
Simultaneous reconstruction of two potentials for a nonconservative

Schrödinger equation with dynamic boundary conditions

Hugo Carrillo∗ Alberto Mercado† Roberto Morales‡

February 6, 2025

Abstract

In this article, we consider an inverse problem involving the simultaneous reconstruction of
two real valued potentials for a Schödinger equation with mixed boundary conditions: a dynamic
boundary condition of Wentzell type and a Dirichlet boundary condition. The main result of this
paper is a Lipschitz stability estimate for such potentials from a single measurement of the flux.
This result is deduced using the Bukhgeim-Klibanov method and a suitable Carleman estimate
where the weight function depends on Minkowski’s functional.
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1 Introduction

Let Ω ⊂ Rn, n ⩾ 2, be a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω. We assume that ∂Ω = Γ0∪Γ1

with Γ0 and Γ1 are two closed subsets satisfying Γ0 ∩Γ1 = ∅. Unless explicitly stated otherwise, all
of the function spaces discussed in this paper will concern complex-valued functions.

We introduce the operators L and LΓ given by

L(y) := i∂ty + d∆y − p⃗1 · ∇y in Ω× (0, T ) (1.1)

and

LΓ(y, yΓ) := i∂tyΓ − d∂νy + δ∆ΓyΓ − p⃗Γ,1 · ∇ΓyΓ on Γ1 × (0, T ), (1.2)

where i denotes the imaginary unit, d, δ > 0, p⃗1 and p⃗Γ,1 are vector valued functions defined in
Ω and on Γ1, respectively. Moreover, ∂ν denotes the normal derivative associated to the outward
normal ν of Ω, ∇Γ is the tangential gradient and ∆Γ is the Laplace Beltrami operator.

In this article, we will consider the following nonconservative Schrödinger equation with dynamic
boundary conditions: 

L(y) + p(x)y = g in Ω× (0, T ),

LΓ(y, yΓ) + pΓ(x)yΓ = gΓ on Γ1 × (0, T ),

y
∣∣
Γ1 = yΓ on Γ1 × (0, T ),

y
∣∣
Γ0

= 0 on Γ0 × (0, T ),

(y(·, 0), yΓ(·, 0)) = (y0, yΓ,0) in Ω× Γ1.

(1.3)

where (g, gΓ) is the source term, p and pΓ are the potentials and (y0, yΓ,0) is the initial data.
We recall that, under the following assumptions on (p, pΓ) ∈ L∞(Ω;R)×L∞(Γ1;R), (y0, yΓ,0) ∈

L2(Ω)×L2(Γ1), (g, gΓ) ∈ L1(0, T ;L2(Ω)×L2(Γ1)) and suitable assumptions on (p⃗1, p⃗Γ,1) ∈ [L∞(Ω)]n×
[L∞(Γ1)]

n (see Section 2) the problem (1.3) has a unique weak solution. Moreover, there exists a
positive constant C = C(Ω, T, p, pΓ, p⃗1, p⃗Γ,1) such that the solution (y, yΓ) of (1.3) satisfies

∥(y, yΓ)∥C0([0,T ];L2(Ω)×L2(Γ1)) ⩽ C∥(g, gΓ)∥L1(0,T ;L2(Ω)×L2(Γ1)) + C∥(y0, yΓ,0)∥L2(Ω)×L2(Γ1).

In this paper, we are interested in an coefficient inverse problem associated to the Schrödinger
equation with dynamic boundary conditions. More precisely, we consider the following:

Coefficient Inverse Problem (CIP): Is it possible to retrieve (p, pΓ) ∈ L∞(Ω;R)×L∞(Γ1;R)
from a measurement of the normal derivative ∂νy on Γ⋆ × (0, T ) (Γ⋆ ⊆ Γ0), where (y, yΓ) is the
solution of (1.3) associated to (p, pΓ)?

We point out that our goal is the study of dependence of solutions (y, yΓ) of system (1.3) with
respect to the potentials p and pΓ. For this reason, we ignore for instance the dependence of the
solutions of (1.3) with respecto to the initial conditions and source terms. Besides, to emphasize
this fact, sometimes we shall write

y = y[p, pΓ] and yΓ = yΓ[p, pΓ].

In this direction, the following questions naturally arise:
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• Uniqueness: Does the inequality ∂νy[p, pΓ] = ∂νy[q, qΓ] on Γ⋆ × (0, T ) imply p = q in Ω and
pΓ = qΓ on Γ1?

• Stability: Is it possible to estimate ∥q − p∥L2(Ω) and ∥qΓ − pΓ∥L2(Γ1), by a suitable norm of
(∂νy[q, qΓ]− ∂νy[p, pΓ]) on Γ⋆ × (0, T )?

• Reconstruction formula: Can we find an algorithm to compute the potentials p and pΓ by
partial knowledge of ∂νy[p, pΓ] on Γ⋆ × (0, T )?

In this article, we focus on the stability and reconstruction aspects of (CIP), properties derived
under specific assumptions. Naturally, the stability result also ensures uniqueness.

We also consider the same inverse problem for a one-dimensional version of (1.3), which reads
as follows. 

i∂ty + d∂2xy − p1(x)∂xy + p(x)y = g(x, t) ∀ (x, t) ∈ (0, ℓ)× (0, T ),

iẏΓ(t)− d∂xy(0, t) + pΓyΓ(t) = gΓ(t) ∀ t ∈ (0, T ),

y(0, t) = yΓ(t) ∀ t ∈ (0, T ),

y(ℓ, t) = 0 ∀ t ∈ (0, T ),

y(x, 0) = y0(x), yΓ(0) = yΓ,0 ∀x ∈ (0, ℓ),

(1.4)

where d > 0, p1 ∈ L∞(Ω), (p, pΓ) ∈ L∞(Ω;R) × R and (y0, yΓ) ∈ L2(Ω) × R. Here, the pair
(y, yΓ0) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)× R) stands for the state of the system (1.4).

Our work is organized into two main parts. First, we derive a new Carleman estimate for
the Schrödinger operator with dynamic boundary conditions and use these estimates to apply the
Bukhgeim-Klibanov method. Second, based on these results, we develop a constructive and itera-
tive algorithm to determine the coefficients (p0, pΓ,0) using specific additional data. This involves
analyzing an appropriate functional derived from a data assimilation problem and showing the ex-
istence of a unique minimizer in a suitable space, from where we obtain the convergence of the
iterative algorithm, which is adapted from the Carleman-based approach introduced in [3].

1.1 Related references

The first application of Carleman estimates in the context of inverse problems is due to Bukhgeim
and Klibanov in 1981 in [9]. In this article, the authors proved Hölder stability results using a
local Carleman estimate for complactly supported functions. After that, this method was slightly
modified by Puel and Yamamoto in [26] by using a global Carleman estimate for the wave equation,
allowing to obtain Lipschitz stability results for the Inverse source problem. See also [16], [17], [22]
and [10] for some related inverse problems for the wave equation and systems.

The Carleman-based reconstruction algorithm (CbRec for short) was introduced in [3] to study
the reconstruction of the time independent potential of the wave equation posed in a bounded
domain with Dirichlet boundary condition, with measurements on the flux of the solution in an
appropriate subset of the boundary. This approach is inspired in the ideas given in [21] and [20]
under additional assumptions. In [3], It is proved that this algorithm globally converges to the exact
solution of the inverse problem for the wave equation, i.e., it converges to the unknown potential
independently of the initial guest of the algorithm.

Unfortunately, the Carleman weights of the wave equation involves two exponential functions,
which generates drawbacks in numerical simulations. In fact, in [14] the authors reconstructed
numerically a control for the wave equation with a quadratic functional involving exponential weights
with small values of the Carleman parameters, i.e., s ≈ 1 and λ ≈ 0.1. To avoid this problem, in
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[4] the same authors studied the same problem, but this time a Carleman estimate was obtained by
using a one parameter weight function. This allows to use the CbRec algorithm to reconstruction
the unknown potential but the price to pay is additional observations are needed. These ideas have
been studied to recover the speed coefficient of the wave in [5] for the wave equation and in [8] to
reconstruct a spatial part of the source term in a reaction-diffusion equation. More recently, in [2]
the CbRec algorithm has been implemented to address an inverse problem for the wave equation in
a tree shaped network.

Concerning inverse problems for the Schrödinger equation, we mention the work [7], where
the authors consider a coefficient inverse problem of recovering the zeroth order potential of the
Schrödinger equation i∂tv−∇·(a(x)∇v)+p(x)v (with a(x) ≡ 1) with Dirichlet boundary conditions .
Here, a Carleman estimate for the Schrödinger operator is proved using geometric conditions. More-
over, using the Bukhgeim-Klibanov method, a Lipschitz stability estimate is obtained. After that,
in [6] consider a similar inverse problem but with a(x) being a discontinuous continuous function.
Once again, with a new Carleman estimate at hand, Lipschitz stability results have been obtained
for such inverse problem. More recently, in [18] an inverse source problem for general Schrödinger
equation is studied. In that article, the authors prove stability results when no geometric conditions
are assumed on the domain. The results relies on a different approach which depends on a transfor-
mation of the Schrödinger equation to an elliptic one. The key point here is such transformation is
defined by a solution to a controllability problem for the one-dimensional Schrödinger equation. On
the other hand, we refer to [23], [24] and [28] on the study of well-posedness, stability and pointwise
Carleman estimates for nonconservative Schrödinger equations with different boundary conditions.

Only a few papers have been devoted to the study of inverse problems for PDEs with dynamic
boundary conditions. In [11], the authors studies the identification of initial data for the heat
equation with dynamic boundary condition. Recently, in [12] the authors studied controllability
issues and Inverse problem for the wave equation with kinetic boundary conditions. The findings of
this article improve those obtained in [15] with an additional geometric assumption. The key point
used there is a new Carleman estimate for the wave operator with kinetic boundary conditions,
where the associated weight function depends on the Minkowski functional, similar to those used in
[25]. More recently, in [13] the authors studied an inverse problem where the goal is to identity two
spatial-temporal source terms for the Schrödinger equation with dynamic boundary conditions from
final time measurements. To deal with it, the authors adopt a Tikhonov regularization strategy
and analyze the properties of such functional. In particular, the existence and uniqueness of the
solutions is investigated. In addition, some numerical experiments are given in one-dimensional
case.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that (CIP) is considered for a non conservative
Schrödinger equation with dynamic boundary conditions.

1.2 Setting

In this section, we set up the notation and terminology used in this paper. Firstly, we consider
the set Γ1 ⊂ ∂Ω as an (n − 1)-dimensional compact Riemannian submanifold equipped by the
Riemannian metric g induced by the natural embedding Γ1 ⊂ Rn. We point out that it is possible
to define the differential operators on Γ1 in terms of the Riemannian metric g. However, for the
purposes of this article, it will be enough to use the most important properties of the underlying
operators and spaces. The details can be found, for instance, in [19] and [27]. For the sake of
completeness, we recall some of those properties.

The tangential gradient ΓΓ of yΓ at each point x ∈ Γ1 can be seen as the projection of the
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standard Euclidean gradient ∇y onto the tangent space of Γ1, where yΓ is the trace of y on Γ1, i.e.,

∇ΓyΓ = ∇y − ν∂νy,

where y = yΓ on Γ1 and ∂νy is the normal derivative associated to the outward normal ν. In this
way, the tangential divergence divΓ in Γ1 is given by

divΓ(FΓ) : H
1(Γ1) → R, yΓ 7→ −

∫
Γ1

FΓ · ∇ΓyΓ dS.

Moreover, ∆Γ denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator, which satisfies ∆ΓyΓ = divΓ(∇ΓyΓ) for all
yΓ ∈ H2(Γ1). In particular, the surface divergence theorem holds:∫

Γ1

∆Γyz dS = −
∫
Γ1

∇Γy · ∇Γz dS, ∀y ∈ H2(Γ1), ∀z ∈ H1(Γ1). (1.5)

For 1 ⩽ r ⩽ +∞, we define the Banach spaces Lr := Lr(Ω)× Lr(Γ1) endowed by their natural
norms. In particular, the space L2 is a the Hilbert space endowed by the scalar product

⟨(u, uΓ), (v, vΓ)⟩L2 :=

∫
Ω
uv dx+

∫
Γ1

uΓvΓ dS.

Moreover, for m ∈ N, we consider the space

Hm
Γ0
(Ω) := {u ∈ Hm(Ω) : u = 0 on Γ0},

which is a closed subspace of the Sobolev space Hm(Ω). Moreover, for m ∈ N, we set

Hm
Γ0

:= {(u, uΓ) ∈ Hm
Γ0
(Ω)×Hm(Γ1) : u = uΓ on Γ1}.

We point out that, thanks to the Trace Theorem and Poincaré’s inequality, H1
Γ0

is a Hilbert
space in C endowed by

⟨(u, uΓ), (v, vΓ)⟩H1
Γ0

:=

∫
Ω
∇u · ∇v dx+

∫
Γ1

∇ΓuΓ · ∇ΓvΓ dS,

for all (u, uΓ), (v, vΓ) ∈ H1
Γ0
.

1.3 Main results

Now, we give a definition related with the geometric hypothesis we will assume for the interior
boundary.

Definition 1.1. An open, bounded and convex set U ⊂ Rn, is said to be strongly convex if ∂U
is of class C2 and all the principal curvatures are strictly positive functions on ∂U .

Remark 1.2. We point out that a strongly convex set is geometrically strictly convex, in the sense
that it has, at each of its boundary points, a supporting hyperplane with exactly one contact point.

We will consider the following

(A1) (Geometric assumption) We suppose that Ω can be written in the form Ω = Ω0\Ω1, where
Ω1 is strongly convex and Ω0 is an open set with Ω1 ⊂ Ω0.
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Figure 1: A domain Ω satisfying the geometric assumption (A1).

Without loss of generality, we can assume that 0 ∈ Ω1. Otherwise, take x0 ∈ Ω1 and apply a
translation by −x0.

From now on, we write Γi := ∂Ωi, with i = 0, 1. We define, for each x ∈ Rn,

µ(x) = inf{λ > 0 ; x ∈ λΩ1}, and ψ(x) = µ2(x). (1.6)

Since Ω1 is open and convex, we have that µ and ψ are well-defined and that ψ = µ = 1 on Γ1.
In order to guarantee enough regularity for our purposes, we consider the following assumption:

(A2) (Regularity of the boundary Γ1) We assume that the boundary ∂Ω1 has a regular
parametrization, i.e., the mapping x ∈ ∂Ω1 7→ x

∥x∥ ∈ Sn−1 is a C4 diffeomorfism.

Then we have (see Proposition 3.1 of [25]) that µ ∈ C4(Ω), ∇µ ̸= 0 in Ω, and there exists c > 0
such that

D2µ(ξ, ξ) ⩾ c|ξ|2 in Ω, ∀ ξ ∈ Rn.

Define Γ⋆ ⊆ Γ0, which is our observation region, as

Γ⋆ := {x ∈ ∂Ω : ∂νψ(x) ⩾ 0} ⊆ Γ0. (1.7)

Now, for m > 0 and X ⊂ Rn, we introduce

L∞
⩽m(X;R) = {p ∈ L∞(X;R) : ∥p∥L∞(X) ⩽ m},

and define the set of potentials as

L∞
⩽m := L∞

⩽m(Ω;R)× L∞
⩽m(Γ1;R). (1.8)

Now, we state the main result of this article, concerning (CIP).

Theorem 1.3. Consider the assumptions (A1) and (A2). Define the function ψ given in (1.6).
Moreover, for given m > 0 we consider (q, qΓ) ∈ L∞

⩽m. Assume that δ and d satisfy the condition

δ > d. (1.9)

In addition, suppose that
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(y[q, qΓ], yΓ[q, qΓ]) ∈ H1(0, T ;L∞) (1.10)

and the initial data y0 and y0,Γ are real valued functions satisfying

|y0| ⩾ r0 a.e. in Ω and |y0,Γ| ⩾ r0 a.e. on Γ1, (1.11)

for some positive constant r0. Then, there exists a constant C = (Ω, T, p, pΓ, y0, yΓ,0,m) > 0 such
that if (∂νy[q, qΓ]− ∂νy[p, pΓ]) ∈ H1(0, T ;L2(Γ∗)), then the following inequality holds

C−1∥(q, qΓ)− (p, pΓ)∥L2 ⩽ ∥∂νy[q, qΓ]− ∂νy[p, pΓ]∥H1(0,T ;L2(Γ∗)) ⩽ C∥(q, qΓ)− (p, pΓ)∥L2 (1.12)

for all (p, pΓ) ∈ L∞
⩽m.

We point out that inequality (1.12) establishes a Lipschitz stability result for the inverse problem
(CIP) for the Schrödinger equation with dynamic boundary conditions from (partial) boundary
observations given in Γ⋆ ⊂ ∂Ω.

Remark 1.4. Before going further, some remarks are in order:

• The assumptions (A1) and (A2) are imposed in order to use one of the main ingredients in
the proof of the Theorem 1.3: a suitable Carleman estimate for the Schrödinger operator with
dynamic boundary conditions (see [25]).

• The condition 1.9 also appears in the deduction of observability inequalities for the wave equa-
tion with acoustic boundary conditions where the observation is only in a portion of the domain
where Dirichlet boundary condition is imposed. We refer to the reader to [1] and [12].

• The positivity assumption on the initial data (1.11) required in order to apply the Bukhgeim-
Klibanov method and Carleman estimates for inverse problems with only one boundary mea-
surement; see for instance [29], [7] and [18].

Remark 1.5. Hypothesis (1.10) is a typical technical condition for obtaining stability in a one-
measurement inverse problem. It can be satisfied by ensuring the system has sufficiently regular
data.

We can also formulate a stability result for the one-dimensional model (1.4). To do this, for
1 ⩽ r ⩽ ∞, we define the spaces

X r := Lr(Ω;R)× R,

endowed by its natural norm and for m > 0, we also set the subspace

X r
⩽m := {(w,wΓ) ∈ Xm : ∥(w,wΓ)∥X r ⩽ m}.

Then, we have the following result:

Theorem 1.6. Given m > 0, set (p, pΓ), (q, qΓ) ∈ X∞
⩽m. Suppose that (q, qΓ), p1, (g, gΓ) and (y0, y0Γ)

are chosen such that

(y[q, qΓ], yΓ[q, qΓ]) ∈ H1(0, T ;L∞),

where y0 and y0Γ are real valued functions which also satisfy

|y0| ⩾ r0 a.e. in Ω and |y0Γ| > r0,

for some constant r0 > 0. Then, there exists a constant C = C(Ω, T, p, pΓ, y
0, y0Γ,m) > 0 such that

if (∂xy[q, qΓ](ℓ, ·)− y[p, pΓ](ℓ, ·)) ∈ H1(0, T ), then the following inequality holds

C−1∥(q, qΓ)− (p, pΓ)∥X 2 ⩽ ∥∂xy[p, pΓ](ℓ, ·)− ∂xy[q, qΓ](ℓ, ·)∥H1(0,T ) ⩽ C∥(q, qΓ)− (p, pΓ)∥X 2 ,

for all (q, qΓ) ∈ X∞
⩽m.
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1.4 Outline of the paper

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review some basic results on the exis-
tence and uniqueness of solutions to the Schrödinger equation with dynamic boundary conditions.
We also present a Carleman estimate for these systems with observations on part of the boundary.
In Section 3, we prove the stability of the inverse problem discussed in Theorem 1.3. Section 4
focuses on the convergence of the reconstruction algorithm. Finally, Section 5 provides concluding
remarks and additional observations.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we present existence, uniqueness, and other basic properties of the Schrödinger
equation with dynamic boundary conditions. Additionally, we present a Carleman estimate for this
system, considering observations on a subset of the boundary.

2.1 Existence and uniqueness of solutions and hidden regularity

Given d, δ > 0, we consider the problem

i∂tv + d∆v + ρ⃗1 · ∇v + ρ0v = h in Ω× (0, T ),

i∂tvΓ − d∂νv + δ∆ΓvΓ + ρ⃗Γ,1 · ∇ΓvΓ + ρΓ,0vΓ = hΓ on Γ1 × (0, T ),

v
∣∣
Γ1

= vΓ on Γ1 × (0, T ),

v
∣∣
Γ0

= 0 on Γ0 × (0, T ),

(v(·, 0), vΓ(·, 0)) = (v0, vΓ,0) in Ω× Γ1.

(2.1)

Concerning the existence and uniqueness of (2.1), we have the following result:

Proposition 2.1 (Proposition 2.1 [25]). Suppose that (v0, vΓ,0) ∈ L2, ρ⃗1 ∈ [W 1,∞(Ω)]n. Further-
more, suppose that ρ⃗Γ,1 ∈ [W 1,∞(Γ1)]

n such that ρ⃗1 = ρ⃗Γ,1 on Γ1 × (0, T ), (ρ0, ρΓ,1) ∈ L∞ and
(h, hΓ) ∈ L1(0, T ;L2). Then, the weak solution (v, vΓ) belongs to C0([0, T ];L2). Besides, there
exists C > 0 such that

max
t∈[0,T ]

∥(v, vΓ)∥L2 ⩽ C
(
∥(h, hΓ)∥L1(0,T ;L2) + ∥(v0, vΓ,0)∥L2

)
.

The following results relies on the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions of (2.1) for more
regular data.

Proposition 2.2 (Proposition 2.2 [25]). Suppose that (v0, vΓ,0) ∈ H1
Γ0

and (h, hΓ) ∈ L1(0, T ;H1
Γ0
).

In addition, assume that (ρ⃗1, ρ⃗Γ,1) ∈ [W 1,∞(Ω)]n × [W 1,∞(Γ1)]
n satisfies the following conditions

ρ⃗1 = ρ⃗Γ,1 on Γ1 × (0, T ) and ρ⃗1 · ν ⩽ 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ).

We also assume that (ρ0, ρΓ,0) ∈ [W 1,∞(Ω)]n × [W 1,∞(Γ1)]
n satisfies ρ0 = ρΓ,0 ∈ Γ1 × (0, T ).

Then, the weak solution of (2.1) belongs to C0([0, T ];H1
Γ0
) with ∂νv ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(∂Ω)). Moreover,

there exists C > 0 such that

max
t∈[0,T ]

∥(v, vΓ)∥H1
Γ0

+ ∥∂νv∥L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)) ⩽ C
(
∥(h, hΓ)∥L1(0,T ;H1

Γ0
) + ∥(v0, vΓ,0)∥H1

Γ0

)
.

The next result establishes a hidden regularity result for the Schrödinger equation with dynamic
boundary conditions.
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Proposition 2.3 (Proposition 2.5 [25]). Under the conditions of the Proposition 2.2, the normal
derivative of the solution of (2.1) (v, vΓ) ∈ C0([0, T ];H1

Γ0
) belongs to L2(0, T ;L2(∂Ω)). Moreover,

there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∥∂νv∥L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)) ⩽ C
(
∥(h, hΓ)∥L1(0,T ;H1

Γ0
) + ∥(v0, vΓ,0)∥H1

Γ0

)
.

We can also obtain existence and uniqueness results for the one-dimensional Schrödinger equa-
tion with dynamic boundary conditions as well as a hidden regularity result for the normal derivative.
These results can be achieved using multiplier techniques.

2.2 A Carleman estimate for the Schrödinger equation with dynamic boundary
conditions

Consider the function ψ = ψ(x, t) defined in (1.6). We also define, for λ > 0, the following functions

θ(x, t) :=
eλψ(x)

(T + t)(T − t)
, φ(x, t) :=

α− eλψ(x)

(T + t)(T − t)
, ∀(x, t) ∈ Ω× (−T, T ), (2.2)

where α > ∥eλψ∥L∞(Ω).
For (ρ⃗1, ρ⃗Γ,1) ∈ L∞(−T, T ; [L∞]n) and (ρ0, ρΓ,0) ∈ L∞(−T, T ;L∞), we introduce the operators

L̃(v) := i∂tv − d∆v − ρ⃗1 · ∇v + ρ0v in Ω× (−T, T ) (2.3)

and

L̃(v, vΓ) := i∂tvΓ + d∂νv −∆ΓvΓ − ρ⃗Γ,1 · ∇ΓvΓ + ρΓ,0vΓ on Γ1 × (−T, T ). (2.4)

Moreover, due to the last identity, from now on we shall write v instead of vΓ on ∂Ω × (0, T ).
Firstly, define the operators

P1w = ds2|∇φ|2w + d∆w + i∂tw, P2w = ds∆φw + 2ds∇φ · ∇w + is∂tφw,

and

Q1w = δ∆Γw + i∂tw, Q2w = −ds∂νφw + is∂tφw.

Theorem 2.4. Consider the assumptions (A1) and (A2) and define the weight functions θ and
φ as in (2.2). We also consider (ρ⃗1, ρ⃗Γ,1) ∈ L∞(−T, T ; [L∞]n) and (ρ0, ρΓ,0) ∈ L∞(−T, T ;L∞).
Also, consider the condition (1.9). Then, there exist positive constants C, s0 and λ0 such that the
following estimate holds:∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
e−2sφ

(
s3λ4θ3|v|2 + sλθ|∇v|2 + sλ2θ|∇ψ · ∇v|2

)
dx dt

+

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(s3λ3θ3|v|2 + sλθ|∂νv|2 + sλθ|∇Γv|2) dS dt

+

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(|P1(e

−sφv)|2 + |P2(e
−sφv)|2) dx dt

+

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ1

(|Q1(e
−sφv)|2 + |Q2(e

−sφv)|2) dS dt

⩽C
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|L̃(v)|2 dx dt+ C

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|L̃Γ(v)|2 dS dt

+ Csλ

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ∗

e−2sφθ|∂νv|2 dS dt, ∀s ⩾ s0, ∀λ ⩾ λ0, ∀(v, vΓ) ∈ V.

(2.5)
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where V is defined by

V := {(v, vΓ) ∈ L2(−T, T ;H1
Γ0
) : (L̃(v), L̃Γ(v, vΓ)) ∈ L2(−T, T ;L2) and ∂νv ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Γ⋆))},

(2.6)

and Γ⋆ is given in (1.7).

We point out that the Theorem 2.4 is a slight modification of the estimate obtained in [25] (see
Theorem 1.4 in this reference), where the weight functions are defined on (0, T ), and therefore we
omit the proof.

3 Proof of the stability result

This section is devoted to prove Theorem 1.3. In order to do this, we need to establish a suitable
Carleman estimate for the Schrödinger operator with dynamic boundary conditions.

3.1 An auxiliar Carleman estimate

We start with the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Consider the assumptions (A1) and (A2). Consider (ρ⃗1, ρ⃗Γ,1) ∈ L∞(−T, T ; [L∞]n),
(ρ0, ρΓ,0) ∈ L∞(−T, T ;L∞) and consider the operators L̃ and L̃Γ defined in (2.3) and (2.4), respec-
tively. Assume that d, δ > 0 satisfy the condition (1.9). Then, there exist constants C > 0, s0 > 0
and λ0 > 0 such that for all λ ⩾ λ0 and s ⩾ s0, the following inequality holds

s3/2λ3/2
(∫

Ω
e−2sφ(0)|v(0)|2 dx+

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(0)|vΓ(0)|2 dS
)

⩽C
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|L̃(v)|2 dx dt+ C

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|L̃Γ(v, vΓ)|2 dS dt

+ Csλ

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφθ|∂νv|2 dS dt, ∀(v, vΓ) ∈ V,

(3.1)

for all (v, vΓ) ∈ V.

Proof. As usual, we argue by density, i.e., we consider (v, vΓ) ∈ C∞((Ω × Γ1) × [0, T ]) such that
v = 0 on Γ0 × (0, T ) and v = vΓ on Γ1 × (0, T ). We shall prove that the terms∫

Ω
e−2sφ(·,0)|v(·, 0)|2 dx and

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(·, 0)|vΓ(·, 0)| dS,

are bounded by above by the left-hand side of (2.5). To do this, we consider

I1 :=ℑ
∫ 0

−T

∫
Ω
P1(w)w dxdt, I2 := ℑ

∫ 0

−T

∫
Γ1

Q1(w)w dS dt

where ℑ denotes the imaginary part of a complex number and w = e−sφv. After integration by
parts, taking into account that w = 0 on Γ0 × (−T, T ) and w(·,−T ) = 0 in Ω, we deduce that

I1 =
1

2

∫
Ω
|w(·, 0)|2 dx+ dℑ

∫ 0

−T

∫
Γ1

∂νww dS dt. (3.2)
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On the other hand, using the Surface Divergence Theorem (1.5) and the fact that w(·,−T )|Γ1 =
0, we see that

I2 =
1

2

∫
Γ1

|w(0)|2 dS. (3.3)

Then, adding (3.2) and (3.3), multiplying by 1
2s

3/2λ3/2 and using Young’s inequality, we obtain

1

2
s3/2λ3/2

(∫
Ω
|w(0)|2dx+

∫
Γ1

|w(0)|2dS
)

⩽2

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(|P1(w)|2 + s3λ3|w|2) dx dt+ 2

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ1

(|Q1(w)|2 + s3λ3|w|2) dS dt

+ 2d

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ1

(|∂νw|2 + s3λ3|w|2) dS dt.

(3.4)

By definitions of w and φ, we see that

∂νw = sλe−sφθ∂νψv + e−sφ∂νv. (3.5)

Combining (2.5), (3.4), (3.5) and coming back to the original variable, we get

s3/2λ3/2
(∫

Ω
e−2sφ(0)|v(0)|2dx+

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(0)|v(0)|2dS
)

⩽C
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(|P1(e

−sφv)|2 + s3λ3e−2sφ|v|2) dx dt

+ C

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ1

(
|Q1(e

−sφv)|2 + s3λ3e−2sφθ2|v|2 + e−2sφ|∂νv|2
)
dS dt

⩽C
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|L(v)|2 dx dt+ C

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|N(v)|2 dS dt

+ Csλ

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφθ|∂νv|2 dS dt,
(3.6)

for all s ⩾ s0 and λ ⩾ λ0, where the constant C depends on m,T, d, δ,Ω and Γ1. Finally, (3.1)
follows easily from (2.5) and (3.6).

3.2 Proof of the main result

Now, we are able to prove the Theorem 1.3.

Proof. We fix (q, qΓ) ∈ L∞
⩽m and define

u = y[p, pΓ]− y[q, qΓ], and uΓ = yΓ[p, pΓ]− yΓ[q, qΓ] (3.7)

where y[p, pΓ] and y[q, qΓ] are the solutions of (1.3) associated to the potentials (p, pΓ) and (q, qΓ),
respectively. We also define

f = q − p, fΓ = qΓ − pΓ, R = y[q, qΓ] and RΓ = yΓ[q, qΓ]. (3.8)
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Then, (u, uΓ) satisfies

L(u) + p(x)u = f(x)R(x, t), in Ω× (0, T ),

LΓ(u, uΓ) + pΓ(x)uΓ = fΓ(x)RΓ(x, t), on Γ1 × (0, T ),

u
∣∣
Γ1

= uΓ, on Γ1 × (0, T ),

u
∣∣
Γ0

= 0, on Γ0 × (0, T ),

(u, uΓ)(·, 0) = (0, 0), in Ω× Γ1.

Next, we set (w,wΓ) = (∂tu, ∂tuΓ). Then, (w,wΓ) satisfies

L(w) + p(x)w = f(x)∂tR(x, t), in Ω× (0, T ),

LΓ(w,wΓ) + pΓ(x)wΓ = fΓ(x)∂tRΓ(x, t), on Γ1 × (0, T ),

w
∣∣
Γ1

= wΓ, on Γ1 × (0, T ),

w
∣∣
Γ0

= 0, on Γ0 × (0, T ),

(w,wΓ)(·, 0) = (−if(·)R(·, 0),−ifΓ(·)RΓ(·, 0)), in Ω× Γ1.

Now, we define

z(x, t) =

{
w(x, t) if (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ),

−w(x,−t) if (x, t) ∈ Ω× (−T, 0).

We also extend R by R(x, t) = R(x,−t) for t < 0, and in an analogous way for RΓ. We denote
these extensions by the same symbols. Since f and R(·, 0) are real valued, we have that w satisfies
the corresponding system posed in (−T, T ). In particular, this implies that (z, zΓ) ∈ C([−T, T ];H1

Γ0
)

and ∂νz ∈ L2(∂Ω× (−T, T )). Thus, by regularity assumption 1.10 we deduce that

(R,RΓ) ∈ H1(−T, T ;L∞) (3.9)

Now, applying Theorem 3.1 to (z, zΓ) we obtain

s3/2λ3/2
∫
Ω
e−2sφ(0)|fR(0)|2dx+ s3/2λ3/2

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(0)|fΓRΓ(0)|2dS

⩽C
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|f∂tR|2 dx dt+ C

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|f∂tRΓ|2 dS dt

+ Csλ

∫ T

−T

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφθ|∂νz|2 dS dt.

(3.10)

On the other hand, by (1.11) we have

|R(·, 0)| ⩾ r0 > 0, a.e. in Ω, |RΓ(·, 0)| ⩾ r0 > 0 a.e on Γ1. (3.11)

Then, from (3.9) we deduce the existence of gΩ, gΓ1 ∈ L2(0, T ) such that

|∂tR(x, t)| ⩽ gΩ(t)|R(x, 0)|, ∀ (x, t) ∈ Ω× (−T, T ),
|∂tRΓ(x, t)| ⩽ gΓ1(t)|RΓ(x, 0)|, ∀(x, t) ∈ Γ1 × (−T, T ).

(3.12)

Moreover, we see that

−φ(x, t) ⩽ −φ(x, 0), ∀x ∈ Ω× (−T, T ).
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Then, combining (3.10) and (3.12), we obtain

s3/2λ3/2
∫
Ω
e−2sφ(0)|fR(0)|2dx+ s3/2λ3/2

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(0)|fΓRΓ(0)|2dS

⩽CK
∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ(0)|f |2|R(0)|2 dx dt+ CK

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(0)|fΓ|2|RΓ(0)|2 dS dt

+ Csλ

∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφθ|∂νz|2 dS dt,

(3.13)

where the constant K > 0 satisfies∫ T

0
|gΩ|2 dt ⩽ K,

∫ T

0
|gΓ1 |2 dt ⩽ K.

Thus, taking s > 0 and λ > 0 large enough if it is necessary we can absorb the first two terms
of (3.13). Additionally, by (3.11) we deduce that

s3/2λ3/2
∫
Ω
e−2sφ(0)|f |2dx+ s3/2λ3/2

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(0)|fΓ|2dS

⩽Csλ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφθ|∂νz|2 dS dt,
(3.14)

for all s ⩾ s0 and λ ⩾ λ0. Finally, we fix s > 0 and λ > 0 and we come back to the original variables
in (3.7) and (3.8). Finally, since the weights φ and θ are bounded, we deduce that∫

Ω
|p− q|2dx+

∫
Γ1

|pΓ − qΓ|2dS ⩽ C

∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

|∂ν(∂ty[p, pΓ]− ∂ty[q, qΓ])|2 dS dt,

and the proof of Theorem 1.3 is complete.

4 Convergence results of CbRec

Now, we shall give an algorithm to reconstruct the potentials (p, pΓ) on (1.3). In order to do that,
we introduce an auxiliary functional based on the weights (2.2) and the Carleman estimate obtained
in Theorem 3.1.

4.1 An auxiliary functional and some properties

We fix (ζ, ζΓ) ∈ L2, h ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Γ∗)) and choose s0 > 0 according to Theorem 3.1. Then, for all
s ⩾ s0, we introduce the functional

J [ζ, ζΓ, h](u, uΓ) :=
1

2s

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|N(u)− ζ|2 dx dt+ 1

2s

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|NΓ(u, uΓ)− ζΓ|2 dS dt

+
1

2

∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφ|∂νu− h|2 dS dt, ∀ (u, uΓ) ∈ W,

(4.1)

where N(u) = L(u) + p(x)u and N(u, uΓ) = LΓ(u, uΓ) + pΓ(x)uΓ, with L and LΓ defined in (1.1)
and (1.2) and

W :=
{
(y, yΓ) ∈ L2(0, T ;H1

Γ0
) : (N(y), NΓ(y, yΓ)) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2), ∂νy ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Γ⋆))

}
,
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endowed by the norm

∥(u, uΓ)∥2W :=
1

s

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|N(u)|2 dx dt+ 1

s

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|NΓ(u, uΓ)|2 dS dt

+

∫ T

0

∫
Γ∗

e−2sφ|∂νu|2 dS dt.
(4.2)

We point out that J depends on the parameter s > s0. However, to simply notation, we just
write J instead of Js. From now on, we shall consider the unconstrained problem{

Minimize J [ζ, ζΓ, h](u, uΓ)

Subject to (u, uΓ) ∈ W.
(4.3)

Theorem 4.1. For (ζ, ζΓ) ∈ L2, h ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Γ⋆)) and s0 given by Theorem 3.1, we consider
the functional J defined on W, for all s ⩾ s0. Then,

(a) The problem (4.3) admits a unique minimizer (u∗, u∗Γ) ∈ W. Moreover, there exists a constant
C > 0 independent of s such that

∥(u∗, u∗Γ)∥2W ⩽
C

s

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|ζ|2 dx dt+ C

s

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|ζΓ|2 dS dt

+ C

∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφ|h|2 dS dt.
(4.4)

(b) The minimizer (u∗, u∗Γ) ∈ W satisfies the associated Euler-Lagrange equation

1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ(N(u∗)− ζ)N(u) dx dt+

1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(NΓ(u
∗, u∗Γ)− ζΓ)NΓ(u, uΓ) dS dt

+ ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφ(∂νu
∗ − h)∂νu dS dt = 0, ∀(u, uΓ) ∈ W,

(4.5)

where ℜ denotes the real part of a complex number.

(c) If (ζj , ζjΓ) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2), h ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Γ⋆)) and (u∗,j , u∗,jΓ ) ∈ W is the corresponding mini-

mizer of J [ζj , ζjΓ, h] for j ∈ {a, b}, then we have the following estimate

s3/2
∫
Ω
e−2sφ(·,0)|(u∗,a − u∗,b)(·, 0)|2 dx+ s3/2

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(·,0)|(u∗,aΓ − u∗,bΓ )(·, 0)|2 dS

⩽C
∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|ζa − ζb|2 dx dt+ C

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|ζaΓ − ζbΓ|2 dS dt,
(4.6)

for some constant C > 0 independent of s.

Proof. (a) Clearly, the functional J is clearly continuous and strictly convex. In order to prove that
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J is coercive, we point out that

J [ζ, ζΓ, h](y, yΓ)

=
1

2
∥(y, yΓ)∥2W +

1

2s

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|ζ|2 dx dt+ 1

2s

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|ζΓ|2 dS dt

+
1

2

∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφ|h|2dSdt− 1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφζN(y) dx dt

− 1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφζΓNΓ(y, yΓ) dS dt−ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφ∂νyhdSdt

(4.7)

⩾
1

4
∥(y, yΓ)∥2W − 1

s

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|ζ|2 dx dt− 1

s

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|ζΓ|2 dS dt

−
∫ T

0

∫
Γ∗

e−2sφ|h|2 dS dt,
(4.8)

where in (4.8) we have used Young’s inequality in the last step and ∥ · ∥W is given in (4.2). This
implies that J is coercive and therefore J admits a unique minimizer (y∗, y∗Γ) ∈ W. In order to
prove (4.4), since J [ζ, ζΓ, h](y

∗, y∗Γ) ⩽ J [ζ, ζΓ, h](0, 0) and (4.7) we have

1

2
∥(y∗, y∗Γ)∥2W

⩽
1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφζN(y∗) dx dt+

1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφζΓNΓ(y∗, y∗Γ) dS dt

+
1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφh∂νy∗ dS dt.

Then, by Young’s inequality, for all ϵ > 0, there exists a constant C = C(ϵ) such that

1

2
∥(y∗, y∗Γ)∥W

⩽
C

s

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|ζ|2 dx dt+ C

s

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|ζΓ|2 dS dt

+

∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφ|h|2 dS dt+ ϵ∥(y∗, y∗Γ)∥2W .

Thus, taking ϵ > 0 small enough we conclude the proof of (4.4).

(b) Direct from the fact that J has a unique minimizer.

(c) By (b), we have the following inequalities:

1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ(N(y∗,a)− ζa)N(y) dx dt+

1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(NΓ(y
∗,a)− ζaΓ)NΓ(y, yΓ) dS dt

+ ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφ(∂νy
∗,a − h)∂νy dS dt = 0, ∀(y, yΓ) ∈ W,

(4.9)
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and

1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ(N(y∗,b)− ζb)N(y) dx dt+

1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(NΓ(y
∗,b)− ζbΓ)NΓ(y, yΓ) dS dt

+ ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ⋆

e−2sφ(∂νy
∗,b − h)∂νy dS dt = 0, ∀(y, yΓ) ∈ W.

(4.10)

Subtracting (4.9) and (4.10) and taking (y, yΓ) = (y∗,a − y∗,b, y∗,aΓ − y∗,bΓ ), we deduce that

∥(y, yΓ)∥2W =
1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ(ζa − ζb)N(y) dx dt

+
1

s
ℜ
∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(ζaΓ − ζbΓ)NΓ(y, yΓ) dS dt,

and by Young’s inequality it is easy to see that

∥(y, yΓ)∥2W ⩽
C

s

∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|ζa − ζb|2 dx dt+ C

s

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ|ζaΓ − ζbΓ|2 dS dt. (4.11)

Finally, combining (3.1) and (4.11), we get (4.6). This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

4.2 A CbRec type algorithm

We now present an algorithm designed to reconstruct the potentials p and pΓ. To do this, we fix
m > 0 and define the space L∞

⩽m defined in (1.8). Then, the algorithm reads as follows:
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Algorithm 1 Reconstruction algorithm for coefficients p and pΓ
Initialization:

• (p0, p0Γ) = (0, 0), or any guess (p0, p0Γ) ∈ L∞
⩽m.

Iteration: From k to k + 1.

• Step 1: Given (pk, pkΓ), we set

hk = ∂t

(
∂νy[p

k, pkΓ]− ∂νy[p, pΓ]
)

where (y, yΓ)[p
k, pkΓ] and (y, yΓ)[p, pΓ]) are the solutions of (1.3) associated to the potentials

(pk, pkΓ) and (p, pΓ), respectively.

• Step 2: Find the minimizer (u∗,k, u∗,kΓ ) of the unconstrained problem{
Minimize J [0, 0, hk](u, uΓ),

Subject to (u, uΓ) ∈ W

• Step 3: Set

p̃k+1 = pk +
∂tu

∗,k(0)

y0
in Ω, p̃k+1

Γ = pkΓ +
∂tu

∗,k
Γ (·, 0)
yΓ,0

in Γ1, (4.12)

• Step 4: Finally, consider pk+1 = T (p̃k+1) and pk+1
Γ = TΓ(p̃k+1

Γ ), where the operators T and
TΓ are given by

T (p) :=

p if |p| ⩽ m,

m
p

|p|
if |p| > m

and TΓ(pΓ) :=

pΓ if |pΓ| ⩽ m,

m
pΓ
|pΓ|

if |pΓ| > m.

Using Theorem 4.1, in the next result we prove the convergence of the Algorithm 1.

Theorem 4.2. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1. Additionally, suppose that

(u[p, pΓ], uΓ[p, pΓ]) ∈ H2(0, T ;L∞).

Let m > 0, (p, pΓ) ∈ L∞
⩽m and for each k ∈ N, consider (pk, pkΓ) ∈ L∞

⩽m. Then, there exist a
constant C0 > 0 and s0 > 0 such that for all s ⩾ s0 and k ∈ N, we have∫

Ω
e−2sφ(·,0)|pk+1 − p|2 dx+

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(·,0)|pk+1
Γ − pΓ|2 dS

⩽
C0

s3/2

∫
Ω
e−2sφ(·,0)|pk − p|2 dx+

C0

s3/2

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(·,0)|pkΓ − pΓ|2 dx.
(4.13)

This implies that

∥(pk+1 − p, pk+1
Γ − pΓ)∥L2 ⩽ Cs∥(pk − p, pkΓ − pΓ)∥L2 , ∀k ∈ N, (4.14)
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where Cs is given explicitly by

Cs := C0

max
x∈Ω

e−2sφ(x,0)

min
x∈Ω

e−2sφ(x,0)
.

In particular, (4.14) implies that the Algorithm defined in 1 converges for all s sufficiently large.

Remark 4.3. As we said before, the principal significance of the Theorem 4.2 is that we can use
the Algorithm 1 to reconstruction simultaneously the potentials p and pΓ in (1.3). Moreover, since
the weights used in functional 4.1 does not blow up as t→ T , it is expected that our findings can be
implemented numerically.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. In this section, we prove the convergence of the Algorithm 1. To do this, let
k ∈ N and consider uk := ∂t(y[p

k, pkΓ]− y[p, pΓ]) and u
k
Γ := ∂t(yΓ[p

k, pkΓ]− yΓ[p, pΓ]). Then, (u
k, ukΓ)

is a solution of

N(uk) = (p− pk)∂tR(x, t) in Ω× (0, T ),

NΓ(u
k, ukΓ) = (pΓ − pkΓ)∂tRΓ(x, t) in Γ1 × (0, T ),

uk
∣∣
Γ1

= ukΓ on Γ1 × (0, T ),

uk = 0 on Γ0 × (0, T ),

(uk(·, 0), ukΓ(·, 0)) = (−i(p− pk)R(·, 0),−i(pΓ − pkΓ)RΓ(·, 0)) in Ω× Γ1,

(4.15)

where R and RΓ are given by R := y[p, pΓ] and RΓ := yΓ[p, pΓ], respectively. Then, we set

hk := ∂νy
k. (4.16)

Note that yk ∈ W. Therefore, by (4.16) the solution uk of (4.15) satisfies the Euler-Lagrange
equation associated to the functional J [ζk, ζkΓ, h

k] in (4.5) with ζk = (p − pk)∂tR(x, t) and ζkΓ =
(pΓ − pkΓ)∂tR. Since J [ζk, ζkΓ, h

k] admits a unique minimizer, uk corresponds to the minimum of
J [ζk, ζkΓ, h

k].

Now, let (u∗,k, u∗,kΓ ) be the minimizer of J [0, 0, hk]. Then, from inequality (4.6) we obtain

s3/2
∫
Ω
e−2sφ(·,0)|u∗,k(·, 0)− uk(·, 0)|2 dx+ s3/2

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(·,0)|u∗,kΓ (·, 0)− ukΓ(·, 0)|2 dS

⩽C
∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ(|p− pk|∂tR)2 dx dt+ C

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(|pΓ − pkΓ|∂tRΓ)
2 dS dt.

(4.17)

From (4.12) and (4.15), we deduce that

u∗,k(·, 0) = (p̃k+1 − pk)y0, u∗,k(·, 0) = (p̃k+1
Γ − pΓ)yΓ,0. (4.18)

Substituting (4.18) into (4.17) and using the condition (1.11) we deduce that

s3/2
∫
Ω
e−2sφ(·,0)|p̃k+1 − p|2 dx+ s3/2

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(·,0)|(pkΓ − pΓ)|2 dS

⩽C
∫ T

0

∫
Ω
e−2sφ(|p− pk|∂tR)2 dx dt+ C

∫ T

0

∫
Γ1

e−2sφ(|pΓ − pkΓ|∂tRΓ)
2 dS dt.

(4.19)
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On the other hand, since T and TΓ are Lipschitz continuous functions and satisfy T (p) = p and
T (pΓ) = pΓ, we have

|p̃k+1 − p| ⩾ |T (p̃k+1 − T (p))| = |pk+1 − p|

and

|p̃k+1
Γ − pΓ| ⩾ |T (p̃k+1

Γ − T (pΓ))| = |pk+1
Γ − pΓ|.

Finally, since −φ(x, t) ⩽ −φ(x, 0), for all x ∈ Ω and t ∈ (0, T ), (∂tR, ∂tRΓ) ∈ L2(0, T ;L∞), we
conclude (4.13). The inequality (4.14) can be obtained directly of (4.13) since φ(·, 0) is bounded.
This ends the proof of the Theorem 4.2.

5 Further comments and concluding remarks

In this paper, we have presented the coefficient inverse problem (CIP) for a Schrödinger equation
with dynamic boundary conditions. We have provided a Lipschitz stability result and a reconstruc-
tion algorithm. The stability result was obtained applying the Bukhgeim-Klibanov method, while
the reconstruction algorithm is inspired on the CbRec Algorithm proposed in [3]. Besides, both re-
sults strongly depends on a suitable Carleman estimate for the Schrödinger operator with dynamic
boundary conditions with observations on the normal derivative obtained for these purposes.

The assumption (A1) plays an important role in our results. The strong convexity condition
on the Ω1 is given to define a weight function which is constant on the boundary Γ1. To the best of
our knowledge, the case where Ω1 is non strictly convex has not been considered yet in the context
of the wave and Schrödinger equation with dynamic boundary conditions.

Our results depends also of the condition δ > d, where it is used to deduce the Carleman estimate
for the Schrödinger operator. We mention that an analogous hypothesis also appeared in context
of controllability of the wave equation with acoustic boundary conditions, see for instance [1] and
[12]. In particular, in the case of an annulus, it is proved in [1] that in the case δ < d, the associated
adjoint problem is not observable at any time (see Theorem 2.4 in that reference). However, as
far as we know, the case δ = d remains open for the wave equation. The same questions can be
considered for the corresponding Schrödinger system.

One of the main advantages of the proposed algorithm, in contrast to the Tikhonov regularization
techniques, is the fact that it converges to the exact potential (p, pΓ) independent of the initial guess.
The numerical implementation of CbRec type algorithm for Schrödinger equations is, as far as we
known, unexplored. Even the numerical Schrödinger equation with dynamic boundary conditions
has not been studied, as far as the authors know. However, it seems not to be a problem to show in
numerical experiments that its behavior is sufficiently good, while the main difficulties are shown
in the implementation of the functional minimization step, which is not surprising due to previous
works in CbRec type algorithms for other equations, such as in [4, 8], where additional terms have
to be added to the functional to be minimized, and filters have to be applied in intermediate steps
of the algorithm. Both additional tasks in the algorithm have been considered by the authors of
the mentioned works due to regularity issues and for dealing with noisy measurements and the
propagation of them in numerical differentiation. These difficulties seem to be shown even in the
case of Dirichlet boundary conditions. Since numerical aspects of the implementation seem to be a
separate subject from the scope of this article, this will be investigated in a forthcoming work.
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A Carleman estimate for the 1-D Schrödinger equation with dy-
namic boundary conditions

In this section, we deduce a Carleman estimate for the one-dimensional Schrödinger equation with
dynamic boundary conditions. We set Ω := (0, ℓ) and T > 0. Then, we consider the following
problem: 

i∂ty + d∆y + py = g ∀ (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

iẏΓ(t)− d∂xy(0, t) + pΓyΓ(t) = gΓ(t) ∀ t ∈ (0, T ),

y(0, t) = yΓ(t) ∀ t ∈ (0, T ),

y(ℓ, t) = 0 ∀ t ∈ (0, T ),

(y, yΓ)(·, 0) = (y0, yΓ,0) ∀x ∈ Ω,

Given a point x1 = −a, with a > 0, set ψ(x) := |x−x1|2 for each x ∈ Ω and for λ > 0 we define
the weight functions

θ(x, t) :=
eλψ(x)

(T + t)(T − t)
, φ(x, t) :=

α− eλψ(x)

(T + t)(T − t)
∀(x, t) ∈ Ω× (−T, T ), (A.1)

with α > ∥eλψ∥L∞(Ω).
For d > 0 and s > 0, we introduce the operators:

P1w = ds2(∂xφ)
2w + d∂2xw + i∂tw, P2w = ds∂2xφw + 2ds∂xφ∂xw + is∂tw, (A.2)

and

Q1w := i∂tw, Q2w := −ds∂xφw + is∂tφw. (A.3)

Besides, for q0, q1 ∈ L∞(Ω× (−T, T )) and qΓ,0 ∈ L∞(−T, T ), consider the operators

L̃(v) :=i∂tv + d∂2xv + q1∂xv + q0v,

L̃Γ(v, vΓ) :=v̇Γ0(t)− ∂xv(0, t) + qΓ,0(t)vΓ(t).
(A.4)

Then, we have the following Carleman estimate:

Lemma A.1. Let θ and φ be the functions defined in (A.1). There exist C > 0, s0 > 0 and λ0 > 0
such that for all λ ⩾ λ0 and s ⩾ s0,∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
e−2sφ(s3λ4θ3|v|2 + sλ2θ|∂xv|2) dx dt

+

∫ T

−T
e−2sφ(0,·)(s3λ3θ(0, ·)3|v(0, ·)|2 + sλθ(0, ·)|∂xv(0, ·)|2)dt

⩽C
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
e−2sφ|L̃(v)|2 dx dt+ C

∫ T

−T
e−2sφ(0,·)|L̃Γ(v(0, ·), vΓ0(·))|2 dt

+ Csλ

∫ T

−T
e−2sφ(ℓ,·)θ(ℓ, ·)|∂xv(ℓ, ·)|2 dt,

(A.5)
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for all (v, vΓ) ∈ L2(−T, T ;H1
Γ0
) such that L(v) ∈ L2(Ω× (−T, T )) and LΓ(v, vΓ) ∈ L2(−T, T ) with

∂xv(ℓ, ·) ∈ L2(−T, T ).

Proof. We argue by density arguments. Therefore, we just write vΓ0(t) = v(0, t) for all t > 0. The
proof of Lemma A.1 can be divided into four steps:
•Step 1: We compute the terms

Pw = e−sφL̃(esφw), Qw = esφLΓ(e
sφw).

Straightforward computations show that

Pw = P1w + P2w, Qw = Q1w +Q2w +RΓw,

where P1, P2, Q1 and Q2 are defined in (A.2) and (A.3), respectively, and RΓ = −d∂xw.
Then, we have the following identity∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(|P1w|2 + |P2w|2) dx dt+

∫ T

−T
(|Q1w|2 + |Q2w|2) dt

+ 2ℜ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
P1wP2w dxdt+ 2ℜ

∫ T

−T
Q1wQ2w dt

=

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
|Pw|2 dx dt+

∫ T

−T
|Rw −RΓw|2 dt

(A.6)

• Step 2: Estimates in Ω× (−T, T ). In this step, we compute the terms

ℜ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
P1wP2w dxdt =

3∑
j=1

3∑
k=1

Ijk.

In the following, we shall use the formulas:

∂xϕ = −λθψ′, ∂xθ = λθψ′, ∂2xφ = −λ2θ|ψ′|2 − λθψ′′ in Ω× (−T, T ).

The first term is given by

I11 =d
2s3

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂2xφ(∂xφ)

2|w|2 dx dt

=− d2s3λ3
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(λ|ψ′|2 + 1)(ψ′)2θ3|w|2 dx dt.

Moreover, integration by parts yields

I12 =2s2s3ℜ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(∂xφ)

3w∂xw dxdt

=3d2s3λ3
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(λ|ψ′|2 + 1)(ψ′)2θ3|w|2 dx dt+ d2s3λ3

∫ T

−T
(ψ′)3θ(0, ·)3|w(0, ·)|2 dt.

On the other hand, using that ℜ(iz) = −ℑ(z), for all z ∈ C, we have

I13 = −ds3λ2ℑ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(∂xφ)

2∂tφ|w|2 dx dt = 0.
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If γ > 0 is a constant which satisfies

ψ′, ψ′′ ⩾ γ > 0,

then we have

3∑
k=1

I1k ⩾ 2d2γ4s3λ4
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
θ3|w|2 dx dt+ d2γ3s3λ3

∫ T

−T
θ3(0, ·)|w(0, ·)|2 dt. (A.7)

Now, the term I21 can be computed as follows

I21 =d
2sℜ

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂2xφ∂

2
xww dxdt

=− d2s

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂2xφ|∂xw|2 dx dt− d2sℜ

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂3xφw∂xw dxdt

+ d2sℜ
∫ T

−T
∂2xφ(0, ·)w(0, ·)∂xw(0, ·)dt.

Since |∂3xφ| ⩽ Cλ3θ, we have

I21 ⩾ds
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(λ2θ|ψ′|2 + λθψ′′)|∂xw|2 dx dt− Cs2λ4

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
θ|w|2 dx dt

− Cλ2
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
θ|∂xw|2 dx dt− Cs2λ3

∫ T

−T
θ|w(o, ·)|2 dt− Cλ

∫ T

−T
θ|∂xw(·, 0)|2 dt.

On the other hand, after using integration by parts, the term I22 can be written as:

I22 =d
2s

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂xφ∂x|∂xw|2 dx dt

=d2sλ

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(λ|ψ′|2 + ψ′′)θ|∂xw|2 dx dt− d2sλ

∫ T

−T
ψ′(ℓ)θ(ℓ, ·)|∂xw(ℓ, ·)|2 dt

+ d2sλ

∫ T

−T
ψ′(0)θ(0, ·)|∂xw(0, ·)|2 dt.

Besides, using ℜ(iz) = −ℑ(z) for all z ∈ C, we have

I23 =dsℑ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂tφw∂

2
xw dxdt

=− dsℑ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂x∂tφw∂xw dxdt+ dsℑ

∫ T

−T
∂tφ(0, ·)w(0, ·)∂xw(0, ·) dt,

where we have used the fact that w(L, t) = 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ). Now, using the estimates |∂tφ| ⩽ Cλθ2

and |∂x∂tφ|λ2θ2 and Young’s inequality, for all ϵ > 0, there exists C(ϵ) > 0 such that

I23 ⩾−
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(ϵsλθ|∂xw|2 + C(ϵ)sλ3θ3|w|2) dx dt

−
∫ T

−T
(ϵsλθ(0, ·)|∂xw(0, ·)|2 + C(ϵ)sλθ3(0, ·)|w(0·)|2) dt
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Thus, choosing ϵ > 0 small enough and taking λ0, s0 > 0 sufficiently large, we deduce that

3∑
k=1

I2k

⩾Csλ2
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
θ|∂xw|2 dx dt+ Csλ

∫ T

−T
θ(0, ·)|∂xw(0, ·)|2 dt− Csλ

∫ T

−T
θ(ℓ, ·)|∂xw(ℓ, t)|2 dt

− Cs2λ3
∫ T

−T
θ(0, ·)|w(0, ·)|2 dt− Csλ4

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
θ|w|2 dx dt.

(A.8)

Now, let us estimate the terms I3k, for k = 1, 2, 3. Observe that I31 can be written in the form

I31 = −dsℑ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂2xφw∂tw dxdt.

We point out that this term cannot be estimated directly. Indeed, this term will be eliminated
when we summing up the I3k, k = 1, 2, 3.

Now, after integration by parts in space, the term I32 can be written as follows:

I32 =− 2dsℑ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂xφ∂tw∂xw dxdt

=2dsℑ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂2xφ∂tww dxdt+ 2dsℑ

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂xφ∂x∂tww dxdt

− 2dsℑ
∫ T

−T
∂xφ(0, ·)∂tw(0, ·)w(0, ·) dt.

Now, integrating by parts in time and using the fact that w(·,±T ) = 0, we have

I32 =2dsℑ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂2xφw∂tw dxdt− 2dsℑ

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂t∂xφw∂xw dxdt− I32

− 2dsℑ
∫ T

−T
∂xφ(0, ·)w(0, ·)∂tw(0, ·) dt.

Then, by Young’s inequality, for all ϵ > 0, there exists C(ϵ) > 0 such that

I32 ⩾− ϵsλ

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
θ|∂xw|2 dx dt− C(ϵ)sλ

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
θ|w|2 dx dt+ dsℑ

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂2xφw∂tw dxdt

+ dsλℑ
∫ T

−T
ψ′(0)w(0, ·)∂tw(0, ·) dt.

Moreover, I33 is given by

I33 = −1

2
sℜ

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
∂2t φ|w|2 dx dt ⩾ −Cs

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
θ3|w|2 dx dt,

where we have used integration by parts in time and w(·,±T ) = 0.
Thus, considering these estimates, we obtain

3∑
k=1

I3k ⩾− ϵsλ

∫ T

−t

∫
Ω
θ|∂xw|2 dx dt− C(ϵ)sλ3

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
θ3|w|2 dx dt

+ dsλ

∫ T

−T
ψ′(0)w(0, ·)∂tw(0, ·) dt.

(A.9)
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Now, adding inequalities (A.7), (A.8) and (A.9), choosing ϵ > 0 small enough and taking λ0, s0
sufficiently large, we deduce that

ℜ
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
P1wP2w dxdt

⩽C
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(s3λ4θ3|w|2 + sλ2θ|∂xw|2) dx dt+ C

∫ T

−T
(s3λ3θ3(0, ·)|w(0, ·)|2 + sλθ(0, ·)|∂xw(0, ·)|2) dt

− Csλ

∫ T

−T
θ(ℓ, ·)|∂xw(ℓ, ·)|2 dt+ dsλℑ

∫ T

−T
ψ′(0)w(0, ·)∂tw(0, ·) dt.

(A.10)

Step 3: In this step, we will compute the terms

ℜ
∫ T

−T
Q1wQ2w dt = J1 + J2.

Observe that

J1 = −dsλℑ
∫ T

−T
ψ′(0)w(0, ·)∂tw(0, ·) dt.

Moreover, after integration by parts, the term J2 can be estimated as

J2 =sℜ
∫ T

−T
∂tφ(0, ·)w(0, ·)∂tw(0, ·) dt = −1

2
sℜ

∫ T

−T
∂2t φ(0, ·)|w(0, ·)|2 dt

⩾− Csλ

∫ T

−T
θ2(0, ·)|w(0, ·)|2 dt.

Then, we conclude that

ℜ
∫ T

−T
Q1wQ2w dt ⩾ −Csλ

∫ T

−T
θ2|w(0, ·)|2 dt− dsℑ

∫ T

−T
ψ′(0)w(0, ·)∂tw(0, ·) dt. (A.11)

Step 4: Combining (A.6), (A.10) and (A.11) and taking s0 and λ0 large enough we obtain∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(|P1w|2 + |P2w|2) dx dt+

∫ T

−T
(|Q1w|2 + |Q2w|2) dt

+

∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
(s3λ4θ3|w|2 + sλ2θ|∂xw|2) dx dt

+

∫ T

−T
(s3λ3θ3(0, ·)|w(0, ·)|2 + sλθ(0, ·)|∂xw(0, ·)|2) dt

⩽C
∫ T

−T

∫
Ω
|Pw|2 dx dt+ C

∫ T

−T
|Qw|2 dt+ Csλ

∫ T

−T
θ(ℓ, ·)|∂xw(ℓ, ·)|2 dt,

where we absorbed the term RΓw by taking s0 and λ0 large enough. Finally, we come back to the
original variables taking into account that

e−2sφ|∂xv|2 ⩽ s2λ2|w|2 + |∂xw|2,

to obtain (A.5). This ends the proof of Lemma A.1.
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