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ABSTRACT. The purpose of this article is to extend the uniqueness results for the two dimen-
sional Calderén problem to unbounded potentials on general geometric settings. We prove
that the Cauchy data sets for Schrédinger equations uniquely determines potentials in L
for p > 4/3. In doing so, we first recover singularities of the potential, from which point a
L?-based method of stationary phase can be applied. Both steps are done via constructions
of complex geometric optic solutions and Carleman estimates.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with smooth boundary 0Mj, and dimension
n > 2. Suppose that V is a function in LP(Mj) for p > 1, and that 0 is not a Dirichlet eigenvalue
of Ay +V, then the famous Calderén problem for the Schrédinger equation

{(Ag +V)u=0 in Mo,

(1.1) u=f on My

asks whether or not the Dirichlet-Neumann map
A {H1/2(6M0) — H'2(0My),
f e Ovuy long

uniquely determines the potential V', where v is the outward pointing unit normal vector
field on OMj and uy solves (LI)) with Dirichlet condition f. If My = € is a bounded domain
in R" with the Euclidean metric, n > 3 and V € C>(Q), then the pioneering breakthrough
accomplished in [I4] by J. Sylvester and G. Uhlmann using the method of Complex Geometric
Optic (CGO) solutions gave the positive answer. Since them, a considerable number of results
towards this direction have appeared in the literature, with the method of CGO solutions
becoming a standard tool in the subject. For dimension n > 3, D. Dos Santos Ferreira, C.E.
Kenig, M. Salo and G. Uhlmann in [7] solved the Calderén problem with smooth potentials on
certain admissible Riemannian manifolds which have at least one Euclidean direction. In the
LP framework, S. Chanillo solved the Calderén problem for V € L™? on Euclidean bounded
domains in [4] and Ferreira-Kenig-Salo on admissible manifolds in [6]. One could also consider
the much related partial data problem, where one makes measurement on a specific open
subset I' C 9Mj instead of the entire boundary. All of the results mentioned above have their
partial data counterparts, see [11], 5] [16].

It is known that the two dimensional case is formally determined and thus notably difficult,
with the first uniqueness result by A. Nachman in [12] for a bounded domain @ C C. For
a potential V' € W2P(Q), p > 2, the successful implementation of CGO solutions was due
to Bukgheim in [I]. This was improved to V € LP(Q) for p > 2 in [2] by E. Blasten, O.Y.
Imanuvilov and M. Yamamoto, and later on E. Blasten, L. Tzou and J.-N. Wang in [3] did the

case of V'€ LP(Q) for p > 4/3. Not as much is known if M is a compact Riemann surface with
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smooth boundary. In this case, L. Tzou and C. Guillarou in [I8] extended Bukgheim’s method
to solve the Calderén problem for a potential V' € W?2P(My) with p > 2 and partial data.
However, their proof relied critically on the fact that V is continuous. For the partial data
problem in Euclidean geometry, O.Y. Imanuvilov, G. Uhlmann and M. Yamamoto obtained
this result for V€ W2P(Q), p > 2 in [9} [10].

To this day there has not been any work in establishing uniqueness for the Calderén problem
on compact Riemann surfaces with smooth boundaries for unbounded potentials. Since the
direct problem for the Schrodinger equation is well-posed for all V' € LP(My), p > 1, it is
reasonable to ask whether the inverse problem can be solved in this range as well. In this
paper we take care of the cases for p > 4/3. It remains an interesting question to fill the gap
for p € ]1,4/3]. Our main result, formulated in terms of the graph of the Dirichlet-Neumann
map, is thus the following;:

Theorem 1.1. Let (My,g) be a compact Riemann surface with smooth boundary OMy. As-
sume that Vi and Vo are two complex valued functions in LP(My) for p > 4/3, such that their
corresponding Cauchy data sets

Cj d_6f {(ulaMo 9 vU o1, )/ u€ Hl(MO)v (Ag + V)u =0}

c HY?(0My) x H™Y2(0My), j=1,2
satisfy C1 = Co, then Vi = V.

To prove Theorem [[T] we will extend the strategy of [3] which follows the philosophy of
Bukgheim. There it was important to know a priori that the difference V; — V5 already lives
in L2(Mp) in order to apply a generalised method of stationary phase. Hence we also prove
the following

Theorem 1.2. Let (My,g) be a compact Riemann surface with smooth boundary OMy. As-
sume that Vi and Vs are two complex valued functions in LP(My) for p > 4/3 such that
C1 = Co, then Vi — Vs is in L%(My).

Prior to the work of Nachman, Z. Sun and G. Uhlmann in their work [I5] proved various
versions of Theorem [[.2lon Euclidean geometry using the methods of higher dimensions. Later
in [13], V.S. Serov and L. Péivérinta made improvements and established statements which
are parallel to ours. In either cases, the methods of proof in these works relied on tools which
had no obvious analogy for general geometries. Our proof of Theorem demonstrates how
the idea of Bukgheim can be adapted to obtain the same result on a Riemann surface with
smooth boundary.

2. INHOMOGENOUS CAUCHY-RIEMANN PROBLEMS

In this section we discuss solutions of the inhomogenous Cauchy-Riemann equation du = f
which will be important in the process of constructing Green’s operators to various conjugated
operators.

2.1. Riemann Surfaces. We begin by establishing some notations on Riemann surfaces. If
My is a compact Riemann surface with smooth boundary, then we can identify it as the closure
of a bounded subset contained in a larger compact Riemann surface M with interior M and
boundary M. The Hodge star operator x acts on the cotangent bundle T*M with eigenvalues
1, —% and their respective eigenspaces Tl* oM and TO* 1 M. In a holomorphic coordinate z = z+iy
one has 17 M = Cdz and Tg M = Cdz where dz = dx + idy and dz = dz — idy and the
complex1ﬁed cotangent bundle admits the splitting CT*M = T{,M & 15, M. This splitting
induces the natural projections w19 : CT*M — TyyM and 7 : CT*M — 15 M. We then

define the Cauchy-Riemann operators as df = w1 odf and 0f = mo 1df for f € C°°(M). If we let
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A¥ M denote the real bundle of k-forms on M and CA*M be its complexfied bundle, then 9 and
0 also extend to CA'M — CA?M by setting 0(o1,0+00,1) = dop,1 and 5(01,0 +001) = doy if
01,0 € Ti oM and o1 € T 57 1 M. They satisfy d = 0+ 0 and are expressed in local coordinates
as Of = 0,fdz and Of = 0z fdz for 0, = 271(0, — i0y) and 0z = 2710, + i0,) on functions,
as well as d(udz + vdz) = d,vdz A dz and O(udz + vdz) = dszudz A dz for forms. The formal
adjoints of @ and O are defined by 9* = — %« 0% and 0 = — % O%. The Laplacian is defined
by Ayf = 20*0 = 20*9. In local coordinates z we write dzdz to denote the flat volume form
~Lidz A dz. If M has metric g then we let dv, be the volume form of M with respect to g.

2.2. Inverting the 0 Operator. In this subsection we recall some facts regarding the inho-
mogenous 0 equations. For every k € N and p € ]1, 0], it was proved in Proposition 2.3 of
[17] that there exists a bounded operator

(2.1) T WhP(M; T M) — WEHLP (M)

such that 0T = Id. By adapting to the definition of 9*, we can also extend (ZII) to obtain
bounded right inverses of

(2.2) 0 WFHLP(ML TS M) — WRP(M) and 0 : WFHYP(M; T M) — WHP(M; A2 M)
by setting respectively

23 T* : WhP(M) — WFHYP (M T3 M)« f — 20Gf, and
2.3 .
T WEP(M; A2 M) — WFTSP (M T M) 2 0 — —x T %o

where G : WEP(M) — WF+T2P(M) by elliptic regularity is the Dirichlet Green’s operator for
the Laplacian on M. As it is the usual convention, we adopt the same notations 0 and T for
mappings between forms of various orders since they will be obvious from the contexts. The
operators T and T* are to be understood as the complex conjugates of T and T* respectively.

Moreover, since 20*0G = Id and 0* : W*+Lp(M; Tt oM) — WHP(M) satisfies 0* = — x O
for 0 : Wk+Lr(Ar; Tt M) — WHP(M; A2M), we have that 0*T* = Id and 0T = Id in (Z3)
as well. We remark that despite the notations, with our constructions the operators T and T*
in general are not adjoints of one another.

On a bounded domain Q C C, the operator 7" in (Z.1)) has a well-known local analogy given
by the operator R, which is bounded on W*?(Q) — W*+LP(Q) and defined by

(2.4) d_ef 1 /f dC/\d(

27

Y

and in local coordinates (2.4]) solves 9z R = Id. It is obvious that R can naturally be extended
to WhP(Q; 15,9) — WHHLP(Q) via identification of W*P(Q) with WP (Q; 15192). As before,
we let R denote the complex conjugate of R.

The following results were proved in Section 2 of [19].

Lemma 2.1. Let x and X' be smooth cut-off functions on M. Assume that x is supported
on a holomorphic chart Q C M and X' supported on a small open neighbourhood of Q0 and
identically 1 on the support of x, then there exists integral operators

K : WrP(M; T M) — C°(M) and L: WFP(M) — C™(M;T5, M)
respectively with smooth kernels on M? such that
(2.5) T(xo) = X'R(x0) + K(xo) and T*(xf) = X'R(lg|"*xf)dz + L(lg|'/*x[)

for all o € WhP(M; T M) and f € WHP(M).
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In particular, suppose that {;};>0 is a finite collection of holomorphic charts in M. Let
{Xx;}i>0 be a partition of unity subordinate to {£2;};>0 such that for every j > 0, we can
choose smooth cut-off function X;' that is identically 1 on the support of x;. We have by (2.5
that

(26) To=> XjR(x;o)+ Kj(x;o) and T*f = x;R(lg;|"*x; f)dz + L;(|g;|"*x; )
>0 >0

for all o € WkP(M; T5,M) and f € WFP(M) whose supports are contained in Ujso >
where {K};>0 and {L;};>0 are operators with smooth kernels.

2.3. Special Holomorphic Amplitudes. To solve the inverse problem, we will also be
required to consider special holomorphic functions as well as 1-forms on M parametrised by
an auxiliary variable.

Let us introduce some important constructions which will be used throughout this paper.
Suppose that pg is an arbitrary point in My. By the result in [§], there exists a holomorphic
function ® : M — C which can be extended to a larger open Riemann surface M’ containing
M with non-vanishing derivative on M’ and remains holomorphic there. Without loss of
generality we may assume that <I>(p0) = 0. Thus by the inverse function theorem, for r > 0
we can choose small neighbourhoods Qo C QO C M such that ® : Qy — D, and @ : Q’ — Do,
are biholomorphic maps, where D, C C is the disk with radius r centred at the origin.

By compactness we now find finitely many distinct points {pg, p1, -- ﬁN} C My which form
the preimage of <I>|M under 0, then there exists subsets {Qj }1<jr<n, {Q H<jr<n in M such

that p; € Q i and Q C Q’ Moreover, we can choose them to be such that

U Q N My = (I)\MlO(D")’ D Qj/ — D, is biholomorphic, and
1<j’<N
U @nm=2!

s (Do), @: Q;, — Do, is biholomorphic, 0 < j' < N.
1<j/<N ’

Thus {Q; }0<]r<N,{Q’ }o<j<n define holomorphic charts on M. Let {X;, X} }o<j<n be
smooth cut-off functions such that Q C Suppx;, Q C Suppx , and X7, X J/ are identi-
cally 1 on these sets. Without loss of generahty7 we can choose X 7 to be supported in a chart
on which ® remains biholomorphic and )Z;, and is identically 1 on the support of x ;. In par-
ticular, for every 1 < 5/ < N we assume that Supp )2;», contains no other point p € M such
that ®(p) € Dy,.

We now construct our special holomorphic amplitudes. For convenient we will often employ
the notation Qy = Q.

Lemma 2.2. Let py be an arbitrary point in My for which ®(pg) = 0. Suppose that Qy C M
is_a neighbourhood of py such that ® : Qo — D, is biholomorphic for some r > 0. Let
{Q;,,Xj/,i;,}ogj/gv be the holomorphic charts chosen above with coordinates {zj }o<ji<n,
then the followings are true:

- For every py € Q{) there exists a smooth function a(p;pg) in p € M such that the
function defined by

(2.7) apip0) & %) + (@(p) — (p0))(p; po)

is holomorphic on M x Q.



- For every py € Q{) there exists smooth (1,0)-forms Bj/(p; po) inp € M such that the
forms defined by

(2.8) b (pip0) % X (p)dzy + (@(p) — D(po))by (Bipo), 0<F <N

are holomorphic on M. Moreover, on every holomorphic chart 2 of M, the coefficients
of bjr are holomorphic on § x €Y.

Proof. For every py € Qf we let N(po) be the finite set of points p € M such that ®(p) = ®(po)
by compactness, then on M\ N (pg) we can carry out the following calculations

W) B s X0\ G r)y)
%35 ~om)) ~ 5 —a0g ™ (50 -50) = B -0y

Suppose that ®(p) = ®(py), then by construction we must have either p € Q}, for some 0 <

(2.9)

j" < N, or pis contained in sets away from the supports of X/, for all j'. Since 05X, 0X, vanish
identically on all such sets, the terms in (2.9]) extend respectively to a smooth holomorphic
1-form and a 2-form on M via extension by zero. Thanks to the existence in (2.1]) and (2.3)),
we can choose @ and b by

def = =

_ (' . def = = ( Xy(P)dz,
(2.10) a(p;po) = Ty Oy Xo(P') > £ (@J—])

———— ) and by (p;pg) = 10y
(@) ~ag) 4 b0 = Tl (g7
By the smoothness of (2.9)) and the boundedness of T and T we deduce that both a(-;pg) and
b(-;po) are smooth for every py € €. Therefore, the prescriptions

(2.11)

olpizn) = (@(0) ~ 20) (5 LE— — i) = Do) — (B(6) — Blpu))alpipo). and
N/-/ dz; ~ ~
bj/(p;po) = (@(p) — (po)) (% — by (p; po)> = X (p)dzjr — (®(p) — @(po))bj (p; po)

define respectively a holomorphic function and (1,0)-forms in p € M as required.

It remains to show that @ and the coefficients of Bj/ are holomorphic in pg € g, but
it suffices to observe directly from (2.I0) combined with Lemma 2] that for some locally
supported smooth functions x{ and )Z;’,, we can write @ and b as

alpim) = @Ry + ) (5o, and

190172 % By (X (0)d2},)
O(p') — ©(po)
where K and L are operators with smooth kernels. In particular, these are linear combinations
of absolutely convergent integrals in the variable p’ since ®(p’) # ®(po) for any py € €, on the
supports of their integrands, thus we can apply Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem to conclude
that @ and b depend holomorphically on py € €. The claim now follows directly from the

structures of a and b;/. a
A useful consequence of the holomorphic dependencies of a and b on pg is the following.

(2.12)

by (o) = = % (X (0) By + Liy) ), 0<j <N

Lemma 2.3. Let a and {bj }o<ji<n be the holormophic functions and (1,0)-forms constructed

in Lemma (2.2). Suppose that {Q;} ;>0 is a holomorphic atlas of My in M such that ® : Q; —

®(Q;) is biholomorphic for each j > 0 and that ®(§;) is sufficiently small. If {x;};>0 is a

partition of unity subordinate to {Q;};>0 with coordinate z; and let b§2> be the coefficients of
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bj: in the coordinates zj, then there exists Taylor expansion

a(p; po) E au(p)zly and
u>0

X (ipo) = > (=
u>0

(2.13)

for every zo € D, under the changes of variables <I>|Q0 (p) = 2o and @mj (p) = zj, where ay, is

holomorphic in M and by’“ is holomorphic in Q; for every ;>0 and j,j" > 0. Moreover,

sup Z”%”Lw(Mo)\Zo’“ SZH%HLOO(MO)T“<OO, and

20€0r >0 >0
(2.14) = =
sup ZHb] “HLOO ylzol" < ZHb] “HL it < oo
20€Dr 5 1>0

for every 7,7 > 0.

Proof. By Lemma [2.2] the local expression of a(p;-) in the chart QE) is holomorphic on D,

so that its radius of convergence is greater than r. Since a, = 0z a(p;0)/u! we certainly have

that a, is holomorphic on M. We can now cover My by the finite collection of holomorphic

charts {2}, x;j};>0 and assume that ®(Q;) = Drj is a disk of radius r; > 0 for every j > 0. In

particular, we can assume that the local representation of a is holomorphic on [)27,]. X Da,.
We obviously have

sup Y Nlaulzooanlzol” <D0 Ixjapul oo,
20€Pr >0 320 p>0
By standard power series theory, there exists constants C'; > 0 such that
D Ixgaulle@yr < Y la)Irtr¥ < Gy < oo
u>0 p,v>0
where aff;?, are the Taylor coefficients of a, in the chart €};. Summing over j proves the first
part of (ZI4)). The case of b;; proceed similarly. O

2.4. Inverting the Conjugated Operators. Suppose that ® is the holomorphic function
without critical point chosen in subsection 2.3 and let ¢, ¢ be respectively the real and
imaginary parts of ®. For every py € M, we set W(p;pg) = (®(p) — ®(po))? and let 1) be
the real part of ¥. Assume also that w is a complex vector in C such that |w|,A > 0. In
this subsection we establish the conjugated operators that will be important in constructing
special solutions to the Schrédinger equations We first consider the conjugated Laplacians

In the same way we may look at conjugated inverses to the Cauchy—Rlemann operators

Ty def ; 2PN T, def %e—ziwfeziw’ and
1 . ) _ 1 . .
Tcp d:ef §ezcl>-wTe—2<I>-w’ Tcp d:ef §€Z¢-wT€_Z¢-w.

Let M} be a bounded domain in M with smooth boundary such that My C M} C M. We
can choose p € C2°(Mj) such that p is identically 1 near My. In view of the factorisation
Ay =20"0 = 2070, it is clear that

PyTypT* = PgTypT* =1d and PpTepT* = PyTepT* = 1d
on WHFP(My).



3. CARLEMAN ESTIMATES AND COMPLEX GEOMETRIC OPTIC SOLUTIONS

A standard procedures in solving the Calderén problem is based on the Alessandrini’s
integral identity. For two potentials V; and Vo in LP(Mp) and p > 1, it is well known that if
C1 = Cy, then

(3.1) / wodv, =0, Vv v
My

for all H'(My) solutions u € Ker (A, + Vi) and v € Ker (A, + V). Thus the orthogonality
(1) implies that the identification of Vi = V5 hinges on the extend to which we can find
such solutions. In this section we construct various specials CGO solutions to the Schrédinger
equation, which will enable us to solve the Calderén problem from (B.).

Let a be the holomorphic function constructed in subsection 23l The CGO solutions we
look for will be of the forms

u=e"a+r), v=ea+s), a=e %a+7), 5=e %G+ 3)

WA

. . ; _idg . T iy
for sufficiently large A\ and w. Since ¢’¥*a and e~ 2%%q are holomorphic, ¢’¥*a and e~ 2%¥g

are antiholomorphic, they must also be harmonics. Thus the conditions we impose on the
remainders should be

(32)  Pygr=-Vi(a+r), Pgs=—-Vala+s), Poer=—Va(a+7), Pzs=—Va(a+3).

WA 3]

Corresponding to any py € M we recall the construction of holomorphic (1, 0)-forms {b; }1<j<n
in Lemma 2.2 Let {Q;Z’e}ogj/gv and {Q}, }o<j<n be sequences of C°(M) functions which
will be chosen depending on € > 0 later. We set
def ~ - def ~
u = T\I/P(T*Vla - Z Q;C,E(Po)bj'), = TepT*Via,
1<j’<N
def = /= _ _ 7 - def 5 w1, —
U1 :e Tq;p(T*Vga — Z Qj,’e(p(])bj/), U1 :e qupT*Vga.
1<j’<N
One then easily observes from (3.2]) and a direct computation that if

def ., - p def o - i
uj E TypT*(Viuj), i S TopT*(Vidj),

def = .+ - def = -+ -
v E TupT*(Vavj1), 0 S TopT*(Vadj1)
for all j > 0, then the functions defined by
def i . def » def i . def .
(3.3) r 2D (W, 72D (Wi, s S (1, 52 (-1
j>1 j>1 j>1 j>1

will formally satisfy conditions ([B.2]). We complement these definitions by setting uy = @y = a
and vg = 99 = a. We elaborate on these findings in the followings.

Proposition 3.1. Let Vi, Vs be in LP(My) for p > 4/3, then there exists \g > 0 and wy € C
such that for all A > X\g and |w| > |wo|, we can find functions u,v,u,d in L>(My) N H'(My)
of the forms

u= Z(—l)jei\y)‘uj, = Z(—l)je_%q)w&j,

(3.4) 320 j=0
v= Y (D, 5= (-1 e 2™,
J=0 J=0

with u, @ belonging to Ker (Ag+ Vi) and v, v belonging to Ker (Ag + V3).
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Proof. We have shown that the functions defined by (8.4]) satisfy formally their corresponding
Schrodinger equations. Thus it suffices to show that the series converge in appropriate spaces.
We do so by first showing that they satisfy sufficiently nice asymptotic behaviour. These will
be done via the following estimates.

Recall the surface M{, defined in Subsection 2.4.

Proposition 3.2. Assume that (p,q,7) is in |4/3,2] x |4,00[ X |2,00[ and 1/2+1/q > 1/p >
1/2, then there exists a constant C > 0 independent of py € Qo such that

Cllollwrr g, ar)
%

for all o € Wol’p(Mé;T({lMé). Alternatively, if (p,q) is in 14/3,2[ x |2,4] and 1/p+1/q =1,
then we have

= CHUHWLP(M;T* M) _
(3.5) 1TwollLaar) < )\1_(1_1)0’1 s N Twol Lo (ar) <
P q

CHUHWLP(M;T(;JM) C’||J||W1,T(M;T&1M)

(3.6) 1Too || Laar) < s N Tao || Lo (ar) <

jwl @l

for all o € Wy (My; Ty Mj).

By equation (Z.6), it is sufficient to prove (B.5]) and (3.6]) locally for R and globally for an op-
erator K with smooth kernel. Moreover, by density we may assume that o € C2°(Mg; T, 0. 1Mg),
and so by partition of unity and the fact that ® has non-vanishing derivative on M, it is enough
to assume that the support of o is compactly contained in a holomorphic chart £ C M on
which @, (p) = z.

Let us first consider the local case, the proof of which we partially recall from [3].

Lemma 3.1. Assume that (p,q,r) is in ]4/3,2[ x ]4,00[ X |2,00[ and 1/2+1/q > 1/p > 1/2,
then there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of pg € Qg such that

5 9iRe (s—0)> Cllifllwir@ 5 2iRe (s—20)2 Clifllwrr@
(B.7) R INf gy < TEETTE L [RTETON  ) <
A 'p g AT
for all f € C(2). Alternatively, if (p,q) is in ]4/3,2[ x]2,4[ and 1/p+1/q = 1, then we have
_ Clfllwrr _ Clfllwrra
(3.8) |Re™* fllza@) € =22 [|Re™* ey < 2
jwl wl

for all f € C(92).
Proof. Let x in C°(C) be identically 1 for |z| > 2 and vanishes for all |z| < 1. Setting
xr = X(A\Y2(z — 2y)), we can write
(39) Re2iRe (z—zo)z)\f — Re2iRe (z_zo)z)\X)\f + Re2iRe (z—zg)z)\(l - X)\)f
Assume first 1/241/g > 1/p > 1/2 and set (p',¢’,71,72) to be such that
(3.10) 1odefl 1 ld_efl_’_} and Lodefl 1 1 idefl 1 _1 1

' voop 2 ¢ q 2 rnooqd pre g P ¢ p
The final term in ([3.9) can easily be estimated from Sobolev and Hélder’s inequalities

— . _ 2 — . _ 2
1R G207 A L — x3) fllza S IRERET ML = x0) fllypr

(3.11) Il [l
I =) S 1= xallzn 1l 5 102 e
71 A P q
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and likewise we can get that
_ . _ 2 — . _ 2
[R* e G207 A1 — x3) fllzoe S ([ R E2X T — xa) f s

(3.12) i
<A =)l < 11 = xallor 1l zee Hwa '

r

For the first term in the expansion (B.9), we integrate by parts to see that

1 n_2iRe(z—z0)2\ _ i 2iRe (z—20)A X)\f 2iRe (z—20)2\ xS
(3:.13) he S 2\ ( zZ— 2 R( 0 (z—z0)>

It follows again from boundedness of R that

. X0z
Gr) RN Al S (1224 0 2] + 122E,).

Since ) is supported away from the set on Whlch z = 29, the ﬁrst term on the right hand
side in (B3.14)) can be estimated by

1 lwie _ 1w

xS XA
220 < 121 L W
since ro > 2. By the same reasonings, the second term satisfies
fOzxn xS
179=(= B PR ]

< Mlwre _ ”f”wlp

LT'l”f”Lp/ ~ )\%_1 - )\E__

< )‘WH ZX)EA /2.)|

X
L'rleHLP, + Hﬁ‘

and for the last term, we have

X0z f < Mfllwre _ [[fllwr,
L, 5 12t 1se 5 e = W

Putting everything back into (3.14)) and combined with ([B.I1]), we arrive at the first estimate
in (37). Applying the same strategy with respect to the supremum norm, we also have from

(BI3) that

||Re2zRe(z 20)2 X)\fHLOO <H XAf HLOO—I_Hfa XAO ‘Lr"i'HX >
3.15
( ) (H XAf H HfazX)\ H xS | _’_‘ z ) < HfHleT
Loo ’_—Z ‘2 L - _3 r] o~ )\%_

Combining the above Wlth inequality ([B.12) yields the second estimate in (B.7).
To obtain (3.8)), it is enough to note that in this case, the identity

(3.16) Re™#vf = % (e_iz'wf + R(e‘iz'wazf)>.

holds conveniently without the need for localisation. Since p’ > ¢ for all p > 4/3 and 1/p +
1/q = 1, one can estimate directly using Sobolev’s inequality to get that

£llze S WA S Ufllwre and [Re™%0: fllLa S 10:f e < || £llwrs.

Combining the above with ([BI6) proves the first estimate in (3.8) and the second one follows
from the same argument by applying the embedding W'" < L. Notice also that after
changing variables and taking modulus, the bounds we obtain are independent of zy. Thus we
have arrived at the required claims. O

We now move on to the smoothing terms in (2.6]). We do not provide much details because
the argument will be analogous to the proof of Lemma Bl Since we only consider o €
C°(M; 0. 1 M{)) which are supported on a local chart €, by identifying o with its coefficients

9



in this chart, it is sufficient to consider an operator K : W*P(Q) — C°(M) with smooth
kernel, thus we prove

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (p,q,r) isin ]4/3,2[ x ]4,00[ x ]2,00[ and 1/2+1/q > 1/p > 1/2,
then there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of pg € Qg such that

iR (5—20)? Cllfllwrr@ iRe (s—20)? Cllfllwir@
(3.17) [[Ke e f |0y < — T RHR GOy < D
A 'p g AT
for all f € C*(Q2). Alternatively, if (p,q) is in ]4/3,2[ x]2,4[ and 1/p+1/q = 1, then we have
i Cllfllwrr@ i Cll fllwrr@
(3.18) 1B Pl < = 1K g < =

for all f € C*(2).

Proof. Let x) be the compactly supported function defined in the proof of Lemma B.Il Since
K has smooth kernel, by Minkowski’s inequality it is obvious that K satisfies the same bound-
edness properties as R. For 1/2+1/q > 1/p > 1/2 we may split as before to get

(319) Ke2iRe (z—zo)Q)\f — Ke2iRo (z—z0)2)\X)\f + Ke2iRe (z—zo)2)\(1 _ X)\)f'
The local term in ([3.19)) clearly satisfies

HKe%Rc (z—Zo)Z)\(l _ X)\)f”Lq 5 %
A P g

Integrating by parts, we also see that there exists an operator K’ with smooth kernel so that

K 2iRe (z2—20)2\ _ LK/ 2iRe (2—20)2\ XAf LK 2iRe (2—20)2)\8_ X)\f )
© = grke Tz aa© :( )

This is analogous to (B.I3]), so the proof now proceeds exactly as in Lemma [3.1] and we have

zZ— 2y

”Ke%Ro(z—zo)Z)\X)\fHLq 5 H{H%
AL (5—7)

as well. The other claims follow similarly. a
Proof of Proposition[3.2. By compactness and the fact that & has non-vanishing derivative

on M, we can find a finite collection of holomorphic charts {€2;},>¢ in M which covers M,
such that @, (p) = 2; defines holomorphic coordinates on §; for each j > 0. Let {x;};>0 be
’ >

a partition of unity subordinate to {€2;};>0 and choose {X; }j>0 so that for each j > 0, X;' is
supported in a neighbourhood of €2; on which ® remains biholomorphic, and X; is identically
1 on the support of x;, then by (2.6]) we have that

o 2WAP 2N Z e—2i¢AX9€2iRc (z—zo)2)\XjO_ + e—2i1/1)\Kje2iRc (z—z0)2)\XjO_ and

Jj=0
ei@-wTe—iCI>~wO_ _ Z eiz-wX;_Re—iz-joO_ + eiszje—iz-joO_
Jj=0
for all o € C°(M}; Tg 1 Mp). We now apply Lemma 3.1 and Lemma to get the required
claims by density. O

We also deduce from Proposition the following Carleman estimates.

Corollary 3.1. Assume that (p,q,r) isin]4/3,2[x]4,00[x]2,00[ and 1/2+1/q > 1/p > 1/2,
then there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of pg € Qg such that

Cllfll e - Cllf e (s
1_(1_(1)0), |1 Tw 5T £l 1< (a1) < T(O)
A P q
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(3.20) I Tw T fll La(vtg) <



for all f € LP(My). Alternatively, if (p,q) is in |4/3,2[ x ]2,4[ and 1/p +1/q = 1, then we

have

Cll fll e (o)
wl

Cllf e (o)

(3.21) | TopT™* f|| Laqay) < o N TopT* fll oo (aa) < TPt

for all f € LP(Mj).
Here we adopt the notation a+ to denote « + € for some € > 0 whenever « is real.

Proof. Suppose first that f € C°(Mo), then pT*f € C°(My; Ty, My), thus the proofs for
the LP — LY estimates in this case are obvious from Proposition On the other hand, we
set (po,p1) to be such that 1 < pg < 4/3 < p < 2 < p; and let p; € ]2,4[ be defined by
1/ph = 1/po — 1/2, then by Sobolev inequalities and the boundedness of T and T*, we have

HT\IJﬁT*f”LOO(MO) S.z ”T\IIIST*JCHWLP(’)(M)
(3.22) L _
S ||pT*fHLp6(M6,T51M6) S ||T*fHW1’pO(M;T&1M) S HfHLpO(MO)

On the other hand, a direct application of ([B.5]) yields

- 111 £es
(3.23) 17Tl ) S =
AP1
Interpolating between ([3.:22]) and (B.23]) implies the second estimate in ([B.20). We can get the
other one using the same strategy. The claim now follows from density. a

It remains to show that the sums in ([B.3]) indeed converge. By iterating the LP — L
estimates in Corollary B.I], we see that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

ClIVillzr :
ot oo gty < (W) lur | oo (agy for all j > 2, and

- C||V1||Lp J .
1510y < (S0 ) allzqaagnay for all j 2 0.

Inserting the above inequalities into (3.4]), we get

) |V
Il ey € 3 Tllimiar + 30 (Y gy, nd

j=>0 0<5<2 j>2

- C||V; J
H Z(_l)jujHLoo(Mo) = Z <%> ||aHL°°(M0><QO)-
Jj=0

Jj=0

(3.24)

We can further bound the L* norm of u; by Sobolev embedding so that

lutllzee < [Villzellall Lo (vox0) + g sup. Q3 (o) 1bjil| Lo (ayyy o ap) < 00
which is finite and so is |luo|| oo (aryx0g)- Thus we can find A\g > 0 and wp € C such that for
all A > X\g and |w| > |wpgl|, the right hand sides of (3.24]) converge by geometric series. Hence u
and @ are in L (M) for all sufficiently large A and |w|. Since Ty pT™* and TepT™ are bounded
LP(My) — W2P(Mp), we can now write

u=e""a+ TypT e Wir and @ = e" 3% 4 T@ﬁT*e_%q)lef.

The embedding W2P(My) < H'(My) then yields that u and @ are H' (M) functions. Similar

calculations work for v and 9. This concludes the proof of Proposition 3.1l a
11



4. IMPROVING REGULARITY

In this section we prove Theorem Observe by compactness it suffices to show that
V € L2 (My). Indeed, we will show that

loc

Proposition 4.1. Any point in My admits an open neighbourhood 2y C M such that V €
L?(p).

Proof. ITmplementing the L>°(My) N H'(Mjy) solutions @ and @ from Proposition B.] into
identity (B.1), we have

(4.1) 0:/ &V@dvg:/ eI a2V dv, + Z / e PO u Vi dv,
Mo Mo k+k'>17 Mo

where we switched the sum and integral by boundedness. Let ® : M — C be the holomorphic
function without critical point chosen in Section 2 and pg be an arbitrary point in My. As-
sume without loss of generality that ®(fg) = 0. Let {Qj}1<j<n be the holomorphic charts
constructed at the beginning of Section 2.3, and {€;},;>0 be an open covering of M) in M
such that ® : Q; — ®(£;) is biholomorphic for each j > 0. Fix a partition of unity {x;};>0
subordinate to {§2;};>0 and choose {X}};>0 so that x’; is supported on a holomorphic chart
with coordinate map ® and is identically 1 on the support of x;. We can modify the definitions
by setting Qo = Q.

Choose wy € C so that |wg| is sufficiently large. Let p be be a smooth function which
vanishes on the set |w| < |wp|. For € > 0 we can multiply both sides of equation (LI by the
weight 1g, (po)p(w)e<l*ei®@o)w and integrate to get

1Qo(p0)/ p(W)e_“’Qeiq)(po)'w/ e~ a2V dv,,
|w[>wol Mo

:—lgo(po)/ p(w)e_ﬁ‘“‘Qe@(po)'“ Z / eiq)(po)'“&kV@k/dvg.
|w[>|wol k+k/>17 Mo

(4.2)

We now want to take a limit as e — 0 in order to apply a Fourier inversion argument. By our
construction of a, we show that the left hand side of [@Z) converges in L' (M) to 1q,V|g|"/?
where |g| is the volume component of g in Q, while the right hand side converges to a L?(£g)
function. The extra complexity is that the amplitude a depends nonlinearly on both p and
po while V' might not even be continuous. We resolve this problem by relying on the Taylor
expansion introduced in Lemma (2.3]) which reduces the problem to the usual Fourier inversion
theorem. Nevertheless, a more careful computation is required.

4.1. Analysis of Principle Terms. We first consider the left hand side of (£2]). By the
change of variables @mo (p) = z0, we can integrate over the w variable to see that

1o, (po) / p(w)e—f‘“‘ze—“’@w'W( / e_iq)'w\aPVdVg)dwdw
o] wol Mo

(4.3) =1p,(20) / e—f|w|ze—iZO'W( / e—iq"W\ay?vczvg)dwdw
C My

— 1DT-(ZO)/ (1- p)(w)e‘ﬁwze_izo'“(/ e |2V dvg) dwdi.
|w|<|wol Mo

We first look at the second line of (£3]), from which we shall obtain local information about
V. This is summarised in the following technical lemma. Notice that by extending Vi, Vs to

M via zero, it is enough to show
12



Lemma 4.1. We have that
(4‘4) lim 190 (po) / e—e|w|2ei<1>(po).w</ e—i@-w|a|2v dVg> dwdio = 190V|g|1/2‘
e—0 C M

in LY(M).

Proof. Set

and introduce the splitting

(4.5)
L0y, (po) / e—f‘“‘zeiq’@@'“( / e—i‘l’ﬂay?vczvg) dwdw
C M

= ]_QO (po) Z /(Ce—e|w|2ei‘I)(il’O)m</Q e—i@-w|a|2v dVg> dwd

1<5'<N i

+ 1o (p0) Y /C e~ el gi® o) w ( /M Xje—i‘l’ﬂaﬁvczvg) dwda.

J=0

On each Qj we make the change of variable so that @ (p) = z;» and write
j/

1Qo(p0)/€_€|w|2ei¢(p0)'w<ﬁ e_iq)'w|a|2Vdvg> dwd®
C Q

j/

(4.6) — 1, (a0) [P [tz o)l
C - Qj/ Qo

< V(@ () |gj,|1/2dzj,dzj,) dwdeo.
J

We recall the Taylor expansion from Lemma 23]

(4.7) a(p; @

1
lag

(20) = > _aup)z, 20 € Dy

>0

with holomorphic coefficients on M. One thus observe from (2.14]) and the dominated conver-
gence theorem that (4.6)) can be written as

Z 1DT-(ZO)Zng,/e_€|w|26izo-w
(4.8) tp' 20 C
o o, e -1 1/2 _ _
X (/Te iz, wa,u(q)\ﬁj, (Zj/))aw(@\ﬁj, (zj/))V(<I>|Qj/ (25)) g [/ de’de/) dod,
13



and so it can be easily seen from (2.14]) combined with (48] that

(4.9)
| [emrtemon( [ emtria(@]! (o ot o) PV (20 lay 2y ) dwd
—1p, (20)la(®] " (2): @[} (20)) PV (P " (50))]gyr["?]

Jl !

J
< ST 0O W),y
Hopt >0

' 1y lei?
S (0 M Nl oo aay el ) (€M €™ 5 L + 1) 1Va oo any
pop' >0

l2jr==0 LY(Dy)

can be bounded independently of € in view of the Gaussian approximation of the identity, and

L z)lgg )

1 ‘Qj/

Lle 5

! —1_—e|w|? - = -
o (1) = F e P Fl1p, au(® ! (z))a (9} (2))V (P
Jl

— 1, (20)lan (@ (z3))aw (O (5)V(@ (2:Dgyr| ]\, ., = 0 as e =0
J J

J

in L' by the Fourier inversion theorem. Thus the limit as ¢ — 0 can be switched with the
infinite sum in the second line of (9], from which we may conclude that

ll_{% 1o, (pO) /

| / ¢ a2V dv, ) duds
C Q

jl

(4.10)

Q . J
5!

= 1, (zo)lla(®].! ()i @) (o)) PV ()lgy .,

in L*(M). On the other hand, since

@(@E_; (20)) = <1>(c1>‘;t (20)) forall 1<j <N,

by the construction of a in (2.7]), we obviously have the property

{1, if /=0, and

(4.11) @], (20 B Go) = 0 i s s

Q.
J
thus we have from (4.10) that

(4.12) lim 10, (po) Z /6_5“26@(”0)'“(/ e_@'w|a|2Vdvg) dwdo = 10,V |g|'/?
e—0 1<7<N C Qj’

in L'(M). To complete the proof, we note that by construction, M contains no point p € M,
for which ®(p) € D, so that ®(M N M) is disjoint from D,. Thus with the same calculations
as above we can conclude that

1i_r>r(1]190(p0)/Ce_EwQeicb(po)'w(/ije_iq)'w|a|2VdVg) dwdo = Z 1Dr1<b(MmMomQj)zgzg

!

Kot >0
X [Xj(q)‘;i (Zj))au(q)‘;i (Zj))au’(@fgi (zj))V(CI’@ (gl 2)1., =y =0
for each j > 0. Applying the above equation and (£12]) we arrive from (435]) at (4.4]). O
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On the other hand, to take care of the last line in (£3]), we note that since (1 — p) is
compactly supported, one can take the limit in e directly inside the integral to arrive at

li_)l% 1q, (po)/ (1- p)(w)e_ﬁ“’ze_i@(po)'“(/ e w2V dvg> dwdw
€ w|<|w M
(4.13) |w|<|wol 0
=1p, (2’0)/ (1 — p)(w)e 0w </ Xje_iq)'“]a\szvg) dwdi.
|w|<lwol Mo

One is therefore able to differentiate under the integrals to conclude that the later integral
depends smoothly on zg € D,. By compactness it follows that (£.I3]) belongs to L>°(€g). This
concludes our analysis of the principle terms.

4.2. Analysis of Remainder Terms. To take care of the right hand side of (£.2]), we re-
fine the structure of the solutions constructed in Section 3. Let {a,},>0 be the holomorphic
coefficients of a. We set

o 30 C e, and @l a8 C T e, 51

- def
u((]“) et ! )

and introduce the notations

[ 9 / Vi dvy and 10X / eyt gy,
M() MO

Since TeppT™ : LP(My) — L*°(Mj) is bounded. Using (214]) it is clear that we have
aj=> al"zl and ;=Y oz
u=0 k=0
with convergence in L>(My) for all py € Qy and every j > 0. Our procedure for the cases
(k, k') = (1,0) or (k,k") = (0,1) require additional arguments.

Lemma 4.2. The limits

lim lgo(po)/e_€|w|zeiq)(p°)'wf1,odwdw and lim 190(])0)/e_€|w|zei¢(p°)'w1:071dwdw
e—0 C e—0 C

exist in L2(M).

Proof. As before we extend Vi, V5 to M by zeros. Decomposing via the partition of unity
{95, x5, X;’}jZ()a since p is compactly supported in M{), we have

(4.14)

ho=3" [ aVTge 51 Via) dv,
>0’ M

= / XjaV R(x e P pT Via) dvy + ) / aV Kj(x;e ' pT*Via) dv,.
i>07M j20 M
Making the change of variables ®|, (p) = z; and apply again the Taylor expansion of a, we
J
can obtain from Fubini’s theorem that

10, (o) / X;aVR(Xje—“"WﬁT*ma)dvng190(p0) / aVK;(xje "*YpT*Via) dv,
M M

(4.15) =—1p.(x0) > 22} /Q Nie T ROV g ?)AT (Viay) dzdz;
w20 J

+1p,(20) Y zgzg/ xje YK (Va,) pT*(Viay ) dvy,
o’ >0 &
15



for each j > 0, where we identify the 1-forms x;7*(Va,/) with their coefficients in the coordi-

nates z; and K ]’ has smooth kernel. Multiplying on both sides of [@I5) by el ?i®(Po)w and
integrate over w € C, we have by the dominated convergence theorem that the second line of

(#I5) becomes

(4.16)

—1p,(20) Z zh 2 / —elwl? ’Zow / xje wR(X]VaM]g]\l/z)pT*(Vlau)dz]dz]) dwdd.
Ky >0

By the inequalities of Holder and Sobolev, we can estimate
1ROV alg 1) xaT* (Viaw) || 2o,
(4.17) SIROGVaulg ) s, IGT (Viap)lwras ;)

S Naull Lo (o) g oo (o) 1V 1| 473 () Vi | s (atg)-

Thus we may argue as in (£9]) via the Plancherel theorem and Fourier inversion to see that
there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of ¢ > 0 and functions of order o072 (1) such that

H/e_e|w|2eizo'“’</ X;dVR(Xje_@'“[)T*Vla) dvg) dwd
C M

+ 2 A DROGVaulgs T Vel LS 0 m lorz Dl
Hopt! 20 w20
S 2 o suplen - 1IFDGROGVaulg )T Viaw)llzze) < € < oo,
B >0

where 072 (1) = 0 as € = 0 in L?. Summing over all j > 0 and taking the limit as € — 0 in
the above, we have form (£I5]) that

limZ/e_wzeiZO'w</ X;-dVR(Xje_i@'wﬁT*Wa) dvg) dwdi
(4.18) 720 ,
=—1p,(20) > > bz} [XjR(X}V@ulgj|1/2)ﬁT*(V1W)]|Zj:ZO
520 pp’ >0
in L?(M). The right hand side of (@IR)) lives in L?(D,) by estimate (EI17) and (2.I4). Thus
we have arrived at the required limit. The last line in (415 involving smoothing operators
can be taken cared of in the same way, and the obvious modification to the argument works
for the term which contains 1:0,1. a
Finally we can again write

(4.19)
lQo(pO) / p(w)e_f‘w‘ (po)wll odwdw
|w|>[wol

= 1q,(po) /(c e_E‘W‘QEiq)(pO)'“fLO dwdw — 1g, (po)/ (1— p)(w)e_f‘“‘ i®(po)w ) 0dwdo.

|w|<Jwol

Notice from (Z.8)) that I .0 depends smoothly on py € €. Thus we can apply Lemma 4.2] to
the first term above and argue as in ([4I3]) for the second shows that (419 converges to a
limit in L2(M). A similar calculation works for the case of I ;.

It remains to show that the limit

(4.20) hm 10,(po) Z / _E‘“‘zeiq)(po)'wfk,kr dwdio
kK >2 “‘>|w0‘
16



exists in L?(Mp). For this we will make use of the Carleman estimates proved in Section 3.
For the cases where k = 0 or k' = 0 we formulate the following result.

Lemma 4.3. There exists constants C,C > 0 independent of X\ and pg such that

gt~ ool CVallzo oty \ =2 Nl e a2 o
s o(— ) e and
(4.21) , .
! <0 CHV2||LP(M0) k_2HaMHLw(Mo)Hau’HL°°(M0)
i< O e ) P

for all k, k' > 2.
Proof. Tt is sufficiently to note from Corollary B.1] and Holder’s inequalities that
| Wl oyl dvy < oV oo T (i Twp T, 1)
My

< llaw s IV Lo [V lloo | T 5T, Vi | o < e o= [V llzo VA 13 1, | os
wl ~ jwt*

N

where ¢ is the Holder conjugate of p. Now by iterating the LP — L°° estimate obtained in
B20), we easily see that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

i Cl[Viller \*
(4.22) 17 e = (Sygpe) ol

for all £ > 0. Putting the two estimates together we arrive at the required claim. A similar
calculation works for the case of I8 . 0
The remaining terms in (£.20]) can be estimated in similar manners.

Lemma 4.4. There exists constant C,C > 0 independent of X\ and py such that

| < ¢ <CmaX{HV1HLp (Mo)> HV2HLP(M0)})k+kl_2”CLMHLC’O(M())”CLM'HLOO(MO)

(4.23) vy L o

for all k + k' > 2 with k, k' # 0.

Proof. Applying again Corollary [£.3] we see that if 1/p + 1/¢g = 1, then
/M Viag Nl | dvy < VIl | TopT* (@ Vi) ool To 5T (0, Vo)l oc
0

HVHLPHU V’ll!LpI!vk/ 1V2HLP <l | ” Ve Vil e || Vol Lo
S |w|T+ ~ Y1 Lo [V —1 1L ||+

Now (4.22]) yields the existence of a constant C' > 0 such that

(CmaX{IIVllle, ||V2||sz})’“+’“’—2
|w|0+ |

(RN PN |yl ool [| Loe

which implies the claim. a
_ Combining the results of Lemma[4.3] and Lemma 4.4} we see now that there exists constants
C,C > 0 such that whenever k + k' > 2, we have

| < 6 (CmaX{HVlHLP(MO)a HV2HLP(M0)})’“+’“’—2 lapll Loo (aao) llaw || oo (1)
o .

4.24 <C
(4.24) = |w|0+ || T

17



Moreover, from ([@24) we deduce that pl Iy ’,’:,, € L? in the w variable, so that by the Plancherel

~ ’
theorem we know F~!pIt"t) exists in L?. Since we have

1QO(p0)/|I ‘ e_6|WI2eM)(pO)wp(w)jk’k/ dwdio
w|>|wo

s —e|wl|? izo-w Fpu ! ~
= E 1p,(20)2h 2} / el eiz0w () o dwdo,
o >0 Jwl=wol

it follows from (2.14]) that there exists C’ > 0 such that

H/ | el giz0w () Z I, dwdo — Z Z zgig,}'_lpfli’,f,,
w|>|wo

k+k'>2 k+k'>2 p,p" >0

/ _ _ 2 =~ /
< Z Z | F T (e el —1)pLt |22 (o))
k+k'>2 p,p' >0

2
le—elwl” — 1| O N\ k+E =2 ,
< sup W Z <|w|0+) Z P HauHLOO(Mo)Hau’HLOO(Mo) <00
wel ktk'>2 pott >0

L2(Dr)

for all |w| > |wpl|. In particular, the last line above is uniformly bounded in € > 0, so Fourier
inversion yields

. _ 5 . ) - _ ) e ~ /
h_)né 190(p0)/ el i ®po)w ) Z I,y dwdi = Z Z 1p,(20)2b 2z F 1pI,‘;”£,
€ |ew|=]wol kk'>2 k+k'>2 i,/ >0

in L2(M) as expected. From ([£24) we also have

12 o ~ / / =~
| 3 3 ol el € 30 30 ol

k+k'>2 p,p’ >0 k+k'>2 p,p’ >0
kK = ! lp(w)[? /2
S( Z 2 +2) Z Crkte ”au”Loo(Mo)”a;u”Loo(Mo)(/ WPt ]dwdw\)
k+k'>2 wop! >0 |w|>|wol

which is finite for sufficiently large |wg|, hence we have arrived at the required convergence
in (#20). Putting everything together and noting that L?(M) < L'(M), we can take the
LY (M) limit on both sides of (@I to deduce that

10,V g|"/? € L*(M).
Since ]g\l/ 2 is non-vanishing, this in particular implies that V is L? on Qg and so we have
arrived at the required claim. O

5. IDENTIFICATION OF THE POTENTIAL

In this final section we prove Theorem [[.Tl The procedure will be similar to what was done
in Section 4, with the key difference being that we now have V € L?(Mj). As in section 4 it
suffices to show

Proposition 5.1. Any point in My admits an open neighbourhood g C M such that V =0
almost everywhere on €.

Proof. For an arbitrary point py in My we adopt the same convention introduced at the

beginning of Section 4. We recall that this means we let {er, X’ )Z;/}lgj’g ~ be constructed

as in Subsection 2.3. The collection {€;};>¢ defines an open covering of My in M so that

for each j > 0, the map ® : ; — ®(;) is biholomorphic. We let {x;};>0 be a partition of

unity subordinate to {£2;};>0, and choose {X;}jzo so for that each j > 0, X;- supported on a
18



holomorphic coordinate neighbourhood of €2; with coordinate map ® and is identically 1 on
the support of x;. Lastly, M is the complement of the union of {Q; }1<j<n in M.
By implementing solutions u and v from Proposition Bl into ([3.]), we have

(5.1) 0= / uVudvg = / 2N a2V dv, + Z / M, Vg dv,,.
MO MO k+k’21 MO
Multiplying both sides of (E.1I)) by 2A7~'1q,(po) and rearranging gives
221 . 221 )
(5.2) M/ WM a*V dv, = _ Moy (po) Z / WA up Vg dv,.
Q MO Q k-i—k’Zl MO

In order to identity V from this expression, we will exploit the following L?-based method of
stationary phase, the proof of which we recall from Lemma 3.3 in [2].

Lemma 5.1. Let V be in L?>(C) and (Vs)s>0 be a smooth approximation of V in L?(C), then
for any s € [0,1] we have

2\ o 2 HVZSHHS
(53 [V = e 0V o S [V = Vi + SO
In particular, we have

22X\ o,
(5.4) lim ~Ce2ife®A =y
A—o0 T
in L?(C).
Proof. By a standard calculation of the complex expoential and convolution theorem, we have
]_-(Qeizmez%\ . V) _ Fet2iRez?Apy _ eq:m;fz FV
s

Using the Fourier-Plancherel Theorem, we have

2\ +2iRe 22\ iRe ¢2
(55) v -2 Ve = 11— FH)FV o

T

Now for all s € [0,1] we may estimate that |1 — eT2Re¢*| < 25/2|¢|s. Indeed, if |¢| > 1, then
it is easy to see that |1 — eF2ReC®| < 2 < 25/2|¢|s and so the result is obvious. On the other
hand, if || < 1, then a direct computation yields
s )
[1— P = g sin(e )P,
therefore we have that
1= TR S PP <168+ < 2P,
By combining the above inequalities, we can extend (5.5 to
A+ 1P FVz _ IVl
)\5/2 - )\5/2
Now let {Vs}s>0 be a sequence of smooth functions in H® such that |V — Vs|lgs < 4. By
inequality (5.6)) we now have

22X o,
(56) HV _ 7622R6Z2)\*VHL2 5 H

22X\ o
[(V = Va) = =2 (V= Vi)llga S IV = Vol < 6.

Triangle inequality now gives

2\ 2\ ;i Vs e
61 V=2 1V~ Vil 1V~ 2R s Vlga <4 ] j‘/‘f :

™ T s
This proves (5.3). Letting A — oo followed by 6 — 0 and noticing the left hand side of (5.7))
is independent of § concludes the proof of (5.4]). O
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Our strategy now follows in a similar way as Section 4. Using Lemma[5.4] the left hand side
of (5.2) will converge to 1g,V|g|"/? in L?(M) as A — oo while the right hand side vanishes in
the limit. The same problem regarding the dependency of a on both p and pg remains, and
we get over this issue with again the Taylor expansion of a derived from Lemma 231

5.1. Analysis of Principle Terms. In this subsection we study the integral

2A1 .
(5.8) 2AT0,(po) / 2 a2V dv,
My

™

from which we will recover the information of V' on .
Extending Vi, V5 to M by zero, we prove the following result analogous to Lemma ATl

Lemma 5.2. We have that

2A1 -
lim M/ VN alPV dvy = 10, V]g|'?
A—=0 ™ M

in L2(M).

Proof. We may write (0.8) as
221 ,
Qo(po)/ 6211/1)\|a|2Vdvg
M

T
221 . 221 .
_ Qo (pO) / e2z¢A|a|2V dVg + 2 : Qo (p(]) / Xj€22¢A|CL|2VdVg.
, T Q, , T M
J'>0 3’ Jj=>0

(5.9)

By making the change of variables ®|. (p) = z;;, we can apply Lemma[2.3]and the dominated
j/

convergence theorem to see that for every 1 < 7/ < N, we have

(5.10)
2A1q, (po) /

WA a)?V dv,
m Q

j/

™

2)‘1Dr(20) iRe (2,1 —20)? - - - -
= 7/ Gy =20l N1 (27): @ L (20))PV(@) (2)) gy P dzyrdzye
3! 3!

r

_ Z 2)\1DT(ZO)Z6LZGL’/ e2iRo(zj/—zo)2)\
D

™
Hopt >0

X au(®) 1 (27))aw (81 (2))V(R ! (20)) gy | >dzydzje.

241 |Qj/ ‘Qj/

We want to take a L2(M) limit as A — oo in the last sum of (5.I0). For this we note that
since V is in L?(My), we have from inequality (324, (5.3]) and (5.4]) the estimate

H% / €2iRC(ZjI_ZO)2)\‘CL(<I>_1
Dy

T |s'2j,

(2): @iy G PVA@L! (230)) lgyr |2 dzydzy
J

= > A laa(® (z))aw (@ ()@ ())lgg ). .,
M7M/20 i’ 5! 5! J

J
/ / /
< S R W 030 a Loy law |z ) 1V 122 S 1V 2y < 00,
Hp' >0 pp' >0

L2(Dr)
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where O%é’f;: ) 5 0as A\ — ocoin L2 depending on p, i/ > 0. It follows from (5I0) that the
above calculation implies

221 .
lim A Qo(pO)/ €2Zw>\‘a’2VdVg

A—00 ™ Q.
J

= 15, (z0) (@], (27 9}, (o) PV (@ () lgr |

(5.11)

in L2(M) for every 1 < j' < N. Thanks to (4I1]), summing over all such j' in (5.11) yields

. 201 (pO) Z 2%
(5.12) A T .,>0/Qj, e lal TV dvg % V19|
7=z

which is the required asymptotic. Now since M contains no point p € My for which we have
®(p) € D,, we must have ®(M N Mp) and D, are disjoint. Thus it is easy to see from the
same arguments as above that

/

. 2X1q,(po ; _
)\hm ¢ N Xjemw)\‘a’z‘/dvg = Z 1Dr-1<1>(MmMo mQ-)Zng
—00 ™ M g
(5.13) >0

< D7) ()@ () (97 )V (@7 () lgs 2]z, =0

for each 7 > 1. Combining (5.9]) with (5.12]) and (5.13]) concludes the proof of the claim. O

5.2. Analysis of Remainder Terms. In this subsection we show that

lim 2)\190 (pO)

A—00 ™

> Inw =o0p2.(1)

k+k'>1

where or2 (1) — 0 as € — 0 in L?(M). As in Section 4, additional arguments are required for
the lower order terms. Nevertheless, for the cases k + k' = 1 we need to argue more carefully
since we now require these terms to be of order 072 (1). For this we will make use of the
construction of {b;:}1<j<n introduced in Lemma 221

+ —
Lemma 5.3. We can choose sequences {Q} h<j<n and {Q} }hi<j<n so that

221 221
lim A Qo(pO)ILO ~ lim Alg, (po)

A—00 ™ A—00 s

10,1 == 0L27E(1)

where orz2 (1) = 0 as € = 0 in L*(M).

Proof. Extending V1, Va to M, since p is compactly supported in M|, we can write I; ¢ as

ho= ) /M VaT1Qj,e2W,5(T*V1a— > Q;E(po)bk) dvy

1<§'<N 0<k<N

+ Z /M VELT].MX]E%Ad}ﬁ(T*Vla - Z Q]:E(po)bk) dVg.
7=>0 0<k<N
21
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Since x; is identically 1 on Qj/, for each 0 < 5/ < N we have that

(5.15)
/ VaT1~ e2w’A (T*Vla— Z lepo)bk> dvg
0<k<N
/ VaX],R(IQ e? X]/,oT Via)dvg — Z QkEpO / Vd)ZQ-,R(IQ_,ezw)‘Xj/ﬁbk)dvg
M 0<k<N !
/ VaK; (1~ 62“”‘)( pT*Via)dvy — Z lepo / VakK; (1~ e2w)‘xjrpbk)dvg
M 0<k<N M

We analyse the two differences in (5.I5]). By making the change of variables (IJ‘Q‘/ (p) = 2
J

and Fubini’s theorem, for each j’ we have
1o, (pO)/ V&X;R(IQ_,e2iw)‘>2j,[)T*V1a)dvg
M J

_ _1DT (z(]) / R(V&>23/|gj/|1/2)€2me (Zj/_ZO)Z)\Xj/ﬁT*(‘/l(I) de/de/

=— Z 1p,(20)zh 2} / R(Va,Xg; |1/2)2iRe (2= 20)°A X' PT*(Viay) dzjydz;,
pp' >0

where the final expansion in the above can be justified with Lemma 23] and Sobolev embed-
dings. We also made the identification x;T*(Via) = x;T*(Via)dzjy on local charts. Recall

from ([@I7) that
IRV @, Xjrlgi )% AT (Viap) 2o,y S gl poe o) g | oo (aao) 1V 1 73 aig) Vi ll 273 )
can be bounded independently of u, ' > 0. Thus we can apply Lemma to find functions
of order O(L“z”;)(l) so that
/ VCL /R 1Dr 2ZRe (Z ' ZO) j/ﬁT*‘/ia) dVg

+ > A [RVau gy )%y T (Viay)]
Mo/ >0

< 0 ) (Do,

H,p >0

l2=20

L2(Dy)
(5.16)

S (X lall ool o) ) IV a2 agg) 1Vi lasaagy) < 00
Hopt >0

In particular, (5.I6]) implies that

: 2)\19 (po)
lim ——2"—~ Z Vaxj 1Qj VAL pT*Via) dv,

A—00

> 1p. ()3 [R(V%X}flgj'\1/2)>Zj'ﬁT*(V1au')]|zj:zo
1<5'<N p,p/ 20

in L?(M). On the other hand, on the support of X;» we may exploit the Taylor expansion of
b introduced in Lemma [2.3] so that for every po € g, we have

)bk (p; po) ZX] (251) ku z]) 2hdzy forall 1< j k<N.
©>0
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By (2.14]) such an expansion satisfies the same convergence property of a, thus we have
Loy (P0) Q. (1) /M Vasy Rlly @ be)

> ¢ = Wz —2 2)\ ~
== > 1p,(20)Qf (20)7 2 /D R(Vay Xy lgy |V Cr =035 b ) dzedzy
1/ >0 r

for each 1 < ',k < N. Now arguing in exactly the same way as in (5.17)), it is easy to see that
(5.18)

2A1q, (p Q+Ep
20 0) kel 0)/ Vaxy R(lg ¢ b dv,

A—00 M

= =33 10, ()@ ()2 2[RV g5 )1, .y (KA (@] (200 (@) (20)
1>0 1/ >0 7 7

= =Y~ 10, (0)Qf (20 ARV g )., (8 (@) )b (@ (0): ], (0))
>0 3! J

in L2(M). By formula (28] we obviously have

1 if j/=%k, and

0 if 7/ #k

for all zp € D, and 1 < j/,k < N. Summing over all such j', k we see from (5.19) that
(5.20)

Q

(5.19) b,ﬁ”(@“_l (20); ml(Zo)) {

, 210, (po) Q5 . (po) N X -
Jim_ Z 2 — / VaX;,Rqu,e?WXj,bk)dvg
1<j" k<N M

=— ) Z1DT(ZO)Q;?,E(ZO)(XJ’/?)(‘I’E,(Zo))fél[R(V@ufc}/!91’!1/2)]|zj,:20~

1<5/<N p>0 J

To take care of the smoothing terms in (5.15]), we apply the exact same procedure to get that

221
lim M / VaK (1~ 2 WAL pT*Via) dv,
A—00 ™ 1<7<N
Z Z 1Dr(20)25z0 (K (Vau)XJ’PT (Viayw)|g;| /2]|zj,:207
1<j’<N p,u’ >0
(5.21) 2)\19 (o0) |
Jim ==y Q) / VaKj(1g X" fbe) dvg
1<5/ k<N M
= > 2 1p.(0)Q) (20)2 (K} (Vau)xydley V)., .,
1<j/<N p>0

in L?(M) where K ’-, has smooth kernel. By Sobolov’s inequality, we have

> T (Vi Mol £ D0 1T Viaw) lwrs £ 3 Vil gassr® aw |z < oo.
(' >0 >0 ' >0

Since {Q;;,e}lﬁj’SN C C°(M) were fixed arbitrarily, putting (5.17), (5.20) and (5.21]) together,
we see from (B.I5]) that if we choose them to be smooth approximations such that

lim 1p,(20)Q% (20) = Y 1p,(20)2 [T*(Viaw)]zy=zg, 1< <N
>0
23



in L?(M), then we have

li VaTle 22 5T*(Via)dv, = 1
Jim. Z /M aT 1, * pT* (Via) dvy = or2 (1)
1<j’<N

where lim_,0 072 (1) = 0 in L?(M). By construction, M contains no point p € My for which
we have ®(p) € D,. By taking M/ small enough, we may assume without loss of generality
that Suppp is disjoint from those neighbourhood Q C M\ M; such that ®(Q2) N D, # 0. Thus

@(M N Suppp) and D, are disjoint, and the same procedure yields

(5.22) lim [ var ije%w’\ﬁ(T*Vla -y Q;E(po)bk> dvy =0, j>0.
oI M 1<k<N

Indeed, it is sufficient to split T"x; into linear combinations of X;RXj’ and K; and apply
Lemmal[5.2land Fubini’s theorem as before, at which point the expression 1p, 1 (N1 A Supp 5N Q2;)
appears in the resulting limits, and we conclude from the remarks above that (5.22)) vanishes.
The claim for the case of I; o now follows from expression (5.14]). The obvious modifications
holds for the case of Iy . O

Finally we show that

. 2X1q,(po) _
(5.23) Jim = > Ly =0
k+k'>2

in L2(M). For this we rely only on the Carleman estimates derived in Section 3.

Lemma 5.4. There ezists constants C,C > 0 independent of X\ and py such that

O (Cmax{|[Vil Lo aso): Vol o g } K =4
(5'24) |Ik,k’| < )\T+< \O+ )

forallk +k >4. If 2 < k+ k' <4, then we have

C
(5-25) ‘[k,k" < )\1—+
Proof. Let p' be defined by 1/p" = 1/p — 1/2. Set 1/q = 1/p + 1/p’ = 2/p — 1/2. Since

p € 14/3,2[ we can choose r € ]2,4[ by 1/r =1/p—1/4 so that 1/2+1/r > 1/q > 1/2. Hence
if ¥ = 0, then by Corollary [3.1] we have

kol < /M Vlullaldvg < llaV]| g2 TwpT™ (Vivg—1)||r
0

< lallz= IVillz2 Vivk—llze _ llallze [VIz2 [Villzellue—1 |l
~ T_1 = T_1 :
)\1—(5—;) )\1—(5—;)

If k£ = 2, then we can directly estimate from Sobolev embedding and (3.5) that

k-1l S N TWpT*(Via)ll o + Y 1@ ool Tw byl
1<j'<N
< lallz=|Villze max; < <N {[| Q) Mo by ][z}

Y6

(5.26)

AG—)
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Alternatively if k > 3, then we iterate the LP — L* estimate obtained in ([3.20]) to get that
there exists C' > 0 such that

1, < Wallzelue—sflo
L D)

w1

(5.27)

g ol ¥illr ( CVilze )i maxi<y v 1@l [1by |z} (CWVilzn -2
Al—(%—ﬁ) A0+ Al—(%—ﬁ) A0+
A similar calculation works for the case k = 0.
In the cases where k, k' # 0, we can apply Holder’s inequality to see that

/ Vllurllvw | dvg S IV 2 | Tw pT* (Viug—1) || g | To T (Vavgr—1) || 14
My
IVl IVal e |Vl e
N e |wk—1ll oo vk —1][ Loo

As above we can now enumerate the LP — L estimates to get that

(5.28)
AP + AT
et S lalloe 1V (SURE ) 4 mase (1@ e o e H( S5
C[[Vallir\ ¥~ O Vil \ ¥~
! 00< (oo} -~ oo y/ o0 <.
ol S alloe Vallr (5t o+ s 1@, e oy = (<52t

for all k, k" > 2. In particular, putting together estimates (5.27) and (5.28]) implies (5.24)) for
sufficiently large A. On the other hand, if k = k' = 1, then

[Vl
| Wil dvy < S5 (IVillasllallm + | mas 197 ol 1
(5.29) Mo
x (IValleollalle + | mae Q5 e byl ).
Combining (5.26)), (5.29) and the other estimates now implies (5.25]). O
By applying the estimates in Lemma [5.4] we easily see that

(5.30)

2X1q,(po) C C C max{||Vi 2o (ate)s | Vall Lo (ag) }\ 5 =4

= ) | Syer ter 20+ ) :

k+k'>2 k+k'>4

The last term in (5.30]) converges for sufficiently large A > A\¢ and is in particular of order o(1)
as A — oo. Since C' and C are independent of pg, we can take this limit in (5.2 and deduce
from the sequence of lemmas proved above that

10,V |g|"/? = o0p2 (1)

for all € > 0. Letting ¢ — 0 now yields 1q,V|g|"/? = 0. Since |g| is non-vanishing we must
therefore have V' = 0 almost everywhere on §)g. This concludes the proof of the claim. O

Acknowledgments. This work is completed as part of the author’s HDR degree while under
the support of A /Prof Tzou’s projects ARC DP190103451 and ARC DP190103302. The author
is grateful for the supervision he has received.

25



REFERENCES

[1] A. L. Bukhgeim, Recovering a potential from Cauchy data in the two-dimensional case, Journal of Inverse
and Ill-posed Problems, 16(1), 2008, pages 19-33.

[2] E. Blasten, O.Y. Imanuvilov and M. Yamamoto, Stability and uniqueness for a two-dimensional inverse
boundary value problem for less regular potentials, Inverse Problems and Imaging, 9(3), 2015, pages 709-
723.

[3] E. Blasten, L. Tzou and J.-N. Wang, Uniqueness for the inverse boundary value problem with singular
potentials in 2D, Mathematische Zeitschrift, 2019.

[4] S. Chanillo, A Problem in Electrical Prospection and a n-Dimensional Borg-Levinson Theorem, Proceedings
of the American Mathematical Society, 108(3), 1990, pages 761-767.

[5] F.J. Chung and L. Tzou, The L? Carleman estimate and a partial data inverse problem, arXiv Preprint,
2016, larXiv:1610.01715.

[6] D. Dos Santos Ferreira, C. E. Kenig and M. Salo, Determining an unbounded potential from Cauchy data
in admissible geometries, Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 38(1), 2013, pages 50-68.

[7] D. Dos Santos Ferreira, C. E. Kenig, M. Salo and G. Uhlmann, Limiting Carleman Weights and Anisotropic
Inverse Problems, Inventiones mathematicae, 178(1), 2009, pages 119-171.

[8] R.C. Gunning and R.Narasimhan, Immersion of open Riemann surfaces, Mathematische Annalen, 174(2),
1967, pages 103-108.

[9] O.Y. Imanuvilov, G. Uhlmann and M. Yamamoto, The Calderén problem with partial data in two dimen-
sions, Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 23(3), 2010, pages 655-691.

[10] O.Y. Imanuvilov and M. Yamamoto, Inverse boundary value problem for Schrodinger equation in two
dimensions, SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 44(3), 2012, pages 1333-1339.

[11] C.E. Kenig, J. Sjoestrand and G. Uhlmann, The Calderén problem with partial data, Annals of Mathe-
matics, 165(2), 2007, pages 567-591.

[12] A. Nachman, Reconstructions from boundary measurements, Annals of Mathematics, 128(3), 1988, pages
531-576.

[13] V.S. Serov and L. Péivérinta, New estimates of the Green-Faddeev function and recovering of singularities
in the two-dimensional Schrodinger operator with fixed energy, 21(4), 2005, pages 1291-1301.

[14] J. Sylvester and G. Uhlmann, A global uniqueness theorem for an inverse boundary value problem, Annals
of Mathematics, 125(1), 1987, pages 153169.

[15] Z. Sun and G. Uhlmann, Recovery of singularities for formally determined inverse problems, Communica-
tions in Mathematical Physics, 153(3), 1993, pages 431-445.

[16] L. Tzou, Partial data Calderén problems on L™/? potentials n admissible manifolds, arXiv Preprint, 2018,
arXiv:1805.09161.

[17] L. Tzou, The reflection principle and Calderén problems with partial data, Mathematische Annalen, 369(1-
2), 2017, pages 913-956.

[18] L. Tzou and C. Guillarmou, Calderén inverse problem with partial data on Riemann surfaces, Duke
Mathematical Journal, 158(1), 2011, pages 83-120.

[19] L. Tzou and C. Guillarmou, Identification of a connection from Cauchy data on a Riemann surface with
boundary, Geometric and Functional Analysis, 21(2), 2011, pages 393-418.

(Y. Ma) FO7-CARSLAW BUILDING, THE UNIVERSITY OF SYDNEY, CHIPPENDALE NSW,
AUSTRALIA
E-mail address: K.Ma@maths.usyd.edu.au

26


http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.01715
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.09161

	1. Introduction
	2. Inhomogenous Cauchy-Riemann Problems
	2.1. Riemann Surfaces
	2.2. Inverting the  Operator
	2.3. Special Holomorphic Amplitudes
	2.4. Inverting the Conjugated Operators

	3. Carleman Estimates and Complex Geometric Optic Solutions
	4. Improving Regularity
	4.1. Analysis of Principle Terms
	4.2. Analysis of Remainder Terms

	5. Identification of the Potential
	5.1. Analysis of Principle Terms
	5.2. Analysis of Remainder Terms

	References

