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Uniqueness for inverse boundary value problems by Dirichlet-to
-Neumann map on subboundaries

O. Yu. Imanuvilov, *M. Yamamoto!

Abstract
We consider inverse boundary value problems for elliptic equations of second order of determining
coefficients by Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on subboundaries, that is, the mapping from Dirichlet data
supported on 9Q\I'— to Neumann data on 0Q\I's. First we prove uniqueness results in three dimensions
under some conditions such as 't UT'_ = 9. Next we survey uniqueness results in two dimensions for
various elliptic systems for arbitrarily given ' = I';.. Our proof is based on complex geometric optics
solutions which are constructed by a Carleman estimate.

1 Introduction

Let @ C R®, n = 2,3, ..., be a bounded domain with 9Q € C2%. Let v = v(x) be the outward unit normal
vector to 02 at x and % = Vv - v. We consider the conductivity equation:

V-(yVo) =0 in 0 (1)

with the Dirichlet boundary condition
v=f on ON. (2)

We assume suitable regularity for the conductivity v and the boundary condition f. For example, let v
belong to the space C%(Q) and be a strictly positive function on  and f € H%(aﬂ). Then there exists a

unique solution v € H' () to (@) and (@) and we can define v5% € H~3(09) (e.g., Lions and Magenes [59]).

We call the map f +— 7% the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. Since the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map depends on

the conductivity v, we denote it by A.:

ov 1
Af=r5t, D(A,) = HE(O0).

This article is concerned with the following boundary value problem:

Inverse boundary value problem. Determine the conductivity (x) from the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map
Ay

This inverse problem is a theoretical basis for example, for the electrical impedance tomography and
often called Calderén’s problem. As for applications, we refer for example to Cheney, Isaacson, and Newell
[15], Holder [26], Issacson, Miiller, and Siltanen [45], Jordana, Gasulla, and Pallas-Areny [51].

In this formulation, the information for the inverse problem is the operator A, itself, which is all the
pairs of Dirichlet input data f and the corresponding derivatives 7%. In other words, the formulation of
the inverse problem requires infinitely many repeats of input-output manipulations.

Since the operator A, : H2 (9Q) — H~2(99) is bounded for fixed v and C>(99) is dense in H= (dQ),
we can restrict f € C°(9Q) for A.,. More precisely, for 1,72 > 0, € C%(Q2), we have

{(f?A'Ylf); f € COO((?Q)} = {(fv Asz); f € Coo(aﬂ)}
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if and only if ) )
{(f, 00, 0); F e H2(0Q)) ={(f, A ) [ € Hz(0Q)}.

Throughout this article, we always consider that Dirichlet input data f from H 3 (092).

Inverse problem for stationary equations
In general, an inverse problem of determining a spatially varying coefficient in partial differential equation
in a spatially n-dimensional bounded domain, is called a coefficient inverse problem. For coefficient inverse
problems for time-dependent differential equations such as parabolic equations and hyperbolic equations,
one can take extra time-dependent boundary data at most finite times after changing suitable initial values
to establish the stability and the uniqueness. In this case, one unknown coefficient depends on n spatial
coordinates, while the extra data depend on the time variable and n — 1 spatial variables (because data are
limited to the boundary of the spatial domain), and so the data depend on n variables. Thus the data are
not under-determinative and we can expect the uniqueness. In fact, Bukhgeim and Klibanov [11] proposed a
methodology for proving the uniqueness. Their method is based on a Carleman estimate which is a weighted
L?-estimate of solutions to partial differential equations. Later Imanuvilov and Yamamoto established global
stability results ([36], [37], [38]: here we refer only to these three papers and [75], and there are many remark-
able works but we do not describe because our main topics in this article are different). This formulation
requires finite times (sometimes single) of repeats of observations. On the other hand, for a coefficient in-
verse problem for time-independent partial differential equations, there are no compensating variable such
as time, and the current formulation by the inverse boundary value problem is the main theoretical setting
of a coefficient inverse problem, even though it requires infinitely many times of measurements. There are
various realizations for numerical computation but this is not our scope here.

Mathematical subjects.
For the inverse boundary value problem, we state mathematical subjects as follows:

e Uniqueness.
Does Ay, = A, imply 71 = 727

e Stability.
If A, —A,, is small in view of a suitable norm, then can we conclude that vy; — 2 is small in some
norm?

e Reconstruction.
Given a data set from {(f,A,f); f € Hz(0Q)}, establish an algorithm for finding v. Here we assume
that the data set really comes from some conductivity v, and do not discuss the existence of v yielding
the data set.

For the uniqueness, there is a large difference between the two dimensional case (i.e., n = 2) and the
higher dimensional case (i.e., n > 3), in view of the degree of freedom of data. More precisely, we can explain
as follows. In n-dimensional case, an unknown function depends on n number variables. On the other hand,
our boundary data are the set {(f,Ayf); f € Hz(0Q)} and so are pairs of Dirichlet data and Neumann
data which both depend on (n — 1) number of variables and it can considered as data depending on 2(n — 1)
variables. Therefore
Case n = 2: we have 2(n — 1) = n. The inverse problem is formally determining.

Case n > 2: we have 2(n — 1) > n. The inverse problem is overdetermining.

Naturally the methods for cases n = 2 and n > 3 are different. Moreover, as we will explain in later
sections, in the two dimensional case, one can construct a larger set of complex geometrical optics solutions,
which are the key ingredient for the uniqueness of the inverse boundary value problem.

Inverse boundary value problem for Schréodinger equations
We consider the second order elliptic operator of the form

Ly(z,D)u=Au+q(z)u=0, in Q,



which is called a Schrédinger equation with potential g. Then we note that the uniqueness for determination
of conductivity can be derived from the uniqueness for determination of some potential g for the Schrodinger
equation from the following Dirichlet-to-Neumann map

ou
Alg)f = %bsz, (3)
where
Ly(x,D)u=01inQ, ulpg = f, u€ H'(Q). 4)

We note that if 0 is not an eigenvalue of the Schrédinger equation, then the operator A(q) : H= (89) —
H *%(89) is correctly defined. Then the uniqueness in determining v in the conductivity equation by A,
follows from the uniqueness of determination for the potential ¢ by the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A(q):
Indeed, if v1,v2 € C%(Q) be strictly positive functions in Q and A, = A,, then it is known that (see e.g.,
Alessandrini [3])

oo
M= B, T ay

Let v solve the conductivity equation

n 0f), (5)

V-(yVv)=0 in Q.

Then, setting ¢ = —A—\/‘g and u = ,/yv, we have

Ly(z,D)u =Au+q(z)u=0 in Q.
This observation combined with (Bl implies

(42)-4(28)

Therefore, by the uniqueness result of ¢ by the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map () and (@), we can derive the
equality AVIL . AVI2 ghat is,

S Ve A
Aw—ﬂw:O in (6)
Y2
with w = /71 — v/72- By (@) we have
ow
=—lsq =0. 7
wla0 EY log (7)

Applying to (@) and (@) the classical unique continuation for the second order elliptic operator (see e.g.,
Chapter XXVIII, §28.3 of [27], Corollary 2.9, Chapter XIV of [73]), we obtain v; = 72. Here for the inverse
conductivity problem, compared to the regularity of ¢ in the Schrodinger equation, we need to increase the
regularity assumptions by order 2 for unknown coefficients. Therefore in the succeeding parts, we often
consider the inverse boundary value problem for Schrodinger type of equations.

Existing results on the uniqueness.
As for researches on the uniqueness, we can point out two main streams.

e Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on subboundaries: reduction of subboundaries where we consider Dirichlet
inputs and observations of Neumann data.

e relaxation of regularity of unknown coefficients.

Now, according to these streams, we list some important works on the uniqueness mainly before 2010.
Here we do not intend any complete lists.
First of all, for the case of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on the whole boundary, we refer to
Case n > 3:



Sylvester and Uhlmann [72] proved the uniqueness for v € C?(€), and Péivirinta, Panchenko and Uhlmann
[66] for v € W2:°(£2), Brown and Torres [§] for v € W 2?(Q) with p > 2n. Recently Haberman and Tataru

[23] proved the local uniqueness within Lipschitz conductivities v under the condition that H%HLOO(Q) is
sufficiently small.

Case n = 2:

Nachman [60] proved the uniqueness for v € C?(Q). Finally Astala and Piivérinta [4] established the
uniqueness within v € L*°(Q), which is a very sharp uniqueness result, but no corresponding results are
known for the case n > 3. On the other hand, Bukhgeim [I0] proves the uniqueness for the Schrédinger

equations within ¢ € L>(€2).

In contrast to the above works, we state the formulation with Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on subbound-
aries. Let I'y,I'_ C 09 be subboundaries. We set

ou
A, T, Ty )f = abﬂ\m, (8)

where
Aut+qu=0 in Q, wulr. =0, wulpo\r. = f. (9)

We regard 0Q \ T'_ and 9Q \ T'; as input subboundary and output subboundary.
As for the conductivity equation, we can define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on subboundaries by

ou
Lyf= $|OQ\F+a

where V- (yVu) = 0 in Q and ulpo\r_ = f, ulr_ = 0.

We note that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on the whole boundary corresponds to the case 'y =T'_ = ).
It is natural to discuss the uniqueness by A(q,I'_,T";) with larger I'y, I'_. We list main works published
before 2010.
Case n > 3:
Bukhgeim and Uhlmann [12] proved the uniqueness within the class of v € C?(Q) if T = @ and 'y is
some specific part of 9. Isakov [46] proved the uniqueness if I'y and T'_ are included in planes or spheres.
Knudsen [56] improved the uniqueness by Bukhgeim and Uhlmann [I2] to the class of v € C*+2 () with
some « > 0. Finally we refer to Kenig, Sjostrand and Uhlmann [55] which established the uniqueness for
some specially defined sets I'.
Case n = 2:
Imanuvilov, Uhlmann and Yamamoto [30] first proved the uniqueness by Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on
arbitrarily given subboundary provided that I'y =T"_.

The proposes of this article are
(i) to provide uniqueness results in the three dimensional case by a simpler argument and the uniqueness is
sharper than e.g., Kenig et al. [55].
(ii) to simplify the existing proofs: we do not need advanced tools for example from the microlocal analysis
(see [59]).
(iii) to describe uniqueness results by Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on subboundaries which have been recently
obtained by the authors and colleagues.

In the succeeding sections, we will give more detailed references related to the topics of this article.

Key to the proof of the uniqueness.
For convenience, here we explain the key to the proof which has been an essential idea since Sylvester and
Uhlmann [72].

e We consider a family u; = uy(7)(z), 7 > 0 of solutions which are parameterized by 7 > 0:

Ly (x,D)u1 = Aus +qur =0 inQ, wufp. =0. (10)



e For uy(7), we construct the solution ug = ua(7) to
Ly, (x,D)us = Aug + gaue =0 in Q, uzlan = u1laq-

By A(q1,T-,T4) = A(ge, T, T'}), we have % = % on 00\ T'y. Setting u = u3 — uz, we obtain

Ly, (z,D)us = Au+ qou = (g2 —q1)ur  in Q, (11)
ou

=0 — =0. 12

ulaq = 0, 8V|BQ\F+ (12)

e We consider another family v = v(7)(x), 7 > 0 of solutions which are parameterized by 7 > 0:

Ly, (x,D)v=Av+q@v=0 inQ, v, =0. (13)
e Multiplying ([]) with v(7) and using ([I0), (I2) and (3], we obtain

0= / vLg, (z, D)udx :/(qg — q1)vurde,
Q

Q
that is,
[ @ = @)@ @ () a)dz =0
for all 7 > 0.

Thus the uniqueness is reduced to the completeness of products of solutions, that is, the density in L?(Q) of
{v(T)u1(7)}r>0. The works on the uniqueness in  since [72] have relied on how to construct the families
u1(7),v(r), 7 > 0 satisfying such completeness. For it, the idea for u;(7) and v(7) is solutions to the elliptic
equations under consideration in the form:

@ (g +0(1)) as T — o0 (14)

with suitably chosen phase function ® and solutions to the transport equation a. Solution in the form of
(@) are called (complex) geometric optics solutions. The paper by Kenig, Sjostrand and Uhlmann [55] uses
a Carleman estimate for constructing complex geometric optics solutions in higher dimensions and see also
Bukhgeim [10]. We can understand a Carleman estimate as weighted L2-estimate.

Careful choices of weight functions in Carleman estimates yield the uniqueness results for various elliptic
systems by Dirichlet-to-Neumann map limited on some subboundaries. We have developed such relevant
Carleman estimates mainly in two dimensions, and in the succeeding sections, we clarify such Carleman
estimates.

The article is composed of the following sections.

e §1. Introduction.
e 2. A key Carleman estimate for the proof of the uniqueness in §3.

e 3. Uniqueness in the three dimensional case: We demonstrate how our method can produce the
uniqueness with Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on subboundaries, and the proof for the uniqueness is
concise and based on Carleman estimate and the Radon transform. Moreover our uniqueness generalizes
the results by Bukhgeim and Uhlmann [12], Kenig, Sjostrand and Uhlmann [55].

84. Survey on two dimensional inverse boundary value problems by Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on an
arbitrary subboundary.

§5 Calderén’s problem for semilinear elliptic equations.

86 Uniqueness by Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps for Lamé equations and the Navier-Stokes equations.

87. Appendix.



This section is closed with explanations of notations which are used throughout this paper.

Notations. Let x = (x1,...,2,) € R and 2’ = (x1,22,....,7n_1), and S"~ = {z € R"; |z| = 1}.
Henceforth let Ni = NU {0}, 9% = 9019%2---08, B = (B1,...,B,) € (N;)" and [B] = B1 + -+ + Bn.
We set i = v/—1, 21,29 € R!, 2 = 1 + izy, Z denotes the complex conjugate of z € C. We identify
r = (z1,72) € R? with 2 = 21 +iry € C and & = (&,&) with ¢ = & +i&. 0, = %(811 — 10y,),
(%z = %(am1 +iam2)7 D= (Dla .. aDn) = (%8117 %amzv EEE) %awn) ,D’g = .DIIB1 o 'Dgn 8( = %(651 - iafz)”?f =
(e, + i0¢,). Denote by B(z,8) a ball centered at x of radius 6. For a normed space X, by ox(Z) we
denote a function f(7,-) such that || f(7,-)|[[x = o(Z) as|r| = +0co. By Hy we denote the Hessian matrix

2
with the entries 82_ a‘ij . The tangential derivative on the boundary is given by 0> = Vga%l — 1/16%2, where

v = (v1,12) is the unit outer normal to 9. For the functions p(x,§) and ¢(z,&) we define the Poisson
n  Jp O Ip O
bracket: {p,q}(z,&) =", 657; 85(11- — ag 851-'
Let P(z, D) = 3,5/« ag(x)DP be the differential operator of order k. Denote by p(z, &) = > 181=k ap(z)EP
the principal symbol of this operator.
We call b(x1,z2) antiholomorphic if (8%1 - iaim)b = 0. In the Sobolev space H*(2) we introduce the
following norm

llull g () = (HUH%(’C(Q) + |T|2kHUH%2(Q))2-
For any strictly positive function p in €, we introduce the normed space L2(Q) = {w(x)| [, pw?dz < oo}
with the norm [|w|[z2(q) = (Jo pw?dz)? .

For the operators Ly and L_, we denote by [Ly,L_] the commutator of these operators: [Ly,L_] =
LiL_—L_L,.

2 Carleman estimates for the Schrodinger equation

As we mentioned in the introduction, in order to construct the remaining term in complex geometric optics
solution we will use the technique based on Carleman estimates. The Carleman estimate itself was introduced
by Carleman [I4] for the purpose of proving the uniqueness for the Cauchy problem for the system of elliptic
equations. The Carleman estimate is some a priori estimate depending on parameter and some weight
function. In this section we concentrate on the case of the second-order elliptic operator whose principal
part is the Laplace operator. For the general theory of Carleman estimates see e.g. [27].

Consider the second order elliptic equation in domain

P(xz,D)u = Au+ ; bjg—;j +eu=f inQ, ulpg=0. (15)

The principal symbol of this operator is p(z, &) = —|€]? where & = (&1,...,&n).
Definition 1. We say that the function ¢ is pseudoconvexr with respect to the principal symbol p if Vi # 0
on Q and

n (92 )
{B(e,€ — iTVe(@)).pla € +irVo(@)} /it =2 Y opt) (@, OpP (@.0) > 0
.. 1 J

i,j=1

on {(x,&,7) € 2 x (R"\ {0}) x R |p(x,& +irVyp) =0}, ( =&+ itV (16)

The construction of the pseudoconvex function for the second-order elliptic operator is a very easy task:
if ¢ € C?(Q) and Vé(z) # 0 for any = from Q then for all sufficiently large positive A the function ¢ = e*?
is pseudoconvex with respect to a principal symbol of this operator.

We introduce the following subsets of the boundary of domain §2:

B Dy _ O,
00 = {w € 90|52 (@) < 0}, 9% = Int{a € 09|57 () = 0},

N, ={zxe 3Q|g—f(x) > 0}.



A typical Carleman estimate for the Schrodinger equation (see e.g. [29]) is given by the following propo-
sition:

Proposition 1 Let bj,c € L™(Q) and ¢ be pseudoconver function with respect to the principal symbol of
the operator P(x,D). Then there exist constants 79 and C independent of T such that for all T > 19 the
following estimate holds true:

0
e oy + [ (gePe e +r [ [SE S perds
aq oV AN _UdQ0
0
s0<|<P<x,D>u>eW|iz<m+T / |a—“|2e2”’da> (a7)
o, oV

for u satisfying (I3).

For the construction of the complex geometric optics solutions for the operator P(x, D) we will use as a
weight function the real part of the function ® which solves the Eikonal equation.

Proposition 2 Let a function ®(x) = ¢ + i) € C?(Q2) be a solution to the Eikonal equation
(VO,V8) =0 on Q. (18)
Then (z, 7V(xz),T) belongs to the set {(x,&,7) € Q x (R™\ {0}) x R} [p(z, & + itVy) = 0} and
{P(x,7VY — itVp(x)),p(x, VY + itV(z)) } /it = 0. (19)

Proof. The Eikonal equation (L8] is equivalent to the following two equalities

" dp 0 oY 0 Op 0
= 8;: 8;? Z 8;/; 85; Z 8;: 8115; (20)
Equations ([20) immediately imply
(2, 7VY(2),7) € {(z,&7) € Q x (R \ {0}) x R |p(z, & +itVe) = 0}. (21)
Differentiating equations (20) with respect to x; and then taking the sum over k, we have
H,Np=Hy,Vy, H,VYy=-H;Vep. (22)

The right-hand side of (8] can be written as

Hence, using the equalities [22]) we rewrite (23)) for £ = 7V (x) as

T2 (H Ve, V) + 72 (H, Vo, Vo) = =7 (Hy Vi, V) + 72 (H, Vi, V) =
—73(Vo, HyV) + 72 (H, Vo, V) = —7%(Vp, H,V ) + 7°(H, Vi, V) = 0. (24)

Equalities 23]) and 24) imply ([I9) immediately. B

Proposition 2] implies that the real part of a solution of the Eikonal equation does not satisfy the pseu-
doconvexity condition (I6]). Thus we relax this pseudoconvexity condition as follows:
Definition 2. We say that the function ¢ is weakly pseudoconvex with respect to the symbol p if Vo # 0 on
Q and

(Pl € — iTVp(2)), plw, § +iTV(2)} it =2 ) axza F——p") (&, PP () =

3,7=1

on {(z,&,7) € 2 x (R™\ {0}) x Rﬂp(:v,{“ +itVp) =0}, (=¢&+itVe. (25)



If the real part of a solution of the Eikonal equation is weakly pseudoconvex with respect to the principal
symbol of the elliptic operator, then one can construct the complex geometric optics solution for large
parameter 7 > 0. In some cases we need to construct the complex geometric optics solutions for the large
negative values of parameter T for the same weight function as well. In [55], in order to deal with this
situation, the notion of the limiting Carleman weight was introduced.

Definition 3. We say that the function ¢ is a limiting Carleman weight for the operator P(x, D) if Vi # 0
on ) and

{p(z,€ = i7Vip(w), p(, € +iTV( }/w—zz axlax] P9 (2, Qp®)(2,() = 0

on {(x,&,7) € Q x (R"\ {0}) x Ri|p(:v,§ +itVp) =0}, (=¢&+itVe. (26)

Obviously any limiting Carleman estimate for the operator P(z, D) is weakly pseudoconvex with respect
to the principal symbol of this operator.
Another important property of the limiting Carleman weight is the following.

Proposition 3 ([55]) Let  C R3 be a symply connected domain with the smooth boundary and ¢ be a
limiting Carleman weight in Q. Then there exist a family of functions ¢ such that the function ® = ¢ + i)
solves the Eikonal equation in 2.

Later we will use the following limiting Carleman weights;

Example 1 of the limiting Carleman weights. Let @, 7> € R? be to vectors such that |7| = |Ts| # 0
and (U1, v2) = 0. The function ® = (0, z) +i(¥h, ) solves the Eikonal equation and the function ¢ = (¥, x)
is the limiting Carleman weight.

Example 2 of the limiting Carleman weights. Let ® = Inr + 6 where r, ¢, 0 are the spherical
coordinates. The function ® is a solution to the Eikonal equation and the function In(r) is a limiting
Carleman weight, provided that the origin and the domain €2 can be separated by some plane.

In two-dimensional case we can give the complete description of the solutions of the Eikonal equations.
We have

Proposition 4 Let Q C R? and a function ®(x) = ¢ +ip € C?(Q) be a solution to the Eikonal equation
(VO,V®)=0 onQ. (27)
Then the function ® is either holomorphic or antiholomorphic in Q.
Proof. The short computations give the formula
eTTPAT? = (VO, V)72 + AT = ¢ 7%40,0:¢"® = 40,00:072 + ADT.
Therefore, if ® is a solution to the Eikonal equation, then we obtain form the above equality that
0,20:®=0 in Q.

From this equality, the statement of the proposition follows immediately. B
Example 3 of the limiting Carleman weights. Let n = 2 and ® be a holomorphic or an antiholo-
morphic function such that V& # 0. Then the real part of the function ® is the limiting Carleman weight.

Example 4 of the limiting Carleman weights. Let ¢ be the limiting Carleman weight and the
function ® = ¢ + i1 solves the Eikonal equation. Then the function ¢p(x/|z|?) is the limiting Carleman

weight and the function ® o (—‘) solves the Eikonal equation.

‘We have



Theorem 1 Let bj,c € L*™(Q) and ¢ be a weakly pseudoconvex function with respect to the principal symbol
of the operator P(x, D). Then there exist constants 7o and C independent of T such that for all T > 79 the
following estimate holds true:

Ju
T2 2 21 2 2T
e ey + [ 1gePemedn+r [ 1Z2NGE e

T au T
C (H(P(;v,D)u)e “"||2Lz(Q) +T/asz |_8u|2€2 “"da) . (28)
+

Proof. First we recall the equality
{plx, € — itVp(2)), (2, € + itV p(2))} /it = 47(Hy(€,€) + T Ho(Vip, Vip)).
Hence the pseudoconvexity condition (2] is equivalent to the following one:
(Ho(6,6) + T Hy(Vp, V) 20 on {(2,§,7) € 2 x (R"\ {0}) x Ry|p(, & +iTVyp) = 0}. (29)

We show that for each z from € the polynomial g(x,&,7) = (HyE, &) + 72(H,V, V) can be represented
as the sum of two homogeneous polynomials of degree two in variables &, 7 such that

q(a:,{,T) ZQO($,§,T)+Q+(I,€), (30)
where
qi(z,6) >0, V(z,&,7) € A x R? x RY, (31)
and
Qo(x,6,7) =0, V(,&7) € {(x,67) € @ x (R"\ {0}) x RY|p(x, & +iTVp) = 0}. (32)

The functions g+, qo can be constructed in the following way. Consider the partition of unity of the
domain 2:

K
dej=1 onQ, ¢ €C(Bx;,0), ej(z)>0, Voel. (33)
=1

Consider the symbol r;j(z,&,7%) = e;((Hy&,€) + 72(H,Ve, V)). Since the function ¢ is assumed to be
weakly pseudoconvex, taking into account (29)) and B3] we obtain

rj($,5,72) >0 on {(z,&,7)€Qx(R"\{0}) x Rup(x,f +itV) = 0}. (34)

Suppose that 6 > 0 is so small that 867“’] is not equal to zero on B(xy,d) for some J € {1,...,n}. Consider
the function

?j(xyé.):?j(z,glw--,5,]717§J+17---;§n):Tj($7§1,---,§] 1, 8%’ Z é.k a€]+1a'"7§namj(€)/|vw|2)5

oxy k=1 kAT

2
n

g+ Z §k

k=1,k£J 817 k=1,k£J

Observe that if 7 € B(zy,0) and (%,£,7) € {(z,£,7) € 2 x (R \ {0}) x R! |p(z,€ +iTVp) = 0}, then

7, = ¢ (Ho€, &) + T (H,Vip(E), Vep(@))). (35)
By (33) and ([B3), we have B
7j(2,€) 20 V(z,) € Qx (R"\ {0}). (36)
Next we set ¢4 (z,§) = Zfil 7;(z,€). By B3) and (36), we see
¢+(2,6) >0 V(x,§) € Qx (R"\ {0}) (37)



and by ([B3) and ([B3) we obtain

4 (,8) = (Hp&, &) + T2 (HyVo, V) on {(z,€,7) € Q x (R™\ {0}) x RY |p(z,£ + itVp) = 0}.
Therefore we can take qo(x,&,7) = (Hx&, &)+ 72(H,Vio, V) — g1 (2,€, 7). Consequently ([B0) and ([B2) hold

true.
Next we claim that there exist a smooth function m(z) and a smooth function £(z, ), which is a homo-
geneous polynomial of degree one in ¢ for all x € Q) such that

go(z,€,7) = m(x)(|€]* = 7*|Vepl*) + (2, €)(€, Vi), V(,&7) € 2x (R™\ {0}) x RY. (38)

Indeed, let us fix some point Z from . Without loss of generality, after a possible rotation, we may assume
that V¢ is parallel to the vector €5 = (1,0,0, ...,0). Consider the polynomial ¢q(Z, &, 7) on the hypersurface
{& = 0}. The set of zeros of the polynomial Zk , & — 7?|V(Z)|? is the subset of zeros of the quadratic
polynomial ¢o(Z, 0, &3, ..., &, T) since

{(&.7) € R\ {0}) x RY|p(Z, £ +1irV) = 0}

={(&7) € ®"\{0}) x Ry|&x =0} N {(&,7) € (R \ {0}) XR1|Z§k—72|Vs&( )I? = 0}.

The set of zeros of the polynomial Y, _, & — 72|Vp(Z)|* forms a cone surface in R". The polynomial

q(z,0,&2,...,&,,7) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2. There are two possibilities. First this
polynomial is identically equal to zero. Then we set m(Z) = 0. Second, the set of zeros of polynomi-
als qo(%,0,&,...,&,,7) and Y ;_, & — T2 |Vp(z )|2 are the same. Therefore there exists m(Z) such that

q(7,0,82, .., &n, 7) = m(T) ()2 & — 72[Vp(3)[?). Hence we have
go(w,&,7) = m(2)(|]* = 7*|Vp(2)*) on {(z,€§,7) € Ax R" x RY|(€, Vi) = 0} (39)

Since for each z from € there exists (£,7) such that (z,&,7) € {(z,&,7) € O x R? x R |(&, V) = 0} and
€2 — 72|Vp(2)[2 # 0, by B9) the function m(z) is smooth.

Consider the polynomial d(z,§,7) = qo(z,&,7) — m(z)(|€]* — 72|Vp|?). Let A(z) be a smooth matrix
such that the first row of A is equal to V<p and det A(x) # 0 on 2. Then we introduce the new coordinates

€ = A(z)¢ and set d(z,&,7) = d(z, A~ (2)€,7). In the new coordinates, the set {(z,£,7) € Q x R" x
R |(&, V) = 0} is written as

{(z,&,7) € 2 x R" x RL|&; = 0}.
The polynormal dis a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2 in the variable ({, 7) for each x € Q and
(:E { ,7)=0if 51 = 0. Therefore we can represent this polynomial in the form

d(w,&,7) 2} ) + bnta ()7

with smooth functions EJ($) Then after returning to the coordinates £ we obtain

d(z,&,7) = (£, V) ((b(@), A(2)€) + bnyr(@)7), b= (b1,...,bn).

Next we need to show that the function b, is identically equal to zero in Q. Indeed the symbol ¢4 is
independent of 7 and the symbol ¢ depends on 72. Hence the symbol ¢y = ¢ — ¢, depends smoothly on 72.
Since we have already proved that qo(x, &, 7)—m(2)(|€]2 =72 V|2) = (€, V) (b(z), A(2)€) = b1 (2)7(€, V),
we observe that on the right-hand side of this equality, the 7-dependent terms which are of the form c(z)7?

Therefore b,,+1 = 0 and
d(x,&,7) = (§, V) (b(x), A(x)S).
The justification of the formula (B8] is complete.
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Consider a function f : R! — R! such that f/(y) # 0 for all y € {y|y = p(x) z € Q}. We set £ = f'(¢)n.
Then

2 1"(p)
f'(e)
o [ ()

= (@) (m(z)(In]* = 7|Vel?) + Lz, n)(n, V) + T o )IVsDI4+q+(:E )+ 7 (0)(Ve, €)?
= f(e)(m(@)([€]* = 72 () IVl?) + £z, )&, V) + T2 (@) (0)*IVel* + a4 (2,9)) + f(¢) (V. £)?. (40)

Next we take

(Hp()&,6) + T2 (Hp) Vi, Vo) = f'(9)* (Hyn,m) + 7°(H, Ve, Vi) + Vel + f/(9) (Ve £)?

Ns?

nr(s) =5+

where N is a large positive parameter.
For the moment, assume that
bi=c=0, Vie{l,...,n}. (41)

We set

P(z,D,7) = N0 P2, D)e N9 = A = 20(V i, (0), V) + 72|V [ (0)]F = TAf e ()
and

P(z,D,7)* = e TN P2, D)e™ N = A4 27(V N (), V) + T2V N2 (0)]* + TASN ()

Using the operators P(x, D, 1) and P(x, D, 7)*, we construct two more operators
1
Py(z,D,7) = 5(P(z,D,7) + P(z,D,7)") = A + |V fn - (9)]?

and
P_(5,D,7) = 3 (P(, D,7) — P(a, D,7)") = ~27(V fx(9), V) — TAf o).
Let w = e7~.7(¥)y. Then
P.(z,D,7)w+ P_(z,D,7)w = P(z,D,7)w in ), w|sq =0. (42)
Taking the L?-norm of the equation ([@2) we obtain

| P(z, D, T)w”%?(ﬂ) = ||Py(z, D, T)wH%?(Q) +2(Py(z, D, T)w, P_(z, D, T)w)LZ(Q) + |1 P-(z, D, T)wH%?(SE) )
43
Integrating by parts the second term on the right-hand side of ([@3)), we have

afNT( )

1S e (44)

2(Py(z,D,m)w, P_(x, D, T)w)r2(0) = ([P, P_](z, D, T)w, w)2(q) — 4/8 T
Q

The differential operator [Py, P_] has the form

0? fNT 0? 3 0? fNT 6fNT( )afN,T(SD)
A Z 00 81:18% T Z 0z;0z; ox; Oz +7R(z, D),

3,7=1

R(IaD) = _2(VAfN,T(<P)a V) - A2fN,T(<P)'

The principal symbol of the differential operator [Py, P_|(x,D,7) is equal to 47((Hy, (£)&,€) +
72 (Hyy () Ve, V)). Hence the representation (@0) holds true.
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Therefore we can write down the second term on the right-hand side of (@4)) as

([P+7P ](‘T D T)w w)L2(Q - T/ (fN T( )( (.’IJ)(—A - T2f1/v77-(<,0)2|V90|2) - [(.’L’,V)(V(p, v))
1
R (O e ()?IVel = 442, V) = .- (9) (Ve, V) Jw, w)de > = 2| Py, D, T)wl[Zz g
—1 [ (@) Pmiutds — 7 [ (Vo Vultle, V) (s (0)dz = [ fio (oo (o, Vpuwwda
Q Q Q
+ [ P D @PIVel v e 7 [ Rl Dywuds
Q Q
— [ (V6. V)T, V) (sl (45)

The symbol g4 (x,€) is a quadratic polynomial written as ¢4 (z,&) = Z?k:l gk (x)€;€k,. Hence

— [ Fiste q+wwadw——T/fNT > el axj wi

],k 1
(9w (9w P (fy - (©)ajn(x))
=7 [ fna( qjx( / dzx. (46)
/ N, ];1 J Q. k=1 83:k8:zJ
Let N )
7”90”00(6) < 10° (47)

Then f () is a nonnegative function. By (B the function an g;k(2)€;&k is also nonnegative on the set
Q x (R™\ {0}). Hence the integral [, fy (¢) Y71 gjr(x )(f;);‘; g;“ dzr is nonnegative. Therefore we obtain
from (46l)

—r /Q For(@)as (@, Vywwdz > ~C(7 + N)w]|2a(c- (48)
By the definition of the function fy , we can choose Ny such that for all N > Ny we have
/Q B (D) (Fan (@) Vel da — 47 /Q (o (@)PmPw?de > (N72 + N9 wl2aqy (49
and
— 1 [ (Vo VUV 9 (o (eDwide = [ 2N (T, upide 2 0 (50)
Q Q

Integrating by parts we obtain

r / R(z, Dywwdz = 7 / (VA fxr (), Vu?) — A%y (p)ulde = 7 / (A2 — A%) fy () ulda
Q Q Q
=0. (51)

Using the Cauchy inequality, we have
~ 7 [ (V0. Votla, V) (i (e = =7 [ fi 0 (Vi V), 9w
/Q(Vw V) (l(z, V)" (fn () wdz > —illez/v,T(@)(vaV@)llzp(m = C|Vwlisq) — C(r + N)|wlZsq)- (52)
Using (@8)-(52) we obtain from (45)

1 1
([P, P-](z, D, T)w,w)r2(0) > —Z||P+($7D77)w||%2(n) - ZHTfJ/v,T((P)(V?Ua Vo)liz ) — CllVwlZzq
—C(r+ N)HWH%?(Q) + T2N||w||%2(sz)- (53)
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By (B3) and (4], we obtain from (43)
||P(I5Da )w||L2(Q —||P+(I D, )w”%?(ﬂ) + ||P*(I5D5T)w||%2(ﬂ)

1
_ZHTfJ/V,T((P)(Vw’ V<P)||L2(Q) - O||Vw||%2(ﬂ) -C(r+ N)||w||%2(m

32N 9 Ofn+(p) 0w 4
+T”w”L2(Q) —4/BQTT|%| do. (54)

Let 79 and Ny be sufficiently large numbers. Then for all (7, N) satisfying (@1) and N > Ny and 7 > 79 we
obtain from (4] that

3
||P($7D7T)w||%2(ﬂ) 2 Z||P+($7D7T)w||%2(ﬂ) + ||P*($7D7T)w||%2 ()

8fN 7-( ) 871)

S | S o (55)

1 2N
—ZIIsz’v,T(w)(Vw,W?)Hiz(a) = C|lVw||Z2q) + ||w||L2(Q 4/@9

Taking the scalar product in L?(Q) of the functions P (x, D,7)w and Nw and integrating by parts, we
obtain the inequality

N|[Vwl2q) < CI1P (2, D, T)wlF2q) + T Nlwl72q)- (56)

Then increasing 7o and Ny again and using (B0), from (55) we have:

1
”P(vavT)wH%Q(Q) 2 §||P+(CC,D,T)U}||%2(Q) + ||P_(:E,D,T)w||%2 (£2)

1 N Ifn+(p) Ow
_Z”szlv,f(‘ﬁ)(vwaV‘P)H%?(Q) +NC||VUJ||%2(Q) ||w||L2(Q 4/897 By |%| do, (57)
where (7, N) satisfies (@) and T > 79, N > Ny. Observe that
1 1
7N, (@) (Vw, Vo) F2(q) = ZHPf(I,D,T)w*'TAfN,T( PIwll72q) < —||P (z,D, 1 )w||i2(ﬂ)+§||TAfN,r(80)w||%2(Q)
Using this estimate in (&1]), we obtain
2 1 2 1 2
||P(x7DvT)w|IL2(Q) 2 §||P+(‘T7D77-)w||L2(Q) + _”P—(vavT)wHL? Q
N 8fN‘r( ) 811)
NC| Vw3 T 4/ g 58
+NCIVulay + T ol —4 | r=L%elE 28 s (58)

where (7, N) satisfies (A7) and 7 > 79, N > Np.
Now we remove the assumption ([@Il). Suppose that some coefficients of the first or zeroth order terms
are not identically equal to zero. Then we have to replace the term on the right-hand side of (&) by

W n af ,T
1P (2, D, myw = S35 by e + (3 7hy St = c)wl|3 ) By

afNT
IIP(%D,T)w—Zb Z 7b; wlia) < C(I1P(, D, m)wll72q) + [wl- (o))

j=1

from (G8]) we have

1
C(IP(z, D, )wl[72(q) + 1wl - o)) = —||P+(w D, m)wl[Zz0) + 511P- (@, D, w7z q)

afN‘r( ) aw

Ov 5 Ov [*do, (59)

N
ENCIVulaq) + T ol - /8
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The term |lw||3.. (g on the left-hand side can be absorbed into the term NC||Vw||3. 2(q) On the left-hand

side. Therefore even without assumption ([#I)) we still have (58). Now we fix a parameter N = 2N in (B8).
Finally we estimate the normal derivative of the function w on the boundary. Let p € C?(Q) satisfy

(p,7) >0 on 0Q. (60)

Taking the scalar product of the function Py (z, D, 7)w and (Vp, Vw) in L*(Q), we obtain

B 1 5 " w092 _0%p Ow |wl|?
/QPJF(:C,D,T)w(Vp, Vw)dx = /Q 2(Vp,V|Vw| )—i—kz 9z, D, 0y Dor + IV INL () (Vp, V ) | dz

ow B 1 5 ow 8%p Ow o+ |w]?
+ [ ST Vo = /Q S 80l Vul? - ; S T e AV (VIR V0) 0 | o

ow 1
4 BQE(Vp,Vw)dU—§/6 (Vp, )| Vuw|do

1 " ow 02 0% Ow |wl|?
A 2 d - 2 —)|d
| { ganvut - 2 5 G, W (VI RPVA) | do

+ [ 1S~ [ (@nl 5P o1

Here in order to obtain the last equality we used the equality g—;‘; = I/k?)—ﬁ]. The equality (6I) and (60]) imply

ow
/{m |%|2d0' < C(|P(x, D, m)wl|72 0y + [[wl|Fn- (o) (62)

From (62) and (E8]), the estimate (28)) follows immediately. H

Remark. Compare the Carleman estimate (28) with (I7), we lose T in front of the first term on the
right-hand side. On the other hand it can be shown that the inequality (28) is sharp.
Consider a boundary value problem

P(z,D)u=Au+qu= f7% inQ, uloa_ =are?. (63)
For the problem (63]) we can construct solutions with the following properties:

Proposition 5 Let b; € C*(Q),c € L¥(Q), f, € L?(Q),a, € L*(0Q-) and a function ¢ be weakly pseu-
doconver with respect to the principal symbol of the operator P(x, D). Then there exists a solution u, to
problem (63) such that

lure™ ™ llr2i0) < C(IfrllL2) /7 + larllL200-)) V7 = To. (64)

If in addition a./| “’|2 € L?(09Q-), then there exists a solution to problem (63) such that

. 0.1
lure™ ™l L2y < CUIfrll2)/T + ||<Ir/|8—(5|é L2000 )A/T) VT > T0. (65)

Here the constants C' and 1y are independent of 7.

Proof. Let X = {((f,g) € L?(Q) x L2(0Q\ 0Q_)|P(z,D)*w = f in Q, w|sq = 0, g—lﬂasz\aﬂ, =g} be
a linear subspace of the Hilbert space L%, () x L2, , (99 \ 9Q_) which is equipped with the norm

I1(f, Q)H/QY = Hf€w||%2(sz) + T|‘9€w||%2(69\69,)- (66)
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By (28), the normed space X is the closed subspace of the Hilbert space L2, (Q) x L2, (0Q \ 99_).
Hence X is a Hilbert space. On X, we consider the linear functional

(f,9) =— A fre™Pwdx — /aQ a-ge™?do. (67)

In order to estimate the norm of the functional ¢, observe that by Carleman estimate (28]) we have

ow ow 8<p

lwe™ || g ) + ||—VeT“"||L2 9. 4—7'2 || |2€W||L2 99_)

<O fe™ L2 + T3 ||9| |2€W||L2 (9N\0Q_))- (68)
hen ey
1]l = sup( s gy 2\ {0} 0. ;)” Clllarllzoa_y + I f2llz2(0)/7) (69)

and if a./|92|3 € L?(9Q_), then

||£||—sup<,geX\{o}'H((JEf;])H”' Cllar /|22 200 A7 + 1 s /7). (70)

where the constant C' is independent of 7.
This functional is bounded on X and by the Banach theorem it can be extended on the whole space
L%, (Q) x L%, (092\ Q_) with preservation of the norm. Hence, by the Riesz theorem, there exists a pair

27

(wr,g) € L?,, () x L%, ,(0Q\ 0Q_) such that

((f,9) = (ge™?, 9% ) L2 (aan00_) + (€Pwr, fe™?) 12 () (71)

and

1Nl = [1(wrs 9l 22,
By (67) and (7)), the function u, = —e?"%w, solves the problem (G3). From (72) we obtain

(Q)xL2,, , (9209 )" (72)

lure™ ™l L2 (@) = l[wrllzz,, @) <14

Hence from this estimate and (@J), ({0) imply (64) and (G5). W

Corollary 2 Let b; € CY(Q),c € L>(Q), the families of functions f, and a. be uniformly bounded in L?()
and L>®(00_) respectively and a function ¢ be weakly pseudoconvex with respect to the principal symbol of
the operator P(x, D). Then there exist solutions u,, T > 0, to the problem (63) such that

lure ™| p2(q) = o(1) as T — oo. (73)

Proof. We set 9 = {z € 0Q|z € 9(002_)} and IN_ . = {z € IN_|dist(z,Q) > €} for any positive e.
Obviously

mes(00_ \Q_) >0 as e— +0. (74)
We set g(e) = ||%||CO(Q—). Let m(7) be a positive continuous function such that
i —,€
m(t) >0 as 7— 400 and g(m(r)) < Cri, (75)

where the constant C is independent of 7. We look for the function u, in the form u, = u, 1 + u; 2 where
P(z,D)ur1 = f-e™® inQ, wuriloa. =0 (76)

and
P(z,D)ur2=0 inQ, wurslon =are™”. (77)
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By ([64) one can construct a solution to problem (@) such that
_ 1
lur1e” "% L2y = 0(;) as T — +00. (78)

By (@) and (T8), we have

IXo0_ .00 arllL2o0) = 0 as 7 — +0. (79)

Using (64]) we construct a solution w, to the boundary value problem
P(z,D)w. =0 inQ, wrloa = Xoa_,. \oo_ae (80)

such that
|lwre™ |2y =+ 0 as 7 — +o0. (81)

On the other hand, we have (1 — xaq_ . \o0_ )a7/|%|% € L2(09Q-) for all T sufficiently large.
Applying ([@3) and (75), we construct a solution w; to the boundary value problem

P(IE, D){ET =0 in Qv {DT|QQ, = (1 - XBQ,’M(”\Bﬂf)aﬂre‘rs(J (82)

such that

o c ) 1
[wre™ ™|l L2 S\/—;||(1—Xasz,,m<f)\an,)ar/ |a—f|||L2(asz,) < g(m(7))llar|[r200_) = O(T—%) as T — +o0.

(83)

Finally we set ur2 = w, + w,. By (@), (80) and (82) the function u, 2 solves the problem (63) and by
[@8), (BI) and (B3) the estimate (73]) holds true. W

In order to prove the uniqueness result in determining a potential of the Schrodinger equation in dimension
n = 2, we need to further relax the notion of pseudoconvex function. That is, as a solution of the Eikonal
equation we should admit a holomorphic function ® which is degenerate at some points of domain 2.

More precisely, let ® = ¢ 4 i1 be a holomorphic function in Q such that ¢, v are real-valued and

decC*Q), Imd

ry = 0, I'pcCc 1—‘8, (84)
where I'§ is some open set on 0f). Denote by H the set of the critical points of the function ®. Assume that
HAD, 020(2)#0 VzeH, HNIA\To=0 (85)

and

/jlda —0, T = {z: 0sb(x) = 0, € DO\ T3}, (86)
Then ® has only a finite number of critical points and we can set:
HA\To=A{Z1,....70}, HNTo={Tps1, .., Toye}. (87)
The following proposition was proved in [33].

Proposition 6 Let T be an arbitrary point in Q. There exists a sequence of functions {®c}ec(o0,1) satisfying
(84)-(88) such that all the critical points of ®. are nondegenerate and there exists a sequence {Zc},e € (0,1)

such that 0%
T.€EH. ={z€Q 8ZE(Z):O}, Te =T ase— 0.

Moreover for any j from {1,...,N'} we have
HeNy =0 ify; N0\ To) #0,

Heﬂ’}/jCl—‘o ifwjﬁ(aﬂ\l“o)Z(Z),
Im®(z) ¢ {Im®.(z)|z € He \ {zc}} and Im®.(Tc) # 0.
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Now we start the proof of the Carleman estimate for the two-dimensional Schrodinger equation. The
results of Theorem [I cannot be applied directly to this case since the weight function is allowed to have
critical points. The proof of the Carleman estimate is based on the decomposition of the Laplace operator
into 0, and 0.

First we establish a Carleman estimates for the operators 0, and 0s.

Proposition 7 Let ® satisfy (84)-(806), 7 € R, and the function C = Cy + iCs belong to C*(Q) where
C1,Cy are real-valued. Let f € L2(2), and v € HY () be a solution to

0 0 ~

2$U—T$U+Ov:f in (88)
or let v be a solution to N
o. 0. ___
2&1)—7'504—00 =f inQ (89)

In the case (88) we have

o oP ~ Oy ~ 0C;  9Cy\ -
K im(r L2~ Y|P — 98 _ + 24 —/ 91 902 52
Haxl iIm(r P OVl 720 /asz <7’ 5 (11 Ch V202)> []°do A ((9961 + 8:62) [0]°dx

ov 1 9v 0 2 ~ 9
+R6/Bsz a_,vda +1 - i 01y RE(TE = O)li2) = 1 fllz2).  (90)

In the case ([89) we have

v 0P 12 %) 9 / aC,  9CL\ 9
”83:1 iIm(t 5 CYoll 720 /89 (Tau (1 Cy VQCQ)) [0]*do N\ " om [0]°dx

Ov= 1 av o Y .
e o0 3ﬂvd0+ 15 525 — R 0z = OWllz2iq) = 1flz2(y- (91)

Proof. We prove the equality ([@0). The proof of equality ([@I)) is the same. Denote L_(z,D,7)v =
88—11 iIm(7%2 — C)v and Ly (2,D,7)v = 1 88;’ Re(792 — C)v. In the new notations we rewrite equation
as

L_(#,D,7)0+ Ly (z,D,7)o=f in Q. (92)
Taking the L2- norm of the left- and right-hand sides of ([@2)), we obtain
HLJr(Ia Da T)EH%P(Q) + 2R€(L+(ZE, Dv T)fﬁa L*(Ia Da 7—)5)1/2(9) + HL,({E, Dv T)fﬁH%?(Q) = Hf“%?(ﬂ) : (93)
Integrating by parts the second term of ([@3)), we obtain
2R€(L+(.’IJ, D, T)E, L_ ((E D 7') )LZ(Q) = Re{([L+, ]5, E)LQ(gl)

+/ (L_(x, D, 7)0)ivev + Ly (x, D, 7)0v10)do’}. (94)
X9)

The Cauchy-Riemann equations yield

e
(L4 L] = (81:1 + 81:2> '

Using the Cauchy-Riemann equations again, we observe

8_@ B 8<p 8@
0z 8:101 6:102
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Therefore

Re /m((L (z, D, T)0)ive0 + Ly (x, D T)vl/lv)do—Re/ (ﬁ +z< 8—+Cg> )wﬁ

8$1 8$2
1 0v op 0] ~ U=
+ <;8—x2 - 6—;’;1) + Cl’U> Vﬂ)do’ = —/ <7’8—f - (Vlcl + V202)> |’U|2d0' + Re /CF)QZE,’UCZO’. (96)
From (@3)-(@8) we obtain ([@0). W
Consider a boundary value problem
0 0 0 0 .
’C(IaD>U—<4a a_+2Aa +2B6)u_f in Q, u|aQ:0.

For this problem we have the following Carleman estimate with boundary terms.

Proposition 8 (]30]) Suppose that ® satisfies (84)-(80), v € H () and || A|| (o) + || Bl L) < K. Then
there exist 7o = 170(K, ®) and C = C(K, ®) independent of u and T such that for all |T] > 1o

T T 8u T a(b T
|7|[|ue S0||2L2(Q) + [|ue S0||?{1(Q) + ||$e S0H%2(r0) + 7'2|||$|Ue S0”%2(9)
T2 u 2 271¢
< O (K(z, D)u)e™ |12y + |7 15, e 7do | (97)
ao\r; oV

Proof. Denote ¥ = ue™ and K(z, D)u = f. Observe that (z1,2z2) = 1(®(z) + ®(z)). Therefore

0 0d 0 0% ~ ou ou
TY —T¢ = — T o=f= — —_— — T
eTPA(eT D) = (282 62) (285 T 82) v=f <f 2B o 24 82) .

Assume now that v is a real-valued function. Denote w = (2 aaz T%(f)

Thanks to the zero Dirichlet boundary condition for u, we have

N
Wlon = 2 |asz (v1 + ive)=—|aq-

ov
Let C be some smooth real-valued vector functlon in  such that
oC
28_ =C(z)=Ci(x) +iCe(z) inQ, ImC=0 onTly,
where C = (C1,Cy) is a smooth function in € such that
divC=1 inQ, (v,C)=-1 onT,. (98)

By Proposition [ we have the following integral equality:

a(weNC) ' 0P — NCA1I2 Dy 0% nes
=g —im (Tngc) (@e™ )72 () —/m ToC + N(iC1+150s) | | e do

~ a ~ = AT
+N/ |weNC2dr + Re | iz (weNC)weNCdo (99)
Q o OT

10(@ 0 _ -
= ) e 02 4 NOY @) ey = 1

We now simplify the integral Rei [, 2= (weN¢)w1eNCdo. We recall that o = ue™ in Q and @ = (v1 +
iv9) 9L = (11 + i) 9%e™ on 0. Denote (17 + ivo)e Nilme — R 4 P where R, P are real-valued. Therefore

Re / ii(aeNc)aeNCda (100)
oN 0

7

:Re/ (’9 (R+ P)@e‘rga—i-NReC (R_ip)@e‘rga—i-NReCdo.
o0 9 9

87’ v v
B 0 @weNeY |
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(R —iP)do.




Using the above formula in (@9)), we obtain

a(ﬁ;eNC) . o — NCA1I2 dp o5 e
”Tﬁ — ZIm(Tg + NC)(we )||L2(Q) — AQ TE + N1 Cy + 12Cs) |$6 |*do

8(56NR€C) 2

+N/ |weNC|2dx + Re/ ZQ(R +iP) (R —iP)do
or v
1 9(weM°) 0% ~ NCy|2 F.Te+NC| 2
+ - T om RG(TE + NO)(we™")||72q) = I1fe™ 12 (- (101)

Taking a sufficiently large positive parameter N and taking into account that the function R + iP is
independent of N on I'§, we conclude from (I01]), ([@8)

v _
B / 70 B Oy 1) ) 92N P 4 N [ e P (102)
s \ Ov ov Q

~ v
< | Fe N2, ) + C(N) / 19V Ne2g,
O\ Lo

v
Simple computations give

a(;}eNRec) 2||j( NRec) 2 a(;}eNRec) 3 oNRec

H%Q(Q) +7 ||L2(Q) = ||2T -7 82( )H%Q(Q)

o 00 _ONReC
_ |eMRecq - (TE + ZT)U)H%%Q)

< 2 @e™C|[Fa(q) + CNV)lue™ 220y (103)

Since the function ® has zeros of at most second order by assumption (8H]), there exists a constant C' > 0
independent of 7 such that

~ - 0P
R g < € (1R gy + I 0 RN ) (104
Therefore by (I02)-([I04) there exists Ny > 0 such that for any N > Ny there exists 79(N) such that

0 N
—/ <7'a—(5+ (VlCl"’VQCQ)) |—€NC| do + — /| eNC 2 da

~ NRec ~ NRec oo Rec
+7][0eN ) 22 ) + [0eN T T ) + 7 Il e MR 220

< Fem# N By + O(V) / 20N Pdg (105)
aa\r; OV
for all 7 > 19(IV).
In order to remove the assumption that w is real-valued, we obtain (I05) separately for the real and
imaginary parts of u and combine them. This concludes the proof of the proposition. B
As a corollary we derive a Carleman inequality for the function u which satisfies the integral equality

(ua’C(IaD)*w)L2(Q (fa )HIT(Q (geﬂpaeiﬂp’w)

for allw € X = {w e HY(Q)|w|r, =0, K(z,D)*w € L*(Q)}. We have

HE7(90\T) (106)

Corollary 3 Suppose that & satisfies (8J)-(88), f € H'(Q),g € H2(0Q\To), u € L*(Q) and the coefficients
A, B of K(z, D) belong to {C € Cl(ﬁ)|||C||Cl(§) < K}. Then there exist 79 = 10(K,®) and C = C(K, ®),
independent of u and T, such that

lue™ |20y < Clrl(1fe™ - (o) + lge™ 1%

for solutions of (106]).

>
by VT Z 0 (107)
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Proof. Let € be some positive number and d(x) be a smooth positive function on 9 \ 'y which blows
up like ﬁ for any y € (092 \ T'g). Consider an extremal problem

1 1 . . L .
Je(w) = 5”“’6 1220 + §||’C(337D) w—ue’™| 120 + m”we w”%g(aﬂ\ro) — inf (108)
for N .
we X ={we H?(Q)|K(z, D)*w € L*(Q),w|r, = 0}. (109)

There exists a unique solution to (I08), (I09) which we denote by @w.. By Fermat’s theorem, we have
J(@)]6] =0 VéelX. (110)
Using the notation p. = 1 (K(z, D)* @, — ue?™¥), we see that

N : Ope We _
IC(.’I], D)pe + w€€_27—¢ =0 in Q, pe'@ﬂ = 0, —ap |BQ\F0 = d—w e 27—90. (111)
14

By Proposition 8 we have

ap 0P
|T|||pe6w||2L2(Q) + ||peew||§{1(ﬂ) + ||a—;€w||i2(r0) + 72|||$|p€eT@||2L2(Q)

1
<C <||@€e—“"||%2(m + o /m\F |@El2e—2wcza> < 20T (D). (112)
0

Substituting § = @, in ({I0), we obtain
2J (W) + Re(ue%“’,pe)m(m =0.
Applying estimate (I12) to the second term of the above equality, we have
[T Je(@e) < Cllue™ |7z q).

Using this estimate, we pass to the limit in (ITI)) as e goes to zero. We obtain

oy . 0 W o,
IC(:E,D)p —+ we 2Tp _ 0 in Q, p|agz =0, 6—1:|89\p0 = dme 2 50, (113)
K(z, D)*®% —ue*™* =0 in Q, |, =0 (114)
and
|7llWe™ ][ F 2y + @™ 72000r0) < Cllue™(172q)- (115)

Since @ € L*(Q2), we have p € H?(Q2) and % € H2(09) by the trace theorem. The relation (II3) implies
@ € H2(99\Ty). Since @ € L3(9Q\ Ty) and @|r, = 0, we have @ € Hz(dQ). By ([12)-(II5), we obtain

~ 7 1 -
10e™ 1l 3.r oy < ClTIlue™ | 2(0)- (116)

(09
Taking the scalar product of ([I4) with @we=2"% and using estimates ([I6]) and (II5]), we obtain

1 -~ —T -~ —T 1 -~ —T
IV@e L) + IlllBe 4 Ta ) + e,

< COllue™||220- (117)
7] 7] L2(9)

1
2'7(09\To)

From this estimate and a standard duality argument, the statement of Corollary Bl follows immediately. l
Consider the following problem

Ly(z,Dyu=Au+qu=fe™ inQ, ulp, =ge™?. (118)

We have
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Proposition 9 Let g € L(Q), & satisfy (8J)-188), f € L2(),g € H2(dQ). There exists 1o > 0 such that
for all |T| > 19 there exists a solution to the boundary value problem (I18) such that

L
VIrl

Proof. First we reduce the problem (IR) to the case g = 0. Let r(z) be a holomorphic function and
7(Z) be an antiholomorphic function such that (r 4+ 7)|r, = ¢ and

Vel a0 +/TrTllue™ a0y < CU @) + 93 - o) (119)

||’I"||H1(Q) + ||F||H1(Q) < C”gHH% (o9)"

The existence of such functions r,7 follows from the Fredholm theorem combined with the possibility of
an arbitrary choice of the Dirichlet data on the part of the boundary.
We look for a solution u in the form

u=(e"%r + 67—6?) + u,

where _
Ly(z,D)u= fe™ inQ, ur,=0 (120)
and f: f—qre™ — gre™ Y,
In order to prove ([II9]), we consider the following extremal problem:

T _ 1 —Tp2 1 T Te2 1 -T2 :
() = Sl 3 ey + e g, D Fe@ 3y + 2wy d (12)

for
uweY ={we H (Q)|L,(z,D)w € L*(Q), w|r, = 0}. (122)

There exists a unique solution to problem (I2I)), (I22)) which we denote by u.. By Fermat’s theorem, we

have _
I'(u)[6] =0 V§e. (123)

Let pe = L(Ly(z, D)ue — fe™?). Applying Corollary [3 we obtain from (I23)

1 T - —T - —T T~
ey < CUTe ™ iy + ey ) < 2T (0D (124)
Substituting in (I23) with 6 = U, we obtain
21 (@) + Re(p, JTGW)LQ(Q) = 0.
Applying estimate ([I24)) to this equality, we have
Le(te) < Clll| 720
Using this estimate, we pass to the limit as ¢ — 4+0. We obtain
Ly(z,D)u—fe™® =0 inQ, ulp,=0 (125)
and _
||U€7w||?{1m(9) + ||U€7W||2L2(aﬂ\r0) < C|T|||f||2Lz(Q)- (126)

Since | Fllz2(@) < C(Ilz2@) + 19l o )» incauality (T25) implies (T,
This finishes the proof of the proposition.
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3 Uniqueness in the three dimensional case by Dirichlet-to-
Neumann map on subboundaries

On the basis of Carleman estimates in Section 2, we show uniqueness results in three dimensions. We
recall that I'y are some subsets of 92 and for the Schrodinger operator with potential ¢ we consider the
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A(g,I'—,T';) on subboundaries I'_ and T'y:

ou
Aq, T, Ty )(f) = gbsz\m,

where
Ly(z,D)u=Au+qu=0 inQ, wulr. =0, ulpo\r_ = f.

Consider two particular cases of the subboundaries I't+. Let ¥ be a unit vector in R?. We introduce two
subsets of the boundary 0:

Ly (¥) ={x € 0Q|(¥,V) >0}, T_(¥)={x e dQ|(¥,v) <0} (127)
We will show three uniqueness results and the first two are concerned with determination of potentials.

Theorem 4 Let n = 3, q1,q2 € L>*(Q), 0 be not an eigenvalue of the Schridinger operators
Ly (x,D), Ly, (x,D) and A(q1,T—(¥),T4(7)) = Alge,T—(¥), T4 (¥)) for some unit vector ¥. Then ¢1 = qo
in Q.

Let z° be a point in R3 such that this point and domain  are separated by some plane.
We introduce the following subsets of 0§

Iy (2%) = {z € 0Q|(x — 2°,7) >0}, and T_(2°) = {z € 99Q|(x — 2°,7) < 0}.
We have

Theorem 5 Let n = 3, qi1,q2 € L*(Q), 0 be not an eigenvalue of the Schridinger operators
Ly, (2, D), Lg,(x, D) and A(q1,T—(2°), 4 (2°)) = A(ga, T—(2°),D 1 (z%)) for some x° which can be separated
from Q by a plane. Then g1 = g2 in Q.

Remark 1. Theorem [A improved the result of Theorem 1.1 of [55]]. Unlike [53]], we do not need consider

the neighborhoods of the sets F(xo) and B(zg) U {x € 9Q|(x — x0,V) = 0} (here we are using notations
of [53)]), but precisely these sets are sufficient as subboundaries. This in turn reduces the amount of the
information which is used for the determination of a potential of the Schrodinger equation.
Remark 2. The assumptions of Theorems[4) [A and the corresponding theorems from [10], [55] require the
access to the whole boundary 02, that is, to any point of the boundary we have to either apply the voltage
or measure current. The Calderon’s problem was motivated by the search of the oil fields which are located
underground, but voltage and current should be measured only on the surface. It is the most interesting and
practically important that we need not apply voltage and not measure the current on the sufficiently large
part of the boundary. In the three dimensional case, there are a few results results in this direction. The
paper [J6] treats the case when roughly speaking ) is a half of the plane or sphere. During the preparation of
this manuscript two more articles appeared: [{4)] and [57)]. The paper [74] established the uniqueness in the
case of cylindrical domain.

Proof of Theorem 4. Without loss of generality, performing a rotation around the origin if necessary,
we can assume that ¢ = €3 = (0,0,1) and set

Iy ={ze0Q(,7) >0}, T_={zxedés,7V)<0}. (128)

Let b(s) € C%(R!) be an arbitrary function and z € C!,0 € [0,27] are some parameters and g(6, ) =
b(sin(0)x1 — cos(f)xr2). We construct a complex geometric optics solution for the Schrédinger equation in
the form

uy(x) = TG0, ') + e or2q)(1) as T — +oo, (129)
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where ®(x) = x5 + i(cos(0)x1 + sin(0)x2).
Indeed ‘ ‘
A TG0 ")) = ((1 4 i2)H(VD, V) 4 2(7 4 i2)(VP, Vg) + Ag)e T+,

Observing that (V®,V®) = (V®,Vyg) = 0, we obtain
AT+ (0, 1)) = (Ag)eTHH?, (130)
Then using Corollary [2 we construct the function w;(z,-) which solves the boundary value problem
Lo (x,D)w, = —eT*APL (2. D)g inQ, w|p. =—geT+)?® (131)

and satisfies the estimate
le™ ™ w, || L2() = o(1) as T — 4-o0. (132)

By (I30) and (I31]), the function

Uy = ge(T+iz)<I> +w,

solves the Schrodinger equation
Ly(x,D)u1 =0 inQ, wipr. =0 (133)

and admits the asymptotic expansion (29) by (I32]).
Since A(q1,T'—,Ty) = A(ge,T—,T'1), there exists ug such that

A —uz) o =0, (134)

Ly, (x,D)uz =0in 2, (u1 —u2)log = 5

Next, in a way similar to the construction of u;, we construct the complex geometric optics solution v to
the Schrédinger operator with potential g9

Ly,(x,D)v=0 in Q, wvlp, =0 (135)
in the form
v(z) =e 7" +e T or2g) (1) as T — +o0. (136)
Setting u = uy — ug, by (I33) and ([I34), we have
. ou
Ly, (x,D)u=—(q1 —gq2)ur in Q, ulga =0, $|agz\p+ =0. (137)
Then using (I38) and (I37)), we obtain

ou ov
- /Q(fh - (J2)U1Ud$ = (qu (%D)Uav)p(n) = (U‘?qu (an)'U)L2(Q) + (Eav)p(an) - (U7 g)m(an)
ou ou
= (v, %)L2(8Q\F+) + (v, a)w(m) =0. (138)

Hence
/(q1 — q2)e*®g(0, 2" )dx = 0.
Q

Let IT = G x [ K, K] be such a cylinder that  C II. We extend the function (¢1 — ¢2) by zero on IT'\ 2
and set

K K
r.(2') = / (1 — q)e* 2 das, 71.1(2") = / (q1 — q2)e* ™ (izs) " das.

-K -K
Therefore we have
/ r, (I/)efz(cos(e)zﬁsm(e)mz)9(97 {E/)dfbl —0.
G
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Then for any w € S' and any p € R!
B(z,w,p) = / roe*@ ) ds = (139)
<w,r’>=p

For any fixed (w,p) € S! x R! the function PB(z,w,p) is holomorphic in the variable z. Therefore, by ([I39)
we obtain

aIZ—QBO )= - )(izz + (wh,2)ds =0 VleN (140)
azg ( yW,p) = (Q1 q2)\1T3 (w , L S = +-
<w,x'>=pJ—-K
We claim that
ok = 0 Vke N+. (141)

From (I40) there exist constants Cj ¢ such that

k-1
/ To,kds = Z Ok,e/ (wh, ") rg eds. (142)
<w,r’'>=p =0 <w,r’'>=p

The function P(0,w, p) is the Radon transform of the function ry. By the classical uniqueness result for
the Radon transform (see e.g. Theorem 5.5, p.30 in Helgason [25]), we obtain

o =T0,0 = 0. (143)

Suppose that the equalities (I41)) are already proved for all ¢ less than k. Then equality (I42)) immediately
implies (41 for ¢ = k.

The function r, is holomorphic in the variable z for any fixed 2’. Equality (I41)) implies that derivatives
of any orders with respect to z of this function are equal to zero. Hence

r.=0 VzeC!and2a €G.

Hence g1 = g2. The proof of the Theorem Ml is complete. B
Proof of Theorem 5. Without loss of generality we can assume that 2 = 0 and set 'y = I'+(0). In
the spherical coordinates the Laplace operator has the form:

A —ig( 2@ 4 1 g( ; (9)%)4_ 1 @—@+i@+ 1 @4_%@4_6“(9)@
S ar r2sin(6) 00 Y r2sin2(0) 0p2  Or2 12 020  r2sin2(0) 0p? T Ir 12 08’
(144)

The function ®(z) = ¢+ i) = Inr+140 satisfies the Eikonal equation. Short computations and formula (T44)
imply
1 ;
AP = —2(1 + icot(h)).

r

Let a function a satisfy the transport equation:
2(Va,V®) + Ada = 0.

In the spherical coordinates, the transport equation has the form

20a .2 0Oa .
T Tiaag + r_2(1 +icot(d))a = 0. (145)
This equation admits the following solution

1 —Lin(sin
G(T‘,H,QD) :ﬁe g (0))a0(90)7

where a is some function from CZ[0, 27].
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Then short computations imply

, ad\> 1 [(99\° 0dda 2 090a (200  cot(6) 0D

(T4+12)® — - \2 = - (= . bl Bl it S il
Alae ) ((T—Hz) “ (( 87“) + r2 (89) >+(T—Hz) (2 or Or + r2 96 96 + (r or + r2 89) a)

—i—Aa) eTHA® = (Aq)eTTIP,

Then using Corollary 2l we construct the function w;(z,-) which solves the boundary value problem
Ly, (2, D)yw, = —eUTHCL (2. D)a in Q, w,|r. = —ae™T®
and satisfies the estimate
le™ ™ wr||L2() = 0o(1) as T — +o0. (146)

The function ‘
up = aeTTH® 4o,

solves the Schrodinger equation
Ly(x,D)u1 =0 inQ, wfr. =0
and admits the asymptotic expansion
ui(z) = ae™® + €7 ln(T)OLQ(Q)(l) as T — 400 (147)

by ([46). Similarly we construct complex geometric optics solutions v for the Schrédinger equation with the
potential g
Ly,(x,D)v=0 in Q, wolp, =0

in the form
v(x) =ae T + eiTln(T)0L2(Q)(1) as T — +o00. (148)

Since the Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps are the same, there exists a function us which solves the Schrodinger
equation with potential go in 2 and satisfies the following equations

. o(ur —u
Ly, (x,D)uz =0in 2, (u1 —u2)lag = (187]/2)|852\F+ =0.
Setting u = u; — ug we have
. ou
Ly (z,D)u=—(q1 — g2)ur in Q, ulpo =0, $|69\p+ =0. (149)

Taking the scalar product in L?(Q) of equation (I49) and the function v, after integration by parts, we
have

/(q1 — g2)uvdz = 0.
Q

Using the asymptotic formulae (I47) and ([{48) for the functions u; and v, we obtain
/ (q1 — q2)ae”*®r2sin(0)drdpdd = 0.
R

Here R denotes the image of the domain  after change of coordinates from the Cartesian to the spherical
one. Taking a sequence of functions ag converging to §(¢ — ¢g), we obtain

/ (1 — Q2)€_l"(sm(0))Sm(e)eizq)rdrde = / (1 — Q2)€izq’7“d7°d9- (150)
R0{p=wp0} RO{e=p0}
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We introduce the functions r,,ms : S? — R! as follows : for each point on the sphere we choose the
ray { starting from the origin and passing through this point. Then we set r, = [,(q1 — g2)re’*'""dr and
mi = [,(q1 — q2)r(iInr)*dr where k € Ny

Then from (I50) we obtain

™
/ retd9 =0, VzeC' and ¢ =€ [0,2n]. (151)
0

There exists a hemisphere such that for each z, the support of the function r, is included in this hemisphere.
Let = be the set of "big circles” on S2. By "big circle” we mean any intersection of sphere S? and a plane

which passes through the origin. The function ¢(x) = Inr is invariant under rotations around the origin.
Consequently (I51]) implies that

H(z,€) = /Tzeiz'da =0 VzeC! and Vée€Z. (152)
13

If z = 0, then after proper rotation of the rectangular coordinate system around the origin, the above
formula implies

/TodO' =0 VEekE. (153)

3

The equality (53] can be reformulated in the following way: the Minkowski-Funk transform of the function

7o is identically equal to zero. Then the classical Minkowski’s result implies ro = 0 on S? (see e.g. [68]).
Then ([I52) implies that for any £ € Ny there exist constants Cj ¢ such that

(96.6 {—1
W(O,{) = /mgda + ZCkﬁg/Hg_kmkda =0 V¢e= (154)
¢ P ¢

From the above formula, the induction argument yields
my =0 VleN;. (155)

Indeed, since my = ro we have ([I53]) for ¢ = 0. Suppose that ([I53]) is established for ¢ < k. Then formula
([I54) implies

k—1
/mkda =— Z C‘)k/ﬁk_gmgdo =0 VéekE.
§ =0 13

Hence the Minkowski-Funk transform of the function my, ¢ < k is identically equal to zero and applying the
Minkowski’s result again we have my = 0.
On the other hand the function r,(y) is holomorphic in variable z for any fixed y € S2. Since

Otr, )
WLZ:O =my, V0 eN; andye€S

we obtain
r.(y) =0 on C! xS

Using the definition of the function r, we obtain immediately that
@1 =gz in .

The proof of Theorem [l is complete. B

Next we consider the Schrodinger equation with the first order terms:

Lya(z,D)yu=Au+ (A, Vu)+qu=0 inQ,
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where A = (A1, Az, A3) is a regular real-valued vector field. We consider the problem of determination of
the potential ¢ and the vector field A from the following Dirichlet-to-Neumann map:

ou
A(qvAa F*7F+)(f) = $|8Q\F+a

where
Lya(z,D)u=0 inQ, ulr_ =0, ulpo\r_ = f. (156)

We can see that a vector field A and a potential ¢ cannot be determined simultaneously from the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map. More precisely we have the following proposition.

Proposition 10 Let n € C?(Q) be a function such that nloovr,uao\r. = 0 and %kag\m)\n = 0. Then
the operators Ly a(x, D) and e "Ly a(x, D)e" generate the same Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on T'— and T'4.

Proof. Denote ¢ = ¢+ |Vn|?+ An+ (A4, Vn). If u is the solution to equation ([I56), then w = ue™" solves
the boundary value problem

e "Lga(x,D)e"w = Lz ayvy(z,D)w =0 inQ, wr_ =0, wonr. =f (157)
Obviously
ow ou - ,78 ou
%bﬂ\rmr, = (56 Noorr, nr_ — (ue™ £ )|aﬂ\rmr, = $|OQ\F+QF,
and
ow ou ,,a ou
5, loamiuro) = (5oe ooy, ur-) — (ue” )|an\(r+ur ) = 5, lea@iur)-

The proof of the proposition is finished. B
We have

Theorem 6 Let 2 C R3 be a bounded strictly convex domain with smooth boundary, qi,q2 € L*(Q2), A
C%(Q), T # 0 be an arbitrary vector from R3, the sets T4 (¥) given by (IZT) , and A(q1, A1, T—(7), T4 (7))
A(g2, A2, T_(¥), T4 (V). Then rot Ay = rotA2 in Q.

IIm

Proof. Without loss of generality, performing a rotation around the origin if necessary, we can assume
that 7= €3 = (0,0,1) and sets T'y are defined in (I28). We set zp = a3 + i(dJ, 2’) and & = (cos(h), sin(9)).
Let ®(x) = x5 — i(cos(0)x1 + sin(d)x2) where 6 € [0,27). We define the function A;(6) as a solution to
differential equation
40,, A4 (6‘) + (Al, (i3, 1)) =0 inQ, ImA (9)|QQ =0

and set a = b(Zg)§(0, 2" )e* @) where §(6,2') = b(sin(f)xy — cos()x,) and b(s) € C2(R') be an arbitrary
function. Then the function a solves the differential equation:

2(V®,Va) + (A1, V®)a=0 in Q. (158)
Let a_; satisfy
2(V®,Va_1)+ (A, V®))a_; = —(A+ (A1, V) +q1)a in Q. (159)
We construct the complex geometric optics solution to the Schrodinger equation in the form
up(z) = e (a + %) +e™ o1 )(1) as T — 4o0. (160)
Indeed
(A+ (AL V) + )™ (a+ %)) = (r*(V®,V®) +27(V®,V(a + —)) +Aa+ A— +aqifa+ —)) T

5y 4 (A, V(e + 22))em®

T T

+7(A1,VP)(a +
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Observing that (V®, V®) = 0 and using (I58), (I59), we obtain
(A + (A0, 9) + )€™ o+ 1) = [(A+ (41, 9) + @)aa)e™

Then using Corollary [2, we construct functions w,(z,-) which solve the boundary value problem

eT<I>

. a1, ,
Lq17A1($7D)wT = _T(A_F(Alav)_'—(h)a*l mn Qa ’LU7-|1"7 = —(CL+ Tl)e ®
and satisfy the estimate

le™ ™ w, || g1y = 0o(1) as T — +o0.

By ([[61)) and ([I62), the function

a—
uy = (a+ Tl)eﬂb +w,

solves the Schrodinger equation
LQ1,A1($7D)U1 =0 inQ, U1|F, =0

and admits the asymptotic expansion ([I60) by (IG3]).
Since A(q1,T'—,Ty) = A(ge,T—,T'1), there exists ug such that

8(u1 — u2)

Ly, a,(x,D)us = 01in Q, (w1 — u2)|aq = T|3Q\F+ =0.

(161)

(162)

(163)

(164)

(165)

(166)

Next, in a way similar to the construction of w1, we construct the complex geometric optics solution v to

the Schrodinger operator with potential L, a,(z, D)* :
Lgya,(x,D)'v = Av — (A2, V) — (V,A2)v+ v =0 in Q, wvlp, =0

in the form

v(z) = (a+ %)efﬂb +e "o q)(l) as T — +oo.
Let a function A3 (6) solve the differential equation
40,,A2(0) — (A2, (id,1)) =0 in Q, Im.A3(0)|sq =0.
Then @ = e2(!) solves the ordinary differential equations
2(V®,Va) — (A2, V®)a=0 in Q.
A function a_1 solves the differential equation:
2(V®,Va_1) — (A2, V®)a_1 = (A — (A2,V) — (V, A2) + g2)a in Q.

Setting u = uy — ug, by (I63) and (IGH), we have

. Ju
Ly, a,(x,D)u=—(A1 — A2, Vus — (1 — ¢2)ur  in Q, ulag =0, $|ag\p+ =0.

Then using ([I67) and (I71)), we obtain

. ou v
(Lga, 45 (2, D)u,v)2(0) = (uy Lgy, 4, (2, D) 0)2(0) + (Eav)m(an) — (u, E)Lz(asz)

+/((A1 — Ay, V)urv + (g1 — g2)urv)dz
Q
ou ou
= (v, $)L2(89\1“+) + (v, $)L2(F+) + [ ((A; — A2, Vuy)v + (q1 — g2)uqv)de
Q

= / ((A1 — A2, Vur)v + (g1 — g2)ugv)dz = 0.
Q
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(170)

(171)
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We are interested in the asymptotic expansion of the right-hand side of (I72)). By (I60) and ({I68]), we
have

/ ((A1 — Ao, Vur)v + (g1 — g@2)urv)de = 761 + Sg +o(1) as 7 — +oo. (173)
Q

Since &; is independent of 7, the above asymptotic formula implies &; = 0. Integrating by parts and using
the equalities (I58) and ([I69), we obtain

0=6;= /(A1 — Ag,V®)aadr = /(—(2V<I>, Va)a — (2V®,Va)a)dz
Q Q

= / (—=(2V®,Va)a — a(2V®, Va))dz = 2 / E(zg)eA1<9>+A2<9>§(9,x’)g—@da. (174)
Q 1%

a0
Let £ be the set of all planes in R? orthogonal to the plane x3 = 0.
From (I74) we have

~ 0]
/ b(Ee)eAl(eHAz((’)a—da =0 VPeg
2QNP ov
By Proposition 20, there exists the antiholomorphic function ©(Zy) such that
eMO+4200 — 9 on QNP

Observe that the function © does not have any zeros in 2. Indeed, since the domain € is assumed to be
convex, the two dimensional domain 2N P is symply connected. Then by the well-know formula the number
of zeros N of the function © is given by formula

—/

1 €] 1 — 1
N = —/ —dzg = —Apanparg® = — Ayonp arge
QNP 2m

— A1 (0)+A2(0)
21 S} 2

1
— Agarp argeRE O 40D _ g,

Consider the form o = d©/0O. This form is closed and since Q N P is symply connected, the differential
form « is exact. Hence there exists a function a(x) such that o = da. Then 9,,a = 9.,0/0. Consider this
equality as a first-order differential equation. The general solution to this differential equation is written as
© = ¢(Zp)e?. On the other hand d;,0 = 0 . Hence c(%Zy) = const and since the function a defined up to a
constant, we have

O = e“.

Then a is a holomorphic function and we set In© = a.
The function A; (0) + A2(0) satisfies the equation

40, (A1(0) + As(0)) + (Ay — A, (i3, 1)) =0 in Q (175)

and
A1(0) + A2(0) =In® on 92N P.

Integrating the equation (I75) over N P, we have

/ (A — As, VO)dz — — / 10, (A1 (6) + As(0))dz = / (Vs + i@, 7)) (A1 (0) + As(60))do
QNP QNP

oQNP

= / (v3 + (4, 7)) InOdo = 0.
o0NP

Since A; and As are real-valued vector fields, from the above equality we obtain

/ (A173 — A273)d$ =0, VPedl (176)
QNP
and
/ (A — As, (6,0))dz =0, VP e £, (177)
QNP
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We extend the vector fields A; by zero outside of domain Q. From (I706]) applying the uniqueness result for
the Radon transform, we obtain that

K
/ (A173 — A273)d$3 =0, va' € R2. (178)
K

By (I78)) there exists a function ¥(z) such that

ov
re— (ALg — A213) in Q, \I/|(’)Q = 0 in Q (179)
83:3

By Proposition and the assumption of strict convexity of the domain 2, the operators Lg, a,(z, D)
and e~ YLy, 4,(z, D)e¥ generate the same Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. The convection terms in the operator
e YLy, a,(z,D)e” have the form

(A2 + VI, V).

Hence by (I79) without loss of generality we can assume that
A173 = A2)3 in Q. (180)

Then from ([IT7) we have

K K
/ (/ 9(29)(141,1 - AQ,I)de3> dzy + (/ g(Ea)(ALQ — A272)d$3> dxo =0, (181)
<w,z’'>=p —-K _K

where < w, 2’ >= p is an arbitrary line from R?. We claim that
K K
</ LL‘§(A1)1 — Ag)l)dl';g,/ l‘g(Al)g — Az)g)d$3> = (0,0), Vk € N+ and Vz' € RQ. (182)
K —-K

Our proof is by the induction method. Setting in (1)) the function g = 1, we obtain (see e.g. [67], p.
78) that there exists a function f with compact support such that

K K
szf = </ (Al,l — Ag)l)d,fg,/ (ALQ — A272)d$3> s V$I S RQ. (183)
-K -K
Setting g(Zy) = Zp in ([IZ]]), we obtain
0 0
/ (Ji,x’)—fd:tl + (J)’,:E’)—fd;vg =0, VpeR' and VweSh (184)
<w,r’'>=p axl 8:1:2
Integrating by parts in this equation we obtain
/ fds=0, VpeR!' and VYweS'. (185)
<w,z’'>=p

By the uniqueness theorem for the Radon transform, we obtain f = 0. Hence the beginning step of the
induction method is established. Suppose that (I82) is already proved for all k < k.

Setting ¢(Zg) = (23 — (&, 2'))* in (IX)), we obtain

K - K ~
/ </ (.Ig - Z(CU, $/))k(A1,1 — AQJ)dIg) dIl + </ (Ig - i(w,xl))k(ALQ - AQﬁQ)dIg) dIQ
<w,x’>=p —-K -K

K K
= / (/ xg(Al,l — A271)d$3> dLL'l =+ (/ $§(A172 — A272)d$3> dl‘g =0. (186)
<w,x’'>=p —-K -K
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Hence there exists a function f;; with compact support such that

K K
Vz/f’]; = (/ Ig(Al,l — AQJ)dIg,/ Ig(ALQ — A272)dI3> ) VI/ S R2. (187)

—-K -K

Setting g(Zp) = (3 — i(,2"))**! in ([IZI]), we obtain

ofz ofz
/ (Q’,x’)a—ikd:vl + (J)’,:v’)a—affd:vg =0, YpeR' and VweSh (188)
<w,x’'>=p 1 2

Integrating by parts in this equation we obtain
/ fzds =0, VpeR' and VweSh (189)
<w,r’'>=p

By the uniqueness theorem for the Radon transform, we obtain f;; = 0 and ({I82) is proved. On the other
hand the equality (I82) implies that

A111 — A211 =0 and ALQ — A212 =0 in Q.

The proof of Theorem [@l is complete. W

For more results on recovery of coefficients of the Schrodinger equation with the first terms, see [17] where
the function ® = Inr + i€ was used for construction of the complex geometric optics solution. In the proof
of Theorem [6] we used some ideas from [I7].

We conclude this section with

Proposition 11 We assume that A(q1,0,0) = A(g2,0,0) with g1, 2 in some admissible set implies ¢ = qa
in Q. If 1 = q2 near Q0 and A(q1,T-,T) = A(ge,T'—,Ty) with arbitrarily subboundaries T_ Ty, then
q1 = q2 in €.

Thus if we can assume that the coefficients are equal near 92, then the uniqueness by Dirichlet-to-
Neumann map on subboundaries is trivial from the uniqueness by the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on the
whole boundary.

Proof. We can choose an open neighborhood w of 92 such that ¢ := ¢1 = ¢2 in w :=wN Q. Let uy,
7 =1, 2 satisfy

Lg,(z, D)uj = Auj + qju; =0 inQ, ujlag = f.

First we prove % = % on 0N if f =0 on I'_. In fact, setting u = u; — ug, we have

Ly(z,D)u=Au+qu=0 inw, wulspg=0

and 9
U
5 =0 on 99 \ F+.
Therefore the unique continuation for the Schrodinger equation (e.g., Hormander [27]) yields v = 0 in w,

ich i jog Qu1 — Ouo
which implies 1 = 52 on 9.

Next let f € Hz (09) be arbitrary. Then we will prove % = % on 0. Let w;, j = 1,2, satisfy
qu (:Z?, D)’LUj = ij + qjw; = 0 in Q, wj|ag =g,

where g =0 on I'_. For j = 1,2, we have

ou; ow;
= | w;Ly (z, D)ujdz = | w;L, (z, D)w;d S, S0 g
/ij ¢ (x, D)ujdx /Qu] o (x, D)w; :v—i—/m (w] 5 u;j 81/) o
Ou; ow;
- 0S54 — [ F g,
/ag v o  Ov
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that is,

/ g%daz f%da, j=12
AO\T — ov an " Ov

By A(q1,T-,T4) = A(ge,T—,T;) and the fact proved above, we see that ow, 66“,’/2 on Jf). Therefore

ov
8’&1 / 811,2
g—do = g——do.
/asz\r ov AO\T _ v
8’u,1

Since we can choose g arbitrarily, for example, any g € C§°(992 \ T'), we obtain F = % on 9N\ T'_.
Again setting u = u; — u2, we have Au+ qu = 0 in w, v = 0 on 9N and % =0on 0N\ I'_. The unique
8’u,1 _ 811,2

continuation yields u = 0 in w. Hence G2 = %2 on 0Q. Hence we prove A(qi,0,0) = A(g2,?,0). Thus the
proof of the proposition is completed. B

4 2-D Calderén’s problem.

Let © be a bounded domain in R? with smooth boundary such that 99 = Ufc\/:ﬂka where v, 1 < k < N,
are smooth closed contours, and s is the external contour. Let I'y be an arbitrarily chosen relatively open
subset of 9.

For the Schrodinger operator with potential ¢ we consider the following Dirichlet-to-Neumann map
A(q, FQ, 1—‘0) :

ou
A(q,To,To)(f) = %bﬂ\l‘ov

where
Ly(z,D)u =Au+qu=0 inQ, ulr, =0, ulpo\r, = f-

Henceforth we write A(q,To) = A(gq,To,To).
We have

Theorem 7 ([/1]) Let ¢1,q2 € Wpl(Q) for some p > 2 and A(q1,To) = A(g2,Ty). Then ¢1 = g2 in €.

We modify the argument in [41] and describe the proof. Before starting the proof of the theorem we
recall the classical results for the properties of the operators 9; ! and 62 ! which are given by

Q|

1 Q(CaZ) -1 _ -1
0z 9——;/Q<jd§2d§1, 0, 'g=0;

The following is proved in [74] (p.47, 56, 72):

Proposition 12 A) Let m > 0 be an integer number and o € (0,1). Then ozt o7t €
L(C™T(Q), Cmretl(Q)).

B) Let 1 <p<2and1<y< & Then 9;',0;" € L(LP(Q), L"(R)).

C)Let 1 <p < oo. Then 0z",0;1 € L(LP(Q), WE(Q)).

Proof of Theorem 7. We define two other operators:
1 5 5 ~ 1 3 5
Rrg — §er(<1>—q>)az—l(ge7'(q>—q>)), Rrg _ 5e‘r(<I>—<I>)aZ—l(967'(<I>—<I>))7 (190)

where ® € C%(Q) is a holomorphic function which satisfies ([84)-(86). Observe that

8 PRy _ 70 8 P _ P 2
25-(""Reg) = ge™",  25-(e""Rrg) = ge’" Vg € LY(Q). (191)

Let a € C%(Q) be some holomorphic function, not identically equal to a constant on €2, such that

Realr; =0, lim a(z2)/]z — 20 =0, VZeHNT}. (192)
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We recall that H = {Z € Q]9,®(Z) = 0} is the set of critical points of the function ®. Moreover, for some

T € ‘H, we assume that
a(z) # 0. (193)

The existence of such a function is proved in Proposition[I9in Section 7. Let polynomials M (z) and M3(Z)
satisfy
(07— M@ =0, (0 — Ma)(@) = 0. (194)

We define the function U; by

1 ~ 1 &
Ul(,T) = 67—(1)(@4‘ (11/7') + GT(I)(E'F bl/T) — 567—@737—{&((9;1(]1 — Ml)} — 567—@737—{5(6;1(]1 — M3)}, (195)

where a; is some holomorphic function and b; some antiholomorphic function. We set
eifw
2

After short computations, using ([I93), (I91]) and the factorization of the Laplace operator in the form
A = 4050, we reach the following equation

6717'111

2

gr = ql(eiTwal/T + eiiwal/T — ﬁT{a(Z);lql - Ml)} - RT{E((?;lql — Mg)})

Ly (x,D)U; =€e"%g; in Q. (196)

We make a choice of the functions a1, b; in such a way that

1
lgrllz2) = O(;) as 7 — +oo (197)

and

_ (1) as T — 4o00. (198)

Uilr, =€™0
thra HETE) 7

The holomorphic function a; and the antiholomorphic function by are defined by a;(z) = a1,1(z) +a1,2(2)
and b1 (Z) = b1,1(Z) + b1 2(2) where the functions a1 1,011 € C*(Q) satisfy

a(0=tqy — My) @07 q — M.
a1,1(2)+b1,1(2):( (24((191@ 1)—1— (Z4((J9l—q) 3)> on Iy,

and the functions a; o(z,7),b1.2(Z,7) € C1(Q) for each 7 are holomorphic and antiholomorphic function such
that _
1 (n1 + iug)ﬁ([){lql — M3)e™(®=2)

a12(z,7) = —— — do
1,2( ) 87T 20 (C_Z)az@

and

do.

1/(“—MM@WVWMW“@
87 Joo (C—2)0c®

Here the denominators of the integrands vanish in H NT'§, but thanks to the second condition in (T92)),
the integrability is guaranteed. We represent the functions a1 2(z, 7),b1,2(2Z,7) in the form

blﬁg(f, 7’) = —

a12(2,7) = a121(2) + a122(2,7), b12(Z,7) =b121(Z) + b122(Z, 7),

where

do.

1 / (Vl + il/g)a(ag_lql — M3) 1 (Vl - iy2)a(aZ_IQI - Ml)

== a do, bysi(3) =—— -
a21(s) = —go | (C—2)5:0 o beal®) =g - C—2)0:®

By ([@2), the functions aj 21, b1 21 belong to C*(Q). By (86) and Proposition [8in Section 7, we have
11,2,2( Tl 2() + [la1,2,2(5 T)l[L2(@) = 0 as 7 — +o00. (199)

In order to establish (I98]), we use the following proposition:
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Proposition 13 The following asymptotic formula is true

) a(@z_lql—Ml) ef(@—g)d 4
/Q< 9D T 2 §2d&

HE ()
a0 g1 — Ms)\ r@-®)
+ / oz — déodéy =o(l) asT— +o0. (200)
Q 0@ C—z 1
H2(Tg)
Proof. In order to prove (200), consider a function e € C5°(£2) such that
e =1 in some neighborhood of the set H \T. (201)

a(d='q—M (&
The family of functions [, ed; ( O o 1)) il

55 = déxdéy € C*(09), are uniformly bounded in 7 in

C?(99) and by Proposition [[7in Section 7, this function converges pointwisely to zero. Therefore

5 a(@z_lql —Ml) 67(¢_$)d g
/Qe q (94@ Z—E 52 51

Integrating by parts we obtain

a(0= gy — M)\ pr(2-9) _ -1, _ _
_ g e _(1-e a(@z ¢ — M)\ Lo-w)
/Q(l €)% ( O ® (-% dadty = 0.9 0: ( 70, P ‘

—1 —
1 (1—¢) a(aZ @ — M) eT(®=F)
— [ 0 7] = déadé;.
7'/9 C( 8{‘1) C( 8<‘I> (—z Sadey
Thanks to (83) and (I92), we have

1 - o, a0 'qp — M) (@)
0, 70,P

=o0(1) asT — +o0. (202)
H1(89)

=o(l) asT— +oo. (203)
H (1)

. . 1—e a(aflqlfMl) (@_6) .
By (201) and Proposition [[2 the functions 9, 7wl |\ —5m— ) )¢ are bounded in LP(Q)

a(@=rq—M (BT
=0 ( % aq:@ 1))> < éi;)d§2d§1 are

—€
ER

uniformly in 7. Therefore by Proposition 12 the functions fQ O¢ (
uniformly bounded in W, (). The trace theorem yields

1 1—e a(agllh = M)\ er(@-®)

By (@02)-@0) we obtain (Z00). W

=o(l) asT— +oo. (204)
% (T5)

We note that 5% € C?(09) by ([[32). Integrating by parts, we obtain the following:

e"@a(aglql — M)

~ 1 _
e"@RT{a(a;lql — Ml)} = ; <2bl’267-(I> + 26Z(I) (205)
€T$ 5 a(@z_lql — Ml) eT(‘I)—E) dend
+? o q 8<(I) Z—E 52 gl
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and

5 _ 1 6755(871(]1 — Mg)
70 . — 1 — M ) 70 z L 2
e"*RAa(0; 1 3)} T< a0€™® + 0.3 (206)
e™® 5 6(82_1(11 — Mg) eT@_‘I’) dend
+§ L, 855 2 §2d&y |-

We have

Proposition 14 The following asymptotic formula is true:

e—i‘rw/a a(@z_lql—Ml) eT(@—g)d J
o Jo O 9. ® Ty el

iy 5 E(@glql — Mg) 67(57{)) Py
o ,/Q ¢ 626 C — 52 51

Proof. We prove the asymptotic behavior of the first term in ([207). The proof for the second term is
a(@= g1 —M —
the same. Denote r,(§) = O (%) e™(®=®) By (8@), (T33) and (I94), the family of these functions

is bounded in L?(Q) for any p < 2. Hence by Proposition [[2] there exists a constant C' independent of 7 such
<C. (208)

that )
e—iTY / 5 a((?g q1 — Ml) 67(@75) dg dg
¢ = = 204G
2r Jo I ® (—% L4(Q)

By (85), (I93) and (I94), for any z # T; + iT2, the function 7, (¢)/({ — Z) belongs to L'(Q2). Therefore
by Proposition [I7]

L2(9)

=0 asT— 4o0. (207)
L2(Q)

+

e—iTY ) a(aglql—Ml) e (@ <1>)d ; . N 200
5 /Q ' s T2 E2dé1 — 0 a.e. in . (209)

By (208)), (209) and Egorov’s theorem, the asymptotic behavior of the first term in ([207) follows imme-
diately. B

The asymptotic formula ([I97) follows from (I99), (207), (208) and (206).
In order to prove ([I98]), we set Uy = I + I, where

3 a(0z'qr — My) | @07 q — M.
L= ((a+a11/7)e™® + @+ b1 /7)e™®) = ( ( Z4((Z9lzq) ) + (9 4?9;5 3)) e (210)

and
— 1 — _
IQ = (CLLQGT(I) + b1726T<I)) — 5(67-(1)7?,7-{(0,(82 lql — Ml)}

+e™* R {a(0; 11 — M3)})

B 1 6T<Da(8;IQ1 _ Ml) 67'@ 8_ q1 — ) 67'(@75) d§ d§
) 20, -z
591y _ M o a 8 @ — Ms) T(2-®)
L0 M) e / o; dgds
20;9 21 Ja &‘1) (—z
_ a’(aE_IQ1 - Ml) eTga(az_lql - M3) TP TY 1
- ( 0.0 109 O 0y (7 (211)
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Here in order to obtain the last equality, we used (200).

From (2I0) and (211), we obtain (I98).

Finally we construct the last term of the complex geometric optics solution e”?w... Consider the boundary

value problem
Ly (x,D)(w;€™?) = —g;e™ inQ, (w.e?)|p, =-Us. (212)

By ([97) and Proposition[d there exists a solution to problem (2I2]) such that
1
lwr | z2) = 0(;) asT — +00. (213)

Finally we set
uy = Uy + e"Pw,. (214)

By @13), (2I4), 207), (208) and (206) we can represent the complex geometric optics solution u; in the
form

U1 ($) = eTq)(a + (a171 + a1,271)/7) + 676(6 + (bl,l + b172)1)/7')

0=lqy — M a0 'q1 — M 1
_(eﬂba( z4f<;z<1> SR Z4f<}971> 3)> oL@y () asT = oo, 21)

Since the Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps for the potentials ¢; and ¢ are equal, there exists a solution us to
the Schrodinger equation with potential go such that % = % on 9N\ Ty and w1 = ug on 9N\ T'y. Setting
U = u1; — Uz, we obtain

. ou
(A+q)u= (2 —q)ur inQ, ulgo\r, = $|aﬂ\r0 =0. (216)

In a similar way to the construction of u;, we construct a complex geometric optics solution v for
the Schrédinger equation with potential ¢o. The construction of v repeats the corresponding steps of the
construction of ;. The only difference is that instead of ¢; and 7, we use g2 and —7, respectively. We skip
the details of the construction and point out that similarly to (ZI5) it can be represented in the form

v(z) = e "®(a+ (@11 4+ d1.21)/7) + e 2@+ (br1 + b1.21)/7)
1

+ (e—‘r@a’(af_qu — M2) + 6—766(8,2_ q2 — M4)

~ 1
170, ® 170.9 ) +e o) (=) asT = Foo, wln, =0, (217)

where Ms(z) and My(Z) satisfy
(02 'g2 — M2)(Z) =0, (92 'g2 — My)(T) = 0.

The functions @1 (z) = @1,1(2) + a1,2(z) and by(2) = 51,1(2) +51)2(Z) are given by

(07 ¢ — My) | 7010 = Ma)

S I
470, 170.0 onto,

a1,1(2) +E1,1(f) =

5171,?)/111 S Ol(ﬁ) (218)

and 21:11271(2),317211(E> € C'(Q) are a holomorphic function and an antiholomorphic function respectively
such that

_ 1 (Vl + Z.I/Q)E(agltp — M4)€T($_q>)
a1,2,1(2) = —/ — do
87 Jry (¢ —2)5:0
and _
- 1 (1 — iuz)a(aglqg — My)e™(®=9)
51)271(7) = 8_/ — do.
7 Jr; - 2oe
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Denote g = g1 — g2. Taking the scalar product of equation (2I0) with the function v, we have:

/ quivdxr = 0.
Q

From formulae (2I5) and 2I7) in the construction of complex geometric optics solutions, we have

O:/qulvdx:/q(a2—|—62)d:17
Q Q
1

+; / glalar,i +a121+ b1 +bi21) +a(@1,1 + a2 +51,1 +51,2,1))dI
Q

+/ q(aae®™™ 4 age ") dx
Q

1 202 o — My 207 g — My
_ z z d
Ty (q“ 0.0 " oo !
1 WO g — My 07 g — My
—_ z z d
i | (g e )

1
—|—0(;) =0 as7T— +oo.

(219)

(220)

Since the potentials g; are not necessarily from C§° (©2), we can not directly use the stationary phase
argument (see Proposition [[8 in Section 7). If the function ¢ is not identically equal to zero on €, then for
some positive o we set X = {z € Q||¢(z)| > o'}. Since the holomorphic function a is not identically equal
to the constant, this function is not equal to zero on open dense set V. The set X NV has positive measure.
Let a point Z, € Q be some point from X N V. Proposition [ states that there exists a holomorphic function
® such that (84)-(80) are satisfied and a point € H can be chosen arbitrarily close to any given point in
2. Therefore such a point Z can be chosen close to .. Since g; € Wp1 (Q) with p > 2, the function ¢ is

continuous on Q. Therefore for the point = € H we have

q() #0 and a(T) #O0.

Let ¢ € C5°(92) satisty q(Z) = q(z). We have

/ qRe (aae®™™)dx = | GRe (aae* ™)dz + / (¢ — @)Re (a@e*™ ™) dz.
Q

Q Q

Using Proposition [[6l and (I93) we obtain

) ) 2 2\ (7R, 274 (T) 1
/ z]\(aae%—zw + aae—?ﬂd})dw _ 7T(q|a| )(LL') ce o (
Q

— —) as 7 — +00.
7|(det Hy)(7)|2 T

The second term on the right-hand side of ([222]) after integration by parts is written as

L AN(m 2T =27y g o _(V, V)e2™¥ . _(V,V)e 27
/Q(q q)(aae + aae )dx /Q(q q) (aa ENIE aa VO dx

Y @ (V)™ (T e
90 27i| V|2 27i|Vy|?

_i 27 35 _A_VQ/’ _ 2T 3 _A_V1/1
27_2_/9{6 div ((q q)aa—|vw|2> e div ((q q)aa—|v¢|2>}dx.

Since ¥|r, = 0, we have

/ qaa ((Vw, v)e™ (Ve V)e_%w) do — / 190Gy ) (2 — e dg,
o o

27'Z|v’¢)|2 27'Z|v’¢)|2 O\ 27’Z|V1/)|2
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By [&4), ([B6l) and Proposition [I§ we conclude that

_((Vy,v)e?™ (Vi v)e > 1
— do = o(= )
/asz qaa < SENIE 2riVOE o 0(7_) as 7 — 400

The last integral over € in formula ([224)) is o(1) by Proposition 7 and therefore

T

. . 1
/ (q _ ?J\)(aae%'“ﬁ + aae*Qle)dx = 0(—) as 7 — +00. (225)
Q T

Taking into account that ¢ (Z) # 0 and using ([223)), ([225]), we have from (220) that

2m(qlal*) ()

— 7 =0 (226)
|(det Hy)(7)[>

Hence ¢(Z) = 0, and we have a contradiction with (2ZI). The proof of the theorem is completed. W

In the case I’y = (), the uniqueness in determining a potential ¢ in the two dimensional case was proved
for the conductivity equation by Nachman in [60] within C? conductivities, and later in [4] within L*°
conductivities. The case of the Schrédinger equation was solved by Bukhegim [I0] and for the improvement
of regularity assumption of potential for Bukhgeim’s uniqueness result, see [43]. Theorem [ was originally
proved in [30] for C2*(Q) potentials, and in [41], the regularity assumption on potentials was improved to
up to VVp1 (Q) with p > 2. The case of general second-order elliptic equation was studied in the papers [31]
and [33]. See also [6], [9]. The results of [30] were extended to a Riemannian surface in [22]. Conditional
stability estimates in determining a potential are obtained in [64]. As for reconstruction, see e.g., [65]. An
analog of the main theorem of [30] for the Neumann-to-Dirichlet map was proved in [35].

In [40] the result of Theorem [7] was extended to the weakly coupled systems of elliptic equations. More
precisely, consider the following boundary value problem:

L(z,D)u = Au+2A0,u +2B0u+ Qu=0 in$, ul|p, =0. (227)

Here u = (uq,...,uy) and A(zx), B(z), Q(z) be smooth complex-valued N x N matrix-valued functions.
Consider the following Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A(A4, B, @, Ty):

ou
A(AvaQaFO)(f) = %L‘aﬂ\f‘oa (228)
where
L(z,D)u = Au+2A0.u+2Bozu+Qu=0 inQ, ulr, =0, ulso\r, = f. (229)
We have

Theorem 8 ([/0]) Let A;, B; € C°T%(Q) and Q; € C*+*(Q) for j = 1,2 and some a € (0,1). Suppose that
A(A17 B17 Qla FO) = A(A27 BQ} QQ} FO) Then

A1 = AQ and Bl = BQ on 89 \ Fo, (230)
282(141 — Az) + Bg(Al - Ag) + (Bl — Bg)Al — (Ql - Qg) =0 inQ (231)

and
2(%(31 - Bz) + Ag(Bl — Bg) + (Al — Az)Bl - (Ql — Qg) =0 in Q. (232)

Remark 1. The proof of Theoreml[8is based on the construction of the complex geometric optics solutions,
which is performed in a way similar to one presented in the proof of Theorem []. Therefore it is critically
important that the principal parts of all the equations in (229) are the Laplace operator for the construction
of complex geometric optics solutions. If the principal parts of the operators in (229) are different, then such
a construction in general is impossible and Calderdn’s problem for such a system is still open. In Section 6,
we treat the Lamé system whose principal parts are different but a special structure allows us to construct
complex geometric optics solutions.
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The simultaneous determination of all three matrices A, B,Q from the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map is
impossible. Theorem [§] asserts that any two coefficient matrices among three are uniquely determined by
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map defined by [228)) and ([229)) for the system of elliptic differential equations. That
is,

Corollary 9 ([40]) Let (A;, Bj,Q;) € C°T*(Q) x C°t*(Q) x C**2(Q), j = 1,2 for some a € (0,1) and
be complex-valued. We assume either Ay = Ay or By = By or Q1 = Q2 in Q. Then A(A1, B1,Q1,T0) =
A(Az, B2,Q2, 1) implies (A1, B, Q1) = (A2, B2, Q2) in Q.

Next we consider other form of elliptic systems:
L(z, D)yu = Au+ Ay, u + By, u + Qu. (233)

Here A, B, Q are complex-valued N x N matrices. Let us define the following Dirichlet-to-Neumann map
A(A,B,Q,Ty):

~ ou

A(AangaFO)(f) = %L’?Q\Fo? (234)

where
L(z, D)yu = Au+ Ady,u+ Bpyu+Qu=01in Q, ulp, =0, upanr, = f» u € H'(Q). (235)
Then one can prove the following corollary.

Corollary 10 ([{0]) Let Q1,Q2 € C4+°‘(_) and (A1, Br), (A2, B2) € C5T(Q) x C5T(Q) for some a €

(0,1). We assume that Q1 = Q2 in Q and A(Ay, B1,Q1,To) = A(Az, Ba, Q1,T0). Then (A1, B1) = (Asz, Bo)
mn €.

Proof. Observe that Z(x,D) = A+ A0, + Bo:z + Q where A = A+ iB and B = A — iBB. Therefore,
applying Corollary [ we complete the proof. B

This corollary generalizes the result of [16] where for the scalar elliptic operator A + a 86 + by ‘9 the
uniqueness of determination of the coefficients a, b was proved assuming that the measurements are made on
the whole boundary.
Remark 2. Unlike Corollary[9, in the two cases of Ay = As and By = Ba, we can not, in general, claim
that (A1, B1, Q1) = (Aa, Bz, Q2). We can prove only
(i) ‘gfi = ‘9132 in Qif Ay = Ag in Q.

(i) %’;‘21 = 6A2 in Q if By = By in Q.

Cl)
Moreover consider the following example

Q=(0,1) x (0,1),

8Q\F0—{(I1,$2) zo =0, 0<I1<1}U{($1,$2)'I2:1, 0<I1<1},

and let us choose n(x2) € C§°(0,1). Then the operators L(z,D) and e*"L(x,D)e™*" generate the same
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map (254), (233), but the matriz coefficient matrices are not equal.

General second-order elliptic operator. We consider a general second-order elliptic operator:

ou 0
L(z,Dyu = A, u+2A8 +238—u+qu (236)
Here g = g(x) = {9k }1<j k<2 is a positive definite symmetric matrix in Q and A, is the Laplace-Beltrami
operator associated to the Riemannian metric g:

2

0 e 0
A, = 2 (\/detg g7* ——
g /detg J7k2_1 6£Ck;( € gg 6$)7

J
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where we set {¢g’*} = g=!. Assume that g € C"t*(Q), (4, B,q), (A, Bj,q;) € C°t*(Q) x C>F*(Q) x
C4*(Q), 7 = 1,2 for some a € (0, 1), are complex-valued functions. We set

0] 0
Li(x,D) = Ay, + 2Aka— + 2B — 9z + k-

We define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map by formula:

ou

Ag.a,B,qr(f) = 8—|8sl\rga (237)

where

L@ Dyu=0 in Q ulr, =0, ulpor, =f ueH'(Q) (238)

and - =+/detg E k=1 gjkuka— is the conormal derivative with respect to the metric g.

OurJ goal is to determme the metric g and coefficients A, B,q from the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map
Ay aBqr, given by 237) and ([238). In general, the uniqueness is impossible. There are the following
main invariance properties of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map in the problem.

e Conformal invariance. Let 3 € C"t*(Q) be a strictly positive function. Then

Ag a,B,qre =Ngg a 2,41, (239)

This follows since the Laplace-Beltrami operator is conformal invariant in two dimensions:

1
EAg.

e Gauge transformation. It is easy to see that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for the operators
e "L(xz,D)e" and L(z, D) are the same provided that n is a smooth complex-valued function such
that

A,@g =

— 0
n€CQ), nloar, = 8—Z|asz\r0 =0. (240)

e Diffeomorphism invariance. Let F = (F},Fy) : @ — Q be a diffeomorphism such that Flaoozr, =
Identity. The pull back of a Riemannian metric g is given as composition of matrices by

F*g=((DF)ogo(DF)')oF~! (241)

and DF denotes the differential of F, (DF)7 its transpose and o denotes the matrix composition.
Moreover we introduce the functions: Ap = {(A + B)(% — zgfz) + (B - A)(g—f; — zgfz)} o
F~Ydet DF~'|,Br = {(A + B)(3& + i%2) + i(B - A)(aFl +i%2)} o F~|det DF~ Y|, qp =

Oxo
|det DF~1|(qo F~1). Then we can verify
Ag.aB.aro = AFeg Ar Br.ar.To- (242)

We can show the converse, that is, the above three kinds of the invariance exhaust all the possibilities.
We have

Theorem 11 ([33]) Suppose that for some o € (0,1), there exists a positive function f € CT+(Q) such
that (91 = Bg2)loonr, = 22552 g0 r, = (A1 — %)bﬂ\ro = (B — %)bﬂ\ro = 0. Then Mg, A,,B1,q1.00 =
ANy Ay Bo.gn.Ty if and only if there exist a diffeomorphism F € C8F(Q), F : Q — Q satisfying Floor, =1d, a
positive function f € C™*(Q) and a complex valued function n satisfying (240) such that

Lo(x,D) = e "K(z,D)e"

where
0 0 1

2
K(z,D) = Agpg, + E(AlF& + BlF%) + quF'
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Calderén’s problem for the matrix conductivity. The question proposed by Calderén [13] is
whether one can uniquely determine the electrical conductivity of a medium by making voltage and current
measurements at the boundary.

In the anisotropic case the conductivity depends on direction and is represented by a positive definite
symmetric matrix {07%}. The conductivity equation with voltage potential f on 9 is given by

afL']g)_O in Q) u|8(l:f'

The Dirichlet-to-Neumann map is defined by

+(To)f = Z awuz |1"0, L(z,D)u=0 inQ, ulpo\r, = f, ulp, = 0.

3,7=1

It has been known for a long time (e.g., [57]) that A, does not determine ¢ uniquely in the anisotropic
case. Let F':  — Q be a diffeomorphism such that F(x) = x for  on 99\ T'y. Then

AF*G’ = AO’7

. ((DF)ooo(DF)T 1
Fo = < @i DF| )OF . (243)

In the case of I’y = ), the question whether one can determine the conductivity up to the above obstruction
has been solved in two dimensions for C? conductivities in [60] and merely L> conductivities in [5]. See also
[4]. The method of the proof in all these papers is based on the reduction to the isotropic case performed
using isothermal coordinates [I].

We can prove the uniqueness in Calderdn’s problem for the anisotropic conductivity:

where

Theorem 12 ([33]) Let 01,09 € C7T%(Q) with some a € (0,1) be positive definite symmetric matrices on Q
such that (o1 — 02)|ao\r, = (98,, (01 —02)]aarr, = 0. If Ay, (T'g ) = A,, (L), then there exists a diffeomorphism
F : Q — Q satisfying Floo\r, = Identity and F € C8+t%(Q) such that

*
F 01 = 09.

The uniqueness corresponding to the isotropic case was proven in [30] and in fact follows from Theorem
[T in the case where g = Identity and A = B = 0. We mention that [22] has proven a similar result for
general Riemann surfaces in the case where g is not the identity but fixed.

General case where the principal part is the Laplacian. Assume that the principal parts of
second-order elliptic operators under consideration are the Laplacian: ¢ = I. Then we can prove a bit
sharper result than Theorem [TTt

Theorem 13 ([33]) The relation A1 a, By ,qi 0o = AILAs,Ba.qe,0 hOlds true if and only if there exists a
Junction n € C*T*(Q), nlpar, = 6V|OQ\FO =0 such that

Li(x,D) = e "Ly(x, D)e". (244)

Proof. For simplicity we consider only the case when domain €2 is simply connected. The proof for the
general domain is given in [33]. By Theorem [§ we have

Al = Ag, Bl = Bg on Of) \ FQ, (245)

and in ) we have 9
_ 25(141 AQ) — A1B1 =+ AQBQ —+ (q1 — qz) = O, (246)
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0
Iz
We only prove the sufficiency since the necessity of the condition is easy to be checked. By (246]) and 247]),
we have %(Al —Ay) = %(Bl — By). This equality is equivalent to

-2 (Bl — Bg) — A1B1 + AsBs + (Q1 —q2) =0. (247)

(A—B) O(B+ A) B
a{I:l =1 a{IJ2 where (A, B) = (A1 — AQ, Bl — BQ)

Since the domain €2 simply connected, there exists a function 7j such that:
(i(B+ A),(A— B)) = V. (248)

By ([245) we have
naavr, = Vilaor, = 0.

Setting 2n = —i7 we have from (248))
((B+ A),i(B — A)) =2Vn.

Therefore ([248) yields
_ ndn 0 o
‘h—QQ+A77+4626§+282A2+265B2. (249)

The operator Ly (z, D) given by the right-hand side of (244)) has the Laplace operator as the principal part,
the coefficients of 8%1 is Ay + By + 2;—;’2, the coefficient of 8%2 is i(By — Ag2) + 2;—;’1, and the coefficient of
the zeroth order term is given by the right-hand side of (249]). The proof of the proposition is complete. B

The magnetic Schrédinger equation. Denote A= (/Nll,gg), where /Nlj, 7 = 1,2, are real-valued,

A= gl — igg, rot A = %312 — %321 . The magnetic Schrédinger operator is defined by

Let us define the following Dirichlet-to-Neumann map

~ ou

A,a,ro(f) = $|8£Z\Foa
where
Li(x.Dyu=0inQ, ulpor, = f, ulr, =0, ue H(Q).

Theorem B implies

Corollary 14 ([33]) Let real-valued vector fields AV, A® e C5+*(Q) and complez-valued potentials
@11),9@) € Ci"’o‘(ﬂ) with some a € (0,1), satisfy Az z00p, = Aje g, Then M = ¢@? and
rot AV = rot A,

In the case of the Dirichet-to-Neumann map on the whole boundary, see [53] and [71]: [7I] proved a
uniqueness result provided that both electric and magnetic potentials are small, and [53] proved a uniqueness

result for a special case of the magnetic Schréodinger equation, namely the Pauli Hamiltonian. See also [71]
and [69].

We conclude this section with the uniqueness in the case where the subboundaries of Dirichlet input and
measured Neumann data are disjoint.
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Let 90 =T UT, Uy where 'y NIy =TgNTy, = (0, k = 1,2. Then we consider the unique identifiability
of the conductivity by taking all pairs of Dirichlet data on the subboundary I'y and the corresponding
Neumann data on the subboundary I's:

Ju

A, (T, To)(f) =v%| , div(yVu) =01in Q,

., 0, ulr, =f. (250)

U‘FQUFQ =
We consider that the input is located on I'y, while the output is measured on I's. In the case where I'y = I'y
and is an arbitrary open subset of the boundary, the global uniqueness was shown in [30] with v € C3+*(Q),
with some « € (0,1). See also Theorem 7l

In order to state our main result, we need the following geometric assumption on the position of the sets
Fl, FQ, FO on 0f2.
Assumption A. Let Ty, Ty, Ty C 00 be non-empty open subsets of the boundary such that 0 =
Fl U FQ @] Fo, Fl ﬂFQ = Fk ﬂro = @, Fk = U?erkyj, FO = Uzlzlrloyg, where Fk,j; j,k = 1,2, Foyg, {= 1,2,3,4
are not empty open connected subsets of O and mutually disjoint. Then OS2 is separated into

Io1,021,02, 111,103, 12,2, 10,4, "1 2

in the clockwise order.
We note that 'y, 's can be arbitrarily small provided that the above separation condition is satisfied.
Then

Theorem 15 ([32]) We suppose Assumption A. Let v; > 0 on Q and v; € C*T(Q), j = 1,2 for some
a>0. Assume A, (T'1,T'2) = A,,(T'1,T'2) and that (y1 —72)|r,ur, = %(71 —y2)|p, =0, where 'y C T'1UTy
is some open set. Then v, =2 on Q.

Next for the Schrodinger equation Lg(z, D)u = Au+qu = 0 in Q, we consider the problem of deter-
mining a complex-valued potential ¢ by the following Dirichlet-to-Neumann map:

ou

= 55| where Ly(z,D)u=0 in Q, wulppur, =0, ulr, =f, ue€H(Q). (251)
2

AQ7F17F2 (f)

Next we state the corresponding result for the Schrodinger equation.

Theorem 16 ([32]) We suppose Assumption A. Let ¢; € C*T*(Q), j = 1,2 for some o > 0 and let g; be
complez-valued. If
Agyryry = Agory s

then we have
G =q in S

Proof of Theorem If u is some solution to the conductivity equation then the function u* = u,/¥y

solves in domain 2 the Schrédinger with the potential g = — &Y% We claim that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann

ﬂ
maps ([250) for the Schrédinger equations with potentials ¢; = —A\/@

Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps (250)are the same. Indeed let f € L2(9Q),suppf C I'y. Setting f = f/, v, we
have that A, (I'1,T2)(f) = A, (T1,T2)(f). Denote by @; the corresponding solutions to the conductivity
equation ([250) with the Dirichlet boundary condition f. Then u; = @j,/7; is the solution to the Shrodinger

equation with the potential ¢; and the Dirichlet boundary condition f. Observe that

are the same, provided that the

duy d(t1/71) V710t V2012 A(U2+/72) Ous
’A’Yl( 1, 2)(f) B |F2 B |F2 B |F2 O |F2 v |F2 O |F2 A’Y2( 1, 2)(f)
Applying the theorem [I6 we obtain that ¢; = ¢o. Then the function w = /77 — /72 verifies

A2 . ow
Aw————w=0 inQ, wao=—-]r. =
V2 loa ov Ir

Applying to the above problem the classical unique continuation for the second order elliptic operator (see
e.g. Corollary 2.9 Chapter XIV of [73]), we obtain y; = v2. B
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5 Calderén’s problem for semilinear elliptic equations

In this section, we assume that I'g C 0f2 is an arbitrarily fixed relatively open subset of 0f2.
Consider the following boundary value problem:

P(z,D)u = Au+gq(z)u — f(z,u) =0 inQ, u|r, =0, (252)
We introduce the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map Ay, ¢:

ou .
Ay r(g) = 5“’)9\1‘0, where P(z,D)u=0 inQ, wulr, =0, ulpo\r, =9, u€ Hl(Q)

This section is concerned with the following inverse problem: Determine a coefficient ¢ and a nonlinear
term f from the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map Ay ¢.

In this section, we always assume that f, g—i, giyé € C%(Q2 x R!). We state other conditions on semilinear
terms f: S
of 1
f(z,0) = a—(x,()) =0, zeR (253)
Y

and for some positive constants p > 1, Cy, Cs, the following holds true:
flz,y)y > Crly|P™ — Ca, V(z,y) € Q xR (254)
Moreover for some p; > 0,py > 0, C5 > 0 and C4 > 0, the following inequalities holds true:

0
-%wwﬁs%a+wwx

82
gﬁwwﬁg@u+ww» W(zy) € 2 x R, (255)

The first result is concerned with the uniqueness in determining a linear part, that is, a potential g.

Theorem 17 ([/2]) Let functions fi1, fo satisfy (253), ([254), (258) and q; € C*T(Q), j = 1,2, with some
€ (0,1). Suppose that Ag, .7, = Ay, .- Then g1 = g2 in Q.

Theorem [[7]is concerned with the determination of potentials in spite of unknown nonlinear terms, and
the proof is similar to Theorem [7
Remark 1. Since our assumptions on the potential g and nonlinear term f in general do mot imply the
uniqueness of a solution for the boundary value problem for the elliptic operator P(x, D), by the equality
Agi ;o = Mgy 10, we mean the following: for any pair (vi,vs2) such that

ow
Pi(z, D)w = Aw + qw — fi(z,w) =0, wlr, =0, %ba\ro = U2, w|8Q\F0 =N

there exists a function w € H*(Q) such that Py(z, D)W = Aw + qaw — fa(z,w) = 0,W|r, = 0, W|oa\r, = v1
G/I’ld %lafl\Fo = V3.

Remark 2. Theorem [8 is still true if condition (254) is replaced by following: there exists a continuous
function G such that a solution to the boundary value problem

P(z,D)u=0 inQ, uloa=g9g

satisfies the estimate
[l ) < G(

|gHH%(aQ))'
For any F(t) € C([0,1]; C***(Q)) with a € (0, 1), we introduce the set

OF = U {(I,F(:E,t))}

0<t<1,2€9
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Let

U; = {F € C([0,1]; C***(Q)); F(-,0) =0 wu(-,t) := F(t) satisfies
Au(z,t) + gju(z,t) — fi(z,u(z,t)) =0, 2 € Q, u(,t)r, =0}, j=1,2.

The next theorem asserts the uniqueness for semilinear terms fj, £k = 1,2 in some range provided that the
potential ¢ is known:

Theorem 18 ([{2]) Let 1 = g2 = q € C?*T%(Q) be arbitrarily fized. Let functions fi, fo € C3t(Q x RY)
for some o € (0,1), satisfy (204), (253) and fi(-,0) = fa(-,0) = 0. Suppose that Ay 5, = Ag .. Then

Ji—fo=0 in Uje{l,z} UFeMj OF.

Corollary 19 Let q1,q2 € C?>T(Q) and let functions fi, fo € C3T(Q x RY) with some a € (0,1), satisfy
(223), (253) and (257). Suppose that Ag, , = Ag,.5.- Then g1 = g2 in Q and

Ji—fo=0 in Uje{l,z} UFeI/{j OF.

Corollary 20 Let q1,q2 € C?*T*(Q) and let functions fi, fo € C3**(R') be independent of the variable x

with some o € (0,1), and satisfy (203), (204) and (253). Suppose that Ag, 5, = Mg, 5,- Then g1 = g2 and
f1 = f2 m .

In fact, since fi, fo are independent of z, Theorems [I7] and [I§ yields the conclusion.
Remark 3. Under the condition of Theorem[I7, we can not completely recover the nonlinear term. Indeed,

if p € C?(Q), ploa = 0, % < 0 on 0 and p > 0 in Q, under assumptions (253) and (257)), we have the

following a priori estimate proved in [21)]:
[ o Qv + e < €
Q

for u € HY(Q) satisfying P(x, D)u = 0 in Q. Here a constant C is independent of u and x depends on p.
Such a estimate immediately implies that for any Q1 CC Q, there exists a constant C(Q1) > 0 such that

[ullcogar < C (8.

This estimate and (254) imply that for any © € Q1 a nonlinear term f(x,y) in general can not be recovered
for all sufficiently large y.

The uniqueness results for recovery of the nonlinear term in the semilinear elliptic equation were first
obtained for the case 'y = ) in three or higher dimensional cases by Isakov and Sylvester in [50] and in
two dimensional case by Isakov and Nachman in [49]. It should be mentioned that their papers requires the
uniqueness of solution for the Dirichlet boundary problem for the operator P(x, D). Later, by Isakov in [48],
this result was extended to the case of a system of semilinear elliptic equations with Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map on a certain subboundary. Also see Kang and Nakamura [52] for determination of coefficients of the
linear and the quadratic nonlinear terms in the principal part of a quasilinear elliptic equation. As for the
determination of quasilinear part, see Sun [70]. In a special case where a nonlinear term is independent of x,
the uniqueness was proved in determining such a nonlinear term from partial Cauchy data [47]. Moreover we
note that in [47] and [50], the monotonicity of f(x,u) with respect to u is assumed. In general, if a nonlinear
term depends on z, u and the gradient of u, then it is impossible to prove the uniqueness even for the linear
case. This can be seen by [40] if we consider the term — f(x,u, Vu) = A(z) - Vu + q(z)u.

Theorem [I8] is concerned with the determination of nonlinear terms and the proof needs a different
ingredient from any previous arguments. Thus for completeness, we describe the proof from [42] with
modifications.
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Proof of Theorem [I8 We set Py(x, D)u = Au + q(z)u — fr(r,u), k = 1,2, and u; (x) = u(z,t) €
C(]0,1];C?T(Q)) for some o € (0,1) be a function such that any ¢ function uy 4(), t € [0, 1] solves the
boundary value problem:

P1 (LL', D)uLt =0 in Q, ’u,17t|p0 =0.

Let ust € HY(Q), t € [0, 1] satisfy
Py(x,D)uz; =0 inQ, wugy=mu,; ondQ, Vte[0,1]. wug, € C([0,1]; H(Q)).

Then Ay ¢, = Ag s, yields

5 5 ) loonr, =0, Vte[0,1].

By ([253]) and the Sobolev embedding theorem, fa(-, uz2+(-)) € L*(2) for any x > 1. The standard solvability
theory for the Dirichlet boundary value problem for the Laplace operator in Sobolev spaces implies us; €
H?(Q). Hence fo(-,uz4(-)) € C¥(Q) for any a € (0,1). Then, since uz; € C?+(99), the solvability theory
for the Dirichlet boundary value problem for the Laplace operator in Holder spaces implies us; € C?T(Q).
By the assumption, there exists a constant K > 0 such that

(5U1,t Oua ¢

sup ||u17t|\cz+a(§) < K. (256)
t€(0,1]
Next we show that
us s € C([0,1]; C*T(Q)). (257)

Indeed, suppose that at some point ¢y € [0, 1] the function us , is discontinuous. Then there exists a sequence
t; — to such that

jg?oo w2, — u2,to|‘cz+a(§) # 0.

Without loss of generality, by [256) we can assume that there exists a function @ € H3(Q), u|r, = 0 such
that .
ug; — U in H5(Q) ast; — 400

and
U # Uz t,- (258)

Obviously the function u satisfies

Py(z,D)u=0 in$, up, =0.

In addition, since (usg,, %) = (u1,4, ag;‘) € C([0,1]; C***(992) x C1T(09Q)), we obtain

~ o(u—u
(U — u2,t)[oo\ry = %bﬂ\ro =0.

Therefore W = U — ug ¢, satisfies

N . . ow
Ly (2, D) =0 in$Q, wloa\r, = %bﬂ\l“o =0.

By the classical uniqueness result for the Cauchy problem for the second-order elliptic equation (see e.g.,
Chapter XXVIII, §28.3 of [27], Corollary 2.9, Chapter XIV of [73]) we have @w = 0. This contradicts (258]).
We claim that
Uy =ugy, VEe[0,1]. (259)

Our proof is by contradiction. Suppose that for some t; € (0, 1], this equality fails. Let ¢, be the infimum
over such ¢y when uy; = ua+ holds. Since u; ¢ = u2,, such infinum exists.
Setting u; = ug+ — u1 ¢, we have

. ou
Aug — qo(t, x)uy = — fi(x,urye) + fa(@,ure) in Q,  wog =0, a_yt|69\1“0 =0, (260)
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where qo(t, z) = )+ fl 902 (1, (1 — s)ug () + sup (x))ds.
Let ¢ be a pseudoconvex functlon with respect to the principal symbol of the Laplace operator. Applying
the Carleman estimate (I7)) with boundary term to equation ([260), there exists 7 such that:

VTlle™u| i) < Clle™ (f1(ure) = fo(une)) 2z, V7 > 7.
Fixing a large 7 > 0 arbitrarily, we have
lutll 1) < Cllfi(ure) — fa(ure)llze),  VE€[0,1],
and by the elliptic estimate, we obtain
lutl| g2 ) < Cllfi(ure) — fa(ue)llz2),  VE€[0,1], (261)
where the constant C' > 0 depends on fixed 7.
Consider the boundary value problem
Avg + q(x)vp — %—];c(:z, Uk t )Vt — fk(:zz, Ve t)

= Avps+q(@)ves — fu(@,vpe +uke) + folx,upe) =0 inQ,  vplp, =0,

where fi.(z, w) = fi(z, w +ups) — fr(x, upy) — %—J;“(:E, up, . )w. Obviously the functions fy satisfy [253), (254)
and (255). Moreover
A op F=A e (262)

9= 5y (1;u1,t)).f1 9= 5y

Indeed, consider the pair (wq,ws) such that wy = Aq_%(w o) f~1(w1). Let w € HY(Q) be the solution
5y (T:u1,t),

to the boundary value problem

0 ~ .
Aw + qu — i(»”&M,t)w — filz,w) =0 inQ, wlr, =0, wlpo\r, = w1

dy

such that %—ﬁag\po = wa.
On the other hand, the function w + w; ; solves the boundary value problem

Alw+wury) +qw+ury) — filz,w+uiy) =0 inQ, (w4 wuiy)|r, =0.

Let w satisfy
Au+qu — fo(z,u) =0 inQ, ulp, =0 (263)
and

u=w+uy; on o2\ To. (264)

In general, a solution to problem (263]) and ([264)) is not unique, but thanks to the assumption A, r, = Aq 15,
we can assume that

ou 0w +wuyy)

5— o DBQ\FQ

Setting w = U — ug+, we obtain

AT + qio — %—J;Q(x,ugyt)ﬁ — folz,®)=0 inQ, @|p, =0.

Then on 90 \ Ty we have
W—w=(U—ugs)— (U—urys) =urs—uzt =0
and

ow Ow Ou Ougy Ow 8_10 n Ouiy Ougy Ow
ov v Ov ov v Ov ov ov ov
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Therefore w = w; and ‘g—fj = wy on 9N\ T'p. Hence for the pair (w1, ws) we have wqy = Aqf%(m,u%t),ﬁ(wl)'

We can similarly prove the reverse inclusion, that is, if (w1, w2) is a pair such that we = Aq,m(m wnt) o (w1),
5 )

then there exists a function w, € H'(Q) that solves the boundary value problem
df2 : _ _
Aw, + quy — oy == (T, Uz, )Ws fg(az wy) =0 inQ, wir, =0, wilso\r, = wi.

such that %bg\po = wy. Therefore we have proved (262

Therefore we can apply Theorem [I7 to this equation. Hence we have the uniqueness for the potential,

that is,
%(I’ ur) = 86—‘22(:1:, uge) inQ, Vtelo,1]. (265)
Denote Z(t) = [Ju1s — w1 t*HCO + JJuz,r — usg t*”CU @- Since uy g, = ugy, in Q, we have fi(x,ui,,) =

Aug g, = Augy, = fa(z,u1e,) in Q Therefore

w1, (x)
fi(z,ui(x)) — faz,ure(z)) = / (%—];1(:10, ) — %—22(:10, 3)) ds.

u1,t, (%)

If s € (u14,(x),u1,.(x)), then, by the continuity of uq,(z) with respect to ¢ and the intermediate value
theorem, there exists to(s,x) € [0,t] such that s = w1 4,(s,¢)(x). Hence

we@) 19 9
mmem—ﬁ@mmm:/“ @%@mm@mmwﬁgwmm@mmow.

u1,e, ()

Applying (265) and (256]), we have

uy,¢ ()
<8f2 2k ds

i) = folocuna@) = [ () (0) = G0 010 (0)

w1, (x)

N——

(1]

(t)

sup |(u; 7 = uy 1) ()]
CO(Ox[-K,K]) te(0,t)

H 0% f>

[1]

sup |(“1,€_“2,?)($)| (t). (266)

CO(Ox[—K,K]) T€(tx,t)

<[5

In order to obtain the last inequality, we used the fact that u; 7 — u, 7 = 0 for all t from [0, t,]. Therefore
inequality (266) implies

sup | f1(z, Uy t) f2(Iau1,?)||L2(Q) < C’E(t)~sup ||u1,t~_ uz,?“ﬁ(ﬂ)- (267)
PE()) tE(ts,t)

From (261)) and (267), we obtain

el 2y < CE() sup luy 7= uyilli2e),  VEE (Eat).
Te(ta,t)
This implies that
_sup ugllpz(e) < CE(t) sup gl L2(q)- (268)
Te(tat) Te(tat)

From (268) and the fact that Z(t) goes to zero as t — t., we obtain that there exists ¢ > t, such that
uy,s = ug for all t from (¢.,t). We reach a contradiction. Equality ([259) is proved and the statement of the
theorem follows from it and (265). W
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6 Uniqueness by Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps for the Lamé equa-
tions and the Navier-Stokes equations

We discussed the uniqueness for inverse boundary value problems for systems for elliptic equations with the
same principal parts in Section 4. In addition to such elliptic systems, there are other important elliptic
systems in mathematical physics. In this section, we survey recent results for for the Lamé equations and
the Navier-Stokes equations.

6.1 Three dimensional Lamé equations

Let © C R3 be a bounded domain with smooth boundary 9. Let v = (v1,v2,13) be the outward unit
normal vector to 0f).
Assume that
w(w) >0, (BA+2u)(x) >0 on Q

and set
Cijie = Mx)dij0ke + p(2)(0irdje + 6iedjn),

for 1 < 4,5,k <3, where §;; = 0if ¢ # j and d;; = 1. We call functions A and p the Lamé coefficients,
u(z) = (u1(z), uz(x), us(z)) is the displacement. We set

3 3 3
0 8uk 0 6uk 0 6uk
L u(xz,D)u= E 2. (Cljké —8”) , E e (C2jké e ) , E 9, (03]'/@@ e )

Gikt=1 """ Gikt=1 "7 3.k, 0=1

Let I'g be an arbitrarily fixed subboundary. We define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map Ay, r, on I'g as

follows.
3 3 3
ou Ju Ju
Mrof = | D viCumensr Y ujCzjua—I:, > G

Oy’ or
jk t=1 b k=1 jk t=1 ¢

9O\I'o

where
Lyu(z,D)u=0 inQ, wulp, =0, ulpo\r, = f-

We are concerned with the uniqueness in determining A, u by Ay .1 -
Then we can prove

Theorem 21 Let Q € R? be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and let us assume that
U1, o are some positive constants

and that A\, A2 € C(Q) satisfy A1 = A2 on To. Then A, uyro = Ao po,re implies that Ay = A2 and
p1 = 2 in €.

For the proof, one refers to Imanuvilov, Uhlmann and Yamamoto [34].
We can similarly formulate the two dimensional case and Imanuvilov and Yamamoto [39] recently proved
a result similar to Theorem 2T}

Theorem 22 Let Q € R? be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and let us assume that
U1, 2 are some positive constants
and that A1, Ay € C*(Q). Then AT = Ao o, implies that A1 = Ao and 1 = po in S

The result of Theorem is stronger than Theorem [21] for the three dimensional case: no information
on the trace of the Lamé coefficients \; is required on I'y and only the finite-order regularity of the Lamé
coeflicients is assumed.
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This inverse problem has been studied since the 90’s. Ikehata [28] discussed a linearized version of
this inverse problem for the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on the whole boundary (i.e., To = 0), and in two
dimensions, Akamatsu, Nakamura and Steinberg [2] proved that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on the whole
boundary can recover the Lamé coeflicients and its normal derivatives of arbitrary orders on the boundary
provided that the Lamé coefficients are C°°-functions. As for higher dimensional case, see Nakamura and
Uhlmann [63]. In [6I] Nakamura and Uhlmann proved that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on the whole
boundary in two dimensions uniquely determines the Lamé coefficients, assuming that they are sufficiently
close to a pair of positive constants.

In the three dimensional case, Eskin and Ralston [19] proved the following uniqueness by Dirichlet-to-
Neumann map Ay ,, ¢ on the whole boundary:

Theorem 23 Let /\j,uj,u;l, j = 1,2, be in a bounded set B in CF(Q) with sufficiently large k € N.
Then there exists e(B) > 0 such that Ay, ,,.0 = A, .0 implies A1 = Ap and 1 = po in Q provided that
IViillor-r@) < e(B), j=1,2.

See also [20]. The proof relies on construction of complex geometric optics solutions (e.g., Eskin [I8]). The
proof of Theorem [21] is based on [19]. Similar attempt has been done in Nakamura and Uhlmann [62]. We
note that all the above works except for [39] needs the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on the whole boundary.

6.2 Navier-Stokes equations

Let © C R? be a bounded domain with smooth boundary. We define

2 2
Pu(u,p) = (Z(—Qaj(ﬂ(fv)élj () + udjur + Op, Y (=20, (p(w)ea; (u)) + u;djus + 521?) :

j=1 j=1
where €;;(u) = %(ajui + 0iuj), 1 <14,7, <2, and we assume that
peC*Q), u>0 on.
We define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on the whole boundary by

—~ ou
Aﬂf = % on 89

where u € H%(Q2) and p € H*(Q) satisfy P,(u,p) =0, divu =0 in Q and ulspq = f.
Then we can prove the uniqueness in determining the viscosity by the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map.

Theorem 24 We assume that 031 = 0% e on 02 for each multi-index a with o] < 1. ]fK;I = K;;, then
p1 = 2 in €.

The proof is given in a forthcoming paper. In the three dimensional case, the uniqueness is proved in Heck,
Li and Wang [24] for the Stokes system and in Li and Wang [58] for the Navier-Stokes equations.

7 Appendix

Here we prove several technical propositions used in the previous sections. Let G' C R? be a bounded domain
with smooth boundary, ¢ € C*(£2) be some function, and A € R! be a parameter. Consider the following
integral

I()\):/ ge @) dg,
G

Definition. Let A be a symmetric n x n square matriz, A~' exists and 1, ..., A, be the eigenvalues of this
matriz counted with the multiplicities. Then

sgn A = [number of positive eigenvalues] — [number of negative eigenvalues].
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Let a function ¢ have a finite number of critical points on Q. We denote these points as Z1, . . ., Z,. Assume
that
det Hy(z) #0 Vo € {z1,...,x¢}. (269)

The following is proposition proved in [7]:
Proposition 15 Let (269) hold true. If g € C§°(G), then

£ 1>‘¢(m1)+ o SgN Hy (7 ;) 1
2w
= — +o(=) as A\ — 4oo. 270
3 5 )

If a function ¢ does not have critical points on 0 and g € C*(G), then

71215: (7)€ @)+ SgNHy (&) N 1/ g 99
=t det Hy(z5) ix Joc V2 0v°

1
M@ do + 0()\) as A — +oo. (271)

Using Proposition [[5] we prove the following asymptotic formula.

Proposition 16 Let @ satisfy (84)) and (83). For every g € C§°(Q), we have

— ¢ 7g(T;)e2Tiv (@) 1
/ ge™ ) dy = Z —J  +o(=) as T — +oo. (272)
Q o Tl(det Hy)(z5)|= 7

Proof. Since the function ® is holomorphic, the real part ¢ and the imaginary part ¢ of ® satisfy the
Cauchy-Riemann equations:
2 _ v g 09 o

Oz, Oxo an Ors  Orp
Hence gqu = —g% and the Hessian matrix has the form
¢ ¢
921073 o2
and det Hy = —(2%?)2 —( 63?12;;2)2. Since all the critical points of the function ® are nondegenerating, we

have
det H¢ (5) <0

it ¥ is a critical point of the function ¢. Then the eigenvalues of the matrix Hy are & /— det Hy. Hence
sgn H, = 0. Hence, applying formula 271) with A\ = 27, we obtain (272]). B

Proposition 17 Let ® satisfy (84) and (83). For every g € L'(S2), we have
/ geT(qp@d:r — 0 as T — +o0.
Q

Proof. The space C§°(£2) is dense in L!(Q2), and so for any € > 0 there exists a function g. € C§°(£2)
such that
g — gellLr) < €/2.
On the other hand by Proposition [I6 we have

/(g - gé)eT(qp@daz — 0 as 7 — +4o0.

Q

Then for any positive € there exists 7. such that

/ geT({)*E)daj < / geeT(q)fg)dx +
Q Q

The proof of the proposition is complete. B
We have
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Proposition 18 Let g € C1(9Q\ I') and a holomorphic function ® satisfy (84)-(&88). Then

/ ge™ @ Pdz =0 as T — +o0. (273)
AO\TE

Proof. Without loss of generality, using the partition of unity if necessary, we can assume that 9Q \ T'§
is a segment [c, d]. Moreover, since C§°(c,d) is dense in L(c,d), we can assume that g € C§°(c,d). Since
the function ® belongs to C?(f2), the set J is closed on 9 \ I';. For any positive €, consider the set
Je = {x € 0Q\ T'§|dist(x,T) < €}. Observe that

lim mes(J:) = 0.
e—+0

Then
/ ge™(®=®) gy < llgllcoanymes(Je).

Te

Let € be sufficiently small. Consider the set (OQ\TI'§)\ Jae. This set is the union of non-intersecting open
intervals where the distance between any two intervals is greater than or equal to 2e. Consider an arbitrary
interval (a,b) C (02\T'§) \ Jae such that

a€ JoeU{z_} and be JoU{z i} (274)
Consider a function e, € C§°(a — €/4,b + €/4) such that
0<eap(r) <1 Vre(a—e/4b+e/4), eaplap =1, el < K(e),

where K is independent of a,b. Then we construct a function g. in the following way: for any interval (a, b)
which satisfies (274)), we set g = eq,59. The function g. has the following properties

9:(@)] <lg(z)| Ve edQ\T;, g=gc on (9Q\Tp)\ Jac (275)

and
ge € CH(OQ\TE)\ J2e), suppge C (OQ\TG) \ Jrze. (276)

By ([275) and (276]), we have

/ gef(‘b’@daz:/ gef(qF%)deL/ g @Dy
OO\T (OQ\TH)\ T2e T2e

:/ gEeT(q’_E)dI—I—/ g™ dz
(OQ\I'G)\ T2 Tae

:/ gEeT(q’_E)dI—I—/ geeT@_@daz—F/ geT(‘I’_E)daz. (277)
(BQ\FS)\J%E ‘725\‘7%5 J2e
By (275) we have
/ gEET(éig)dI—F/ ge‘r({)fg)dx < / geeT('@f%)d‘r|+| ge‘r({)fE)dI
725\7%6 J2e 725\7%6 J2e
< / |g|dx +/ |glda < 2/ lgldz < 2|gllcocan)mes(Jac). (278)
725\7%6 J2e 2¢
Observe that by (276]) we see
g0z 1 .
0. [ IT7E ) ¢ o\ ). 279
(555755 ) e ooty (279)
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Now we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (277):

_ _ ir D)o T(P—D)
/ gEeT(<I>7<I>)dI _ / géef(q’*‘b)d:r — / gem%dx
(OGN, 2O\ 20\ 27(07¢|

90zp \ r(@-®)
= 07 <7> PPy, 280
/asz\r;; 27(07¢|2 (280)
By 279)) and Proposition [[7, we have

/ gee™® Py 50 as T — +o0. (281)
e\,

From (281]) and (278)) we obtain (273). B

Proposition 19 There exists a holomorphic function wy € C5t%(Q) such that

. |wo(x)] . -

Proof. Let us fix a point Z from H. In order to prove this proposition, it suffices to construct some
holomorphic function a(z) € C7(Q) which is not identically equal to any constant, satisfies I'm a|r, = 0 and
vanishes at each point of the set # N5, Then we set wy = a'% and this is the desired function.

Let b(z) be a holomorphic function in € such that Reblr, =0, [[b — N|cor;) << 1 and [b(z) — 1| < 14.
Such a function exists for any positive N by Proposition 5.1 of [30]. If b(Z,+1) # 0, then we consider the
new function by = b — b®/b*(Z¢+1). Obviously

Rebilr, =0, b1(Te41) =0

and by is not identically equal to some constant. If b(Z¢11) = 0, then we set by = b.
If b1 (Z¢42) # 0, then we consider the new function by = by — b3/b%(Z442). Obviously

Re b2|1'*0 = 0, b2(§g+1) = b2(§g+2) = 0

and b is not identically equal to any constant. If by (Z,42) = 0, then we set by = b;. Repeating this procedure
¢’ — 2 times and as the result, we obtain the holomorphic function a with the prescribed properties, provided
that N is sufficiently large. B

Proposition 20 Let Q C R? be a bounded domain with the smooth boundary, V € C°(9) satisfy

VP(vy —ivy)do =0, VP(z) e H?(Q).
on

Then there exist an antiholomorphic function © € H2 () such that ©]pq = V.

Proof. Consider the extremal problem:

J(0) = ||V = U3 290 — inf, (283)
g—f =0 inQ. (284)

Denote the unique solution to this extremal problem (283), (284) by 0. Applying Lagrange’s principle, we
obtain

~

RG(V - \I/, 5)L2(69) =0 (285)
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for any 0 from H2(Q) such that

98
and there exists a function P € H2 () such that
P
‘2—2 =0 mQ, (286)
(h —ivg)P =V -0 ondQ. (287)
From (285), taking 6 = U, we have
Re(V — W, W) 12(50) = 0. (288)

By (286)), 287) and the assumption of the proposition, we obtain

Re(V - EJ, V)[p(gg) = Re((l/l + il/g)P, V)L2(6£2) = Re(P, (Vl - Z'I/g)V)Lz(QQ) =0.

By ([[96]) and (288) we see that

J(¥) = 0.

The proof of the proposition is complete. B
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