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Simultaneous reconstruction of two potentials for a nonconservative

Schrodinger equation with dynamic boundary conditions
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Abstract

In this article, we consider an inverse problem involving the simultaneous reconstruction of
two real valued potentials for a Schodinger 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 Q C R™, n > 2, be a bounded domain with smooth boundary 9€2. We assume that 0€) = ['gUI';
with Ty and T'y are two closed subsets satisfying T'o NT'; = (). Unless explicitly stated otherwise, all
of the function spaces discussed in this paper will concern complex-valued functions.

We introduce the operators L and Ly given by

L(y) :=i0wy +dAy —p1 - Vy in Q x (0,7) (1.1)
and
Lr(y,yr) :=i0wyr — dOyy + 6Aryr —pr1 - Vryr  on I'y x (0,7, (1.2)

where i denotes the imaginary unit, d,6 > 0, p; and pr; are vector valued functions defined in
Q and on I'y, respectively. Moreover, d, denotes the normal derivative associated to the outward
normal v of Q, Vr is the tangential gradient and Ar is the Laplace Beltrami operator.

In this article, we will consider the following nonconservative Schrodinger equation with dynamic
boundary conditions:

Ly)+p)y=g in Q x (0,7),

Lr(y,yr) + pr(z)yr = gr on I'y x (0,7),

ylr, = yr on Ty x (0,T), (1.3)
y\ro =0 on Ty x (0,7),

((y(-,0),9r(-,0)) = (yo,yro) inQxTy.

where (g, gr) is the source term, p and pr are the potentials and (yo, yr0) is the initial data.

We recall that, under the following assumptions on (p,pr) € L>(Q;R) x L>=(I'1;R), (yo,yr,0) €
L2 (Q)x L*(T'1), (g,9r) € L*(0,T; L?(2)x L?(T1)) and suitable assumptions on (p1, pr1) € [L°°(Q)]"x
[L>®(T'1)]™ (see Section [2) the problem has a unique weak solution. Moreover, there exists a
positive constant C' = C(Q, T, p, pr, p1,pr,1) such that the solution (y,yr) of satisfies

1y yr)llcoqo,ms2 @) xp2ryy) < Cl(g, 90) L1 0,52 < £2(r1)) + Cll(Wos yro)ll L2 @) xL2(ry)-

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

Coefficient Inverse Problem (CIP): Is it possible to retrieve (p, pr) € L>(2;R) x L>°(T'1; R)
from a measurement of the normal derivative d,y on 'y x (0,T) (I'y C T'y), where (y,yr) is the
solution of associated to (p,pr)?

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

y=ylp,pr] and yr =yrlp,pr|.

In this direction, the following questions naturally arise:



e Uniqueness: Does the inequality d,y[p, pr] = 0,y|q, qr] on I'y x (0,T) imply p = ¢ in 2 and
pr=gqronIy?

e Stability: Is it possible to estimate |lg — pl[z2(q) and [lgr — prl/z2(r,), by a suitable norm of
(Ovyla, ar] — Ovy[p, pr]) on I'x x (0,T)?

e Reconstruction formula: Can we find an algorithm to compute the potentials p and pr by
partial knowledge of d,y[p, pr| on I'y x (0,7)?

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.

0y + dzy — p1(x)0py + p(x)y = g(x,t) ¥ (x,1) € (0,€) x (0,T),

iyr(t) — doyy(0,t) + pryr(t) = gr(t) vt e (0,7),

y(0,t) = yr(t) Vte (0,7), (1.4)
y(l,t) =0 Vte (0,7),

y(z,0) = yo(x), yr(0) = yro V€ (0,4),

where d > 0, p; € L®(Q), (p,pr) € L®(QR) x R and (yo,yr) € L3(2) x R. Here, the pair
(y,yr,) € L*(0,T; L*(Q) x R) stands for the state of the system (L.4)).

Our work is organized into two main parts. First, we derive a new Carleman estimate for
the Schrodinger 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 (po, pr) 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 Holder 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 A &~ 0.1. To avoid this problem, in



[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 [§] 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 Schrodinger equation, we mention the work [7], where
the authors consider a coefficient inverse problem of recovering the zeroth order potential of the
Schrodinger equation i0;v— V- (a(x)Vv)+p(x)v (with a(z) = 1) with Dirichlet boundary conditions .
Here, a Carleman estimate for the Schrodinger 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(z) 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 [I8] an inverse source problem for general Schrédinger
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 Schrédinger 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 Schrédinger 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 Schrodinger 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 [I1], the authors studies the identification of initial data for the heat
equation with dynamic boundary condition. Recently, in [I2] 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 [I5] 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 Schrodinger 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
Schrodinger 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 I'y C 0 as an (n — 1)-dimensional compact Riemannian submanifold equipped by the
Riemannian metric g induced by the natural embedding I'y C R”. We point out that it is possible
to define the differential operators on I'; 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 [I9] and [27]. For the sake of
completeness, we recall some of those properties.

The tangential gradient I't of yr at each point x € I'; can be seen as the projection of the



standard Euclidean gradient Vy onto the tangent space of I'1, where yr is the trace of y on I'y, i.e.,
Vryr = Vy — vy,

where y = yr on I'1 and 0,y is the normal derivative associated to the outward normal v. In this
way, the tangential divergence divp in I'; is given by

divp(Fr) : HY(I')) = R, yr— — | Fpr-VryrdS.
'

Moreover, Ar denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator, which satisfies Apyr = divp(Vryr) for all
yr € H?(T'1). In particular, the surface divergence theorem holds:

AryzdS = — | Vry-VrzdS, Yyec H*T;), Vze HYT). (1.5)
F1 Fl

For 1 < r < +o0, we define the Banach spaces L™ := L"(€Q) x L"(T';) endowed by their natural
norms. In particular, the space L2 is a the Hilbert space endowed by the scalar product

{(u,ur), (v,vr))L2 ::/

uvdm+/ uror dS.
Q Iy

Moreover, for m € N, we consider the space
H (Q) :={uec H™(Q) : u=0on I'p},
which is a closed subspace of the Sobolev space H™(€2). Moreover, for m € N, we set
= {(u,ur) € Hf () x H™(I'1) : w=ur on I't}.

We point out that, thanks to the Trace Theorem and Poincaré’s inequality, H%O is a Hilbert
space in C endowed by

((wur). o))y, = [ Vu-Vodat [ Vrur- Veords
1

for all (u,ur), (v,ovr) € H%O.

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 C R™, is said to be strongly convex if OU
is of class C? and all the principal curvatures are strictly positive functions on OU.

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 € can be written in the form 2 = Qq\ 1, where
) is strongly convex and )y is an open set with Q1 C Q.



Iy

Figure 1: A domain {2 satisfying the geometric assumption (A1).

Without loss of generality, we can assume that 0 € 2;. Otherwise, take x¢ € €23 and apply a
translation by —xy.
From now on, we write I'; := 0€);, with ¢ = 0,1. We define, for each x € R",

p(z) =inf{A>0;z€ X}, and (z) = p’(x). (1.6)

Since €21 is open and convex, we have that p and v are well-defined and that » = =1 on I';.
In order to guarantee enough regularity for our purposes, we consider the following assumption:

(A2) (Regularity of the boundary I'y) We assume that the boundary 9€; has a regular

parametrization, i.e., the mapping x € 0Q; — H%II € S"1is a C* diffeomorfism.

Then we have (see Proposition 3.1 of [25]) that u € C*(Q), Vi # 0 in Q, and there exists ¢ > 0
such that

D*u(&,€) = clé]* in 8, VEER™
Define I', C I'g, which is our observation region, as

I:={x e : dp(x) >0} CTy. (1.7)
Now, for m > 0 and X C R", we introduce

L3.(X5R) = {p € L¥(X;R) : [Ipllpe(x) < m},
and define the set of potentials as

L?m = L?m(Q;R) X L?m(Fl;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 v given in (1.6]).
Moreover, for given m > 0 we consider (q,qr) € LS. Assume that 6 and d satisfy the condition

0 >d. (1.9)

In addition, suppose that



(yla, ar], yrla, ar]) € H'(0,T;L%) (1.10)
and the initial data yo and yor are real valued functions satisfying
lyo| = 1o a.e. inQ  and |yor| =10 a.e. on Ty, (1.11)
for some positive constant ro. Then, there exists a constant C = (Q,T,p, pr,yo,yr,0,m) > 0 such
that if (9,y[q, qr] — dvy[p, pr]) € H(0,T; L?(Ty)), then the following inequality holds
C (g ar) — (o, o)l < 10vyla, ar] — Suylp, prlllmio.r:r2r.y) < Cll(a,ar) = (p,pr)lle  (1.12)
for all (p,pr) € LE,,.

We point out that inequality ((1.12)) establishes a Lipschitz stability result for the inverse problem
(CIP) for the Schrodinger equation with dynamic boundary conditions from (partial) boundary
observations given in I', C 0.

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

e The assumptions (A1) and (A2) are imposed in order to use one of the main ingredients in
the proof of the Theorem[I.3: a suitable Carleman estimate for the Schridinger operator with
dynamic boundary conditions (see [25]).

e 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].

e 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 [1§)].

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 reqular
data.

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

X" =L" (O R) xR,
endowed by its natural norm and for m > 0, we also set the subspace
X, = {(w,wr) € X™ : |[(w,wr)||xr < m}.
Then, we have the following result:

Theorem 1.6. Givenm > 0, set (p,pr), (q,qr) € XS5,. Suppose that (q,qr), p1, (9, 9r) and (yo,yl(l)
are chosen such that

(ylg, ar], urle, ar]) € H'(0, T;1L>),
where y° and yIQ are real valued functions which also satisfy
14°| = 7o a.e. in Q and |y2| > 7o,

for some constant ro > 0. Then, there exists a constant C = C(, T,p,pp,yo,y%,m) > 0 such that
if (Oxylq, ar](4,-) — ylp,pr](¢,-)) € HY(0,T), then the following inequality holds

C7 (g ar) — (s o)l a2 < 02ylp, pri(L, ) — Oxyla, ar) (6 o) < Cll(g: ar) — (ps pr)|lx2,
for all (q,qr) € XZ;,.



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 Schrodinger 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 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 Schrodinger
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, 0 > 0, we consider the problem

10w+ dAv + p1 - Vo+pov =h in Qx (0,7),

i0pr — do,v + 0Arvr + pr1 - Vror + provr = hr - on I'y x (0,7),

U‘Fl =or on I'; x (0,7), (2.1)
U‘FO:O on I'g x (0,7),
(v(-,0),vr(+,0)) = (vo, vr,) in Q xTIy.

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

Proposition 2.1 (Proposition 2.1 [28]). Suppose that (vo,vro) € L%, g1 € [WH(Q)]". Further-
more, suppose that prq1 € [Wh*(T'1)]" such that gy = pra on Ty x (0,T), (po,pr1) € L™ and
(h,hr) € LY(0,T;1?). Then, the weak solution (v,vr) belongs to C°([0,T];1L?). Besides, there
exists C' > 0 such that
ma 0,00} 2 < € (10 ) lusores) + o0 or)lee)
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 (v, vr,0) € Hf, and (h, hr) € L'(0,T;Hy, ).
In addition, assume that (g1, pra) € [WH(Q)]" x [Whoo(Ty)|" satisfies the following conditions

p1=pra1 onTy x(0,T) and py - v < 0 on 0Q x (0,T).

We also assume that (po, pro) € [WH(Q)]" x [Wheo(T'y)]" satisfies po = pro € T'1 x (0,T).
Then, the weak solution of ([2.1)) belongs to CO([0, T]; Hy, ) with d,v € L*(0,T; L*(9R)). Moreover,
there exists C > 0 such that

e 10, v0) sy, + 1000llzz 0z 0m) < € (100 Pl oozt ) + 100, vr0) sy, )

The next result establishes a hidden regularity result for the Schrédinger equation with dynamic

boundary conditions.



Proposition 2.3 (Proposition 2.5 [25]). Under the conditions of the Proposition the normal
derivative of the solution of (2.1) (v,vr) € CO([O,T];H%O) belongs to L*(0,T; L*(05Y)). Moreover,
there exists a constant C > 0 such that

HauU”m(o,T;L?(aQ)) <C <”(h7hF)HL1(0,T;H1¥O) + H(UOaURO)HIHILO> .

We can also obtain existence and uniqueness results for the one-dimensional Schrédinger 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 Schrodinger equation with dynamic boundary
conditions

Consider the function ¢ = ¥ (x,t) defined in (1.6). We also define, for A > 0, the following functions
(@) a — eM(@)

7’ o(z,t) ::(

b t) = rrnm—1 T+ 0T —1)

V(z,t) € Q x (=T,T), (2.2)
where a > [|e?|| o (o).
For (p1, pr) € L*=(—T,T;[L>]") and (po, pro) € L>°(—T,T;1L*>°), we introduce the operators
L(v) := i0w — dAv — fy - Vo +pov  in Q x (=T,T) (2.3)
and
f/(v, vr) = i0pr + dO,v — Arvr — pr - Vrur + provr - on I'y x (=T, 7). (2.4)

Moreover, due to the last identity, from now on we shall write v instead of vr on 992 x (0,T).
Firstly, define the operators

Piw = d52|V<,0|2w + dAw + 10w, Pow = dsApw + 2dsVp - Vw + is0pw,
and
Qiw = 0Arw + 0w, Qow = —dsdypw + 150y pw.

Theorem 2.4. Consider the assumptions (A1) and (A2) and define the weight functions 6 and
¢ as in ([2.2). We also consider (p1,pr1) € L®(=T,T;[L>®]") and (po, pro) € L=(=T,T;L>).
Also, consider the condition (L.9)). Then, there exist positive constants C, sy and Ao such that the
following estimate holds:

T
/ /6_28“’ (s°X10%0)* + sA0|Vo|* + sA*0| Ve - Vo|?) da dt
T JQ
T
+/ /e25“’(53)\393|v\2+3)\9]8w|2+s)\0|va\2)det
-TJT
u 1
+/ /(Pl(eS‘pv)|2+|P2(es“"v)\2) dz dt
T JQ
T
[ GQue 0P + @ue oy ds de
T JI"
T 5 T B
gc/ /e—2w|L(v)|2dxdt+c/ / =259\ (v)|2 dS d
-TJQ =T JTy

T
+ Cs)\/ / e 259|002 dS dt, Vs = sg, VA = Ao, V(v,vr) € V.
=T «



where V is defined by

V= {(v,or) € L*(-T, T;H%O) : (L(v), Ly (v,vr)) € L}(—=T,T;1L2) and d,v € L*(0,T; L*(T,))},
(2.6)

and Ty is given in ([1.7)).

We point out that the Theorem is a slight modification of the estimate obtained in [25] (see
Theorem 1.4 in this reference), where the weight functions are defined on (0,7"), and therefore we
omit the proof.

3 Proof of the stability result

This section is devoted to prove Theorem In order to do this, we need to establish a suitable
Carleman estimate for the Schrédinger 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 (p1, pr1) € L*=(=T,T; [L>*]"),
(po, pro) € L>®(=T,T;L>) and consider the operators L and Ly defined in and (2.4), respec-
tively. Assume that d,é > 0 satisfy the condition . Then, there exist constants C > 0, sg > 0
and Ao > 0 such that for all A > A\g and s > sg, the following inequality holds

3232 ( / e 22O |v(0) | da + / 623¢<O>\UF(0)\2d5>
Q IRt
T B T _
gc/ /e—%ﬂL(v)dedHc/ / =259 L (v, op) 2 dS dt (3.1)
T JQ =T JIy
T
+C’s)\/ / e 2°9|0,v*dS dt, Y(v,ur) €V,
-T %

for all (v,vr) € V.

Proof. As usual, we argue by density, i.e., we consider (v,vr) € C°((2 x I'1) x [0,T]) such that
v=0o0nTyx (0,7) and v =vr on I'y x (0,7). We shall prove that the terms

/ e 2900)y(,0) P dz  and / ¢ 22(-,0)or (-, 0)] dS,
Q I
are bounded by above by the left-hand side of (2.5). To do this, we consider
0 0
I ::%/ / P(w)ywdzdt, Is:= S/ Q1 (w)wdS dt
-TJo -TJn,

where & denotes the imaginary part of a complex number and w = e™*fv. After integration by
parts, taking into account that w =0 on I'g x (=7,7T) and w(-, —7") = 0 in 2, we deduce that

1 0
I :/ ,w(.,0)|2da:+d%/ Oyww dS dt. (3.2)
2 QO T JIy

10



On the other hand, using the Surface Divergence Theorem (|1.5) and the fact that w(-, =T')|r, =
0, we see that

I =— [ |w(0)|*dS. (3.3)
2 Jr,

Then, adding (3.2)) and (3.3]), multiplying by %33/ 2)\3/2 and using Young’s inequality, we obtain

Ly (/ |w(0)\2dx+/ \w(())y?ds)
2 Q r,
T T
<2/ /(]Pl(w)|2+s3)\3\w|2)dxdt+2/ / (0 (w)]? + N w2)dSdt  (3.4)
—T JQ T JI1
T
+2d/ /(|61,w|2+s3>\3|w|2)d5dt.
T JI'1
By definitions of w and ¢, we see that

Oyw = she” *¥00,0v + e ¥ v. (3.5)

Combining , , and coming back to the original variable, we get
3232 < / e 2 O}p(0)?dx + / 62880(0)@(0)\2015)
Q N}
T
gC/ /(]Pl(e_s‘pv)\2 + $3\3e 72 |v|?) dux dt
-TJQ
T
+C/ / (|Q1(e™%v)|? + *A3e 7202 |v|2 + e725%|9,v|?) dS dt
-7Jr,
T T
<c/ /6—28@|L(u)|2dmdt+c/ / e 2?|N(v)|* dS dt
-rJo -TJr,

T (3.6)
+ C'sA / / e 25%9|0,v|* dS dt,
-T .

for all s > sop and A\ > Ao, where the constant C' depends on m,T,d,d,Q and T'y. Finally, (3.1
follows easily from (2.5 and (3.6)). O

3.2 Proof of the main result

Now, we are able to prove the Theorem

Proof. We fix (q,qr) € LZ,, and define

u = y[p, pr] — ylq, qr], and ur = yr[p,pr] — yrlq, qr (3.7)

where y[p, pr] and y[g, gr] are the solutions of (1.3 associated to the potentials (p,pr) and (g, qr),
respectively. We also define

f=aq-p, fr=qr—pr, R=ylg,qr] and Rr =yrlq,qr]. (3.8)
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Then, (u,ur) satisfies

(L(u) + p(z)u = f(z)R(z,1), in Q x (0,T),
Lr(u,ur) + pr(z)ur = fr(z)Rr(z,t), onTy x (0,7),
U|F1 = ur, onT'; x (0,7,
U|FO =0, on I'y x (0,7,
(u,ur)(-,0) = (0,0), in QxTY.

Next, we set (w,wr) = (Opu, Opur). Then, (w, wr) satisfies

(L(w) + p(z)w = f(x)0R(x,t), in Q% (0,7),
Lr(w,wr) + pr(z)wr = fr(zx)0;Rr(z,t), onI'y x (0,7),
w‘rl = wr, on I'; x (0,7),
w\ro =0, on Ty x (0,7,
(w,wp)(,0) = (=if()R(-,0), —=ifr(-)Rr(-,0)), inQxTy.

Now, we define

ey (@D f@eaxpD,
T, 1) = —w(z,—t) if (x,t) € Q x (=T,0).

We also extend R by R(z,t) = R(xz,—t) for t < 0, and in an analogous way for Rr. 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 (=7, T). In particular, this implies that (z, zr) € C([-T,T7; H%O)
and 0,z € L?(0Q x (=T,T)). Thus, by regularity assumption we deduce that

(R,Rr) € HY(-T,T;L*>) (3.9)

Now, applying Theorem to (z, zr) we obtain

83/2>\3/2/e234,0(0)|fR(0)’2d$+83/2A3/2/ 672s¢(0)‘fFRF(O)‘2dS
Q I

T T
gc/ /eQS@fatRdedtJrC/ / e 2%\ fO, Rr|* dS dt (3.10)
-TJQ -T JI'1
T
+ CsA / / e~ 25900, z|* dS dt.
-T *

On the other hand, by (1.11]) we have
|R(-,0)] =79 >0, ae. in Q, |Rp(-,0)| >r9>0a.eonl}y. (3.11)
Then, from (3.9) we deduce the existence of gq, gr, € L?(0,T) such that

|0:R(z,t)| < ga(t)|R(z,0)], V(z,t)eQx(-T,T),

|0, Rr(,t)| < gr, ()| Rr(z,0)|, V(z,t) €Ty x (=T,T). (3.12)

Moreover, we see that

_(P(xat> < —QO(IE,O), Va € Q x (_Tv T)

12



Then, combining (3.10|) and (3.12), we obtain

83/2)\3/2/e—2$<p(0)|fR(0)|2dx+53/2)\3/2/ e—25<p(0)|fFRF(O)|2dS
Q I

T T
<CK / / e~ 22O £12|R(0)|? d dt + CK / / e~ 22| 12| Rp(0)|? dS dt (3.13)
0 Q 0 I

T
+ C'sA / / e~ 259010, 2|* dS dt,
0 *
where the constant K > 0 satisfies

T T
/ lgal? dt < K, / lgr, |2 dt < K.
0 0

Thus, taking s > 0 and A > 0 large enough if it is necessary we can absorb the first two terms

of (3.13)). Additionally, by (3.11)) we deduce that

/2312 / e 200 f2dg + 53\ / e O fr|ds
Q

I'

. (3.14)
ng)\/ / e~ 259010, 2|* dS dt,
0 *

for all s > sp and A > Ag. Finally, we fix s > 0 and A > 0 and we come back to the original variables
in (3.7) and (3.8)). Finally, since the weights ¢ and 6 are bounded, we deduce that

T
/Q lp — q|*dz + A lpr — qr|*dS < C/O g |0, (8:y[p, pr] — Oylg, qr))|* dS dt,
1 *

and the proof of Theorem [I.3]is complete. O

4 Convergence results of CbRec

Now, we shall give an algorithm to reconstruct the potentials (p, pr) 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 (¢, ¢r) € L2, h € L?(0,T; L*(T,)) and choose sy > 0 according to Theoremm Then, for all
s = sp, we introduce the functional

1 (T 1 [T
R p— / / e |N (u) — (P de di + ~ / / =29 | Ny (u, up) — Cr[2 dS dt
2s 0 Q 2s 0 r

T
n ;/ / 6—23<p|8yu B h|2 ds dt, V(Uaul‘) ew,
0 *
(A1)

where N(u) = L(u) + p(z)u and N(u,ur) = Lr(u,ur) + pr(z)ur, with L and Lr defined in ([1.1)
and ([1.2) and

W= {(y,yr) € L*(0, T;Hf,) : (N(y), Nr(y, ur)) € L*(0,T;1%), d,y € L*(0,T; L*(T,)) }
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endowed by the norm

1T 1T
1y ) 2 ::/ /e‘2$‘P|N(u)|2dxdt+/ / e 2% | Nip(u, ur) | dS dt
sJo Ja SJo Jmy

T
+ / / e~ 25%19,ul* dS dt.
O *

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

(4.2)

{Minimize JI¢, ¢rs h] (u, ur) (4.3)

Subject to  (u,ur) € W.

Theorem 4.1. For (¢,(r) € L2, h € L*(0,T; L*(Ty)) and s given by Theorem we consider
the functional J defined on W, for all s = so. Then,

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

c (T c (T
WWWM%S/t/em%Whﬁ+/‘/eQW&Vﬁﬁ
S Jo Q S Jo I

T
+C’/ /e‘Qs‘P]h]Qdet.
0 *

(b) The minimizer (u*,uf.) € W satisfies the associated Euler-Lagrange equation

T T
i&e/o /Qe—QS*"(N(u*) — Q)N (u) da dt + i%/o /F e 22 (Np(u*, u) — Gr) Ne (uw, ur) dS dt

T
+ 3‘8/ / e 2(9,u* — h)d,udSdt =0, VY(u,ur) €W,
0 *
(4.5)
where K denotes the real part of a complex number.

(c) If (Cj,Cf;) € L?(0,T;1L?), h € L?(0,T; L*(T,)) and (u*’j,u;’j) € W is the corresponding mini-

mizer of J[¢?, ¢, h] for j € {a,b}, then we have the following estimate
902 [0 e ) o) 92 [ O i), 0)dS
Q

r
T T ' (4.6)
gc/ /eQWW—g”y?ddeC/ / e 2PICR — ¢R2 dS dt,
0 Q 0 Iy

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

[C <F7 ](ya 3/1“

e - / [ eeleP dnar+ 5 / | eelalasa
I
- / / 6_28‘P|h|2d5dt—f§)% / / e 2%°CN(y) dx dt (4.7)
—4)% / / ~29 (¢ Np(y, yr) dS dt — R / / e 259, yhdSdt
I
>z, - / [P nan- / [ e*lalasa
4 sJo Ja sJo Jr,
T
—/ /e—2w|h|2d5dt,
0 *

where in (4.8)) we have used Young’s inequality in the last step and || - ||yy is given in (4.2)). This
implies that J is coercive and therefore J admits a unique minimizer (y*,y;) € W. In order to

prove (4.4)), since J[(, Cr, h)(y*, yr) < J[C,Cr, R](0,0) and (4.7) we have

(4.8)

1 * *
S 90y
1 T — 1 T —_—
<R / / e 25°CN (y*) de dt + —R / / e 3¢ Nr(y*, i) dS dt
5 Jo Jo 5 Jo Jiy
1, (T —
+ =R / / e 2P hd,y* dS dt.
S 0 .
Then, by Young’s inequality, for all € > 0, there exists a constant C' = C(¢) such that
H y5yr)llw
/ / _2W|§|2dxdt+/ / e 25| ¢r|? dS dt
Iy
[ emempas vy
0 Jr,

Thus, taking € > 0 small enough we conclude the proof of (4.4)).
(b) Direct from the fact that J has a unique minimizer.

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

T e —
i?R/ / e XP(N(y**) — (*)N(y) dx dt + ?R/ / “22(Np(y™*) — (&) Nr(y, yr) dS dt
0 JQ N}

T
—|— §R/ / 6_2590 y 0 h)@ds dt - O, V(y: yF) S W7
0 Iy
(4.9)
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and

9%/ / “Zo(N — "N (y) da dt + afe/ /F “25(Np(y*?) — ¢2)Nr(y, yr) dS dt

™ / / e 22D,y — WD,y dSdt =0, Y(y,yr) € W.
0 *
(4.10)

Subtracting (4.9) and ([&.10) and taking (y,yr) = (y** — y*?, Yt — y;’b), we deduce that
2 1 T —2sp( ra b
1y, yr)lly =R e " (¢ = )N (y) da dt
5 Jo Jao
1 T —2sp(ra b
+-R e (¢ — ) Nr(y, yr) dS dt,
$ Jo Jmny
and by Young’s inequality it is easy to see that
< € [0 [emoic - oparars € [0 [ g tpasa )
I

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

4.2 A CbRec type algorithm

We now present an algorithm designed to reconstruct the potentials p and pr. To do this, we fix
m > 0 and define the space LY, defined in (1.8). Then, the algorithm reads as follows:
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Algorithm 1 Reconstruction algorithm for coefficients p and pr

Initialization:
o (p°p) = (0,0), or any guess (p°,pf) € LS.
Iteration: From k to k& + 1.

e Step 1: Given (pk,plli), we set

hk =5, (&y[p'“ ,pf] — &/y[p,pr])

where (y,yp)[pk,p{i] and (y,yr)[p, pr]) are the solutions of (1.3 associated to the potentials
(pk, plli) and (p, pr), respectively.

e Step 2: Find the minimizer (u*’k, u;k) of the unconstrained problem

Minimize J[0,0, h*)(u, ur),
Subject to  (u,ur) € W

e Step 3: Set
1k, OwR(0) el k 8tu;’k(-,0)
pPrl=pr+ ——= mQ p=pf+—L1—"—= Ty, (4.12)
Yo yr,o
e Step 4: Finally, consider p*+! = T(pF*!) and pE™ = Tr(pE™), where the operators T and
Tr are given by
P if |p| < m, 1 pr if |pr| < m,
T(p) m’% if |p| > m and Tr(pr) = m% if |pr| > m.
b pr

Using Theorem in the next result we prove the convergence of the Algorithm

Theorem 4.2. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem[{.1 Additionally, suppose that
(ulp, pr), ur[p, pr]) € H?(0, T;L>).

Let m > 0, (p,pr) € LE,, and for each k € N, consider (pk,pk) € L. Then, there exist a
constant Cy > 0 and sg > 0 such that for all s > so and k € N, we have

/ e 25 CO kL — p|2 dy +/ e 2L it — pp|2 ds
Q

s a c (4.13)
0 —25¢0(,0) 1,k |2 0 —250(,0)(,.k 2
< e “%% dx + / e dz.
33/2 O |p p| 83/2 I, ’pF pF|
This implies that
1P = p,pE = pr) e < Gl — p, P — pr)lle, VEkEN, (4.14)
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where Cy is given explicitly by

max e~ 25¢(#:0)

<9
C, = Cp= -
min e
e

—2s0(z,0) *

In particular, (4.14)) implies that the Algorithm defined z'n converges for all s sufficiently large.

Remark 4.3. As we said before, the principal significance of the Theorem [{.9 is that we can use
the Algom'thm to reconstruction simultaneously the potentials p and pr in . Moreover, since
the weights used in functional[{.1] does not blow up ast — T, it is expected that our findings can be
implemented numerically.

Proof of Theorem[{.2 In this section, we prove the convergence of the Algorithm I} To do this, let

k € N and consider u* := 9;(y[p*, pk] — y[p, pr]) and uk := 9 (yr[p*, pf] — yrlp, pr]). Then, (u*,uk)

is a solution of

(N(u*) = (p — p*)O:R(z, 1) in Q x (0,7T),

Nr(u”, u{?) = (pr — plli)(?tRp(:U,t) in 'y x (0,7),

uk}rl = uf’ on I'y x (0,7), (4.15)
u* =0 on I'yg x (0,7,

[ (" (-,0),up(-,0)) = (—i(p — p*)R(-,0), —i(pr — pf)Rr(-,0)) in @ x Ty,

where R and Ry are given by R := y[p,pr] and Rr := yr[p, pr], respectively. Then, we set
h* = a,y". (4.16)

Note that y* € W. Therefore, by the solution u* of satisfies the Euler-Lagrange
equation associated to the functional J[¢¥,E, h*] in with ¢*¥ = (p — p*)0R(x,t) and ¢f =
(pr — pE)OR. Since J[C¥, ¢k, h*] admits a unique minimizer, u* corresponds to the minimum of
J(ck, ¢k, h¥).

Now, let (u*F, u;k) be the minimizer of .J[0, 0, h*]. Then, from inequality we obtain

2 [ O 0) — ()P + 2 [ e BN (0) — a0 s
. . (4.17)
<C/ / 6_25‘0(]p—pk\8tR)2dmdt+C/ / e~ 2% (|pr — pE|OyRr)? dS dt.
0o Jo o Jry

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

wF(,0) = (T = pFYyo,  wtF(,0) = (BET — pr)yro. (4.18)

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

53/2/ e 25000 L 12 g 53/2/ e=2520-0)|(pk _ pr) 2 dS

Q T

- b (4.19)

<C/ / e=252(|p — b |0y R)? da dt + c/ / e=252(|pp — ph|9, Br)? S dt.
0 Q 0 Iy
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On the other hand, since 7 and 7Tr are Lipschitz continuous functions and satisfy 7 (p) = p and
T (pr) = pr, we have

" —p| = TG = T(p))| = [pFT —p|

and
BE = pr| = [TGE = T(pr))| = [pE™ — prl.

Finally, since —p(x,t) < —¢(x,0), for all x € Q and t € (0,7T), (O R, O Rr) € L?(0,T;1L>°), we

conclude (4.13). The inequality (4.14]) can be obtained directly of (4.13)) since ¢(+,0) is bounded.
This ends the proof of the Theorem [4.2 O

5 Further comments and concluding remarks

In this paper, we have presented the coefficient inverse problem (CIP) for a Schrodinger 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 Schréodinger 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 € is given to define a weight function which is constant on the boundary I';. To the best of
our knowledge, the case where €21 is non strictly convex has not been considered yet in the context
of the wave and Schrodinger equation with dynamic boundary conditions.

Our results depends also of the condition § > d, where it is used to deduce the Carleman estimate
for the Schrodinger operator. We mention that an analogous hypothesis also appeared in context
of controllability of the wave equation with acoustic boundary conditions, see for instance [I] and
[12]. In particular, in the case of an annulus, it is proved in [1] that in the case § < 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 § = d remains open for the wave equation. The same questions can be
considered for the corresponding Schrédinger 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, pr) independent of the initial guess.
The numerical implementation of CbRec type algorithm for Schrédinger equations is, as far as we
known, unexplored. Even the numerical Schrodinger 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], §], 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 Schrodinger equation with dy-
namic boundary conditions
In this section, we deduce a Carleman estimate for the one-dimensional Schrédinger equation with

dynamic boundary conditions. We set  := (0,¢) and T" > 0. Then, we consider the following
problem:

0y +dAy+py=g V(z,t) € Qx(0,T),
igr(t) — doyy(0,t) + pryr(t) = gr(t) Vte (0,7),

y(0,1) = yr(t) vte (0,7),

y(t,t) =0 vt e (0,7),
\(y,yr)(-,O) = (y0>y1",0) VzeQ,

Given a point 1 = —a, with a > 0, set () := |z — z1|? for each € Q and for A > 0 we define
the weight functions

0(z,t) = L(I), oz, 1) = _a— e V(z,t) € Qx (~T,T), (A1)
(T+t)(T—1) (T +t)(T —1t)
with o > [|eM | oo ()
For d > 0 and s > 0, we introduce the operators:
Piw = ds2(&pgp)2w + d@iw + 10w, Pow = ds@%pw + 2ds0, 0w + 180w, (A.2)
and
Qiw := 0w, Qow := —dsOpw + 180 pw. (A.3)

Besides, for qo,q1 € L>(Q x (=T,T)) and gro € L*°(=T,T), consider the operators
E(v) =100 + d@gv + 100 + qou,
Lr(v,vr) :=r, () — 0zv(0,t) + qro(t)vr(t).
Then, we have the following Carleman estimate:

Lemma A.1. Let 6 and ¢ be the functions defined in (A.1). There exist C > 0, s9 > 0 and \g > 0
such that for all A = Ao and s > s,

(A.4)

T
/ / e 223N |v|? + sA%0]0,0|?) du dt
-rJo

T
i / e770 (s2X39(0,-)*[0(0, )| + sA6(0, )| 9z0(0, -)|*)dt

T
. ~ . ] (A.5)
<C/ / 29| L (v) 2 da dt + C / e 20| L (0(0, ), vr, ()| dt
T JO -T
T

L OsA / e=29(099(4, )| 9,0(¢, )2 dt,
-T
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for all (v,vr) € LQ(fT,T;HllﬂO) such that L(v) € L*(Q x (=T,T)) and Lr(v,vr) € L*(~T,T) with
Opv(l,-) € LA(=T,T).

Proof. We argue by density arguments. Therefore, we just write vr,(t) = v(0,t) for all £ > 0. The
proof of Lemma can be divided into four steps:
eStep 1: We compute the terms
Pw = e *?L(e**w), Quw = e*¥Lp(e**w).
Straightforward computations show that

Pw=Piw+ Pw, Qw=(QQiw+ Q:w+ Rrw,

where Py, Py, Q1 and @2 are defined in (A.2]) and (A.3)), respectively, and Rpr = —dd,w.
Then, we have the following identity

/ / (1Prwl? + | Pow]?) derdt + / (1Quwl? + |Quul?) dt

+2§R/ /leP211)dxdt+2§R/ QrwQow dt (A.6)
—-TJQ =T

T T
:/ /|Pw[2d:ndt+/ |Rw — Rruw|* dt
—-TJOQ =T

e Step 2: Estimates in Q x (=7, 7). In this step, we compute the terms

3%/ /lePgwdxdt ZZI]k

7j=1k=1

In the following, we shall use the formulas:

Opp = —AOY', 0,0 = N, O2p = —NO[Y | — X" inQx (~T,T).

The first term is given by

11 =d283/ / 20(0pp)? | w|? da dt
——d233/\3/ /(A|W+1)(¢’)293\w12dxdt.
-TJQ

Moreover, integration by parts yields

=2s S3§R/ / Dp0) w0, W da dt

T
32533 / / 2+ 1)(6)126%[2 da dt + d253 73 / (W)30(0, ¥ w(0, )2 dt.
-T JQ

=T

On the other hand, using that R(iz) = —3(z), for all z € C, we have

T
hy =53 [ [ (@upPaulul dodt =0,
-T JQ
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If v > 0 is a constant which satisfies

YL =y >0,

then we have
3 T T
S s 2d27433)\4/ /93\w|2da:dt+d2'y3s3)\3/ 63(0, ) (0, )2 dt.
—1 -TJa -T
Now, the term I5; can be computed as follows
T
1o :d23§R/ /(ﬁgoagwwd:cdt
T JQ
T T
=— d2s/ / D2 p|0,w|? da dt — d2s§R/ / D3 oW w dx dt
—-TJQ T JQ
T
+ PR / 920(0, Y5(0, ) By (0, ).
-7
Since |92¢| < CA30, we have
T T
Iy >ds/ /(/\29\zp’|2—|—)\0w”)\8xw]2dmdt—032)\4/ /9[w|2dxdt
-TJQ T JQ
T T T
- cv/ / 010, w2 da dt — 082)\3/ Ol (o, |2 di — C)\/ 00, (-,0)[2 dt.
-TJO -T -T
On the other hand, after using integration by parts, the term Is5 can be written as:

T
I :d23/ /axcp81|3xw|2dxdt
T JQ

T

T
:d23)\/ /()\]1/1’|2+1/)”)6]8xw|2dmdt—d23>\/ W' (0)0(4, )| 0zw(¢, -)|? dt
T JQ =T
T
+d23)\/ ¥ (0)60(0, )0 (0, )2 dt.
=T
Besides, using R(iz) = —J(z) for all z € C, we have

T
Irg :ds%/ /agpw@gw dx dt
-7.Jo

T T
=— ds%/ / 020 pw0yw dx dt + ds%/ (0, -)w(0, -)0zw(0, -) dt,
—-TJQ =T

(A7)

where we have used the fact that w(L,t) = 0 forall ¢ € (0,7"). Now, using the estimates |9;| < CA0?

and |0,0,p|A\26? and Young’s inequality, for all € > 0, there exists C(e) > 0 such that
T
Ipg > — / /(es)\9|axw|2 + C(€)sA303|w|?) dx dt
-T.JQ

— /T (esA0(0, )|0,w(0, ) > + C(e)sA03(0, ) |w(0-)|?) dt
-T
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Thus, choosing € > 0 small enough and taking Ay, so > 0 sufficiently large, we deduce that
3
> L
k=1
T T T
>CSA2/ / 0|0y w|? da dt + CS)\/ 6(0,)|0w(0, -)|> dt — CS)\/ 000, ) 0,w(e,t)2dt  (A8)
—-TJQ -T

T T
—052)\3/ 0(0,-)|w(0,-)\2dt—Cs)\4/ /e\wyzda;dt.
-T JQ

=T

Now, let us estimate the terms I3, for k = 1,2,3. Observe that I3; can be written in the form

T
I3 = ds%/ / 8§<p@8tw dx dt.
=T JQ

We point out that this term cannot be estimated directly. Indeed, this term will be eliminated
when we summing up the Igg, £k =1,2, 3.
Now, after integration by parts in space, the term I35 can be written as follows:

T
I39 = — 2ds%/ / 0 pOyw0,w dx dt
T JQ
T T
:2ds§‘s/ / (ﬁgoﬁtw@ dx dt + 2d5%/ / 000 0wt dx dt
T JQ T JQ

T
95 / 950(0,)9yw(0, )T (0, -) dt.
-7

Now, integrating by parts in time and using the fact that w(-, £7") = 0, we have

T T
I39 :2ds%/ / Gggpwﬁtw dr dt — 2d8%/ / 0 Op w0 w dx dt — I30
-T.Ja

2ds\s/ 0:(0, )w(0, -)Opw(0, -) dt.

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

T T T
I3 2—63)\/ /Glﬁxw|2dxdt—0(e)s/\/ /lezdxdt+ds%/ /8§<pw8twd:cdt
T JQ T JQ =T JQ

T
+dsAS / ' (0YT(0, )Ayw(0, ) dt.
"y

Moreover, I33 is given by

Is3 = —s?R/ /8tg0|w\2dxdt C’s/ /03]w|2d:vdt

where we have used integration by parts in time and w(-, £
Thus, considering these estimates, we obtain

3 T T
> I 2—63)\/ /Hlﬁxw\dedt—C(e)s)\?’/ /93\w]2dxdt
=1 — -TJQ

(A.9)
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Now, adding inequalities (A.7)), (A.8) and (A.9)), choosing e > 0 small enough and taking Ao, so

sufficiently large, we deduce that

T
9‘3/ /lePgwd:cdt
T JQ

T T
<C/ /(33)\493\11)]2+sA26]8Iw|2)d:cdt+C/ (s3X3603(0, ) |w(0, )| 4 sA(0, -)|9w(0, -)|?) dt
—TJQ -T

T T
—Os) / 000, )| Duw(, )2 dt + dsAS / ¥ (0YT(0, - )Dw(0, ) dt.
=T -T

(A.10)
Step 3: In this step, we will compute the terms
T [
éR/ QrwQew dt = J1 + Jo.
-T
Observe that
T
Ji = —dsAS / ' (0Yw(0, )9yw(0, ) dt.
-T
Moreover, after integration by parts, the term .Jo can be estimated as
T - 1 T ) )
Jo =sR (0, )w(0,-)0yw(0, ) dt = —583% 97 p(0,)|w(0,-)|” dt
-T -T
T
> — CS)\/ 62(0,-)|w(0,-)|? dt.
-T
Then, we conclude that
T T T
§R/ QrwQow dt > —CS)\/ 02|w(0,-)|2dt—ds%/ V' (0)w(0, -)Opw(0, -) dt. (A.11)
T =T =T

Step 4: Combining (A.6)), (A.10) and (A.11)) and taking sy and g large enough we obtain

T T
[ Lapwl Py dode+ [ (Quuf +1Quuf)de
=T JQ =T
T
+/ /(83)\493\w|2+s)\29|8xw\2)dxdt
=T JQ
T
+/ (s3X363(0, ) |w(0, -)|* + sA0(0, -)|9,w(0, -)|*) dt
T

T T T
<c/ /wadedHc/ |Qw|2dt+Cs)\/ 000, )| Dsw (e, )2 dt,
-TJQ -T =T

where we absorbed the term Rpw by taking sg and Ag large enough. Finally, we come back to the
original variables taking into account that

6728@|8xv\2 < 52/\2]w|2 + |8xw\2,

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