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LOCAL NEAR-FIELD SCATTERING DATA ENABLES
UNIQUE RECONSTRUCTION OF ROUGH ELECTRIC
POTENTIALS

MANUEL CANIZARES

ABSTRACT. The focus of this paper is the study of the inverse point-source
scattering problem, specifically in relation to a certain class of electric poten-
tials. Our research provides a novel uniqueness result for the inverse problem
with local data, obtained from the near field pattern. Our work improves the
work of Caro and Garcia, who investigated both the direct problem and the
inverse problem with global near field data for critically singular and &-shell
potentials. The primary contribution of our research is the introduction of
a Runge approximation result for the near field data on the scattering prob-
lem which, in combination with an interior regularity argument, enables us to
establish a uniqueness result for the inverse problem with local data. Addi-
tionaly, we manage to consider a slightly wider class of potentials.

1. INTRODUCTION

Along the paper, we will consider real potentials in dimension d > 3 that can be
written as

(1) V=V'4+y*+ado,

where V0 € L4/2(R?; R), do- denotes the surface measure of a compact hypersurface
I" which is locally described by the graph of Lipschitz functions, @ € L*(T";R) and
v® is of the form

v =x*D’%,
for some s < 1, g € L*(R%;R), and y € C*(R%;[0,1]) is a cut-off function. Here D*
denotes the Riesz derivative, defined as ljs\f(.f) = |§|Sf(§). The supports of VO and
x will be assumed to be compact. In essence, this means that the whole potential
V is compactly supported. Note that the novel potentials that we introduce in this
work are just those of the class of y*, while V° and @ do are those introduced by
Caro and Garcfa in [4], which they call critically singular and §-shell potentials,
respectively.
The direct problem consists in finding the wave scattered by the potential, when an
incident wave is emitted at fixed energy by a point source away from its support.
Mathematically, this translates to finding ug. solving

{(A+/l V) use(+,y) =Vuin(.,y) in R4,

S
8 usc(.,y) satisfying SRC,

Here, SRC stands for Sommerfeld Radiation Condition. A function u is said to
satisfy SRC if

(2) lim |x|% (il SVu(x) — il ?u(x)] =0

|x]—00 |x
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uniformly in every direction, and u;;,(x,y) = ®,(x — y) denotes the incident wave
emitted from the point y € R? \ supp V, where ®, represents the fundamental solu-
tion for the Helmholtz equation with SRC, which solves the distributional problem:

- {(A+/l) @, = 6o in RY,

®, satisfying SRC.

The SRC is classically introduced so that the solution to the Helmholtz equation
is unique and physically corresponds to a radiating wave [26].
In section 2] we will arrive to the following theorem:

Theorem 1. Suppose V is of the form ([{). Then, there exists g = Ao(V,d) such
that, for every A > Ao, there is an unique solution us.(.,y) € X} to the problem (S))
for every y € R4\ supp V.

Moreover, the mapping Vui,(.,y) = usc(.,y) is bounded from X to X3.

The spaces X; and X are introduced in [4] and their definition will be given
at the beginning of section 2. The elements in the space X} can be thought of as
functions with one derivative in L? that exhibit a certain degree of integrability in
frequences |£] ~ A1/2, and X, will be the pre-dual of X3. To prove the theorem,
we will follow the argument in [4] and make use of many of their results. In Caro
and Garcia’s work, the first step was to deal with the critically singular part of the
potential by obtaining an inverse for the operator A+ A — VY via a Neumann-series
approach.

If we denote the inverse above by (A+A+i0—VY) ™1, it can be applied to both
sides of (S)) to turn the problem into finding the inverse of the operator

I—(A+A+i0 -V o (ado +7%).

The appropiate framework to study this operator is the Fredholm theory, due to
the fact that the operator defined as multiplication by (@ do +v*) is compact from
X to X,. Fredholm alternative assures the existence of such an inverse as long as
the operator I — (A+1+i0-VY) 1o (ado +7v*) is injective. Proving this injectivity
will be equivalent to obtaining uniqueness for the problem

&) {(A+/1—V)u=0 in RY,

u satisfying SRC.

The fundamental ingredient here is an unique continuation argument for the op-
erator A+ A1 —V. In our case, it will be based on a Carleman estimate proved by
Caro and Rogers in [5] for a modified family of Bourgain-type spaces. They were
themselves based on those introduced by Haberman and Tataru in [14] to study
the Calderén problem. As we will note below, this Carleman estimate will prove to
be crucial for the solution of the inverse problem.

Caro and Garcia applied this framework to invert the operator when when a
is in L*®(T"). We noticed that there was a possibility to consider a wider range of
potentials here. The idea is that a do acts as multiplication operator from H*(Q)
to Hy*(Q) with s < 1, where Q is any domain containing the support of V. Then,
the fact that X7 is related to H 1 along with a do being compactly supported, and
the fact H'(Q) is compactly embedded in H*(Q), give the necessary ideas to prove
compactness of the multiplication operator. In principle, one could hope to consider
a € L"(I'), with r > d—1, since a do- would still behave as a compact multiplication
operator form H'(Q) to Hal(Q). Nonetheless, the Carleman estimate doesn’t seem
to work in that case, and therefore we did not manage to relax this condition in
the solution of the inverse problem.
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On the other hand, we attempted to consider distributions of the form D%g,
with s < 1 and g € LP(R9), hoping to find a class of such distributions that
generalized those of the form @ do. However, in principle, the set of indexes (s, p)
that made the Carleman estimate work for these distributions did not allow them
to see the hypersurface I'. Therefore, we opted to consider potentials that could be
decomposed as a sum of those of both classes.

The arguments to find the scattering solution via Fredholm theory can be found
in section 2 Here, the structure is akin to that in [4], but some proofs have to be
redone in order for them to work for our wider class of potentials.

Afterwards, in sections Bl and @ we will devote ourselves to proving the following
theorem concerning uniqueness with partial data for the inverse problem.

Theorem 2. Consider d > 3. Let £1,Z2 be two relatively open sets of dimension
d—-1, separated from suppV, and that can be expressed as the graph of C? functions,
and let V1 and Va be two potentials of the form described in (). Let also usc1 and
Use, be the scattering solutions to the problem (S)) with respective potentials Vi and
Va. Then, there exists g = Ag(V,d) such that, for all 1 > Ay except for at most a
countable set, it holds that

usc,l|21x22 = MSC’2|21><22 = V1 = VQ.

From a physics perspective, we are stating that the identifiability of the potential

is possible by placing sources and detectors only in small pieces of hypersurfaces
away from the support of V. These sources will be emitting monochromatic waves
with a fixed energy A. Note that X£; and Xy could well be the same set, they could
be different but intersecting, or be completely separate and non-intersecting.
We will prove this theorem via an orthogonality relation in the spirit of Alessan-
drini’s identity for the Calderén problem [2] and the construction of CGO solutions
as in [28| (5 [T6]. This orthogonality relation will be proven in section Bl The main
ingredient will be a Runge approximation result, indexed as proposition B.4] given
in section Bl We will take a bounded open domain Q, of class C2, whose boundary
contains both ¥; and Xs, and the Runge approximation will allow us to approxi-
mate solutions in Q by single layer potentials with densities that are supported in
any subset X C 9Q:

Sf(x) = /6 PO o) d.

where f € C(9Q), supp f C Z. Here the total wave is defined as u;, = uin + .
The result will give an approximation in the L? norm of a smaller open domain €’
strictly contained in Q and containing the support of V. The proof of this lemma was
inspired by that of Isakov for the Calderén problem for C? conductivities [19] and
that of Harrach, Pohjola and Salo for the recovery of an L™ scattering coefficient
function in the Helmholtz equation [I5]. Nonetheless, the argument is slightly
different, since we consider approximating solutions of a different kind. Also, there
are some technicalities concerning the singularities of the fundamental solutions,
which have to be treated with a little bit of care. This argument will allow us to
extend an orthogonality relation of the type

(3) (V1 =Va)vi,va) =0,

with v1,v2 being solutions that only see X;, to an orthogonality relation of this type
for all solutions to the equation.

However, the approximation in L? won’t be enough, due to the low integrability
of our potentials. We will in fact need to approximate our solutions in an H' norm
so that the solutions can be integrated against the potential. Therefore, we will
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provide in lemma with an interior regularity result. In particular, for any u
solution of ([§), we will obtain

lullgr @) < lullzz@).

as long as Q is a domain strictly contained in Q' and also containing the support
of V. We will prove this inequality following an argument by Chen that appears in
[6], who proved H? regularity for second order elliptic equations with a degree of
regularity that in our case would ask for V € L*. We adapt the argument to work
for our kind of potentials, which can be done thanks to the fact that e do +7y* acts
as a bilinear form over H*, which is an interpolation space between L2 and H'.
Then, the obtention of the final orthogonality relation will be given in section [3.2}

Remark. It might be interesting to note that, in our case, the only sets that are
given by the problem and that have a clear physical meaning are the supports of the
potentials and the measuring sets 1 and Xo. We will construct ad hoc the domains
in which we obtain the orthogonality relation ([B). To make the arguments work,
we need the frequency A not to be a Neumann eigenvalue for these domains. Since
the set of Neuman eigenvalues in each domain is countable, we can already assert
that the proofs go through for all 4 > Ay except for at most a countable set, as in
the statement of Theorem 2l In [27], Stefanov used the monotonicity of Dirichlet
eigenvalues with respect to domain inclusion to prove that, for any value of A, it is
possible to construct a domain such that A is not a Dirichlet eigenvalue. However,
this monotonicity doesn’t seem to hold for Neumann eigenvalues for the Laplacian
[11], and we have no reason to think that it holds for —A + V. Because of this, we
have not been able to prove the existence of an appropiate domain for every value
of 1. Nonetheless, given the amount of freedom that one has when choosing the
domain, it would be reasonable to expect that such a domain exists. The analyis
of this question is left for a future work.

Finally, to end the proof of Theorem 2] we will test the aforementioned identity
with a special type of solutions, the so-called complex geometric optics (CGO)
solutions. This is a classical method that goes back to Sylvester and Uhlmann’s
work [28] in the Calderén problem. In our case, these special solutions are of the
form

vi(x) = e (1+w;(x)),
where ; € C4 are chosen such that {j-¢j=-Aand {1+ {2 = —ik for an arbitray
k € R? —which is possible in dimension d > 3- and the correction term w j vanishes
in a certain sense when || grows. To prove the existence of these solutions, we
will follow the construction of both Caro and Garcia in [4] and Caro and Rogers
in [5]. The key ingredient again will be the aforementioned Carleman estimate. In
particular, applying the operator (A+1 —V) to v; yields

(A+2§j-V—V)Wj=V.

Therefore, to construct the CGO solutions it is enough to prove injectivity of the
adjoint operator (A—2¢; -V —V), which can be done via a priori estimates. We will
define a family of Bourgain spaces X 2 via the norm

llullx; = (MR + M pe )2l 2
with M > 1, where R denotes the real part and

pe(&) =—lEP+2i0 £+ L.

The index s = 1/2 will play an important role. Realising that the dual of X 2 is X_‘z,
1/2

,—1/2
¢ X

if we want to prove the existence of solutions in X,’“ with potentials V € ¢ owe
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“1/2 o 12

7 - Therefore,

will need to prove the injectivity of the operator from X
the a priori estimate that we will seek will be of the form

lullgre < NA =22 ¥ =V)ully 1
This will be done in section 4
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2. DIRECT SCATTERING

In this section, we follow the strategy by Caro and Garcia to solve the direct
problem for the point-source scattering. As the name of the problem suggests, we
consider an incident wave emitted by a point source at fixed energy 4 > 0. This
means that the spatial part of the incident wave emitted at a point y € R? and
measured at another point x € R¢ will be given by u;,(x,y) = ®,(x — y), where
@, is the radiating fundamental equation to the Helmholtz equation, i.e. @, is the
solution to the problem

(4)

(A+2) D,y =6 in R9,
@, satisfying SRC.

We denote by (A + A +i0)~! the solution operator for the Helmholtz equation with
SRC [@). Under this notation, we can write ®; = (A+A+i0)"1 &y, which for
instance can be expressed in terms of the Fourier symbol for the operator A+ A. If
we denote the modulus of this symbol by m (&) = |4 - |¢]?], it can be checked that
the fundamental solution ®, is given, in the distributional sense, as

- 1iG) . on ~
o /mpg T-1eR © o /sﬂ 7 dsd(f)l ’

for f € (R?). Here, Sy = {¢£ € R? : |£] = 212} is the critical hypersurface of the
symbol m,, and dS, denotes its volume form.

(5) (@, f) =

1
(2m)d/2

2.1. The free resolvent and Neumann series. As mentioned in the introduc-
tion, the scattering solution is constructed in certain spaces X that were considered
by Caro and Garcia in [4]. In those spaces, refinements of estimates by Agmon and
Hormander [1], by Kenig, Ruiz and Sogge [22] and by Ruiz and Vega [25] give us a
good estimate for the free resolvent (A + A +i0)~!. We are going to recall the defi-
nition of these spaces. For this, we need to construct a partition of unity. Indeed,
choose a function ¢ € .7 (R%) supported in {¢£ € R? : |£] < 2} such that ¢(¢&) = 1
whenever |£] < 1 and define, for k € Z, Y (&) = ¢(27K&) — ¢(2751€). Note that
Y is supported in {& € R? : 2571 < |&] < 2K1} and Y,z vi(€) =1 for € # 0. We
define the Littlewood-Paley projectors as

Prf(€) = ui(©) f (&),
(©) Pocf (@)= Y Pi() = 6(27) (&),

j<k
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Now, for A > 0, let k; € Z be such that 2511 < 21/2 < 21, Then, the set of indices
in the projectors above that see the critical frequencies is

I={k,[—2,k/l—1,k/l,k/[+1}.

For simplicity, we will call P<j := P<k,-3. Define now the space B and its dual B*,
as in [I], via the norms

1£ls =Y (221 12my).  llls = sup (27972 lullz2m,))

Jj€Ng J€No

WithDjz{xeRd : 2071 < |x] < 2/} for j e Nand Dy = {x e R? : |x| < 1}.
From now on, denote by g4 the end-point index for the Stein-Tomas trace theorem,
2/qa = (d —1)/(d + 1), by pag the end-point index for the H'-Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev embedding theorem, 1/p4 = 1/2 - 1/d for d > 3, and by ¢/, and p/, their
respective Holder conjugates. The space X, can be defined as the sum of two spaces,
Y, and Z,, which are defined as elements in f € .#’(R¢) with norms

~1/2 —— — -1/25 7
IS, = lmy PP F e+ Y AT 2P flG + > Imy 2Ptz
kel k>ky+1
and
-1/25 3 p -1/253
LFIZ, = PP FI2, + > A% 7 NPSIR,, + D I 2RI,
kel k>ka+1
The norm in X, will be the usual for the sum of normed spaces:
Ifllx, = inf {liglly, +IlAllz,}-
g+h=f
The spaces above have respective dual spaces Y} and Z} defined by the norms
1/2 1/25
lully. = 3 *P<rFlI7s + Y AP UPKAIG + Y my *Pifl,
kel k>ka+1
and
/253 d(X--L /2577
% o= llmy P U + D A% % 2 P flFas + D Iy PiF I .
L
kel k>ka+1

Then, the space X} can be defined as the dual space of X, which will be isomorphic
to the intersection of Y} and Z}, with norm

1/25 7
Ilullx =|lm} 2P fI2, + § (/11/2|IP flg+4 G~ ”d)IIPkfIIqu)
kel

1/2p 712 2 2
D ImPPifizs ~ . +llull3,

k>k +1

It will be interesting to note that the Schwartz class is dense in all the above spaces
with respect to their corresponding norms [4]. We will now obtain an estimate for
the solution operator X; and X). However, let us first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let1 < p < o and s € R. Define D¥ as the Fourier multiplier with
symbol |&|*. Then, it holds that

ID*PrfllLe ~ 2" |1PefllLr.
Proof: Fix s € R. We have, by definition,

DRI = kw70 =2 (5] v (5] o
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If we take y to be a smooth cut-off function such that 0 < y < 1, y = 0 around the
origin and y =1 on suppy, then

7 -2 (8] (5] () e

Note that the function p(&) = |£]° x(£) is compactly supported away from 0 and
therefore p € C°(RY) for any value of s. Now,

3

DPf(£) =2"p (27) Pif (@),

and thus
D*Pif ~ 25 | (Pif) + 255 2% |
Therefore, by Young’s inequality,
ID*PicfliLe < 2Pk fllLe 12562 1Ir = 2°1PeAllLe Bl < 25 11Pf e

Now, to get the reverse inequality, observe that

Pef (@) = 1€ E1° Pif () = FID™*D*Pef1(é),
where F denotes the Fourier transform. Therefore,

IPkfllLe ~ IDT*D*Peflie < 27" IID* Pef Lo,

and thus
2551 1Py fllLe < ID°PrfllLo.

We are ready now for the desired estimate.
Theorem 2.2. There exists a constant C > 0 depending only on d such that
(A +2+i0)" flix; < ClIflIx,
for every f € .Z(RY).
Proof: In [4], Caro and Garcia proved the inequalities

1A+ 2+i0)"" flly: <a v,
and
(A +2+i0)"" fllz; Sa llfllz,-

Now, for the diagonal inequalities, note that Pr(A+A+i0)"1f = (A+ A +i0) ' Pr f
and therefore it follows that, for any k ¢ I,

(Pr(A+A+i0)71f.3) =

1 Pef(£)3(é)
L. 2

(2m)d/2 A—|€?
since the frequencies of Py f are separated from §,. This implies, by Plancherel’s
identity, that

(7) P FIPe(A+A+i0)" Il 2 = my P Pifll 2,

On the other hand, Theorem 3.1 in [25] states that, for u € .(R?) a solution of
(A+Du=f,

d 1 1
1/2 2Gg " pq)
1D Pull g $q 42323 || £

where D'/2 is the Fourier multiplier with symbol |£]'/2. By duality, we have that

dc1l _ 1
IDY2ullpaa $q 42723 || f|l5.
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Note again that, if u solves (A+ ) u = f, then (A+ A)Pru = Py f, for any k € Z.
Thus, for k € I, we have that, since 2K ~ 11/2,

d(1_1
V4P yullpaa ~a 1D Pellpaa sa 225773 || £,
where we have used lemma 211 This, along with (7)) gives us the estimate

(A +2+i0)"" fllz; Sa lIfllv;»
and, by duality,
1A+ 2+i0)"" flly: <a ]Iz,
Applying the definition of the spaces X, and X} gives us the desired result. [ |

Next, the compact support of the potential V° lets us split it into an L™ com-
ponent and a LP4 component whose norm can be as small as needed, which allows
for an estimate of the type

IVOll £y x) < CQAYE+ 1RV pare),

where F = {x € R? : [VO(x)| > A'/*}. With this estimate, one can construct the
solution operator (A+14+i0—V?)~! via Neumann series and prove its boundedness
from X, to X3. All this was done by Caro and Garcia in [4], and can be summarized
in the following proposition. Note that their work was done on a ball, but their
argument would be identical for any Lipschitz domain. Therefore, for the rest of
the section, we will consider a bounded domain Q such that suppV c Q.

Proposition 2.3 ([4]). Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain. The operator defined
by
(A+A+i0-VO)Lf= Z [((A+2+i0) o VO] L (A+A1+i0)L f)
neN
for any f € X, is bounded from X, to X7. Moreover, u = (A+1+i0 ~VO~1f solves
the equation
(A+A1-VYu=finR?
and, if f is compactly supported in Q, then u satisfies SRC (2)).

2.2. The Fredholm alternative. Now we will construct the scattering solution
uge(.,y) as the solution of the equation

(8) [[-(A+2+i0-V% 1o Y +ado)]use(-,y) = f(.,y) in R4

with £(.,y) = (A+ A2 +i0 — VO~ (Vu;n(.,y)). Note that applying the operator
(A+2 - V9 to both sides of (8) and making use of proposition 23] we can see that
if use(.,y) solves (B), then it solves the equation

(A+2=V)uge(e,y) = Vi (., y) in RY.
Moreover, since
Use(+,y) = (A+A+i0 - VO (¥ +ado) use (. y) + Vin(.,y)]

and (v* +a do) use(-,y) +Vuin(.,y) € X, is supported in Q, by proposition 2.3 we
can conclude that ug.(.,y) satisifes SRC (2.

Now, we will make use of the Fredholm theory to solve the equation (§). The
Fredholm alternative theorem states that if T a compact operator on a Banach
space B, then (I —T) is invertible in B if and only if (I — T) is injective. We will
justify the use of this technnique in the following propositions by proving that, in
essence, multiplication by V¥ := y% + e do defines a compact operator from X; to
X . Start by proving the following:
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Proposition 2.4. For any bounded open domain Q c R4, the restriction map
ro 1 X; — HY(Q)
uv— ut|g

s a bounded operator.

Proof: Let u € X and denote

uy = ZPku, Uz\y = U —Uj.
kel

Note that rou = rquy + rquzy;, and therefore
lroullgr ) < llreurlla @) + lIreuzvilla ) -

On the one hand, let @ be a multiindex such that |@| < 1. Then, by triangle,
Hoélder’s and Bernstein’s inequalities,

10 urll2 @) < D 10" Prullz@) < D N0 Prullea < ) 21 |IPeull oa

kel kel kel
1/2
1l_d L_L) Q(L_L) 9
<22 2%4 pa 2/12 94 " Pa ||Pku||qu S ||u||X*l,
kel
while
lurll2 i@y < ) I1Pkulli2@) < ) IPkulliaa Sa llullx;,
kel kel

so that

lreurllgy (@) sa llul
On the other hand, by Plancherel’s identity and the triangle inequality,

Mzt 12 gy SN =82 uz g2, = 11+ - Y2 12
<A+ DY PulZa+ >0 A+ Y2 Pull?,
k>ka+1

1/2 5 112 1/2 5 =12
Sallmy?PoulZ, + Y llmy? Peull?s < lul
k>ka+1

X3

2
X7
where we have used the fact that, since
supp (P<ju) C {£ € RY :+ |€] < A
and, for k > ky +1,
supp (Pru) € {£ e R = 2871 < jg| < 201y,

it follows that

L+ P2 P~ my*(@Pou and (1+ 672 Pru~my* (&) Pru.
Clearly,

lrounzllm: @) < lunzllgr ray
which proves the proposition. [

Corollary 2.5. Every u € X} belongs to HEOC(R‘I).

Recall now that, if for any s > 0 we define H*(Q) as the space of restrictions of
functions in H*(RY) to Q, we can then define H*(€Q) as the dual space of H*(Q).

Proposition 2.6. For any bounded open domain Q c R%, the embedding
HY(Q) <5 X,

15 continuous.
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Proof: We prove it by duality, using Hahn-Banach’s Theorem. Indeed, let ¢ €
C(Q), then there exists u € X} such that [3]

(u, §) (u, $) (rou, ) lIre ullgr @)1l H; 1 (@)
ll¢llx, = <a = < =l¢llg-1(q)>
lleellx, lroullpi@) llroullpi(q) lre ull g () 0

where we have used proposition 2.4l Now, Ci’(Q) is dense in H 1(Q) (proposition
2.9 in [20]) and X, is a Banach space [4], so the proof follows by a standard density
argument. ]

Proposition 2.7. Let 1/2 < s < 1 and define VF :=y5 + ado. There exists C > 0
such that, for any u,v € S(R?), it holds that
(9) 1<y u, v < Mgl (||u||H5(Q)||V||L2(Q) + IIMIILQ(Q)IIVIIHS(Q)),

where Q is any open domain such that suppV C Q. In particular, VF acts as a
bounded multiplication operator from H*(Q) to Hy* ().

Proof: We will use the homogeneous fractional Leibniz rule [7,23]. It is also known
as Kato-Ponce differentiation rule, since its inhomogeneous version was first given
by Kato and Ponce in [21]. Indeed, for u,v € S(RY), 1/r = 1/p1+1/q1 = 1/p2+1/q2
and s < 1 one has

(10) ID*(uv)ller < ID*ullee|[vliLar + llullLez |D* v Laz .
In particular, taking r = 1, p1 = g1 = p2 = g2 = 2, one obtains
[(r*u, )| =l D*g, uv)| = (D g, xuxv)| =
g, D* (xuxv)| < liglle=lID* (xuxv)llzs <
gl (I1D° Qe llL2llxvils + lxull 21D Gev)llL2)

where we have used Hélder’s inequality and the aforementioned Kato-Ponce rule.
On the one hand, since y is supported in Q,

lxullez < llullz@) < lullas @)-

On the other hand, let any i € S(R?) be such that ii|g = u|g. Using again the
fractional Leibniz rule we obtain

I1D* (xi)llz2 <IID°xllellallp2 + Ixlle= 1Dl 2 < [lillas-

Now, since yu = yii, we can take infimum to obtain

(11) ID* (xw)llp2 < inf{lldllps < ilg = ulg} = llullps(@)-
Therefore,
(12) 100 )1 gl (lls o IVl + el ey 1V s o |

Note that in particular we have that

[y u, v s llgllzsllullas @ lvilas @)

while for the o do term we have that

/uva do
r

Observe that, by the trace theorem for Sobolev spaces (see, for example, [30], section
4.4.2), for any 1/2 < s <1 it holds that

[{@ dou, v)| = < llallzemllullz2 oy IvIlL2 (-

lull2ry S Nullgs-12qy S llullas@)s
so that

(13) VEu 01 5 (llgllzogea + i)
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which ends the proof of the proposition. [

Proposition 2.8. The operator
(A+21+i0-V)) Lo (5 +ado)
is compact in X7.
Proof: By proposition 2.3, (A + A +i0 - V%) ~! is bounded from X, to X7, so we
only have to show that V¥ is compact form X7 to Xa. All the necessary ingredients
have been laid in the previous propositions. Just recall that the inclusion
HY(Q) <5 H*(Q)

is known to be compact and Hj*(Q) is continuously embedded in Hj LQ). We
summarize the argument in the following diagram:

) . . ,~
HY(Q) <5 HY(Q) ~— H(Q) <o H7'(Q) < X,

* Q
X/l

Now, to prove existence of the scattering solution, we are only missing the injec-
tivity of the operator

(A+2+i0-V) Lo (y* +ado).

With the reader’s consent, we will borrow a lemma that will be proved later in
section M namely lemma concerning a Carleman estimate. This estimate works
on a family of Bourgain spaces defined by the following norm, for ¢ € C% and s € R,

(14) lullxs = (MR + M~ p 1)l 2,
z
with M > 1, where R denotes the real part and
pe(€) =6 +2L £+ L.

Lemma 4.2. Let Ry > 0 such that suppV C Bgr, = {x € R? : |x| < Ro}. Take

pr(x) = M# +x- 4, with{ =10 +iT, 0 € S and T € RY. There exists C > 0
and 19 = 19(Ro, V, ) such that

(48) IIMIIny < CRolle?(A+2-V) (E_WM)HX:;&
for all for u € . (R%) with suppu C B, and T > 9.

Take R such that Q c Bg,. Now, we can check that the spaces XE/Q and H'(RY)

are equal as sets, and that, for every u € H'(R?) such that suppu C Q, we have
that e?$(A+A1-V) (e %4u) is in X__;/Q. Therefore, by density, [@8]) also holds for

every u € H'(R?) such that suppu c Q.

Lemma 2.9. Consider d > 3. Ifu € HZIOC(Rd) s a solution of
(A+A-V)u=0 in R?

that satisfies the SRC' @), then u has to be identically zero.

Proof: Let R > 0and call B={x e R? : |x| < R}. On the one hand, the restriction
of u to R \ suppV solves (A+2)u = 0. By Theorem 11.1.1 in [I7] this restriction
is smooth, and we have that

(15) /|6yu—i/ll/2u|2 dS=/ 10,u)? + Au|? +id 2 (8,ut — Byuu)dS,
OB OB
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where I denotes the imaginary part and 8, = v -V the normal derivative with
respect to the vector v = x/|x|. Using Green’s identity in B \ Q we obtain that

/Gyuﬁ—ﬂudSz—/ Byuﬁ—mudS
OB o0

Now, by the SRC (@), identity (IH) yields

lim |6,,u|2+/l|u|2=i/ll/2/ Ayuti — Oyuuds.
B o0Q

R—0o0 /g

Since the potential V is real-valued, Green’s identity in Q gives us that

i | duu-0,uudS=0,
oQ

which implies that

lim Aul? =0,

R—o Jop
and, consequently, by Rellich’s lemma, suppu ¢ Q and u € H'(R%). Then, we can
apply inequality (@S] to v = e¥¢u, which belongs to H* (R?) and is supported in Q:

||e‘/’{u||x1/2 < CRy||e?* (A+2-V) u”X—l/Q»
iy -

where Ry is such that Q c Bg,. Finally, since (A+ 1 —V)u = 0, we can conclude
that u = 0. ]

With this last lemma, the Fredholm theory argument is completed. Therefore,
we have effectively proved the following theorem:

Theorem [l Suppose d > 3 and V is of the form ({l). Then, there exists Ao =
A0(V,d) such that, for every A > Ao, there is an unique solution ug(.,y) € X to
the problem (8)) for every y € R¢ \ supp V.

Moreover, the mapping Vui,(.,y) = usc(.,y) is bounded from X to X3.

3. RUNGE APPROXIMATION AND ALESSANDRINI IDENTITY

In this section, we aim to prove the following orthogonality relation, which is
crucial to prove the inverse uniqueness with local data result:

Proposition 3.1. Consider d > 3. Let Vi and Vs be two potentials of the form
@, and let 1,2 be two relatively open sets of dimension d — 1, separated from
suppV, and that can be expressed as the graph of C* functions. Choose a bounded
open domain Q of class C? such that £1,Zs C 0Q, supp V,cQ, j=1,2

Then, there exists Ag = Ag(V,d) such that, for every A > Ay except for at most a
countable set, it holds that

MSC,1|21X22 = MSC’2|21XZQ == <(V1 - VQ)Vl,VQ) = 0’

for all vi,vo € Hl(Q) such that (A+A1-V;)v; =0 in Q.
i)V

We will divide the proof of this proposition in two parts. We will prove that
the orthogonality relation is fullfiled for solutions that can be represented as single
layer potentials with densities supported in X1 and X5 respectively, to then extend
it to every solution by approximating them by these single layer potentials. We
will start by providing with a Runge approximation result, that allows us to do
this approximation in a L? norm. The ideas for the proof take inspiration from
[19] and [I5]. However, due to the low-regularity of the potential V, we need an
approximation in a space of higher regularity. Lemma below will provide us
with an estimate to make the approximation in a H' norm. In this section, we will
constantly refer to appendix[Al There, we remember some classical results regarding
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layer potentials and their use in solving the Neumann problem for the Helmholtz
equation, which is a key ingredient in our proof or the Runge approximation.

3.1. Runge approximation. We will start the section by providing with two
technical lemmas that make the proof of the Runge approximation more readable.
The notation Q" cc Q will mean here and throughout the paper that Q co. Also,
note that, given the nature of y*, the integration has to be understood at times as
a duality pairing.

Lemma 3.2. Let V be as in ([Il). Let Q" cc Q be two open bounded domains of
class C? such that suppV c Q', and let v € L?>(Q) be also supported in Q. Suppose
that ¢ € HY(Q) is a solution to

A+2-V)p=v inQ,
Oy =0 on 0Q.

Then, for every y € 0Q, it holds that

16) [ ) i) 45 == [ (o) V) +3) i (.3) .

Proof: This lemma boils down to a careful integration by parts, analysing the
singularity of u;,(x,y) when x = y. Let By, . be the ball of radius & > 0 centered in
y € Q. In appendix [Al we give the following expression:

(17) Oy tin(x,y) = G(y,x)lx — y[*7,

with G a bounded function on 9Q x dQ. This means that |0, u;s| is a weakly
singular kernel of order d — 2, which in turn ensures the absolute integrability of
0 () uin(-,y) in dQ (see lemmalA2lin Appendix[A]). Therefore, by the Dominated
Convergence Theorem and Green’s formula, we have

/ (x) By tin(x. y) dS(x) = lim / (1= Lp, . () 9(x) Byttin(x. ) AS(x)
oQ =0 Jp0

= lim (/ ©(x) By uin(x,y)dS(x)
A(Q\By, )

e—0

- / () By tin (. ) dS(x)) ,
(0By,£)NQ

First, we will see that the second term is negligible. Indeed, we can use again
the limiting expression for 8, u;, in ([[7), that is |0, uin(x,y)| < |x — y|*>~¢ when
x approaches y. Changing to polar coordinates centered in y we obtain, for &
sufficiently small,

<e [ lote0]dso)

n

[83 )ne @(x) Oy, uin(x,y) dS(x)
(18) v, )N

—0
e sup |o(x)| =0,
xeQ\Q/

where we have denoted by S‘rﬁ_l the relevant half sphere in the change of variables,
and we have used the fact that, since ¢ solves (A+ )¢ =0 in Q\ ', its restriction
to that domain is smooth by Theorem 11.1.1 in [I7], and therefore bounded. Next,
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we can use integration by parts in Q \ B, . to obtain

/ () Byt (x, ) AS(x) = / (1) (Ay 41— V() i (x. y) dx
2(@\5,..)

Q\By,s

_/ (A+2-V(x)) o(x) uin(x,y) dx
Q\By .

[ ae () S
d(Q\By, )
On the one hand, since d,¢ =0 on 9Q, we have that
[ aeunndsm= [ ap ) dse).
A(Q\By..) (0By,)NQ
Now, observing that the limiting expression for u;, is
win(x,y) = F(y,x)lx = y|*¢,

with F a bounded function on dQ x Q (again refer to appendix [A]), we can do an
identical argument as in (8] to obtain that

e—0
— 0.

/ By (x) tin (x, y) AS ().
(0By,£)NQ

On the other hand, we have that (Ayx +A) u;n(x,y) =0 for x # y, while
(A+ 2=V (x)) ¢(x) = v(x). Therefore, since both V and v are supported in &',

[ o2, a8 = limy [ (=00 V) = v(0) i ) .
69 E— (o)

However, the integral in the limit does not depend on & in any way, and the lemma
is proved. [

Remember now that total wave is u;, = u;n + uge, and consider the single layer
potential with density f € C(dQ) as defined by (see Appendix [A] for details)

(19) (S/) @) = /a FOuny) dSG). xR,

and the normal derivative operator as

(20) (NF) @) = /a T B a6, AS). ¥ € 09

Lemma 3.3. Let V be as in ([Il). Let Q' cc Q be two open bounded domains of
class C? such that suppV c Q', and let v € L*(Q) also supported in Q. Suppose
¢ € HY(Q) is a solution to

A+2-V)p=v inQ,
oy =0 on 0Q.

Then, it holds that
/ (N () p(x) dS(x) = - / (SF)@) v(x) dr.
oQ Q

Proof: First note that scattering part use solves (A + A) uge(-,y) = 0 in R4\ supp V
as long as y € R? \ suppV, so it is smooth away from the potential, by Theorem
11.1.1 in [I7], and in particular it is smooth on dQ. On the other hand, expression
(@) means that |9, un| is a weakly singular kernel of order d — 2, which in turn
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ensures the absolute integrability of ¢(.) f(0)d, uin(., o), and allows to use Fubini’s
Theorem (see lemma in Appendix [A]). Therefore,

/6 NN 9l a5 - /a RE ( /a )t (x.) dS(y)) as(x)

(21)

- / £O) ( / () By ttr0 (5, ) dS(x)) ds(y).
oQ 0Q

Now, for any y € Q we obtain, by integrating by parts in Q with respect to x,
/a ()10 (3,3) AS(3) = /Q (1) (Ay 41— V() ttse (r. y) dr
- /(Au V) () ttse (x, y) dlx
Q
. / 3y0(x) tse (x. y) dS(x)
oQ
- /Q (0(0) V) tin(x. y) = v(6) e (5, y)) dlx.

In the last identity we have used that (Ay +4 — V(x)) usc(+,y) = Vui(.,y) in RY,
and also that (A+1—V) ¢ =v in Q and d,¢ = 0 on 9Q, as well as the fact that both
V and v are supported in Q’. Joining (22)) above with (I6) in lemma yields

/ () By ttro (x, ) S (x) = - / V(¥ 0%, y) d.
oQ Q

Applying this identity in ([ZI) and using Fubini’s Theorem again yields
Loxn@emase == [ v ([ 0w asm) a
0 [o% Q

- / V() (SF) () .
N

Note that the single-layer potential Sf as defined in () belongs to H'(Q)
by lemma [A3] in appendix [Al Therefore, if we take two open bounded domains
Q' cc Q of class C?, and a relatively open subset £ c 0Q, we can define the
following spaces:

X:{ueHl(Q) : (A+/l—V)u=OinQ}

X* = {u:SfeHl(Q) 1 feC(0Q), supp f C E}
Xo = {u|g, tu€ X} c H(Q)
Xé, = {u|g, fu€ XE} c HY(Q)

Proposition 3.4 (Runge approximation). Let V a potential of the form (Il). Let
X be a relatively open set of dimension d — 1, separated from suppV, and that can
be expressed as the graph of G2 functions.

Choose a bounded open domain Q of class C? such that * C 0Q and suppV C Q,
and let Q' cc Q be a smooth domain such that suppV C &', and such that Q\ Q'
s connected.

Then, there exists Ag = Ag(V,d) such that, for every A > Ay except for at most a
countable set, Xé, is dense in Xo under the L?(Q') norm, this is, any function in
Xo can be approzimated by functions in X2, in this norm.
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Proof: We will show that Xqo C (X, Z,)ll = X_Ez,, where the orthogonal complement

and closure are taken with respect to the L%(€’) inner product. Indeed, let v €
L?(Q’), and let ¢ € H'(Q’) such that

A+A-V)p=E in Q
(23) { ( )o=Epy inQ,

oy =0 on 0Q,

where Egv denotes the extension by 0 of v to Q. This ¢ will be guaranteed to exist
as long as 4 is not a Neumann eigenvalue for the operator —A+V in Q. The set of
these eigenvalues is a countable set. For a proof of these claims, see appendix [Al
Now, we have that

ve(X3)t &= 0= (rgu, vy = W, Egv)g=u, (A+1-V)p)g, VueX*,
Applying Green’s identity, and the fact that (A+1—V)u=0in Q if u € X*,
ve(XZ)t &= 0=(u,(A+1-V)p)g
=((A+A=V)u, 9)q + (U, 8, 9) 50 — (Ovit, @) oq, Yu € X*.
— 0=(u,p)go, VYuc X=.

Now, since u = Sf, we have that (see lemma [A.3)), for x € 0Q,

1
duu() = 51 () + (NF) (0,
with the operator N as defined in (20). Therefore,

v €E (XZ,)L — 0=%(f,¢)ag+(Nf,t,0)aQ, VfeC(0Q) s.th. supp f C .

Now, by lemma B3] we have that, for f € C(dQ) supported on X,

<Nf» ‘P>ag == <Sf7 v>Q’ = O»
since v € (XZ,)* by assumption and Sf |Q, € XS, by definition. This yields

ve(X3)t & 0= (f.0)oa, VfeC(0Q) s.th. supp f C Z.
Consequently,
(24) ve(X3)t &= ¢=0 onX
Then, ¢ solves

(A+D =0 inQ\Q,
oe=¢=0 onZ,

which, by the Unique Continuation property for the operator (A — 1) [I8], implies
that ¢ = 0 in Q\ Q. Also, since ¢ solves (A + )¢ = v in Q\ suppV, its re-
striction to this set belongs to H?(Q \ supp V) which means that ¢ = d,¢ = 0 on
0Q" c Q\suppV.

1
Finally, let w € Xg. We want to show that w € ((XZ,)l) . Indeed, let v € (X2)*
and ¢ as in 23). Then, using Green’s Identity again,
W, g =(w, (A+21=V) p)o
=((A+A=V)w,0)g + (W, 0v9) sy — (W, @) sy
=W, 0vP) gy — (Oyw, @) gy =0,

where we have used that (A+2—V)w =0 in Q’. This proves that Xqo C Xé,, which
ends the proof. [
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As we commented above, we need to make the approximation of proposition [3.4]
in a stronger norm than L2. This will be clear later in the proof of proposition
B but the main reason is that the potential V doesn’t act as a bilinear operator
over L2, but over H'. The next lemma is an interior regularity result, also called
Caccioppoli inequality in the literature [12]. It will allow us to get H' convergence
in a smaller set than the one in which we have proven the L? approximation. Both
the statement and the proof of the lemma are inspired by [6]. However, due to
the nature of our potential V, we will obtain less regularity, and we will need to
use both Sobolev embeddings and interpolation of Sobolev spaces to complete the
proof.

Lemma 3.5 (Interior regularity). Consider d > 3. Let V be a potential of the form
). Let & cc Q be two Lipschitz open domains such that suppV c Q. Then, if
u e H(Q) solves

(25) A+2-V)u=0 1inQ,
then it holds that
lullgr@y S Nullz2q)-

Proof: We will assume that u is a real function. For a complex u, both its real
and imaginary parts are real functions that satisfy (2H), since V is real, thus the
result will follow.

The weak formulation of equation ([25]) is

(26) /Qvuvfpzfg(\/—a)w, Vo € Hy(Q).

Consider now a real cut-off function n between Q" and 9€, namely, n € C°(4;R)
such that n = 1in Q" and 0 <5 < 11in Q\ Q'. Consider then the test function
0 =n%uc Hé(Q). With this test function, eq. ([26) becomes

/|Vu|2172+/Vu2nVnu=/(V—/l)u2n2.
Q Q Q

Therefore, since suppV c Q’,
(27) / [Vul?n? < / Vu2nuVn //lu2n2 / Vu?®
Q Q Q Q

Now, let’s analyze these three summands separately. For the second one we have,

since 0 <5 <1,
Au’n?| < /l/ u? = A|u)? .
L o L2(Q)

For the first one, set any 0 < € < 1. By Young’s inequality for products, we have
that 2ab < ga? + &~ 'b? for any two a,b > 0. This, along with Cauchy-Schwartz

inequality gives
< s/ [Vul?n? + &7t / ‘an u’
Q Q

/ Vu2nuVn
Q
<o [ 19U 0 + o7 Il Il

+ +

(28)

(29)

Finally, in the last summand of ([27) we will analyze V°? and VF = ado +y* sepa-

rately:
/Vu2 ‘/Vou2 /VFu2

< +
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To estimate the second term, use (I3)) in the proof of proposition 2.7 Indeed, there
exists K > 0 such that

/ vEu?
QI

Now, note that in a domain with smooth boundary, the fractional order Sobolev
space H*(Q') is equivalent to the interpolation space between L?(Q’) and H'(Q')
with interpolation index s (see, for example, [29]), that is

< K (llgllzs gy + lellimy ) s o

2(1-s
a7y gy < Mall7S oo Hatll 3 -

Also, if we take § > 0, using again Young’s inequality for products, we have that

—pa? " pP’ 1, 1 _ : _ 1 r_ 1
a.bsé P“?+6P p,,foranya,bz()and F+7_1' Choosing p = 1=, p' = §
gives

_ ,
Nl gy < (1= )6~ T lulZ2 g + 56" ullZs -
Therefore, since [|ul|2 () < |lullz2(q), we have that

(30)

/VFu2

Now, to estimate the VO term, let N > 0 and consider the set
F={xeR?:|V'x)| >N},

and define E =R?\ F. Then, VO = 15Vy + 1xVy, with ||1gVo|lz~ = N. Then, using
Holder inequality and the Sobolev embedding H'(Q') ¢ LP4(Q'),

/V0u2 /V015u2 /Volpu2

NIl gy + VL 11 1

Nl gy, + CIVO Ll oy 1 g
where C is the Sobolev embedding constant. Putting (28), (29), (30) and BI) in
inequality 27)) yields

(1=e) [ 19l < Cullul gy + Callul g

__1 .
< K (lglzo ey + iy ) [ (1= 906775 1l gy + 6™ ullZ g

< +

where

- _-1
Cl =A+N+¢ 1||Vn||im(g) + (”g”Loo(Rd) + ||a||Lm(r)) (1 - S)6 I-s,

Co = K (lIgllzoque) + lollier ) s67 + CIVOLEll a2 .
Therefore we have, again since 0 <5 < 1,
(1 - S)”””i]l(g/) < Cl”””%ﬁ(g) + C2||”||?.[1(Q/)7
so that
(1 —&- C2)||”||?.[1(Q/) < Cl”””i2(g)

Finally, since we can take £ and § as small as we want, and we can take N as big
as needed to make |VO1 x| a2 sufficiently small so that

Co+e<1.
Therefore, we can conclude that
lullzr @y s llullLz(g)

and the lemma is proved. [



LOCAL-DATA INVERSE SCATTERING WITH ROUGH ELECTRIC POTENTIALS 19

3.2. Proof of proposition 3.3l To prove proposition [3.1] we will further need the
following lemmas, whose proof can be again be found in [4]. It might be of interest
to note that, although we introduce a wider class of potentials, the proof is based
on working away from its support, and therefore it goes through identically.

Lemma 3.6 ([4]). Let Q be a bounded open domain of class C2. The scattering
solution of (20 satisfies the following reciprocity relation

usc(xvy) =usc(y,x), VX,)’ eRd\suppV.
In particular, the single layer potential S is symmetric, that is,
SfgdS =/ fSgdS, Vf,geC(0Q).
oQ oQ

The following lemma is also proved in the appendix, lemma [A.3] From now on,
when necessary, we will denote by u, the trace on 9Q of u|Rd\§, and by u_ the trace
on 9Q of ulg. As well, we will denote by d,u; and d,u_ the normal derivative of
those, always with respect to the outward-pointing normal vector of dQ (as seen
from inside Q).

Lemma 3.7 ([4]). Consider d = 3, and let Q be a bounded open domain of class
C?. Let f € C(0Q). Then, u = Sf is the unique solution in Hllo (R?) to the problem

A+2-V)u=0 inR%\9Q,
Oyu_ —oyuy = f on 0Q,
u satisfying SRC.
After these considerations, we will proceed by first proving that the orthogonality

relation is fullfiled by solutions represented as single layer potentials with densities
supported in £; and Zz. The proof is similar to that of proposition 3.3 in [4].

Lemma 3.8. Consider d > 3. Let V1 and Vs be two potentials of the form (), and
let 21, %9 be two relatively open sets of dimension d—1, separated from suppV, and
that can be expressed as the graph of C? functions. Choose a bounded open domain
Q of class C? such that 1,%s C 0Q and supp V,cQ, j=12,

Then, there exists Ag = A9(V,d) such that, for every A > Ag, it holds that

Use g,y = se 2]y, xy, = ((Vi=Vo)vi,va) =0,

for all vi,ve € HY(Q) such that v =S8;fj, for some f; € C(0Q) supported in X;.

Proof: Integrating in Q and using Green’s identity gives

(32) ((V1 — VQ)Vl,VQ) = / (anvvl_ - V1(3VV2_) dS,
oQ

while doing so in B\ Q, where B := {x e R? : |x| < R} gives

0:/ (A+D)vivg =
.

\Q

2/ (anvvl - VlaVVQ) ds —/ (V2(9VV1+ - v1(9VV2+) dS,
oB oQ

since v and vy are solutions to (A+ 1) u =0 in R? \ Q by lemma 37 Here, making
R — oo and applying SRC (@) yields

(33) / (Vgaprr - V1(3,,V2+) ds =0.
o0Q
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Then, inserting (33) in ([B32),
(34) (V1 =Vo)vi,va) = / [vo (Byvi- = 8yv1y) — vi (Byva_ — yvay)]| dS.
o

Now, since v; = 8; f;, applying lemma B.7]

(Vi =Va)vy,ve) = / (S2fe fi =S1f1 f2) dS,
o0
and, by lemma [3.0]

(V1 =Va)vi,va) = /69 [S2 — S1] f1 f2 dS.

Finally, since ugsc,1 = uge,2 in X1 X Xg by assumption, the kernel of Sy — 8; is
supported in (AQ x Q) \ (X1 X X2), but supp (f1 ® f2) C L1 X Xg, so we conclude
that

((Vi = Va)vi,va) =0,
and the lemma is proved. ]

Now, we are set for the proof of the orthogonality relation. We restate the
proposition again:

Proposition 3.1. Consider d > 3. Let Vi and Vs be two potentials of the form
@), and let £1,%2 be two relatively open sets of dimension d — 1, separated from
suppV, and that can be expressed as the graph of C? functions. Choose a bounded
open domain Q of class C? such that £1,%s C 0Q, supp V,cQ, j=1,2

Then, there exists Ag = A9(V,d) such that, for every A > Ay except for at most a
countable set, it holds that

usc,1|21><22 = usc,2‘21><22 == <(V1 - VQ)Vl, V2> =0,
for all vi,vo € HY(Q) such that (A+21-V;)v; =0 in Q.

Proof: Now let vi,vo2 € HY(Q) be such that to (A+2-V;)v; =0in Q. Let Q"
and Q be two open domains such that
suppV; c Q" cc Q' ccQ, j=1,2,

L2 (@
and let (v;.m))meN c X%, j = 1,2, be two sequences such that plm) -L—)> Vi,

which exist in virtue of proposition [3.4] meaning that vﬁ.m) =S;f; ) for some f; (m)
supported in X;. Then,

(V1 = Vo)vy,va) ={((V1 = Vo) (v1 — ng)), va) +{((V1 - V2)V§m), Vg — Vém))
(V= Vo™ vy

By lemma [3.2] we have that

(36) (Vi = Vo™ v{my =0, ¥m eN.

We will now show that the two first summands converge to zero as m — oo. Note
first that, for ¢, ¢ € H'(Q"), it holds that

(35)

(VJQ @, ) < ||Vj(-)||Ld/2 I¢llLra @y lellLra @y S NPl @ lellat @y
and
(VE¢,¢) < (||g||L°°<Rd) + ||C¥||L°°(r)) Bl s @) lellms @y S Nllar @y lellar@r)-

We have used in the estimates above the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and
inequality (I3)) in proposition 27l Therefore, lemma [B.H yields

(37) (Vi = Vo) (v1 =v{),va) < Ivi = v Nl V2l @ < v =v™ N2 @)



LOCAL-DATA INVERSE SCATTERING WITH ROUGH ELECTRIC POTENTIALS 21

In the second summand we proceed as in the first one. Note that, since v<1m) are

also solutions in H'(Q) of (A+A—V)u =0, by lemma [3.5]
I M@y < IV N2 @), Vm e,

and, since (vgm))meN is a convergent sequence, it must also be bounded. This is,
3AC > 0 such that

I N2 @) < €, Ym €N,

Thus, we obtain
(38) (V1= Vai™ vy = w8 < lIva = v5™ 2 (@r)-
By putting @6), (37) and (B8)) in (35) we obtain
m-—oo

(Vi = Va)vivadl s Ivi = v ll2 @) + Ive = v8™ 1l 2 @) —— 0,

which proves our statement. [

4. CGO SOLUTIONS AND PROOF OF THEOREM

Now that we have proved the Alessandrini-type identity in proposition Bl we
can test it with the CGO solutions. These will be solutions of the form

(39) vi(x) = eSix (1 + w;(x)),

for some ¢; € C4. We will follow once again the arguments in [4] and [5] for this
section. In particular, applying the operator (A+ A —V) in ([B9) yields

(A+2§j-V+§j-§j+/l—V)wj=V—/l—_{j-§j.
Now if ; are chosen such that {; - {; = —A, we obtain
(A+2;-V=V)w;=V.

Therefore, to prove the existence of these solutions, it is enough to prove injectivity
of the formal adjoint (A—2¢;-V—V). This can be done via a priori estimates. This
estimate will be proved in section 1] in the relevant spaces, based on a Carleman
estimate for the laplacian by Caro and Rogers [5], that can be perturbed to include
the potentials V. The inequalities will be analogous to those in [4] and [5] but,
besides adding the potential y*, we will follow a slightly different order in rotating
the inequalities and adding the potentials.

Later, in section we will end the proof of Theorem 2l We will further choose ¢;
to fulfill {1 + ¢o = —ik for an arbitray x € R? -which is possible in dimension d > 3-,
and the correction term w; will vanish in a certain sense when [{;| grows. Here the
approach will be based in [4] [5] [13].

4.1. Existence of CGO solutions. As we mentioned in the introduction, we
will prove the existence of CGO solutions via a priori estimates. For s € R and
¢ € €4 we define the inhomogeneous Bourgain space X 2 as the space of distributions

u €.’ (R?) such that u € LfOC(Rd) and
llullx; = [(MIR(OI?+ M pe )Pl 2 < oo,
endowed with the norm ||| X35 with M > 1, where R denotes the real part and

pe(&) =—|EP+2i0 £+ L.

These spaces were originally considered by Haberman and Tataru in [I4], then by
Haberman in [13], by Caro and Rogers in [5], and by Caro and Garcia in [4]. To
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prove the a priori estimate, we draw from Theorem 2 in [5]. From now on, set
=10+il, witht>0,0e8% !, T eR? and ¢ - <0, and define

wr(x) = M(x .20)2 +x-L.

Then, Theorem 2 in [5] is roughly equivalent to the following:

Theorem 4.1 ([5], Theorem 2). Take Ro > 0. There is an absolute constant C > 0
such that, if M > CRg then,

[Jul < CRolle?rn Ale™#nu) |l y-1/2
-Ten

btz
for u € S (RY) with suppu C Br, = {x € R% : |x| < Ro} and T > 8MRy.

We will transform the inequality to make it work for an arbitrary {. If for
{ =710 +1i1 as above we take Q € SO(d) to be a rotation such that Qe, = 0, and
denote by QT its traspose, and by Q, its pullback, then it is easy to check that
Vre, = Qupro and p_r., = Qup-rg. Thus, if u € #(RY) with suppu ¢ Bg, and
T > 8M Ry, we have

lllyrrz =N1Quutllg12 < CRolle? e Ale™ e Quully-1j2 =
CRol|Q.[e? n Ale™¥mnu)]lly-12 = CRolle¥" A(e™ " u) || y-1/2,
~Ten -70

where we have used Theorem [£1] and the fact that rotations commute both with

the laplacian and the Fourier transform. On the other hand, if { = 76 +iZ and
we denote by N7 the translation operator by I € R?, it’s again easy to check that

p-¢ = Nrp_z¢. Therefore, keeping in mind that N_7u(€) = e~ u(¢), we obtain

lully1rz = lle™ully12 < CRolle?™* A(e™ 7 e~ T u)|| -1/
(40) -Z -760 -70
= CRolle_‘I'e“’fA(e_‘”u)||X_1£)2 = CRolle?s Ale™ % u)| 172

! .

Now we can perturb this inequality with the term A — V in the operator. The
following inequalities will be of interest during the whole argument. For any ¢ € C¢
such that ¢ - ¢ < 0 and u compactly supported, we have the following

(41) lallz> < MR ull 2,
(42) lullpra < M1/4||M||x§/2.

Inequality (2] is a direct consequence of Haberman’s embedding [13]

(43) leellzra < Nullgrz,

where the space X2 is defined by the norm ||u||>-(z = |llps|* ull 2. We are going to

quantify (1 —V)u in Xgl/Q
Start by estimating Au with Z(R9). Let v € .Z(R%), then by Cauchy-Schwartz

inequality,

(44) KAu, v)| < Ajullp20vlL2 < AM‘Wr‘l||u||X§/2||v||X;/2

by duality. Remember that in our case |R(¢)| = 7.

Next, to estimate the term VOu, we can split the potential as in the proof of lemma
Indeed, consider the set F = {x € R? : [VO(x)| > N}, and define E = R? \ F.
Then, VO = 15Vy + 15V, with ||LgVp||z~ = N, and therefore by Cauchy-Schwartz
and Holder inequalities, as well as (1)) and [{42)),

KVOuv)l < Nllullzvllz2 + ILrVoll parz llullra vl Lra

45 _ _
(45) < (VM2 MR Vo) el oz 1Vl
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For the term @ do-, we need to use the Besov space version of Theorem 14.1.1 in [17],
which gives us a trace boundedness ||lul| 2 ) < [[u]lz1/2. Remember that the Besov
2,1

spaces B;',’ 4 are given by the following norms, using Littlewood-Paley projectors as

defined in (@):
1/q

kgs
lullgy , ={ D 2" 1Peullf,
keZ

Indeed, by Cauchy-Schwartz and Holder inequalities,

Kerdor s, )] < Nl lallz oy IVl < el el e 1] oo

Now, estimate separately high and low frequencies. Let k; € Z be such that 251 <
7 < 2k Then, if k > k; + 1, we have that 2K/2|Pru(&)| ~ 2_k/2|p§(§)|1/2|Pku(§)|,
so that for the high frequencies we have that, by Plancherel’s identity,

> 22 Pl ~ > 27 R lp MR Pl < 7T MMl e,
e
k>k.+1 k>k,+1

while for the low frequencies

>0 2Pz < 7 Pz < MUYl e
k<ko+1 ¢

Therefore, combining the previous inequalities, we have that there exist a constant
C’ > 0 such that

(46)  Kadou,v)| < C'llallper) (M2 +7712 +r—lM”Z)uqu;m||v||xé/2.
Finally, for y*, use proposition 2.7 to obtain
[ u vyl < C”ligllze (1D%ullp2vllzz + llull 21Dl 2) -

Split again in high and low frequencies:
ID%ulis < [ e m@ras= [l mePdes [ leP me P e
R l&l<T &1z
On the one hand, for the low frequencies, clearly
[ e @or de < 2 i < o
|¢l<r X
while for the high frequencies, having in mind that we assumed s < 1,

ff €1 (&) d¢ < /m lEPCD |pe (o)1) de < TSV |[|p V2 1l)2,

<7 ?CTIMY2 ul2, ..
X{

Therefore, we have that
1D ullpe < (7 2M M g,
'Y
which yields

(47) [ )] < C gl (v~ M2+ 579 full gz vl

Now, sum inequalities (@), @), [@0) and [@T), and choose M > CR? so that
CRoC’'M~Y2||a||z~r) < 1/4, then choose N such that CRoMY/2||1pVO|| a2 < 1/4,
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and finally choose T > 8M R so that
CRo| (4 N) M2 4 C ol (7702 + 77 M1 12)
+C7 gl (M2 4 e02) | < 1/,

With this previous discussion we can prove what is summarized in the following
lemma:

Lemma 4.2. Let Ry > 0 such that suppV C Bg, = {x € R? : |x| < Ro}. Take

wr(x) = M% +x-0, with =710+iT, 0 € S and T e R. There exists C > 0
and 19 = 19(Ro, V, ) such that

(48) lullyaps < CRolle (A+2=V) (™)l

for all for u € #(R?) with suppu C Bgr, and v > 19.
Next, note that
A6 u)y=e S UA-20-V+-0u,
and thus lemma yields

.0)2

02 (
llull 12 < CRolle™ T(A—2 VAl L HA—V)(e M )|l -1z
- -

0?2
M 2y

Now we procceed to remove the remaining exponential factors. Take u = e
with v € .7 (R?) supported in Bg,, then

02 0?2
(49) 1M T vl e < CRolle™ 2 (A=20 -V 4+ £+ A= V)vllyoe.
-¢ -Z

Additionaly, if we prove that

0?2
(50) lle™ = )(W||X;/2 S ||W”x§/2’
it will follow by duality that

02
™=Vl S (A =20 V4L L+ A=Vl o,

while if
_p 02
(51) le™ == wilyare < wllye,

then again by duality
0?2
Il < e =2 v,

Above x(x - 6) = xo(x - 8/R) with xo a cutoff C7°(R;[0,1]) function such that
xo(r) =1 for || < 2 and yo(r) =0 for |¢f| > 4. Putting inequalities ([@9), (50) and
(EI) we will obtain

HVHXEQQ < C'Roll(A=2¢-V+¢ '§+/1—V)V||X:}/2,

with a new constant C’ > 0. To indeed prove (B0) and (BI) we draw next lemma
from [5]:

Lemma 4.3 ([5], lemma 2.2). Let f € Z(R) be a function of the x,, variable. If
ue SRY andt>M > 1, then

fullyr s 1P flle e llullxiz

where p(£) = (M~1[¢] +1)2,
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As before, we can transform the inequality to make it work for an arbitrary ¢
as we did above, and for a f that depends on the variable x - 6, which can be
represented as QT f, with § = Qe,,. On the one hand,

107 fullysye = 1 Qutll e < Pl e IQutllase = lp Fllua iy el e,
while if { =76 +i7, then
I ullgse = e Fullgse < P Fllos e ully = 1p Pl e lullyore.
We summarize all this discussion in the following lemma:
Lemma 4.4. Take Ry > 0 such that suppV C Bg,. There exists C > 0 and
70 = 70(Ro, V, ) such that
lullyasz < CROINA =20 -V 4¢ L4 A=Vl

for all for u € . (R%) with suppu C Bg, and T > 9.

To prove the existence of CGO solutions we should introduce a couple of natural
spaces. Let Q be a bounded open domain of class C? such that supp Vi cQ,j=1,2,
and, for £ € C4 and s > 0 define

X}(Q) ={ulg :uc ng“}’
endowed with the norm
llullxs @) = nf{|[viix; : vig = u},

and _

X}C(Q) ={ue Xjr : supp u C Q},
endowed as well with the norm ||-||x§ ©@)- The space X_‘Z .(Q) is defined as the dual
space of X;(Q), and it is easy to check that it can be identified with the space
of distributions in X_‘j whose support lays inside Q. In this context, the a priori

estimate in lemma [£.4] works in the space X__g/f_(ﬂ), so that the solutions can be

constructed in X;/ Q(Q), as stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.5. Consider d > 3, let Q be a bounded open domain of class C* amd
let Ro > 0 such that suppV C Q C Bgr,. There exist a constant 19 = 10(Ro,V, )
such that, for every T > 19, and every £ = R(&) +iJI(0) € C? such that |R(O)| =,
IS = 2+ D)Y2 and R(Z) - T(0) = 0, there exist wy € xg/Q(Q) so that vy =
e$*(L+wy) is a solution to the equation (A+A—V)vy =0 in Q and

52 w < VI o-1/2.
(52) el g 5 Vil

4.2. Proof of theorem [2l With proposition L5, we can construct the kind of
special solutions that we are looking for, with {; - {; = —1. Besides, we need {; to
satisfy that (1 + s = —ik for an arbitrary given x € R¢. We can explicitly construct

2
these {; by choosing 17,60 € S4-1 such that -0 =n-k = 6-k = 0. Now, for T > %—/l
we can set

2
L =T0+i —g+(r2+ﬁ—%)l/2nl,

(53)

lo=—T0+i

K 2 |«|? 1/2
—— - 1- =
5 (T + 1 )|,

which satisfy both £;-{; = =1 and {1+{2 = —ik. Then, if we take 7 > max {7y, (% -
)2} these ¢ satisfy the conditions of proposition @5 Let then Vi and Vs be two
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potentials of the form (IJ), and let v; be the CGO solutions corresponding to ¢; and
Vi, j =1,2. If we consider any extension of w; € X;}_/Q(Q) to X;_/Q, this extension
will be in H'(R4). Then, w; belongs to H(Q) and so does v;. Therefore, we can
apply proposition 3.1l and, plugging v1 and vy in the orthogonality relation
(Vi =Va)vi,ve) =0,
we get
(Vi = Vo, e %) == (V1 = Vo, e " ¥ w1) = (V1 = Vo, e " ¥ wo)

(54) o
— (Vi = Vo)wy, e " Fwa).

We would like this terms to vanish. For the first two terms on the right hand side

we have that, by duality,

(Vi = Va,e ™ *wj)| < ||[V1 - V2”x;1/2
Sj-¢

K

—iK-X,
(Q)”e W]”XZQ(Q)

(55)
< (L4 kD) V2 = Voll 1721V o2,
< (53

where in the last inequality we have used that supp (V1 — Vo) C Q, inequality (52))
and the following;:

(56) e w12 gy < (141D Il g7z g
J 2]
On the other hand, the third term can be bounded again by duality as

(V1 = Va)wi, e ™ Fwa)| < ||(V1 — V2)W1||X21/2
£2.¢

| K

—iK-Xx
(Q)”e WQHX;Q/Q(Q)

S L+ KD IOV = Vo)wally-r21Vally- v
52 62

where we have used again (52), (B0) and the fact that supp (Vi — Va)wy C Q. Now,
to keep estimating this term, we need boundedness of the operator multiplication

by V1 — V5 from X}F(Q) to X; /2. In fact, let V be a potential of the form (1) and

&2
w e X;l/g. Proceeding just as in section Il we obtain that, for ¢ € X;z/g,

KV w, )| < (IVO]l a2 + llellL= o) + llglles) ||M||X2/2||¢|IX;/2,
‘1 62

where the implicit constant depends only on V and d, and u € X;/ 2is an arbitrary

extension of w to R?. Taking the infimum over the norm of u gikfes us the desired
boundedness, i.e.

— _ <
ll(V1 V2)W1||X§21/2 < ||W1||X;1/2(Q),
to estimate the last summand in (B4) as

(Ve = Va)wa, e X wa)l < (L [k]) il e g IVally-v/2
(57) 41 [$)
S (L+ &) Villy-12IVall 12,
5} (9]

where again we have used (B2)). Therefore, adding inequalities (B3]) and (B7) gives

2 2
(58) (V1 = Vo, e )] < (1+ ) ,.;1”%”"25“ l;”””w

We now want to show that the right-hand side of (B8] goes to zero in some sense
as 7 grows. This can be done in average, as showed by Haberman and Tataru in
[14]. We state it in the following lemma, almost identical to lemma 3.5 in [4], with
the only addition of the new component of the potential y*. We repeat the proof
here just for the sake of completeness.
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Lemma 4.6. Let V be a potential of the form (@) and fix v € S4~1 and r > 0. For
¢ € C4 of the form (B3), denote ¢ = £(t,T) with k = rTv for some T € SO(d). Then
for every s € (1/2,1) and M > 1, it holds that

1 2M ) . , ,
b3 - —2(1-s) 2 2
M A/l v/S‘O(d)”V”X_l/Q du(T)dr < M ||V0||Ld/2 +M (||a|| o + ||g||L°°) ,

£(7.T)

where

1/4 d >4,

the implicit constant depends on V and d, and u denotes the Haar measure on
SO(d).

{1/2 d=3

Proof: First, for the critically singular part, if d > 4,

||v°||X;(uzT < T2 IVO 2 < V2 VO Lare,
T,

since V0 is compactly supported and d/2 > 2 for d > 4. In the case d = 3, by the
dual inequality to Haberman’s embedding (see corollaries 4.8 and 4.22 in [4]),

< T_d(l/p(’[_l/qlll) ”VO
)

- S T YYVO age,

vO.-
I ”x;,/?T I, q,

since d/2 > ¢/, for d = 3. For the remaining components, use lemma 5.2 in [I3],
which states that for f € H~!, it holds that

1 2M )
M ./M v/SO(d)”f”?(_UQ du(T)ydr s M 1||Lf||z_l/2 + ”Hf”?g-l»

4(7.7)

where Z} = ]l|§|<2Mf and Hf = f — Lf stand the low and high frequencies of f,
respectively. Now, for every 1/2 < s < 1, we obtain

1 /QM/ 2 2(1 2
- If1I2 1 du(T) dr s M72E9||£)2,
M Iy Jsow ' X "
On the one hand, since supp (e do) C Q,

leda]? ., s ledolf-s < lallizr) < lalli=r).

where we have used the dual inequality of the usual trace theorem for Sobolev
spaces, as well as the fact that I has finite measure. On the other hand, since
¥ = x2D* g with supp y C Q, it follows that for u € S(R?),

1, )] < gl @) ID° (w2 < llgll e ey el s
where the last inequality comes by proceededing as in ([IJ). Therefore,

1715 < 1181l L (ray

which ends the proof of the lemma. [

To end the proof of Theorem [2] we use an argument that Haberman [I3] at-
tributes to Nguyen and Spirn [24]. Indeed, if we fix » > 0 and v € S9! and denote
{ =(7,T) as in lemma [4.6] above, we have that

2M
i o [ [ WL dumdr=o.
M Jsow@) X

and, for any & > 0, by simply restricting to B, ={T € SO(d) : ||T - I|| < €} with [
the identity map, we get that

1 2M 9
Jim s [ [V L, duar=o.

(7. T)
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Now, take a sequence M = M,, such that M,, — oo as n — oo. Since the quantity
in the limit above is an average, we may choose sequences 7z, Tsn and d¢, > 0
such that

”V”x*l/2 < 6£,n,

¢ (te,n.Te,n)

and such that 6., — 0 as n — oco. Therefore, going back to (B8]), we obtain
Vi = Va(ken)l = [(Vi = Vo, e7%en )| < 67

eg,n’
where kg, = rTg,v. Since B, is compact, there exists a subsequence T ,,, con-
verging to some T,. Thus,

. 5 15 . 2 _
A V1= Ve(kea,)| < im0, =0,

and, since V; are compactly supported, Vi-Vais continuous, which means that
Vi = Va(rTev) = 0.
Finally, since necessarily T, — I as € — 0, we conclude that
Vi=Va(rv) =0

for any r > 0 and v € S47! and, by Fourier inversion we obtain that Vi = Vs, which
ends the proof of Theorem

APPENDIX A. SOLUTION OF THE NEUMANN PROBLEM

Along this section, we aim to prove the following result, which is used in the
proof of the Runge approximation, proposition 3.4l Throughout this appendix,
consider a bounded open domain Q of class C? such that suppV c Q.

Theorem A.1. Suppose A > 0 is not a Neumann eigenvalue for the operator —A+V
in Q. Let f € L>(Q) be such that supp f € Q. Then, there exist u € H'(Q) solving
the problem

(59) {(A+/I—V)u=f in Q,

ou=0 on 08.

Remember that we say that A is a Neumann eigenvalue for —A +V in Q if there
exists ¢ not identically zero solving the homogeneuos Neumann problem.

(60) {(A+/1—V)¢=O in Q,

0y¢ =0 on 0Q.

These eigenvalues in fact form a countable set. To see this, define the unbounded
operator (Ty, D(Tn)) over L?(Q) as Tyu = (-A+ V) u, with domain

D(Ty) ={u € L*(Q) : (-A+V)u € L*(Q), 38,u on dQ and 8,u|zq = 0}.

Observe now that a Neumann eigenvalue for —A +V on Q will be an eigenvalue
for (Tn,D(Ty)). The domain D(Tn) is a separable Hilbert space, since it is a
subspace of L?(Q), and Ty is symmetric over D(7y), which ensures that the set of
its eigenvalues must be countable.
Indeed, suppose that there is an uncountable set of such eigenvalues. Let A and u be
any two distinct eigenvalues, and u and v be corresponding distinct eigenfunctions.
Then,

A, v) = (T, vy =, Tav) = p (u,v),
and thus u L v, which contradicts the fact that D(Ty) is separable.
We will now prove Theorem [AT] using the method of layer potentials. Most of
the arguments that we will follow come from [9], [10] and [8]. The first step in
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the argument is to realise that, to solve (B9]), we only need to be able to solve the
following problem, for g € C®(9Q):

(61)

(A+2-V)v=0 in Q,
ov=g on 0Q.

This can be done by taking a function w that satisties the equation
(A+2-V)w = f.

This function can be constructed in X3, for instance, by using the techniques in
section [ after observing that, if f € L2(Q), then its extension by 0 to R? is in X,.
Also, since supp f C Q, we have by Theorem 11.1.1 in [I7] that w is smooth near
0Q. Therefore, we can define its outward normal derivative in dQ, which will belong
to C*(9Q). Now, if we can solve problem (GI), set g = d,w, and denote by v the
solution to this problem. Then, it is easy to check that u = w|g — v solves the
problem (B9).

Note that w|o € H'(Q) by proposition 4] so we will only need to prove that v
belongs to H'(Q) to conclude that u belongs too.

In this case it will be useful to think of the fundamental solution for the operator
A+ in R? denoted by @,, not in the distributional sense as in (), but as a Hankel
function. In fact, ®, will take the form

i[a? v (1) 1/2
(62) (D/l(x) = Z Hd/g_l (/l / |-x|) 5

27 |x|

where H{" denotes the Hankel function of the first kind (or Bessel function of the
third kind). If we define u;,(x,y) = ®,(x — y) and recall the limiting properties of
the Hankel functions, it’s relatively easy to check that

win(x,y) = F(x, y)|x — y|*79,
(63) By uin(x,y) = G(x,y)lx — y[*7,

6Vyuin(x7y) = 6quin(y’x) = G(y7x)|x - y|2_d’

with F and G being two bounded functions on dQ x Q. Then, u;,, 0, u;, and
Oy, uin are, by definition, weakly singular kernels of order d —2 on 9Qx9Q. The
following lemma is a combination of those in [10], chapter 3B, and is an important
piece to solve the problem (B1I).

Lemma A.2 ([I0]). If we denote by T the integral operator over dQ defined by a
weakly singular kernel K of order @ on 0Q X 0Q, with0 <a <d -1, as

(Tf) (x) = /B T(03) £SO,

then the following statements hold:

(1) T is compact on L?(09Q),
(2) T transforms bounded functions into continuous functions, and

(3) if f € L2(0Q) and f +Tf € C(0Q), then f € C(0Q).

Take now uso = Uy + ise, where ug. is the scattering solution defined in (§)) and
constructed in section [ and define for f continuous on dQ and x € R4\ 9Q the
single layer potential with moment f as

(S/) (x) = /6 h0(5,3) £(3) S,
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and the double layer potential as

(Df) (x) = /6 O 10(5,3) F) A,

Define further the operator N, which is the adjoint of D over dQ, as

(Nf) () = /6 Onio(5,) F)ASG), x < 09

that must be understood as an improper integral. Now, we have the following
lemmas, which are similar to classical results as in [9], [10] and [8] for the Helmholtz
and Laplace equations. We denote by u, the trace on 9Q of u|Rd\§, and by u_ the
trace on dQ of u|g. As well, we denote by d,u, and d,u_ the normal derivative of
those, always with respect to the outward-pointing normal vector of dQ (as seen
from inside Q).

Lemma A.3. Consider d > 3. Lef f € C(0Q). Then, the single layer potential
u=38f is continuous throughout R¢, and we have the limiting values

(64) Ayus(x) = (Nf)(x) F %f(x), x €09,

where the integral exists as an improper integral. Consequently, we have the jump
relation dyu_ — dyuy = f on Q. Furthermore, u it is a solution in H- (R?) to

loc
(A+2=V)u=0 in R\ dQ and fullfils SRC [@).

Proof: First, note that the single layer potential for the homogeneuos Helmholtz
equation

v(x) = /6 (5. () dS0)

can be extended to the boundary, is a solution in HEOC(Rd) to (A+A)v =0 in
RY\ 9Q, fullfils SRC @) and has boundary values

0s) = [ Buin(5.) SV ISV % 370, x < 0,

which is a classical result, see for example [9]. Now, define

wix) = /a ()£ () 4.

To see that w is in Hlloc(Rd), take K € R? compact, and observe that, by proposition
2.4l and Theorem [,

Wiz (k) S sup lluse () H1 (k) S sup lluse (-, ¥)lIx; s sup [[Vain (., y)llx,-
yeoQ yeoQ yeoQ

If we take a smooth cut-off function n such that n =1 in suppV and n = 0 in 9Q,
we have that V(x)u;,(x,y) = V(x)n(x)uin(x,y) and

IVitin (o 0)x, S lpuin (-, 9)llx; S 1,

where we have used that multiplication by V is bounded from X} to X,, as showed
in section [2 and that u;,(.,y) is smooth away from y by Theorem 11.1.1 in [I7],
since it solves (A + Du;, (., y) = 0. This proves that w is in HEOC(R‘I)

Moreover, since ug. solves the problem (S)), it is easy to check that u = v +w solves
(A+A2-V)u=0in R?\ 9Q and fullfils the SRC (). Also, since for any y € 6Q,
Uuse(+,y) solves (A + ) uge(.y) = 0in R%\supp V, it is smooth in this set by Theorem
11.1.1in [I7], and in particular it is smooth near Q. Therefore, the limiting values
of w on the boundary are just

Bywa(x) = /a Ontcl5.3) () ASG). x € 09
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and therefore (64) is fullfiled. ]

Lemma A.4. Consider d > 3. Lef f € C(0Q). Then, the double layer potential
u=9Df can be extended continuosly to Q, and we have the limiting values

(65) us(x) = (Df) (x) £ %f(x), x € 0Q,

where the integral exists as an improper integral. Consequently, we have the jump
relation uy—u_ = f on 0Q. Furthermore, u a solution in H- (R%) to (A+A-V)u =0

loc

in RY\ 0Q, it fullfils SRC @) and dyu- — dyuy =0 on 0Q.

Proof: The proof goes exactly as the proof of lemma [A.3] above, we just need to
make a comment on how to prove the last statement. Indeed, the fact that the
double layer potential for the homogeneous Helmholtz equation

v(x) = /a 05, () S ()

fulfills that d,v_ —d,v,: =0 on dQ is classical (see for example [9]). Meanwhile, the
function

w(x) = /a O (5, () S0

is smooth away from supp V, since ug. (., y) is smooth away from suppV as well. =

With lemma [A3] we can find an H'(Q) solution to the problem (6II) for g €
L?(0Q) if we can find ¢ € L?(dQ) solving the integral equation N + %tp =g. We
will solve this equation via Fredholm theory. For simplicity, define the operators

K=2D, K" =2N,

and the equation we are trying to solve can be written as (K* + I) ¢ = 2g. Note that
K* is the adjoint operator of K and, by lemma [A2] both are compact operators
over L?(0Q). To prove the existence of a solution, it is enough to prove that the
operator K*+1 is surjective, which by Fredholm alternative is equivalent to proving
that K + I is injective. Indeed, we have the following lemma:

Lemma A.5. Suppose that A > 0 is not a Neumann eigenvalue for the operator
-A+V in Q. Then,
ker(K + 1) = {0}.

Proof: Let ¢ € ker(K + 1), which, by lemma [A2] will be continuous on Q. Now
define v = Dy. By lemma[A4] v is a solution to the problem

(A+)v=0 in R\ Q,
ve=0 on 09,
v satisfying SRC.
Then, v = 0 in R¥\Q, by uniqueness of the exterior Dirichlet problem [8]. Therefore,
d,v; =0 on 0Q and, again by lemma[A.4] §,v_ = 0. This means that v is as well a
solution to the problem
(A+2-V)v=0 1in Q,
ov_=0 on 0Q,
but, since A is not a Neumann eigenvalue for —A+V in Q, we have that v =0 in Q,

and in particular v_ = 0. Finally, by lemma [A4] ¢ = u, —u_ = 0, and the lemma
is proved. ]

With this last lemma, the proof of Theorem [Alis concluded.
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