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Abstract

A simple idea of finding a domain that encloses an unknown discontinuity embedded in a
body is introduced by considering an inverse boundary value problem for the heat equation.
The idea gives a design of a special heat flux on the surface of the body such that from
the corresponding temperature field on the surface one can extract the smallest radius of
the sphere centered at an arbitrary given point in the whole space and enclosing unknown
inclusions. Unlike before, the designed flux is free from a large parameter. An application
of the idea to a coupled system of the elastic wave and heat equations are also given.
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1 Introduction

We are interested in seeking an analytical method for inverse obstacle problems in the finite time
domain, that is, extracting information about the geometry of unknown discontinuities such as
inclusions, cavities and cracks inside a body by using the observed data on the surface of the
body over a finite time interval. Here the words “analytical method” mean that it fully makes
use of the governing equation of the observation data in showing the mathematical validity of the
method and is based on an extraction formula not just like a conventional optimization method.

The time domain enclosure method is one of analytical methods and goes back to [3]. In [6]
the method has been applied to an inverse obstacle problem for the wave equation in a three-
dimensional bounded domain. Therein a method using a single set of the input and induced out
put data observed on the boundary of the domain over a finite time interval has been introduced.
The method yields an extraction formula of the distance of an arbitrary fixed point outside the
domain to unknown obstacles inside the domain.

Recently, in [10] the author introduced a way of combining the method in [6] and the time-
reversal invariance of the governing equation. The idea enables us to extract the smallest radius
of the sphere centered at an arbitrary given point in the whole space and enclosing unknown
obstacles from a single set of the input and induced out put data observed on the boundary of
the domain over a finite time interval.

However, if the governing equation does not have the time-reversal invariance, then one can
not apply directly the idea developed in [10] to any inverse obstacle problem governed by the
equation. The heat equation is a typical and an important example.
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However, in [8] we introduced an auxiliary equation which is a wave equation with a large
parameter and using the time-reversal invariance of this equation, we found an extraction formula
of the minimum radius of the sphere centered at an arbitrary given point in the whole space and
enclosing all the unknown cavities inside the body. Since the wave equation therein contains a
large parameter, the input heat flux also depends on the same parameter. This means that we
have to prescribe infinitely many heat fluxes to get one information about the geometry of the
unknown cavity.

In this paper, we introduce a new and extremely simple idea which works also for inverse
obstacle problems governed by equations without time reversal invariance. The idea yields the
same information as above by using a single set of input and output data on the surface of the
body. To make the essential difference from the idea in [10, 8] clear and show the applicability
to various inverse obstacle problems, we consider two inverse obstacle problems governed by the
heat equation and a coupled system of the elastic wave and heat equations appearing in the
linear theory of thermoelasticity.

2 Idea

In this section we explain the idea by considering a typical and important inverse obstacle
problem governed by the heat equation.

Let  be a bounded domain of R? with C%-boundary. Given f = f(z,t) with z € 99 and
t €0, T[let u = us(x,t) with € Q and ¢t €]0, T solve

(0, —V-AV)u=0, z€Q, 0<t<T,
u(z,0) =0, x € Q,

YWVu-v=f(z,t), x€dQ 0<t<T,

where v = v(z) with z € Q belongs to L () and satisfies y(x) > C a.e. x € Q for a positive
constant C; v denotes the unit outward normal.
We assume that v takes the form

1, xeQ\D,

V(z) =
1+ h(z), ze€D,

where h € L*°(D) and the set D is an open subset of {2 with Lipschitz boundary such that
DcQ.

Here, we impose two conditions on h(z):

(A.I) There exists h_ > 0 such that h(z) < —h_ a.e. x € D.

(A.II) There exists hy > 0 such that h(xz) > hy ae. z € D.
The set D is a mathematical model of unknown inclusions where the conductivity has a nega-
tive/positive jump described as (A.I)/(A.II).

We consider the following problem.

Problem. Assume that both h and D are unknown and that h satisfies (A.I) or (A.Il). Fix
0 < T < oco. Find a suitable heat flux f in such a way that the temperature field u(z,t),
(x,t) € 002 |0, T yields some information about the geometry of D.

In [12] we have already shown that if f has a positive lower bound over 92x |0, T with an
additional condition, then one can extract the distance dist (D, 09Q) = infzep yeon |¢ — y| from



uy observed on 0Qx |0, T[. However, this information is too rough, in particular, in the case
when a piece of 0D is located near 0{2. Besides, changing the flux f does not yield any effect
on the obtained result.

In what follows, we denote by B,.(y) the open ball centered at the point y € R? with radius
r; X the characteristic function of the set M C R3.

The construction of the heat flux and the corresponding indicator function in the enclosure
method is as follows.
(1) Let p € R? be an arbitrary point. Choose R; in such a way that Q C Bg,(p) and let
Ry > Rq.
(2) Solve

(0 — A)v =0, (z,t) € R3x]0, oo,

v(w,0) = (Rs — & — pl)(By — & — ) X5, (o855, () (@): @ € RP.

Note that the support of the initial data v(x,0) is given by the set Bgr,(p) \ Bg, (p) which is in
the form of a spherical shell.
(3) Define the input heat flux f by the equation

flz,t) =Vou(z,t) - v(z), x€0Q, 0<t<T,
and the indicator function

I(T;Rl,Rg,p):/ (wg — w)Vwg - vdS, >0,
o0

where -
wo(x;7) = / e "v(z,t)dt, =€ R?
0

T
w(;T) :/ e_”u]v(:n,t) dt, x €.
0

Note that the solution v has the form

Vel
(V27t)3 JBg, (p)\Br, (v)

and thus flux f is given explicitly.
The information about the geometry of the unknown inclusion considered in this paper is the
quantity defined by

_le—y|?

e (Rg—ly—p))(Ri—|y—p|)dy, z€R? ¢>0,

v(z,t) =

Rp(p) = sup |z —p|.
xeD

This is the minimum radius of the sphere cenetered at point p and enclosing D. Thus we have
D C BRD(p)(p)'
See Figure 1 for an illustration of the ball Bg, ) (p)-
The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.1. Let p be an arbitrary point in R3. Then, from the asymptotic behaviour of
indicator function I(7; Ry, Ra,p) as T — oo one has the value of Rp(p).

Note that the heat flux f does not contain the parameter 7 which is the independent variable
of the indicator function. Only in the process of the data, in other words, in computing the



o)

Figure 1: An illustration of ball Bg,, ¢ (p)

indicator function after having the observation data one makes variable 7 large. Thus a single set
of input and output data yields one information. This gives a complete answer to the question
raised in [8].
Here we give a short proof of Theorem 2.1 focused on the main point of the idea.
We see that the function wy satisfies
(A = T)wg +v(z,0) = e oz, T), =R (2.1)

Besides, since we have chosen R; in such a way that @ C Bpg, (p), initial data v(z,0) vanishes
for z € Q). Thus one gets

(A = Twy =e " To(x,T), xec.
On the other hand, the function w satisfies

(V -4V — 1w = e Tuy(z,T), x €€,

T
YWVw(z;T) - v(zr) = Vwg(z;7) - v(x) = / e T f(x, t)dt, x € ON.
0
Then, from the previous studies [12, 4], roughly speaking, we see that, as 7 — oo
I(ri Ry, Ro,p) ~ F [ [Vl da,
D

where —/+ should be chosen according to (A.I)/(A.IT). This means that the asymptotic be-
haviour of the indicator function is governed by that of the right-hand side.
From (2.1) together with wy € H'(R?) we see that

w0($§7) ~ woo(iE;T)

Where
wOO(xﬂ ) 1 /3 ’ y’ U(y7 ) Y, T € .

Thus the key point is the choice of v(z,0). Since we have chosen as

v(@,0) = (By — & — p) (B — & — )X By, )\ B, () (@):



the function wgg takes the form
1 e~ VTlz—yl

= — ————— (Ra— [y —p|)(R1 — |y — p|) dy. (2.2)
4w /BRQ ®\Br,(») | =Yl

woo(xsT)

For this we have

Lemma 2.2. We have the expression

_ /7R 8inh V7| — pl

woo(z;7) = H(T; Ry, Ra)e =)

, x € Bg,(p), (2.3)

where the coefficient H(T; Ry, Ra) is independent of = and satisfies
lim (v/7)® H(T; R1, R2) = —R1(Ry — Ry).

T—00

Note that the function
sinh /7 |x — p|
|z —pl
has the unique extension to the whole space as the solution of the modified Helmholtz equation
(A — 7)v = 0. The function above appearing in the right-hand side on (2.3) should be the one
replaced with this extension. Throughout this paper, we always make use of this convention.
For each x € Bg, (p),

R*\ {p} 22—

inf x—yl=Ry—|z—p|
YEBR, (p)\Br, (p) | | | |
This together with (2.2) suggests, by the Laplace method, the asymptotic profile of wgo(x;T)
may take the form e~ V7 (F1=lz=pD) myltiplied by an algebraic power of 7 as 7 — oco. Its precise
expression is given by the formula (2.3).
Now admit Lemma 2.2 and move on. Then, since  C Bg, (p), for x € D we will have, as

T — OO
YVwoo(x;T) ~ rle= VT Rigrle—pl,

This gives
/ \Vwoo(a:;T)lzda: ~ e VTR 2VTRD ()
D

See Lemma 2.4 in [10] for the proof together with its exact meaning. Note that we ignore some
algebraic growing or decaying factor with respec to 7 in the right-hand side and the following
also adopts this rule.

Therefore one gets, as 7 — 0o

I(1; Ry, Ry, p) ~ :F€_2\/;R1 e2VTRD(P)

This yields the extraction formula of Rp(p):

. 1
Jim 7 log |I(1; Ry, R2)| = 2(Rp(p) — R1).
This gives a quantitative information about the geometry of D.
Moreover, we have

0 if T <2(Ry — Rp(p)),
lim V™ TI(; Ry, Ry) =

T—00

Foo if T'>2(R; — Rp(p)) and (A.I)/(AII) is satisfied.



Thus, there exists a positive number 7y such that
e if (A.I) is satisfied, then for all 7 > 7y we have I(7; Ry, R2) < 0,
o if (A.II) is satisfied, then for all 7 > 79 we have I(7; Ry, R2) > 0.

This gives a qualitative target distinction.
These are the proof and exact statement of Theorem 2.1. The proof of Lemma 2.2 is given
in Section 3.

2.1 Comparison

Here we make a comparison of the idea developed in this paper with that of [§8]. In [8], to
generate a suitable heat flux we solve the Cauchy problem for an auxiliary wave equation with
a parameter.

More precisely, given p € R? and > 0, let v = v(x,;7) be the solution of

(0} — 1A =0, reR3 t>0,
v(z,0;7) =0, r € R3,

Oyw(x,0;7) = (n— |z —p|) xB, ), = €R

where 7 is the same positive parameter as above. Note that the propagation speed of the wave
equation grows to infinity as 7 — oo.
Using the solution v = v(z,t; 7), we prescribe the heat flux f given by

flx, ;1) =Vo(a, T —t;7) - v(z), €0, 0<t<T.

The points of this formula consist of two parts:

(i) prescribing the heat flux coming from a wave equation with a parameter over a finite time
interval which goes back to [9];

(ii) the time reversal operation t — T —t is done for the solution in (i) [10].

Comparing with this choice, we see that the heat flux in Theorem 2.1 is naturally con-
structed and thus, to solve an inverse problems for the heat equation we do not make use of any
other auxiliary equation in the time domain. Besides, the heat flux given above depends on a
parameter, thus in this sense, infinitely many heat fluxes are prescribed.

Instead of wg(x;7) we employ the function w*(x;7) defined by

T
w*(x;7) = / e T(x, T —t;7)dt, xcR3.
0
Function w* satisfies

(A —7T)w* + 77 Y ro(x, T;7) — Ow(z, T;7)) =7 e ™ (n — |z —pDxB,m (@), =€ R3.

Comparing this with (2.1), we see that the term involving functions v(x,T;7) and O (z,T;T)
play the role of the initial data v(x,0) appeared in (2.1).
We can see that
w* (x5 1) ~ W (z;7),

where

—VT|z—y|
Wt = o [ S oy Tir) — By TiT) dy, v € R,
i e o]



Then the Huygens principle tells us that
v(z, T;7) = Ow(z, T;7) =0

forz € B zp_,(p) U (R3\ B /zr4,(p)). Thus, this becomes
1 e— VT lz—yl

- _/ T ro(y, T57) — Ow(y, T; 7)) dy, € R3.
AT JB fog i \B rr_y(®) [T =Yl

w*(z;7)
Thus comparing this with (2.2) we will see that function wgyy(x;7) may play the same role of
the function w**(x; 7). In fact, the profile of w** has been given by

ih B
wi(z;7) = H* (1, T,n) e VTWTT=1) W, r € B rr_,(p), (2.4)
where 7 is large in the sense that Q C B 7p_, (p); the coefficient H*(7,T,n) is independent of
x and satisfies
lim (v7)*rH* (3 T,n) = n.

However, for establishing (2.4) we need the detailed knowledge of the solution v(x,t;7) together
with dyv(z,t;7) at t = T and near 9B, 7r_,(p). See Proposition 3.3 in [10] whose proof is based
on Kirchhoff’s formula. Another proof is based on the representation of the Fourier transform
of v(x,T;7) together with dyv(x,T;7) with respect to x. See the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [8].

From these comparison, it is clear that the idea developed in this paper is much simpler
than that of [8, 10] and can be directly applied to various inverse obstacle problems where the
governing equations do not have the time-reversal invariance.

3 Proof of Lemma 2.2

In this section, for simplicity of description, we replace /7 with 7. Let 0 < Ry < Rs and
WS BR1 (p)

First we compute the volume potential
—7lz—y]

_ 1 / e
A7 JBg, (p)\Br, (p) |T — Y|

I(z) (Ro — |y — pl)(R1 — |y — pl) dy.

One can write
I(z) = Ir(z) — LIi(2),

where
M= [ T Ry = p(Fu— sl d
1Z) = —— T 2= |y—p 1— 1Y —Dpl)ay,
Am JBg, ) |z — Yl
hw = [ Ry p(Ba— sl d
2\%) = —— T fu—|y—p 2 — |y —Dpl)ay.
A JBr, ) |2~y
Thus it suffices to compute I;(x) for x € Bg,(p).
Since

(Ry — |y — p|)(R1 — |y — p|]) = RiRa — (Ry + Ra)|y — p| + |y — p?,

one has the expression

I1(z) = RiRyvj(z) — (R1 + Ro)vf (z) + vy (),

Iy(z) = Rlevg(a:) — (Ry + Ry)vi(z) + v3(x),



where

=g g i
vi(r) = — — .
! AT JBg,(p) |7 — Y| yorne

Therefore we have
I(z) = RiRp(v§(z) — vy()) — (B1 + Ro) (v} (2) — v (2)) + (v3(2) — vy(2)).
The previous computation (see Proposition A.1 in Appendix of [10]) gives

(v (x) — vp(2))

l) e—TRl _ <R2 + l) e—TRQ} SiHhT|ZE _p|
T T |z — pl

I
—N
=
_l_

|z — pl

<R1 + l _ <R2 + l) e—’T(RQ—Rl)} e—TRl SiHhT|ZE _p|
T T

) 4 O(e—T(RQ—Rl))} e—TRl SiHhT|JE _p|
|z = p|
)

2 2 2 2 sinh 7|z —
= {(R% + SR+ —2) e T (R% + SRy + —2) e—TRZ} sinh 7z — p|
T T |z —pl

= {(R% + gRl + %) + O(e—T(Rz—R1))} e—Tle
T T |z — pl

and

72 (v3(x) — vy (x))

3R? 6R 6 3RZ2 6R 6 inh 7|z —
:{<R§+71+T—21+—>e—731—<R§+TQ+T—;+—>e—TRz}w

Thus we see that, as 7 — 00

Ri(R1 — R2) — sinh 7|z — p|
7 lz—p|

I(z) ~

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.2.

4 Application to thermoelasticity

In [7] the time domain enclosure method developed in [6] has been applied to an inverse obstacle
problem governed by a classical system in the linear theory of thermoelasticity, see [1] for the
whole knowledge about the system.

It is a coupled system of the elastic wave and heat equations. Needless to say, the system
does not have the time reversal invariance. So it is interesting to consider whether the idea
explained in the former sections can be applied to the inverse obstacle problem or not.



Now let us describe the governing system. In what follows, we assume that Q\ D is connected.
Let 0 <T < oo. Given f = f(z,t) and G = G(,) with (z,t) € 90x 0, T'[, let u = u, (x,1)
and ¥ = 19f7G(x,t) with (z,t) € (2\ D)x]0, T[ denote the solutions of the following initial
boundary value problem

pd2u — pAu — AN+ p)V(V-u) —mVd =0, 2€ Q\D, 0<t<T,

coy¥ — kAY — mbyV - Oyu = 0, re Q\D, 0<t<T,

u(z,0) =0, re Q\D,

dyu(z,0) =0, re Q\D,

¥(z,0) =0, re Q\D, (4.1)
s(u,9)v =0, x € 0D, 0<t<T,

kEVY-v =0, x € 0D, 0<t<T,

s(u, v = G, x € 09, 0<t<T,
—kVY-v=Ff, x € 08, 0<t<T,

where

s(u,9) =2uSym Vu + A(V - u) I3 + mI13.

The constants 0y and m are the reference temperature and stress-temperature modulus of the
body Q \ D, respectively; k the conductivity; A and p are Lamé modulus and shear modulus,
respectively; p and ¢ the density and specific heat. ¥ denotes the temperature difference of the
absolute temperature from the reference temperature 6p; u and s(u, ¥)v the displacement vector
field and the surface traction, respectively.

It is assumed that p, ¢, 8y and k are known positive constants, and m, A and u are known
constants and satisfy m #£ 0, g > 0 and 3A + 2 > 0.

The direct problem has been studied in [2] in a more general setting under the assumption
that both 9Q and dD are smooth. In this section we employ this smoothness assumption.

The inverse obstacle problem considered in [7] is the following.

Problem. Fix a large T' (to be determined later) and a single set of the admissible pair (f, G)
(to be specified later). Assume that set D is unknown. Extract information about the location
and shape of D from the displacement field u, (,t) and temperature difference ¥, (x,1)
given at all z € 9Q and t €]0, T7.

Applying the idea in [6] to the system (4.1), we have obtained an extraction formula of the
distance of D to an arbitrary fixed point outside €2. Here we apply the present method which
enables us to extract the value of Rp(p) for an arbitrary fixed point p in the whole space.

Let Ry and Ry be the same as those in the preceeding sections. Given an arbitrary unit



vector a, let ® solve

(pd} — uA)® = 0, reR3 0<t<T,
®(z,0) =0, z € R3, (4.2)

08 (,0) = (By — |v — pI)2(Rz — 2 — )X, o\, (@)t @ € RE.

Define
v, =V x ®. (4.3)

Since we have V - vy = 0, we see that the pair (v, ©) given by (vs,0) satisfies

pdiv — pAv — A+ p)V(V-v) —mVO =0, z€ R?, 0<t<T,
c0;© — kAO — mbyV - v =0, zre R3, 0<t<T,
v(z,0) =0, r € R3,
O (z,0) = V x ;®(x,0), r € R3,
O(z,0) = 0, z € R,

The input data G and f in (4.1) is given by

G(z,t) = s(vs,0)(z,t)v(z), €0, 0<t<T,
(4.4)
f(z,t) =0, red), 0<t<T.

We compute the indicator function I'(7;vs,0) defined by (1.6) in [7] for the solution w of
(4.1) with f and G given by (4.4):

Il(T;vs,O) = / s(wo, 0)v - (w — wy) dS,
o0

where

T
w(z;7) = / e Tu(x, t)dt, xe€Q\D,
0

T
wo(z;T) :/ e Tvg(x, t)dt, x € R3.
0
Then, from the asymptotic behaviour of indicator function I'(7;v,,0) as 7 — oo, one obtains
the value of Rp(p) at an arbitrary point p € R3. More precisely, we have

Theorem 4.1. Let 0 < Ry < Ry and Q C Bpg, (p).
(i) Let T satisfy

7>\ [2 (R = Roo) + Ra(p) ~ Folp) (45)
Then, there exists a positive number 1o such that I'(7;v4,0) > 0 for all T > 79, and we have
lim > log I' (705, 0) = —2\ﬁ(31 — Ro(p)). (4.6)

T—00 T ’ ’ M
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(ii) We have

o if 7> 2 (1 - Ro),
lim e™ T (7;v,,0) = (4.7)

0 ifT< 2@(1%1 ~ Rp()).

Three remarks are in order.
(a) The quantity of the right-hand side on (4.5) can be viewed intuitively as being almost
equal to a travel time of the signal with the speed \/u/p passing through

OBpR, (p) — 0D — 9.

For example, consider the case when D = B, (,)(p) and Q = Bg,;,)(p)-
(b) Condition (4.5) depends on the size of Rp(p) which should be unknown. Since

R1 — Rp(p) + Ra(p) — Rp(p) < R1 + Ra(p),

we see that if the time T satisfies

T> \/§<Rl 1 Ralp)),

then (4.5) is satisfied with the 7. Since R, satisfies Q C Bpg, (p), the minimum choice of R; is
R; = Rq(p). Thus, we have the formula (4.6) under the condition

T> 2\/§Rg<p),

which is independent of unknown Rp(p).
(c) Note that we have

W%af%@m¢%m—m@+%@—m@>

since Ry > Rq(p). Thus theoretically (i) is better than (ii) since wo do not need to make use of
the observation data beyond the time 2+/p/u (R1 — Rp(p)).
In the next subsection we give a proof of Theorem 4.1.

4.1 Proof of Theorem 4.1

We set R = w — wg and X = = — =, where

(1]

T
(z;7) = / e "z, t)dt, x¢€Q\D,
0

T
Eo(x;T) = / e TO(z,t)dt, =€ R3.
0
Note that Z¢(z;7) = 0 since O(x,t) = 0.
It follows from (4.3) that V - wy = 0. Applying this together with ©® = 0 to the equation
(2.17) in [7] and noting the bounds

[0cu(-, D)l 20y + lw( Dl 20y + IV - uls, D)l 205y < 00,

11



0cvs (-, T)llz2(0) + lvs(+, T)ll2@) < 00,
[9(-, T)”p(g\ﬁ) < 00,

we have the expression

I'1v,,0) =J(r)+ (E(r)+ 1 e(r)
( b7 > (4.8)

+0(e™ ™" (HWOHLZ(Q) + ”RHL2(Q\§) + ”EHL2(Q\5) ))’

I = [

E(r) = / _(20Sym VR? + AV - R + p*|R[?) do.
o\D

where
(2M\Sym Vawo|? + p7'2\w0]2) dz,

S

e(r) :/ _ (KIVEP + er[2?) da.
oD
Since we have

)_\/ﬁT

E

1 1/2
HEHL2(Q\B) > \/E ‘\/%\/?e T )

1
[ IRl o) < —— B()'/2,

we obtain

171 0o 1 1
1Rl p20\5) + IEl 2205 = 5 (p— + _) t3 (E(T) + —6(7)> :

T2 ¢

Thus, equation (4.8) becomes

I'(riv,0) = J() +(1+0(e™) () + 7 o(n) + Ol Mlwoliz).  (49)

By Proposition 2.4 in [7], we have

B(r) + 5 —elr) = O3 (r) + 7277),

Thus it follows from this and (4.9) that, for all 7 > 75 >> 1,
I'(305,0) 2 J(7) + O™ [lwoll £2(0) (4.10)

and
I'(71;v,0) = O(r2J (1) + 72 2T 4 e—TTHwOHLz(Q)). (4.11)

Thus, everything is reduced to obtaining the upper and lower bounds for J(7) and upper bound
for HwOHL2(Q).
Let wgg = wyo(-;7) € HY(R?) solve

(nA — pm°)wyo + pdyvs(2,0) =0, z € R3, (4.12)

12



We have the expression

(2:7) V 1 e~ TV P/ ulz—yl
walwi) =25 [ L [ el
AT JBp, 0)\Bry ) 17—

0 ®(y,0) dy } . (4.13)
Since the function wy satisfies the equation
(nA — pr2)wo + pdywg(x,0) = pe L (Owy(z,T) + Tvs(x,T)), =€ R3,
it follows from this together with (4.12) that we have
wo(-;7) = weo(-;7) + e e,
where the function €g( -, 7) satisfies, as 7 — o0,
7||€sl| L2 ms) + [ Vsl 2msy = O(1).
Thus, one gets

lwollr2(0) < lwsollrz@) + O(r e ™)

J(1) = prellwsolZzp) + Oe™*™),

J(7) = O(|[Vwsol|22(py + 7 |wsol 72y + 7).
Applying these to (4.10) and (4.11), we obtain
1(r10,,0) = pr2[wso 2 ) + Ol llwso | 2(ey) + O(e~>T) (4.14)
and

I (7305,0) = O(7?||[Vwso | 12y + T lwsollF2 oy + 727> + e lwallz2i)-  (4.15)
Lemma 4.2. We have, for all x € Bg,(p),

W/ o7l —
wso(x;T)ZﬁM(T\/P/M;RlyRﬁ ALY (Sm TVp/pl p') a,

|z — p|

where the coefficient M (7+/p/u; R1, R2) is independent of x and satifies
lim 7™ M(1; R1, Ry) = 2R1 (R — Ry)%.

Since Q C Bpg,(p)(p), from Lemma 4.2 we have immediately the following estimate:

lwsoll 2y = O e VolRUFnElervoln(Ralr)=Ro))) (4.16)
and thus
T [ wso| 20y = 0(7—_36_7\/P/_H(R1—RD(P))E_T{T_\/P/_ﬂ(RQ(p)—RD(p))})
or
62T\/p/_u(R1—RD(p))e—TT”wso”LQ(Q) :O(T—Ser\/p/_u( ~Rp(p) o=m{T—+/p/1 (Ra(p) p(®)})

= O(r 3¢ TT=Vr/n(Fa=Ep(p)+Ra(p)=Rp @)}y
(4.17)
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On D we have also
IV w0ll3a ) + Tl 3 p) = O e~ 2r Vol =Ro@)), (4.18)

On the other hand, the lower estimate of ||wso| z2(p) is not so trivial.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that 0D is C%. Then there exist positive numbers 19, C' and nonnegative
number « such that, for all T >

720,271/ p/p (R1—Rp(p)) ”wso”%Q(D) > C.

From (4.14), (4.17) and Lemma 4.3 we obtain

AT RO [0, 0) > pr2 20 2 VIR0 a2,
+O(e2mVP/u(Ri=Rp () e T lwsol r2(0))
+O(6—TT6—T{T—2\/0/_M(R1—RD(p))})

> pri2eC

+O(T—36—T{T—\/p/u (Rl—RD(p)+RQ(p)_RD(p))})

+0(e" e T=2Vp/uFa=Rp®)}y
Thus, if T satisfies (4.5), then T' > 2\/p/u(R1 — Rp(p)) and one gets

lim inf 2~ 22T VPRI RO @) [ (7 9,,0) > 0. (4.19)

Besides, from (4.15), (4.17) and (4.18) we obtain

ATVPIMEA=Ro ) [V (7 g9, 0) = O(772 4 72 27 (T=V p/u(Fa—Rp(P)))

+O(T—3e—r{T—\/p/u (Ri—Rp(p)+Ra(p)—Rp (p))}).

Thus if T satisfies
7> 2 (R~ Ro(9) + Ralo) ~ Ro(w)).
then we obtain

lim sup 72e?7V A/ HE=Ep @) 11 (7.4 0) < 0. (4.20)

T—00

Now Theorem 4.1 (i) is a direct consequence of (4.19) and (4.20).
Next we give a proof of (4.7). From (4.14), (4.16) and Lemma 4.3 we have

s (T; Vs, 0) > p 07—2—2067{T—2\/P/_H(R1—RD (P)}
+O(r 37TV PIMEr=RaP)y L O(e~TT).
Thus if T > 2+/p/p(R1 — Rp(p)), then we have

Jim eI I (7505, 0) = o0.
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From (4.15), (4.16) and (4.18), we obtain

eTTll(T; vs,0) = O(T—2eT{T—2\/p/u(Rl—RD(p))}e—T\/p/u(Rl—RD(p))) + O(T2€_TT)

+0O(r e TV P/ —Ra(P)))

Thus, if T' < 2+/p/u(R1 — Rp(p)), then we have

lim e™ T (r;v,,0) = 0.
T—00

This completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

The proofs of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 are given in Sections 5 and 6, respectively.

5 Proof of Lemma 4.2

We derive a recurrence formula for the sequence of the integrals
e Tlz—yl
wie) = [ by, ze B,
where B = {y € R?||y| < n}, withn > 0and j = —1,0,1,2,---.
Proposition 5.1. Let j > 1. We have

i(J+1 4 ; |+ 1 C o
vj(x) = %vj_g(w) + {]w\”l - (7] + 72 ) e " smhﬂw\} .

x| 72

Proof. By (A.1) in [10], we have
27
vj(z) = WKJ'(W%

where

17 .
K;(§) :/0 (e_T|f_7’\ — e—T(£+r))TJ+1 dr.

Thus, it suffices to prove that

Kj(¢) = 3+ 1)Kj_z(£) 42 {5’“ - (n + #) nle ™ sinth} .

72 T

First write

¢ n .
Kj(g) = 26_75/ It ginh 7 dr + 2sinh Tf/ ritle=TT dr.
3

0
Integration by parts yields

K;(€)
= ZGT_T& {§j+1 cosh7é — (j+ 1) /05 7 coshTrdr}
+2SinTh 7 {§j+1e—75 e 4 (1) /n rie=™ dr
3
- %(gj“ — i tle ™ sinh 7€) + 2(jj 1)Lj(£)7

15
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where

£ no.
Li(&) = —e_T§/ r/ cosh 77 dr + sinh T{/ rle” " dr.
0 3

Integration by parts yields
L;(¢)

e e

. g .
=— <§J sinh 7¢ — j/ r?~Lsinh r dr)
T 0

_sinh7¢ (nje—m e /" - dT)
T ¢

j .
= = sinh 7€ + in_g.
T 2T

Substituting this into (5.3), we obtain (5.2).
O

Next we compute
1 e_T‘w_y‘
Ja::—/ ——— (Ri—ly—p)*(Re— |y —pl)’dy, x€ B,
@ =35 f, o Ty o= 2D~y )

where B; = Bpg,(p). We have
J(x) = Jo(x) = Ji(x),

where

1 e~ Tlz=yl ‘
Ji(w)z—/ ——— (Ri—ly—p|)*(Ra — ly — p|)*dy, i=1,2.
47 B; |3j - y|

Set

; 1 e—'r\x—y‘ j d - . 19
. = — _— —_ s = s 7= y L
vil) = - /B Py ly—pldy, j

One has the expression

Ji(z) = (Rle)Qvf)(a;) —2R1Ry(Ry + Rg)?}i

+{(Ry + Ra)? + 2R Ry } vl — 2(Ry + Ro)v} + o},
Thus one gets

J(x) = (RiR2)*(v§(w) —vg(2)) — 2R1 Ro(Ry + Rp)(vi(x) — vi())
+{(R1 + Ra)? + 2R Ry } (13(2) — v} (2))

~2(Ry + Ra)(v3(2) — v3(2)) + (vi(2) — vi(@)).

16



Here from (5.1) we have

T2 (v3(x) —v3(2)) = 12(vf(2) — vi(x))

4 4 inh
— { <R2 + _> R%G_TRQ _ <R1 + _> R‘I)E_TRl} M
T T ||

+ { <R1 + é) Ril” + O(e—T(Rz—R1))} e_Tle
" o]

(s Dy mierre (4 ) g} o

||

+ { <R1 + §> R+ O(e_T(RZ_Rl))} e‘TRlM.
T ]

In the proof of Lemma 2.2 we have already shown that

_ R, Sinh 7|z —p
|z = pl

9

P(uf@) — o)) = (1 4+ + 0T )

_ R, Sinh 7|z —p
|z = p|

)

P(3) — k@) = (B + 281+ 5+ o) ) ¢

3R? 6R; 6 R
72 (v3(x) — vy(2)) = (R‘I’ + 71 + 5+ 3 +0( (R R1>)> e

g, Sinh 7|z — p|
|z = pl

From these we obtain

J(x) = (RiR)*(v§(x) — vp(x)) — 2R Ra(Ra + Ra)(vi () — i (x))
+{(R1 + Ra)? + 2R Ry } (13(2) — v} ()
—2(R1 + Ry)(v3 () — v3(2)) + (vi () — vi(2))
= M(7; Ry, Ry)e

where

M(T;R1,Ry) = A(Ry, Ro)7 2+ B(Ry,Ry)7 3 + C(Ry,Ry)T 1+ O(r7°),
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A(Ry, Ro)
= R} {1} — 2Ra(Ry + Ro) + (Ry + Rp)? + 2R Ry — 2Ry + Rp) Ry + RY)
= R}{R% — 2R3 + (Ry + R2)® — 2(Ry + R2)R, + R}}
= RI(—B3 + )

=0,
B(R1, R2)

= R}{ R} — 4Ro(R1 + Ry) + 3(Ry + R2)* + 6R1 Ry — 8(Ry + Ro) Ry + 5RY
= R} {R} — 4R} + 2R\ Ry + 3(R1 + R>)? — 8RyRy — 3R} }
= R?(—3R32 — 6R1Ry 4+ 6R1 Ry + 3R3)
=0
and
C(Ry1, Ry)
= —4R1Ry(Ry + Ry) + 6R1{(Ry + Ry)*> + 2R Ry} — 24(R; + Ro) R 4 20R3
= (R1+ Ry) {6R1(By + Ry) — 4Ry Ry — 243} + 12R3R, + 20R}
= Ri(Ry + Ro) {6(R; + Ry) — 4Ry — 24R1} + 4R%(3Ry + 5R))
= 2R (R + Ro)(R2 — 9Ry) + 4R} (3R> + 5Ry)
= 2R, {(R1 + Ry)(R2 — 9R1) + 2R, (3Ry + 5R1)}
= 2R1(R1Ry — 9R} + R3 — 9R Ry + 6R Ry + 10R?)

= 2R (R; — Ry)>.

Thus, one gets
lim T4M(T;R1,R2) =2Ry(R; — R2)2.

T—00

From these together with the third equation on (4.2) and (4.13) we obtain the desired
conclusion.

6 Proof of Lemma 4.3

Choose a point ¢ € 9D such that |¢ — p| = Rp(p). We have v(q) = ﬁ. Since 4D is C?, one
can find an open ball B = Bs(q — dv(q)) with a small 6 > 0 such that B C D, 90BN JD = {q},

Rp(p) = Rp(p) and p € R?\ B. Note that the center point ¢ — dv(q) is on the segment [p, q].
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Since we have ||wsollr2(p) > [|wsollz2(B), it suffices to prove Lemma 4.3 in the case when D
is replaced with the B. To this end, let 0 < ¢’ < ¢ and B' = Bg, ()—s (p). We parametrize the

set B\ B' by using the polar coordinates centered at p. Let w € S? and Rp(p)—& < r < Rp(p).
The point z(r,w) = p + rw belongs to set B\ B’ if and only if 2(r,w) € B, that is

|z(r,w) — (¢ — dv(q))| < 0.

Since ¢ = p + Rp(p)v(q), this is equivalent to the inequality

r+ (Rp(p) = 6> =9

w-vla) > = R = 8

Thus, we have the expression

B\ B' = Ug, )5 <r<rp(p) S,

where

S(r) = {w652|w-y(q) > 7’2+(RD(”)_5)2_52}.

2r(Rp(p) —9)
Next we parametrize the surface S(r) in the following way.
Let 6 = 6(r) €]0, 5[ denote the unique solution of the equation

r? + (Rp(p) —6)* =&
2r(Rp(p) —9o)

Choose two linearly independent vectors b and ¢ in such a way that b-¢ =0 and b x ¢ = v(q).
Let Rp(p) — 0’ <r < Rp(p), 0 < s <rsinf(r), 0 < ¢ <27 and 0 < h. Set

cosf = (6.1)

Y(r,s,¢) =p+rv(q) + s(cos pb + sin pc) — hv(q).
Here, the h is unknown and determined by the equation
X (r,s,¢) —pl =7
Solving this equation and choosing the smaller one, we have
h=r— m

Thus we have

Y(r,s,¢) =p+ Vr2— s2v(q) + s(cos ¢pb + sin ¢c)

and using this, we have the expression
Sr)\{p+rv(g)} ={Y(r,s,¢)|0 < s <rsinf(r),0 < ¢ < 2r}.
Define
G={(r,s,¢)| Rp(p) =8 <7 < Rp(p), 0 < s<rsinf(r),0 < ¢ < 2r}.

We see that the map
T:G 3 (rs.¢) > T(rs,¢) € (B\B)\Z

is bijective, where

7 = {p+ V12 —s2u(q) +sb|,Rp(p) =& <r < Rp(p), 0 < s < rsin@(r)}.
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Note that the Lebesgue measure of Z is zero.
We have

Y'(r,s,¢) = ( ﬁ”(@ —\/%V

and thus
ST

det Y'(r,s,¢) = >

r2 — s2

Here we have

<sinh7\x—p\> < cosh 7|z — p| sinhﬂaz—p\) x—p
V(m/—/—"" ) xa=(r - 5
|z — p| |z — pl |z — pl

X a.
|z — pl

Let 2 € B\ B'. Since we have Rp(p) — &' < |z — p| < Rp(p), one gets

T|T—
> Cre’l* 77l

cosh7|x —p| sinh7|z — p| }
|z —pl |z — p|?

where C is a positive number being independent of 7 >> 1 and x. Thus one has

inh _ 2 _ 2
/ v (W) wal de> e / Ll i
B |z — pl (B\B)\Z |z —pl
Now we compute the integral
x—0p 2
I(T) E/ ., e?rlz=l x a| dx.
(B\B")\Z |z = pl

The change of variables x = Y(r, s, ¢) yields

Rp(p) rsin O(r) 2T
I(r) = / i dr/o ds d(b;ir_ewr_z [(Y(r,5,6) —p) x al”.

0 Vr2 — s?

Rp(p)—0d’

Since we have

(Y(r,s,¢0) —p) X a=Vr?2—s2v(q) xa+scospbx a+ssinge x a,

one gets

27
| 100500 p) x af*do

2m 2m
=27(r? — 5%)|v(q) x a|* + 32/ cos® ¢ dolb x al* + 32/ sin? ¢ do|c x al?
0 0

= 27(r? — s%)|v(q) x af* + 7s*(|b x a|* + | x a?).
Thus we obtain

Rp(p) rsin 0(r) r2 2
I(t) = 271/ dr/ ds YT 5" o v
0

2
R (p)-5 r () xal

Rp(p) rsin6(r) $3 ) ) )
—|—7T/ dr/ ds————=¢e""(|b x a|” + |c x a|?).
Rp(p)—5' 0 rv/r? — s2

20
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Here we have

rsin0(r) 3
/ sV =2 ds = (1 - cos*0(r),
0

rsind(r) s3 3 1 3
/ ————ds=r {(1—0050(7‘))——(1—005 9(7"))}
0 2 _ g2 3

From (6.1) we have

_ (Rp(p) ~)(r — Ro(p) +20)

1 —cosf(r) 57 (Rp(p) = 0)

25 — &)
2Rp(p)(Rp(p) — 9)

= C'(Rp(p) — )

> (Rp(p) =)

and )
(1 —cosf(r)) — 5(1 —cos®O(r))

= (1 —cosf(r)) {1 - é(l + cos (1) + cos? 9(7"))}

= %(1 — cos 0(7“))2(2 + cos6(r))

2(C")?
> 2 (Rp) - 12
From these we obtain
Ep(p) 27r 2
1) 21 [ (Ro(p)~ ) drlwlq)  al
Rp(p)—0d’

Rp(p) 9 9 9 9
+C2/ (Rp(p) —r)?e“ ™ dr(|b x a|* + |e x al?).
Rp(p)—d’

We see that, as 7 — o
Rp(p) R j 2 g e27Rp(p) oo jo-2r g
—r)e re~ ————— rle r.
/Rp(p)—5'( p(p) =7) (AR /0

Thus, we conclude that:
o if (q) x @ # 0, then liminf e 2()[(7) > 0,

o if (q) x @ =0, then liminf e =272 ()[(7) > 0.

From these together with (6.2) and Lemma 4.2 and replacing 7 with 7+/p/u, we finally obtain:
e if v(q) X a # 0, then

th},i;%f 27 /p/M(Rl—RD(p))HwSOH%Z(B) > 0,
e if v(q) x a =0, then

thl)ioI.}f TeQT\/p/M(Rl—RD(p))”wso”%Q(B) > 0.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.3.
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7 Further problems and possible applications

Everything is reduced to realizing or prescribing the desired input heat flux f on the surface of
the body, which has the form

flz,t) =Vou(z,t) - v(z), x€0Q, 0<t<T,

where
oot = —— [ e~ (By — Iy — pl)(Ry — [y — pl) dy, s €RP, ¢>0
) = T /a3 2 — - 1— - ) ) .
(V27t )3 JBR, (»)\Br, (»)

How to realize such heat flux will be the next technical problem. A possible way is a combination
of an approximation of the Neumann-to-Dirichlet map (for the heat equation) and the principle
of the superposition like a phased array system.

The Bg,(p) \ Br,(p) has a shell-type geometry. How about the case when Bg,(p) \ Br, (p)
is replaced with a solid torus or ellipsoid?

Needless to say, the idea of using the shell-type initial data can be applied also to the inverse
boundary value problem governed by the wave equation as considered in [6, 10].

Apply the idea to a dissipative medium as considered in [5], viscoelastic medium in [11], etc.
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