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Equivalence of time-domain inverse problems and
boundary spectral problems

A. Katchalov * Y. Kurylev' M. Lassas? N. Mandache?
October 31, 2018

Abstract. We consider inverse problems for wave, heat and Schrédinger-
type operators and corresponding spectral problems on domains of R™ and
compact manifolds. Also, we study inverse problems where coefficients of
partial differential operator have to be found when one knows how much
energy it is required to force the solution to have given boundary values,
i.e., one knows how much energy is needed to make given measurements.
The main result of the paper is to show that all these problems are shown
to be equivalent.

1 Introduction

The goal of this paper is to explain the equivalence of various types of data
used in inverse boundary value problems. Our main interest lies in the in-
verse boundary spectral problems and the inverse boundary value problems
in the time-domain for equations with time-independent coefficients. There
are numerous examples when a solution of a particular inverse problem is
used to solve an inverse problem of another type. For example, A. Nachman,
J. Sylvester, and G. Uhlmann [NSU] solved the inverse boundary spectral
problem for a Schrodinger operator by reducing it to the inverse boundary
value problem in fixed frequency and then using the method of complex geo-
metric optics [FU]. Similarly, inverse problems in the time-domain are often
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reduced to problems in the frequency domain (see e.g. [[J]). In this paper
we are interested in the equivalence of different types of boundary data for
inverse problems and describe some procedures for transforming between
these problems. We believe that the equivalence of various inverse problems
is useful from the theoretical point of view since it enables us to translate the
results obtained for one inverse problem to other problems. The equivalence
is also useful for applications as it makes possible to use reconstruction al-
gorithms developed for some particular type of inverse problems to different
inverse problems. Moreover, in various applications some measurements are
considerably more difficult to make when compared to other measurements
which, however, can give an equivalent information. For instance, it is of-
ten difficult to measure the phase of a physical field but the energy which
is required to force the boundary value of the field to a given one is often
known very precisely. In theoretical inverse problems this idea goes back to
A. Calderén who in his seminal paper of 1980 considered an inverse problem
for the conductivity equation from the point view of energy measurements.
Similarly, the energy or interference based measurements have been used in
many applications, e.g. in impedance tomography (see e.g. [CIN]) and near
field optical tomography (see e.g. [EM]).

We start with an elliptic problem in the frequency domain. Let 2 C R™
be a smooth bounded domain and a(z, D) be an elliptic 2nd-order partial
differential operator,

a(z, Dyolr) = —g720; (927" ()00 ()) + alz)o(w), (1)

where [¢7%(x)] is a positive definite smooth real matrix in Q, [g;;(x)] is
the inverse matrix of [¢/F(z)], g(x) = det(gi;), and g(z) is a smooth real
function. As usual we use Einstein’s summation over repeated upper and
lower indices. The operator a(x, D) is a Schrédinger operator in 2 which
corresponds to the metric tensor g;;.

Two objects related to the Dirichlet problem are the boundary spectral
data and the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A,. Namely, if A is the operator

Av = a(x, D)v
with
D(A) = H*(Q) N Hy(Q), (2)
then its boundary spectral data is the collection

{Ab B‘Plbﬂ s l= 1727"' }7 (3)



where )\; and ¢; are the eigenvalues and the normalized eigenfunctions of
the operator A,

a(z, D)1 = N, @ilaa = 0.
The boundary operator B is given by

By, = "¢ v;0n1, (4)
where v = (v1,...,Vy,) is the interior unit normal vector to 9 in the Eu-
clidean metric. To clarify the meaning of the boundary operator B, we note
that if n is the interior unit normal vector to 02 with respect to the metric
g, then Bu = p0,u, where the weight p is given by

p(x) = det(gaa (@) * (9" (z)viv;) /2. (5)

Here gpq is the restriction of the metric tensor g;i(x) to the tangent plane
H =T,(09) of 02 at x. Thus, integration by parts gives rise to the formula

/ a(z, DyvudVy = / (9" 90 Opu + quu) dV, + / Bulaq ulpadS.
Q Q o0
Here dS is the Euclidean area element on 99 while dV, = gY2dx is the
Riemannian volume element on {2 in the metric g.

Then, for z # N, the (fixed-frequency) Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A, is
defined by

A.h = Bol|ag, heC®(09Q), (6)
where v? solves the boundary value problem
CL(:E, D)U? = Z’UZL, U?bﬂ = h. (7)

We are interested in the case when A, is given at all possible values of the
spectral parameter z € C. This data is called the Gel’fand spectral data.

Operator a(x, D) defines in a natural way initial boundary value prob-
lems for the wave equation,

(0} +a(z,D)u/ = 0 in QxR,, (8)
Uf’anR+ =fe C(?O(({)Q X R+)7 Uf’tzo = atuf’t:O =05
for the heat equation,
(& +a(z,D)w/ = 0 in QxRy, (9)
wpaxr, = f, wl=o=0;



and for the non-stationary Schrédinger equation,

(i0 + a(z, D))y = 0 in Q xRy, (10)
wffanR+ =/, T/Jf\tzo =0.
For the initial boundary value problems (§)-([L0) we define the non-stationary

Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps (response operators) R, R and R® which
correspond to the wave, heat, and non-stationary Schrodinger equations,

R'f = Bul|poxr,, (11)
R'f = Buw'|poxr,, (12)
Rf = Blloaxr,- (13)

We note that R* and R" are real-valued operators, i.e. R”f, R"f are real

as soon as f is real. Later, this will allow us to restrict ourselves to the

consideration of only real f’s when dealing with problems (f) and (f).
There is a natural concept of energy for the wave equation given by

1 . -
E¥(u,t) = 5/ <g”k8ju(x,t)8ku(:n,t) + q(z)|u(z, t)]* + |8tu(:17,t)|2> dVy(z).
Q
Similarly, for the non-stationary Schrodinger equation we define the energy
1 . -
B(0t) = 5 [ (60,0000 0 + a@)i(w.0F) V(o).

The notion of energy (or, better say, heat content) for the heat equation has
sense in the case ¢ = 0 and is given by

Eh(w,t):/gw(a:,t)d‘/;](a:), (14)

with the term qw physically corresponding to a heat source. For the wave
and non-stationary Schrodinger equations the energy is preserved in the
absence of the boundary and interior sources. In the case of the initial
boundary value problems with f € C§°(0€Q x [0,7]) this means that the
energies E"(uf,t) and E*(¢/,t) are constant for t > T. Therefore, the
energies EY(u/,t) and E*(y/,t) are brought into  through the boundary
00 x R;. We define the total energy fluxes through the boundary, IT%(f)
and II°(f) for the wave and non-stationary Schrédinger equations as

() = lim E¥(u’,t), TI°(f) = lim E°(y7,1), (15)
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where f € C§°(0Q x Ry). Actually, IIV(f) and II*(f) are given by some
quadratic forms of f (see formulae (B§) and (BH)). The total energy fluxes
are important concepts, as they are often easier to measure in practice than
the corresponding non-stationary Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps.

Now we are in the position to formulate various inverse problems in the
domain 2 which are related to the above concepts.

Elliptic problems:

i. Given boundary spectral data, {\;, Byiloa: | =1,2,...}, determine
¢’ and q.

ii. Given Gel’fand spectral data, {A., z € C}, determine ¢’F and ¢.
Hyperbolic problems:

iii. Given a hyperbolic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map RY, determine ¢/F and
q.

iv. Given a hyperbolic energy flux II*, determine ¢/* and q.
Parabolic problems:

v. Given a parabolic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map R", determine ¢/* and
q.

Non-stationary Schrodinger problems:

vi. Given a Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for a non-stationary Schrodinger
equation, R® determine ¢’* and g.

vii. Given an energy flux II* for a Schrédinger equation, determine ¢/ and
q.

Our main result is:

Theorem 1 Inverse problems i.-vi. are equivalent, i.e. any of the data i.-
vi. determine all other data. In the case of problem vii. we should require,
in addition, that A = 0 is not an eigenvalue of A. Then vii. is equivalent to
1. — VL.

We note that if 0 € o(A), where o(A) = {A\; < A2 < -} is the spectrum
of A, then II* determines all {)\;, Byi|gq} for \; # 0. Similarly, II* in this
case determines all Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps (f]), (LI)-([[3J) upto a finite-
dimensional operator.



The authors want to emphasize that some of the above equivalences are
known at least on the formal level. Rigorous proofs of some of them are given
in [KKT, [[§]. In these cases, we will describe the corresponding results
very briefly and refer to [KKIJ]. However, in particular for the Dirichlet
problem considered in this paper, care should be taken to make these formal
constructions rigorous.

Although solving inverse problems i.-vii. is not the main goal of this
paper, we would like to mention the following application of Theorem [I|

Theorem 2 Assume that ) and any of the boundary data i.-vii. are given.
Then it is possible to construct ¢g'* and q upto a diffeomorphism, that is, we
can find the equivalence class

[a(z,D)] = {®*(a(z,D)) : ®:Q — Q is a diffeomorphism, ®|sq = id|sa},
where ®* is the pull-back of the diffeomorphism ®.

For problem i. the proof of Theorem f| can be found in [KJ)|, [K], and,
in more detail, in [KKIJ|, Section 4.5. Moreover, it is shown in [KK] that
Theorem  is valid for the case when we know all but a finite number of
boundary spectral data. Other cases follow then from Theorem [| and the
remark after it.

In Sections 2-4 we will describe some constructive methods to transform
data i.-vii. into each other. These methods require neither solving the cor-
responding inverse problem nor using an analytic continuation. We will not
provide all technical details by either referring to [KKLf|] or Appendix 1. In
Section 5 we will discuss some generalizations of problems i.-vii. In partic-
ular, we consider the case when the data is given on a finite time interval
or a(z, D) is different from (f[) with some technical details concerning the

energy flux for the wave equation considered in Appendix 2.

2 Equivalence of the boundary spectral and Gel’fand
data.

i —ii. Given {X\;, Byiloq, | = 1,2,...} one can formally construct the
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A,

> %(Az) /m h(y) Beu(y) dS,y, (16)

=1

(Azh)(x)

for;ally



where dS), is the area element of the surface 9€2 in R™ and, without loss of
generality, we take real ¢;. However, the right hand side of ([[}) does not
converge [NIJ. Therefore, the sum in ([[f) has to be regularized. This was
done by A. Nachman, J. Sylvester and G. Uhlmann in [NSU|| for the case
¢’k = 7% ie. a(x,D) = —A + q. Their construction was based on the fact
that —A + ¢ is a relatively compact perturbation of the Laplace operator
—A and the boundary spectral data and the Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps for
the Laplace operator in a given domain 2 can be always found. However,
—gY/ Qaj (gl/ 2g7k9),) + ¢ with unknown ¢7F is not a relatively compact pertur-
bation of some known operator and thus one needs a different regularization.
To this end, we start with the eigenfunction expansion

=\ . 1
=Y e, T = z——>\l<h’ Bei) 12(00) (17)
=1

which converges in L?(Q2). Differentiating equation ([[7) with respect to z
we obtain a formula for the derivative d,v%,

= 1
=1

Now the sum in the right hand side of ([[§) converges in H?(2). Thus,
the boundary spectral data determines the derivative of the Dirichlet-to-
Neumann map,

= 1
0x(Azh) = =) mﬁ% Bei) 2 (a0) Beiloo, (19)
=1

where the right hand side converges in H'/2(9Q). However, A h can be
represented as

z

T—00

Ah = lim <A_7_2 h + 0, (A, h) dz'> . (20)

—72

Thus, (I9), (R0) determine the map A, as soon as we can find the asymp-
totics of A_,2 h, 7 — co. It is shown in Appendix 1 that

(A_r2 h)(2) = —7p(x)h(z) — %p(iﬂ)H(x)h(x) +0(r7h), T oo, (21)
where p is given by formula (ff) and H(z) is the mean curvature of 99 with

respect to the metric g;;. In turn, the mean curvature can be found from



the symbol of d,A, which is determined from the boundary spectral data by
([9) (for a detailed construction see Appendix 1). Thus formulae ([[9)-(R1])
determine A, from the boundary spectral data.

ii. — i. Formulae ([§)-(1d) show that A, is a meromorphic operator-
valued function which has simple poles at the eigenvalues z = );. This
implies that A, determines the eigenvalues \;. Moreover, one can show that
the residue of A, at z = )\; is a finite dimensional integral operator with the
kernel

keL,

Here L; is the set of integers k such that Ay = A;. Clearly, when \; has mul-
tiplicity one, the kernel Kj(x,y) determines By;(z) up to a multiplication
by £1. In general, the linear independency of By (x) makes it possible to
find Byg(x), k € L; up to an orthogonal transformation. More precisely, we
can find

&(@) = apBek(z), je Ly (23)
kel

where [aj5] is an orthogonal matrix (for details see [KKI)).

Clearly, ¢; are themselves the boundary values of some eigenfunctions
1j which form another orthonormal basis of the eigenspace corresponding
to the eigenvalue z = \;, i.e. {; = Bv; . Thus, the Gel’fand data determines
the boundary spectral data.

3 Equivalence of the hyperbolic and elliptic bound-
ary data

14 — 4ii. To construct RY from A,, z € C, let

flz,w) = /000 e W f(x,t) dt (24)

be the Laplace transform of f € C§°(9€2 x Ry). It is well defined for w € C
and satisfies

1F@)llgsr2@a) < Cnv(1+ w)™,  Rew >0, (25)

for any N > 0. Let v(w) be the solution of the Dirichlet problem ([) with
z=—w? and h = f(w). Since

1021l 2 () < C(L+ |2]) (1 + dist ™ (2,0 (A))) 12l /2 2 (26)
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estimate (9) implies that v(w) decreases rapidly when |w| — oo in the right
half-plane, Rew > p > 0. Moreover, Bv(w)|sn = A_,2 f(w).
Using the inverse Laplace transform, we see that

1 [ ,
u(z,t) = —/ e Py (o + is)ds
™ —0o0

is well defined in C*(R., H*(Q)) for u > /i, where
Ho = HlaX{O, _)‘1}7 (27)

and solves initial boundary value problem (§). Therefore,

1 [ - ~ ,
RYf = B’LL|3Q><RJr = %/ et(M+ZS)A_(“+Z-S)2f(:E,/L +is)ds.
Thus A, determines the map RY.

113. — 1. It follows from the definition of IT¥ that

M f = Re / / (RY ) (x,t)0 f (z,t) dtdS,, (28)
o2 Jo
which implies that the hyperbolic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map determines
1.
iv. — i. The quadratic form II"(f) determines the bilinear form

e[/, h] = %Re /m /Ooo ((R" ). 3R T) + 0, f . ) BOR) (2. )) dds,.

Because R™ maps the real valued functions to the real valued functions, we
can separate the real and imaginary parts of II" and construct the complex
bilinear form

T8, h] = %Re /m /OOO (R F)(, )0, ) + Oy f (@, £) (RR) (z, 1)) dtdS,. (29)

Using the Plancherel formula we can represent the integral in the right-hand
side of (29) in terms of the Fourier transforms f, h of f, h, where e.g.

~

[z, k) = /R R f (2, t) dt.

Obviously, Jiw\f(k) = Asz(kz). As A2 has poles at points k = ++/);, the
contour of integration in the Plancherel formula is shifted in the complex



Figure 1: Contour L,

domain to the boundary I';, of the strip {k € C: [Imk| < u} (see Fig. )
and we obtain

ME(fh) = ¢ / /6 QAkz (k) dS, kdk (30)

(for details see [KKIJ]). R R
Taking into account the analyticity of f(k) and h(k) and the repre-

sentation (PJ) of the residues of A, at z = );, estimate () and Weyl’s
asymptotics for eigenvalues, the residue theorem yields that

s, = 3 ((FVA). Bes) (VA By

j=1
+(F=VA), Bes) (h(VA). Bey) ) - (31)

This formula provides a possibility to find the kernels Kj(x,y) given by
formula (). Indeed, let f = f., h be of the form

fr(xat) = F(‘T)X(t - T)? h(xvt) = H(‘T)X(t)7 (32)

where F, H € C*®(9Q) and y € C§°(R) is real-valued. Then, formula (B1))
yields that

I&[fr, bl ZCOS N TRV N PEGE, H) 1200, (33)

10



where K are the integral operators with kernels Kj(z,y). Analyzing the
asymptotic behavior of the sum ([3) when 7 — oo, we can find )\; and
(KjF,H). As F and H are arbitrary, we find the kernels K;(x,y) for any [
(for details see [[KKI]). Due to the implication ii. — i., this also determines
the boundary spectral data.

4 Equivalence of the parabolic and non-stationary
Schrodinger boundary data and the boundary
spectral data

it — vi. Let f € Cg°(09 x Ry). Its Fourier transform with respect to time

~

variable t, f(z, k) is a rapidly decreasing function in the upper half plane
Ci.={keC: Imk >0}. Let

1

T](.Z',t) = _/ e_iktn(wa k) dk7 W= 07
2m in+R

where

~

a(x, D)n(z, k) = _kn(x7k) in Q, n(ka)’()fl = f(x7k)

Using estimate (Pf), we see that n(x,t) is the solution of the initial boundary

~

value problem ([0), i.e., n(z,t) = ¢/ (z,t). As Bn(k) = A_xf(k), we obtain

1

se__ T —ikt N
Rf=s /MRe A wFUk) dk. (34)

vt — vit. By direct calculations we obtain

I1°(f) = Re /a ) /0 R f(a, O3 (w1 dtdS,. (35)

Thus, R® determines II°.
For the future we note that R® determines also

6 (00) 2 = Jimn [ (8)] 2.

Indeed

147 (00)[| 2 = Z/ag /OOO (Rsf(a:,t)f(:n,t) ~ f(x, 1) Rsf(x,t)> dtdS =

11



2 Im /a ) /0 Fo,t) B f (@, 1) dtds. (36)

This implies that R® determines also the energy flux Iy, (f) which corre-
sponds to the potential ¢ + Fy, Ey € R.

vii — i. Quadratic form IT°(f) determines the form IIZ[f, h],

TE[f, h] = %Re /a ) /0 h (R £ /30 1) + B (2.0) R*h(x. 1)) dids, =

1 o0 _ _

~Re / / (RS £z, )0 (, ) + 8 f (2, 1) R%(x,t)) dtds,.

2 20 Jo
Taking f: if in this formula we obtain also that

~ 1 o0 _ -
TE[f,h] = — % Im / / (R f(a. /3R (e, 0) + 04 f (2.1) FoD(z, 1) dtd,
2 00 Jo
Thus, the quadratic form IT*(f) determines the bilinear form II*[f, h],

(£, ] = %/m /OOO (R* £, )8R (e, 0) + 0,/ (2, ) TR (2, didsS, (37)

1 o0 - -
== / / (e‘“tRs F(x,t) e Oh(z, 1) + ety £ (x,t) e—utRsh(x,t)> dtdsS,,
o0 Jo
where p > 0 is arbitrary. Then, by the Parseval identity,
= / / (e MRS £YN(w, k) (ertOph) N (w, k) +
o0

(e, )N, )(e—utRsh)A(x,k)> dkdS,.

Using formula (B4), we see that

~

i = 5 [ (il = k= i, (A B+ i)

ik + i12) (A ki) o+ ipa), B — ige)) | ke =

= T /89/ ZA_Zf:E 2) ( ,Z) dzdS,, (38)

12



where T, is given in section fJ. In deriving the last equation in (B§) we use
the identity (A_,)* = A_z.

Since A_, has poles at points z = —);, we can apply the residue theorem
as in section B and obtain

1 o > ~
IP[f,h] = 5 ;)\1<Klf(_)\l)7h(_)\l)>'
Taking f and h of form (B2) with F,G € C>(09), we get

I°[f, h] = % > Nexp(—iT) (KiF, H) X)) (39)
=1

The sum (BY) considered as a function of 7 € R determines all the eigen-
values )\;, \; # 0 and the corresponding bilinear forms K; (see section [ for
further details). Thus IT® determines the boundary spectral data except for
By, with A\; = 0.

We note that the terms By, for which A; = 0 do not appear in series
(BY) and thus the boundary spectral data corresponding to the eigenvalue 0
can not be determined from the asymptotics.

vi. — i. As noted after formula (Bf), having R® it is possible to construct
the form II7, . Thus, by choosing sufficiently large Ey and using formulae
(BH), (BF) we can determine all the eigenvalues \; and corresponding func-
tions By;. Similarly if, in addition to the energy flux II*, we know the
quadratic form f — ||1f (00)||?, we can also determine all )\;, By;.

11. — v. Using the Laplace transform instead of the Fourier transform
and following the same steps as for the non-stationary Schrédinger operator,
we obtain

R f(a,t) = —— / A F(w) duw, (40)
p+iR

X

(compare with formula (B4)).

v. — i. Similar considerations as for the non-stationary Schrodinger op-

erator show that %(m,w) = A_y,f(x,w) for Rew > pg where g is of form
(B7). Using, as earlier, the boundary sources of form (Bg) and applying the
Parseval formula and the residue theorem, we obtain

o h . . —\NTI|S 2
/m/o Ft) i, 1) dSpdt = 3 e NTROOPUIGEH) (41

=1

13



(for details, see [KKI]). As above, the asymptotics of the sum in the right
hand side of ([H]) for 7 — oo determines the boundary spectral data. This
proves Theorem .

5 Generalizations

5.1 Continuation of data.

From the point of view of uniqueness, we are often interested in the case
when the data is given only on a finite time or spectral intervals. In the
other words, we are given only the restrictions R" f|aaxo,7], R°flaax(o,r)
or RMf loax[o,r] on the time interval [0, 7] for the time domain problems
or A, for z € I where I C C for the spectral problem. In particular, as
inverse problems are usually ill-posed, it is important to find out whether
these restricted data determine the complete data, i.e. RY, R®, R" or A,
for z € C.

In the spectral problem we see that A, is a meromorphic operator-valued
function of z. Thus, by analytic continuation A,, z € I determines A, for
all z € C as soon as I has an accumulation point. For the time-domain
problems, we can use a complexification of time for the similar purposes.
Indeed, when f € C§° (092 x [0,Tp]), we can use the Paley-Wiener theorem
and estimate () to deform the countours of integration in integrals (B4)
and (f0) with ¢ > Tp to the contour f;, p > po. This contour consists of
a straight ray (—oo — iu, —ip), semicircle of the radius p and straight ray
(ipt, —00 +ip). Then for any function f € C§°(9€Q x [0,Tp]), the functions

t— RMf(x,t), te{Ret> Ty},
t— R°f(x,t), te{Ret>Tp Imt>O0}

are holomorphic functions. Moreover, R®f(x,t) is continuous with respect
to t € C up to the real semiaxis t > T'. Thus, for any f € C§°(092 x [0, Tp])
Rh f loax[o,r] and R® flaaxo,7], T > To determine, correspondingly, R'f and
R*f on 99 x R,. However, R® and R" are linear operator which commute
with the time delay operator Y, Y, f(t) = f(t — 7). Thus, the restrictions
Rhf‘agx[()’T] and R® flaqx[o,r) with f € C§°(9Q2 x [0, Tp]) determine R f and
R? f for any f € C°(0Q2 x Ry).

In the case of the wave equation the situation is more complicated. How-
ever, it is known that given R fljo ] for any f € C§°(952 x [0,77]) we can
construct R f|gr, for all f € Cg°(092xR,) as soon as T > 2max{d(x,0) :
z € 0} (see [KLY, [KKL]). We note that in this case it is also possible to

14



solve the inverse problem for the wave equation directly, without continu-
ation of data. For this fact we refer to e.g. [BK4|, [B], [KKL], and, for a
more general case of a wave equation which corresponds to a non-selfadjoint
symbol a(z, D), to [KLI].

5.2  Anisotropic boundary form and energy flux on a finite
time interval.

Let us consider the inverse problem for the wave equation with finite time
observations. It is known that with appropriate boundary data measured on
a time-interval [0, 7] it is possible to reconstruct the operator in the domain
{z : d(z,0Q) < T/2}. In the reconstruction procedure it is actually not
necessary to know the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map RY f ‘[O,T} but only the
antisymmetric form corresponding to it (see [KKI]]). This antisymmetric
form, BT[f, h] is given by

T
T = x Yh(z,t) — h(x Yz "
B [f,h]—/m/o (f(x, ) R¥N(z,1) — h(z, )R f(x.t)) dtdS

with real-valued f,h € C%*(9Q x R), where C%*°(92 x R,) consists of
C*>°-functions with support in R;. As this antisymmetric form is related to
the symplectic structure on L?(9S2 x [0,T]) it is often a more natural object
in inverse problems than the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map.

Next we consider the relations between BT and the finite time energy
flux,

T

7 [f, ] = %Re / / (R f (2, )0uh(w, ) + Ouf (2, ) RO h(x, £)) dtdS, (42)
o0 Jo

also considered on real-valued f and h. Hence, IT[f, f] = E¥(uf,T) is

the amount of energy that has passed into € through its boundary until

t = T. In particular, we consider the question of finding the antisymmetric

boundary form BT[f, h] from the energy flux II7[f, h] of form ([F) given for

f,h € CO®(00 x Ry).

For f,h € CO®(02 x Ry ), ;RY f = R¥0, f so that

T
BT0,f,h] = / / O, f (. 1) RN (. 1) dtdS,, + (43)
o0 JO

T
+ / / O¢h(z, t)RY f(x,t) dtdS, — h(z, TR f(x,T)dS, =
o2 Jo o0

:2HT[f,h]—/ h(z, T)R" f(x,T) dS,.
o0
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As any f € CY®(9Q x Ry) is of form f = 9, fo, fo € CV>°(2 x R,), rep-
resentation ([iJ) makes it possible to evaluate BT [f, h] in terms of II7[fq, h]
as soon h(z,T) = 0. Similar considerations show that II7" determines also
BT[f,h] when f(z,T) = 0. We need also the following result proven in
Appendix 2.

Proposition 1 Let F, H € C*(09) be real-valued and oo > 2. Then

1
BT[t“F,t*H] = Y (M7 F ot H) — TPt ¢ H) (44)
[0

Because any f € C%*°(92 x R) can be represented as
f(z,t) = folz,t) +t*F(z), folz,T) =0, a>2,
and similar representation takes place for h, we see:

Proposition 2 Knowing TIT[f, h] for all f,h € C%®(0Q x Ry) we can
determine BT[f, h).

5.3 Riemannian manifolds.

We mention that all previous results can be directly generalized to man-
ifolds. Indeed, let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold with —A, being its
Laplace-Beltrami operator. The corresponding Schrédinger operators on
the manifold M are operators of the form A = —A, + ¢. Then the previ-
ous arguments remain valid for Schrédinger operators on M. In particular,
Theorem [I] claims that all data i.-vi. (and also vii. when zero is not an
eigenvalue) are equivalent.

5.4 Gauge transformations

When we study equivalence of boundary data for general 2nd-order operators
instead of the Schrodinger operators ([l)-(B), we have to take into account
possible coordinate and gauge transformations. A general theory of gauge
transformations in inverse problems for an arbitrary self-adjoint 2nd-order

operator

Au = Z a?* (2)0;0pu + Z v (x)0;u + c(x)u, (45)
k=1

j=1
D(A) = H*(Q) N HY(Q)
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is developed in [KKIJ], see also [KI]], [KK]. In this subsection we will con-
sider a subclass of operators (fiJ) and show how the results obtained for
Schrédinger operators can be generalized for them. Naturally, when study-
ing a subclass of operators ([]), we have to consider the subgroup of the
complete group of the coordinate and gauge transformations which preserves
this subclass. This subgroup is called the admissible group.

As an example, we consider the class of the anisotropic conductivity
operators,

a(x, D)v(x) = — Z 0; <ajk(a:)8kv(x)> + q(z)v(x) (46)

J,k=1

with the Dirichlet boundary condition (f), rather than a Schrodinger oper-
ator (). We note that all operators of form ([iJ) that are self-adjoint with
respect to the Lebesque measure on € can be written in form ([l§). Then

m
{\s Botloa s 1=1,2,...}, Bp= Y a*n;opp, (47)
J,k=1

is the corresponding boundary spectral data. Similarly, we can define ellip-
tic, hyperbolic, etc. boundary data of form ii.-vii. with the boundary oper-
ator B of form ([[7). Although it seems that the question of the equivalence
between data i.-vii. for operators (f6), (7)) is completely analogous to that
for Schrodinger operators, ([l]), (B) there is a significant difference. Namely,

it is, in principle, impossible to determine the corresponding Dirichlet-to-
Neumann map,

f — Bullom

with B of form (f7) and also the corresponding non-stationary Dirichlet-to-
Neumann maps RY, R", and R*® from the boundary spectral data (E7). As
we will see below, the reason for this is that the admissible group of gauge
and coordinate transformations which does not change the type of an oper-
ator under consideration can change the boundary data. More precisely, let
X :Q = Q, Xl|gg = id|pn be a diffeomorphism (coordinate transformation)
in the domain Q. Tt gives rise to the transformation, Sx : L*(Q) — L?(1),

Sxu(z) = u(X(z)).

Similarly, any k € C*°(Q2), k > 0in Q, gives rise to the gauge transformation,
S, : L*(Q) — L*(Q),



Then, S, o Sx : L?*(2) — L?(Q) induces a transformation for operators
which maps a(x, D) of form ([) to the operator

@(z, D)yu = Sy 0 Sx a(x, D) (Sx' o S tu). (48)
Next, assume that a(z, D) is of form ([i§). Taking
R(X (x)) = |det(dX)| ™ (x), (49)

we see that a(z, D) is of the same form () as a(z, D) with, however,
different coefficients a;; # aij, ¢ # q. Furthermore, it can be shown that the
only transformations of the form S, o Sx which preserve the form (fif) of
an operator in a given Q are given by (£§)-(d). Moreover, if det(dX) = 1
on 09, the boundary spectral data of a(z, D) and a(z, D) coinside. On the
other hand, in this case

Af = A f + (Br)|oaf,

Analysing the proof of Lemma [l] in Appendix 1, we see that asymptotics
(B1) remains valid for the operator () with, however, other factors a(z)
and K (z) instead of p(x) and H(x). These factors depend only on a;;(x).
We can then follow the arguments of section 2, i. — 4i. to show that the
boundary spectral data determine the Dirichlet-to-Robin map

f = Bullsq = Bul + ouf|pq, z € C
with an unknown function o € C*°(90M). Motivated by this we say that
operators Agl) and Ag) are gauge-equivalent if there is a function o such

that Agl) f= Ag) f + of. Similarly, two bilinear forms Hgl) and H,(ZZ) are
gauge-equivalent if there is a function ¢ such that

WO 1) =11 1) + [ ol fla)P s
o0
Then, using similar considerations as in sections 2-4 we obtain:

Proposition 3 Inverse problems i.-vi. for anisotropic conductivity opera-
tors ({4) are gauge-equivalent, in the sense that the data i. determines the
gauge-equivalence class of any data i.-vi. and vise versa.

We would note that this phenomenon does not occur in the Schrédinger
case because its admmissible group of transformations consists of only changes
of coordinates, that is, Sx.

In connection to the inverse problem, we would mention that it is possible
to find a(z, D) (upto a transformation from the group ([g)) from either the
boundary spectral data ([[7) or the Dirichlet-to-Robin map A.+o(z)I, z € C

with unknown o (see e.g. [KIl], [KK], [KKL)).
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6 Appendix 1

In this appendix we will prove asymptotic expansion (21). To this end we
introduce boundary normal coordinates (y,n), y = (y',--- , 4™ ), n >0
in a vicinity of 99. Let z € Q. Denote by n = n(z) the distance (in
the metric g) from x to the boundary 09, n(z) = dy(z,0Q). When z
is sufficiently close to 0f2 there is a unique point y = y( ) with n(z) =
dg(z,y(x)). Introducing some (local) coordinates (y* y™ 1) on 99 we
use (y'(z), - ,y"™ 1 (x),n(x)) as (boundary normal) coordlnates of . The
length element dl in these coordinates has a special form,
di* = dn® + gop(y,n) dy“dy®, o, =1,--- ,m—1.

Then
1
H(y,ng) = 5 On (log g(y, ) ln=no (50)

is the mean curvature of the surface 0Q,, = {z € Q : n(z) = ne}.
particular, 0Qy = 0f.
Let a(x, D) be of the form

a(z,D)v = —Agv + q(x)v.

We denote by D, = —i0,, D, = —i0,, Ds = —i0, the derivatives in bound-
ary normal coordinates. The crucial step in proving (P1) is the following
lemma.

Lemma 1 The Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A, of form {), @), (@) for
a(x, D) has an asymptotic expansion

A~Z%% 2=/, (51)

where Py (y, Dy) are dzﬁerentzal operators of order k. Ezpansion (b1) means
that

[A; — Zpk y, D DR a0y 200y < Cilz T2

in the domain \arg(—z)] <om, 0 <6 < 1. In particular,

H(y)p
2 3
1 ~
P2(y7Dy) = _§pg B(y70)DaDB +P2(y7Dy)7

PO(vay) =P Pl(vay) = -

1 ~
P3(y7Dy) = _Zpangaﬁ(yvo)DaDﬁ + P3(y7Dy)7
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where H(y) = H(y,0) and Py, Ps are differential operators of order 1 with
coefficients depending on the derivatives of the metric tensor and the poten-
tial on ON2.

Proof. By adding, if necessary, a positive constant to ¢(z) we can
assume that o(A) C {z : Rez > 0} where A the operator with symbol
a(x, D) and the Dirichlet boundary condition.

In [LT] it is shown that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for an elliptic
differential operator of the second order is a pseudodifferential operator.
Its symbol depends on the derivatives of the metric tensor at the bound-
ary. To apply this approach, we introduce an auxiliary elliptic operator
a(z,s, Dy, Ds) =a(x, Dy, Dy),

a(x,Dy, Dy) = a(z, D) — 8% in (z,5) € Q=0 xR.
Rewriting a(x, D,, Dy) in coordinates (y, s,n) we have

'd(a:, D,, Ds) = 'd(y, n, Dyy D,, Ds)
= —02 — 02 — g"(y,1n)0a05 — H(y,n)Ohn + f*(y,n)0a + h(y,n).

By [LU], a(x, s, D, D) has a factorization
a = (Dn - ZH(y,’I’L) - Z.L(yv"%Dyv Ds))(Dn + Z.L(yv"%Dyv DS))7 (53)

The operator L(y, n, Dy, D) is a pseudodifferential operator of the first order
with respect to (y,s) which depends smoothly on the parameter n. The
symbol of L(y,n, D,, D,) has the form

L(y7 n? 67 7—) ~ Z Lm(y7 n? 67 T)7 y 6 Rm_17 n G R+7

m<1

where ¢ € R™7 !, 7 € R are dual to y and s, correspondingly. L, (y, s,&,7),
m =1,0,—1,..., are positive-homogeneous symbols of order m with respect
to (&, 7) and we take the principal symbol Li(y,n, &, 7) to be negative.

Using the calculus of pseudodifferential operators and comparing the
terms of the same homogeneity with respect to (y,7) on the both sides of
equality (5J) , we obtain

1 .
> SOLDyLy + (O + H) Ly, = G, (54)
gk<i

Jk=lyl=m
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where Gy, = @, (y,n, Dy, D;) is the term of homogeneity m with respect to
(Dy, Ds) in a. In particular, G, = 0 for m < 0. Using equation (54) we
can find L,,(y,n,&,7) in terms of coefficients of operator a. In particular,
equation (f4) for m = 2 implies that

Ll(yynagﬂ—) = _77 =~V 772 + 7_27 n=y gaﬁgagﬁ- (55)

Further equations (54) give us recurrently that

1 ~
Ly =— > SO/LD)Li+ (On + H)Limy1 — G (56)
m+1<j5,k<1 )

j+k—|y|=m+1
Formula (f6) implies that

Ln(yn&m) = Y pi(y,n, O, m<0, (57)

Jo(m)<j<m

where plgm) (y,m, &) are polynomials of order k with respect to . Using the
binomial Taylor expansion of 77 when 7 — oo,

" " (k)2 o
nk _ Tk Z < ; >T—2],’72] + O(Tk—2m—2772m+2)’ (58)
j=0

where (§) =a(a—1)...(a —k+1)/k!, we see that

Lm(yynvé.v’r) = Zﬁ{ﬁ](y,n,ﬁ)ﬂ (59)

j<m

Here f)ém) (y,s,&) are again polynomials of order k& with respect to £. These

polynomials can be found by direct computations. In particular, from form
(pA) for Ly we see that

1
&) = -1 5 n.) =~ (5 n)Eas (60)

Furthermore, analysing formula (p) with m = 0 we obtain that

H
0w ) = T 50 6 = L 0,0y mEas (6D
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Since for L; with the negative principal symbol,
L(y7 07 Dya Ds) = JTO,

where I/X: is the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for a, i.e.

Af = 0,7 9q, where a(z, D)ol = zvl, vlon = f,

formulae (F7), (F9) (with n = 0) determine the symbol of Ag.

Now we are ready to derive the asymptotics of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map A__2 of the operator A when 7 — oo, 7 € R. Consider the boundary
value problem

@(z,Dy, D)5 = 0, in Q
Uy = [fly)e™.

Its periodic solution v(x, s) = v(z)e’™ has the function v(x) being the solu-
tion of the Dirichlet problem

a(z,Dyv+7%v = 0, in Q,
vlgn =
Since Bv =p g—fL neq> We have
A_af = pe ™ Ro(e ). (62)
Therefore, A__2 is a pseudodifferential operator with symbol
A_r2(y,€) = p(y) L(y, 0,8, 7). (63)

Summarizing the previous considerations, we obtain an asymptotic expan-
sion for the operator A__ 2,

l
A=) Puly, Dy)r " + Ei(y, Dy; ), (64)
k=0

where Pj(y, Dy) is a differential operator of order k and Ej(y,D,;7) is a
bounded operator from H!*1(9Q) to L?(0S2) with the norm ||Ej|| < Cjr~.
The exact form of the operators Pj(y, D,) can be obtained by direct cal-
culations using formulae (F)-(59), (F3), (F3). In particular, the first four
polynomials have form (2). O

Lemma [l] yields immediately the following result.
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Corollary 1 The derivative of Dirichlet-to-Neumann mapping, 0.A, has
the expansion

oo

1 /
aANip 12 Z

k=

Py, Dy)(—2)~ 02, (65)

where Py(y, Dy) are differential operators given in Lemma []. In particular,
the map 0,A, determines the weight p and mean curvature H(y).

Proof. From the principal symbol of 0,A, we obtain p. It is then clear
from formula (Fg) for P3(y, D) that the map 0.A, determines the mean
curvature H(y). O

7 Appendix 2

In this appendix we give the proof of Proposition . We can represent
BT[t*F,t*H] in the form

BT[t*F,t*H] = / / t* (9,0 F H — Fo,u!" ) dtdsS, =
0N

T
/ / A’ F 9, (+H) —I—@t(ta"'lF)a,,utaH) dtdS, —
o0

a+1
Ta ta+1F
T or1 oyu (x,T) H(x)dS,. (66)
Similarly,
BT[t*F,t*H] = e / / w9 (tOF) 4 0, (1T H) 9, ul" T ) dtdS, +
[2}9]
TO! ta+1H
+ i oyu (x,T) F(x)dSy. (67)

Subtracting (67) from (66) and using definition () of 117, we obtain that
/ (™" (@, 1) H(2) + 00" (2, 7) F(2)) dS, =
o0N

23



2T~ (T t* 1 Ft*H) + TIT [t F 1> H) (68)

On the other hand, denoting by r*(t,z,y), x,y € 0 the Schwartz kernel of
the operator R* and using the fact that (-, z,y) = r*(-,y,x) we see that

'™ F(x, TYH(2)dS, = | 0yu™ H(2,T) F(z)dS,.
o0 o0

Therefore, equation (b§) shows that

Ayu'™"F (2, T) H(x) dS, =
o0

=T~ (I' "M P H) + Tt F, 2t H)) (69)

Equation ([4) follows from (f6) and (F9).
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