[32B5]. The reconstruction of non-compact manifolds
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is considered previously in the conference proceedings [34] and in [8] with different
kind of data, using iterated time reversal for solutions of the wave equation.

The proof of Theorem is divided into a series of lemmas. Our reconstruction
of (Qint, G) is of recurrent nature. We will begin with the case when O = ) so
that we are given just the set I'o = I as a differentiable manifold, the metric on it,
and the BSP for the operator Hy on I'. We apply the boundary control method to
reconstruct the metric G on some neighborhood Uy of I'. Then, we will take a point
X1 € U\T and p > 0 such that B(Xy,2p) C Uy, where B(X1,r) denotes the ball
of radius r with center at X;. We take O = B(X7, p) and show that we can find
the BSP for the operator Hp on I'o = 0. Then we apply the boundary control
method starting from ', which would allow us to recover (¢, G) in a larger
neighborhood Uy D U; of I'. Proceeding in this way, we will eventually recover
the whole of (2;,¢, G). Therefore, our further considerations deal with arbitrary
O C Q¢ including the case O = (.

6.1. Blagovestchenskii’s identity. Let us first consider the initial boundary value
problem

O*u=Agu, in Qo xRy,
(6.1) ul,_,=0w|,_,=0, in Qo,
du=f, in 0o xRy, suppfCloxRy.

Lemma 6.2. Assume that we are given the set I'o as a differentiable manifold,
the metric G on I'o and the BSP for Ho on T'o. Then for any given f,h €
CP(To xRy) and t,s > 0 these data uniquely determine

(uf (t),u"(s)) = / ul (z,t) ul (2, 5) dV,.

Qo
Proof. Let

sin(v/\t)

S0 ==

Then the solution uf(¢) is written as

uf (t) = t s - —s (N Fe s
(t / d / ANS(t = 5, NFo(N) Fo Nt £(5)
t d

_|_‘/0 dsZS(t—S,)\i)‘Pi(SFOf(S)'

=1
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Using the similar decomposition for u"(s) and the fact that Fo.(u)F.(\)* = §(u—N\),
we obtain the following formula:

(6.2)

(u! (1), u"(5))
t s [e%e}
:/ dt’/ ds’/ NS (=5 — 5/, 2) (0 FoN) oMo F(E) A5 agrr
0 0 0
t s d _
+/ dt’/ ds’ZS(t—t’,s—s’,/\i) (5;0Pi5pof(t’),h(s’))L2(FO),
0 0 i=1

where S(t,s,A) = S(t,A)S(s,\). Observe that the right-hand side depends only on
BSP and the metric on I'p. O

Above, the formula (6.2) is a generalization of Blagovestchenskii identity (see
[32, Theorem 3.7]) for non-compact manifolds.

6.2. Finite propagation property of waves. Let us next introduce some nota-
tions. For t > 0 and ¥ C I'p arbitrary, let

Qo(5,1) ={X € Qo ; do(X,X) <t}

be the domain of influence of ¥ at time ¢. Here, do(X,Y") is the distance between
X and Y in Qp. We use also the notation Qo (Y, t) = Qo({Y'},t). More generally,
when I = {(3,1;)}]

51 is a finite collection of pairs (¥;,¢;), where ¥; C I'o and

t; > 0, we denote
J
Qo(I) = | Qo(),t;) = {X € Qo ; do(X,%;) < t; for some j=1,...,.J},
j=1
For any measurable set B C Qo, we denote L?*(B) = {v € L*(Q0); vloo\p = 0},

identifying functions and their zero continuations.

Lemma 6.3. Assume that we are given the set I'o as a differentiable manifold, the
metric on o and the BSP for Ho onTo. Then, for any given f € C°(To xR4),
T > O, and I = {(Ej,tj)}‘]

i—1, where 3¥; C I'o are open sets or single points, and

t; <T, we can determine
(63) ar(h= [ @Ry
Qo\Qo(I)

Proof. When ¥ C I'p is an open set and h € C§°(X x R,), it follows from the
finite velocity of wave propagation (see e.g. [38, Sec. 4.2], see also [30, Ch. 6]) that
the wave u"(t) = u"(-,t) is supported in the domain Qp(%,t) at time ¢ > 0. It
follows from Tataru’s seminal unique continuation result, see [48, [49], that the set

(6.4) {u"(t); he G (S x Ry)}
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is dense in L%(Qo(%,t)), see e.g. [32, Theorem 3.10]. This clearly implies that,

when T' > 0 and I = {(¥;,t;) 3-]:1, where X; are open and t; < T, the set

XF = {W"T); h=hi+-+hy, hj €CE (X x [T —t;,T))}
= span;_; {u"(t;); h e C3°(Z; x [0,4;])}
is dense in L?(Qo(1)).
Next, we consider the non-linear functional
arr(f) = inf{|[w/ (D) |20y h="T1 4+ hs, hj € C°(5; x [T —t;,T])}

where f € C°(To x Ry), T > 0, and I = {(;,¢;)}/_;, ¥; C o are open, and
t; < T. By the formula (6.2]), the BSP and the metric on I'o determine the value
arr(f) for any f. Moreover, as u/~"(T) = u/(T) — u"(T) and X} is dense in

L?(Qo (1)), we see that

(6.5) arr(f) = |1 = xao )t/ (T)72(00),

where Xxq,(r)() is the characteristic function of the set Qo (I) on Q0. This proves

the lemma for the case when all ¥; are open.
(k)
o J
l'o, k = 1,2,--- to be open neighborhoods of X; such that E;kﬂ) C E;k) and
) — £X 1. For those j’s for which ¥ is open, we define v = 5. Denote
kg J J 3 b J

the corresponding finite collection of (Zg“, t;) by I(k). Then

If for some j, the set 3; is just a point X; € I'p, we define for those j’s X C

o0

Qo(I(k+1)) C Qo(I(k), Qo) =()QU(k),

k=1
and for any b € L?(Q0),

(1= Xaouw))b = (1 = Xxaon)bs ae as k— oo

As [(1 = Xao(1(k)))b()] < [(1 = Xao(1))b()], a.e., using the monotone convergence
theorem, we see that

ary,r(f) = I1(1 - XQo(I))Uf(T)H%%QO) =ar7(f).
Thus, the BSP and the metric on I'p determine a; r(f) for such I's. O

Definition 6.4. Let I = {(3;,t;)}-,, I’ = {(X},t})}/_, and T > 0, where
3;, %5 C o and t;,t; < T. We say that the relation I > I’ is valid on manifold

Qo if
(6.6) Qo(I') \ Qo(I) has measure zero.

Lemma 6.5. Let I = {(3;,t;)};_y, I' = {(X},t})}/_; and T > 0, where %;,%); C
T'o are open sets or single points and t;, t;- < T. Assume that we are given the set
T'o as a differentiable manifold, the metric on I'o, the BSP for Ho on e, and the
collections I and I'. Then we can determine whether the relation I > I’ is valid on

manifold Qo or not.
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Proof. The relation I > I’ is valid on manifold Q¢ if and only if

(67) a])T(f) < a1/7T(f) for all f S Cgo(ro X R+)

Indeed, the equivalence of (6.6) and (6.7 follows from (6.5) and the fact that, by
Tataru’s density result ([6.4)), the functions uf (T'), f € C§°(T'o x Ry), are dense in
L?*(Qo(Te,T)). As for given f, by Lemma[6.3] we can evaluate both sides of (6.7),
using the BSP and the metric on T'p, these data determine, for any pair (I,I’), if
the relation I > I’ is valid or not. O

For any Xo € Qint \ 0Qint, introduce the exponential map

expx, 1 (§,1) = Y(x0.6) (1),

where & € Sx,(Qint) = {n € Txy(Qine);|n| = 1} and 0 < ¢t < $(Xo,&). Here
Y(Xo,¢)(t) is the geodesic on 2, parametrized by the arclength, with v x,.¢)(0) = Xo,
Y(x0,6)(0) = &, and [0, 5(X0,&)) is the maximal interval of ¢, when vy(x, ¢)(t) stays
in Qine, that is, s(Xo,&) = sup{t; v(x0,6)([0,1)) C Qint \ OQint }. Denote by

(6.8) 5(Xo) = gesigf(m (X0, )

so that
B(X(Jv S(XO)) C Qint \ annt
Define now

7(X0,&) =  sup {t; dp(v(x,.6)(t), Xo) = t}.
0<t<s(Xo)

At last, define

(6.9) 7(Xo) = EGS;?(fQint) 7(Xo0, ).

In geometric terms, the above definition of 7(X() means that in the ball B(Xy, 7(Xo)) C
Qint \ OQint, it is possible to introduce the Riemannian normal coordinates

X = (f,t) : 5 S SXO(Qimg),O <t< T(Xo)

which satisfy v(x,.¢)(t) = X.
We also need the boundary exponential map

expr,, : {(Z,t) eEToxRy;0<t< S@(Z)} > (Z,t) — v(zyl,)(t) € Qp.

Here v is the interior unit normal (with respect to Qo) to I'o and

(6.10) so(Z) = sup{t > 0; v(z,,)((0,1)) C Qo \ o}

For any Z € T'p, let

(611) TO(Z) = sup {t; dO(W(Z,v) (t)vr(')) = t}
0<t<so(Z)

In the following, we impose the following condition (C-2) on .

(C-2) For O =0, ¥ is an open subset of I" such that dy (3, 9T") > 0, and for O # 0,
¥ =90.
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We define

(6.12) To(2) = ZhéfETO(Z)'

In geometric terms, the above definition of 70 (X) means that, in the set
L(Z,70(%) = {vzun(t); Z€2,0<t <10(2)} C (Qo \ 000) UT,
it is possible to introduce the boundary normal coordinates
X (Z,t),Ze€X,0<t<T0(%)
satisfying X = v(z,)(t). Observe that when O = B(X,p), X € Qins \ Qine and
p > 0 is small enough, then
T0(00) = 7(X) — p.

Lemma 6.6. Assume that ¥ C To satisfies condition (C-2). LetY € ¥, Z €
Fo, t < 10(¥), and X = yy,)(t). Assume that we are given the set o as a
differentiable manifold, the metric on I'o and the BSP for Ho on I'o. Then we
can determine the distance do(X,Z) on Qo.

Proof. Note that as t < 70(2), the set Qo (Y,t) \ Qo(T'p,t — €) contains a non-
empty open set for all € > 0. For s, > 0, let us denote (see Fig. 4)

Ie(t) = {(Kt)a (F@,t—f)}, Ié(ta S) = {(sz)v (Fo,t—a)}.

_J

FIGURE 4. In the figure O = () and s is small enough so that the
set Qo (Y, 1)\ Qo(To,t — €) is not contained in Qo (Z,s). This is
the situation when I.(t,s) 2 I.(t).

Y r VA

Let us next show that for any r > 0 there is g > 0 such that
QoY, )\ Qo(To,t —e) C B(X,r), when e < &.

If this is not true, there are r > 0, a sequence ¢; — 0, and X; € Qo(Y,t) \
Qo(To,t —¢;) such that do(X;, X) > r. As Qo(Y,t) is compact, by considering a
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subsequence, we can assume that X; converge to X € Qo(Y,t). Then
do(X,Y) = lim do(X;,Y) <t,
j—oo
do(X,To) = lim do(X;,To) >t
Jj—o0

implying that Y is a closest point of I'p to X and do(X,Y) = t. Let us recall that
the shortest curve from a point in Q¢ to I'o, which end point is an interior point
of T, is a normal geodesic to T'p. Thus, we see that X = Yy (t) = X, which is
in contradiction to d(f( , X)) > r. Thus, the existence of g for any r is proven.

The above implies that when s > d(X, Z), the set Qo (Y,t) \ Qo(To,t —¢) is
contained in Qo (Z, s) for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and therefore,

(6.13)  there is 1 > 0 such that I.(t,s) > I.(¢) for all 0 < & < &7.

On the other hand, for s < d(X, Z), the set Qo (Y,t) \ Qo(Co,t —¢) # B do not
intersect with Qo (Z, s) at any € > 0 small enough and thus (6.I3) does not hold.
Thus, by Lemma [6.5] we can find do (X, Z) for any Z € T'p as the infimum of all
s > 0 for which ([GI3]) holds. O

For ¥ C I'p satistying (C-2) and 0 < T' < 70(X), let Nx 7 and Ms 7 be the sets
N1 ={X €Q0; X =vyu)(t), 0<t<T, Y eX},

Msr={X €Qo; X =vy,(t), 0<t<T,Y €X}C Nur=Msr.
Note that My 7 is open in Qp.

(6.14)

6.3. Boundary distance functions and reconstruction of topology. Let us
next consider the collection of the boundary distance functions associated with
T'o. For each X € Qp, the corresponding restricted boundary distance function,
rx € C(To) (note that Tp is compact) is given by

rx : o — R4, Tx(Z):do(X,Z), Z elo.

The restricted boundary distance functions define the boundary distance map Ro :
Qo = C(To), Ro(X) =rx. The boundary distance representation of Ny, + C Qo
is the set

R(/)(NgﬁT) = {TX S C(F@); X e NgyT},

that is, the image of Ny 1 in Rp. Clearly Rr,, : Qo — C(T'0) is continuous.

Lemma 6.7. Assume that we are given the set I'o as a differentiable manifold, the
metric on I'o, the BSP for Ho on I'p, an open set ¥ C I'p satisfying condition

(C-2), and 0 < T < 170(X). Then we can determine the set
Ro(Ns,r) = Ro({vv(t); Y €5, 0 <t <T}).

Proof. By LemmalG.Gl for Y € ¥, ¢t < T and Z € T'p, we can find do (X, Z) where
X = Yy (t) from BSP. This gives us the function rx(Z), Z € T'p, and for such
X’s. Thus, BSP and the metric on I'p determine the set Ro(Ms, ). Using (G.14),
we obtain Rp(Nx 1) by closure of Ro(Mxs ) in C(T'p). O
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Consider properties of Rp. Assume that ry = ry for some X,Y € Ny . Let
Z € T'o be the point where the function rx attains its minimum. Then, it is the
closest point of I'o to X. Thus, the shortest geodesic from X to Z is normal to
To, ie. X = yz,)(t) with t = rx(Z). The same arguments show that Z is also
the closest point of I'p to Y and ¢t = ry(Z), and hence Y = (7, (t). Thus X =Y
and Rp is injective on Ny 7.

Thus, map Ro : Ns1r — Ro(Ns,r) is a bijective continuous map defined on
a compact set, implying that it is a homeomorphism. This implies that the map
Ro : Mst — Ro(Ms, 1) is a homeomorphism. As BSP and the metric on T'p
determine the manifold Ro(Myx r) with its topological structure inherited from
C(To), we see that these data determine the manifold My, 1 as a topological space.

Lemma 6.8. The set Ro(Mx 1) C C(To) can be endowed, in a constructive way,
with a differentiable structure and a metric tensor G, so that (Ro(Ms 1), G) be-
comes a manifold which is isometric to (Ms r,G) with Ro being an isometry.

For compact manifolds, the result analogous to Lemma[6.8]is presented in detail
in [32] Sect. 3.8]. Since the proof is based on local constructions, it works for
non-compact manifolds without any change. However, for the convenience of the
reader, we present this construction.

Proof. Let us define the evaluation functions, Fz, Z € T'p,

EZ IR(Q(ME)T)%R, Ez(rx):'f‘x(Z)Zdo(X,Z).

For r(-) € Ro(Msx 1) corresponding to a point X € My r, i.e. r(-) = rx(-), we
can choose points Z1,...,Z, € I'o close to the nearest point of 'o to X so that
X = (do(X, Z;))j—; forms a system of coordinates on Qo near X, see [32, Lem.
2.14]. Similarly, the functions Ez;, j = 1,...,n, form a system of coordinates
in Ro(Ms,r) near rx. These coordinates provide for Ro(Mx ) a differential
structure which makes it diffeomorphic to manifold Ms; 7.

Let us denote by G the metric on Ro (Ms ) which makes it isometric to (Mx, 7, G),
that is, G = ((Ro)™1)*G. Let r € Ro(Ms 1) and X € My 7 be such that r = rx.
Let Zj is a point where r obtains its minimum, that is, the closest point of I'p to X.
When Z is close to Zj, the differentials of functions Ez are covectors of length 1 on
(Ro(Ms,r),G), see [32, Lem. 2.15]. This is equivalent to the fact that the gradients
of the distance functions X +— dp(X, Z) have length one. By this observation, it
is possible to find infinitely many covectors dEz, Z € I'p of length 1 at any point
r of Ro(Ms ). Using such vectors, one can reconstruct the metric tensor G at
r. By the above considerations, BSP determines the manifold (Mx 1, G) up to an

isometry. O

6.4. Continuation of the data. Let us now consider the case when @ = () and

we are given the set I' as a differentiable manifold, the metric G on I', and the BSP

for Hy. Assume that there are two manifolds QE}% and QEZ?& such that I' is isometric
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to subsets ') ¢ 8(21(31),5 for j = 1,2 and that the BSP for H\”), j = 1,2, coincides
with the given data. Let now 3 C T satisfy condition (C-2) and

0 < T < min(ry”(T), 75> (%))
Then the above constructions show that the manifolds

M ={X € Q0 X =~y,)(t), 0<t<T, Y ez}

int
with j = 1 and j = 2, are isometric. Thus, we can consider the set MSZP denoted by
U; as a subset of both manifolds (21(7111 and Qz(izf,
we can construct a metric G' on it which makes (U;, G) isometric to (MéJ)T, GW)),
ji=12.

We continue the construction by continuation of the data using Green’s functions,
cf. [39,[0]. To this end, let z € C\R and consider the Schwartz kernel Go(z;Y,Y”)
of the operator (Hp — z)~!. It satisfies the equation
(6.15) (HO — Z)G(Q(Z; Yy Y/) =y, Y, Y' e Qo = Qine \ O,

9,Go(z;,Y")|ono = 0.

We denote G(2;Y,Y') = Go(z : Y,Y’) when O = .

and, by the previous considerations,

Lemma 6.9. Let U C Qy,: be a connected neighborhood of an open set ¥ C T,
where 3 satisfies condition (C-2) with O = (0. Let Xo € U\ 0Q4nt and p > 0 be
such that O = B(Xo,p) C U\ 0Qin:. Assume that we are given the metric tensor
G inU. Then BSP on T for the operator Hy determines G(z;Y,Y’) for Y,Y' € U
and z € C\ E(Hy). Moreover, these data determine BSP on I'o for the operator
Ho.

Proof. By Lemmalb.6] BSP on I determines the N-D map A(z) at ' xT". By Lemma
B4 the Schwartz kernel of the N-D map A(z) at T' x ' coincides with G(z;Y,Y”).
Thus we know the function G(z;Y,Y”) for Y, Y’ € ¥. As the Neumann boundary
values of Y — G(z;Y,Y’) on T'\ {Y’} vanish, using the Unique Continuation
Principle for the elliptic equation (6.I5) in the Y variable, we see that the values
of G(z;Y,Y’) are uniquely determined for Y/ € ¥ and Y € U \ {Y’}. Using the
symmetry G(z;Y,Y’) = G(z;Y’,Y) and again the Unique Continuation Principle,
now in the Y’ variable, we can determine the values of G(z;Y,Y”) in {(Y,Y’) €
UxU; Y #Y'} Considering G(z;Y,Y”) as a locally integrable function, we see
that it is defined a.e. in U x U.

For Y/ € (QonU) \ 900, denote by G&*(2;Y,Y’) a smooth extension of
Go(z,Y,Y’) into O. Then

(—Ag — 2)GE (%Y, Y) = 8(YV,Y') = F(Y,Y') € C%°(Qint),
where supp F(-,Y’) C O. Therefore,

G@(z;Y,Y’):G(z;Y,Y’)—i—/ G(z: Y, Y\ F(Y",Y")dViyn.
O
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In particular,
(6.16) 8,,(y)G(z; Y, Y/) + / 8,,(y)G(z; Y, Y”)F(Y”, Y/)dVyu =0, Y e€oo,
o

where v(Y) is the unit normal to O at Y. On the other hand, if F(-,Y") € C>(U),
supp F(-,Y") C O, satisfies (6.10), the function

(6.17) G(z;Y,Y’)+/ Gz Y, Y'")FY",YdVyn, Y, Y €U\O,
(@]

is Go(z;Y,Y"). As we have in our disposal G(z;Y,Y”) for Y)Y’ € U, we can verify
for a given F, condition (G.14]).

Now, we return to erll)t, in)t with I' and BSP onI" being the same. We denote the
associated functions appearing above by adding the superscript (j). Let (GI6]) holds
with G(2;Y,Y”), F(Y",Y") replaced by GV (2;Y,Y"), FO(Y” Y"), respectively.
Since G (2;Y,Y') = G®) (2 Y,Y’) on U x U, (6I6) also holds with G(z;Y,Y”),
F(Y",Y") replaced by G (2;Y,Y"), FO(Y",Y"), respectively. Thus, for Y,Y’ €
U\ O, we have

G (zY,Y) =GP (zY,Y') + / G (Y, Y VFO X" Y dVyr, j=1,2,

o
so that

GO (Y, Y)=G2 (YY), 2z€C\R, Y,Y €U\O.
In particular, this implies that Ag)(z) = Ag) (2), z€ C\R. Then by Lemma 5.6
BSP’s for H((gl) and Hg) coincide. (I
Next we show that we can use these data to determine the critical distance which
we use in the step-by-step construction of the manifold.

Lemma 6.10. Let Xy € Q¢ \ Ot and 0 < p < T(Xo)/2 Let O = B(Xo,p)
and T'o = 00. Assume that we are given the set U'o as a differentiable manifold,
the metric G‘Fo on I'p, and the BSP for Ho on I'o. Then these data determine
To(l'o) = 7(Xo) — p.

Proof. Let us assume that ¢y < 7(Xg) — p. Then, for any Y € T'p, the set
Qo(Y,to) \ Qo(To,to — €) contains an open neighborhood of vy, (to — €/2) and,
therefore, has positive measure. Hence, if t < 7(X() — p, then the condition

(6.18) VWY eloVe>0: I, :={(To,t—e)} # Iy, = {(Y,1)}

is valid.
Let us next assume that condition (6I8) is valid and consider its consequences.
First, observe that by ([@8) and (69), we have either

(a) s(Xo) = 7(Xo) and there is Y € I'o such that X = vy, (7(Xo) — p) € 0Qint,
or

(b) s(Xo) > 7(Xo) and there are Y € I'p and s such that s(Xo) > s > 7(Xo) — p
and do(v(y,)(s),T'o) < s.

Let us consider these two cases separately.
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(a) It follows from (6.8]) and ([@3) that X is a closest point to Xo on 0.
Therefore, the geodesic 7y, intersects dQin; normally at X = vy,)(s), s =

T(Xo) - p.
Assume next that ¢t > 0 is such that
(6.19) Ve>0:1 7 I{ct.

Then for any € > 0 there is
(620) X € Qo(Y, t) \ Qo (Fo, t— 6).

As Qo(Y,t) is relatively compact, there are €, — 0 and X,, = X, such that
X, — X' € Qint as n — oo. Then

(6.21) do(X",Y)=t, do(X',To)=t

This shows that Y is the closest point of I'p to X’ in Qp. Consider a shortest curve
u(s) from Y to X'. By [2], a shortest curve between on a manifold with boundary
is a Cl-curve. Moreover, it is a geodesic on Qo \ Q0. Since u(s) is a shortest curve
from X’ to 9Q0, it is normal to Qe at Y. Thus u(s) = vy, (s), s < 7(Xo) — p.
However, y(y,,)(s) hits 0Q4y,; normally at s = 7(Xo)—p. Therefore, by the short-cut
arguments, we see that the curve vy, ([0, 7(Xo) — p]) C Qo can not be extended
to a longer curve which is a shortest curve between Y and its other end point. Thus
# C Yy ([0,7(Xo) — p]), implying that t = do (Y, X') < 7(Xo) — p. Hence in the
case (a) the condition ([@I8) implies that ¢ < 7(Xo) — p.

(b) In this case arguments are similar but slightly simpler. Again, assume that
t > 0 is such that (GI9) is satisfied. Again, there are ¢, > 0 and X,, = X,
satisfying ([6.20), such that X,, — X’ and X’ € Q;,,; satisfies (6.2I). Moreover, a
shortest curve p(s) from Y to X’ coincides with the normal geodesic y(y,,)(s) for
small values of s. Since the geodesic 7(y,,)([0,s']) is a shortest curve between its
end points for s’ < 7(Xg) — p but not for s(Xy) — p > s’ > 7(Xo) — p, we see that
1 C Yy ([0, 7(Xo) — p]) and thus ¢ < 7(Xo) — p.

Therefore, in both cases (a) and (b), the condition (G.I8]) implies that ¢ < 7(Xg)—
p. Combining these facts, we see that

7(Xo) — p = sup{t > 0; condition (6.I8) is satisfied for ¢}.
The lemma then follows from this and Lemma O

6.5. Proof of Theorem We are now in a position to complete the proof of
Theorem

6.5.1. Local reconstruction of Riemannian structure. We start our considerations
with O = (). Let ¥ C I satisfies condition (C-2) and T > 0 be a sufficiently small.
In fact, we can consider any 0 < T' < 73(X). Using Lemma [6.7] we see that the set
Ryp(Ms,r) € C(T') is uniquely determined. On this set we introduce the boundary
normal coordinates,

- mi '
r(-) = (Z,1), t—g}é%r(Z),
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where Z is the unique point on 3 on which r(-) attains its minimum. Observe that
these coordinates on Ry(Ms 1) coincide with the boundary normal coordinates of
the point X € Q;,,; such that
r() =rx()-
Thus, Ry(Ms, 1) with the above coordinates is diffeomorphic to My 7.
Next we use Lemma B8 to endow Ry(Ms r) with Riemannian metric, G, so that

(Ry(Msx 1), Q) is isometric to manifolds (Mx r, G).

Remark. For the inverse scattering problem considered in the introduction, Sec-
tion 6.5.1 is not necessary, because we know a priori the Riemannian structure of
the open set (Qint \ 0Qint) N Q1. However, to make the results of §6 appropriate
for general non-compact manifolds with asymptotically cylindrical ends, we have
included this step.

6.5.2. Iteration of local reconstruction. To describe the procedure which we will
iterate, let us assume that U; C €;,; is a connected neighborhood ¥ C I' which
satisfies condition (C-2) with O = ) and that we know the Riemannian manifold
(U1, G) up to an isometry. Since the set (Ry(Ms, r,G)) is already determined, we
can take U; = My 7, where T' > 0 is sufficiently small .

Choose X; € Uy and p > 0 such that O = B(X3,p) C U;. By Lemma [6.9] we
can determine G,(Y,Y”’) for all Y,Y’ € Uy and z € C\ R. Then Lemma [6.9 gives
us BSP on 90O. Therefore by Lemma 610, these data determine 70(I'o), hence
7(X1) = 70(To0) + p. Take any X € B(X1,7) \ O, where 7 = 7(X1), and let ¥
be the intersection of O and the geodesic with end points X; and X. Taking any
Z € 00 and applying Lemma [6.6, we can then find dp (X, Z).

Using, similarly to the above, Lemmas and [6.8] we can find the image of the
embedding Rop : B(X1,7)\ O — C(00). We then recover, in the boundary normal
coordinates associated with 90, i.e. the Riemannian normal coordinates centered
at X1, the metric tensor G on B(X1,7) \ B(X1,p), and, since G on B(X,p) is
known, on the whole B(X,7). This construction makes it possible to introduce
the structure of the differentiable manifold on U; | | B(X1,7) which we considered,
by now, as a disjoint union of two Riemannian manifolds. Next we glue these two
components together. To this end we observe that, since O C Uy, we have in our
disposal Green’s function G(z;Y,Y”) for Y, Y’ € O and z € C\R. The set O can be
considered also as the subset B(X71, p) of B(X1, 7), and thus we know the function
G(zY,Y)forY, Y’ € B(Xy,p) e.g. in the Riemannian normal coordinates centered
at X;j. Thus, using the Unique Continuation Principle, we can determine, in the
Riemannian normal coordinates, the function G(z;Y,Y”) for all Y € B(X;,7) and
Y’ € B(Xy,p).

Since Y/ — G(z;Y,Y”) is a smooth function in Q;,:\{Y'} and G(2;Y,Y’) — oo as
Y’ =Y, we see that for Y7,Y2 € Qipe, we have Y7 = Y5 if and only if G, (Y1,Y) =
G.(Y3,Y") for all Y’ € Qipy, 2 € C\ R. Using the Unique Continuation Principle,
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this is equivalent to G(z;Y1,Y’) = G(z;Y2,Y’) for all Y’ € B(Xy,p), z € C\ R.
Next, let us define that the points Xy € Uy and Xp € B(Xi,7) are equivalent
and denote Xy ~ Xp if G(z; Xy, Y') = G(2; Xp,Y’) for all Y € B(X1,p), z €
C\ R. Then the manifold Us = U; U B(X1,7) C Qpe is diffeomorphic to manifold
(U1 | | B(X1,7))/ ~, which is obtained by glueing together the equivalent points on
Uy and B(X1,7). As we know the metric tensor on both U; and B(X1, p), we have
reconstructed a Riemannian manifold (Uz, G) C (Qine, G) up to an isometry.

6.5.3. Maximal reconstruction. Let us iterate the above process, that is, we start
from an open set ¥ C T satisfying condition (C-2) with O = (), construct its
neighborhood Uy, and iterate the construction by choosing at each step j = 1,2, ...
a point X; € U; and constructing a Riemannian manifold isometric to U1 =
Uj @] B(Xj,T(Xj) C Qint-

Consider the open sets in Q,; \ 9Q,¢ which can be reconstructed, with the
metric, when we are given the set I' with its metric and the BSP on I'. As the
collection of these sets is closed with respect to taking the union, consider maximal
open set Upaz C Qint \ 0Qine which can be reconstructed, with its metric, from the
set I’ with its metric and the BSP on T'. Let us show that Unar = Qint \ OQint.
Since Qine \ 0Qint is connected, it suffices to show that U,,a, is open and closed.
By construction, Uy, is open. Let now X & 9€Q;,; be a limit point of U4, i.e.,
X =limy 00 X, Xy € Uppaz. Denote a = d(X,0Q;,¢) so that if Y € B(X,a/4),
then s(Y) > 3a/4, see (6.8). Since the cut locus distance of the Riemannian normal
coordinates is continuous with respect to the center, see e.g. [34, Sec. 2.1] or [21],
there is § > 0 such that 7(Y) > ¢ for all Y € B(X,a/4).

Let now X,, € Upa, satisfy the inequality d(X,,X) < o = min(a/4,40/4).
Let us assume that X, has a neighborhood B(X,,p,), with a sufficiently small
pn < d(X,,X), which can be reconstructed using N(n) iteration steps, that is,
B(Xpn,pn) C Un@y. Then 7(X,) > 40 so that X € B(X,,7(X,)). By Lemma
69 we can find the BSP for the operator Ho with O = B(X,,7(X,)) and, us-
ing one more iteration step, to reconstruct the Riemannian structure on Upy) U
B(X,,7(X,)) which includes the point X. Therefore, the point X is in Uppqe.
This shows that U,,q. is relatively open and closed in Qpp \ 0Qine. Thus, Upnar =
Qint \ 0.

The above shows that using an enumerable number of iteration steps we can
construct a Riemannian manifold isometric to (Qint \ 0Qint, G). Thus we have
reconstructed the Riemannian manifold (Qjnt \ 0Qint, G) up to an isometry.

It remains to identify the differentiable and Riemannian structures near 02;,:.
Observe that €, is just the closure of ;1\ 02+ with respect to the distance func-
tion generated by the metric G on Q1 \ Q4. Moreover, for any open relatively
compact set X C 0Qny, 79(X) > 6 > 0.

Let 0 < t < § and consider the set

Y = {X € Qint \8917”5, d(X, 8917”5) =1, d(X, Z) =1, for some Z € E}



48 HIROSHI ISOZAKI, YAROSLAV KURYLEV, AND MATTI LASSAS

This implies that for X € 3, the closest point Z € Q;p; is in ¥ and X = vz, (¢).
Therefore, ¥; is a smooth (n — 1)-dimensional open submanifold in £2;,; of points
having the form X = ~(;,)(t), Z € ¥. This makes it possible to introduce the
boundary normal coordinates in My s which provides the differentiable structure
near Y. Writing the metric tensor G in these coordinates and extending this ten-
sor continuously on X, we find the metric tensor in 2;,; in the boundary normal
coordinates associated to X. ([l

6.6. Proof of Theorem [I.1l Having Theorem in our disposal, Theorem [T
follows immediately from Lemma 5.7 O
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